
A perspective on active glassy dynamics in biological systems

Souvik Sadhukhan,1 Subhodeep Dey,1 Smarajit Karmakar,1, ∗ and Saroj Kumar Nandi1, †

1Tata Institute of Fundamental Research, Hyderabad - 500046, India

Dynamics is central to living systems. In the last two decades, experiments have revealed that
the dynamics in diverse biological systems - from intracellular cytoplasm to cellular and organismal
aggregates - are remarkably similar to that in dense systems of inanimate particles in equilibrium.
They show a glass transition from a solid-like jammed state to a fluid-like flowing state, where a
moderate change in control parameter leads to an enormous variation in relaxation time. However,
biological systems have crucial differences from the equilibrium systems: the former have activity
that drives them out of equilibrium, novel control parameters, and enormous levels of complexity.
These active systems showing glassy dynamics are known as active glasses. The field is at the
interface of physics and biology, freely borrowing tools from both disciplines and promising novel,
fascinating discoveries. We review the experiments that started this field, simulations that have been
instrumental for insights, and theories that have helped unify diverse phenomena, reveal correlations,
and make novel quantitative predictions. We discuss the primary characteristics that define a glassy
system. For most concepts, we first discuss the known equilibrium scenario and then present the
key aspects when activity is introduced. We end the article with a discussion of the challenges in
the field and possible future directions.

I. INTRODUCTION

This review concerns the fascinating phenomenology of
glassy dynamics in biological systems at varying length
scales. Glassy dynamics refers to the extreme dynamical
slowdown, by several orders of magnitude, with a modest
change in the control parameters [1, 2]. Surprisingly, the
phenomenon does not accompany any phase transition or
discernible change in static structures. A snapshot of a
liquid and a glass look nearly identical, but their dynam-
ics are markedly different. Glassy systems show slower
than exponential (stretched-exponential) relaxation [3],
sub-diffusive mean-square displacement (MSD) at inter-
mediate times [4], non-Gaussian distribution of parti-
cle displacement [5], dynamical heterogeneity [6], aging
[7, 8], etc. In the last couple of decades, experiments have
shown that many biological systems also have glass-like
dynamics. Examples include the cell cytoplasm [9–12],
cellular aggregates and tissues [13–19], colonies of bac-
teria [20] or ants [21–23], synthetic systems [24–26], etc.
This glass transition from a solid-like jammed state to
a fluid-like flowing state seems to be crucial for several
biologically significant processes, such as wound healing
[16, 27–29], cancer progression [30, 31], embryogenesis
[32–35], and many others. The importance of the prob-
lem has led to many simulations [36–42] and theories [43–
51] for a quantitative understanding of the problem. Fig-
ure 1 provides some examples of various biological sys-
tems having glassy dynamics that was once the subject
of inert systems alone. These examples, and many oth-
ers, have immensely enriched the field of glassy dynamics
with new challenges, fresh ideas, and possibilities of novel
discoveries.
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One essential feature of biological systems is that they
are active: the constituent particles consume energy and
do some work. The work can be diverse: for exam-
ple, the particles can divide, die, differentiate, be conflu-
ent, change their conformation, control the geometry and
strength of interaction, propel themselves, etc [52, 53].
Developing a theoretical framework for such systems is a
daunting task. However, commendable research works of
the last decades have shown that it is possible to reveal
the generic principles and obtain a theoretical framework
for these systems, at least in some appropriate limits
[52–54]. Predictions made from such theories have been
tested and validated in experiments and simulations. For
example, cell division and apoptosis fluidize the system
by cutting off the relaxation time scale [55, 56]. Differ-
ent stochastic models can make robust predictions about
cellular fate [57]. Energy landscape ideas of statistical
physics provide crucial insights into the protein folding
pathways and distinctive folding processes [58]. These
fascinating examples of applying physics principles to
complex systems demonstrate that it is possible to draw
meaningful insights via the consideration of specific as-
pects of these systems at a time. In the last decade or
so, a large amount of theoretical work has focused on
the glassy dynamics in active systems of self-propelled
particles (SPPs) and confluent epithelial tissues.

Active systems of SPPs comprise particles with a self-
propulsion force, f0, and a persistence time, τp, of their
motion [54, 62–64]. Many biological systems can be
conveniently modelled as systems of SPPs; for exam-
ple, birds and fishes [65–68], ants colonies [21], swim-
ming bacteria [69], etc. There are also examples from
cellular [13–15, 18, 19] and sub-cellular levels [70–72], as
well as synthetic systems [25, 73–80]. Properties of ac-
tive SPP systems in their dilute regime have been the
subject of intense research activities in the last several
decades [54, 62, 81]. It is well-known that these systems
show many non-trivial properties. For example, they can
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Fig. 1 | Experimental setup and vitrification of the bacterial population. a, Sketch of the experimental system.
b-e, Phase-contrast images for di↵erent area fractions �. f-i, Orientation field (pseudocolor) overlaid on the phase-contrast
images. j-m, Intensity di↵erence �I(~r, t,�t) = I(~r, t+�t)� I(~r, t) with �t = 0.053 s.

evaluated by twice the variance of I(~r, t). The quantity
Q(�t) roughly corresponds to the fraction of bacteria
that did not move over lag time �t. More quantita-
tively, Q(�t) was reported to behave similarly to the self-
intermediate scattering function [26], a quantity often
used to characterize the structural relaxation of glassy
materials.

Figure 2a shows the result of structural relaxation as-
sessed through Q(�t) for di↵erent �. For low �, Q(�t)
decays to zero after a relatively short relaxation time,
indicating fast structural relaxation. This corresponds
to what is called the ↵-relaxation in the literature [1–
5]. However, this ↵-relaxation time increases rapidly
for � & 0.85, soon exceeding the observation time. We
therefore fit the data by a stretched exponential func-

tion, Q(�t) ⇠ e�(�t/⌧Q)�Q
, well-known to describe the

↵-relaxation of glassy materials [1, 2], to evaluate the
relaxation time ⌧Q (Extended Data Fig. 1). The result
indeed shows rapid increase of ⌧Q (Fig. 2c blue symbols),
by nearly two orders of magnitude in 0.78 . � . 0.88.
The observed superexponential growth of ⌧Q indicates
that our bacterial populations are a fragile glass former
[1–3]. It is compatible with typical growth laws docu-
mented in the literature, such as the power-law diver-
gence ⌧Q ⇠ (�Q

c � �)��Q predicted by mode-coupling
theories (MCT) [1, 2, 5] (Fig. 2c blue dashed line) as well
as the Vogel-Fulcher-Tamman law [1–3] (Supplementary
Fig. 2). This allows us to evaluate the glass transition
point (in the sense of MCT) at �Q

c = 0.882(4), where the
number in the parentheses represents the uncertainty in
the last digit (see Methods).

At this point, it is worth recalling the spherocylindrical

shape of the constituting entity, namely E. coli, which has
both translational and orientational degrees of freedom.
The relaxation of the orientational degrees of freedom can
be evaluated by the orientational correlation function

C✓(�t) = hcos 2[✓(~r, t+�t)� ✓(~r,�t)]i~r,t, (2)

where ✓(~r, t) represents the nematic orientation angle.
Figure 2b shows C✓(�t) for di↵erent �. Similarly to
Q(�t), C✓(�t) also decays, following the stretched ex-

ponential form C✓(�t) ⇠ e�(�t/⌧✓)
�✓ (Extended Data

Fig. 2), with a characteristic relaxation time ⌧✓ that in-
creases rapidly with � (Fig. 2c red symbols). Impor-
tantly, we find that the orientational relaxation time ⌧✓
is larger than that of the overlap function ⌧Q by an order
of magnitude or more, and seems to diverge at lower �.
This is underpinned by the MCT fitting ⌧✓ ⇠ (�✓

c��)��✓

(Fig. 2c red dashed line), which gives �✓
c = 0.851(11) that

is significantly smaller than �Q
c = 0.882(4). The same

conclusion was reached when the data were fitted with
the Vogel-Fulcher-Tamman law (Supplementary Fig. 2).
From �✓

c < �Q
c , we conclude that the orientational de-

grees of freedom vitrify earlier than the rest, i.e., the
translational degrees of freedom, the latter of which es-
sentially governed the relaxation of the overlap function.
In other words, the glass transition in our system takes
place in two steps, the first being a transition to the ori-
entation glass at �✓

c = 0.851(11) and the second the ul-
timate transition to the complete glass at �Q

c = 0.882(4)
(Fig. 2c). A similar two-step transition was also reported
for glass transitions of ellipsoidal colloids [27–30], while
there also exist theoretical and numerical studies which
showed that translational degrees of freedom may vitrify
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FIG. 1. Examples of Active systems : a) Drosophila wing disc pouch full of epithelial cells. Image Courtesy : Souvik Sadhukhan,
Manish Jaiswal’s Lab. b) Mardin-Darby canine kidney cell (MDCK) layers. Image Courtesy : Basil T., Collective Cellular
Dynamics (CCD) Lab. c) 3D-printed vibrating ellipsoids [84]. d) 2D Cell monolayer in cellular potts model (Discrete). e) 2D
Cell monolayer in Vertex model (Continuum). Color coding is according to the number of sides a cell contains. f) 3D Binary
Kob-Anderson mixture of active and passive particles. Aa denotes A type active, Ap denotes A type passive particles (Same
for B type).
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namely the final configurations of the PT-2 runs. For the
N = 3600 samples, we used 20 independent configura-
tions from protocol PT-1. The duration t of each of the
MD simulations ranged from 4.2�106 steps (at T = 0.51)
to 2.1� 109 steps (at T = 0.39), thus each run was about
10–20 times longer than the typical structural relaxation
time ⌧↵ (see below for its definition). In total, for each tem-
perature, our simulations cover over about 2500 structural
relaxation times. This high-quality statistics enables us to
perform a temperature-derivative analysis of the dynamic
data, see sect. 3.2.

For both MC and MD protocols, we checked that the
initial configurations were uncorrelated from one another
by measuring their mutual self-overlaps [45]

Qs =
1

N

X

i

�
⇣
a �

���r↵i � r�i

���
⌘

, (5)

where ↵ and � denote two configurations, and their mutual
collective overlaps

Qc =
1

N

X

i,j

�
⇣
a �

���r↵i � r�j

���
⌘

. (6)

A sensible choice of parameter a is a fraction of the typical
interparticle distance. We chose a = 0.3. We found that
both Qs and Qc are close to the values expected for un-
correlated pairs of configurations, i.e., O(1/N) and 4

3⇡a3⇢,
respectively.

From MD and MC simulations we extract the self-part
of the intermediate scattering functions

FA
s (k, t) =

⌦
fA
s (k, t)

↵
=

*
1

NA

X

j

e�ik·[rj(t)�rj(0)]

+
,

(7)
where the sum runs over the particles of type A. We choose
a wave vector k = 7.25, close to the first peak of the struc-
ture factor [31]. The corresponding structural relaxation
time ⌧↵ is defined as usual as FA

s (k, ⌧↵) = 1/e. In fig. 2, we
show the dynamic data obtained from the MD protocol.

2.3 Crystalline order detection

The study of glass-forming liquids is often hampered by
crystallization and the very relation between glassy be-
havior and crystallization remains a matter of debate [46,
47]. The KA mixture, which is a simple model of a metal-
lic glass-former, has been extensively used as a model to
study the glass transition because of its stability against
crystallization. Until very recently, the note added in the
proofs of ref. [48] was, to the best of our knowledge, the
only report of crystallization of this model by direct sim-
ulation, achieved through runs of about 3.7 � 107 time
units (7.4 � 109 steps) at T = 0.40. At this temper-
ature, however, the nucleation time is still much larger
than the structural relaxation time ⌧↵ (⇠ 105 time units),
and therefore MD/MC simulations of the metastable liq-
uid can be carried out safely. In this work, however, we

Fig. 2. Self-part of the intermediate scattering functions
F A

s (k, t) obtained from the MD protocol for N = 1200 par-
ticles. Errors bars are one standard deviation on the mean,
calculated over 128 runs.

were able to equilibrate the mixture at even lower tem-
peratures. Below T = 0.4, crystallization events become
increasingly frequent, as also demonstrated by a very re-
cent simulation study [49]. Within the studied range of
system sizes, the smaller the system, the stronger the ten-
dency to crystallization.

As a first indicator of crystallization events in our
simulations, we monitored the evolution of the inherent
structure (IS) energy as a function of time [50]. However,
the IS energy may also display large but reversible fluc-
tuations, unrelated to crystal nucleation. We thus stud-
ied two additional order parameters that allow us to dis-
entangle “amorphous” and crystalline fluctuations. The
first one relies on the so-called common neighbor analysis
(CNA) [51]. In this approach, the bonds formed by neigh-
boring particles are classified according to the number of
shared neighbors. It has been shown that the fraction f142

of bonds of type 142, see, e.g., ref. [52], allows one to de-
tect crystallization in biased simulations of the KA mix-
ture. We found that this approach allows one to detect
crystallization in the bulk mixture as well. An example of
a crystallization event is depicted in fig. 3. Even though
the nature of the fluctuation is not always clear-cut, we
found that a threshold on f142 is an e↵ective criterion
to filter out crystalline configurations. Note that since we
run several replicas at a time, only a few of them may
be a↵ected by crystallization. When this occurs they typi-
cally remain “stuck” in the lowest portion of temperature
space. As in ref. [52], we used a threshold of 12% CNA-142
bonds. A large crystalline cluster detected in our simula-
tions is shown in fig. 3(d). The crystal nucleus is formed
by fcc pockets of A particles, which implies compositional
fluctuations that deplete B particles. To detect it, we in-
troduced an even simpler order parameter, namely the
concentration of cages formed by A particles only [52]. In
particular, we evaluated the connected component [53] of
clusters formed by pure-A cages. We found that in typical
crystalline samples, the size of these connected clusters is
about a few hundred particles. Finally, in fig. 3(c) we show

F s
(k,

t)

time (t)

decreases, and thus mirrors the behavior of the (inverse of the)
viscosity shown in Fig. 2 for real systems. Therefore, to
explain the phenomenon of the glass transition, one must
equivalently explain why molecular motions become so
slow at low temperatures.

Additionally, a rich dynamics is observed in Fig. 5, with a
plateau regime at intermediate time scales, corresponding to
an extended time window during which particles vibrate
around their initial positions, as in a crystalline solid. The
difference with a crystal is, of course, that this transient
localization does not correspond to a well-defined position
in an ordered structure, and it is only transient so that all
particles eventually escape and, concomitantly, the structure
relaxes at long times. Describing the molecular motions re-
sponsible for this broad spectrum of relaxation time scales is a
challenge.

In recent years, computer experiments played an increas-
ingly important role in glass transition studies (Andersen,
2005). It could almost be said that particle trajectories in
numerical work have been studied under so many different
angles that probably little remains to be learned from such
studies in the regime that is currently accessible using present
day computers. Unfortunately, this does not imply complete
knowledge of the physics of supercooled liquids. As shown in
Fig. 5, it is presently possible to follow the dynamics of a
simple glass-forming liquid over more than eight decades of
time, and over a temperature window in which average re-
laxation time scales increase by more than five decades. This
might sound impressive, but a quick look at Fig. 2 shows,
however, that at the lowest temperatures studied in the com-
puter, the relaxation time scales are still orders of magnitude
faster than in experiments performed close to the glass tran-
sition temperature. Simulations can be directly compared to
experiments performed in this high-temperature regime, but
this also implies that simulations focus on a relaxation regime
that is about eight to ten decades of times faster than in
experiments performed close to Tg. Whether numerical works

are useful in understanding the glass transition itself at all is
therefore an open, widely debated question. We believe that it

is now possible to numerically access temperatures which are
low enough that many features associated with the glass
transition physics can be observed: strong decoupling phe-
nomena (see Sec. III), clear deviations from fits to the mode-
coupling theory (which are experimentally known to hold only
at high temperatures, see Sec. IV.B.2), and crossovers toward
truly activated dynamics.

Classical computer simulations of supercooled liquids
usually proceed by solving a cleverly discretized version of
Hamilton’s equations for the particles’ positions and mo-
menta and a given potential interaction between particles
(Allen and Tildesley, 1987):

@ri
@t

¼ @H

@pi
;

@pi

@t
¼ " @H

@ri
; (8)

where

Hðfpi; rigÞ ¼
XN

i¼1

p2
i

2mi
þ VðfrigÞ (9)

is the system’s Hamiltonian composed of a kinetic part and an
interaction term VðfrigÞ. We have written Eqs. (8) and (9) in
terms of the center of mass trajectories, as is appropriate for
atoms although, of course, numerical simulations can deal
with molecular degrees of freedom as well (Allen and
Tildesley, 1987). Since the equations of motion are energy
conserving, they describe the dynamics of atomistic systems
in the microcanonical ensemble. Constant temperature or
constant pressure schemes have been developed, allowing
simulations to be performed in any desired statistical en-
semble (Allen and Tildesley, 1987). Similarly, nonequilibrium
simulation techniques exist that allow, for instance, computer
studies of the aging dynamics or the nonlinear rheology of
supercooled fluids (Evans and Morris, 2008); see also Sec. V.

If quantitative agreement with experimental data on an
existing specific material is sought, the interaction must be
carefully chosen in order to reproduce reality, for instance, by
combining classical to ab initio simulations. From the more
fundamental perspective adopted here, one rather seeks the
simplest model that is still able to qualitatively reproduce the
phenomenology of real glass formers, while being consider-
ably simpler to study. The implicit, but quite strong, hypothe-
sis is that molecular details are not needed to explain the
behavior of supercooled liquids, so that the glass transition is
indeed a topic for statistical mechanics, with little influence
from chemical details. A considerable amount of work has
therefore been dedicated to studying models where point
particles interact via a simple pair potential such as
Lennard-Jones interactions:

VðfrigÞ ¼
XN

i¼1

XN

j¼i

!
!"

"

rij

#
12
"

"
"

rij

#
6
$
; (10)

where rij ¼ jri " rjj, and ! and " represent an energy scale
and the particle diameter, respectively. Other popular models
are soft spheres, where only the steep short-range repulsion in
Eq. (10) is considered, or even hard spheres where the repul-
sion is made infinitely steep. If the system is too simple, such
as the one defined in (10), the glass transition cannot be
studied because crystallization takes place when temperature
is lowered. Some frustration must be introduced to devise

FIG. 5 (color online). Mean-squared displacements of individual
particles in a simple model of a glass-forming liquid composed of
Lennard-Jones particles observed on a wide time window. When
temperature decreases (from left to right), the particle displacements
become increasingly slow with several distinct time regimes corre-
sponding, in this order, to ballistic, localized, and diffusive regimes.
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FIG. 2. (a) The self intermediate scattering function, Fs(k, t), at wave vector k as a function of time t for di↵erent temperatures
(Adapted from [89]). (b) Mean-square displacement (MSD) as a function of t for di↵erent T . MSD changes ballistically at
short times, goes to a plateau that is sub-di↵usive at the intermediate times, and becomes di↵usive at long times. The plateau
increases as T decreases (Adapted from Ref. [1]).

transition from sub-di↵usive at intermediate times to
di↵usive behavior at long times is a generic feature of
glassy systems.

Another way to determine the properties of particle
displacements is to look at the van-Hove function,

Gs(r, t), which gives the probability distribution of
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FIG. 1. Examples of Active systems : a) Drosophila wing disc pouch full of epithelial cells. Image Courtesy : Souvik Sadhukhan,
Manish Jaiswal’s Lab. b) Mardin-Darby canine kidney cell (MDCK) layers. Image Courtesy : Basil T., Collective Cellular
Dynamics (CCD) Lab. c) 3D-printed vibrating ellipsoids [84]. d) 2D Cell monolayer in cellular potts model (Discrete). e) 2D
Cell monolayer in Vertex model (Continuum). Color coding is according to the number of sides a cell contains. f) 3D Binary
Kob-Anderson mixture of active and passive particles. Aa denotes A type active, Ap denotes A type passive particles (Same
for B type).
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namely the final configurations of the PT-2 runs. For the
N = 3600 samples, we used 20 independent configura-
tions from protocol PT-1. The duration t of each of the
MD simulations ranged from 4.2�106 steps (at T = 0.51)
to 2.1� 109 steps (at T = 0.39), thus each run was about
10–20 times longer than the typical structural relaxation
time ⌧↵ (see below for its definition). In total, for each tem-
perature, our simulations cover over about 2500 structural
relaxation times. This high-quality statistics enables us to
perform a temperature-derivative analysis of the dynamic
data, see sect. 3.2.

For both MC and MD protocols, we checked that the
initial configurations were uncorrelated from one another
by measuring their mutual self-overlaps [45]

Qs =
1

N

X

i

�
⇣
a �

���r↵i � r�i

���
⌘

, (5)

where ↵ and � denote two configurations, and their mutual
collective overlaps

Qc =
1

N

X

i,j

�
⇣
a �

���r↵i � r�j

���
⌘

. (6)

A sensible choice of parameter a is a fraction of the typical
interparticle distance. We chose a = 0.3. We found that
both Qs and Qc are close to the values expected for un-
correlated pairs of configurations, i.e., O(1/N) and 4

3⇡a3⇢,
respectively.

From MD and MC simulations we extract the self-part
of the intermediate scattering functions

FA
s (k, t) =

⌦
fA
s (k, t)

↵
=

*
1

NA

X

j

e�ik·[rj(t)�rj(0)]

+
,

(7)
where the sum runs over the particles of type A. We choose
a wave vector k = 7.25, close to the first peak of the struc-
ture factor [31]. The corresponding structural relaxation
time ⌧↵ is defined as usual as FA

s (k, ⌧↵) = 1/e. In fig. 2, we
show the dynamic data obtained from the MD protocol.

2.3 Crystalline order detection

The study of glass-forming liquids is often hampered by
crystallization and the very relation between glassy be-
havior and crystallization remains a matter of debate [46,
47]. The KA mixture, which is a simple model of a metal-
lic glass-former, has been extensively used as a model to
study the glass transition because of its stability against
crystallization. Until very recently, the note added in the
proofs of ref. [48] was, to the best of our knowledge, the
only report of crystallization of this model by direct sim-
ulation, achieved through runs of about 3.7 � 107 time
units (7.4 � 109 steps) at T = 0.40. At this temper-
ature, however, the nucleation time is still much larger
than the structural relaxation time ⌧↵ (⇠ 105 time units),
and therefore MD/MC simulations of the metastable liq-
uid can be carried out safely. In this work, however, we

Fig. 2. Self-part of the intermediate scattering functions
F A

s (k, t) obtained from the MD protocol for N = 1200 par-
ticles. Errors bars are one standard deviation on the mean,
calculated over 128 runs.

were able to equilibrate the mixture at even lower tem-
peratures. Below T = 0.4, crystallization events become
increasingly frequent, as also demonstrated by a very re-
cent simulation study [49]. Within the studied range of
system sizes, the smaller the system, the stronger the ten-
dency to crystallization.

As a first indicator of crystallization events in our
simulations, we monitored the evolution of the inherent
structure (IS) energy as a function of time [50]. However,
the IS energy may also display large but reversible fluc-
tuations, unrelated to crystal nucleation. We thus stud-
ied two additional order parameters that allow us to dis-
entangle “amorphous” and crystalline fluctuations. The
first one relies on the so-called common neighbor analysis
(CNA) [51]. In this approach, the bonds formed by neigh-
boring particles are classified according to the number of
shared neighbors. It has been shown that the fraction f142

of bonds of type 142, see, e.g., ref. [52], allows one to de-
tect crystallization in biased simulations of the KA mix-
ture. We found that this approach allows one to detect
crystallization in the bulk mixture as well. An example of
a crystallization event is depicted in fig. 3. Even though
the nature of the fluctuation is not always clear-cut, we
found that a threshold on f142 is an e↵ective criterion
to filter out crystalline configurations. Note that since we
run several replicas at a time, only a few of them may
be a↵ected by crystallization. When this occurs they typi-
cally remain “stuck” in the lowest portion of temperature
space. As in ref. [52], we used a threshold of 12% CNA-142
bonds. A large crystalline cluster detected in our simula-
tions is shown in fig. 3(d). The crystal nucleus is formed
by fcc pockets of A particles, which implies compositional
fluctuations that deplete B particles. To detect it, we in-
troduced an even simpler order parameter, namely the
concentration of cages formed by A particles only [52]. In
particular, we evaluated the connected component [53] of
clusters formed by pure-A cages. We found that in typical
crystalline samples, the size of these connected clusters is
about a few hundred particles. Finally, in fig. 3(c) we show

F s
(k,

t)

time (t)

decreases, and thus mirrors the behavior of the (inverse of the)
viscosity shown in Fig. 2 for real systems. Therefore, to
explain the phenomenon of the glass transition, one must
equivalently explain why molecular motions become so
slow at low temperatures.

Additionally, a rich dynamics is observed in Fig. 5, with a
plateau regime at intermediate time scales, corresponding to
an extended time window during which particles vibrate
around their initial positions, as in a crystalline solid. The
difference with a crystal is, of course, that this transient
localization does not correspond to a well-defined position
in an ordered structure, and it is only transient so that all
particles eventually escape and, concomitantly, the structure
relaxes at long times. Describing the molecular motions re-
sponsible for this broad spectrum of relaxation time scales is a
challenge.

In recent years, computer experiments played an increas-
ingly important role in glass transition studies (Andersen,
2005). It could almost be said that particle trajectories in
numerical work have been studied under so many different
angles that probably little remains to be learned from such
studies in the regime that is currently accessible using present
day computers. Unfortunately, this does not imply complete
knowledge of the physics of supercooled liquids. As shown in
Fig. 5, it is presently possible to follow the dynamics of a
simple glass-forming liquid over more than eight decades of
time, and over a temperature window in which average re-
laxation time scales increase by more than five decades. This
might sound impressive, but a quick look at Fig. 2 shows,
however, that at the lowest temperatures studied in the com-
puter, the relaxation time scales are still orders of magnitude
faster than in experiments performed close to the glass tran-
sition temperature. Simulations can be directly compared to
experiments performed in this high-temperature regime, but
this also implies that simulations focus on a relaxation regime
that is about eight to ten decades of times faster than in
experiments performed close to Tg. Whether numerical works

are useful in understanding the glass transition itself at all is
therefore an open, widely debated question. We believe that it

is now possible to numerically access temperatures which are
low enough that many features associated with the glass
transition physics can be observed: strong decoupling phe-
nomena (see Sec. III), clear deviations from fits to the mode-
coupling theory (which are experimentally known to hold only
at high temperatures, see Sec. IV.B.2), and crossovers toward
truly activated dynamics.

Classical computer simulations of supercooled liquids
usually proceed by solving a cleverly discretized version of
Hamilton’s equations for the particles’ positions and mo-
menta and a given potential interaction between particles
(Allen and Tildesley, 1987):

@ri
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@pi
;
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; (8)

where

Hðfpi; rigÞ ¼
XN

i¼1

p2
i

2mi
þ VðfrigÞ (9)

is the system’s Hamiltonian composed of a kinetic part and an
interaction term VðfrigÞ. We have written Eqs. (8) and (9) in
terms of the center of mass trajectories, as is appropriate for
atoms although, of course, numerical simulations can deal
with molecular degrees of freedom as well (Allen and
Tildesley, 1987). Since the equations of motion are energy
conserving, they describe the dynamics of atomistic systems
in the microcanonical ensemble. Constant temperature or
constant pressure schemes have been developed, allowing
simulations to be performed in any desired statistical en-
semble (Allen and Tildesley, 1987). Similarly, nonequilibrium
simulation techniques exist that allow, for instance, computer
studies of the aging dynamics or the nonlinear rheology of
supercooled fluids (Evans and Morris, 2008); see also Sec. V.

If quantitative agreement with experimental data on an
existing specific material is sought, the interaction must be
carefully chosen in order to reproduce reality, for instance, by
combining classical to ab initio simulations. From the more
fundamental perspective adopted here, one rather seeks the
simplest model that is still able to qualitatively reproduce the
phenomenology of real glass formers, while being consider-
ably simpler to study. The implicit, but quite strong, hypothe-
sis is that molecular details are not needed to explain the
behavior of supercooled liquids, so that the glass transition is
indeed a topic for statistical mechanics, with little influence
from chemical details. A considerable amount of work has
therefore been dedicated to studying models where point
particles interact via a simple pair potential such as
Lennard-Jones interactions:
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where rij ¼ jri " rjj, and ! and " represent an energy scale
and the particle diameter, respectively. Other popular models
are soft spheres, where only the steep short-range repulsion in
Eq. (10) is considered, or even hard spheres where the repul-
sion is made infinitely steep. If the system is too simple, such
as the one defined in (10), the glass transition cannot be
studied because crystallization takes place when temperature
is lowered. Some frustration must be introduced to devise

FIG. 5 (color online). Mean-squared displacements of individual
particles in a simple model of a glass-forming liquid composed of
Lennard-Jones particles observed on a wide time window. When
temperature decreases (from left to right), the particle displacements
become increasingly slow with several distinct time regimes corre-
sponding, in this order, to ballistic, localized, and diffusive regimes.
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FIG. 2. (a) The self intermediate scattering function, Fs(k, t), at wave vector k as a function of time t for di↵erent temperatures
(Adapted from [89]). (b) Mean-square displacement (MSD) as a function of t for di↵erent T . MSD changes ballistically at
short times, goes to a plateau that is sub-di↵usive at the intermediate times, and becomes di↵usive at long times. The plateau
increases as T decreases (Adapted from Ref. [1]).

transition from sub-di↵usive at intermediate times to
di↵usive behavior at long times is a generic feature of
glassy systems.

Another way to determine the properties of particle
displacements is to look at the van-Hove function,

Gs(r, t), which gives the probability distribution of
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FIG. 1. Examples of Active systems : a) Drosophila wing disc pouch full of epithelial cells. Image Courtesy : Souvik Sadhukhan,
Manish Jaiswal’s Lab. b) Mardin-Darby canine kidney cell (MDCK) layers. Image Courtesy : Basil T., Collective Cellular
Dynamics (CCD) Lab. c) 3D-printed vibrating ellipsoids [84]. d) 2D Cell monolayer in cellular potts model (Discrete). e) 2D
Cell monolayer in Vertex model (Continuum). Color coding is according to the number of sides a cell contains. f) 3D Binary
Kob-Anderson mixture of active and passive particles. Aa denotes A type active, Ap denotes A type passive particles (Same
for B type).
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namely the final configurations of the PT-2 runs. For the
N = 3600 samples, we used 20 independent configura-
tions from protocol PT-1. The duration t of each of the
MD simulations ranged from 4.2�106 steps (at T = 0.51)
to 2.1� 109 steps (at T = 0.39), thus each run was about
10–20 times longer than the typical structural relaxation
time ⌧↵ (see below for its definition). In total, for each tem-
perature, our simulations cover over about 2500 structural
relaxation times. This high-quality statistics enables us to
perform a temperature-derivative analysis of the dynamic
data, see sect. 3.2.

For both MC and MD protocols, we checked that the
initial configurations were uncorrelated from one another
by measuring their mutual self-overlaps [45]

Qs =
1
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�
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, (5)

where ↵ and � denote two configurations, and their mutual
collective overlaps
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A sensible choice of parameter a is a fraction of the typical
interparticle distance. We chose a = 0.3. We found that
both Qs and Qc are close to the values expected for un-
correlated pairs of configurations, i.e., O(1/N) and 4

3⇡a3⇢,
respectively.

From MD and MC simulations we extract the self-part
of the intermediate scattering functions
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where the sum runs over the particles of type A. We choose
a wave vector k = 7.25, close to the first peak of the struc-
ture factor [31]. The corresponding structural relaxation
time ⌧↵ is defined as usual as FA

s (k, ⌧↵) = 1/e. In fig. 2, we
show the dynamic data obtained from the MD protocol.

2.3 Crystalline order detection

The study of glass-forming liquids is often hampered by
crystallization and the very relation between glassy be-
havior and crystallization remains a matter of debate [46,
47]. The KA mixture, which is a simple model of a metal-
lic glass-former, has been extensively used as a model to
study the glass transition because of its stability against
crystallization. Until very recently, the note added in the
proofs of ref. [48] was, to the best of our knowledge, the
only report of crystallization of this model by direct sim-
ulation, achieved through runs of about 3.7 � 107 time
units (7.4 � 109 steps) at T = 0.40. At this temper-
ature, however, the nucleation time is still much larger
than the structural relaxation time ⌧↵ (⇠ 105 time units),
and therefore MD/MC simulations of the metastable liq-
uid can be carried out safely. In this work, however, we

Fig. 2. Self-part of the intermediate scattering functions
F A

s (k, t) obtained from the MD protocol for N = 1200 par-
ticles. Errors bars are one standard deviation on the mean,
calculated over 128 runs.

were able to equilibrate the mixture at even lower tem-
peratures. Below T = 0.4, crystallization events become
increasingly frequent, as also demonstrated by a very re-
cent simulation study [49]. Within the studied range of
system sizes, the smaller the system, the stronger the ten-
dency to crystallization.

As a first indicator of crystallization events in our
simulations, we monitored the evolution of the inherent
structure (IS) energy as a function of time [50]. However,
the IS energy may also display large but reversible fluc-
tuations, unrelated to crystal nucleation. We thus stud-
ied two additional order parameters that allow us to dis-
entangle “amorphous” and crystalline fluctuations. The
first one relies on the so-called common neighbor analysis
(CNA) [51]. In this approach, the bonds formed by neigh-
boring particles are classified according to the number of
shared neighbors. It has been shown that the fraction f142

of bonds of type 142, see, e.g., ref. [52], allows one to de-
tect crystallization in biased simulations of the KA mix-
ture. We found that this approach allows one to detect
crystallization in the bulk mixture as well. An example of
a crystallization event is depicted in fig. 3. Even though
the nature of the fluctuation is not always clear-cut, we
found that a threshold on f142 is an e↵ective criterion
to filter out crystalline configurations. Note that since we
run several replicas at a time, only a few of them may
be a↵ected by crystallization. When this occurs they typi-
cally remain “stuck” in the lowest portion of temperature
space. As in ref. [52], we used a threshold of 12% CNA-142
bonds. A large crystalline cluster detected in our simula-
tions is shown in fig. 3(d). The crystal nucleus is formed
by fcc pockets of A particles, which implies compositional
fluctuations that deplete B particles. To detect it, we in-
troduced an even simpler order parameter, namely the
concentration of cages formed by A particles only [52]. In
particular, we evaluated the connected component [53] of
clusters formed by pure-A cages. We found that in typical
crystalline samples, the size of these connected clusters is
about a few hundred particles. Finally, in fig. 3(c) we show

F s
(k,

t)

time (t)

decreases, and thus mirrors the behavior of the (inverse of the)
viscosity shown in Fig. 2 for real systems. Therefore, to
explain the phenomenon of the glass transition, one must
equivalently explain why molecular motions become so
slow at low temperatures.

Additionally, a rich dynamics is observed in Fig. 5, with a
plateau regime at intermediate time scales, corresponding to
an extended time window during which particles vibrate
around their initial positions, as in a crystalline solid. The
difference with a crystal is, of course, that this transient
localization does not correspond to a well-defined position
in an ordered structure, and it is only transient so that all
particles eventually escape and, concomitantly, the structure
relaxes at long times. Describing the molecular motions re-
sponsible for this broad spectrum of relaxation time scales is a
challenge.

In recent years, computer experiments played an increas-
ingly important role in glass transition studies (Andersen,
2005). It could almost be said that particle trajectories in
numerical work have been studied under so many different
angles that probably little remains to be learned from such
studies in the regime that is currently accessible using present
day computers. Unfortunately, this does not imply complete
knowledge of the physics of supercooled liquids. As shown in
Fig. 5, it is presently possible to follow the dynamics of a
simple glass-forming liquid over more than eight decades of
time, and over a temperature window in which average re-
laxation time scales increase by more than five decades. This
might sound impressive, but a quick look at Fig. 2 shows,
however, that at the lowest temperatures studied in the com-
puter, the relaxation time scales are still orders of magnitude
faster than in experiments performed close to the glass tran-
sition temperature. Simulations can be directly compared to
experiments performed in this high-temperature regime, but
this also implies that simulations focus on a relaxation regime
that is about eight to ten decades of times faster than in
experiments performed close to Tg. Whether numerical works

are useful in understanding the glass transition itself at all is
therefore an open, widely debated question. We believe that it

is now possible to numerically access temperatures which are
low enough that many features associated with the glass
transition physics can be observed: strong decoupling phe-
nomena (see Sec. III), clear deviations from fits to the mode-
coupling theory (which are experimentally known to hold only
at high temperatures, see Sec. IV.B.2), and crossovers toward
truly activated dynamics.

Classical computer simulations of supercooled liquids
usually proceed by solving a cleverly discretized version of
Hamilton’s equations for the particles’ positions and mo-
menta and a given potential interaction between particles
(Allen and Tildesley, 1987):

@ri
@t

¼ @H

@pi
;
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; (8)

where

Hðfpi; rigÞ ¼
XN

i¼1

p2
i

2mi
þ VðfrigÞ (9)

is the system’s Hamiltonian composed of a kinetic part and an
interaction term VðfrigÞ. We have written Eqs. (8) and (9) in
terms of the center of mass trajectories, as is appropriate for
atoms although, of course, numerical simulations can deal
with molecular degrees of freedom as well (Allen and
Tildesley, 1987). Since the equations of motion are energy
conserving, they describe the dynamics of atomistic systems
in the microcanonical ensemble. Constant temperature or
constant pressure schemes have been developed, allowing
simulations to be performed in any desired statistical en-
semble (Allen and Tildesley, 1987). Similarly, nonequilibrium
simulation techniques exist that allow, for instance, computer
studies of the aging dynamics or the nonlinear rheology of
supercooled fluids (Evans and Morris, 2008); see also Sec. V.

If quantitative agreement with experimental data on an
existing specific material is sought, the interaction must be
carefully chosen in order to reproduce reality, for instance, by
combining classical to ab initio simulations. From the more
fundamental perspective adopted here, one rather seeks the
simplest model that is still able to qualitatively reproduce the
phenomenology of real glass formers, while being consider-
ably simpler to study. The implicit, but quite strong, hypothe-
sis is that molecular details are not needed to explain the
behavior of supercooled liquids, so that the glass transition is
indeed a topic for statistical mechanics, with little influence
from chemical details. A considerable amount of work has
therefore been dedicated to studying models where point
particles interact via a simple pair potential such as
Lennard-Jones interactions:
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where rij ¼ jri " rjj, and ! and " represent an energy scale
and the particle diameter, respectively. Other popular models
are soft spheres, where only the steep short-range repulsion in
Eq. (10) is considered, or even hard spheres where the repul-
sion is made infinitely steep. If the system is too simple, such
as the one defined in (10), the glass transition cannot be
studied because crystallization takes place when temperature
is lowered. Some frustration must be introduced to devise

FIG. 5 (color online). Mean-squared displacements of individual
particles in a simple model of a glass-forming liquid composed of
Lennard-Jones particles observed on a wide time window. When
temperature decreases (from left to right), the particle displacements
become increasingly slow with several distinct time regimes corre-
sponding, in this order, to ballistic, localized, and diffusive regimes.
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FIG. 2. (a) The self intermediate scattering function, Fs(k, t), at wave vector k as a function of time t for di↵erent temperatures
(Adapted from [89]). (b) Mean-square displacement (MSD) as a function of t for di↵erent T . MSD changes ballistically at
short times, goes to a plateau that is sub-di↵usive at the intermediate times, and becomes di↵usive at long times. The plateau
increases as T decreases (Adapted from Ref. [1]).

transition from sub-di↵usive at intermediate times to
di↵usive behavior at long times is a generic feature of
glassy systems.

Another way to determine the properties of particle
displacements is to look at the van-Hove function,

Gs(r, t), which gives the probability distribution of
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FIG. 1. Examples of Active systems : a) Drosophila wing disc pouch full of epithelial cells. Image Courtesy : Souvik Sadhukhan,
Manish Jaiswal’s Lab. b) Mardin-Darby canine kidney cell (MDCK) layers. Image Courtesy : Basil T., Collective Cellular
Dynamics (CCD) Lab. c) 3D-printed vibrating ellipsoids [84]. d) 2D Cell monolayer in cellular potts model (Discrete). e) 2D
Cell monolayer in Vertex model (Continuum). Color coding is according to the number of sides a cell contains. f) 3D Binary
Kob-Anderson mixture of active and passive particles. Aa denotes A type active, Ap denotes A type passive particles (Same
for B type).
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namely the final configurations of the PT-2 runs. For the
N = 3600 samples, we used 20 independent configura-
tions from protocol PT-1. The duration t of each of the
MD simulations ranged from 4.2�106 steps (at T = 0.51)
to 2.1� 109 steps (at T = 0.39), thus each run was about
10–20 times longer than the typical structural relaxation
time ⌧↵ (see below for its definition). In total, for each tem-
perature, our simulations cover over about 2500 structural
relaxation times. This high-quality statistics enables us to
perform a temperature-derivative analysis of the dynamic
data, see sect. 3.2.

For both MC and MD protocols, we checked that the
initial configurations were uncorrelated from one another
by measuring their mutual self-overlaps [45]
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where ↵ and � denote two configurations, and their mutual
collective overlaps
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A sensible choice of parameter a is a fraction of the typical
interparticle distance. We chose a = 0.3. We found that
both Qs and Qc are close to the values expected for un-
correlated pairs of configurations, i.e., O(1/N) and 4

3⇡a3⇢,
respectively.

From MD and MC simulations we extract the self-part
of the intermediate scattering functions
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where the sum runs over the particles of type A. We choose
a wave vector k = 7.25, close to the first peak of the struc-
ture factor [31]. The corresponding structural relaxation
time ⌧↵ is defined as usual as FA

s (k, ⌧↵) = 1/e. In fig. 2, we
show the dynamic data obtained from the MD protocol.

2.3 Crystalline order detection

The study of glass-forming liquids is often hampered by
crystallization and the very relation between glassy be-
havior and crystallization remains a matter of debate [46,
47]. The KA mixture, which is a simple model of a metal-
lic glass-former, has been extensively used as a model to
study the glass transition because of its stability against
crystallization. Until very recently, the note added in the
proofs of ref. [48] was, to the best of our knowledge, the
only report of crystallization of this model by direct sim-
ulation, achieved through runs of about 3.7 � 107 time
units (7.4 � 109 steps) at T = 0.40. At this temper-
ature, however, the nucleation time is still much larger
than the structural relaxation time ⌧↵ (⇠ 105 time units),
and therefore MD/MC simulations of the metastable liq-
uid can be carried out safely. In this work, however, we

Fig. 2. Self-part of the intermediate scattering functions
F A

s (k, t) obtained from the MD protocol for N = 1200 par-
ticles. Errors bars are one standard deviation on the mean,
calculated over 128 runs.

were able to equilibrate the mixture at even lower tem-
peratures. Below T = 0.4, crystallization events become
increasingly frequent, as also demonstrated by a very re-
cent simulation study [49]. Within the studied range of
system sizes, the smaller the system, the stronger the ten-
dency to crystallization.

As a first indicator of crystallization events in our
simulations, we monitored the evolution of the inherent
structure (IS) energy as a function of time [50]. However,
the IS energy may also display large but reversible fluc-
tuations, unrelated to crystal nucleation. We thus stud-
ied two additional order parameters that allow us to dis-
entangle “amorphous” and crystalline fluctuations. The
first one relies on the so-called common neighbor analysis
(CNA) [51]. In this approach, the bonds formed by neigh-
boring particles are classified according to the number of
shared neighbors. It has been shown that the fraction f142

of bonds of type 142, see, e.g., ref. [52], allows one to de-
tect crystallization in biased simulations of the KA mix-
ture. We found that this approach allows one to detect
crystallization in the bulk mixture as well. An example of
a crystallization event is depicted in fig. 3. Even though
the nature of the fluctuation is not always clear-cut, we
found that a threshold on f142 is an e↵ective criterion
to filter out crystalline configurations. Note that since we
run several replicas at a time, only a few of them may
be a↵ected by crystallization. When this occurs they typi-
cally remain “stuck” in the lowest portion of temperature
space. As in ref. [52], we used a threshold of 12% CNA-142
bonds. A large crystalline cluster detected in our simula-
tions is shown in fig. 3(d). The crystal nucleus is formed
by fcc pockets of A particles, which implies compositional
fluctuations that deplete B particles. To detect it, we in-
troduced an even simpler order parameter, namely the
concentration of cages formed by A particles only [52]. In
particular, we evaluated the connected component [53] of
clusters formed by pure-A cages. We found that in typical
crystalline samples, the size of these connected clusters is
about a few hundred particles. Finally, in fig. 3(c) we show
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decreases, and thus mirrors the behavior of the (inverse of the)
viscosity shown in Fig. 2 for real systems. Therefore, to
explain the phenomenon of the glass transition, one must
equivalently explain why molecular motions become so
slow at low temperatures.

Additionally, a rich dynamics is observed in Fig. 5, with a
plateau regime at intermediate time scales, corresponding to
an extended time window during which particles vibrate
around their initial positions, as in a crystalline solid. The
difference with a crystal is, of course, that this transient
localization does not correspond to a well-defined position
in an ordered structure, and it is only transient so that all
particles eventually escape and, concomitantly, the structure
relaxes at long times. Describing the molecular motions re-
sponsible for this broad spectrum of relaxation time scales is a
challenge.

In recent years, computer experiments played an increas-
ingly important role in glass transition studies (Andersen,
2005). It could almost be said that particle trajectories in
numerical work have been studied under so many different
angles that probably little remains to be learned from such
studies in the regime that is currently accessible using present
day computers. Unfortunately, this does not imply complete
knowledge of the physics of supercooled liquids. As shown in
Fig. 5, it is presently possible to follow the dynamics of a
simple glass-forming liquid over more than eight decades of
time, and over a temperature window in which average re-
laxation time scales increase by more than five decades. This
might sound impressive, but a quick look at Fig. 2 shows,
however, that at the lowest temperatures studied in the com-
puter, the relaxation time scales are still orders of magnitude
faster than in experiments performed close to the glass tran-
sition temperature. Simulations can be directly compared to
experiments performed in this high-temperature regime, but
this also implies that simulations focus on a relaxation regime
that is about eight to ten decades of times faster than in
experiments performed close to Tg. Whether numerical works

are useful in understanding the glass transition itself at all is
therefore an open, widely debated question. We believe that it

is now possible to numerically access temperatures which are
low enough that many features associated with the glass
transition physics can be observed: strong decoupling phe-
nomena (see Sec. III), clear deviations from fits to the mode-
coupling theory (which are experimentally known to hold only
at high temperatures, see Sec. IV.B.2), and crossovers toward
truly activated dynamics.

Classical computer simulations of supercooled liquids
usually proceed by solving a cleverly discretized version of
Hamilton’s equations for the particles’ positions and mo-
menta and a given potential interaction between particles
(Allen and Tildesley, 1987):
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where
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is the system’s Hamiltonian composed of a kinetic part and an
interaction term VðfrigÞ. We have written Eqs. (8) and (9) in
terms of the center of mass trajectories, as is appropriate for
atoms although, of course, numerical simulations can deal
with molecular degrees of freedom as well (Allen and
Tildesley, 1987). Since the equations of motion are energy
conserving, they describe the dynamics of atomistic systems
in the microcanonical ensemble. Constant temperature or
constant pressure schemes have been developed, allowing
simulations to be performed in any desired statistical en-
semble (Allen and Tildesley, 1987). Similarly, nonequilibrium
simulation techniques exist that allow, for instance, computer
studies of the aging dynamics or the nonlinear rheology of
supercooled fluids (Evans and Morris, 2008); see also Sec. V.

If quantitative agreement with experimental data on an
existing specific material is sought, the interaction must be
carefully chosen in order to reproduce reality, for instance, by
combining classical to ab initio simulations. From the more
fundamental perspective adopted here, one rather seeks the
simplest model that is still able to qualitatively reproduce the
phenomenology of real glass formers, while being consider-
ably simpler to study. The implicit, but quite strong, hypothe-
sis is that molecular details are not needed to explain the
behavior of supercooled liquids, so that the glass transition is
indeed a topic for statistical mechanics, with little influence
from chemical details. A considerable amount of work has
therefore been dedicated to studying models where point
particles interact via a simple pair potential such as
Lennard-Jones interactions:
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where rij ¼ jri " rjj, and ! and " represent an energy scale
and the particle diameter, respectively. Other popular models
are soft spheres, where only the steep short-range repulsion in
Eq. (10) is considered, or even hard spheres where the repul-
sion is made infinitely steep. If the system is too simple, such
as the one defined in (10), the glass transition cannot be
studied because crystallization takes place when temperature
is lowered. Some frustration must be introduced to devise

FIG. 5 (color online). Mean-squared displacements of individual
particles in a simple model of a glass-forming liquid composed of
Lennard-Jones particles observed on a wide time window. When
temperature decreases (from left to right), the particle displacements
become increasingly slow with several distinct time regimes corre-
sponding, in this order, to ballistic, localized, and diffusive regimes.
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FIG. 2. (a) The self intermediate scattering function, Fs(k, t), at wave vector k as a function of time t for di↵erent temperatures
(Adapted from [89]). (b) Mean-square displacement (MSD) as a function of t for di↵erent T . MSD changes ballistically at
short times, goes to a plateau that is sub-di↵usive at the intermediate times, and becomes di↵usive at long times. The plateau
increases as T decreases (Adapted from Ref. [1]).

transition from sub-di↵usive at intermediate times to
di↵usive behavior at long times is a generic feature of
glassy systems.

Another way to determine the properties of particle
displacements is to look at the van-Hove function,

Gs(r, t), which gives the probability distribution of

VOLUME 87, NUMBER 14 P H Y S I C A L R E V I E W L E T T E R S 1 OCTOBER 2001

Scaling the Microrheology of Living Cells

Ben Fabry,1,* Geoffrey N. Maksym,2 James P. Butler,1 Michael Glogauer,3 Daniel Navajas,4 and Jeffrey J. Fredberg1

1Physiology Program, Harvard School of Public Health, 665 Huntington Avenue, Boston, Massachusetts 02115
2School of Biomedical Engineering, Dalhousie University, 5981 University Avenue, Halifax B3H 3J5, Canada

3Division of Experimental Medicine, Harvard Medical School, 221 Longwood Avenue, Boston, Massachusetts 02115
4Unitat Biofísica i Bioenginyeria, Universitat de Barcelona-IDIBAPS, Casanova 143, 08036 Barcelona, Spain

(Received 27 November 2000; published 13 September 2001)

We report a scaling law that governs both the elastic and frictional properties of a wide variety of
living cell types, over a wide range of time scales and under a variety of biological interventions. This
scaling identifies these cells as soft glassy materials existing close to a glass transition, and implies that
cytoskeletal proteins may regulate cell mechanical properties mainly by modulating the effective noise
temperature of the matrix. The practical implications are that the effective noise temperature is an easily
quantified measure of the ability of the cytoskeleton to deform, flow, and reorganize.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.87.148102 PACS numbers: 87.16.Ka, 64.70.Pf, 83.85.Vb, 87.19.Rr

Mechanical stresses and resulting deformations play
central roles in cell contraction, spreading, crawling,
invasion, wound healing, and division, and have been
implicated in regulation of protein and DNA synthesis and
programed cell death [1]. If the cytoskeleton were simply
an elastic body, it would maintain its structural integrity by
developing internal elastic stresses to counterbalance what-
ever force fields it might be subject to. However, those
same elastic stresses would tend to oppose —or even pre-
clude altogether —other essential mechanical functions
such as cell spreading, crawling, extravasation, invasion,
division, and contraction, all of which require the cell to
“flow” similar to a liquid. A liquidlike cell, however, would
be unable to maintain its structural integrity. The classical
resolution of this paradox has been the idea that cytoskele-
tal polymers go through a sol-gel transition, allowing
the cytoskeleton to be fluidlike in some circumstances
(the sol phase) and solidlike in others (the gel phase)
[2–4]. The data presented here suggest that, rather than
being thought of as a gel, the cytoskeleton may be thought
of more properly as a glassy material existing close to a
glass transition, and that disorder and metastability may
be essential features underlying its mechanical functions.

We coated ferrimagnetic microbeads (4.5 mm diameter)
with a synthetic RGD (Arg-Gly-Asp)-containing peptide
(Integra Life Sciences) and bound them specifically to in-
tegrin receptors on the surface of human airway smooth
muscle (HASM) cells (Figs. 1a and 1b). The beads were
magnetized horizontally and then twisted vertically by an
external homogeneous magnetic field that was varying si-
nusoidally in time (Fig. 1c).

Lateral bead displacement in response to the resulting
oscillatory torque was detected by a charge-coupled de-
vice camera (JAI CV-M10) mounted on an inverted micro-
scope. Image acquisition (exposure time: 0.1 ms) was
phase locked to the twisting field so that 16 images were
acquired during each twisting cycle. Heterodyning was
used at twisting frequencies .1 Hz. The images were
analyzed using an intensity-weighted center-of-mass algo-

rithm in which subpixel arithmetic allowed the determina-
tion of bead position with an accuracy of 5 nm (rms).

The specific torque, T , is the mechanical torque per bead
volume, and has dimensions of stress (Pa). The ratio of
the complex specific torque T̃ to the resulting complex
bead displacement d̃ defines a complex elastic modulus of
the cell g̃ ! T̃ ! f"#d̃! f", and has dimensions of Pa#nm.
For each bead, we computed the elastic modulus g0 (the
real part of g̃), the loss modulus g00 (the imaginary part
of g̃), and the loss tangent h (the ratio g00#g0). These
measurements could be transformed into traditional elas-
tic and loss moduli by a geometric factor a that depends
on the shape and thickness of the cell, and the degree of
bead embedding, where G̃ ! ag̃. Finite element analysis
of cell deformation for a representative bead-cell geome-
try (assuming homogeneous and isotropic elastic proper-
ties with 10% of the bead diameter embedded in a cell
5 mm high) sets a to 6.8 mm. This geometric factor need
serve only as a rough approximation because it cancels out
in the scaling procedure described below, which is model
independent.

FIG. 1. (a) Ferrimagnetic beads (arrow) bind avidly to the actin
cytoskeleton (stained with phalloidin) of HASM cells via cell ad-
hesion molecules (integrins). (b) Scanning electron microscopy
of a bead bound to the cell surface. (c) A magnetic field intro-
duces a torque which causes the bead to rotate and to displace.
M denotes the direction of the bead’s magnetic moment.
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 •  Flows, ubiquitous in microbial habitats, strongly modify 
the swimming behavior of microbes and lead, for example, 
to shear-induced trapping and !ow-driven accumulation 
at surfaces. Moreover, microswimmers modify the rheo-

logical properties of !uids. Here, studies are necessary 
to resolve the peculiarities of swimmer shape, coupling 
of propulsion and !ow, and run-and-tumble motion of 
bacteria. This is paramount for transport of microbes in 
large-scale !ows and the usage of microswimmers in 
applications as carriers or viscosity modi"ers.

 •  Microswimmers usually accumulate at surfaces. The 
design of surfaces to enhance or avoid accumulation 
(biofouling), or to direct microswimmer motion in micro-
!uidic devices, is therefore very important. In particular, 
geometrical structuring of surfaces is interesting. Can the 
combination of !ow and surface design be employed for 
the sorting of microswimmers of different shape, propul-
sion strength, and circling motion?

 •  Flagellated propulsion is a universal mechanism, which 
does not depend on the type of embedding !uid, the den-
sity of swimmers, etc. Therefore, it is also an interesting 
construction principle for arti"cial microswimmers. This 
is mainly an engineering challenge, because miniature 
motors have to be constructed to drive the !agellar 
motion.

Concluding remarks. Motion by !agellar propulsion is a 
universally employed concept by biological microorganisms. 
While the motion of individual swimmers is by now well 
understood, much remains to be discovered in the role of !a-
gella in collective motion.
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Figure 10. Cluster formation in systems of self-propelled colloidal 
particles in quasi-2D (slit) [62]. The color code indicates the 
microswimmer velocity with respect to the propulsion velocity 
U0. (Top left) Mobility-induced phase separation (MIPS) of active 
Brownian particles (ABPs) (no hydrodynamics). (Top right) 
Spherical squirmer show cluster formation, but no MIPS at the 
same density and Péclet number as for the ABPs (left) (Pe  =  115, 
2D packing fraction φ = 0.6). (Bottom left) Elongated squirmes 
(spheroids, aspect ratio three) exhibit MIPS even at very low Péclet 
numbers, here, Pe  =  12, which is enhanced by hydrodynamic 
interactions in contrast to spheres. (Bottom right) Flow "eld of a 
spheroidal squirmer (pusher). The magnitude of the velocity "eld is 
color coded logarithmically. Reproduced from [62]. CC BY 3.0.
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I. INCIPIT

Glasses belong to a well-known state of matter (Tabor,
1991): glasses are easily designed with desired mechanical or
optical properties on an industrial scale, and they are widely
present in our daily life. Yet, a deep microscopic understand-
ing of the glassy state of matter remains a challenge for
condensed matter physicists (Angell, 1995; Debenedetti and
Stillinger, 2001).

Glasses share similarities with crystalline solids since they
are both mechanically rigid, but also with liquids because
they both have similar disordered structures at the molecular
level. It is mainly this mixed character that makes them
fascinating even to nonscientists (Zanotto, 1998). Given
that glasses are neither normal liquids nor standard solids,
they are quite often not described in any detail by standard
textbooks. For instance, glasses are not described in textbooks
on condensed matter (Chaikin and Lubensky, 2000), or solid
state physics (Ashcroft and Mermin, 1976); they made it into
only the latest edition of the reference textbook on liquids
(Hansen and McDonald, 2006), while statistical mechanics
textbooks usually culminate with a presentation of our current
understanding of phase transitions in pure materials using
renormalization group concepts (Chandler, 1987; Sethna,
2006), leaving out disordered systems.

As described in detail in this review, modern statistical
mechanics approaches to the glass transition involve good
knowledge of advanced liquid state theory, field theory, the
renormalization group, solution of lattice models, percola-
tion, replica calculations, and concepts developed for far-
from-equilibrium, driven systems (Young, 1998; Barrat
et al., 2003; Binder and Kob, 2005). These developments
are all posterior to the mid-1970s important breakthroughs on
phase transitions: the canonical spin glass Hamiltonian was
introduced in 1975 (Edwards and Anderson, 1975) to be
solved in infinite dimension only several years later (Parisi,
1980; Mézard et al., 1988). Mode-coupling theory was
developed in the mid-1980s (Götze, 1999), just before kinetic
lattice glass models were introduced (Fredrickson and
Andersen, 1984). The aging and rheology of disordered
systems such as spin glasses or soft materials emerged as
broad research fields during the 1990s. In this paper we
review the fruits that have grown out of these important seeds.
Given that none of these advances has allowed the derivation
of a complete, well-accepted theory of amorphous media, we
present a large number of different approaches. We discuss
both successes and failures, explain similarities and differ-
ences between them, and present the current status of each
approach. Thus, the article takes at times a somewhat sub-
jective tone.

A glass can be obtained by cooling the temperature of a
liquid below its glass temperature Tg. The quench must be

fast enough that the more standard first-order phase transition
toward the crystalline phase is avoided. The glass ‘‘transi-
tion’’ is not a thermodynamic transition at all, since Tg is only

empirically defined as the temperature below which the
material has become too viscous to flow on a ‘‘reasonable’’
time scale (and it is hard to define the word reasonable in any
reasonable manner). Therefore, Tg does not play a fundamen-

tal role, as a phase transition temperature would. It is simply

the temperature below which the material looks solid. When
quenched in the glass phase below Tg, liquids slowly evolve

toward an equilibrium state they cannot reach on experimen-
tal time scales. Physical properties are then found to evolve
slowly with time in far-from-equilibrium states, a process
known as ‘‘aging’’ (Struik, 1978).

The subject of the glass transition has quite broad impli-
cations. A material is said to be ‘‘glassy’’ when its typical
relaxation time scale becomes of the order of, and often much
larger than, the typical duration of an experiment or a nu-
merical simulation. With this generic definition, a large num-
ber of systems can be considered as glassy materials (Young,
1998). One can be interested in the physics of liquids (win-
dow glasses are then the archetype), in ‘‘hard’’ condensed
matter (for instance, type-II superconductors in the presence
of disorder, such as high-Tc superconducting materials), in
charge density waves or spin glasses, in ‘‘soft’’ condensed
matter with numerous complex fluids such as colloidal as-
semblies, emulsions, foams, but also granular materials, pro-
teins, etc. Glass physics thus covers a remarkably broad range
of time scales and length scales, as illustrated in Fig. 1. All
these materials exhibit, in some part of their phase diagrams,
some sort of glassy dynamics characterized by a rich phe-
nomenology with effects such as aging, hysteresis, creep,
memory, effective temperatures, rejuvenation, dynamic het-
erogeneity, nonlinear response, etc.

These long enumerations explain why this research field
has received increasing attention from physicists in the last
two decades. Glassy topics now go much beyond the physics
of simple liquids (glass transition physics) and models and

FIG. 1 (color online). Glassy phases occur at low temperature or
large density in many different systems spanning a broad range of
length scales, such as atomic [top left, atomic force spectroscopy
image of an alloy of linear size 4.3 nm (Sugimoto et al., 2007)],
colloidal (top right) systems, foams (bottom left, a beer foam with
bubbles of submillimeter size), and granular materials (bottom right,
a fertilizer made of millimeter size grains).
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Glassy Dynamics

FIG. 1. We show different examples of biological and biology-inspired systems having glassy dynamics. We present four different
classes of systems; despite their widely varying natures, they all have glass-like dynamics. Some of the figures are taken with
permission from Refs. [1, 9, 59–61].

have a flocking transition in spatial dimension two when
the mean velocity or the average direction of the parti-
cles go from zero to a non-zero value [81]. We know that
a continuous symmetry cannot spontaneously break in
spatial dimension two; this is the Mermin-Wagner theo-
rem [82]. However, this theorem does not apply to active
systems as they are out of equilibrium. In fact, a recent
work [83] has shown that it is not only the orientation
order, nonequilibrium fluctuations in active systems can
be strong enough to violate the Mermin-Wagner theorem
leading to translational order as well. Reference [84] has
shown that long wavelength density fluctuations, rem-
iniscent of Mermin-Wagner like fluctuations, in 2D ac-
tive glasses with only a few percent of active particles
performing run and tumble active motions get enhanced
by several factors leading to divergence of mean squared
position fluctuations with increasing system size L in a
power-law as ⟨∆r2⟩ ∼ Lδ, with δ ∼ 1 rather than usual
log(L) divergence as predicted by Mermin-Wagner theo-
rem in equilibrium solids. Similarly, even the disordered
phase is quite different from ordinary liquids. These sys-
tems show giant number fluctuations [54, 77]: the parti-
cle number fluctuation, ∆N , in a specific volume is pro-
portional to the average number of particles N in that
volume. By contrast, ordinary liquids have ∆N ∼

√
N .

Another surprising aspect of active systems is the pres-
ence of long-range velocity correlations in these systems
[54, 85, 86]. In contrast, dense active systems are sub-
jects of more recent interest. Experiments reveal that

they have glass-like properties [9, 13, 15, 87].

On the other hand, epithelial tissues have quite a dis-
tinctive character compared to ordinary particulate sys-
tems. Epithelial tissues are confluent, i.e., packing frac-
tion remains unity at all times. This specific character
enforces different types of models to theoretically study
their properties. Some such models are the Vertex model
[88–90], the Voronoi model [91, 92], the cellular Potts
model [93–95], etc. These models represent cells as poly-
gons and can be considered either in [96, 97] or out of
equilibrium, depending on the absence or presence of self-
propulsion [40, 92], cell division and apoptosis [55, 98].
In recent literature, the competition between molecu-
lar crowding and thermal or active agitation leading to
slow dynamics has sometimes been described as jamming
[99, 100]. We emphasize that the term jamming here
is different from the zero-temperature zero-activity geo-
metric transition in disordered systems [101–103]. In this
field, it refers to the transition separating the solid-like
and the fluid-like states. This transition, strictly speak-
ing, is the glass transition. However, as the term jamming
is easy to grasp, it has grown in popularity [98–100].

Biological systems are complex, with too many vari-
ables. One must selectively choose the relevant parame-
ters for the phenomenon of interest. Choosing the “right
model”, for example, particulate vs. confluent, as dis-
cussed above, is also crucial for theoretical progress.
What are the benefits of theoretical analysis, particularly
for such complex systems? It is often instrumental for
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deeper insight and quantitative predictions. But apart
from these, it also “reveals relations between quantities
or phenomena that would go unnoticed without a theo-
retical model” [53]. On the other hand, from the physics
perspective, these fascinating systems extend the scope
and extent of the equilibrium glass transition problem.
Many of these phenomena, exhibited in active glasses,
are amenable to rigorous theoretical frameworks. Under-
standing these characteristics can lead to deeper insights
into the equilibrium problem itself.

The field of active glass is necessarily interdisciplinary.
For the most part, we, therefore, take a parallel approach.
We will first briefly discuss the known results of the equi-
librium problem and then present the corresponding re-
sults for active glasses. We hope such a presentation will
benefit an wider audience. We emphasize that the term
“active” is quite broad and can refer to several forms,
not limited to self-propulsion alone [52, 53]. There al-
ready exist several reviews summarizing various aspects
of active glasses [99, 100, 105, 106]. Our perspective ar-
ticle complements these excellent reviews. This review is
organized as follows: we first describe the defining char-
acteristics of a glassy system in Sec. II. We then briefly
summarize in Sec. III some of the experimental results
that led to this field, followed by a summary of simula-
tions in Sec. IV. We review the theoretical developments
in Sec. V and conclude this review in Sec. VI, discussing
the current status and our perspective on the future di-
rections and challenges of the field.

II. HOW TO CHARACTERIZE A GLASSY
SYSTEM

Glass transition refers to the change of the liquid-like
state to the solid-like state without crystallization when
we vary some system parameters, such as temperature or
density. The relaxation time, τ , and the viscosity, η, in-
crease rapidly as the temperature T decreases. The glass
transition temperature, Tg, is the T at which τ becomes a
specific value, ∼ 102 − 103s (say). Here, we first discuss
how to characterize a glassy system; these characteris-
tics are the same for any system in the glassy regime.
The most common defining hallmark of glassy systems
is the slower than-exponential, i.e., stretched exponen-
tial relaxation [1, 107–109]. One can characterize this
via the self-intermediate scattering function, Fs(k, t), at
wave vector k, and time t,

Fs(k, t) =
1

N

〈 N∑

i=1

eι̇k.(ri(t)−ri(0))
〉
, (1)

where N is the number of particles, ri(t) is the position
of the ith particle at t, and ⟨. . .⟩ denotes ensemble as well
as time origin averaging. Another measure that is often
used in the study of the dynamics of supercooled liquids

is the overlap function, Q(t) [107, 110], defined as:

Q(t) = ⟨Q̃(t)⟩ =
〈 1

N

N∑

i=1

W
(
a− |ri(t)− ri(0)|

)〉
, (2)

where W (x) is the Heaviside Step Function: W (x) is
1 if x > 0 and 0 otherwise. The parameter a repre-
sents the typical vibrational amplitude of the caged par-
ticles. Fs(k, t) and Q(t) show exponential decay in a
liquid. Relaxation becomes complex close to Tg: they
decay towards a plateau at intermediate times and then
towards zero at long times (Fig. 2a) [1, 107, 108]. The
long-time data fit well with a stretched exponential form,
ϕ(t) ∼ exp[−(t/τ)β ], β is the stretching exponent. When
Fs(k, t) orQ(t) decays to a particular value, usually taken
as 1/e, that time defines a relaxation time, τ .
When molecular crowding is dominant compared to

thermal fluctuations, it is hard for a particle to move
through the other particles as their movement is also con-
strained, leading to the phenomena of caging, another
hallmark glassy characteristic. We can track the mo-
tion of an average particle via mean-square displacement
(MSD) at time t:

MSD(t) =
〈 1

N

N∑

i=1

[ri(t)− ri(0)]
2
〉
. (3)

The particle moves freely up to a very short inter-particle
distance, manifested by the ballistic part of MSD with
slope 2 (Fig. 2b). After that, it feels the presence of
the other particles, and the movement gets constrained;
it vibrates inside the cage formed by the neighboring
particles. MSD becomes flat and sub-diffusive at this
intermediate time. At very long times, it breaks the
cage and gets trapped in another cage. This hopping-
like motion is a universal feature of glassy relaxation,
leading to a universal exponential tail in the van Hove
correlation function (discussed later). Subsequent break-
age of cages eventually leads to a diffusive motion at a
long enough timescale. This transition from sub-diffusive
to diffusive behavior is another generic feature of glassy
systems. We emphasize that although glassy systems
show sub-diffusive MSD and stretched exponential auto-
correlation functions, these characteristics alone do not
imply glassy dynamics. Several non-glassy systems can
also show these characteristics [109, 112]. Glassy systems
show several additional nontrivial features.
Another way to determine the properties of parti-

cle displacements is to look at the van-Hove function,
Gs(r, t). It gives the probability distribution of particle
displacement r at time t [5, 114, 115]:

Gs(r, t) =
1

N

〈
N∑

i=1

δ(r − |ri(t)− ri(0)|)
〉
. (4)

In the high T liquid phase, when Fs(k, t) is exponential,
Gs(r, t) is Gaussian. However, as the system approaches
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F s
(k,

t)

time (t)

decreases, and thus mirrors the behavior of the (inverse of the)
viscosity shown in Fig. 2 for real systems. Therefore, to
explain the phenomenon of the glass transition, one must
equivalently explain why molecular motions become so
slow at low temperatures.

Additionally, a rich dynamics is observed in Fig. 5, with a
plateau regime at intermediate time scales, corresponding to
an extended time window during which particles vibrate
around their initial positions, as in a crystalline solid. The
difference with a crystal is, of course, that this transient
localization does not correspond to a well-defined position
in an ordered structure, and it is only transient so that all
particles eventually escape and, concomitantly, the structure
relaxes at long times. Describing the molecular motions re-
sponsible for this broad spectrum of relaxation time scales is a
challenge.

In recent years, computer experiments played an increas-
ingly important role in glass transition studies (Andersen,
2005). It could almost be said that particle trajectories in
numerical work have been studied under so many different
angles that probably little remains to be learned from such
studies in the regime that is currently accessible using present
day computers. Unfortunately, this does not imply complete
knowledge of the physics of supercooled liquids. As shown in
Fig. 5, it is presently possible to follow the dynamics of a
simple glass-forming liquid over more than eight decades of
time, and over a temperature window in which average re-
laxation time scales increase by more than five decades. This
might sound impressive, but a quick look at Fig. 2 shows,
however, that at the lowest temperatures studied in the com-
puter, the relaxation time scales are still orders of magnitude
faster than in experiments performed close to the glass tran-
sition temperature. Simulations can be directly compared to
experiments performed in this high-temperature regime, but
this also implies that simulations focus on a relaxation regime
that is about eight to ten decades of times faster than in
experiments performed close to Tg. Whether numerical works

are useful in understanding the glass transition itself at all is
therefore an open, widely debated question. We believe that it

is now possible to numerically access temperatures which are
low enough that many features associated with the glass
transition physics can be observed: strong decoupling phe-
nomena (see Sec. III), clear deviations from fits to the mode-
coupling theory (which are experimentally known to hold only
at high temperatures, see Sec. IV.B.2), and crossovers toward
truly activated dynamics.

Classical computer simulations of supercooled liquids
usually proceed by solving a cleverly discretized version of
Hamilton’s equations for the particles’ positions and mo-
menta and a given potential interaction between particles
(Allen and Tildesley, 1987):

@ri
@t

¼ @H

@pi
;

@pi

@t
¼ " @H

@ri
; (8)

where

Hðfpi; rigÞ ¼
XN

i¼1

p2
i

2mi
þ VðfrigÞ (9)

is the system’s Hamiltonian composed of a kinetic part and an
interaction term VðfrigÞ. We have written Eqs. (8) and (9) in
terms of the center of mass trajectories, as is appropriate for
atoms although, of course, numerical simulations can deal
with molecular degrees of freedom as well (Allen and
Tildesley, 1987). Since the equations of motion are energy
conserving, they describe the dynamics of atomistic systems
in the microcanonical ensemble. Constant temperature or
constant pressure schemes have been developed, allowing
simulations to be performed in any desired statistical en-
semble (Allen and Tildesley, 1987). Similarly, nonequilibrium
simulation techniques exist that allow, for instance, computer
studies of the aging dynamics or the nonlinear rheology of
supercooled fluids (Evans and Morris, 2008); see also Sec. V.

If quantitative agreement with experimental data on an
existing specific material is sought, the interaction must be
carefully chosen in order to reproduce reality, for instance, by
combining classical to ab initio simulations. From the more
fundamental perspective adopted here, one rather seeks the
simplest model that is still able to qualitatively reproduce the
phenomenology of real glass formers, while being consider-
ably simpler to study. The implicit, but quite strong, hypothe-
sis is that molecular details are not needed to explain the
behavior of supercooled liquids, so that the glass transition is
indeed a topic for statistical mechanics, with little influence
from chemical details. A considerable amount of work has
therefore been dedicated to studying models where point
particles interact via a simple pair potential such as
Lennard-Jones interactions:

VðfrigÞ ¼
XN

i¼1

XN

j¼i

!
!"

"

rij

#
12
"

"
"

rij

#
6
$
; (10)

where rij ¼ jri " rjj, and ! and " represent an energy scale
and the particle diameter, respectively. Other popular models
are soft spheres, where only the steep short-range repulsion in
Eq. (10) is considered, or even hard spheres where the repul-
sion is made infinitely steep. If the system is too simple, such
as the one defined in (10), the glass transition cannot be
studied because crystallization takes place when temperature
is lowered. Some frustration must be introduced to devise

FIG. 5 (color online). Mean-squared displacements of individual
particles in a simple model of a glass-forming liquid composed of
Lennard-Jones particles observed on a wide time window. When
temperature decreases (from left to right), the particle displacements
become increasingly slow with several distinct time regimes corre-
sponding, in this order, to ballistic, localized, and diffusive regimes.
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to zero in the long time limit. This means that the fiuc-
tuations that were present at time zero have disappeared
in the time span of the simulation. Thus this is evidence
that the length of the simulation is large enough that
the system can come to equilibrium at all temperatures.
Other evidence for this was presented in Ref. [1].
For short times the correlators show a quadratic de-

pendence on time, which can be understood by remem-
bering that for short times the motion of the particles
is essentially ballistic. For intermediate and long times
the correlators at high temperatures (curves to the left)
show a relaxation behavior that is similar to a simple ex-
ponential decay. This behavior changes when we go to
intermediate temperatures (T = 1.0). There we see that
for intermediate times a small shoulder begins to form.
This temperature is comparable to the one for which the
difFusion constant D and the relaxation times v started
to show [1,7] the asymptotic behavior at low temperature
predicted by MCT, i.e., a power law with critical temper-
ature T and critical exponent p [see Eq. (9)]. Thus the
qualitative change in the relaxation behavior of the in-

termediate scattering function, e.g. , the occurrence of a
shoulder, is accompanied with the onset of the asymp-
totic behavior in D and 7.
When the temperature is lowered even further this

small shoulder becomes more pronounced until we ob-
serve almost a plateau at the lowest temperature. Thus
we 6nd that at low temperatures the correlators exhibit
the two step relaxation phenomenon predicted by MCT.
We also note that at low temperatures the correlators
for the A particles [Figs. 2(a) and 2(b)] show a small
bump for times around 14 time units. A similar phe-
nomenon was observed in a recent computer simulation
of Lewis and Wahnstrom of orthoterphenyl [8]. In that
work evidence was given that this bump is a 6nite size
efFect. A similar bump was also observed in a simulation
of a different Lennard-Jones mixture [9], a simulation of
a molten salt [10], and a simulation of a colloidal sus-
pension [11). However, no such feature was observed in
simulations with soft spheres [12].
A comparison of the correlators plotted in Fig. 2(a)

with those in Fig. 2(b) [or of Fig. 2(c) with Fig. 2(d)]
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FIG. 2. Incoherent part of the interxnediate scattering function 5', (q, t) for all texnperatures investigated. (a) and (b): A
particles, q = q = 7.25 and q = q; = 9.61, respectively. (c) and (d): H particles, q = q~ = 5.75 and q = q; = 7.06,
respectively.

k = 7.25

FIG. 2. (a) The self intermediate scattering function, Fs(k, t), at wave vector k = 7.25 as a function of time t for various T
(Adapted with permission from Ref. [104]). (b) Mean-square displacement (MSD) as a function of t for different T . MSD
changes ballistically at short times, goes to a sub-diffusive plateau at intermediate times, and becomes diffusive at long times.
The plateau increases as T decreases (Adapted with permission from Ref. [1]).
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The slow dynamics of disordered materials close to glass
and jamming transitions is characterized by just a few
universal features [1]: dramatic dynamical changes upon
mild changes of control parameters (temperature, density),
broad distribution of relaxation times leading to stretched
exponential decay of time correlation functions, and spa-
tially heterogeneous dynamics [2]. Here we argue that the
detailed structure of the distribution of particle displace-
ments (van Hove function [3]) constitutes an additional
universal signature of glassy dynamics. We show that, for
time scales corresponding to structural relaxation, the self-
part of the van Hove function has broad tails that are well
described by an exponential, rather than a Gaussian, decay.
We provide a broad range of numerical and experimental
data, physical arguments, and a dynamical model to sup-
port this claim.

The non-Fickian character of single particle displace-
ments in materials with glassy dynamics is well known [4–
12]: time correlation functions decay nonexponentially,
mean-squared displacements exhibit at intermediate time
scales a subdiffusive plateau, van Hove distributions are
non-Gaussian. This affects transport properties since trans-
lational diffusion is decoupled from structural relaxation
[13], leading to an anomalous relation between time scales
and length scales [14]. Virtually all glass theories address
the stretched decay of correlation functions, but compara-
tively much less attention has been paid to the detailed
shape of the self-part of the van Hove function [11,12,15–
18], although new techniques now directly access this
quantity in different materials [4–7]. Its non-Gaussian,
‘‘heterogeneous’’ character is often discussed in qualitative
terms [16,17], and quantitative measures focus on the
distribution kurtosis (non-Gaussian parameter [9]) which
contains, however, very indirect information about its
shape. Deviations from Gaussian behavior are usually
ascribed to dynamic heterogeneity [2], i.e., to the presence
of particles that are substantially faster or slower than the

average. We argue that van Hove functions contain quan-
titatively relevant information about the relaxation of
glassy materials, and that its functional form is simple
and universal, just as the stretched exponential decay of
time correlation functions. Glass theories should therefore
treat both phenomena on an equal footing.

We present our central observations in Figs. 1 and 2,
which show the self-part of the van Hove functions for a
silica melt [19], a binary Lennard-Jones (LJ) mixture [20],

FIG. 1. Time evolution of the self-part of van Hove functions
for silicon atoms in silica, Lennard-Jones particles, hard-sphere
colloids, and grains (open circles), fitted with the model in
Eq. (2) (full lines). They exhibit a Gaussian central part and a
broad, exponential tail. (a) T ! 3000 K and t 2 "27; 1650# ps.
(b) T ! 0:435 and t 2 "75$ 103; 41$ 106#. (c) ’ ! 0:517 and
t 2 "90; 1008# s. (d) ’ ! 0:84 and t 2 "10; 1000# cycles. (a) and
(b) show the distributions of jr%t& ' r%0&j, (c) and (d) the dis-
tributions of x%t& ' x%0&.
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FIG. 3. (a) The van-Hove function for spatial displacement,
Gs(r, t), and (b) the van-Hove function for displacement in
a particular direction, Gs(x, t). The directions of increasing
time are shown in the figure. Adapted with permission from
Ref. [5].

Tg, Gs(r, t) deviates from Gaussian. One can also de-
fine the van-Hove function along a particular direction x,
Gs(x, t), as

Gs(x, t) =
1

N

〈
N∑

i=1

δ(x− (xi(t)− xi(0)))

〉
. (5)

The non-exponential nature of Fs(k, t) is concurrent with
the non-Gaussian nature of van-Hove functions (Fig. 3)
[5, 115]. One can also characterize the degree of non-
Gaussian nature via the non-Gaussian parameter, α2(t).
For example, in spatial dimension 3, one has,

α2(t) =

[
3
〈
r(t)4

〉

5 ⟨r(t)⟩2
− 1

]
. (6)

Another intriguing dynamical characteristic of glassy
systems is the dynamical heterogeneity (DH). It refers to
the coexisting fast and slow-moving regions (Fig. 4a).
Moreover, they move in time: a fast-moving region can

become slow-moving at later times and vice-versa. A
four-point correlation function that characterizes the DH
is [6, 111, 116–118]

χ4(t) = N
[ 〈
Q̃(t)2

〉
−

〈
Q̃(t)

〉2 ]
. (7)

where Q̃(t) is defined in Eq. (2). χ4(t) increases at short
times, attains a peak value, χp

4 , and then decays again
(Fig. 4b). The time when χ4(t) has the peak defines
another relaxation time, τpeak. In general, τpeak is pro-
portional to τ . χp

4 is proportional to the average volume
of the fast or slow-moving regions. As the system ap-
proaches the glass transition point, χp

4 increases, signify-
ing DH grows.
Many variables can characterize the transport prop-

erties of a system: diffusivity, D, viscosity, η, or relax-
ation time, τ . D and η of a liquid are related via the
Stokes-Einstein (SE) relation, D = kBT/(cπRη) where c
is a constant that depends on dimension, and R is par-
ticle diameter [119, 120]. Using τ ∝ η/T [121], the SE
relation implies Dη =constant or Dτ =constant. How-
ever, as shown in Fig. 5, this relation breaks down in
the supercooled temperature regimes in the presence of
DH [113, 120]. This violation is another characteristic of
glassy systems and is found to be directly related to the
growing DH.

A steep increase of η (or τ) is a defining feature of
glasses. However, η for different systems will grow at dif-
ferent rates. C. A. Angell showed that the plots of log10 η
as a function of Tg/T give different curves for various sys-
tems (Fig. 6). The curves meet at Tg/T = 1 by definition
since a specific value of η defines Tg. This plot is known
as the Angell plot [122–124]. We can categorize various
systems as strong or fragile glasses based on the position
of the curves in this plot. An Arrhenius behavior, i.e.,
η ∼ exp[C/T ], where C is a constant, will follow a diag-
onal straight line. The systems for which the curves are
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strongly bimodal for the small system size of N ! 150. The same
trend is observed as temperature is decreased for a fixed size of
the system. The data collapse of the Binder cumulant, from
which we extract the correlation length !(T), is shown in Fig.
1(b). The collapse observed is excellent, confirming that the
growth of "4

p with decreasing T is governed by a growing
dynamical correlation length. The values of ! obtained from this
scaling analysis are consistent with less accurate estimates ob-
tained from a similar analysis of the N dependence of "4

p(T,N),
and from the wave-vector dependence of the 4-point dynamic
structure factor S4(q,#4) (see, e.g., ref. 5). Because the data
collapse of the Binder cumulant is not affected by a uniform

rescaling of L/! for all temperatures, we can determine !(T) only
up to an unknown multiplicative constant that is common to all
of the temperatures. The unknown multiplicative constant has
been fixed so that the ! value from finite-size scaling matches the
value obtained from analysis of S4(q,#4) at one temperature.
Estimated values of "4

p as N3 " compare very well with the q3
0 limit of S4(q,#4), up to a proportionality constant (described
elsewhere).

The value of ! increases from 2.1 to 6.2 as T decreases from
T ! 0.70 to T ! 0.45. We find that both ! and the asymptotic,
N3" value of "4

p deviate from power law behavior as the critical
temperature TMCT of mode-coupling theory (TMCT ! 0.435 in
our system) is approached (consistently with previous observa-
tions). However, the power-law relationship between "4

p and !
predicted in IMCT is satisfied by our data. Because the range of
the measured values of ! is small, it is difficult to obtain accurate
estimates of the exponents of these power laws.

Next we consider the dependence of the relaxation time # on
T and N. For each case, we calculate the relaxation time from the
decay of #Q(t)$. The results for # are displayed in Fig. 2, which
shows that # increases as the temperature decreases, as expected.
However, the observed increase in # with decreasing N for small
values of N at fixed T is not consistent with standard dynamical
scaling for a system with a dominant correlation length (e.g., near
a critical point): dynamical finite-size scaling would predict a
decrease in # as the linear dimension L of the system is decreased
below the correlation length !*. Similar finite-size effects on
relaxation times have been observed in previous simulations of
realistic glass formers (e.g., ref. 26) but have not been analyzed
in detail. Due to computational limitations, our simulations
cover a (relatively) high-temperature regime, the lowest tem-
perature considered being slightly above the mode-coupling
temperature TMCT for this system. However, it is clear from Fig.
2 that the N dependence of # becomes stronger and persists to
larger values of N as the temperature is decreased. Therefore,
the deviations of the N dependence of # from standard dynamical
finite-size scaling are expected to be more pronounced at

*We have checked from simulations with a shorter cutoff for the interaction potential that
the observed N dependence of # is not due to the cutoff being larger than L/2.
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Fig. 1. System size dependence of dynamic susceptibility "4
p, and finite-size

scaling of the Binder cumulant B(N,T). (A Inset) "4(t), shown here for N ! 1,000
and selected temperatures, exhibits nonmonotonic time dependence, and the
time #4 at which it has the maximum value has been observed to be propor-
tional to the structural relaxation time #. (A) Peak height of the 4-point
dynamic susceptibility, "4

p(T,N) % "4(t ! #4, T, N), has been shown as a function
of system size N for different temperatures. For each temperature, "4

p(T,N)
increases with system size, and saturates for large system sizes. "4

p(T,N) also
increases as the temperature is lowered. (B Inset) The distribution
P[Q(#4)&#Q(#4)$] of Q(#4)&#Q(#4)$ is shown for 2 system sizes for T ! 0.470.
Although the distribution for the large size is nearly Gaussian, the small system
exhibits a strongly bimodal distribution. Such bimodality is also observed to
emerge as the temperature is decreased at fixed system size. (B) Binder
cumulant B(N,T) (see Methods) has been plotted as function of N/!3 for
different temperatures in the range T ! [0.45, 0.80]. The correlation length !
is an unknown, temperature dependent, scaling parameter determined by
requiring data collapse for values at different T. By construction B(N,T) will
approach zero for large system sizes at high temperatures. It changes to
negative values as the temperature or the system size is decreased such that
P[Q(#4)&#Q(#4)$] becomes bimodal. The correlation length !(T) is the only
unknown to be determined to obtain data collapse for B(N,T) and the quality
of the data collapse confirms the reliability of this procedure.
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Fig. 2. Relaxation times as a function of temperature and system size.
Relaxation time #(T,N) for the largest system size increases approximately by
3 decades from the highest to the lowest temperature shown. For each
temperature, #(T,N) increases as N is decreased for small values of N, displaying
a trend that is opposite to that observed near second order critical points. For
the smallest temperature, #(T,N) increases by approximately a decade from the
largest to the smallest system size.
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predicted in IMCT is satisfied by our data. Because the range of
the measured values of ! is small, it is difficult to obtain accurate
estimates of the exponents of these power laws.
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in detail. Due to computational limitations, our simulations
cover a (relatively) high-temperature regime, the lowest tem-
perature considered being slightly above the mode-coupling
temperature TMCT for this system. However, it is clear from Fig.
2 that the N dependence of # becomes stronger and persists to
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Although the distribution for the large size is nearly Gaussian, the small system
exhibits a strongly bimodal distribution. Such bimodality is also observed to
emerge as the temperature is decreased at fixed system size. (B) Binder
cumulant B(N,T) (see Methods) has been plotted as function of N/!3 for
different temperatures in the range T ! [0.45, 0.80]. The correlation length !
is an unknown, temperature dependent, scaling parameter determined by
requiring data collapse for values at different T. By construction B(N,T) will
approach zero for large system sizes at high temperatures. It changes to
negative values as the temperature or the system size is decreased such that
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unknown to be determined to obtain data collapse for B(N,T) and the quality
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FIG. 4. (a) Snapshot of a glassy system with the arrow length proportional to velocity and the colors red and blue for the
fast and slow (compared to the average velocity) particles shows dynamical heterogeneity. (b) The four-point function, χ4(t),
characterizes DH; it has a non-monotonic nature, with the peak time corresponding to a relaxation time and the peak value to
the domain volume. [Adapted with permission from Ref. [111]].
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tional diffusion @see Eq. ~5!#. Qualitatively, Fig. 3 indicates
that time required for translational motion is proportional to
distance squared. The dependence of tT on d2 was verified
throughout the temperature range of our measurements for
all probes.

Figure 4 shows diffusion coefficients for tetracene and
rubrene in OTP plotted along with the temperature depen-
dence of T/h .23 The diffusion coefficients of rubrene in OTP
follow the temperature dependence of the Stokes–Einstein
equation reasonably well, even near Tg . This is clearly not
the case for tetracene; the temperature dependence of trans-
lational diffusion roughly follows T/h at high temperatures,
but shows a weaker temperature dependence at low tempera-
ture.

The temperature dependence of probe diffusion can be
more critically evaluated by plotting DTh/T . Figure 5~a! dis-
plays this function for tetracene, BPEA, and rubrene in OTP.

The data for rubrene fall very nearly on a flat line, indicating
that DT has the temperature dependence predicted by the SE
equation. BPEA shows a weak deviation from the SE predic-
tion while tetracene shows very strong deviations, as noted
above. Anthracene shows even stronger deviations but the
data are noisy and not presented in the figure ~see Table I!.
The deviations from the SE temperature dependence are cor-
related with the probe size. We can use the SE equation at
high temperature to estimate the effective radii of the various
probes, i.e., DT}1/rs . Figure 5~a! indicates that smaller
probes show more pronounced deviations from the SE tem-
perature dependence. It is striking that tetracene and rubrene

FIG. 3. Translational relaxation times as a function of grating spacing
squared for rubrene in OTP at T5284 K. The solid line is a linear least-
squares fit to the data. The proportionality of tT and d2 is expected for
diffusive transport.

FIG. 4. Translational diffusion coefficients for rubrene ~m! and tetracene
~d! in OTP. The solid lines indicate the temperature dependence of T/h .
Viscosity data for OTP are from Ref. 23.

FIG. 5. Temperature dependence of DTh/T for probes in OTP and for neat
OTP. In part ~a!, data for rubrene ~m!, BPEA ~L!, and tetracene ~d! are
compared. The essentially flat line for rubrene indicates that the temperature
dependence of the Stokes–Einstein equation is observed. In part ~b!, data
for tetracene ~d! is compared with published data for TTI ~3!,
2,28-bis~4,4-dimethylthiolan-3-one! and neat OTP ~h!. These three mol-
ecules of similar size have similar diffusion coefficients as a function of
temperature. The TTI and neat OTP translation data are taken from Ref. 10.

TABLE I. Translational diffusion coefficients for anthracene in OTP.

T ~K! log ~DT/cm2s21!

256.1 12.71
260.0 11.99
264.8 10.77
269.5 10.49
274.3 9.74
283.6 8.42
288.4 8.20
295.1 7.65
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Tetracene
TTI
OTP

FIG. 5. Dη/T will be constant if the Stokes-Einstein relation
is valid. This ratio increases with decreasing T in a glassy
system showing the breakdown of the relation. Adapted with
permission from Ref. [113].

close to the Arrhenius plot are known as strong glasses,
while the systems for which they are away from the Ar-
rhenius plot are known as fragile glasses. Note that the
‘strong’ and ‘fragile’ distinctions are not mechanical. The
behavior of the curves for the fragile glasses is known as
super-Arrhenius. Likewise, if the curves are on the other
side of the Arrhenius line, they are sub-Arrhenius. For
most equilibrium glassy systems at high enough densi-
ties, with a few exceptions [102, 125, 126], the plots are
either Arrhenius or super-Arrhenius. [1, 103, 123, 127].
The fragility index, K, of a system can be defined via

τ = τ0 exp

(
1

K(T/TK − 1)

)
, (8)

where τ0 is a microscopic time scale. One can fit the
above expression with simulation or experimental data

tween T, and the high-temperature limit special contribution to ACp. 
and provide the "strong" liquid extreme of The  whole pattern can be reproduced 
the pattern. Others, characterized by simple quite well by variation of one parameter 
nondirectional coulomb attractions or by in a modified version of the famous 
van der Waals interactions in a subgroup of Vogel-Fulcher or Vogel-Tammann-Fulcher 
substances with many 7~ electrons (primar- (37-39) equation (40, 41 ). The original 
ily aromatic substances), provide the other equation: 
extreme, "fragile" liquids. In fragile liquids, 
the viscosities vary in a strongly non-Arrhe- rl = rlo ex~[B/(T-To)l (1)  
nius fashion between the high and low lim- can be written in the form: 
its. This stronglfragile liqu2s pattern (1 7, 
36) has become has been used as the basis 
for a classification of liquids, to indicate the 
sensitivity of the liquid structure to temper- 
ature changes. Fragile liquids have glassy 
state structures that teeter on the brink of a 
collapse at their T,'s and which, with little 
provocation from thermal excitation, reor- 
ganize to structures that fluctuate over a cz 

wide variety of different particle orienta- 
tions and coordination states. Strong liq- 
uids, on the other hand, have a built-in 
resistance to structural change, and their 
vibrational spectra and radial distribution 
functions show little reorganization despite 
wide variations of temperature. Strong liq- 
uids can be converted to more fragile be- 
havior by changing their densities-an ex- 
ample will be given below. Strong liquids 
typically show very small jumps in AC, at 
T,, whereas fragile liquids show large jumps. 
This contrast is indicated bv the insert in 

rl = rlc exp[DTc(T-To)I (2) 
In this form the parameter D controls how 
closely the system obeys the Arrhenius law 
(D  = a). The effect of changing D from 5 
to 100 is shown in the insert to Fig. 4. As D 
changes, so will the value of To change 
relative to T,; the relation is a simple linear 
one of the form 

Tg/Tc = 1 + DI(2.3031og rlglrlc) (3) 
where log (q,/qc) is -17 (42-44), accord- 
ing to Fig. 4. 

The most fragile liquids identified to 
date are polymeric in nature and cannot be 
entered into a figure like Fig. 4 without 
modification because the viscosity of a poly- 
mer liquid is largely controlled by its mo- 
lecular weight. This effect must be removed 
before any common pattern can be ob- 
tained. It is preferable in classifying polymer 
liauids and rubbers to utilize some relax- . , 

Fig. 4. Hydrogen bonding seems to make a ation time characteristic of the segmental 

TdT 
Fig. 4. Arrhenius plots of the viscosity data scaled by values of T, from Fig. 3 and other sources showing 
the "strong-fragile" pattern of liquid behavior on which the liquid's classification of the same name is 
based. As shown in the insert, the jump in C, at T, is generally large for the fragile liquids and small for 
strong liquids, although there are a number of exceptions, particuiarly when hydrogen bonding is present. 
[From (36)] 

motions, that is, a microscopic relaxation 
time. such as is obtained from transient 
mechanical spectroscopy near T,, digital 
correlation spectroscopy, or dielectric relax- 
ation. When this is done (45, 46), polycar- 
bonates and polyvinyl chloride prove to be 
the most fragile systems yet identified with 
D -2. 

The equivalent treatment of magnetic 
relaxation in spin glasses, which have much 
phenomenology in common with glass- 
forming liquids, shows (47) that much more 
fragile behavior can be found in some of 
those systems, such as Cu-Mn. In this case 
Eq. 3 shows that T, and To will almost 
coincide, which is probably the reason for 
suggestions that in some spin glass systems 
there is a real phase transition with an 
associated diverging length scale. 

It is to be stressed that Eq. 2 no  means 
accurately describes the behavior of any 
liquid over the entire 15 orders of magni- 
tude for which data are available, although 
it does remarkablv well for some liauids in 
the middle of thk Fig. 4 pattern, iuch as 
glycerol (48, 49). Generally speaking, the 
more fragile the liquid, the poorer the fit. 
Manv other two and three Darameter eaua- 
tions [summarized in ( I ) ]  -have been pro- 
posed, but none perform significantly better 
than Eq. 2. Also, the key parameter in Eq. 
2, To,-which best fits the data in the tem- 
perature domain entailing the last six orders 
of magnitude in T before T, (50, 51 ) (or the 
entire range for glycerol), can frequently be 
predicted independently by the purely ther- 
modynamic analysis (52) described below. 

O n  the other hand, a different picture 
emerges from a recent analvsis of data on - 
many fragile systems in which adherence to 
Eq. 2 is tested rather stringently through a 
differential analysis (49). This analysis, 
which emphasizes the shorter relaxation 
time data, suggests that Eq. 2 better fits data 
in a higher temperature domain. Fitted in 
this domain, the To parameter no longer 
coincides with the Kauzmann temperature 
T, (defined below). Indeed it is unphysical, 
lying above T,. Thus there is little that is 
physically robust to be found in quantita- 
tive analysis of the relaxation-time temper- 
ature dependence. 

A n  analysis of the higher temperature, 
lower viscosity data which has gained much 
credence in recent years is that based on the 
very detailed predictions of mode coupling 
theory, MCT (14, 15). This is described as 
a mathematical theory of the glass transi- 
tion (15) and, as such, much of the physical 
picture has had to be put in a posteriori. 
There has been some confusion in nomen- 
clature as a result. However, its success in 
detailing subtle aspects of the phenomenon 
in the simple atomic systems to which 
it might be expected to apply (53), [and 
also to many more complex systems to 

SCIENCE VOL. 267 31 MARCH 1995 

Strong

Fragile

Arrh
en

ius

Super-Arrhenius

Sub-Arrhenius

Lo
g 

(v
is

co
si

ty
 in

 p
os

e)

Lo
g 

(v
is

co
si

ty
 in

 P
a

s)⋅

<latexit sha1_base64="QQF1M5HMbdYrIsUqXGuCf467yJg=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU02kqMeiF48VWltoQ9lsN+3SzSbsToQS+hu8eFDEqz/Im//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8IJHCoOt+O4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHj0aOJUM95isYx1J6CGS6F4CwVK3kk0p1EgeTsY38389hPXRsSqiZOE+xEdKhEKRtFKrWZ/eNHslytu1Z2DrBIvJxXI0eiXv3qDmKURV8gkNabruQn6GdUomOTTUi81PKFsTIe8a6miETd+Nj92Ss6sMiBhrG0pJHP190RGI2MmUWA7I4ojs+zNxP+8borhjZ8JlaTIFVssClNJMCazz8lAaM5QTiyhTAt7K2EjqilDm0/JhuAtv7xKHi+r3lW19lCr1G/zOIpwAqdwDh5cQx3uoQEtYCDgGV7hzVHOi/PufCxaC04+cwx/4Hz+ADxujlI=</latexit>

Tg/T

FIG. 6. The Angell plot of log(η) as a function of Tg/T . Sys-
tems whose curves are close to the Arrhenius line are known
as ‘strong’ glasses, and away from it, in the lower half, are
known as ‘fragile’ glasses. The super- and sub-Arrhenius be-
haviors are also marked. Adapted with permission from Ref.
[122].

and obtain K.

Finally, we discuss another feature of glassy systems,
known as aging. Note that the definition of Tg is moti-
vated by practical considerations than any genuine phase
transition. Below a particular time scale, it becomes im-
practical to keep the system in equilibrium; Tg is the
T that corresponds to this time scale. Below Tg, the
system is out of equilibrium and continues to evolve.
After a sudden quench around Tg, the system evolves
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We construct equations for the growth kinetics of structural glass within mode-coupling theory, through

a nonstationary variant of the three-density correlator defined by G. Biroli et al. [Phys. Rev. Lett. 97,
195701 (2006)]. We solve a schematic form of the resulting equations to obtain the coarsening of the

three-point correlator !3ðt; twÞ as a function of waiting time tw. For a quench into the glass, we find that !3

attains a peak value #t0:5w at t$ tw # t0:8w , providing a theoretical basis for the numerical observations of

Parisi [J. Phys. Chem. B 103, 4128 (1999)] and Kob and Barrat [Phys. Rev. Lett. 78, 4581 (1997)]. The

aging is not ‘‘simple’’: the tw dependence cannot be attributed to an evolving effective temperature.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.115702 PACS numbers: 64.70.Q$, 61.43.Fs, 64.70.P$, 75.78.Fg

When a system is quenched below an ordering transi-
tion, domains of the ordered phase appear and begin to
grow [1], with a characteristic size given by the decay
length of equal-time correlations of the order parameter.
The corresponding issue for glass transition has been ex-
amined numerically [2–4], using susceptibilities and cor-
relation lengths that capture the onset of amorphous
freezing [2,5–7], but a quantitative theory of these obser-
vations has been lacking [8]. Length-scale information
similar to that obtained from the four-density correlator
and related overlap functions [2,5,6] has been shown [15]
to be contained in a certain three-point correlator !3ðtÞ,
whose peak value and the time at which the peak is attained
diverge [15] upon approaching the mode-coupling glass
transition [16].

In this Letter, we present a theory of the coarsening of
glassy order, using a nonstationary generalization !3ðt; twÞ,
whose peak value !ðtwÞ is the correlation volume as a
function of the waiting time tw since the quench. We
formulate our calculation in the framework of the fluctuat-
ing hydrodynamics of a dense liquid [17] and obtain results
using mode-coupling theory (MCT) [16,18,19] in a sche-
matic approach [20]. Figures 1–5 summarize our results.
We find that !ðtwÞ grows without bound for a quench into
the MCT glass as t0:5w (Fig. 2) and the relaxation time as t0:8w

(Fig. 5), in agreement, respectively, with the computer
experiments of Parisi [2] and Kob and Barrat [4]. As effects
beyond MCT cut off the transition, the coarsening in ex-
periments, simulations, or a complete theory will cease at
long enough times, but typical simulations do not explore
these asymptotically long time scales and can therefore be
compared usefully to our MCT coarsening predictions. The
three-point function (Fig. 5) shows features incompatible
with ‘‘simple aging’’ [4,12], but qualitatively similar to
Parsaeian and Castillo [3]. For a quench to a distance "
from the threshold value on the liquid side, ! grows to
saturation (Fig. 3), reaching an equilibrium value #"$1,
with a relaxation time #"$1:8 (Fig. 4).

MCT is an analytically tractable approximation to equi-
librium liquid-state dynamics that yields a glass transition
in a homogeneous system, which is why it is so widely
used despite its shortcomings [7,19]. In order to extend
MCT to describe nonstationary states such as coarsening,
we work with a general field-theoretic approach [19,21],
taking care not to use results like the Kubo formulas and
fluctuation-dissipation relations, which are justified only in
equilibrium treatments [22,23]. We start with the equations
of fluctuating hydrodynamics for the velocity and density
fields of an isothermal compressible fluid, extended to
large wave numbers so as to take into account the modes
around the structure factor peak [16]. In order to obtain an
equation for the density field alone, we eliminate the
velocity, while retaining momentum conservation but
ignoring inertia. This yields the dynamical equation
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FIG. 1. The correlation function Cðt; twÞ as a function of t, for
various waiting times tw shown in the legend. The decay with t
becomes progressively slower with increasing tw. The final
parameter values are T ¼ 1:0 and # ¼ 2:0. Inset: scaling t$ tw
by tr yields a data collapse in the $-relaxation regime. Such
‘‘simple aging,’’ however, is not seen in the three-point function
(Fig. 5).
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FIG. 7. After a sudden quench to a low-T , a glassy sys-
tem evolves towards equilibrium. The waiting time, tw-
dependence of the two-point correlation function, Ck(t, tw),
characterizes the non-stationary aging state. (Adapted with
permission from [8]).

toward the equilibrium state. This non-stationary na-
ture of the state is known as aging: the system prop-
erties depend on the age or waiting time, tw [8, 128–
130]. For example, the two-point auto-correlation func-
tion, Ck(t, tw) = ⟨ρk(t)ρ−k(tw)⟩, depends on both times,
t and tw, and not the time-difference alone (Fig. 7). Tra-
ditionally, the nonequilibrium phase below Tg is called
glass, whereas the equilibrium phase above Tg is called
super-cooled liquid. However, Tg has no thermodynamic
significance.

III. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS: ACTIVE
GLASSES

We now turn to active glasses. We start by review-
ing some of the experimental results that motivated this
field. The systematic effort to reveal glassy dynamics in
biological systems began in the early 2000s, around the
same time when many of the crucial concepts of equi-
librium glasses, such as the dynamical heterogeneity and
various static and dynamic length scales, just started to
evolve [5, 6]. Many experimental works have revealed the
glassy dynamics in diverse biological systems (see Fig. 8
for some representative results). For the constraint of
space, we will be brief here and refer the reader to some
excellent reviews [100, 131] for a more exhaustive list
of the experimental works. We aim to highlight the di-
versity of systems showing glassy dynamics. The list is
enormous: cellular cytoplasms, collections of cells and
tissues, synthetically designed systems, crowded environ-
ments of various organisms - from ants to humans, etc.
These experimental results have immensely enriched the
field of glassy dynamics.

In the year 2001, the group of Jeffrey J. Fredberg

coated ferrimagnetic microbeads with synthetic peptide,
bound them to integrin receptors on the surface of human
airway smooth muscle cells and showed via rheological
measurements that “the cytoskeleton may be thought of
more properly as a glassy material existing close to a glass
transition” [9]. In a series of subsequent seminal works,
they showed that cell cytoplasm has many glass-like prop-
erties. For example, a firmly anchored bead with the cy-
toskeleton of a living cell shows caging and sub-diffusive
MSD at short times [10, 132, 133]. The elastic moduli
of the cytoskeleton with frequency vary as a power law,
but with an exponent smaller than 3/4 that is expected
for a reconstituted F-actin system. The exponent 3/4
signifies entropic behavior in semiflexible polymers. A
smaller value of the exponent for the elastic behavior im-
plies the system is closer to a glassy system [134]. Much
like an ordinary glassy system [1], the cytoskeleton flu-
idizes under oscillatory shear, shows aging behavior, and
the distribution of particle displacement is non-Gaussian
[10, 11]. These results shook the traditional thoughts
about cell cytoplasm, where only specific signalling mech-
anisms were assumed to be consequential. Instead, the
cell interior is now visualized as a complex chemical space
of soft material where biochemistry, molecular crowding,
and various physical forces are inseparable [133].

Over the years, many experiments established that the
cell cytoplasm of diverse systems shows glassy behavior:
for example, the dynamics inside the Hela cells [135],
the light-induced active motion of intracellular chloro-
plasts that becomes glassy under dim light [136], or
the pH-induced reversible adaptation between a fluid-like
and a solid-like states [137]. Despite the similarities of
their glassy behavior with equilibrium glasses, the cell
cytoplasm is inherently different. Various active forces
are quintessential in these systems and lead to funda-
mental differences. For example, unlike in equilibrium
glasses, the MSD becomes super-diffusive at long times
[10]. The system properties are highly ATP (Adenosine
Tri-Phosphate) dependent. The bacterial cytoplasm also
shows characteristics of glassy systems that can vary with
the degree of ATP supply [72]. The cytoplasm of an os-
motically compressed cell behaves like a strong glass, and
the fragility decreases as the ATP supply increases [87].
More recently, Nishizawa et al. [12] studied the transport
properties in diverse systems, both in vitro and living
cytoplasm, and showed that this behavior of decreasing
fragility with increasing metabolic activity (higher level
of ATP) is more generic. The conventional control pa-
rameters of glassy dynamics are T , density, and physi-
cal interactions. But given these fascinating discoveries
of glassiness in active systems, this picture now has to
change to include activity as a crucial control parameter.
Activity will drive the system out of equilibrium. When
the departure from equilibrium is substantial, one must
resort to new tools. But, when this departure is slight,
and there is a separation of time-scale, “the fluctuation-
dissipation ideas can still be applied: the slowly changing
overall state of the system is considered to be a small per-
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turbation” [138]. In this limit, we can use linear-response
like ideas to extend the equilibrium theories of glassy dy-
namics for active systems [10, 139–143].

We have till now discussed the glassy dynamics in-
side the cell. However, biology is organized at differ-
ent levels and different length scales. We now discuss
some experiments showing glassy dynamics in another
length scale, in aggregates of cells. Most experimental
systems of cellular collectives are confluent, i.e., the cells
fill the entire space. The packing fraction remains con-
stant at all times. By contrast, the packing fraction in
particulate systems can vary and be a control parame-
ter. One clarification on terminology will be beneficial
here. The terms - jamming, and glass - are distinct,
with entirely different physics [101–103, 144]. The first is
a zero-temperature, zero-activity phenomenon, whereas
glassiness signifies competition between energy barriers
and thermal or active agitation. Most biological systems
are active. Strictly speaking, the solid-like slow dynamics
should be called glassy dynamics. However, these terms
are often used imprecisely in this field [100, 105, 145], and
jamming and glassy dynamics are often interchangeably
used while referring to solid-like slow dynamics.

In a pioneering work, Angelini et al. [13] showed that
the dynamics in a confluent monolayer of Madin-Darby
canine kidney (MDCK) cells is similar to that in a glassy
system. The self-diffusivity within the monolayer ex-
hibits non-Arrhenius behavior, and the system shows dy-
namic heterogeneity, hallmarks of glassy dynamics. Park
et al. [14, 146] demonstrated that a confluent mono-
layer of human bronchial epithelial cells (HBEC) also
shows sub-diffusive MSD, stretched exponential slow re-
laxation, and dynamical heterogeneity, much like a glassy
system. Garcia et al., via the study of the HBEC con-
fluent monolayer, established that the system exhibits a
long-range velocity correlation, similar to self-propelled
systems in the dilute regime [15]. Malinverno et al. [16]
showed that a confluent human mammary epithelial cell
monolayer also shows glassy characteristics; they further
demonstrated that the system fluidizes when a particu-
lar cortical functional protein, RAB5A, is over-expressed
[147]. Different confluent monolayers, such as HBEC
and MDCK monolayers, the Drosophila wing disk, etc.,
also show similar glass-like behavior [17, 131, 148–153].
Schötz et al. [35] revealed that Zebra-fish embryonic
explants have glassy properties, such as anomalous dif-
fusion, caging behavior, non-Gaussian particle displace-
ments, etc. Mongera et al. [18] showed the existence of a
positive stress gradient from posterior to anterior during
the vertebrate body axis elongation in Zebrafish embryos.
It correlates with the fluid-like behavior in the posterior
zone and the solid-like glassy behavior on the anterior
side. A fluid cannot support stress, whereas a solid can.
They have shown that active stress fluctuations fluidize
the tissue in the posterior zone, and “cell rearrangements
and movements are all consistent with the tissue behaving
as a disordered, glassy material” [18]. Thus, one common
theme appears via all these experimental results. Irre-

spective of the detailed cell types, a confluent monolayer
can exhibit glass transition and such dynamical behavior
is relevant for several biologically significant processes.

We now discuss some examples of glassy dynamics at
various other length scales. Bacterial colonies can ex-
ist in different phases, such as liquid, glassy, active ne-
matic, etc. As the number density increases, the dynam-
ics within the colony shows a crossover from a swarming
state to a slowed-down glassy state [20, 59]. The aggre-
gation of macroscopic insects such as fire ants also shows
remarkable similarities with a glassy system [21–23, 154–
156]. Research on disease-spreading mechanisms reveals
that glassy dynamics of the adaptive immune response
to antigens prevent autoimmune diseases [157]. Very re-
cently, several works have also shown that the biomolec-
ular condensates, i.e., the phase separated dense region
of intracellular proteins [158, 159], also show glassy be-
haviors [160–163].

Most biological systems are too complex to be
amenable to a detailed theoretical treatment. However,
we can study different aspects individually by defin-
ing simpler model systems with specific characteristics;
this has proved immensely powerful in physics and pro-
vides deeper insights into complex problems. Syntheti-
cally designed model systems mimic various active sys-
tems; e.g., symmetric and asymmetric rod-shaped parti-
cles on a vibrated disk represent active systems of SPPs
[54, 62, 76, 77]. Arora et al. [61] have designed an exper-
imental system consisting of 3d-printed prolate ellipsoids
on a vertically vibrated plate. Asymmetric friction and
a hole along the principal axis of the ellipsoid can pre-
cisely control particle activity. The experiments confirm
the re-entrance phenomenon of glassy dynamics and the
disappearance of glassy dynamics at high enough activ-
ity. Synthetic Janus particles with two different surfaces
can self-propel in certain fluids [64, 80, 164]. Klongvessa
et al. [26, 165] studied the glassy dynamics in a sys-
tem of gold Janus particles half-coated with platinum.
They showed that the overlap function exhibits two-step
relaxation with a plateau at intermediate times, imply-
ing caging of the particles. The plateau gets longer and
the system becomes non-ergodic with increasing density
[165]. The relaxation dynamics shows complex stretched
exponential relaxation with decreasing activity. In a re-
cent work, Arora et al [166] have introduced a fascinating
system to mimic the dynamics of a cellular monolayer.
They take a thin paper clip, glue the two ends to form
a ring, place the 3d-printed active particles inside this
paper ring, and place the entire system on a vertically
vibrated plate. This system represents a single synthetic
cell. Placing several of these “cells” on the plate, they
mimic a cell monolayer. Remarkably, this system repro-
duces several static and dynamic properties of a cellular
monolayer. However, in comparison with biological sys-
tems, one has immense control over this synthetic sys-
tem. Specifically, the results of Ref. [166] demonstrate
that the jamming transition and the glassy properties of
epithelial systems come from geometric constraints.



8
www.nature.com/scientificreports/

5SCIENTIFIC REPORTS | 7: 15143  | DOI:10.1038/s41598-017-14883-y

which were arti!cially grown to spherical shape by digesting the cell walls with lysozymes (diameter ~10 µm; 
Supplementary Fig. S6a). Transport of the GFP molecules (expressed in spheroplasts) towards the photo-bleached 
regions was examined by epi#uorescence microscopy (FRAP, see experimental section). In most spheroplasts, the 
#uorescence of GFP almost immediately recovered soon a$er photo-bleaching (Fig. 4a). Some E. coli cells (~1%) 
ceased growing a$er the cell wall was digested. Such minor spheroplasts showed irregularly heterogeneous tex-
tures under an optical microscope (Supplementary Fig. S6b). In FRAP experiments, the photo-bleached region 
in these minor spheroplasts was retained even 10 s a$er the brief exposure of photo-bleaching light (Fig. 4a). 
Reportedly, in a recent study, molecular transport in the bacterial cytoplasm strongly depends on metabolic 
activity20. %ese minor spheroplasts might be then metabolically inactive55.

As a control, we encapsulated IVCEs into spherical bags (liposomes and emulsions) together with GFP and 
measured its di&usion by FRAP. We compared the inverse of the di&usion of GFP (Fig. 4b, triangles and circles) 
and the viscosity η measured by microrheology (solid line and broken line are the same as those in Fig. 1), a$er 
normalizing both with the values measured in aqueous bu&er (D w and ηw). For the small protein GFP, cytoplasm 
in the surrounding medium is not regarded as a continuum. Hence, the Stokes-Einstein relation η ∝ 1/D may not 
hold. Furthermore, the unavoidable errors enter the estimate of concentrations when cytoplasm is encapsulated 
in liposomes. We could still say that di&usion of both BSA solution and IVCE showed trends consistent with those 
obtained by microrheology; di&usion of GFP decreases rapidly toward the glass transition point.

In contrast, the “apparent” di&usion of GFP in normal living spheroplasts [Dw/D ≈ 2.7 (white bar in Fig. 4b)] 
was at least several orders of magnitude greater than di&usion in IVCEs (Fig. 4b, triangles and broken curve) and 
in abnormal inactive spheroplasts (Dw/D ≈ 13000; Fig. 4b, black bar). In living cells, the long-term #uctuation 
of embedded probes is enhanced because of the out-of-equilibrium metabolic activity44. In addition to thermal 
forces, active forces generated by molecular motors also drive the di&usion of macromolecules in cells45,56. %at 
is the reason the term “apparent” is used for the di&usion in living cells. Research into the out-of-equilibrium 
#uctuations in living materials is the current focus in the !eld of biological physics. However, merely observing 
slow #uctuations (“apparent” di&usion) of molecules is not su'cient to study their relation to glassy dynamics 
because #uctuations in such activity-driven glasses have been rarely explored and remain elusive in the !eld of 
glass studies to date.

High-bandwidth microrheology in eukaryotic cells. Even if slow #uctuation in cells is dominated by 
the out-of-equilibrium activity, we con!rmed that the FDT is satis!ed at high frequencies by comparing AMR 
and PMR (Supplementary Fig. S7) as reported in prior studies45,57,58. We therefore carried out high-bandwidth 
microrheology to observe high-frequency #uctuation in living cells (HeLa, MDCK and NIH3T3) using colloidal 
probe particles [melamine particles coated with polyethylene glycol59, diameter 2a = 1 µm] incorporated into 
the cell interior (Supplementary Note S1, Fig. S8 and Methods). %e power spectral density of probe #uctuations 
P(ω) at high frequencies is converted to the imaginary part α″ of the response function α(ω) based on the FDT 
[P(ω) = 2kBT α″/ω] (Supplementary Fig. S7a and Supplementary Note S1). It was crucial to implement feedback 
technology in order to smoothly track the actively #uctuating probes in cells60.

We found that in vitro cytoplasm in the crowded condition (>0.2 g/mL) and living cells in con#uent epithe-
lium (HeLa, MDCK) share a similarity in their mechanics; both showed the same power-law form of frequency 
dependence at high frequencies, i.e., G ~ (i ω)0.5 or equivalently α ~ 1/G ~ (i ω)−0.5 (Supplementary Figs S4d and 
S9). %e same power-law dependence has been observed for densely packed emulsions and swollen-gel colloids 
in their glassy state61 and theoretically articulated as the glassy relaxations typical for densely packed so$ colloids 
with a slippery interface24,61. In prior studies, cellular mechanics have been explored by poking cells from the 

Figure 3. Angell plots. Relative viscosity η/ηw as a function of scaled concentration c/c g for BSA (red circles and 
the dash-dot-dot curve), for cell extracts from E. coli (green triangles and the dotted curve), and for cytoplasm 
in a living cell (pink diamonds and the solid line). Curves are the !ts of Equation (1); c g for each sample 
was determined as a concentration where η/ηw becomes 10 5-fold greater than that in water. %e solid curve 
represents the results reported in refs31,39 for the suspension of hard-sphere colloids of uniform size. %e solid 
line indicates Arrhenius behavior for strong glass to which viscosity in living cells conforms.

Velocimetry (PIV)-like analysis that measures a displacement
field between images in time. Each image is divided into 1,024
subregions, and the peak position of the 2D spatial autocorrela-
tion function of each subregion at successive time points pro-
duces a displacement vector for each subregion across the entire
image. Short-time, subcellular motions add random fluctuations
to the frame-by-frame displacement field, dðr;tÞ, and the displa-
cement autocorrelation function exhibits a rapid decay at short
times, and a plateau at lag times between 100 and 200 min. Thus,
before breaking the displacement field into groups of length
200 min, we use a running boxcar-average of 100 min over the
full dataset, determining a well defined migration velocity field
in space and time, vðr;tÞ. We observe that cells within the conflu-
ent layer are confined by their neighbors and move with a nearly
constant velocity over time scales of hundreds of minutes
(Fig. S1).

The resulting migration velocity fields are spatially heteroge-
neous, exhibiting a variation in magnitude from region to region.
There is no apparent structural heterogeneity in cell density that
correlates with cell motion, suggesting that the large scale hetero-
geneities in the migration velocity field are dynamic in nature
(Fig. S2). To characterize the spatial extent of the area containing
these dynamic heterogeneities, ξh, we employ a method similar to

that used in dense colloidal systems: we identify the fastest 20%
of all migration velocity vectors at each time point and calculate
the average area of the subregions that contain the selected
vectors and are contiguous; this determines ξh in each 200 min
dataset (Fig. 1B). The cell density increases with time; concomi-
tantly the dynamic heterogeneities grow in spatial extent. At the
lowest cell densities the dynamic heterogeneity comprises an area
of about ten cells; however there is a marked increase in this
size scale as the cell density increases. The size of the dynamic
heterogeneities saturates at a spatial extent of an area of about
30 cell bodies, but decreases again beyond a cell density of
approximately 2;800 mm−2 (Fig. 1C).

To quantify the migration rate, we calculate the speed from
the averaged-velocity fields, v ¼ hjvðr;tÞjir;t, where angle brackets
indicate an average over the position of the velocity vectors, r,
throughout the entire field of view, and an average over time,
t, throughout each 200 min period. Although ξh grows with
density, v decreases, shown in Fig. 1D. This combination of grow-
ing dynamic heterogeneities and slowing migration speed with
increasing cell density is strikingly reminiscent of the nature of
the relaxations observed in supercooled fluids approaching the
glass transition, suggesting the possibility of an analogy between
cell motion within a confluent layer and the crowding within a
particulate system approaching a glass transition with increasing
density (12, 13).

The Dynamic Structure Factor of Confluent Cell Motion. To further
explore possible analogies between glass-forming systems and
collective migration within confluent cell layers, we search for
other signatures of the glass transition by measuring the dynamic
structure factor, Sðq;ωÞ of the confluent cell layer. The dynamic
structure factor is traditionally measured with inelastic neutron,
X-ray, or light scattering methods, and we adapt a similar method
for the analysis of time-lapse images of cell motion; this provides
dynamical information over a wide range of wavelengths and fre-
quencies. Formally, the dynamic structure factor is the modulus-
squared of the time and space Fourier transform of a dynamic
variable such as electron density or neutron density (14). By
analogy, we use the image intensity to determine Sðq;ωÞ of the
cell layer; this characterizes dynamic fluctuations in cell shape
at short wavelengths, and also in cell density at long wavelengths.
We assume the sample is isotropic, and orientationally average
to determine Sðq;ωÞ; an example is shown in Fig. 2A.

To describe the data, we use the damped harmonic oscillator
(DHO) model, often employed to measure the dynamics of fluids
and disordered materials,

Sðq;ωÞ
SðqÞ

¼ I0ðqÞ
1
2Γ0ðqÞ

ω2 þ ð12Γ0ðqÞÞ2
þ IðqÞ ΩðqÞΓ2ðqÞ

½ω2 −Ω2ðqÞ&2 þ ω2Γ2ðqÞ
:

[1]

Fig. 1. MDCK cells within a confluent monolayer migrate in a spatially
heterogeneous manner (A, B). The average area of contiguous regions of
the fastest velocity vectors defines ξh, the area of dynamic heterogeneities
(B, white regions). As cell density rises, ξh grows from an area of about 10 cell
bodies to 30 cell bodies (C, inset: ξh in μm2). The average migration speed of
cells within the entire field of view, v, decreases with increasing cell density
(D). (Scale bar, 100μm.).

Fig. 2. The dynamic structure factor Sðq;ωÞ of themigrating cell monolayer is calculated to quantify cooperative and self motions over a broad range of length
scales and time scales (A). An example slice through Sðq;ωÞ at q ¼ 0.8 rad μm−1 shows that the spectral line shape is well described by the DHOmodel, consisting
of a diffusive Rayleigh peak (red line) and a Brillouin peak (blue line) (B). The spectrum of diffusing particles is dramatically different than the DHO spectrum, as
seen on a log - log plot (C, diffusing particle data: empty black square, red line: Rayleigh peak fit, cell data: filled black circle, blue line: DHO fit).

Angelini et al. PNAS ∣ March 22, 2011 ∣ vol. 108 ∣ no. 12 ∣ 4715
AP

PL
IE
D

PH
YS

IC
AL

SC
IE
NC

ES
SE

E
CO

M
M
EN

TA
RY

Do
wn

loa
de

d f
ro

m 
htt

ps
://

ww
w.

pn
as

.or
g b

y T
AT

A 
IN

ST
IT

UT
E 

OF
 F

UN
DA

M
EN

TA
L 

RE
SE

AR
CH

 on
 A

pr
il 

30
, 2

02
3 f

ro
m 

IP
 ad

dr
es

s 1
58

.14
4.1

86
.5.

LETTERS

560 nature materials | VOL 4 | JULY 2005 | www.nature.com/naturematerials

0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Δt (s)

2.0

1.6

1.2

0.8

0.4

0.0

β Δt

a

1.6

1.8

1.4

1.2

0.2

0.0
1.12 1.14 1.16 1.18 1.20 1.22 1.24

x

β = x–1

β = 2x–1

β

b

Figure 4 Physical forces involved in CSK rearrangements. a, Local slope β∆t (defi ned in text) determined from direct observations of 〈r 2(∆t )〉 (Fig. 3a) (circles) and from 
predictions based on GSER and measurements of G*(f ) (squares). b, Exponent β measured from superdiffusive power-law regime of 〈r 2(∆t )〉 (symbols) and predictions if λ 
is taken to be equal to 2 universally as suggested by Lau et al.22 (solid lines) or predictions using GSER (dotted lines). Colour coding same as Fig. 3.

Figure 3 Statistics of spontaneous bead motions. a, MSD 〈r 2(∆t )〉 (n = 400 to 720 beads per group) versus time lag ∆t. Groups are 23 °C (green), 37 °C (orange) and 
41 °C (purple), DBcAMP (blue), Jasplakinolide (red), and ATP depletion (black). Solid lines indicate logarithmic slopes of 1 and 2. Inset, Probability density distribution p(z) of 
one-dimensional normalized bead displacements z, shown for time lags ∆t*. Line is best-fi t gaussian. The break from purely gaussian behaviour occurred at roughly |z| = 4. 
This is in contrast to the behaviour seen in colloidal sytems19 where the break occurs at roughly |z| = 2. Compared with colloids, the hopping events in cells are far less 
frequent, but systematically much larger. b, Non-gaussian parameter α versus ∆t. Colour coding the same as above, grey symbols represent beads glued to the coverslip. 
c, α (∆t* ) decreases with increase in x. Open triangles: cells in PBS plus glucose (10 mM) at 23 °C. Inset, ∆t * versus x (bars in the x-direction are standard errors; bars in 
the y-direction are estimated from b). Colour coding same as above. d, Cytoskeletal rearrangements D* increase with x for different ambient temperatures or after CSK 
manipulations. Baseline condition measured at room temperature before adding agonists (Baseline), histamine (Hist), and cytochalasin D (CytD).
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We define the area fraction as ϕ ¼ 4ϱ=ðπσ20Þ, where ϱ is the
number density. In the following we normalize distances by
σ0, and times by rotational Brownian time τR ¼ ð8πηR3

HÞ=
ðkBT0Þ ≈ 5 s, where T0 is the bath temperature. Upon
addition of hydrogen peroxide (H2O2), the particles become
active and self-propelled [26,27]. In order to access a high
density regime, we make in-plane sedimentation which is
obtained by tilting the whole setup with a small angle θ ≈
0.1° [22].An experimental image is shown inFig. 1(a). Since
the density profile depends on the activity [28], we para-
metrize our results by ϕ. We slice the density profile
perpendicularly to gravity so that each slice contains
approximately 1000$ 100 particles and has a constant ϕ
within 0.02. We then carry analysis on each slice and show
the results function of ϕ and the activity. Note that the
polydispersity (10%) is not enough to prevent local crystal-
lization at high densities (see SupplementalMaterial, Fig. S1
[29] and Ref. [30]). The results presented here exclude the
crystalline particle and we consider only slices that contains
less than 50% of crystalline particles (ϕ < 0.75).
From the sedimentation experiment on passive colloids

[31], the competition between diffusive motion and gravity
g results in a density profile that has the Boltzmann form at
low enough densities: ϕðxÞ ∼ exp½mgx=D0μ&, where m is

the buoyancy mass, x is the coordinate in the direction of
gravity, D0 ¼ kBT0=μ is the diffusion coefficient, and
μ ¼ 6πηRH is the mobility. Following Refs [32,33], in
the case of self-propelled particles D0 can be replaced by
the longtime effective diffusion coefficient Deffðϕ → 0Þ.
For spherical particles undergoing both Brownian and self-
propelled motions in two dimensions but with 2 degrees
of rotational freedom [33,34], we have Deffðϕ → 0Þ ¼
D0 þ ðFP=μÞ2τR=6, where FP is the magnitude of the
propulsion force.
Equivalently, T0 can be replaced by an effective temper-

ature such that kBTeff ≡ μDeffðϕ → 0Þ. This amounts to
viewing a dilute active system as “hot colloids” with an
effective temperature [33]

Teff

T0

¼ Deff

D0

¼ 1þ 2

9

!
FPRH

kBT0

"
2

: ð1Þ

In our dense experimental system, we assume that the
persistence time is fixed by Brownian rotational diffusion
and is thus constant with activity, as observed in dilute
conditions [28]. Some of us have shown that this hypoth-
esis is sufficient to explain quantitatively the dynamics of
locally closed packed clusters of the same particles [35].
Therefore in the following we characterize activity in every
density regime by Teff=T0 measured from the sedimenta-
tion profile in the dilute regime.
To characterize the relaxation within a slice, we compute

the overlap function [36] FðΔtÞ, which tells us the ratio of
particles that have not moved further than 0.3σ0 during the
lag time Δt. For instance, in Figs. 1(b) and 1(c) we show
FðΔtÞ at various activities but at two fixed densities ϕ ¼
0.65$ 0.02 and ϕ ¼ 0.72$ 0.02, respectively. At both
densities, the passive case (the black curve) shows two-step
relaxation, with almost complete decay of FðΔtÞ within the
experimental time. The plateau at the intermediate Δt
indicates that each particle is trapped by its neighbors.
At long times, the system exits the plateau hinting that the
particles manage to diffuse away from their original
positions. This is a typical glassy behavior. At high levels
of activity (Teff=T0 ¼ 3.0 and 4.0), the plateau disappears
and the system completely relaxes. At ϕ ¼ 0.65$ 0.02, the
second relaxation step of FðΔtÞ decreases as Teff increases,
showing a monotonic response to activity. By contrast, at
ϕ ¼ 0.72$ 0.02 the response is nonmonotonic. As we
introduce a small amount of activity, the plateau gets longer
than the passive case. This surprisingly indicates that the
system is less mobile when each particle is weakly self-
propelled. However, when we increase further the activity,
the plateau shortens again (Teff=T0 ¼ 1.7) and finally
disappears at high activity levels (Teff=T0 ¼ 3.0 and
4.0), resulting in decays faster than the passive case.
We call this nonmonotonic behavior of the decay of

FðΔtÞ with Teff a “back and forth” behavior. The back
behavior is when the system relaxes slower than the passive
case, whereas in the forth regime the relaxation is enhanced

(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 1. (a) Experimental image of the sediment showing the
slicing to get access to different densities. The glass transition
density of the passive case is ϕg ≈ 0.67. (b),(c) Relaxation
function FðΔtÞ for various activity levels at fixed densities ϕ ¼
0.65$ 0.02 and 0.72$ 0.02, respectively. Horizontal line at 0.5
shows the definition of the relaxation time τ. The dotted curve in
(c) is a stretched exponential fit.
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number density. In the following we normalize distances by
σ0, and times by rotational Brownian time τR ¼ ð8πηR3
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ðkBT0Þ ≈ 5 s, where T0 is the bath temperature. Upon
addition of hydrogen peroxide (H2O2), the particles become
active and self-propelled [26,27]. In order to access a high
density regime, we make in-plane sedimentation which is
obtained by tilting the whole setup with a small angle θ ≈
0.1° [22].An experimental image is shown inFig. 1(a). Since
the density profile depends on the activity [28], we para-
metrize our results by ϕ. We slice the density profile
perpendicularly to gravity so that each slice contains
approximately 1000$ 100 particles and has a constant ϕ
within 0.02. We then carry analysis on each slice and show
the results function of ϕ and the activity. Note that the
polydispersity (10%) is not enough to prevent local crystal-
lization at high densities (see SupplementalMaterial, Fig. S1
[29] and Ref. [30]). The results presented here exclude the
crystalline particle and we consider only slices that contains
less than 50% of crystalline particles (ϕ < 0.75).
From the sedimentation experiment on passive colloids

[31], the competition between diffusive motion and gravity
g results in a density profile that has the Boltzmann form at
low enough densities: ϕðxÞ ∼ exp½mgx=D0μ&, where m is

the buoyancy mass, x is the coordinate in the direction of
gravity, D0 ¼ kBT0=μ is the diffusion coefficient, and
μ ¼ 6πηRH is the mobility. Following Refs [32,33], in
the case of self-propelled particles D0 can be replaced by
the longtime effective diffusion coefficient Deffðϕ → 0Þ.
For spherical particles undergoing both Brownian and self-
propelled motions in two dimensions but with 2 degrees
of rotational freedom [33,34], we have Deffðϕ → 0Þ ¼
D0 þ ðFP=μÞ2τR=6, where FP is the magnitude of the
propulsion force.
Equivalently, T0 can be replaced by an effective temper-
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effective temperature [33]
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In our dense experimental system, we assume that the
persistence time is fixed by Brownian rotational diffusion
and is thus constant with activity, as observed in dilute
conditions [28]. Some of us have shown that this hypoth-
esis is sufficient to explain quantitatively the dynamics of
locally closed packed clusters of the same particles [35].
Therefore in the following we characterize activity in every
density regime by Teff=T0 measured from the sedimenta-
tion profile in the dilute regime.
To characterize the relaxation within a slice, we compute

the overlap function [36] FðΔtÞ, which tells us the ratio of
particles that have not moved further than 0.3σ0 during the
lag time Δt. For instance, in Figs. 1(b) and 1(c) we show
FðΔtÞ at various activities but at two fixed densities ϕ ¼
0.65$ 0.02 and ϕ ¼ 0.72$ 0.02, respectively. At both
densities, the passive case (the black curve) shows two-step
relaxation, with almost complete decay of FðΔtÞ within the
experimental time. The plateau at the intermediate Δt
indicates that each particle is trapped by its neighbors.
At long times, the system exits the plateau hinting that the
particles manage to diffuse away from their original
positions. This is a typical glassy behavior. At high levels
of activity (Teff=T0 ¼ 3.0 and 4.0), the plateau disappears
and the system completely relaxes. At ϕ ¼ 0.65$ 0.02, the
second relaxation step of FðΔtÞ decreases as Teff increases,
showing a monotonic response to activity. By contrast, at
ϕ ¼ 0.72$ 0.02 the response is nonmonotonic. As we
introduce a small amount of activity, the plateau gets longer
than the passive case. This surprisingly indicates that the
system is less mobile when each particle is weakly self-
propelled. However, when we increase further the activity,
the plateau shortens again (Teff=T0 ¼ 1.7) and finally
disappears at high activity levels (Teff=T0 ¼ 3.0 and
4.0), resulting in decays faster than the passive case.
We call this nonmonotonic behavior of the decay of

FðΔtÞ with Teff a “back and forth” behavior. The back
behavior is when the system relaxes slower than the passive
case, whereas in the forth regime the relaxation is enhanced
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FIG. 1. (a) Experimental image of the sediment showing the
slicing to get access to different densities. The glass transition
density of the passive case is ϕg ≈ 0.67. (b),(c) Relaxation
function FðΔtÞ for various activity levels at fixed densities ϕ ¼
0.65$ 0.02 and 0.72$ 0.02, respectively. Horizontal line at 0.5
shows the definition of the relaxation time τ. The dotted curve in
(c) is a stretched exponential fit.
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FIG. 8. Representation of some experimental results on active glass. (a) The van-Hove function for particle displacements in a
particular direction, Gs(x, t), is non-Gaussian for the cytoplasmic fluid. Taken with permission from [10]. (b) The Angell plot
representation of viscosity in the cytoplasm. [Taken with permission from [12]]. The fragility decreases as activity increases.
(c) The velocity snapshot of a cellular monolayer shows dynamical heterogeneity. Taken with permission from [13]. (d) The
overlap function, Q(t), of a dense active system of Brownian particles shows glassy characteristics. [Adapted with permission
from [26]].

The above examples show that glassy dynamics is
prevalent in various biological systems at different length
scales. These examples have immense practical impor-
tance. All these aspects make active glass a fascinating
scientific problem. However, due to the inherent com-
plexity of these systems, it is not clear if the mechanisms
governing the glassy dynamics in different systems are
related. A theoretical approach can help in addressing
these questions. However, developing a theory for such
systems is certainly non-trivial and challenging; as is of-
ten the case, numerical simulations can greatly help in
such a scenario.

IV. SIMULATION STUDY OF ACTIVE GLASSY
SYSTEMS

As biological systems are immensely complex, simu-
lations have provided crucial insights into their glassy
dynamics. We will first discuss the particle-based model
systems of SPPs and then the confluent models of epithe-
lial tissues in Sec. IVD.

Theoretical implementation of activity in the form of
SPPs can be of many different forms; the essential idea is
to break the detailed balance such that noise is no longer
related to dissipation via the fluctuation-dissipation re-

lation [54, 62, 167]. Thermal noise is δ-correlated over
time. One straightforward way to implement activity is
to use a colored noise correlated over time. The correla-
tion time of the active noise is known as the persistence
time τp. This persistence time is a crucial aspect of active
forces. There exist many possible ways to implement ac-
tivity in the form of self-propulsion. We will only discuss
some of the most well-known forms.

A. Different models of self-propulsion

The models of self-propulsion, also known as motility,
that most simulations have implemented till now are of
three broad categories: active Brownian particles (ABP),
run-and-tumble particles (RTP), and active Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck process (AOUP). The long-time behaviors of
a dense system with respect to varying τp are similar for
the first two types of noises and different from AOUP
[49, 50].
The Brownian motion refers to the erratic motion of

a particle as a result of random kicks by particles of the
bath. The equation of motion for the active Brownian
particle is

mv̇ = f0n̂+
√
2DT ζ; ϕ̇ =

√
2DRξ (9)



9

where v = ṙ with r being the position of the particle,
n̂ = (cosϕ, sinϕ), f0 is the self-propulsion force [64, 168],
ζ and ξ are the noises of zero mean and unit strength.
DT andDR give translational and rotational diffusivities.
Setting f0 = 0 provides the equations of motion for pas-
sive particles. ABPs undergo random fluctuations and
directed active swimming, driving these particles out of
equilibrium.

The run-and-tumble particle (RTP) dynamics was
originally proposed to describe the dynamics of E. Coli
bacteria [169]. The particles move with a constant speed
of v0 and reorient after a persistence time τp. The reori-
entation event is tumble; τp has a Poisson distribution.
The long-time properties of ABPs and RTPs are similar.
For the active glassy dynamics, the active noise for these
types of systems can be written as

⟨f(t)⟩ = 0; ⟨f(t)f(t′)⟩ = f20 exp[−|t− t′|/τp], (10)

where f(t) is the active noise at time t. One can derive
this form of the active noise statistics as a coarse-grained
form of the microscopic random kicks in the form of shot
noise [170].

On the other hand, several works have also included ac-
tivity as an active Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process (AOUP)
[39, 45, 171]. The over-damped equation of motion for
the particles comprising such a system is

ṙi = ξ−1
0 [fi +

N∑

j(̸=i)=1

fij ];

τpḟi = −fi + ζi. (11)

where the ζi has zero mean and variance of 2ξ0T
sp
effδijδ(t−

t′). T sp
eff is the single-particle effective temperature, simi-

lar to f20 , and denotes the strength of the active noise. ξ0
denotes the friction and can be set to unity. The active
noise correlation in this case becomes

⟨fi(t)⟩ = 0; ⟨fi,µ(t)fj,ν(t′)⟩ = δijδµν
T sp
eff

τp
exp

[
− |t− t′|

τp

]
,

(12)
where µ and ν denote spatial components of the active
force.

Although other forms of activity are also possible (see
Sec. IVC), these two forms describe most of the active
systems. Their forms are motivated by different biolog-
ical systems. In the first set of models, generally, there
are two types of molecules, A and B. Active forces are
effective when A’s are attached to the B’s. There is an
attachment-detachment dynamics with τp referring to the
time scale A remaining attached to B. Naturally, when
τp → 0, there is no active force; this is easy to verify
from Eq. (10). This type of activity is known as model 1
or the SNTC (Shot Noise Temporal Correlation) model
[49, 50]. By contrast, when activity machinery is inter-
nal to the particles, τp refers to the time of rectilinear
motion in a particular direction. In this case, activity
strength is maximum and the system follows equilibrium

Brownian dynamics when τp → 0; the activity strength
decreases as τp increases. Equation (11) implements this
scenario; this type of activity is known as model 2 or
AOUP [49, 50]. Although the effects of self-propulsion
are similar within both models, the trends as a function
of τp are opposite [38, 39, 49, 50].

B. Simulations of active glasses of SPPs

We now summarise some simulation works exploring
glassy dynamics in dense active systems of SPPs. Many
“intuitive” results may prove wrong in active systems.
Considering activity as a driving force, it may seem plau-
sible that the glass transition is entirely suppressed due
to activity, much like a glass under steady shear [1, 99].
In 2011, Henkes, Fily, and Marchetti showed that a sys-
tem shows glassy behavior even in the presence of ac-
tivity [172]. Though the detailed behavior depends on
the specific model and the parameters [99], most simu-
lations show that active driving delays the glass transi-
tion. For example, one can reach the universal random
close packing fraction (RCP) of 0.64 in a hard-sphere
model by introducing activity in the system. Reference
[36] implemented activity via the ABP model discussed
above. As shown in Fig. 9(a), the introduction of ac-
tivity fluidizes the system, i.e., Fs(k, t) decays faster as
activity increases; this allows to equilibrate the system
even close to RCP. Surprisingly, the higher-order suscep-
tibility, χ4(k, t), shows no increase in peak height, even
when relaxation time τ increases (Fig. 9a). This result
contrasts the behavior in equilibrium glasses [1]. Using
a slightly different variant of activity belonging to the
class of model 2, Berthier showed that a two-dimensional
system of self-propelled hard disks undergoes a nonequi-
librium glass transition [37]. A comparison with mode-
coupling theory (MCT) inspired power-law behavior for
τ as a function of packing fraction ϕ provides ϕc, the
critical value of ϕ where τ diverges: τ ∼ (ϕc − ϕ)−γ ,
where γ is an exponent. Similar to Ref. [36], ϕc increases
with increasing activity. However, there are crucial differ-
ences too. Unlike the results in [36], this work suggests a
“re-entrant” behavior and growing dynamic correlations
manifested by the increasing DH (Fig. 9b) [37]. This
re-entrance behavior, that is non-monotonic nature of τ
as a function of τp, has been revealed by several other
works [42, 173, 174]. However, it is not clear if such non-
monotonic behavior is a generic feature of active systems
with persistent noise or only appears in specific models
of activity.
The effects of activity on the glassy dynamics depend

on the details of the active noise. We will discuss two
studies by different groups to highlight this. The group
of Dasgupta et al. used a model of self-propelled parti-
cles of RTP belonging to the class of model 1 discussed
above [38]. Figure 9(c) shows that τ and fragility K de-
crease as τp increases. Whereas Berthier, Szamel, and
Flenner presented simulation studies of an active system
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in Fig. 1(c) by the time evolution of the self-intermediate
scattering function,

Fsðq; tÞ ¼ hei~q·½ ~rjðtÞ− ~rjð0Þ%i; ð3Þ

which quantifies dynamics occurring over a length 2π=j~qj.
We perform a circular average over wave vectors corre-
sponding to the typical interparticle distance, j~qj ¼ 6.2,
corresponding to the first peak of the structure factor.
Turning to self-propelled particles with τ ¼ 102 in

Figs. 1(b) and 1(d), we find that dynamics again becomes
slower asφ increases, with the development of complex time
dependencies in both time correlators. Clear differences
with the equilibrium situation already emerge for moderate
densities and short times, where active particles move
ballistically as a direct result of self-propulsion.
At larger densities, the plateau in Fsðq; tÞ is less pro-

nounced for self-propelled than for equilibrium particles.
Mean-squared displacements take lower values at short
times, showing that cage dynamics is profoundly affected
by the particle activity. While a fast erratic exploration of
the cage results from thermal noise, persistent motion is
impossible within a cage. Instead, we observe that self-
propelled particles transiently “stick” to the neighbor found
in the direction of motion for a duration τ, until randomi-
zation of the direction of motion allows further displace-
ment. As a result, particles can be fully arrested at short
times, reducing hΔr2ðtÞi in this regime. The cage explora-
tion thus occurs over a broader distribution of times, which
produces a complex time dependence of Fsðq; tÞ and
hΔr2ðtÞi in the plateau regime. Physically, thermal vibra-
tions are suppressed by the persistent motion and occur over
a time τ that may become decoupled from the microscopic
scale. This observation is crucial, because the equilibrium
physics of hard spheres is controlled by entropic forces [1],
which are then considerably impacted by self-propulsion.
Finally, although less mobile at short times, self-propelled
particles diffuse much faster at long times. Diffusive motion
is, for instance, still observed for φ ¼ 0.823 and τ ¼ 102,
while it is fully arrested at this density at equilibrium. These
observations reveal that the nature of the glass transition is
dramatically modified for active particles.
We show in Fig. 2 a displacement map for self-propelled

particles with τ ¼ 102 and large density φ ¼ 0.823, mea-
sured over a time interval corresponding to structural
relaxation (see below for a definition). Clearly, the flow
of self-propelled particles at large density is spatially
correlated over large distances, and thus displays large-scale
dynamic heterogeneity [28,29]. Spatially correlated dis-
placements represent a form of emergent collective motion
arising from the competition between self-propulsion
and steric effects, which differs qualitatively from earlier
observations in active particle systems [30]. The analogy
between collective motion and dynamic heterogeneity in
epithelium tissues was noted [13].

We extract the long-time self-diffusion constant, Ds,
from its definition, Ds ≡ limt→∞hΔr2ðtÞi=ð4tÞ, and report
in Fig. 3 the density evolution of Ds for equilibrium and
self-propelled disks. These data confirm that in all casesDs
decreases sharply upon increasing φ, as it varies by nearly 6
orders of magnitude between the simple fluid at φ ≈ 0.6 to
the dense regime near φ ≈ 0.8 − 0.83. Increasing τ has two
opposite effects, as demonstrated by the nonmonotonic
evolution of Ds with τ at fixed φ. First, increasing τ slows
down diffusion as particles need to wait at least a time scale
τ to see their orientation diffuse significantly. This effect
dominates at moderate densities, where Ds decreases with
increasing τ; see Fig. 3. However, self-propulsion has a less
trivial effect at large φ, where it accelerates the dynamics
dramatically. For φ ¼ 0.8, Ds increases by 3 orders of
magnitude between τ ¼ 0 (equilibrium) and τ ¼ 10. Such
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FIG. 2 (color online). Displacement map for self-propelled
disks with φ ¼ 0.823 and τ ¼ 102 over a time t ≈ 1.5 × 107

corresponding to structural relaxation. It shows the emergence
of collective motion correlated over large distances in dense
assemblies of active particles.

FIG. 3 (color online). Density dependence of the diffusion
constant for different persistence times. Inset: The critical density
φc obtained from Eq. (4) increases continuously with τ.
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For active hard spheres, we observe that the relaxation time
decreases by orders of magnitude as it becomes much easier for
self-propelling-motorized hard spheres to cross the barriers and
to explore different glass configurations than for passive spheres.
To better understand the effect of self-propulsion on the
dynamics of hard-sphere glasses, we plot the self-intermediate
scattering function Fs(q, t) for a system of active hard spheres
with varying self-propulsions f at f¼ 0.62 in Fig. 3a. We observe
that Fs(q, t) reaches a cage-trapping plateau and remains stuck in
an amorphous configuration in the case of passive hard spheres,
whereas for active spheres Fs(q, t) decays to zero within our
simulations and the relaxation time decreases significantly with
self-propulsion. The common picture of glassy dynamics and
barrier crossings is that a particle rattles for a long time inside a
cage that is formed by its neighbours and then suddenly breaks
out of its cage. To investigate whether or not the barrier crossing
corresponds to an abrupt cage-breaking event and how localized
these events are, we measure the four-point dynamic suscept-
ibility, w4(q, t)¼N dF2

s ðq; tÞ
! "

, where dFs(q, t) denotes the
fluctuating part of Fs(q,t), as shown in Fig. 3a. As expected,

w4(q, t) increases initially in time and shows a peak on a time scale
that coincides with the structural relaxation time ta before it
decays at longer times. The height of the peak of w4(q, t) is related
to the average number of particles that are dynamically correlated
in the structural relaxation process27,33. Figure 3a shows that the
peak height of w4(q, t) is C2 for fs/kBTZ80, providing support
that there is almost no collective motion involved in the structural
relaxation, which is to be expected as f¼ 0.62 is far below the
MCT critical packing fraction fc at fs/kBTZ80. In addition, we
find clearly that the peak height increases upon decreasing the
self-propulsion towards f¼ 0 and thus also decreasing MCT
critical packing fraction fc. We note, however, that we were not
able to determine the peak height at f¼ 0 as the relaxation time
exceeds our simulation time. We thus find that even for self-
propelled hard spheres, the structural relaxation becomes more
cooperative for packing fractions close to the MCT glass
transition—that is, f-fc.

To corroborate our finding on the cooperative nature of the
structural relaxation for self-propelled spheres, we show in Fig. 4
the distribution of displacements in a system of active hard
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Figure 3 | Effect of self-propulsions on the structural relaxation. (a) The self-intermediate scattering function Fs(q,t) and the four-point dynamic
susceptibility w4(q,t), computed at wave vector q¼ 2p/s as a function of time tD0/s2 in systems of active hard spheres at packing fraction f¼0.62 and
varying self-propulsions fs/kBTas labeled. The dashed vertical lines denote the location of structural relaxation times ta. (b) The structure factor S(q) of the
systems as described in a with an enlarged view of the maxima of the peaks as denoted by the open diamonds in the inset. (c) The mean square
displacement /r2(t)S as function of time tD0/s2 for a system of active hard spheres at f¼0.62 with fs/kBT¼0 (black line) and 20 (red line),
respectively. (d,e) and (f,g) are snapshots from a typical dynamic trajectory of a system with fs/kBT¼0 and 20, respectively, in which only a randomly
selected particle and its contacting neighbours are shown as solid spheres, whereas other particles are semitransparent. (d,f) and (e,g) are at a time tD0/
s2¼0 and 50, respectively.
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that the glass transition temperature T0 is approximately constant
with increasing tp until tp Z 2 ! 10"2, see Fig. 11(a). Note that
this is about the same persistence time in which we observe a
slowing down compared to the overdamped Brownian dynamics
simulation. For smaller tp the transition temperature is close to
the value known from equilibrium studies of the model. For
larger tp the glass transition temperature T0 increases up to T0 =
0.51 # 0.03 for tp = 1 ! 10"1, which again shows that persistent
motion promotes glassy dynamics in the present system.

The fragility parameter K is larger for systems that are more
fragile. As suggested by the dependence on the effective tem-
perature of ta in Fig. 10, the fragility increases with increasing
tp, see Fig. 11(b). Again, this result contrasts strongly with the
results in ref. 28.

A deep understanding of the kinetic fragility for equilibrium
supercooled liquids is not available,50 therefore it is difficult to
interpret the evolution of K for the present nonequilibrium
situation. The monotonic evolution of K with tp again confirms
the smooth evolution of glassy dynamics with the degree of
departure from equilibrium. A large change in fragility is also
consistent with the finding that self-propulsion dramatically
changes the structure of the fluid, and the above conclusion
that self-propulsion produces a ‘different’ liquid whose glassy
dynamics only differs in its details (such as kinetic fragility and
glass temperature), as compared to typical equilibrium super-
cooled liquids.

E. Mean-squared displacements and Stokes–Einstein relation

We now examine the mean-squared displacement dr2ðtÞ
! "

¼

N"1
P
i

riðtÞ " rið0Þj j2
# $

, which is shown in Fig. 12 for various

tp values. At short times we see the ballistic motion that results
from the finite persistence time of the self-propulsion. This
regime is followed by a crossover to diffusive motion at long

times, which defines the self-diffusion coefficient D of the
model. The data in Fig. 12 reveal that D decreases dramatically
as the temperature is decreased, which is another well-known
characteristic signature of the glass transition.50

Between the ballistic motion and diffusive motion a plateau
emerges, which indicates a strongly sub-diffusive regime whose
duration increases rapidly as the temperature decreases. For
tp = 2! 10"4 this plateau is similar to what is found for Brownian
dynamics. For increasing tp the plateau is less pronounced and
appears to occur at smaller values of hdr2(t)i for increasing tp. To
quantify this observation we defined the plateau in hdr2(t)i as the
value of hdr2(t)i at the inflection point in the plot of ln(hdr2(t)i)
versus ln(t) at Teff = 0.65. We found that the plateau was around
0.035 for tp = 2 ! 10"4 and was approximately constant until
tp = 1 ! 10"2 where it decreased to 0.0164 at tp = 1 ! 10"1.

In equilibrium systems at temperatures above the onset of
supercooling it is generally found that the Stokes–Einstein
relation D B ta"1 holds. Therefore, Dta is approximately constant
for high temperature liquids. The Stokes–Einstein relation has
been found to be violated in supercooled liquids, resulting in a
growth of Dta below the onset temperature.51,52 We examined the
Stokes–Einstein relation for our model of self-propelled particles.
Recall that as tp goes to zero for a fixed effective temperature,
the dynamics becomes identical to over-damped Brownian
dynamics.

To examine the Stokes–Einstein relation we first calculated
the diffusion coefficient using D ¼ lim

t!1
dr2ðtÞ
! "%

ð6tÞ. Shown in

Fig. 13 is the evolution of Dta versus ta for several tp and
effective temperatures. The main observation is that the pro-
duct Dta changes by less than one decade for all systems, which
indicates that the decrease of the diffusion and the increase of
the relaxation time are very strongly correlated.

We do see, however, deviations from the Stokes–Einstein
relation. For small values of the persistence times the Stokes–
Einstein relation is approximately valid at high effective tem-
peratures, in other words for small ta. However, for the largest
tp we do not find a clear region of effective temperatures where

Fig. 11 (a) The glass transition temperature T0 and (b) the fragility para-
meter K obtained from Vogel–Fulcher-like fits ln(ta) = a + 1/[K(Teff/T0 " 1)]
as a function of persistence time. Both the glass transition temperature T0

and the fragility parameter K monotonically increase with increasing the
persistence time.

Fig. 12 The mean-squared displacement hdr2(t)i for (a) tp = 2 ! 10"4,
(b) tp = 2 ! 10"3, (c) tp = 2 ! 10"2, and (d) tp = 1 ! 10"1. For panels (a–c)
Teff = 1.0, 0.9, 0.8, 0.7, 0.6, 0.5, 0.47 are shown (left to right). In panel (d)
Teff = 1.1, 1.0, 0.9, 0.8, 0.7, 0.65 are shown (left to right).
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FIG. 9. (a) Relaxation becomes slower as activity decreases in a hard-sphere model of ABP. The decay of Fs(q, t) becomes
slower, but there is no corresponding growth in the peak of χ4(q, t). [Taken with permission from [36]]. (b) DH increases
with decreasing activity in a mode active system. [Taken with permission from [37]]. (c) Relaxation time, τ , and fragility K
decreases as τp increases in model 1. Adapted from Ref. [50]. (d) τ and K increases as τp increases in model 2. Reproduced
from Ref. [39] with permission from the Royal Society of Chemistry.

with model 2 type of activity [39]. They found “a very
different qualitative picture of the glass transition in sys-
tems of self-propelled particles” [39]: τ and K increase as
τp increases (Fig. 9d). The reason behind the opposite
effects of activity is two different models. These two ex-
amples highlight the significance of the detailed forms of
activity [49, 50].

There are several differences between active glasses and
passive glasses. The active systems of anisotropic parti-
cles show large swirls or vortices [175]. Activity gov-
erns the scale of these vortices and can become system-
spanning as the system approaches glass transition. Ac-
tivity can either promote or suppress glassy behavior de-
pending on the region of parameter space [42]. Inter-
estingly, the active glassy phase correlates well with the
two-point static density correlation function [42]. This
result implies MCT of glassy dynamics should be able to
address various features of active glasses. We will show
later that this assertion of Berthier et al. is indeed cor-
rect.

Fily, Henkes, and Marchetti have studied the glassy dy-
namics and phase separation of active systems within the
same framework [176]. The phase separation in these sys-
tems with repulsive interaction is a novel effect of activity
alone. This effect should be there in the dense regime as

well. The re-entrance behavior in these systems affirms
this effect [37, 42, 61]. However, this re-entrance in ac-
tive systems must be distinct from that in equilibrium
systems since the effective attractive interaction has a
lifetime (changes after τp). Exploration of this behavior
in detail will provide critical insights into the effects of
activity on glassy dynamics. We emphasize that τp is the
main activity parameter: the system behavior at small
and large τp can be different. This aspect seems relevant
even for the aging behavior [8] in active glasses [177, 178].
In a recent work, Paul et al. [179] have shown that

activity has non-trivial effects on the DH. How can we
compare the DH of various active systems with vary-
ing parameters? Since the relaxation dynamics remains
equilibrium-like at a suitably defined Teff, one can choose
systems with constant τ but varying activity and com-
pare their DH to illustrate the role of activity. Figure 10
(a) and (b) show the visual effects of activity on DH as
depicted by the cooperatively rearranging region (CRR)
(defined as the regions where particles have moved more
than the average particle displacement). The cooperative
regions grow significantly in size in the presence of activ-
ity even if τ remains the same. Another way to quantify
the effect of activity on DH is by measuring the four-point
susceptibility, χ4(t), as shown in Fig.10 (c) (simulations)



11

and Fig.10 (d) (active-IMCT prediction). Notice the dra-
matic increase of peak height with increasing activity in
the simulation results, and the active-IMCT predictions
corroborate the same (see the active-IMCT discussion
section). The DH length scale, ξD, plays a central role in
various theories of glassy dynamics. In equilibrium sys-
tems, ξD remains of the order of a few molecular/particle
diameters. Thus, the dramatic growth of DH, and con-
sequently large ξD, in active glasses can be beneficial to
test different theoretical predictions more easily.

Since activity drives the system out of equilibrium,
measuring ξD in these systems is nontrivial. Refer-
ence [179] measured ξD via four different ways to en-
sure applicability of the methods in nonequilibrium
setup: the block analysis [180], via the coarse-graining
of the van Hove correlation function [181], the scal-
ing analysis of four-point structure factor [111], and
via the displacement-displacement correlation function
[182, 183] (see Figs. 10 (e)-(g) for a schematic represen-
tation). ξD obtained from the four methods agree with
each other. More recently, similar equilibrium methods
of probing ξD using elongated probe particles have been
extended to these active systems with remarkable agree-
ment amongst them [184]. Having ξD as a function of T
and activity, one can test various predictions of theories
of glass transition. Figure 10(h) shows ξD as a func-
tion of scaled temperature (T −TC)/TC , where TC is the
MCT critical temperature. The power-law behavior be-
comes very prominent in active systems, suggesting that
active-MCT theories might be good candidates for un-
derstanding these systems.

Activity also affects ξD at short times [185]. Dey et
al argued that activity enhances the phonons leading to
higher DH at short times. This result naturally raises
the question of the effect of activity in two-dimensional
systems where one expects much stronger long wave-
length phonon excitation due to the Mermin-Wagner the-
orem, even in passive systems. Indeed, a recent work
[84] has shown that the Mermin-Wagner theorem gets
violated in these systems, and activity makes the long
wavelength phonon fluctuations so strong that the Debye-
Waller factor in these solids diverges as power-law instead
of logarithm in system size. Such an enhancement of
long wavelength fluctuations suggests that active parti-
cles can probably destabilize solid states in three dimen-
sions. Further studies in this direction will shed more
light on the role of fluctuations in the dynamical and ther-
modynamic properties of active systems. In addition, the
monotonic relation between the length and time scale can
break down in active glasses. This behavior is also quite
different from an equilibrium glass [111]. These results
show that DH in active glassy systems is qualitatively
different from that in equilibrium systems. A detailed
systematic study of this aspect can provide fundamental
insights into the DH.

C. More models of activity

As we emphasized earlier, there can be many forms
of activity; we now present some such examples. Physi-
cists got interested in the problem of active matter from
the seminal paper by Vicsek et al. [81], who proposed
a minimal model for the ordering transition in two-
dimension. Since the model is out of equilibrium, the
Mermin-Wagner theorem does not rule out any ordering
transition in two-dimension [82]. The main ingredient of
the model is an alignment interaction where each particle
tries to align with the average direction of its neighbors
with an uncertainty (noise). However, including this in-
teraction in the particle-based models with a hardcore re-
pulsion is computationally costly. Therefore, most stud-
ies have implemented the alignment interaction implic-
itly. Motivated by the experiments of Ref. [24], Lam et
al. proposed a two-dimensional model of self-propelled
hard discs with a coupling between the velocity and the
polar axis [186]. Numerical integration at low density re-
veals the presence of the alignment interaction. A hidden
alignment interaction of the Vicsek-like form seems to be
a generic feature of many self-propelled active systems
[85]. However, there are differences: the flocking transi-
tion in the original Vicsek model is continuous, whereas
Lam et al. find it to be discrete. It is unclear if this dif-
ference is significant in the dense regime since the glassy
state avoids flocking transition. Similar types of indirect
implementation of the alignment interaction have been
included in several other works [149, 172].

The cellular cytoplasm has many intrinsically disor-
dered proteins (IDP); they can actively change their
shape by consuming energy [187]. Shape change can
strongly affect the dynamics. Oyama et al. included this
aspect within a simple model where particles can have
two different diameters with a stochastic switch rate be-
tween the two [188]. The simulations show that the sys-
tem fluidizes with a small volume change accompanied
by a change in fragility. Such effects can play crucial
roles in the dynamics of bacterial cytoplasm where the
force-generating motor proteins are different from those
in Eukaryotic cells [72]. In addition, metabolic activ-
ity can also play a critical role in the dynamics, both
at the level of proteins, where ATP (adenosine triphos-
phate) can modulate the interaction strength of IDPs,
as well as at the cellular and organism (bacteria) level,
where ATP controls the level of self-propulsion. Finally,
the dynamics of a system must strongly depend on the
interaction. Thus, metabolic activity can be the tuning
parameter of glassy dynamics [12, 72]. We also highlight
another form of activity, the attachment-detachment ki-
netics. One of the proteins that determine the mechani-
cal properties of a cell is the actin filament: it is a long
rod-like molecule. It is also a dynamic molecule, where
monomers attach in one end and detach from the other
end [52]. This form of activity can also affect the dynam-
ics. One can study another type of active system, initially
proposed for the nonequilibrium absorbing phase transi-
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Fig. 4. Dramatic e�ects of activity on DH. (A and B) Qualitative measures of CRRs showing the fraction of fast relaxing particles in a passive (A) and an activesystem (B), at the same ⌧↵ = 103. CRR provides a typical estimate of DH, and the comparison shows larger DH in an active system. (C) ⇠D as a function of ⌧↵at di�erent f0. The data show that for a given ⌧↵ , a system with higher f0 has a larger ⇠D. (D) The fit of simulation data (symbols) for ⇠D with the power-lawprediction of MCT (lines); the exponent �D is expected to be constant for e�ective equilibrium-like behavior. However, we find that �D almost linearly increaseswith f0 (Inset). (E) To obtain comparable ⌧↵ , we choose a set of T and f0 such that Te� remains similar. (F ) �4(t) for the parameters as in (E); a system with
larger f0 has higher �P4 . Inset: All these systems have similar ⌧↵ as seen from the plot of Q(t). (G) �Q(t), obtained from active-IMCT, also has a similar behavior
as in simulation, i.e., higher �PQ for larger f0 when Q(t) and, hence, ⌧↵ are similar (Inset). The parameter � = 1.9 when f0 = 0 and � for other values of f0 are
chosen to overlap Q(t) with that of the passive system. (H) Similar results as in (F ) but with ⇢a = 1.0. (I) Increasing spatial correlation, as measured by the excessdisplacement–displacement correlation function, �(r, ⌧↵), with increasing activity. These correlation functions are again computed at the same ⌧↵ to highlightthe growth of spatial heterogeneity with increasing activity (see text for details).

dynamics, akin to an equilibrium system, implies overlapping
�4(t) for all the systems. However, Fig. 4F shows that �4(t)
increases with increasing f0. Active-IMCT also predicts a similar
result, as shown in Fig. 4G, with the inset showing overlapping
Q(t) for these chosen parameters. The active-IMCT does not
predict the length scale directly, but it can be extracted from the
peak height of�Q(t)with the knowledge of the exponent relating
to them as �P

Q ⇠ ⇠2�⌘
D . Thus, the estimate of the length scale

will be indirect. Within this caveat, the theory indeed suggests
that the correlation length will increase with increasing activity
keeping the relaxation time of the system the same. To show
the generality of this striking result in active glasses, we have
explored this behavior at different ⇢a in our simulations. Fig.
4H shows the similar results for ⇢a = 1.0, that is, �P

4 grows
as f0 increases, while ⌧↵ remains similar. Similar conclusions are
reached by studying the effects of activity on other dynamical
quantities as well. Fig. 4I demonstrates that spatial correlation,
computed by the excess part of the displacement–displacement
correlation function, �(r, ⌧↵), increases markedly with increasing
activity, confirming the strong decoupling of DH and structural
relaxation dynamics in active glasses. In SI Appendix, section S2,
we have shown another striking difference between equilibrium
glasses and active glasses. We have shown that DH increases with
increasing fragility (see SI Appendix for definition) of liquids in
equilibrium across model systems and spatial dimensions (65),
whereas DH decreases sharply with increasing fragility in active
glass. Although it is not immediately clear whether this behavior
is universal in active glasses, it is clear that marked deviation
from equilibrium behavior is solely due to nonequilibrium active
forces.

A recent work (66) studied athermal overdamped Brownian
particles interacting via repulsive potential and propelled by active

Ornstein–Uhlenbeck force. They found that in the dense limit
of highly persistent particles, the dynamic susceptibility �4(t) is
significant at all times up to ⌧↵ ; interestingly, it peaks with the
caging parameter a close to root-mean-squared displacement,
a ⇠

p
�r2(t). This picture of DH is very different from the

passive supercooled liquids since the latter shows no significant
small-time correlations. In this study, activity was varied by
varying the persistence time, keeping the effective temperature
the same. This is really interesting to see that these two very
different systems show enhanced DH with increasing activity
suggesting that the enhancement of DH due to active self-
propulsion forces is a generic phenomenon and will be observed
in a wide variety of active dense systems. To study the effect
of variation of ⌧p in our system, we computed �4(t) at two
different activity f0 = 1.0 and f0 = 2.5 and varied ⌧p from 0.1
to 20 keeping effective temperature Teff same (i.e., ⌧↵ same).
For low f0 value, the effect of changing ⌧p seems very minute,
but at higher f0, one sees a significant change in peak height of
�4(t). What is interesting is that DH increases monotonically
with increasing persistence time up to a certain value and then
starts to decrease or reaches saturation as shown in Fig. 5A
for f0 = 2.5. Fig. 5B shows the variation of �p

4 as a function
of ⌧p for f0 = 1.0 and 2.5, respectively. Fig. 5C shows the
displacement–displacement correlation function for f0 = 2.5 to
highlight similar nonmonotonic growth of DH with increasing
⌧p. These results are very interesting but we do not have a good
microscopic understanding. Enhancement of DH at a small time
scale has also been observed in the present model in ref. 67
with changing f0, the concentration (c) of active particles, but it
is conjectured to be due to enhancement of long-range phone
like excitation in the system at these time scale as opposed to
the cooperative motion due to structural relaxation. Thus, it is
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Fig. 4. Dramatic e�ects of activity on DH. (A and B) Qualitative measures of CRRs showing the fraction of fast relaxing particles in a passive (A) and an activesystem (B), at the same ⌧↵ = 103. CRR provides a typical estimate of DH, and the comparison shows larger DH in an active system. (C) ⇠D as a function of ⌧↵at di�erent f0. The data show that for a given ⌧↵ , a system with higher f0 has a larger ⇠D. (D) The fit of simulation data (symbols) for ⇠D with the power-lawprediction of MCT (lines); the exponent �D is expected to be constant for e�ective equilibrium-like behavior. However, we find that �D almost linearly increaseswith f0 (Inset). (E) To obtain comparable ⌧↵ , we choose a set of T and f0 such that Te� remains similar. (F ) �4(t) for the parameters as in (E); a system with
larger f0 has higher �P4 . Inset: All these systems have similar ⌧↵ as seen from the plot of Q(t). (G) �Q(t), obtained from active-IMCT, also has a similar behavior
as in simulation, i.e., higher �PQ for larger f0 when Q(t) and, hence, ⌧↵ are similar (Inset). The parameter � = 1.9 when f0 = 0 and � for other values of f0 are
chosen to overlap Q(t) with that of the passive system. (H) Similar results as in (F ) but with ⇢a = 1.0. (I) Increasing spatial correlation, as measured by the excessdisplacement–displacement correlation function, �(r, ⌧↵), with increasing activity. These correlation functions are again computed at the same ⌧↵ to highlightthe growth of spatial heterogeneity with increasing activity (see text for details).

dynamics, akin to an equilibrium system, implies overlapping
�4(t) for all the systems. However, Fig. 4F shows that �4(t)
increases with increasing f0. Active-IMCT also predicts a similar
result, as shown in Fig. 4G, with the inset showing overlapping
Q(t) for these chosen parameters. The active-IMCT does not
predict the length scale directly, but it can be extracted from the
peak height of�Q(t)with the knowledge of the exponent relating
to them as �P

Q ⇠ ⇠2�⌘
D . Thus, the estimate of the length scale

will be indirect. Within this caveat, the theory indeed suggests
that the correlation length will increase with increasing activity
keeping the relaxation time of the system the same. To show
the generality of this striking result in active glasses, we have
explored this behavior at different ⇢a in our simulations. Fig.
4H shows the similar results for ⇢a = 1.0, that is, �P

4 grows
as f0 increases, while ⌧↵ remains similar. Similar conclusions are
reached by studying the effects of activity on other dynamical
quantities as well. Fig. 4I demonstrates that spatial correlation,
computed by the excess part of the displacement–displacement
correlation function, �(r, ⌧↵), increases markedly with increasing
activity, confirming the strong decoupling of DH and structural
relaxation dynamics in active glasses. In SI Appendix, section S2,
we have shown another striking difference between equilibrium
glasses and active glasses. We have shown that DH increases with
increasing fragility (see SI Appendix for definition) of liquids in
equilibrium across model systems and spatial dimensions (65),
whereas DH decreases sharply with increasing fragility in active
glass. Although it is not immediately clear whether this behavior
is universal in active glasses, it is clear that marked deviation
from equilibrium behavior is solely due to nonequilibrium active
forces.

A recent work (66) studied athermal overdamped Brownian
particles interacting via repulsive potential and propelled by active

Ornstein–Uhlenbeck force. They found that in the dense limit
of highly persistent particles, the dynamic susceptibility �4(t) is
significant at all times up to ⌧↵ ; interestingly, it peaks with the
caging parameter a close to root-mean-squared displacement,
a ⇠

p
�r2(t). This picture of DH is very different from the

passive supercooled liquids since the latter shows no significant
small-time correlations. In this study, activity was varied by
varying the persistence time, keeping the effective temperature
the same. This is really interesting to see that these two very
different systems show enhanced DH with increasing activity
suggesting that the enhancement of DH due to active self-
propulsion forces is a generic phenomenon and will be observed
in a wide variety of active dense systems. To study the effect
of variation of ⌧p in our system, we computed �4(t) at two
different activity f0 = 1.0 and f0 = 2.5 and varied ⌧p from 0.1
to 20 keeping effective temperature Teff same (i.e., ⌧↵ same).
For low f0 value, the effect of changing ⌧p seems very minute,
but at higher f0, one sees a significant change in peak height of
�4(t). What is interesting is that DH increases monotonically
with increasing persistence time up to a certain value and then
starts to decrease or reaches saturation as shown in Fig. 5A
for f0 = 2.5. Fig. 5B shows the variation of �p

4 as a function
of ⌧p for f0 = 1.0 and 2.5, respectively. Fig. 5C shows the
displacement–displacement correlation function for f0 = 2.5 to
highlight similar nonmonotonic growth of DH with increasing
⌧p. These results are very interesting but we do not have a good
microscopic understanding. Enhancement of DH at a small time
scale has also been observed in the present model in ref. 67
with changing f0, the concentration (c) of active particles, but it
is conjectured to be due to enhancement of long-range phone
like excitation in the system at these time scale as opposed to
the cooperative motion due to structural relaxation. Thus, it is
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Fig. 3. Schematic illustration of the four methods to reliably compute theDH length scale. (A) Finite size block analysis scaling of �4. (B) Block analysisof the non-Gaussian nature of van Hove function. (C) Spatial correlationsof displacements at a time scale of relation time. (D) Scaling analysis of thefour-point structure factor, S4(q, t).

regimes, and it is a hallmark signature of underlying DH in the
system. The basic idea is to study the van Hove function as a
function of spatial coarse-graining scale. In this method, one
recomputes the displacement of a coarse-grained region of size
LB and then computes the van Hove function from the coarse-
grained displacement field. As the coarse-graining length scale
crosses the typical dynamic length ⇠D, the nature of Gs(x, ⌧↵)
should change from non-Gaussian to Gaussian as the system
becomes eventually spatially homogeneous above this length
scale. Thus, by computing the kurtosis of the van Hove function
with increasing coarse-graining length, LB, one can estimate the
typical dynamic length scale, ⇠D, via scaling analysis as elaborated
inMaterials and Methods.

The third method relies on the study of spatial correlation
of the displacement fields of the particles over the structural
relaxation time scale (62) as shown in Fig. 3C. One can see that if
one computes the spatial displacement–displacement correlation
between two particles separated by a distance r, �(r, ⌧↵), (see
Materials and Methods for definition) then one will be able to
estimate the heterogeneity length scale by checking how fast
the correlation function decays as a function of spatial distance.
This method has been shown to be very robust in estimating
the DH length scale, ⇠D, in equilibrium supercooled liquids as
elaborated in ref. 62 and reference therein. In this work, we show
that the same method works equally well for nonequilibrium
conditions as it gives an estimate of the correlation length, which
is very similar to the one obtained using methods discussed in
the previous section.

Finally, the fourth method relies on the spatial correlation
of the displacements obtained via a four-point structure factor.
This is a standard method for equilibrium systems (61). In this
method, one computes the four-point dynamic susceptibility,
S4(q, ⌧↵) at typical relaxation time where one expects the
heterogeneity to be maximum and then uses Ornstein–Zernike
(OZ) liquid state theory to collapse all the data and obtain the
correlation length ⇠D as shown in Fig. 3D. The OZ theory
suggests that the inverse of S4(q, ⌧↵) will have quadratic wave

vector, q, dependence. The line passing through the data points
is the prediction of the OZ theory. Thus, an appropriate scaling
analysis can be used to obtain the length scale as elaborated in
Materials and Methods. We want to highlight that this method
can suffer fromfinite size effects, and one needs to work with large
system sizes compared to the typical length scale to get reliable
estimates of the length scale (63). As shown in Appendix A, ⇠D
computed via these distinct methods compare well with each
other; therefore, we are confident of the length scales reported in
this work.

Dramatic E�ects of Activity on DH. We have already shown that
the nature of DH in an active glass is different from equilibrium-
like behavior (Fig. 2). This nontrivial behavior, within active-
IMCT, is governed by the second term in the memory kernel,
Eq. 7. We now demonstrate the striking effects of activity by
considering different systems whose parameters are such that the
typical relaxation times remain the same. This choice is motivated
by the fact that if the relaxation time is the same, then their
effective temperatures will be the same. In equilibrium, DH has
a one-to-one relation with temperature. Thus, if the effective
temperature description holds for active systems, then we expect
to see a similar equilibrium-like behavior.

However, the scenario for an active glass, surprisingly, turns
out to be drastically different. To reiterate once more, DH
essentially refers to the coexistence of dynamic fast and slow-
moving regions in the same system. A set of adjacent particles
with similar ⌧↵ relaxes collectively and is known as a cooperatively
rearranging region (CRR) that gives a measure of DH (64).
Fig. 4 A and B shows typical estimates of CRRs of the fast-
moving particles in an equilibrium system and an active system,
respectively, both having the same ⌧↵ = 103 (see SI Appendix,
section S6 for details). At this particular ⌧↵ , the CRR for the
equilibrium system is disconnected, whereas that for the active
system is system spanning, showing higher DH in an active
system at the same ⌧↵ . For more quantitative analysis, we present
⇠D as a function of ⌧↵ in Fig. 4C ; at a given ⌧↵ , a system with
higher activity (that is larger f0) has larger ⇠D. Note the drastic
growth of ⇠D with activity: Within a similar window of ⌧↵ ,
compared to its high-T value, ⇠D in the highest active system
grows by a factor of ⇠30, whereas that in the passive system
grows by a factor of merely 4–5.

The nontrivial nature of activity also manifests via the activity
dependence of the exponents in the growth laws of ⇠D. MCT
predicts power-law divergence of ⇠D at TC , obtained from fitting
the data of ⌧↵ (Fig. 1E). Fig. 4D shows simulation data of ⇠D as
a function of (T � TC )/TC , where the lines represent fits with
the function ⇠D ⇠ [(T � TC )/TC ]�⌫D ; the data agree well with
the power-law form in the range of T and f0 in the regime of the
simulations. An effective-equilibrium-like description implies the
same ⌫D at different activity, as in the relaxation dynamics, Eq.
1. However, consistent with the behavior of �P

4 (Fig. 2), we find
that ⌫D depends on activity and almost linearly increases with f0,
as shown in the Inset of Fig. 4 D.

We now show that different active systems with the same
⌧↵ can have distinct DH suggesting a decoupling of the two
in the presence of activity. Fig. 4F shows simulation data for
Q(t) and �4(t) at different T and f0. The parameters are such
that all the systems have very similar ⌧↵ , as is evident from the
plots of Q(t) shown in the inset of Fig. 4F. Analysis of ⌧↵ in
terms of Teff implies that all the systems have similar Teff, as
shown in Fig. 4E that also shows the values of T at different
f0. A monotonic relation between the DH and the relaxation
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Fig. 4. Dramatic e�ects of activity on DH. (A and B) Qualitative measures of CRRs showing the fraction of fast relaxing particles in a passive (A) and an activesystem (B), at the same ⌧↵ = 103. CRR provides a typical estimate of DH, and the comparison shows larger DH in an active system. (C) ⇠D as a function of ⌧↵at di�erent f0. The data show that for a given ⌧↵ , a system with higher f0 has a larger ⇠D. (D) The fit of simulation data (symbols) for ⇠D with the power-lawprediction of MCT (lines); the exponent �D is expected to be constant for e�ective equilibrium-like behavior. However, we find that �D almost linearly increaseswith f0 (Inset). (E) To obtain comparable ⌧↵ , we choose a set of T and f0 such that Te� remains similar. (F ) �4(t) for the parameters as in (E); a system with
larger f0 has higher �P4 . Inset: All these systems have similar ⌧↵ as seen from the plot of Q(t). (G) �Q(t), obtained from active-IMCT, also has a similar behavior
as in simulation, i.e., higher �PQ for larger f0 when Q(t) and, hence, ⌧↵ are similar (Inset). The parameter � = 1.9 when f0 = 0 and � for other values of f0 are
chosen to overlap Q(t) with that of the passive system. (H) Similar results as in (F ) but with ⇢a = 1.0. (I) Increasing spatial correlation, as measured by the excessdisplacement–displacement correlation function, �(r, ⌧↵), with increasing activity. These correlation functions are again computed at the same ⌧↵ to highlightthe growth of spatial heterogeneity with increasing activity (see text for details).

dynamics, akin to an equilibrium system, implies overlapping
�4(t) for all the systems. However, Fig. 4F shows that �4(t)
increases with increasing f0. Active-IMCT also predicts a similar
result, as shown in Fig. 4G, with the inset showing overlapping
Q(t) for these chosen parameters. The active-IMCT does not
predict the length scale directly, but it can be extracted from the
peak height of�Q(t)with the knowledge of the exponent relating
to them as �P

Q ⇠ ⇠2�⌘
D . Thus, the estimate of the length scale

will be indirect. Within this caveat, the theory indeed suggests
that the correlation length will increase with increasing activity
keeping the relaxation time of the system the same. To show
the generality of this striking result in active glasses, we have
explored this behavior at different ⇢a in our simulations. Fig.
4H shows the similar results for ⇢a = 1.0, that is, �P

4 grows
as f0 increases, while ⌧↵ remains similar. Similar conclusions are
reached by studying the effects of activity on other dynamical
quantities as well. Fig. 4I demonstrates that spatial correlation,
computed by the excess part of the displacement–displacement
correlation function, �(r, ⌧↵), increases markedly with increasing
activity, confirming the strong decoupling of DH and structural
relaxation dynamics in active glasses. In SI Appendix, section S2,
we have shown another striking difference between equilibrium
glasses and active glasses. We have shown that DH increases with
increasing fragility (see SI Appendix for definition) of liquids in
equilibrium across model systems and spatial dimensions (65),
whereas DH decreases sharply with increasing fragility in active
glass. Although it is not immediately clear whether this behavior
is universal in active glasses, it is clear that marked deviation
from equilibrium behavior is solely due to nonequilibrium active
forces.

A recent work (66) studied athermal overdamped Brownian
particles interacting via repulsive potential and propelled by active

Ornstein–Uhlenbeck force. They found that in the dense limit
of highly persistent particles, the dynamic susceptibility �4(t) is
significant at all times up to ⌧↵ ; interestingly, it peaks with the
caging parameter a close to root-mean-squared displacement,
a ⇠

p
�r2(t). This picture of DH is very different from the

passive supercooled liquids since the latter shows no significant
small-time correlations. In this study, activity was varied by
varying the persistence time, keeping the effective temperature
the same. This is really interesting to see that these two very
different systems show enhanced DH with increasing activity
suggesting that the enhancement of DH due to active self-
propulsion forces is a generic phenomenon and will be observed
in a wide variety of active dense systems. To study the effect
of variation of ⌧p in our system, we computed �4(t) at two
different activity f0 = 1.0 and f0 = 2.5 and varied ⌧p from 0.1
to 20 keeping effective temperature Teff same (i.e., ⌧↵ same).
For low f0 value, the effect of changing ⌧p seems very minute,
but at higher f0, one sees a significant change in peak height of
�4(t). What is interesting is that DH increases monotonically
with increasing persistence time up to a certain value and then
starts to decrease or reaches saturation as shown in Fig. 5A
for f0 = 2.5. Fig. 5B shows the variation of �p

4 as a function
of ⌧p for f0 = 1.0 and 2.5, respectively. Fig. 5C shows the
displacement–displacement correlation function for f0 = 2.5 to
highlight similar nonmonotonic growth of DH with increasing
⌧p. These results are very interesting but we do not have a good
microscopic understanding. Enhancement of DH at a small time
scale has also been observed in the present model in ref. 67
with changing f0, the concentration (c) of active particles, but it
is conjectured to be due to enhancement of long-range phone
like excitation in the system at these time scale as opposed to
the cooperative motion due to structural relaxation. Thus, it is
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FIG. 10. (a) Visual representations of growing Dynamic heterogeneity in the system by color coding the set of most mobile
particles, often termed as cooperatively rearranging regions (CRR) in the literature for passive systems, (b) shows the same for
an active system. Enhanced heterogeneity is evident from the visual representation itself. (c) Four-point dynamic susceptibility,
χ4(t) as a function of increasing activity parameter f0, keeping the relaxation time of the system the same as depicted in the
inset by the decay of the two-point density correlation function Q(t). The dramatic growth of χ4 peak with increasing activity
correctly captures the enhanced DH. (d) χ4(t) obtained from active-IMCT also shows similar behavior as in simulation. Inset:
As the relaxation time is fixed, Q(t) overlaps. Within active-IMCT, the parameter λ is chosen such that Q(t) overlaps for all
values of f0s with that for f0 = 0. (e) Schematic representation of the block analysis method for a finite system size. (f) We
can use the non-gaussian nature of the van-Hove function to obtain ξD. (g) Scaling analysis of the four-point structure factor
at the time scale τ , S4(q, t = τ) also gives ξD. (h) Active-IMCT calculation accurately captures the essential physics behind
the phenomena of enhanced DH due to activity. Adapted with permission from Ref. [179].

tions [83, 189, 190]. In the 2d variant of the model, N
disks are randomly placed on a plane. Two discs are ac-
tive if they overlap; otherwise, they are static. The active
discs get a random displacement along the axis connect-
ing the two centers of mass. One can have several variants
of this model.

Finally, another form of activity can strongly modu-
late the dynamics of a system: in the form of division
and apoptosis. These two processes are crucial for the
growth dynamics of any tissue. Pathogenic conditions
appears whenever our body loose control of these two
processes. Sinha et al. [191] have analyzed spatially het-
erogeneous dynamics of cells in an agent-based growing
tumor [34] spheroid. As we will discuss further in Sec.
IVE, including these processes within a simple model is
nontrivial due to their immensely complex biological na-
ture. Within the model of Ref. [191], cells grow stochas-
tically in a local pressure-dependent way and divide when
they reach a critical size. They implemented apoptosis
via a random sudden removal of a cell. The inner cells
in the tumor showed slow glass-like sub-diffusive dynam-

ics, whereas cells at the outer layer are super-diffusive.
Understanding the essential rules that determine cell di-
vision and apoptosis will be crucial for the growth dy-
namics of tissues.

D. Models of confluent systems

We have till now discussed the glassy dynamics in par-
ticulate systems of SPPs. However, tissues and epithelial
monolayers are fundamentally different from particulate
systems. These cellular systems are confluent, that is
cells entirely cover the space. For concreteness of the
discussion, we will focus on a monolayer of cells, exten-
sion to three dimensions is straightforward. The pack-
ing fraction of a monolayer remains unity at all times;
hence, it cannot be a control parameter. In addition,
the shape of the cells determines most physical behav-
iors [98]. Therefore, including this information within
the models is essential for a deeper understanding of these
systems. Theoretical models for these systems have been



13

developed and are of great interest for the static and dy-
namic properties. Although cells are three-dimensional
objects, experiments show that the height of a monolayer
at a particular stage of development remains nearly the
same [88]. Thus, a two-dimensional description of the
monolayer is possible. We will briefly introduce these
models and summarize some simulation results for glassy
dynamics in such systems.

A theoretical framework for static and dynamic prop-
erties of a cell monolayer has two distinct aspects. The
first is an energy function, H, describing the physical
properties of a cell, and the second is a confluent model.
The cellular cytoplasm behaves like an incompressible
fluid [52], and the cell height remains nearly the same in
a monolayer [88]. These two properties lead to an area
constraint with a target area A0. The simplest way to
describe this constraint is an energy cost proportional to
(Ai − A0)

2, where Ai is the area of the ith cell in the
monolayer. The other contribution to the energy func-
tion comes from two distinct properties. For most prac-
tical purposes, the mechanical properties of a cell come
from the cell cortex, a thin layer of cytoplasm just below
the cell membrane. The cortex comprises long rod-like
molecules known as actin filaments and force-generating
myosin molecules. Different cross-linking molecules also
contribute to mechanical properties. These molecules try
to minimize the cell perimeter. In addition, various junc-
tion molecules connect the cortices of the two nearest
neighbor cells. Examples include E-cadherin, α-Catenin,
β-Catenin, tight junction molecules, etc. They provide
adhesive, attractive interactions. Since they are present
only at the periphery, their contribution in H must be
proportional to the perimeter. These two properties lead
to an energy cost in H proportional to (Pi − P0)

2 where
Pi is the perimeter of the ith cell and P0 is a constant,
known as target area, that parameterizes the intercellular
properties. Thus, we can write H as

H =

N∑

i=1

[
ΛA(Ai −A0)

2 + ΛP (Pi − P0)
2
]
, (13)

where N is the total number of cells, ΛA and ΛP are
elastic moduli related to area and perimeter constraints.
A0 and P0 can vary for different cells, but we have kept
them uniform for simplicity. We can rescale length by√
A0, and write Eq. (13) as

H =

N∑

i=1

[
λA(ai − 1)2 + λP (pi − p0)

2

]
, (14)

where we have redefined the parameters as λA = ΛA,
ai = Ai/A0, λP = ΛP /A0, pi = Pi/

√
A0, and p0 =

P0/
√
A0. A0 is the average area when we consider

poly-disperse systems. This energy function can now be
evolved at a temperature T with various confluent mod-
els. In biological systems, T includes contributions from
all possible activities and the equilibrium temperature.
Thus, interpretation of T remains unclear, and several

FIG. 11. (a) Snapshot of a configuration in cellular Potts
model, (b) snapshot of a configuration in Vertex model. (c)
Schematic representation of a T1 transition. Over time, cell 3
and 4 which were sharing an edge move away, and cell 1 and
2 become the nearest neighbors sharing a newly formed edge
under T1 transition. [T1 transition snapshots are generated
from the Supplementary Movie from Ref. [196]].

definitions of T exist: the ratio of correlation to response
function [49, 140, 143], from Einstein relation [192], etc.
Within the theoretical models, T is treated at the same
footing as an equilibrium temperature and provides good
agreements with experiments [14, 89, 94, 97, 146].
The energy function H gives the force on a cell, Fi =

−∇iH. The detailed method to include self-propulsion
or motility depends on the particular model, we describe
one particular method suitable for the Vertex model (see
below for the details). We first assign a polarity vector,
n̂i = (cos θi, sin θi), where θi is the angle with the x-axis.
The motile force is fa = f0n̂i = ξ0v0n̂i. The friction coef-
ficient ξ0 is generally set to unity. θi performs rotational
diffusion [40],

∂tθi(t) =
√
2Drηi(t) (15)

where ηi is a Gaussian white noise, with zero mean and a
correlation ⟨ηi(t)ηj(t′)⟩ = δ(t−t′)δij . Dr is the rotational
diffusion coefficient, τp = 1/Dr.
Given the energy function, Eq. (13), and the model of

activity, we now need a model for confluent systems for
simulations. Many such models exist: some are lattice-
based, such as the cellular Potts model (CPM) on square
and hexagonal lattices [93–95, 97]; some are continuum
models, such as the Vertex model and the Voronoi model
[88, 89, 193, 194]; then some other models that combine
both these aspects, for example, the phase field models
[195]. All these models use the same energy function,
Eq. (13); however, they can differ significantly in their
implementation details. These models represent cells as
polygons and are inspired by the models of foams [93, 95,
193]. We now provide a brief description of these models.
Cellular potts model (CPM): The CPM [93–95] is
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a lattice-based model. Each lattice site has an integer
Potts variable (σ) from σ ∈ [1, N ], where N is the total
number of cells. σ = 0 is usually reserved for medium.
The set of lattice sites with the same Potts variable or in-
dex represents a cell. The dynamics proceeds via Monte
Carlo simulation at temperature T . A snapshot of the
system from our simulations is shown in Fig. 11(a). Dif-
ferent cell sites can become disconnected during the dy-
namics; this is fragmentation. Cells with high activity or
T can exhibit such a scenario. However, it is also pos-
sible to suppress cell fragmentation via some modified
dynamical rules [96, 197].

Voronoi and Vertex model: In the Voronoi model
[40, 91, 92], a set of points represent the centers of the
cells and are the degrees of freedom. The Voronoi tes-
sellation of these points represents the cells. The cell
area and perimeter are those of the tessellated polygons.
Dynamics is the evolution of these cell centers either via
Monte-Carlo (MC) or molecular dynamics (MD) at a T
using the energy function, Eq. (13). On the other hand,
in the Vertex model [88, 89, 198, 199], vertices are the de-
grees of freedom. Figure 11(b) shows a snapshot of the
system, where the vertices are marked. Cell perimeter
is defined by connecting the vertices with a straight line
(red lines in Fig. 11b) or a line of constant curvature.
Dynamics corresponds to evolving the vertices using the
energy function, Eq. (13) either via MC or MD.

In confluent systems, cellular movements proceed via a
process known as the T1 transition. In the T1 transition,
cells exchange neighbors. As shown in Fig. 11, two cells
that share an edge move away, and two other cells now
share an edge. This process is naturally included within
the CPM and the Voronoi models. However, in the Ver-
tex model, it must be included externally: whenever an
edge length becomes lower than a threshold value, ℓ0,
a T1 transition is performed. ℓ0 has a crucial effect on
the dynamics. This manual implementation of the T1
transition can drive the system out of equilibrium. The
Vertex model has a rigidity transition, akin to the jam-
ming transition [200]; however, this transition is absent
within the other models [96, 201]. Despite this difference,
the qualitative dynamic and static behaviors are similar
for all three models.

E. Glassy dynamics in confluent models

Glassy dynamics have been investigated via the con-
fluent models both in equilibrium and in the presence of
activity. The dynamical behavior within all the conflu-
ent models is qualitatively similar. Unlike a system of
foam at the confluence, there are many T1 transitions
in these systems. The distribution of energy barriers for

a confluent vertex model is exponential, ρ(E) ∼ e−
E
E0

[41]. The dynamics of the system is glass-like, both for
2d and 3d vertex models [35, 41]. In a seminal work, Bi,
Yang, Marchetti, and Manning studied a self-propelled
Voronoi model and showed that it exhibits a glass transi-

tion “from a solidlike state to a fluidlike state” [40]. The
self-intermediate-scattering function shows two-step de-
cay (Fig. 12a). The MSD grows ballistically at short
times, sub-diffusive at intermediate times, and diffusive
at long times (Fig. 12b). From the long-time behavior
of MSD, one can define a diffusivity, Deff. Reference [40]
represented the glass transition when Deff becomes lower
than a specific value, 10−3. The cell velocity in the pres-
ence of activity shows a swirl-like nature, similar to what
one finds in asymmetric particles of SPP [175]. Bi et al.
showed that the glassy dynamics primarily depends on
three parameters: self-propulsion speed v0, τp, and p0.
Similar results were also found in simulations of other
models of confluent systems, such as the Voronoi model
[92, 201, 202] and the CPM [96, 203].

One intriguing property of the confluent systems is a
readily-found sub-Arrhenius behavior (Figs. 12 c and d).
If we plot viscosity or relaxation time as a function of
Tg/T , a straight line represents Arrhenius behavior (Fig.
6). As discussed in Sec. II, most equilibrium particu-
late models exhibit super-Arrhenius behavior. In con-
trast, confluent systems readily show sub-Arrhenius be-
havior [96, 201, 202]. It seems that when the cells are not
very stiff, such that p0 is relatively large (≳ 3), the sys-
tem shows sub-Arrhenius behavior, whereas, in the other
limit, such that p0 is relatively small, it shows super-
Arrhenius behavior [96, 202]. However, the origin of this
behavior remains unclear.

In a recent study, Paoluzzi et al. [92] proposed a
minimal model for an alignment interaction between
the directions of cell elongation and displacement. The
strength of this alignment interaction, J , governs the
glassy behavior and dynamical heterogeneities by form-
ing cooperative regions. J also seems to work as the
inverse of an effective temperature; the modified Vogel-
Fulcher-Tammann formula in terms of J could capture
the structural relaxation time. The glassy dynamics in
this model seems qualitatively similar to other conflu-
ent systems. These results suggest that the random
first-order transition (RFOT) theory might be applica-
ble for the glassy behavior in these systems. RFOT
theory has been phenomenologically extended for conflu-
ent cell monolayers, and the predictions agree well with
both equilibrium and active confluent model simulations
[96, 204]. The simulation results, such as the van-Hove
function, Fs(k, t), χ4(t), velocity fluctuations, etc, agree
well with experiments [149–151, 205].

Close to the glass transition, where the relaxation time
is big, the nature of the T1 transitions becomes signifi-
cant. The T1 transitions are naturally included within
the CPM [93, 95, 96] and the Voronoi models [201, 202].
However, it needs to be included externally with some
rules within the Vertex model simulations [41, 89]. Al-
though the qualitative behaviors are similar within all
the models, there is a crucial difference. A rigidity tran-
sition, akin to the jamming transition, has been predicted
within the Vertex model [200], but no such transition ex-
ists within the Voronoi model [201] or the CPM [96].
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FIG. 2. Behavior of the CPM in the low-P0 regime. (a) Typical configuration of a system at P0 = 25 and T = 2.5, close to Tg. Due to
the underlying lattice structure, the minimum perimeter configuration for a certain area is a square that shows up in the low-T configuration.
(b) The mean square displacement (MSD) and (c) self-overlap function, Q(t ), as a function of the time t for P0 = 25 show typical glassy
behaviors where growth of the MSD and decay of Q(t ) become slower with decreasing T . (d) Relaxation time τ as a function of T for different
values of P0; symbols show simulation data and lines represent the corresponding RFOT theory plots [Eq. (11)]. (e) An Angell plot in this
regime shows sub-Arrhenius relaxation; symbols show data and lines represent RFOT theory predictions. (f) Simulation data (symbols) for the
kinetic fragility, κ (P0), in this regime also agree well with the RFOT theory prediction (line).
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Using Eqs. (7)–(9) in Eq. (6), we obtain

ln
( τ

τ0

)
=

k1 − k2
(
P0 − Pref

0

)

T − TK + κc
(
P0 − Pref

0

) , (10)

where k1 = TK E%[$(Pref
0 )]/&Cp, k2 = TK E κ̄s/&Cp, and

κc = TK κ̄c/&Cp are all constants. The value of Pref
0 depends

on the average cell area; for the results presented in this work,
the average cell area is 40 and we find that Pref

0 = 23 provides
a good description of the data. Thus, using Pref

0 = 23, we
obtain

ln
( τ

τ0

)
= k1 − k2(P0 − 23)

T − TK + κc(P0 − 23)
. (11)

The constants k1, k2, TK , and κc are independent of T and
P0; they depend only on the microscopic details of a system
and dimension. For a given system, we treat these constants
as fitting parameters in the theory and obtain their values from
a fit with simulation data. Note that τ0 depends on the high-
T properties of the system, which is nontrivial and will be

explored elsewhere. Our analysis in the low-P0 regime shows
that the P0 dependence of τ0 is weaker and can be taken as a
constant.

The minimum possible perimeter in our simulation is 26
(Appendix A) and we expect the critical P0 separating the
two regimes to be somewhere between 27 and 28. We first
concentrate on the results for P0 = 24 to 26.5 and present τ
as a function of T for different P0’s in Fig. 2(d). We fit one
set of data presented in Fig. 2(d) with Eq. (11) and obtain
the following parameters: τ0 = 45.13, k1 = 14.78, k2 = 1.21,
TK = 0.0057, and κc = 0.31. Note that with these constants
fixed, there is no other fitting parameter in the theory; we
show the plot of Eq. (11), as a function of T for different
values of P0, with lines in Fig. 2(d). Figure 2(e) shows the
same data in an Angell plot representation that shows τ as
a function of Tg/T on a semilog scale. All the curves meet
at T = Tg by definition. The simulation data agree well with
RFOT predictions at low T where the theory is applicable.

When τ ∼ exp[CA/T ], where CA is a constant, we obtain
a straight line in the Angell plot representation of τ , as in
Fig. 2(e); this is the well-known Arrhenius behavior [16,17].
Super-Arrhenius behavior, where τ changes more rapidly than
the Arrhenius law, leads to the relaxation time curves below
this straight line, whereas sub-Arrhenius behavior, which is
slower than the Arrhenius law, appears as the curves above
this line in the Angell plot representation. In most equilib-
rium glassy systems, τ increases similarly to or more rapidly
than the Arrhenius law [16,17,48]. One striking feature of
the Angell plot in Fig. 2(e) is the sub-Arrhenius nature of τ .
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time scale τ ¼ 1=Dr for the polarization vector n̂. For small
Dr ≪ 1, the dynamics of n̂ is more persistent than the
dynamics of the cell position. At large values of Dr, i.e.,
when 1=Dr becomes the shortest time scale in the model,
Eq. (2) approaches simple Brownian motion.
The model can be nondimensionalized by expressing all

lengths in units of
ffiffiffiffiffi
A0

p
and time in units of 1=ðμKAA0Þ.

There are three remaining independent model parameters:
the self-propulsion speed v0, the cell shape index p0, and
the rotational noise strength Dr. We simulate a confluent
tissue under periodic boundary conditions with a constant
number of N ¼ 400 cells (no cell divisions or apoptosis)
and assume that the average cell area coincides with the
preferred cell area, i.e., hAii ¼ A0. This approximates a
large confluent tissue in the absence of strong confinement.
We numerically simulate the model using molecular
dynamics by performing 105 integration steps at step size
Δt ¼ 10−1 using Euler’s method. A detailed description of
the SPV implementation can be found in Appendix A.

III. CHARACTERIZING GLASSY BEHAVIOR

We first characterize the dynamics of cell motion within
the tissue by analyzing the mean-squared displacement
(MSD) of cell trajectories. In Fig. 1(a), we plot the MSD as
function of time, for tissues at various values of p0 and
fixed v0 ¼ 0.1 and Dr ¼ 1. The MSD exhibits ballistic
motion (slope close to 2 on a log-log plot) at short times and
plateaus at intermediate time scales. The plateau is an

indication that cells are becoming caged by their neighbors.
For large values of p0, the MSD eventually becomes
diffusive (slope ¼ 1), but as p0 is decreased, the plateau
persists for increasingly longer times. This indicates
dynamical arrest due to caging effects and broken ergo-
dicity, which is a characteristic signature of glassy
dynamics.
Another standard method for quantifying glassy dynam-

ics is the self-intermediate scattering function [39]:
Fsðk; tÞ ¼ hei~k·Δ~rðtÞi. Glassy systems possess a broad range
of relaxation time scales, which show up as a long plateau
in FsðtÞ when it is analyzed at a length scale q comparable
to the nearest-neighbor distance. Figure 1(b) illustrates
precisely this behavior in the SPV model, when j~kj ¼ π=r0,
where r0 is the position of the first peak in the pair
correlation function. The average h$ $ $i is taken temporally
as well as over angles of ~k. FsðtÞ also clearly indicates that
there is a glass transition as a function of p0: at high p0

values, Fs approaches zero at long times, indicating that the
structure is changing and the tissue behaves as a visco-
elastic liquid. At lower values of p0, Fs remains large at all
time scales, indicating that the structure is arrested and the
tissue is a glassy solid. Figure 1(d) demonstrates that at the
structural relaxation time, the cell displacements show
collective behavior across large length scales, suggesting
strong dynamical heterogeneity. This is strongly reminis-
cent of the “swirl-like” collective motion seen in experi-
ment in epithelial monolayers [1,2,16,40,41].

(a) (c)

(b) (d)

FIG. 1. Analysis of glassy behavior. (a) The mean-squared displacement of cell centers forDr ¼ 1 and v0 ¼ 0.1 and various values of
p0 (bottom to top: p0 ¼ 3.5, 3.65, 3.7, 3.75, 3.8, 3.85) show the onset of dynamical arrest as p0 is changed indicating a glass transition.
The dashed lines indicate a slope of 2 (ballistic) and 1 (diffusive) on a log-log plot. (b) The self-intermediate scattering function at the
same values of p0 shown in (a) shows the emergence of caging behavior at the glass transition. (c) The effective self-diffusivity as a
function of p0 at v0 ¼ 0.1. At the glass transition Deff becomes nonzero. (d) The cell displacement map in the SPV model for a fluid
state very close to the glass transition (p0 ¼ 3.8, v0 ¼ 0.1, and Dr ¼ 1) over a time window t ¼ 104 corresponding to the structural
relaxation at which FsðtÞ ≈ 1=2.
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time scale τ ¼ 1=Dr for the polarization vector n̂. For small
Dr ≪ 1, the dynamics of n̂ is more persistent than the
dynamics of the cell position. At large values of Dr, i.e.,
when 1=Dr becomes the shortest time scale in the model,
Eq. (2) approaches simple Brownian motion.
The model can be nondimensionalized by expressing all

lengths in units of
ffiffiffiffiffi
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p
and time in units of 1=ðμKAA0Þ.

There are three remaining independent model parameters:
the self-propulsion speed v0, the cell shape index p0, and
the rotational noise strength Dr. We simulate a confluent
tissue under periodic boundary conditions with a constant
number of N ¼ 400 cells (no cell divisions or apoptosis)
and assume that the average cell area coincides with the
preferred cell area, i.e., hAii ¼ A0. This approximates a
large confluent tissue in the absence of strong confinement.
We numerically simulate the model using molecular
dynamics by performing 105 integration steps at step size
Δt ¼ 10−1 using Euler’s method. A detailed description of
the SPV implementation can be found in Appendix A.

III. CHARACTERIZING GLASSY BEHAVIOR

We first characterize the dynamics of cell motion within
the tissue by analyzing the mean-squared displacement
(MSD) of cell trajectories. In Fig. 1(a), we plot the MSD as
function of time, for tissues at various values of p0 and
fixed v0 ¼ 0.1 and Dr ¼ 1. The MSD exhibits ballistic
motion (slope close to 2 on a log-log plot) at short times and
plateaus at intermediate time scales. The plateau is an

indication that cells are becoming caged by their neighbors.
For large values of p0, the MSD eventually becomes
diffusive (slope ¼ 1), but as p0 is decreased, the plateau
persists for increasingly longer times. This indicates
dynamical arrest due to caging effects and broken ergo-
dicity, which is a characteristic signature of glassy
dynamics.
Another standard method for quantifying glassy dynam-

ics is the self-intermediate scattering function [39]:
Fsðk; tÞ ¼ hei~k·Δ~rðtÞi. Glassy systems possess a broad range
of relaxation time scales, which show up as a long plateau
in FsðtÞ when it is analyzed at a length scale q comparable
to the nearest-neighbor distance. Figure 1(b) illustrates
precisely this behavior in the SPV model, when j~kj ¼ π=r0,
where r0 is the position of the first peak in the pair
correlation function. The average h$ $ $i is taken temporally
as well as over angles of ~k. FsðtÞ also clearly indicates that
there is a glass transition as a function of p0: at high p0

values, Fs approaches zero at long times, indicating that the
structure is changing and the tissue behaves as a visco-
elastic liquid. At lower values of p0, Fs remains large at all
time scales, indicating that the structure is arrested and the
tissue is a glassy solid. Figure 1(d) demonstrates that at the
structural relaxation time, the cell displacements show
collective behavior across large length scales, suggesting
strong dynamical heterogeneity. This is strongly reminis-
cent of the “swirl-like” collective motion seen in experi-
ment in epithelial monolayers [1,2,16,40,41].
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FIG. 1. Analysis of glassy behavior. (a) The mean-squared displacement of cell centers forDr ¼ 1 and v0 ¼ 0.1 and various values of
p0 (bottom to top: p0 ¼ 3.5, 3.65, 3.7, 3.75, 3.8, 3.85) show the onset of dynamical arrest as p0 is changed indicating a glass transition.
The dashed lines indicate a slope of 2 (ballistic) and 1 (diffusive) on a log-log plot. (b) The self-intermediate scattering function at the
same values of p0 shown in (a) shows the emergence of caging behavior at the glass transition. (c) The effective self-diffusivity as a
function of p0 at v0 ¼ 0.1. At the glass transition Deff becomes nonzero. (d) The cell displacement map in the SPV model for a fluid
state very close to the glass transition (p0 ¼ 3.8, v0 ¼ 0.1, and Dr ¼ 1) over a time window t ¼ 104 corresponding to the structural
relaxation at which FsðtÞ ≈ 1=2.
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time scale τ ¼ 1=Dr for the polarization vector n̂. For small
Dr ≪ 1, the dynamics of n̂ is more persistent than the
dynamics of the cell position. At large values of Dr, i.e.,
when 1=Dr becomes the shortest time scale in the model,
Eq. (2) approaches simple Brownian motion.
The model can be nondimensionalized by expressing all

lengths in units of
ffiffiffiffiffi
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p
and time in units of 1=ðμKAA0Þ.

There are three remaining independent model parameters:
the self-propulsion speed v0, the cell shape index p0, and
the rotational noise strength Dr. We simulate a confluent
tissue under periodic boundary conditions with a constant
number of N ¼ 400 cells (no cell divisions or apoptosis)
and assume that the average cell area coincides with the
preferred cell area, i.e., hAii ¼ A0. This approximates a
large confluent tissue in the absence of strong confinement.
We numerically simulate the model using molecular
dynamics by performing 105 integration steps at step size
Δt ¼ 10−1 using Euler’s method. A detailed description of
the SPV implementation can be found in Appendix A.

III. CHARACTERIZING GLASSY BEHAVIOR

We first characterize the dynamics of cell motion within
the tissue by analyzing the mean-squared displacement
(MSD) of cell trajectories. In Fig. 1(a), we plot the MSD as
function of time, for tissues at various values of p0 and
fixed v0 ¼ 0.1 and Dr ¼ 1. The MSD exhibits ballistic
motion (slope close to 2 on a log-log plot) at short times and
plateaus at intermediate time scales. The plateau is an

indication that cells are becoming caged by their neighbors.
For large values of p0, the MSD eventually becomes
diffusive (slope ¼ 1), but as p0 is decreased, the plateau
persists for increasingly longer times. This indicates
dynamical arrest due to caging effects and broken ergo-
dicity, which is a characteristic signature of glassy
dynamics.
Another standard method for quantifying glassy dynam-

ics is the self-intermediate scattering function [39]:
Fsðk; tÞ ¼ hei~k·Δ~rðtÞi. Glassy systems possess a broad range
of relaxation time scales, which show up as a long plateau
in FsðtÞ when it is analyzed at a length scale q comparable
to the nearest-neighbor distance. Figure 1(b) illustrates
precisely this behavior in the SPV model, when j~kj ¼ π=r0,
where r0 is the position of the first peak in the pair
correlation function. The average h$ $ $i is taken temporally
as well as over angles of ~k. FsðtÞ also clearly indicates that
there is a glass transition as a function of p0: at high p0

values, Fs approaches zero at long times, indicating that the
structure is changing and the tissue behaves as a visco-
elastic liquid. At lower values of p0, Fs remains large at all
time scales, indicating that the structure is arrested and the
tissue is a glassy solid. Figure 1(d) demonstrates that at the
structural relaxation time, the cell displacements show
collective behavior across large length scales, suggesting
strong dynamical heterogeneity. This is strongly reminis-
cent of the “swirl-like” collective motion seen in experi-
ment in epithelial monolayers [1,2,16,40,41].

(a) (c)

(b) (d)

FIG. 1. Analysis of glassy behavior. (a) The mean-squared displacement of cell centers forDr ¼ 1 and v0 ¼ 0.1 and various values of
p0 (bottom to top: p0 ¼ 3.5, 3.65, 3.7, 3.75, 3.8, 3.85) show the onset of dynamical arrest as p0 is changed indicating a glass transition.
The dashed lines indicate a slope of 2 (ballistic) and 1 (diffusive) on a log-log plot. (b) The self-intermediate scattering function at the
same values of p0 shown in (a) shows the emergence of caging behavior at the glass transition. (c) The effective self-diffusivity as a
function of p0 at v0 ¼ 0.1. At the glass transition Deff becomes nonzero. (d) The cell displacement map in the SPV model for a fluid
state very close to the glass transition (p0 ¼ 3.8, v0 ¼ 0.1, and Dr ¼ 1) over a time window t ¼ 104 corresponding to the structural
relaxation at which FsðtÞ ≈ 1=2.
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Fig. 2: Angell plot of log relaxation time versus inverse tem-
perature in the Voronoi model, normalized so that Tg is the
temperature at which ⌧↵ = 104. The di↵erent curves corre-
spond to q0 = 3.725, 3.75, . . . , 3.9 (dark red to light green).
Strikingly, in this representation the Voronoi model exhibits
sub-Arrhenius scaling of the relaxation time with tempera-
ture. We highlight this by also presenting data from a 3D
Kob-Andersen mixture of Lennard Jones particles at density
⇢ = 1.2 (data from Ref. [41]). [Inset] Color map of the mean
measured shape parameter, hqi, as a function of q0 and T . The
dashed red line corresponds to a line of constant ⌧↵ = 104.

Structural properties of the glassy Voronoi
phase. – To better interpret the anomalous glassy dy-
namics reported above, and to understand the connection
between these dynamical results and the T = 0 behavior
of the Voronoi model [21], we investigate the vibrational
mode structure of the inherent states of our various ther-
mal configurations. In particular, for equilibrated (q0, T )
state point configurations we use a FIRE energy minimiza-
tion algorithm to find a nearby energy minima [42]. We
then compute the dynamical matrix, Dij = @2e/@ri@rj ,
corresponding to these energy-minimized configurations.
The eigenvectors of this matrix are the vibrational modes
with frequencies !i =

p
�i where �i are the eigenvalues.

For all of our data for the Voronoi model we find that
the only zero energy modes of the dynamical matrix cor-
respond to the two (trivial) translational modes, so that
the energy minima are always mechanically stable. This is
in contrast with the vertex model, where the energy land-
scape becomes flat in many directions above pc ⇡ 3.81,
corresponding to a large number of non-trivial zero modes
[13, 20]. The inset of Fig. 3 plots the result of quenching
from a relative high temperature and varying q0; consis-
tent with the infinite-temperature quenches studied in Ref.
[21] we find that as q0 increases there are an increasing
population of low-frequency modes.

The main frame of Fig. 3 reveals a structural feature
of these energy minima which is also strikingly unusual.
The energy minima of colder Voronoi fluids are softer,
with more low-frequency vibrational modes. This is in
stark contrast to the standard picture of the glassy energy

Fig. 3: (top) The density of vibrational modes in the 2D
Voronoi model. The data in the main frame corresponds to
systems with q0 = 3.8 and T = 1.05⇥ 10�3 � 1.5⇥ 10�1 (light
blue to dark red). The data in the inset corresponds to systems
with T = 0.3 and q0 = 3.725, 3.75, . . . , 3.85 (dark red to light
green). (bottom) The average inverse participation ratio for
modes of approximately the same vibrational frequency. All
colors correspond to the same state points as in the top plot.

landscape, in which deeper energy minima also correspond
to higher-curvature basins.

In models for molecular fluids and particulate matter,
researchers have begun to establish a connection between
the landscape curvature and energy barriers: lower eigen-
value modes typically have lower associated energy barri-
ers [43, 44]. Although such a connection has not yet been
established in vertex-like models, it is natural to conjec-
ture that the flatter landscape we find at low temperatures
may give rise to lower energy barriers and sub-Arrhenius
dynamics.

However, we find find that the spatial structure of
these modes is very di↵erent from those in particulate
glasses. Specifically, the localized (or quasi-localized) low-
frequency modes that are common in particulate glasses
are not found in the Voronoi model. In Fig. 3 we also plot
the inverse participation ratio (IPR). The IPR, Y (!), for
eigenmode ui is defined by

Y (!) =

PN
i |ui(!)|4

hPN
i |ui(!)|2

i2 . (4)

This measures the degree of localization for each eigen-
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between these dynamical results and the T = 0 behavior
of the Voronoi model [21], we investigate the vibrational
mode structure of the inherent states of our various ther-
mal configurations. In particular, for equilibrated (q0, T )
state point configurations we use a FIRE energy minimiza-
tion algorithm to find a nearby energy minima [42]. We
then compute the dynamical matrix, Dij = @2e/@ri@rj ,
corresponding to these energy-minimized configurations.
The eigenvectors of this matrix are the vibrational modes
with frequencies !i =

p
�i where �i are the eigenvalues.

For all of our data for the Voronoi model we find that
the only zero energy modes of the dynamical matrix cor-
respond to the two (trivial) translational modes, so that
the energy minima are always mechanically stable. This is
in contrast with the vertex model, where the energy land-
scape becomes flat in many directions above pc ⇡ 3.81,
corresponding to a large number of non-trivial zero modes
[13, 20]. The inset of Fig. 3 plots the result of quenching
from a relative high temperature and varying q0; consis-
tent with the infinite-temperature quenches studied in Ref.
[21] we find that as q0 increases there are an increasing
population of low-frequency modes.

The main frame of Fig. 3 reveals a structural feature
of these energy minima which is also strikingly unusual.
The energy minima of colder Voronoi fluids are softer,
with more low-frequency vibrational modes. This is in
stark contrast to the standard picture of the glassy energy

Fig. 3: (top) The density of vibrational modes in the 2D
Voronoi model. The data in the main frame corresponds to
systems with q0 = 3.8 and T = 1.05⇥ 10�3 � 1.5⇥ 10�1 (light
blue to dark red). The data in the inset corresponds to systems
with T = 0.3 and q0 = 3.725, 3.75, . . . , 3.85 (dark red to light
green). (bottom) The average inverse participation ratio for
modes of approximately the same vibrational frequency. All
colors correspond to the same state points as in the top plot.

landscape, in which deeper energy minima also correspond
to higher-curvature basins.

In models for molecular fluids and particulate matter,
researchers have begun to establish a connection between
the landscape curvature and energy barriers: lower eigen-
value modes typically have lower associated energy barri-
ers [43, 44]. Although such a connection has not yet been
established in vertex-like models, it is natural to conjec-
ture that the flatter landscape we find at low temperatures
may give rise to lower energy barriers and sub-Arrhenius
dynamics.

However, we find find that the spatial structure of
these modes is very di↵erent from those in particulate
glasses. Specifically, the localized (or quasi-localized) low-
frequency modes that are common in particulate glasses
are not found in the Voronoi model. In Fig. 3 we also plot
the inverse participation ratio (IPR). The IPR, Y (!), for
eigenmode ui is defined by

Y (!) =

PN
i |ui(!)|4

hPN
i |ui(!)|2

i2 . (4)

This measures the degree of localization for each eigen-
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FIG. 12. (a) The decay of the overlap function becomes faster with increasing P0. (b) MSD also increases as P0 increases.
[Taken with permission from Ref. [40]]. (c) Sub-Arrhenius behavior of τ in a Voronoi model. [Taken with permission from Ref.
[91]]. (d) Sub-Arrhenius behavior of τ in cellular Potts model. [Taken with permission from Ref. [96]].

The influence of this difference on the glassy dynamics
remains unclear.

Most studies of the glassy behavior of confluent mono-
layers do not consider cell divisions and death (or apopto-
sis). But they are crucial for many biological systems and
significantly affect the dynamics. Cell division and apop-
tosis always fluidize a confluent tissue [55, 56, 206], but
these studies were within particulate models. Czajkowski
et al. [207] addressed the question using the active Ver-
tex model (AVM). Both cell division and apoptosis are
complex biological processes involving many concerted
events of intricate natures. Thus, devising straightfor-
ward rules to include them within a theory remains chal-
lenging. Reference [207] chose simple rules for these pro-
cesses, dividing a randomly chosen cell with an arbitrary
division plane at a rate similar to apoptosis. For apop-
tosis, a0 and p0 are set to zero for a cell. Similar rules
have also been used elsewhere [88], including by some of
us [98]. A comparable rate for the two processes ensures
the conservation of the total number of cells. Contrast-
ing earlier studies [55, 208], Ref. [207] showed that glassy
dynamics exist in a confluent system when the division
and death rates are low. Understandably, these processes
will strongly affect the other cells in a confluent system.
Therefore, a thorough understanding of the rules of these
two crucial processes and how they affect different prop-
erties of a confluent system is imperative for a deeper
understanding of static and dynamic properties of such
systems.

V. THEORETICAL APPROACHES

As discussed in the introduction, the fundamental
mechanism of equilibrium glassy dynamics remains un-
known. Therefore, applying theories of equilibrium
glasses to scenarios in the presence of activity is chal-
lenging. However, given the importance of the problem
and the presence of a vast amount of experimental data,
even the approximate theories are of vital importance for
insights. The primary motivation here is to understand
the role of activity in systems significantly different from
those that physicists usually deal with. Concurrently,
these systems provide an opportunity to extend the scope
and extent of the original problem. Activity has many
forms: the constituent objects can change shape, divide,
die, change interaction or valency, self-propel, etc. Sig-
nificant theoretical development has occurred in the last
few years for systems of SPPs and confluent systems.
Activity drives the system out of equilibrium. Although
the formal proofs fail and new properties emerge, this
alone is not the primary difficulty. When “the departure
from equilibrium is substantial, we must resort to differ-
ent tools... But the situation is different for systems that
are only slightly out of equilibrium... In such systems we
can expect a separation, by many orders of magnitude,
between the microscopic time scale and the macroscopic
time scale... The system can then be considered to be
essentially thermalized inside a metastable state, and so
fluctuation-dissipation ideas can still be applied” [138].
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Even though hard to prove analytically, many nonequi-
librium behaviors of disordered systems can be explained
within a fluctuation-dissipation relation (FDR) frame-
work that is a generalization of the Boltzmann statistics
[138, 139]. Thus, the main question is how far active
systems are from equilibrium. It has been addressed for
systems of SPPs, and it turns out not too far when τp is
not too large [209]. The system still obeys a generalized
FDR at a Teff. On the other hand, we can apply mode-
coupling theory (MCT) to a non-equilibrium system. We
will first discuss this theory and then the generalization
of random first-order transition (RFOT) theory for active
systems.

A. Mode-coupling theory of active glasses

Mode-coupling theory is one of the most popular the-
ories of glassy dynamics. It was developed in the early
’80s by Götze and others [2, 210, 211]. It provides an
equation of motion for the intermediate scattering func-
tion, F (k, t). For a bulk system, the equation of motion
is

d2F (k, t)

dt2
+
k2kBT

Sk
F (k, t) +

∫ t

0

m(k, t− t′)
dF (k, t)

dt
= 0,

m(k, t) =
ρkBT

16π3

∫
d3q|Vq,k−q|2F (q, t)F (k − q, t),

(16)

where k and q are wavevectors, Sk, the static structure
factor, kB , the Boltzmann constant, and ρ, the density;
note that we have set the particle mass to unity. m(k, t)
is known as the memory kernel, and Vq,k−q is the ver-
tex function: Vq,k−q = [q̂ · kck + q̂ · (k − q)ck−q] with
q̂ being the unit vector and cq being the direct corre-
lation function. Equation (16) is an integro-differential
equation that we can solve numerically. We can calcu-
late the other variables, such as τ and η, via F (k, t). The
theory for particulate systems makes several predictions
that agree with simulations and experiments [2, 114, 210].
F (k, t) at high T (or low density) decays exponentially.
As T decreases, F (k, t) develops a two-step relaxation:
it first relaxes towards a plateau and then towards zero
at long times, much like in simulations and experiments.
As T decreases, the plateau length increases. Eventually,
below a particular temperature known as TMCT, F (k, t)
remains stuck at the plateau and does not decay to zero:
this is a genuine phase transition, known as the non-
ergodicity transition or the MCT transition. However,
no such transition exists in simulations or experiments,
and all the predictions of MCT break down at this point.
TMCT is higher than Tg, so the breakdown of the theory
happens at a relatively high temperature. The reason
behind this failure of MCT remains unclear.

Despite this failure, MCT has several fascinating fea-
tures for which the theory remains immensely popular
[2, 210]. Most simulations and colloidal experiments op-
erate in a parameter space where MCT remains valid. In

the regime of validity, the MCT predictions agree well
with simulations and experiments. Like a critical the-
ory, MCT predicts power-law divergences for the time
and length scales. The exponents are universal and in-
dependent of system details. This particular feature of
universality makes MCT a natural choice to apply for
experimental data of novel systems. MCT assumes that
the statics is already known. From the static proper-
ties as input, the theory provides the dynamics. One can
also write down MCT for nonequilibrium systems [8]. We
emphasize this specific feature of the theory: the static
properties alone provide the dynamics. In active glass
simulations, it has been shown that the dynamics is in-
timately related to the static properties [42]. Thus, we
expect MCT to work well for these systems.

Concurrent with this expectation, many different vari-
ants of MCT exist for active systems of self-propelled
particles [39, 43, 45–49, 212–215]. Kranz et al. obtained
the MCT for the dynamics of a driven dissipative hard
sphere system [212]. This model represents synthetic ac-
tive systems. The theory predicted that glass transition
persists even to a high degree of driving. Interestingly,
the theory also predicted a weak dependence of MCT ex-
ponents on the driving amplitude. The qualitative pre-
dictions seem to agree well with simulations of vibrated
disks [213]. In 2013, Berthier and Kurchan derived an
MCT for active spin-glass systems of p-spin spherical
spins [43]. The structure of the theory for this system
is similar to that of structural glasses. The authors first
write down the theory for a general nonequilibrium state
and then demonstrate the conditions when the system
resembles an equilibrium system. They showed that “the
main features of this equilibrium glass transition robustly
survive the introduction of a finite amount of non-thermal
fluctuations driving the system far from thermal equilib-
rium” [43]. Szamel et al. [46] obtained an analytical the-
ory for the steady state of an active system. The form of
the theory resembles that of equilibrium MCT. However,
there are crucial differences: the direct correlation func-
tion in the memory kernel is replaced by another that
combines the velocity correlator, ω∥. This difference is
a significant departure from the usual MCT as the the-
ory now requires the input of Sk and ω∥. Crucially, the
spatial correlation of velocities affects the memory ker-
nel [45]. Feng and Hou presented an MCT for similar
systems where activity enters as AOUP [47]. Liluashvili,

Ónody, and Voigtmann presented a mode-coupling the-
ory for active systems based on the integration through
transients (ITT) approach [48]. ITT has been immensely
successful for sheared glassy systems [216, 217], then it is
logical to apply this formalism to obtain MCT for active
systems. The qualitative predictions of the theory agree
well with simulations [48]. Reference [218] used the pro-
jection operator formalism to obtain the MCT for active
systems that has very similar structure as that in Ref.
[48] Note that the memory kernels of Refs. [48], [218],
and [47] do not include any velocity correlators and the
structures are similar to the equilibrium MCT; this con-
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trasts the theory of Refs. [45, 46]. Unlike in equilibrium,
different approaches to deriving the active MCT do not
lead to the same final theory. Perhaps, this is not surpris-
ing as the system is complex, and the detailed theoretical
approach is critical.

The steady state of an active system is out of equilib-
rium. As Berthier and Kurchan demonstrated for active
spin-glass systems [43], a general theory must be in terms
of both the response and the correlation functions. As a
limiting case, one can write the MCT for the correlation
function alone. In equilibrium, FDT ensures this limit
is unique. However, no such relation exists for active
systems, and the approximation is nontrivial. Possibly,
this explains why so many different variants of MCT ex-
ist, and their detailed analysis may bring further insights
into various MCT approximations themselves. In Ref.
[49], some of us derived an MCT for the steady state of
an active glassy system of SPPs via a different route. We
first wrote down the most generic theory for a nonequi-
librium system, even under aging. We then take the limit
of infinite waiting time. In the presence of activity, the
system will reach a stationary state. We thus obtain the
nonequilibrium MCT for the steady state of active sys-
tems. Since there is no FDT-type relation within the
derivation, we expect the theory to be valid for the gen-
eral nonequilibrium steady-state. However, the price one
must pay is that it becomes in terms of both the corre-
lation and response function [49]. The schematic version
of the theory, written for a particular wavevector, is

∂C(t)

∂t
= Π(t)− (T − p)C(t)−

∫ t

0

m(t− s)
∂C(s)

∂s
ds,

(17)

∂F (t)

∂t
= −1− (T − p)F (t)−

∫ t

0

m(t− s)
∂F (s)

∂s
ds,

(18)

where C(t) and F (t) are the correlation and the in-

tegrated response functions. m(t − s) = 2λ C2(t−s)
Teff(t−s) ,

p =
∫∞
0

∆(s)∂F (s)
∂s ds, Π(t) = −

∫∞
t

∆(s)∂F (s−t)
∂s ds, and

λ is the control parameter. ∆(t) is the variance of active
noise, and Teff(τ) is defined via a generalized fluctuation-
dissipation relation (FDR) for non-equilibrium systems
[140–142] as

∂C(t)

∂t
= Teff(t)

∂F (t)

∂t
. (19)

Using simple arguments, Ref. [49] derived an analyti-
cal expression for Teff that agrees well with simulations
[49, 140]. Furthermore, they obtained the scaling rela-
tions for the relaxation dynamics for both types of active
forces discussed in Sec. IVA; the trend of fluidization
as a function of τp are opposite within the two mod-
els (Fig. 13 a and b). Consistent with most works, it
seems that the relaxation dynamics remains equilibrium-
like at a Teff. However, as discussed above (Fig. 10), a
recent work have shown that activity has nontrivial ef-
fects on the dynamical heterogeneity (DH) [179]. Thus,

although the relaxation dynamics is equilibrium-like, DH
in a glass-forming liquid has qualitatively different behav-
ior. For example, the peak value of χ4(t) can vary for the
same system with varying activity and T but the same
relaxation time. Thus, the DH length scale may have a
complex character in active glassy systems. Using two
different models, Ref. [179] showed that the conclusions
are independent of system details. Consistent with ex-
isting results [212], this current study also found a weak
activity dependence of the MCT exponents [179] [see in-
set of Fig. 10(h)]. Although MCT, till now, has been ex-
tended for particulate systems alone, very recently, some
of us have applied MCT to the dynamics of confluent
systems [219]. It seems that the unusual glassy dynam-
ics of confluent systems might be an ideal candidate for
the MCT-like mechanism of glassiness.

B. Random first-order transition (RFOT) theory

The random first-order transition (RFOT) theory [220]
is another popular theory of glassy dynamics. Through
a set of simple-looking arguments, RFOT theory makes
many impressive predictions that agree well with sim-
ulations and experiments [127, 220–223]. According to
RFOT theory, a supercooled liquid comprise mosaics of
local states. The free energy of a typical mosaic of size R
has two contributions: an energy cost from the interface
with other mosaics and an energy gain from the bulk.
Therefore, the change in free energy is

∆F = −ΩdfR
d + SdγR

θ,

where, Ωd and Sd are volume and surface of a unit hy-
persphere in dimension d, f is the free energy per unit
volume, and θ is an exponent. In general, θ ≤ d−1. Min-
imizing the free energy gives the typical mosaic length
scale ξ. Now, relaxations within the RFOT theory are
entropic. Therefore, we use f = TSc, where Sc is the
configurational entropy. The surface energy, γ is propor-
tional to T , i.e., γ = ΞT .
The basis of the RFOT theory is a crucial assumption

that Sc goes to zero at a finite temperature TK . In 1948,
Walter Kauzmann plotted the “differences in entropy be-
tween the supercooled liquid and crystalline phases” [224],
equivalent to Sc, for different materials. When extrapo-
lated, the curves for various systems go to zero at a finite
temperature [224]. This surprising result led to the spec-
ulation of a finite-temperature phase transition in glassy
systems. The phase transition is characterized by a van-
ishing Sc at TK . Then we can expand Sc around TK :

Sc = ∆Cp
(T−TK)
TK

, and obtain

ξ =
[ Γ

T − TK

] 1
d−θ

, (20)

where Γ = SdTKθΞ
Ωdd∆Cp

. Relaxation dynamics within RFOT

theory involves the relaxation of the mosaics. The bar-
rier height for a region of length ξ is proportional to
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fluidizes with increasing tp. This behavior can also be understood
in terms of Teff as shown in Fig. 3(d) where Teff increases with tp.
Thus, Teff seems to play a role similar to T for the dynamics: C(t)
decays faster and ta decreases at larger Teff. Within this noise
statistic, activity always fluidizes the system.27,62 In Fig. 3b and d
we see the excellent agreement between the MCT calculation and the
functional form that we obtained from the STAP model (eqn (18)).

From the analytic expression (eqn (18)), we gain insights
into the roles played by both f0 and tp: a larger self-propulsion
force allows the trapped particle to reside further from the
potential minimum, thereby aiding in the escape from the cage
and leading to shorter ta and higher fluidity. Larger tp means
that the trapped active particle resides for longer times away
from the potential minimum, thereby having the same quali-
tative effect as increasing f0.

Next, we provide a scaling analysis for the behavior of ta as a
function of activity. The MCT predicts a power law divergence
for ta: ta B (s ! sc)!g, where s is the control parameter
(T, density, etc.) and sc is its critical value for the MCT
transition.63 We show in the ESI,† (Section SIV)35 that g = 1.74
within the schematic MCT for the passive system. Then, using
the STAP model (eqn (18)) and setting T = Tc, we obtain

ta " Teff ! Tcð Þ!g" T þ HD0tp
1þ Gtp

! Tc

! "!g
" HD0tp

1þ Gtp

# $!g
:

(20)

Thus, at constant tp we expect ta B D0
!g, while at constant D0

we obtain ta B [tp/(1 + Gtp)]!g. In Fig. 4 we show that the
numerical solution of the MCT, eqn (10)–(14), agrees very well
with this scaling analysis. We expect a deviation from this
scaling when D0 is large. However, when D0 is small, a very
large tp makes the effective temperature saturate and we expect
the scaling behavior to apply for all values of tp.

We now look at the behavior of the OUP statistics. Larger
T sp

eff drives the system away from the glassy regime as shown in
Fig. 5(a) where C(t) decays faster for larger T sp

eff, similar to D0 in
the SNTC statistics (Fig. 3a). However, the behavior with respect
to tp is quite opposite to that of the SNTC statistics. We show
the decay of C(t) as a function of log t in Fig. 5(b), where C(t)
decays slower with increasing tp, driving the system towards
the glassy regime, consistent with simulations.26 The behavior
of this noise statistic can also be understood from eqn (4)49,59,62

as Teff increases linearly with T sp
eff and decreases monotonically

with increasing tp, approaching T when tp - N. Fig. 5(c) and
(d)show the excellent agreement between the Teff obtained from
the numerical solution of the MCT and the STAP model,
eqn (19). We emphasize here that activity never promotes
glassiness, as compared to the passive system, and the intro-
duction of any amount of activity always fluidizes the system,
for both noise statistics that we have considered. Fig. 5(d)
shows that Teff decreases with increasing tp, but it never becomes
less than T (eqn (19)). For any non-zero activity, we get Teff Z T.
From the analytic expression (eqn (19)), we understand the roles
played by both T sp

eff and tp: the self-propulsion force is now not
fixed in amplitude, but increases for shorter tp (eqn (17)). Larger

T sp
eff acts as f0

2 in the SNTC statistics. However, a larger tp means
that the amplitude of the active force decreases, thereby leading to
a smaller excursion of the particle away from the potential
minimum and a smaller Teff.

Fig. 4 Approaching the MCT transition of the passive system, our scaling
analysis predicts ta B D0

!g at constant tp and ta B [tp/(1 + Gtp)]!g at
constant D0 (with g = 1.74) for the SNTC statistics (eqn (20)). Within the
MCT, we define ta as the time when C(t) becomes 0.4 and plotted it as
symbols. The numerical solution of the theory agrees quite well with
scaling analysis. We have used T = 1.0, l = 2.0, and D0 = 0.1 for the data
as a function of tp (stars) and tp = 0.1 for the data as a function of D0

(circles).

Fig. 5 Effect of activity on the glassy behavior for the OUP statistics,
eqn (17). T = 1.0 and l = 2.1 for this figure. (a) C(t), at tp = 0.1, decays faster
with increasing T sp

eff. (b) C(t), at T sp
eff = 0.12, decays slower with increasing tp

implying tp drives the system closer to the glassy regime. (c) Symbols: MCT
data at tp = 0.1, line: fit with Teff = 1 + aM2T sp

eff (eqn (19)) with aM2 = 0.72. (d)
Symbols: MCT data at T sp

eff = 0.6, line: fit with Teff = 1 + bM2/(1 + cM2tp)
(eqn (19)) with bM2 = 0.59 and cM2 = 3.24. Inset: The same as in the main
figure with semi-log axes.
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by the cage-breaking dynamics. We schematically illustrate the
timescale over which this picture is valid in Fig. 2. We show the
decay of the correlation function, C(t), and the mean-square
displacement (MSD) in Fig. 2(a) and (b) respectively. We divide
the entire duration of the dynamics into three parts and schema-
tically illustrate the environment for one of the particles in the
system in Fig. 2(c). When t is very small, the test-particle (red
color) does not yet see the other particles and performs a ballistic
motion. This b-relaxation timescale is shaded blue in Fig. 2(a) and
(b). The particle then sees the cage formed by the other particles,
in the timescale shaded green, and both C(t) and MSD show a
plateau region. Of course the cage is not static and the particles
forming the cage are themselves dynamic. The test-particle
eventually breaks the cage at a longer timescale (shaded gray),
known as the a-relaxation time, ta, within the MCT framework.

We next consider a single active particle trapped by the
effective potential of the surrounding particles (Fig. 2d). For
simplicity, we assume this confining potential to be harmonic
in nature. This effective potential should capture the behavior
of the real fluid particles during the timescales shaded blue
and green. Therefore, the maximal spatial extent of the single-
trapped particle motion within the effective potential well
corresponds to the point where the real fluid particle breaks
from the cage. By this analogy, we expect the energy scale that
describes the long-time motion of the active fluid particles
to correspond to the potential energy of the STAP model:
Teff p khx(t)2i, and obtain for the two active noise statistics:

Teff ¼ T þ HD0tp
1þ Gtp

; for SNTC statistics (18)

Teff ¼ T þ
HT sp

eff

1þ Gtp
; for OUP statistics; (19)

where H = 1/2G and G = k/G. Note that we do not know how to
relate the values of the effective confining potential stiffness k,
and the friction coefficient G, to the microscopic parameters of
the active fluid, although this has been recently done for a
passive system.58 We nevertheless assume that effective para-
meters k and G are largely independent of activity parameters
f0 and tp. Similar expressions were also obtained in ref. 27, 49,
59 and 60 in different contexts. We show below that these
expressions agree surprisingly well with the numerical solution
of the MCT equations.

Results
We first look at the detailed results of the SNTC statistics. We
fix the temperature T = 1, and the passive system shows the
MCT transition at l = 2.0.35 We use l = 2.1, where the passive
system is in the glassy regime, but close to the transition point,
and look at the dynamics as a function of activity alone. In
Fig. 3(a) we show the MCT calculated decay of the correlation
function C(t) (using eqn (10)–(14)) for different values of D0,
where we have kept tp = 1.2 fixed. C(t) first rapidly decays to a
plateau and then has a much slower decay from the plateau to
zero. As we are interested in the long-time dynamics, we can
define an a-relaxation time, ta, where C(t) becomes 0.4.
As we increase D0, ta decreases, thus D0 fluidizes the system,
consistent with simulations27 and experiments.3,4,61 We can
understand this behavior looking at Teff as plotted in Fig. 3(b),
which increases linearly with D0. The behavior of C(t) for
different tp values is shown in Fig. 3(c), where the system

Fig. 2 Schematic illustration of the timescale for the validity of the
scenario of effective temperature, Teff. (a and b) Decay of correlation
function C(t) and mean-square displacement (MSD) as a function of log t.
We divide the entire timescale in three different regimes. (c) The typical
environment of a single particle in the three timescales. At a very short time
(blue), the particle does not see the other particles and performs a ballistic
motion. Then (green) the particle sees the cage formed by other particles and
C(t) and the MSD shows a plateau in this timescale. The particle eventually
breaks this cage and C(t) relaxes to zero. (d) The single-particle trapped within
a confining harmonic potential created by the other particles. This scenario is
valid around the plateau and a-relaxation regime of the MCT.

Fig. 3 Behavior of the MCT (eqn (10)–(14)) using the SNTC statistics,
eqn (16), with T = 1.0 and l = 2.1 being kept fixed: (a) decay of the two-
point correlation function, C(t), for different values of D0. C(t) decays faster
as D0 increases. We have used tp = 1.2. (b) MCT calculation of Teff as a
function of D0 with tp = 1.2. Line is a fit with Teff = T + aM1D0 (eqn (18)) with
aM1 = 0.07. (c) Decay of C(t) for D0 = 0.6 for different values of tp as shown
in the figure. We again see C(t) decays faster with increasing tp. (d) MCT
calculation of Teff as a function of tp with D0 = 0.6. Line is a fit with Teff =
T + bM1tp/(1 + cM1tp) (eqn (18)) with bM1 = 0.31 and cM1 = 1.10.
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Fig. 1. Results of model 1 when the self-propulsion force f0 is the con-
trol parameter. (A) Behavior of typical length scale `* of the mosaics of
an active system as a function of temperature T at constant persistence
time ⌧p = 0.02, according to Eq. 8. At all T , `* decreases with increasing
self-propulsion, f0. (B) Relaxation time ⌧ of the active system as a function
of 1/T with ⌧p = 0.02, according to Eq. 9. As f0 increases, growth of ⌧/⌧0

becomes slower and the system relaxes faster at a fixed T . (C) Angell plot
for ⌧ as a function of Tg/T . Data are from ref. 19, and lines are from active
RFOT theory for model 1, Eq. 14. As activity increases, the behavior of ⌧
becomes closer to Arrhenius law, making the system a stronger glass for-
mer. (D) Behavior of fragility as a function of activity. Data taken from MD
simulations (19) and lines from the active RFOT theory for model 1, Eq. 15.
As mentioned in the main text, the theory curve has been scaled by a factor
of 1.25.

We next fix f0 and tune activity by changing ⌧p . The active
RFOT theory of model 1 gives explicit formulae for `⇤ (Eq. 8), ⌧
(Eq. 9), and the fragility parameter m =TK/E �Hf 2

0 ⌧p/E(1 +
G⌧p). This predicts that the relaxation time decreases for
increasing ⌧p , while the dynamics become independent of ⌧p ,
when ⌧p � 1/G . We have tested these predictions by obtaining ⌧
as a function of ⌧p at different values of f0 from our simulations
(Materials and Methods). The agreement is good for low f0 and ⌧p
(Fig. 2A) and become systematically worse at larger activity—for
example, at large ⌧p for f0 = 1.0 and 2.0.

We next compare the theoretical predictions for the fragility
parameter with our simulations (Fig. 2B). We again see fair
agreement for small f0 and ⌧p and a clear deviation between the-
ory and simulation data for larger f0 and ⌧p . Within model 1,
both ⌧ and m decrease as ⌧p increases: Increasing ⌧p fluidizes
the system and makes it a stronger glass former.

Many experimental and numerical studies of glass have shown
that the relaxation of density fluctuations in supercooled liquids
is well approximated by a stretched exponential exp(�t/⌧)� ,
where � is the stretch exponent [Kohlrausch law (54)]. Using
our simulations, we can measure the change in the � expo-
nent due to activity. A fit to the computed density correlation
function Q(t) (SI Appendix, Eq. S32) shows that � increases
with both f0 and ⌧p (Fig. 2C), with the change �� scaling
as f 2

0 ⌧p (Fig. 2D). In Discussion, we provide a rationalization
for this.

Active RFOT Confronts Simulations—Model 2
We first tune Tsp at fixed ⌧p ; The active RFOT theory for
model 2 shows that both ⌧ (Eq. 13) and fragility parameter

m = TK
E

� HTsp

E(1+G⌧p)
decrease with increasing Tsp . For this case,

model 2 shows the same qualitative behavior as model 1. We then
fix Tsp and change activity by tuning ⌧p . We find that at fixed T ,
`⇤ increases monotonically with ⌧p (Fig. 3A). Thus, we predict
that ⌧p promotes glassy behavior in the sense that larger ⌧p drives
the system more toward the glassy state. Using the active RFOT
theory for model 2, we obtain the effective Kauzmann tempera-
ture, T e↵

K , and the glass transition temperature, Tg . The Angell
plot (53) (Fig. 3B), ⌧ versus Tg/T at different values of ⌧p , shows
a systematic departure from Arrhenius behavior as ⌧p increases:
Here, fragility increases with ⌧p .

Since the simulations of ref. 26 with which we would like to
compare our results were done in the athermal limit, we have to
take T ! 0 in Eq. 13. In this athermal limit, the fit parameters
are E , H , G , and ⌧0 (note that TK ⇠ 0.3 is obtained from sim-
ulations of the passive system and hence is not a fit parameter).
We find that with E = 1.255, G = 3.801, and H = 1.0, we obtain
a good fit as long as we choose ⌧0 to depend on ⌧p (Fig. 3C).
Indeed, this dependence of ⌧0 on ⌧p was reported in the simula-
tions of ref. 26; this is replotted in SI Appendix, Fig. S3 (40) for
completeness. We emphasize that the parameters E , G , and H
are obtained from one set of data in Fig. 3C and use the same
values for the rest of the plots.

Our active RFOT theory makes a prediction for the depen-
dence of the fragility parameter on ⌧p : m = TK

E
� HTsp

E(1+G⌧p)
,

at fixed Tsp > 0, the fragility is at first insensitive to ⌧p and
then increases before saturating to the passive value TK/E
(Fig. 3D). Irrespective of this detailed behavior, the point is
that this system becomes more fragile as ⌧p increases. This
is opposite to the behavior of model 1 (at small ⌧p). This is
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Fig. 2. Results for model 1 when ⌧p is the control parameter. We test our
theoretical predictions (lines) with the MD simulation results (symbols) using
E = 1.55, TK = 0.3, H = 0.042, and G = 0.316. (A) Relaxation time (Eq. 9) as a
function of ⌧p for different values of f0. The simulations were performed
at T = 0.45. Our active RFOT theory agrees well with simulation data at
small f0 but deviates at larger f0. (B) Fragility decreases with ⌧p and satu-
rates to a certain value. (C) Stretch exponent � versus f0 (red circle) and ⌧p

(green triangle) computed from the correlation function Q(t) (SI Appendix,
Eq. S32). The horizontal dashed line corresponds to the value of � for the
equivalent passive system. The lines through the symbols represent the fit
curves ⇠ f

2
0 (solid line) and ⇠ ⌧p (dashed line), respectively. (D) ��, the dif-

ference between the active and passive � exponents, evaluated over the
entire dataset, is seen to scale as f

2
0 ⌧p (dashed line).
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trol parameter. (A) Behavior of typical length scale `* of the mosaics of
an active system as a function of temperature T at constant persistence
time ⌧p = 0.02, according to Eq. 8. At all T , `* decreases with increasing
self-propulsion, f0. (B) Relaxation time ⌧ of the active system as a function
of 1/T with ⌧p = 0.02, according to Eq. 9. As f0 increases, growth of ⌧/⌧0

becomes slower and the system relaxes faster at a fixed T . (C) Angell plot
for ⌧ as a function of Tg/T . Data are from ref. 19, and lines are from active
RFOT theory for model 1, Eq. 14. As activity increases, the behavior of ⌧
becomes closer to Arrhenius law, making the system a stronger glass for-
mer. (D) Behavior of fragility as a function of activity. Data taken from MD
simulations (19) and lines from the active RFOT theory for model 1, Eq. 15.
As mentioned in the main text, the theory curve has been scaled by a factor
of 1.25.

We next fix f0 and tune activity by changing ⌧p . The active
RFOT theory of model 1 gives explicit formulae for `⇤ (Eq. 8), ⌧
(Eq. 9), and the fragility parameter m =TK/E �Hf 2

0 ⌧p/E(1 +
G⌧p). This predicts that the relaxation time decreases for
increasing ⌧p , while the dynamics become independent of ⌧p ,
when ⌧p � 1/G . We have tested these predictions by obtaining ⌧
as a function of ⌧p at different values of f0 from our simulations
(Materials and Methods). The agreement is good for low f0 and ⌧p
(Fig. 2A) and become systematically worse at larger activity—for
example, at large ⌧p for f0 = 1.0 and 2.0.

We next compare the theoretical predictions for the fragility
parameter with our simulations (Fig. 2B). We again see fair
agreement for small f0 and ⌧p and a clear deviation between the-
ory and simulation data for larger f0 and ⌧p . Within model 1,
both ⌧ and m decrease as ⌧p increases: Increasing ⌧p fluidizes
the system and makes it a stronger glass former.

Many experimental and numerical studies of glass have shown
that the relaxation of density fluctuations in supercooled liquids
is well approximated by a stretched exponential exp(�t/⌧)� ,
where � is the stretch exponent [Kohlrausch law (54)]. Using
our simulations, we can measure the change in the � expo-
nent due to activity. A fit to the computed density correlation
function Q(t) (SI Appendix, Eq. S32) shows that � increases
with both f0 and ⌧p (Fig. 2C), with the change �� scaling
as f 2

0 ⌧p (Fig. 2D). In Discussion, we provide a rationalization
for this.

Active RFOT Confronts Simulations—Model 2
We first tune Tsp at fixed ⌧p ; The active RFOT theory for
model 2 shows that both ⌧ (Eq. 13) and fragility parameter

m = TK
E

� HTsp

E(1+G⌧p)
decrease with increasing Tsp . For this case,

model 2 shows the same qualitative behavior as model 1. We then
fix Tsp and change activity by tuning ⌧p . We find that at fixed T ,
`⇤ increases monotonically with ⌧p (Fig. 3A). Thus, we predict
that ⌧p promotes glassy behavior in the sense that larger ⌧p drives
the system more toward the glassy state. Using the active RFOT
theory for model 2, we obtain the effective Kauzmann tempera-
ture, T e↵

K , and the glass transition temperature, Tg . The Angell
plot (53) (Fig. 3B), ⌧ versus Tg/T at different values of ⌧p , shows
a systematic departure from Arrhenius behavior as ⌧p increases:
Here, fragility increases with ⌧p .

Since the simulations of ref. 26 with which we would like to
compare our results were done in the athermal limit, we have to
take T ! 0 in Eq. 13. In this athermal limit, the fit parameters
are E , H , G , and ⌧0 (note that TK ⇠ 0.3 is obtained from sim-
ulations of the passive system and hence is not a fit parameter).
We find that with E = 1.255, G = 3.801, and H = 1.0, we obtain
a good fit as long as we choose ⌧0 to depend on ⌧p (Fig. 3C).
Indeed, this dependence of ⌧0 on ⌧p was reported in the simula-
tions of ref. 26; this is replotted in SI Appendix, Fig. S3 (40) for
completeness. We emphasize that the parameters E , G , and H
are obtained from one set of data in Fig. 3C and use the same
values for the rest of the plots.

Our active RFOT theory makes a prediction for the depen-
dence of the fragility parameter on ⌧p : m = TK

E
� HTsp

E(1+G⌧p)
,

at fixed Tsp > 0, the fragility is at first insensitive to ⌧p and
then increases before saturating to the passive value TK/E
(Fig. 3D). Irrespective of this detailed behavior, the point is
that this system becomes more fragile as ⌧p increases. This
is opposite to the behavior of model 1 (at small ⌧p). This is
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Fig. 2. Results for model 1 when ⌧p is the control parameter. We test our
theoretical predictions (lines) with the MD simulation results (symbols) using
E = 1.55, TK = 0.3, H = 0.042, and G = 0.316. (A) Relaxation time (Eq. 9) as a
function of ⌧p for different values of f0. The simulations were performed
at T = 0.45. Our active RFOT theory agrees well with simulation data at
small f0 but deviates at larger f0. (B) Fragility decreases with ⌧p and satu-
rates to a certain value. (C) Stretch exponent � versus f0 (red circle) and ⌧p

(green triangle) computed from the correlation function Q(t) (SI Appendix,
Eq. S32). The horizontal dashed line corresponds to the value of � for the
equivalent passive system. The lines through the symbols represent the fit
curves ⇠ f
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0 (solid line) and ⇠ ⌧p (dashed line), respectively. (D) ��, the dif-

ference between the active and passive � exponents, evaluated over the
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FIG. 13. (a) Non-equilibrium mode-coupling theory correctly predicts that the system fluidizes when τp increases for model 1
type of activity. (b) The opposite happens for the model 2 types of activity. [Reproduced from Ref. [49] with permission from
the Royal Society of Chemistry.]. (c) Comparison of active RFOT theory with simulation data for model 1. (d) Active RFOT
also predicts the trend of fragility (K) as a function of self-propulsion force, f0. [Taken with permission from Ref. [50]].

ξψ, where ψ is another exponent. Considering the pro-
portionality constant given by the thermal energy scale,
kBT , and assuming a barrier crossing scenario, we obtain

τ = τ0 exp(
∆0ξ

ψ

T ), where ∆0 = kBT . The values of the
exponents continue to be debated; one possible choice
is ψ = θ = d/2 [127, 221]. Substituting Eq. 20 in the
expression of τ and simplifying, gives

ln
( τ
τ0

)
=
SdTθ

ΩddT

Ξ

Sc
=

Γ

T − TK
, (21)

where we have set kB to unity. The predictions of the
theory agree well with simulations and experiments.

The RFOT theory of glass is deceptively simple. Some
of its assumptions have deep and profound roots and re-
main unclear to date [127]. Yet, the final expressions
of the theory are surprisingly simple and easy to com-
pare with experiments [222, 223]. This feature makes an
extension of the RFOT theory for active systems, even
if approximate, quite attractive to analyze the data for
even more complex systems. Of course, the approxima-
tions are nontrivial, but such extensions have provided
crucial insights and allowed a platform to think about
an exciting problem for fascinating discoveries. We now
discuss such extensions of the theory for active glasses.

Active RFOT theory for systems of SPPs: The
RFOT theory of equilibrium glasses has been extended

for systems of SPPs [50]. Active systems can be consid-
ered at an effective equilibrium at a suitable Teff when
τp is not too large [44, 143, 209]. Nonequilibrium MCT
shows that Teff is the same as the equilibrium T at short
times and goes to a higher value, determined by activity,
at long times. The transition from T to the higher value
happens at τp. Moreover, Teff explains the relaxation
dynamics [49]. These results suggest an effective equi-
librium extension of RFOT theory for active systems is
possible, at least when τp is not too large. Reference [50]
extended the RFOT theory treating activity as a small
perturbation and using linear-response-like ideas.

Within RFOT theory, the glassy properties are man-
ifestations of a genuine phase transition at TK , where
the configurational entropy vanishes. Notice the behav-
ior of τ , Eq. (21): the surface energy appears in the
numerator and Sc in the denominator. Since the latter
vanishes and the former does not, the critical properties
will be dominated by the behavior of Sc close to TK . If
the surface energy has no anomalous behavior, one can
assume Ξ remains unaffected by activity. However, in
active systems, surface energy can have nontrivial be-
havior. For example, Ref. [225] numerically studied a
model of suspended self-propelled particles and reported
a negative interfacial tension. The interfacial tension is
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not the same as the surface energy of RFOT theory, but
they are related [222]. If the interface tension is nega-
tive, one must be careful about the surface term for ac-
tive systems. However, in a more recent theoretical work,
Hermann et al. challenged the results of Ref. [225] and
analytically showed that the interfacial tension in active
systems is actually non-negative [226]. Negative surface
tension will make interfaces unstable; the non-negative
value is consistent with the observation of stable inter-
faces in phase-separated active systems [226].

Reference [50] assumed that the activity correction to
the surface energy term is negligible and focused on the
configurational entropy. When the activity is small, one
can expand Sc around its passive value using a Taylor
series expansion. The effect of activity is parameterized
as a potential δΦ on top of the passive system potential
Φ, thus Sc(Φ+δΦ) ≃ Sc(Φ)+

∂Sc
∂Φ |δΦ=0δΦ+. . . = Sc(Φ)+

κaδΦ+ . . .. Then, the expression of relaxation time from
the length scale after minimizing the free energy becomes

ln
( τ
τ0

)
=

E

T − TK + TKκaδΦ
∆Cp

, (22)

where E is a constant [50]. Therefore, activity shifts TK
to a lower value (compared to the passive case) where
τ diverges. δΦ is the effective potential due to activity.
Within some simplifying mean-field assumptions, we can
calculate this contribution for both types of activity dis-
cussed in Sec. IVA. Reference [50] showed that one gets
δΦ = f20 τp/(γ + kτp) for model 1. Substituting it in Eq.
22, we get

ln
( τ
τ0

)
=

E

T − TK +
Hf2

0 τp
1+Gτp

, (23)

where H = TKκa/(γ∆Cp) and G = k/γ are constants.
On the other hand, one obtains δΦ = T sp

eff/(γ + kτp) for
model 2, and this gives the relaxation time as

ln
( τ
τ0

)
=

E

T − TK +
HT speff

1+Gτp

. (24)

The expressions of H and G remain the same as earlier.
T sp
eff is analogous to f20 . The strength of the noise in model

2 changes with τp, leading to opposing behaviors within
the two models as a function of τp. For example, τ and
fragility decrease as τp increases in model 1 (Fig. 13 c
and d), whereas they increase as τp increases in model 2.
The theoretical results agree remarkably well with simu-
lation data for both models when τp is small, where an
effective FDT is valid [138, 209]. The theory helped ratio-
nalize some contrasting results [38, 39] in the active glass
literature. This work also highlights that the precise na-
ture of activity is crucial. The theory has recently been
extended [227] to higher activity regime. Recently, Ref.
[228] tested some of the crucial approximations of the
original active RFOT theory [50]. Specifically, Ref. [228]
has computed ξ in a model active glass-forming liquid us-
ing detailed FSS analysis of tau s well as block analysis

methods and tested the prediction of active RFOT the-
ory (Eq.20). Interestingly, they find that the exponent θ
depends on the strength of activity in a systematic man-
ner, much like the MCT exponents [179, 212]. Similarly,
the exponent ψ that relates τ with ξ also depends on the
strength of activity. However, the combination of the ex-
ponents that defines the T -dependence of the relaxation
dynamics becomes independent of activity. This result
explains why relaxation dynamics remain equilibrium-
like [50, 99, 140] despite the non-trivial dependence of
activity on the dynamics.
RFOT theory for confluent systems: As dis-

cussed in Sec. IVD, the confluent systems and partic-
ulate models are fundamentally different. Usually, we
neglect the particle shapes in most scenarios of physics
problems. However, cell shapes are crucial as they deter-
mine many biologically significant properties [229–234].
Some of us have recently shown that we can statisti-
cally describe the cell shape variability in a confluent
monolayer [98]. Moreover, the dynamics of the mono-
layer also depends on the cell shape variability. Many
experiments have explored the glassy dynamics in such
systems [14, 16, 17, 146, 147, 149, 153]. Simulations of
the models discussed in Sec. IVD have also provided
crucial insights [35, 40, 41, 92, 201, 202]. However, ana-
lytical theories for such systems are rare. In 2021, some
of us phenomenologically extended RFOT theory to un-
derstand the glassy dynamics in confluent cellular mono-
layers [96]. One fundamental parameter in these systems
is the target perimeter p0, representing the inter-cellular
interaction potential (Eq. 14). Since interactions de-
termine both the surface energy and the configurational
entropy [235], we can express them in terms of p0 by
expanding the interaction potential around a chosen p0.
Reference [96] showed that the dynamics can have two

distinct regimes: the low-p0 regime, where the dynam-
ics depends on p0, and the large-p0 regime, where the
dynamics is independent of p0.
Note that an object with a given area has a minimum

perimeter, pmin. When there is no restriction on the
shape, this pmin is 2

√
π corresponding to a circle of unit

area. However, there is a constraint on shape for conflu-
ent systems as circles cannot fill space. The space-filling
regular shape in two-dimension is a hexagon; pmin is 3.722
for a hexagon with unit area. On the other hand, there
is no restriction on the maximum value of the perimeter.
For a system with irregular objects, pmin is higher and
depends on the degree of irregularity. The low-p0 regime
corresponds to when p0 < pmin, and the large-p0 regime
corresponds to when p0 > pmin. In the low-p0 regime,
cells cannot satisfy the perimeter constraint in Eq. (14),
and the dynamics depends on p0. Expanding the poten-
tial around a reference p0 value, pref0 , and simplifying, we
obtain for the low-p0 regime,

ln

(
τ

τ0

)
=

k1 − k2(p0 − pref0 )

T − TK + κc(p0 − pref0 )
(25)

where k1, k2 and κc are constants [96]. Various con-
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stants in Eq. (25) can be obtained by fitting the analyt-
ical form with one set of data. Once these constants are
determined, one can compare the theory with simulation
results. The theory agrees well with simulation data of
confluent systems. As discussed earlier, one of the strik-
ing features of the confluent systems is the readily-found
sub-Arrhenius relaxations [91, 202]. This simple exten-
sion of the RFOT theory can also capture this behavior.
One of the novel predictions of the theory is the super-
Arrhenius relaxation at very low p0; this is also consistent
with simulations [96, 202]. The distinctive potential gov-
erned by the perimeter constraint, the second term in Eq.
(14), is essential for the sub-Arrhenius behavior.

On the other hand, if p0 is large, the cells can satisfy
the perimeter constraint and the second term in Eq. (14)
becomes zero. Therefore, we expect the dynamics should
be independent of p0. Via a straightforward calculation,
Ref. [96] obtained in this regime,

ln

(
τ

τ0(P0)

)
=

Ξ

T − TK
. (26)

Note that the high-T dynamics is still p0-dependent, i.e.,
τ0 will depend on p0. But, the glassy aspects are inde-
pendent of p0. The theory agrees with simulation data
in this regime as well.

The above theory does not contain cellular motility.
However, motility is crucial in many systems. For ex-
ample, the over-expressing of various oncogenes can flu-
idize a confluent cell monolayer from a solid-like state
[16]. This has direct consequences to health and dis-
eases. In a recent work [204], some of us have included
self-propulsion with the RFOT theory framework and in-
vestigated the effects of motility on the glassy dynamics
in confluent systems.

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE
PERSPECTIVES

Active glasses have immensely enriched the field of
glassy dynamics. The fact that a seemingly simi-
lar mechanism is relevant in the progression of cancer
[14, 34, 150, 236], healing of wounds [15, 153], devel-
opment of embryos [18, 19], transport in cell cytoplasm
[12, 72], and movement of molecules in dense aggregates
[1] is fascinating and surreal [99, 100, 146]. These ob-
servations have motivated scientists from diverse fields
to think about glassy dynamics. It extends the scope
and extent of the equilibrium problem. However, there
are also challenges. A quantitative and coherent under-
standing demands theoretical progress. Compared with
the usual equilibrium particulate models of physics, these
systems are immensely complex. The term ‘activity’
has many forms: self-propulsion, confluency, change of
conformation, division, apoptosis, modulation of inter-
action, differentiation, attachment-detachment kinetics,
etc. Each of these processes is a biological marvel. But,
for theoretical progress, we must learn how to formulate

simple rules for mathematical description of these pro-
cesses and eventually develop an analytical theory. The
field of biological physics has shown that such exercises,
though not straightforward, are possible [52–54].

Active systems are, by definition, out of equilibrium.
For such systems, it is unclear if the well-known tools of
equilibrium statistical physics are still applicable. The
research of the last decades has shown that the scenario
is not entirely hopeless. In the regime of low activity,
generalized fluctuation-dissipation-like relations remain
valid [52, 138, 143, 209], and many aspects of the equilib-
rium glassy dynamics survive [43, 49, 99]. However, one
must exercise caution when outside the comfort zone of
equilibrium [85, 225, 237]. As shown earlier, while obtain-
ing MCT for the same system via different approaches,
the final form of the theory varies [39, 45–49, 215]. This
variation is possibly due to the complex nature of the sys-
tems where the slight differences in the approximations
in various approaches are significant, even though all the
variants seem to agree reasonably well with simulations.
A detailed comparison of these theories and finding the
reasons behind the differences can bring deeper insights
about the theory itself. On the other hand, the final an-
alytical forms of the RFOT theory, obtained in a regime
of linear response, are simple, although several assump-
tions of the theory remain unclear. Understanding these
assumptions for active systems will be crucial for further
understanding.

Several features make active systems qualitatively dif-
ferent from equilibrium systems: the long-range ve-
locity correlations [45, 54, 86], giant number fluctua-
tions [17, 77], ordering transition (flocking) in spatial di-
mension two [62, 81], motility-induced phase separation
[85, 237, 238], etc. The long-range velocity correlation
survives in the dense regime. However, numerical mea-
surements show the T -dependence of this correlation is
relatively weak (compared to the relaxation time); this
suggests that the velocity correlation remains unrelated
to the glassy aspects [39, 99]. Although giant number
fluctuation shows up in confluent systems [17], it is un-
clear if it can survive in glasses. On the other hand, flock-
ing and phase separation are avoided in glass-forming
systems. Nevertheless, the vestige of these processes can
still significantly affect the glassy dynamics.

Although active systems are more complex than equi-
librium systems, we can still use activity as a probe to
gain crucial insights into the equilibrium problem. In
this context, we discuss the specific aspect of dynamical
heterogeneity (DH). Despite decades of research, a quan-
titative understanding of DH remains elusive. MCT pre-
dicts a divergence of the DH length scale, ξD. However, in
simulation or experiments of passive glassy systems, ξD
increases by a mere factor of 5 or so. Tests of the criti-
cal properties, where the predictions are applicable when
ξD → ∞, with such a tiny increase, in reality, is hard. By
contrast, active systems in the presence of self-propulsion
can show massive growth in ξD [179]; thus, it is easier to
test theoretical predictions. Moreover, the self-propelled
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systems are amenable to detailed theoretical treatments
[43, 49, 179] with nonequilibrium formalism. Therefore,
these systems can bring critical insights into the theories
of glassy dynamics in general.

The theoretical works for active glasses to date are
mainly focused to particulate systems. However, many
biologically significant processes where glassiness is vital
occur in systems of cellular aggregates. For such systems,
the shape of the particles is crucial [98, 150, 229, 232–
234]. Moreover, many of them are also confluent, i.e.,
there is no inter-particle gap in the system [88]. The
constraint of confluency is a challenging mathematical
problem [239]; thus, developing theories for such systems
is demanding. Most insights about these systems come
from simulations of model systems [40, 88, 89, 96]; only
some phenomenological extensions of RFOT theory exist
to understand the effects of the control parameters [96].
Analytical frameworks, including some aspects of cellular
shape, will be influential and valuable.

In conclusion, the dynamics in many biological sys-
tems, at varying length scales, show glassy behavior.
Characterizing a glassy system is non-trivial: several
characteristics must exist [1]. The systematic explo-
ration of glassy dynamics in biological systems dates back
around two decades [9] when several of the primary glassy
characteristics just started to be revealed [5, 6, 118]. The-
oretical development in this direction is much more re-
cent, about a decade old [14, 41, 43, 46]. Note that
the equilibrium problem of glassy dynamics remains un-

solved, and the field continues to evolve. Active glasses
enrich this field with fascinating systems, new control pa-
rameters, and different levels of complexity. Theoretical
understanding of these systems becomes even more chal-
lenging. However, theories can add value in revealing
patterns, trends, and new phenomena. Physics mainly
concerns finding the general, universal properties of var-
ious systems. Finding the generic principles within the
world of biological complexity is not straightforward, but
worth pursuing, as “life out of equilibrium is typically
richer than in equilibrium” [83]. Crucially, a quantita-
tive understanding of the dynamics of these systems has
far-reaching impacts and consequences.
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Lett. 105, 098001 (2010).

[25] N. Kumar, H. Soni, S. Ramaswamy, and A. K. Sood,
Nat. Commun. 5, 4688 (2014).

[26] N. Klongvessa, F. Ginot, C. Ybert, C. Cottin-Bizonne,
and M. Leocmach, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 248004 (2019).

[27] M. Poujade, E. Grasland-Mongrain, A. Hertzog,
J. Jouanneau, P. Chavrier, B. Ladoux, A. Buguin, and
P. Silberzan, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. (USA) 104, 15988
(2007).

[28] T. Das, K. Safferling, S. Rausch, N. Grabe, H. Boehm,
and J. P. Spatz, Nat. Cell Biol. 17, 276 (2015).

[29] A. Brugués, E. Anon, V. Conte, J. H. Veldhuis,
M. Gupta, J. Colombelli, J. J. Muñoz, G. W. Brod-
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and F. Jülicher, Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. 107, 20863
(2010).

[56] D. A. Matoz-Fernandez, K. Martens, R. Sknepnek, J. L.
Barrat, and S. Henkes, Soft Matter 13, 3205 (2017).

[57] S. Gilbert and M. J. F. Barresi, Developmental Biology,
11th ed. (Sinauer Associates, Inc, 2016).

[58] J. D. Bryngelson, J. N. Onuchic, N. D. Socci, and P. G.
Wolynes, Proteins 21, 167 (1995).

[59] H. Lama, M. J. Yamamoto, Y. Furuta, T. Shimaya, ,
and K. A. Takeuchi, arXiv , 2205.10436 (2022).

[60] M. Theers, E. Westphal, K. Qi, R. G. Winkler, and
G. Gompper, Soft Matter 14, 8590 (2018).

[61] P. Arora, A. K. Sood, and R. Ganapathy, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 128, 178002 (2022).

[62] S. Ramaswamy, Ann. Rev. Condens. Matt. Phys. 1, 323
(2010).

[63] T. Vicsek and A. Zafeiris, Phys. Rep. 517, 71 (2012),
collective motion.

[64] C. Bechinger, R. Di Leonardo, H. Löwen, C. Reichhardt,
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[88] R. Farhadifar, J.-C. Röper, B. Aigouy, S. Eaton, and
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[135] C. Åberg and B. Poolman, Biophysical Journal 120,
2355 (2021).

[136] N. Schramma, C. P. Israëls, and M. Jalaal, Proc. Nat.
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