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Souvik Sadhukhan,’* Manoj Kumar Nandi,?2 Satyam Pandey,! Matteo
Paoluzzi,®> Chandan Dasgupta,*® Nir Gov,% and Saroj Kumar Nandi®:
! Tata Institute of Fundamental Research, 36/P Gopanpally Village, Hyderabad - 500046, India

2 Université Claude Bernard Lyon 1, Institut National de la Santé et de la Recherche Médicale,
Stem Cell and Brain Research Institute, Bron 69500, France.

3 Istituto per le Applicazioni del Calcolo del Consiglio Nazionale delle Ricerche, Via Pietro Castellino 111 80131 Napoli, Ttaly

4 Department of Physics, Indian Institute of Science, Bangalore 560012, India
5 International Centre for Theoretical Sciences, TIFR, Bangalore 560089, India
S Department of Chemical and Biological Physics,

Weizmann Institute of Science, Rehovot 7610001, Israel

As wounds heal, embryos develop, cancer spreads, or asthma progresses, the cellular monolayer
undergoes a glass transition from a solid-like jammed to a fluid-like flowing state. Two primary
characteristics of these systems, confluency, and self-propulsion, make them distinct from particulate
systems. Are the glassy dynamics in these biological systems and equilibrium particulate systems
different? Despite the biological significance of glassiness in these systems, no analytical framework,
which is indispensable for deeper insights, exists. Here, we extend one of the most popular theories
of equilibrium glasses, the random first-order transition (RFOT) theory, for confluent systems with
self-propulsion. One crucial result of this work is that, unlike in particulate systems, the confluency
affects the effective persistence time-scale of the active force, described by its rotational diffusion
D, Unlike in particulate systems, this value differs from the bare rotational diffusion of the active
propulsion force due to cell shape dynamics which acts to rectify the force dynamics: DS is equal
to D, when D, is small, and saturates when D, is large. We present simulation results for the
glassy dynamics in active confluent models and find that the results are consistent with existing
experimental data, and conform remarkably well with our theory. In addition, we show that the
theoretical predictions agree nicely with and explain previously published simulation results. Our
analytical theory provides a foundation for rationalizing and a quantitative understanding of various
glassy characteristics of these biological systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

The glassy nature of collective cellular dynamics in
epithelial monolayers is crucial for many biological pro-
cesses, such as embryogenesis [1-4], wound healing [5-
8], cancer progression [9, 10]. One defining feature of
glassiness is the rapid growth of relaxation time by sev-
eral orders of magnitude, with a modest change in the
control parameter [11, 12]. This enormous dynamical
slow-down does not seem to accompany any apparent
structural change in the static properties. However, there
are several dynamical signatures, such as complex non-
exponential relaxation [13, 14], dynamical heterogeneity
[14, 15], caging [16], non-Gaussian particle displacements
[17-19]. Although most of these glassy characteristics in
biological systems are similar to those of non-living sys-
tems, there are crucial differences [20, 21]. These systems
are active, that is, driven out of equilibrium. Activity
has many different forms; for example, the constituents
of such systems can divide and die [22-24], differenti-
ate [25], be confluent [26, 27], be motile and self-propel
[28, 29], etc. These properties are distinctive from those
of non-living glassy systems and provide opportunities
for fascinating discoveries and challenging theoretical di-
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rections.

The effects of motility on the glassy dynamics of par-
ticulate systems are relatively well-understood [30-32].
These systems comprise self-propelled particles (SPPs)
with a self-propulsion force, fy, that has characteris-
tic persistence time, 7,[28, 29]. The force persistence
time 7, leads to a separation of time scales between
the thermal and active dynamics. When 7, is not too
large, an equilibrium-like description with an extended
fluctuation-dissipation relation applies [33-37]. Due to
the inherent complexities of these systems, simulation
studies [38-41] and experiments on synthetic systems
[42-44] have provided crucial insights. Theories of equi-
librium glasses, such as the mode-coupling theory (MCT)
[40, 45-49] or random first-order transition (RFOT) the-
ory [50, 51], have been extended for active SPP systems.
Surprisingly, many of the equilibrium glass properties
survive in the presence of activity [21, 31, 45, 49], and the
relaxation dynamics remain equilibrium-like at an effec-
tive temperature when 7, is not high. However, cellular
monolayers and epithelial tissues, the systems of interest
in this work, have a crucial difference from the particulate
systems; they are confluent, that is, the particles fill the
entire space and to date, no theory exists for the effect of
motility on the glassy dynamics in such systems. Here,
we develop a theoretical framework to understand how
motility drives the glassy dynamics in confluent systems.

Several computational models exist to study the static
and dynamical properties of confluent epithelial monolay-
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ers: for example, the cellular Potts model (CPM) [52-57],
the Vertex model [26, 58-60], the Voronoi model [61-
63], the phase-field model [64-66], etc. These models
essentially vary in the details of implementations. Re-
cent works have shown that all these models are simi-
lar from the perspective of the glassy dynamics, exhibit-
ing a jamming transition from fluid-like fast dynamics
to solid-like slow dynamics [57, 61, 62, 67, 68]. Note
that this ‘jamming transition’ is distinct from the zero-
temperature zero-activity jamming transition found in
the physics of disordered systems [19, 31, 69] since here
the jamming phenomenon essentially refers to the ap-
pearance of glassy dynamics. In confluent systems, the
glassy dynamics have several unusual properties.

Compared to most particulate systems, confluent sys-
tems readily show sub-Arrhenius relaxation dynamics
[67, 62, 68], and cellular shape is a crucial control param-
eter for these systems [61, 69]. These unusual properties
make a theoretical description of the glassy properties in
these systems challenging. In a recent work, some of us
have phenomenologically extended one of the most pop-
ular theories of glassy dynamics, the random first-order
transition (RFOT) theory [70-72], for a confluent mono-
layer of cells (lacking self-propulsion) [57]. The theoret-
ical predictions agree well with the simulation results of
equilibrium CPM in the absence of motility. However,
cells are inherently out of equilibrium, and motility is
crucial for cellular dynamics. In a seminal work, Bi et al
have studied a minimal self-propelled Voronoi model [61]
and showed that fj, 7, and the typical cell shape crucially
affect the glassy behavior in these systems [61]. Thus,
including motility within the analytical RFOT-inspired
framework for confluent systems is essential. Crucially,
as we show below, confluency has non-trivial effect on
self-propulsion leading to novel phenomenology for the
relaxation dynamics.

In this work, we extend the RFOT theory framework
to understand how motility affects the glassy dynamics
in confluent epithelial monolayers. The main results of
the work are as follows: (1) We show that confluency
has a non-trivial effect on the self-propulsion; specifically,
it modifies the effective persistence time of the active
forces, such that they differ from the intrinsic 7,. This
is described by the modified rotational diffusivity DS
arising from the coupling between shape and active force
relaxation. (2) We extend the RFOT theory for conflu-
ent systems by adding the effects of self-propulsion and
show that the theory agrees with our simulation results
of active Vertex model. (3) We demonstrate that our
extended RFOT theory rationalizes the existing simula-
tion results for the active confluent systems and agrees
quite well in determining the phase diagrams governing
the glass transition from the solid-like jammed to fluid-
like flowing state. These results illustrate that the effect
of confluency on the self-propulsion is crucial for under-
standing how motility affects the glassy dynamics in con-
fluent systems.

II. MODELS FOR CONFLUENT CELL
MONOLAYER

To set the notations, we first briefly describe the
confluent models representing an epithelial monolayer.
Experiments show that the height of a monolayer re-
mains nearly constant [26]. Thus, a two-dimensional
description, representing cells as polygons, is possible
[59, 73, 74]. The computational models have two parts:
the energy function and the way in which cells are de-
fined in the model. The energy function, H, describing a
cellular monolayer is
N
H=> [AA(Ai — Ao’ +Ap(P = Po)?|, (1)
i=1

K2

where N is the total number of cells in the monolayer, Ag
and P, are the target area and target perimeter, respec-
tively. A; and P; are the instantaneous area and perime-
ter of the ith cell. A4 and Ap are area and perimeter
moduli; they determine the strength with which the area
and perimeter constraints in Eq. (1) are satisfied. The
physical motivation behind the energy function, H, is
the following: We can treat the cell cytoplasm as an in-
compressible fluid [22]; therefore, the total cell volume is
constant. Since the cellular heights in the monolayer re-
main nearly the same, cells want to have a preferred area,
Ap. Ag can vary for different cells, but we have assumed
it to be uniform for simplicity. On the other hand, Py is
a coarse-grained variable containing several effects. For
most practical purposes, a thin layer of cytoplasm known
as the cellular cortex determines the mechanical proper-
ties of a cell. Moreover, various junctional proteins, such
as E-Cadherin, a-Catenin, 5-Catenin, tight-junction pro-
teins, etc, determine cell-cell adhesion [22, 26, 75]. The
properties of all these different proteins and the effect of
the cell cortex lead to the perimeter term with a preferred
perimeter, which is a balance of cortical contractility and
cellular adhesion.

Multiplying the Hamiltonian with a constant does not

affect any system property. Therefore, we can rescale
length by /Ap, and write Eq. (1) as

N
H= Z [)\A(ai — 12+ Xp(pi — po)?|, (2)
i—1

where )\A = AA7 a; = Ai/Am )\p = Ap/Ao, pi =
P;/\/Ap, and py = Py/+/Ag. Ap is the average area when
we consider poly-disperse systems. One can also have a
temperature T that represents various active processes
as well as the equilibrium T [69] (see Appendix E for the
details of implementation). pp and T are the main con-
trol parameters of the system. In this work, we have used
T = 0 and study the athermal self-propelled system.
Using the energy function H, we can calculate the force
on a cell, F; = —V,H (see Appendix E for more details
of the implementation). For self-propulsion, we assign a



polarity vector, i; = (cos 6;,sin 6;), where 6; is the angle
with the z-axis. We obtain the active force, f, = fon; =
povon;. We have set the friction coeflicient p to unity.
0; performs rotational diffusion and is governed by the
equation [61],

O10;(t) = /2D, m;(t) (3)

where 7; is a Gaussian white noise, with zero mean and
a correlation (n;(t)n;(t')) = d(t — t')d;; and we have set
the rotational friction coefficient to unity. D, is the rota-
tional diffusion coefficient that is related to a persistence
time, 7, = 1/D,, for the motility director of the cells.

Theoretical studies of the confluent cellular monolay-
ers comprise analyzing the evolution of the system, with
or without self-propulsion via various confluent mod-
els, either at zero or non-zero T. Some of the models
are lattice-based discrete models, such as the Cellular
Potts Model (CPM) [52-54], others are continuum mod-
els, such as the Vertex [26, 58, 60, 75] or the Voronoi
model [61, 62, 76], and then there are models which have
some elements of both, for example, the phase field mod-
els [64, 65]. One cellular process, the T'1 transition, is
crucial for dynamics in these systems. In a 7T'1 transi-
tion, two neighboring cells move away, and other two cells
become neighbors. It is also known as the “neighbor-
switching” process [26, 60, 67]. In this work, we have
simulated the Vertex model and the Voronoi model to
test the theoretical predictions.

The Vertex model: Within the Vertex model, the ver-
tices of the polygons representing the cells are the degrees
of freedom [26, 60]. The cell perimeter connecting adja-
cent, vertices is a line, either straight or with a constant
curvature. One can simulate the model via either molec-
ular dynamics (MD) [26, 60, 75] or Monte Carlo (MC)
[77]); we have used MD in this work (see Appendix E
for details). Within the Vertex model, T'1 transition is
implemented externally: when an edge length becomes
smaller than a predefined cutoff value, [., a T1 transition
is performed [60, 67]. After a successful T1 transition,
we increase the new length to Ap; times [. such that the
same edge does not undergo immediate T1 transition.
We have used Ap; = 2.0. Unless otherwise mentioned,
for the results presented in this work, we have used a
binary system, Ao, = 1.2 and Apg = 0.8, with a 50 : 50
ratio such that the average area remains 1.0, [, = 0.04.
We start with a random initial configuration of cells and
equilibrate the system for 3 x 10® times before collecting
the data. We averaged each curve for 100 time origins
and 32 ensembles.

Voronoi model: In the Voronoi model, the degrees
of freedom are the Voronoi centers of the polygons
[61, 68, 76]. The tessellation of these Voronoi centers
gives the polygons representing the cells. The T1 transi-
tions naturally occur in the Voronoi model, just like the
CPM. We can use both MD and MC for the dynamics
of the model; we have used the MC algorithm in this
work [78]. The cell centers are moved stochastically by

an amount dr via the MC algorithm using Eq. (2). We
perform the Voronoi tessellation at each time to construct
the cells and calculate the updated area and perimeter.
These updated values give the energy for the next step.
Unless otherwise specified, we have used N = 100 cells,
dr = 0.25, and a random initial configuration. We equi-
librate the system for 10° time steps before collecting
data. We averaged each curve over 50 time origins and
32 ensembles.

III. RESULTS

A. Effects of confluency on rotational diffusivity of
self-propulsion

In confluent systems, the constituent particles are ex-
tended objects with no gap between neighboring cells. In
these systems, cells can move only through shape changes
of their boundaries. For the concreteness of our argu-
ments, let us consider the Vertex model, although the
discussion below holds in general. Within the Vertex
model, cells move via the movement of the vertices. Per-
sistent cellular movement will elongate the cell in that
direction. This elongation of the cell takes time and de-
pends on the properties of the surrounding system, since
the movement of one cell must coordinate with that of
other cells to keep the system confluent. We will show
below that this leads to an effective rotational diffusiv-
ity, D of the self-propulsion forces. Active particles are
associated with a director along which the active propul-
sion force, f, acts. By contrast, in confluent systems,
when the internal propulsion force f, changes its direc-
tion, the forces exerted on the neighboring cells evolve as
the cell deforms and elongates along the new force direc-
tion, which takes time. We now demonstrate the role of
this elongation time, k;, and show that it leads to a mod-
ified, effective rotational diffusivity of the active forces,
DetE.

We first simulate a system long enough to reach the
steady state. We then freeze the direction of f, for a
chosen cell, and again reach steady state. This particular
cell will elongate along the motile force direction. We
then suddenly change the direction of f, of this cell. The
cell will again start elongating along the new motile force
direction (see Supplementary Movie). Immediately after
switching the motile force direction, we measure the cell
length as a function of time ¢, [(t), along the direction of
f,, and going through the center of mass of the cell as
schematically shown in Fig. 1(a). For better statistics, we
also make the motile force magnitude of the chosen cell 16
times higher than the rest of the cells. The qualitative
results do not depend on the higher magnitude of the
motile force of this cell. We plot i(¢) for various D, of
the system [Fig. 1(b)]. We see that I(t) reaches a steady
state value that depends on D,.. We define a measure of
the elongation time-scale, k;, when the cell reaches 0.9 of
its steady state length.
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FIG. 1. Physical picture of the cellular elongation time, x;.
(a) We freeze the direction of active force for a particular cell
for a long-time and make the magnitude of the motile force
16 times higher for better statistics. The cell gets elongated
along that direction. We then change the direction of the
active force in perpendicular direction and measure the cel-
lular length, I(t), along that direction and the magnitude of
forces, f(t) and fi(t), as denoted in the figure. (b) i(t) for
various values of D,. We obtain the time scale x; when [(¢)
reaches 0.9 of its saturation value. (c) Relaxation of the force,
£ (t), along the direction of f, following the switching of ac-
tive force direction. We obtain another time scale, > when
fi(t) relaxes to one fourth of its initial value. (d) The two
time scales, k; and Kg, are proportional to each other. The
straight line is for guide to eye. For these measurements, we
have simulated 100 cells, used vo = 0.125 and po = 3.6, equi-
librated the system for 3 x 10° times before collecting data,
and performed 32 ensembles and 1000 time averaging.

To understand the nature of the force within this elon-
gation time-scale, we have also measured the average
forces on the vertices of the cell along the direction of
f, and perpendicular to it, f(t) and f (¢), respectively.
f1 remains nearly the steady state value, but f is quite
large right after the switch and it then decays over time
[Fig. 1(c)]. We define another time-scale, ry, , when f|
decays to half of its initial value. Fig. 1(d) shows that
the two time scales, x; and kg, are proportional. This
establishes that the elongation time-scale is proportional
to the time-scale of the active force changes inside the
confluent system.

Now consider a scenario where we change the direction
of the motile force for a particular cell every 7, time du-
ration, on average. When 7, is much larger compared to
K1, the cell will take a time k; to elongate along the direc-
tion of the active force. Therefore, there will be a delay
in the cellular response, to be added to the persistence
time of the internal active forces. On the other hand,

when 7, is small compared to &, the cell cannot follow
the rapid change of motile force direction, and the cellu-
lar elongation direction will change over a time-scale &;.
Therefore, we can write the effective time-scale for the
active force persistence time (and the change of the cell
elongation axis) as the sum of these two time-scales

T;ff =T, + K. (4)

Writing the time-scales in terms of diffusivities, 7¢f =

P
1/D and 7, = 1/D,, we obtain

D,

DYt =
" kD, +1

()

Since D¢ is the effective diffusivity of the active forces
(and cell elongations) that give the structural relaxation,
in the formalism of extended RFOT theory for self-
propulsion [50], Eq. (9) below, we must use D¢ instead
of D, for a confluent system. As we show below, this
modification of D, due to the constraint of confluency
and finite cell elongation time is crucial for the dynamics
of confluent systems in the presence of self-propulsion.

We now present our simulation results supporting this
physical picture and analytical expression, Eq. (5). To
follow the cell elongation direction, characterized by ¢(¢),
we first calculate the gyration tensor for each cell and di-
agonalize it [69] to obtain two eigenvalues. The eigenvec-
tor corresponding to the major eigenvalue, i.e., the major
axis direction §;, gives ¢ [Fig. 2(a)]. Note that §; is ne-
matic by nature as it corresponds to the cell elongation
axis. We show in Fig. 2(b) the direction of the internal
active force and that of §; along a trajectory. Fig. 2(c)
shows the direction change of the internal active force,
060, and that of §;, d¢. Note that the magnitude of 40 is
much higher than that of §¢. We obtain D from the
auto-correlation function of d¢.

As discussed above, k; represents a time-scale for cell
shape changes, and therefore we expect it to depend on
the structural relaxation time 7 of the system (see Ap-
pendix E for a mathematical definition). For various
po and vy, we have first calculated 7 as a function D,
[Fig. 2(d)]. We then take a line of constant 7, and for
this set of parameters, we calculate the auto-correlation
function, C;(t), given as

Ci(t) = ([8:(t + to) - 8:(t0)]?), (6)

where (...) denotes averages over various cells, initial
times tp, and ensembles [79]. Note that the definition
of Ci(t) in Eq. (6) takes into account the nematic na-
ture of the major axis and Cj(t — o0) = 1/2. Fig. 2(e)
shows the typical behavior of Cj(t). From these plots,
we obtain a time-scale, TSH, by defining a cut-off value
of Ci(t = 75™) = 0.75 and we obtain D¢T = 1/7¢%.
Note that the definition of the cut-off value is arbitrary,
and this introduces a scale in Df. We show the sim-
ulation data for D as a function of D, for two dif-
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FIG. 2. Modification of rotational diffusivity in confluent systems. (a) A configuration of the cells in a dense confluent
monolayer. Cells are always in contact with their neighbors. The blue line represents the major axis of the cell and the green
arrow is the motile force direction. We schematically show the angles 6 and ¢. (b) We show the major axis (blue) and the sense
of the active force (green) along the trajectory of a typical cell in the monolayer. The arrow indicates the direction of time.
We have shown the configurations every 10 time step. (c) 60 (green pentagram) corresponds to the angular variation of the
active force, and d¢ (red circles) corresponds to that of the major axis. Note that we have multiplied d¢ by a factor of 15 to
show in the same scale. d¢ varies much slower than 6. (d) 7 as a function of D; " for different vy and fixed po = 3.72. From
such plots, we obtain the values of different parameters that give a specific value of 7. We have used N = 100 cells for these
simulations. (e) The auto-correlation function for the nematic order parameter §; (major axis). We keep po = 3.72 fixed, and
use vo and D, such that 7 = 100 (obtained from Fig. d). We define a cut-off as Cy(t = 75%) = 0.75 and obtain DS = 1/75%.
(f) DT as a function of D, obtained at two different 7. The lines are the plot of our analytical argument [Eq. (5)]. DS is
proportional to D, at small D, and saturates at large D,. The dashed line shows the behavior without the modification due

to confluency.

ferent values of 7 in Fig. 2(f). We fit the data with
D¢ = I'D,./(k;D, + 1), where ' accounts for the ar-
bitrary constant introduced by the cut-off value of Ci(t).
We have also used various other cut-off values in our anal-
ysis: I' remains constant for a particular cut-off value.
On the other hand, x; depends on the value of 7. How-
ever, this dependence is not strong: we can ignore the
7 dependence when 7 becomes large. The solid lines in
Fig. 2(f) show the comparison of the proposed analytical
form [Eq. (5)], and the dashed line shows the behavior
when we do not consider the modification due to conflu-
ency: the excellent agreement with the simulation data
justifies the proposed analytical form. We use D¢ for the
contribution coming from self-propulsion in the extended
RFOT theory below.

B. RFOT for the active confluent cell monolayer

The confluent models in the absence of self-propulsion
are equilibrium systems. Although T in these models
actually represents various energy-consuming active pro-
cesses as well as equilibrium temperature, within the
models it has the status of an equilibrium 7". Such a de-
scription agrees well with experiments on systems where
self-propulsion is small [14, 26, 52, 57, 80]. On the other
hand, self-propulsion drives the system out of equilib-
rium. However, in the regime of small 7, linear response
still applies and we can define a generalized fluctuation-
dissipation relation [36, 37, 69]. We consider a regime
where 7, is not very large such that linear response re-
mains applicable. In this regime, the relaxation dynamics
remain equilibrium-like at an effective temperature T.g
[21, 45, 49]. Thus, we treat activity as a small perturba-
tion [20, 50, 57]. The control parameters for the system
are T and the three parameters of activity: po for con-
fluency and vy and 7, for self-propulsion.



RFOT theory posits that a glassy system consists of
mosaics of glassy domains [70-72, 81, 82]. The typical
length scale of these mosaics comes from a nucleation-
like argument. The free energy cost for rearranging a
mosaic of length R is

AF = —QuRf + SqRY (7)

where 0y and Sy are the volume and surface area of a
unit hypersphere in dimension d, f is the free energy
gain per unit volume, and Y is the surface free energy
cost per unit area. The first term in Eq. (7) gives the
free energy gain in the bulk, while the second term gives
the cost at its surface due to mismatch. Within RFOT
theory, configurational entropy, s.(7T'), is the driving force
for the reconfiguration of mosaics and f = Ts.(T) at
temperature T'. Minimizing Eq. (7) yields the domain of
length-scale, £ = [HSdT/deTsc]l/(d_e). We now discuss
the effects of self-propulsion and confluency on Y and s..

We first consider the effects of activity on the con-
figurational entropy, s.[®,T], which is governed by the
interaction potential ® and T' [50, 83, 84]. We denote
the potential energy of the passive system as ®,, and
that due to self-propulsion and confluency as ®4 and ®.,
respectively, and obtain s, = s.[®, + ®, + O.,T]. As
discussed above, ®; is a small perturbation in the regime
of our interest. The parameter py parameterizes ®.. Al-
though @, is not small for a confluent system, we can still
use a perturbative expansion around a reference value.

The constraint of confluency leads to a geometric tran-
sition point along pg. For a polygon of unit area, there
is a specific minimum value of the perimeter, pyin, but
there is no limit on the maximum value. The ground
state of a confluent system consists of hexagons, for which
Pmin = 3.712. In the case of disordered systems showing
glassy dynamics, pmin becomes slightly higher. ppi, has
significant role in the static and dynamic properties of
confluent systems. When py > pmin, the system can sat-
isfy the perimeter constraint of Eq. (2), the cells have
irregular sides represented by mostly concave polygons,
and the system properties do not depend on pg: this is
known as the large-py regime [57]. On the other hand,
when pg < pmin, the system cannot satisfy the perimeter
constraint of Eq. (2), the cells have regular sides (straight
or with constant curvature) represented by mostly con-
vex polygons, and the system properties strongly depend
on pg: this is known as the low pg regime [57]. We take
a reference value of po, p66f7 close to pmin and determine
its value via fitting to the simulation data. We take the
potential corresponding to pgef as a reference state and
treat the potential around this value as a small parame-
ter, i.e., ®. = @'+ 5@, (see Appendix D for an alterna-
tive RFOT argument based on this pi°f). Reference [57]
has shown that such a description works well for conflu-
ent systems in the absence of self-propulsion. As shown

ref

in the Appendix, 09, x (po — p§*), and we have

AC,(T — Tx)

Sc|®@, T ~ T

+ Xe(Po — PET) + ks ®s,  (8)

where AC), is the specific heat difference between the
liquid and crystalline phase, Tk is the Kauzmann tem-
perature [85], x. and ks are two constants.

Let us now consider the surface term. The temperature
dependence of T is linear [83]. Therefore, T = Z(®)T,
where the interaction potential also governs the surface
energy. For a system of SPPs close to the glass transi-
tion, the dominant contribution of self-propulsion comes
from the bulk and enters the RFOT theory via s. [50].
Assuming Z to be independent of vy and 7, provides a
good description of the behavior in such systems [50].
For simplicity, we keep this assumption also for active
cell monolayer. On the other hand, confluency results in
strong inter-cellular interaction at cell boundaries: this
will affect Z. As detailed in the Appendix A [57], we have
E(®,, ®.) = [B — C(po — pith)], where B and C are two
constants.

Within RFOT theory, relaxation dynamics occurs via
the relaxation of individual mosaics [50, 70, 72]. The en-
ergy barrier associated with a region of length scale ¢ is
A = Apé¥, where Ag is an energy scale, and v is an-
other exponent. Considering a barrier-crossing scenario,
we obtain the relaxation time as 7 = 79 exp[A/kgT],
where 7( is the relaxation time at high 7. As detailed
in the Appendix A, using ¢» = 6 = d/2 [70, 72, 83], we
obtain

I (T) _ B[l — F(po — p")]
70 (T - TK) + X(p() - pBef) + "%S(I)s

where, ks = ’ng, X = xJIk/AC,, F = C/B, and
F — k0S4TxB

= kpdQ.AC,
by fitting the equation with simulation or experimental
data. @, is the effective mean potential energy due to
self-propulsion, and we provide its detailed form below.
We now confront our theory with new and existing sim-
ulation data.

9)

are all constants that we can obtain

C. Comparison with simulation results of active
Vertex model

We now compare the theoretical predictions with our
simulation results of the active Vertex model (see Ap-
pendix E for simulation details). Fig. 3(a) shows a snap-
shot of the cells with the arrows indicating the self-
propulsion direction. To characterize the dynamics, we
compute the self-overlap function, Q(t), as defined in Ap-
pendix E. We show the behavior of Q(t) for different val-
ues of vy and fixed pg and D, in Fig. 3(b). The inset
of Fig. 3(b) shows the behavior of the mean-square dis-
placement, Ar?(t) (defined in Appendix E). The plateau
in Q(t) and sub-diffusive behavior in Ar2(t) are typical
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representation of the data of Fig. (c).

The system shows super-Arrhenius relaxation for this set of parameters. (e) logT as

a function of po: Points are simulation data for different values of vo and lines are the theory. (f) log7 as a function of D,:
Points are simulation data for different values of vg and lines are theory.

of glassy systems [11, 31]. We define the relaxation time
T as Q(t = 7) = 0.3. Fig. 3(c) shows the simulation
results for 7 (symbols) as a function of v3 for different
values of pg and D, = 1. To compare with the RFOT
theory prediction, we first fix the parameters via fitting
Eq. (9) with one set of data. Once these parameters are
determined, there exist no other free parameters in the
theory and we can then compare the model with the rest
of the simulation data. Our simulation results suggest
pgef = 3.81 which we have kept constant. As detailed in
Ref. [50], considering a one-dimensional model for the
dynamics of a single self-propelled particle in a confining
potential with strength £ and friction v, we obtain

Hv?
= -0 10
Df 4+ G 10)
where H = 1/ and G = k/v. Note that, as discussed in

Sec. IITA, we have used D [Eq. (5)] instead of D, in
the expression of ¢, for a confluent system.

Comparison for varying vp: Using the expression
of D¢ in Eq. (9), for fixed py and D, we obtain

1 (7’) E' — F'(po — 3.81)
n —_— =
To 1+ x'(po — 3.81) + Kv3’

(11)

where, ' = E/(T — Tk), F/ = EF/(T — Tk), X' =
x/(T—Tk), K = k;H/[{T'D, (k1D +1)+G}T —Tk)].
Dividing the numerator and denominator of the right-
hand side of Eq. (11) by K, we obtain

ln<l> _ ~E7F(pof3.81)
To K + x(po — 3.81) —1-7)37

(12)

where, E = E'/K, F=F'/K, X = X'/K,and K = 1/K.
The simulation results suggest a weak pg-dependence in
79. However, for simplicity, we take 79 = 0.265 as a
constant. We obtain the rest of the parameters via fit
with one particular set of data for pg = 3.35: F = 1.664,



E = 0.65, x = 0.735, and K = 0.17. There are no
other free parameters in the theory and we can compare
the theoretical predictions with the simulation data, as
shown in Fig. 3(c).

We now present the same data as in Fig. 3(c) in a way
that is analogous to the well-known Angell plot [86, 87].
We define the glass transition point for the self-propulsion
velocity, vy, as 7(v7) = 10%. Fig. 3(d) shows log7 as a
function of v2/vg: the lines are the RFOT theory plot,
obtained via Eq. (9) with the same parameters used in
Fig. 3(c) and the symbols are simulation data. All the
curves meet at vg = vy by definition. The motivation
behind plotting the data as a function of v3 instead of
v is that v has the scale of temperature when D, is
constant. In the Angell plot representation, the diagonal
line represents the Arrhenius relaxation. All the curves
falling below this diagonal line signify super-Arrhenius
relaxation.

Comparison for varying pg: Next, we look at the
dynamics as a function of pg, keeping D, and vy fixed.
For the comparison with the RFOT theory, we rewrite
Eq. (9) as

/A/—po
B'+po’

. (l) _ ( (E + 3.81F) — Fpg (13)

o K — 3.81% 4+ v3) + Xpo
where, ¢’ = F/x, A’ = (E + 3.81F), and B’ = (K —
3.81x + v3). Note that, in principle, all the parameters,
such as 79, A’, B’, and C’ are known. However, since we
obtained them via fit, there is always a scope of slight
mismatch. To account for this, we use the previously
determined values of the first three parameters and treat
C’" as a free parameter. We evaluate C’ by fitting to
one set of simulation data at vy = 0.51. We obtain the
value of C' = 2.17, which is very close to the previously
determined value C' = F/x ~ 2.26. We show in Fig. 3(e)
that the theoretical predictions (lines) agree very well
with the simulation data (symbols) at different values of
(B

Comparison for varying D,: We finally study the
dynamics at varying D,., keeping po and vg fixed, and
compare it with the RFOT theory. Note that the plateau
height in Q(¢) changes with varying D,.. Therefore, to
study a range of D,., we redefine 7 as Q(t = 7) = 0.1.
The definition does not change any of the physics. This
implies that only 7y will change from the previous value.
To compare the simulation data from the RFOT theory
prediction, we write Eq. (9) as

E — F(po— 3.81
In (l) -7 (po > ) 2 ) (14)
70 K+ x —3.81 —
+ X(pO ) + WFDL;q_l_i_G

where we have written the constants in such a way that
E, F, K, and X remain the same as before and absorbed
a constant factor in I' and G. After straightforward al-

gebra, we get,

E — F(po — 3.81)

In (7) = —
707 K+ X(po—3.81) + 11(';‘1%71121)

T

(15)

where, N = (I + éml). For comparison with the theory,
we now need to determine the constants x;, N, and G
and 79 (due to the modified definition of 7). We obtain
these parameters via fits to one dataset, for vg = 0.5.
With a closer look, we expect N (due to the presence of
the constant T') and G to remain constant. However,
and 7 can depend on vyg. We find that their dependence
on vy can be taken as linear: k; ~ 0.98 — 1.26vy and
Tp =~ —3 + Tvg. We obtain the other two constants as
N ~ 0.99 and G = 0.78. With this set of parameters,
Fig. 3(f) shows the comparison of simulation data (sym-
bols) with the RFOT theory predictions (lines). Despite
all these approximations involved in attaining Eq. (9),
the agreement with simulation is remarkable.

D. Comparison with existing simulation results

We show that our extended RFOT theory also rational-
izes the previously published simulation results on con-
fluent systems. For this purpose, we chose the simulation
data for the self-propelled Voronoi model from Bi et al
[61]. Specifically, we compare the theory with the sim-
ulation results for the fluid-like to solid-like jamming or
glass transition phase diagram. In [61] this transition
was defined when the diffusion coefficient, Deg, goes be-
low 10~3. However, such a definition is not unique. Since
the Stokes-Einstein relation for a suitably chosen 7 gives
Dog7m = const. [12], we can equivalently define the glass
transition via 7. We therefore define the glass transi-
tion when 7/79 = 10%. As we show below, the functional
form governing the phase diagram becomes independent
of this specific form of the definition.

We use the expressions for ®, [Eq. (10)] and DS
[Eq. (5)] in Eq. (9), and obtain

T E[1 — F(po — pi&h)
ln <> = [ fo ] k<H1)2 . (16)
o (T_TK)‘FX(po—pBe)‘Fri)Tio
R DpF1 +G

To compare the theory with the data of Ref. [61], we are
interested in the phase diagram as functions of D,, vy,
and pg at a fixed T. Therefore, we can treat T — T as
a constant and write

To 1+ N _ ref + Hivg’
X(po — pp™) ,;lrsz«ll-*-c

where £ = E/(T — Tx), X = x/(T — Tx) and H =
RsH/(T — Tk). Now, the definition of the glass transi-
tion, 7/79 = 10%, is independent of any control parameter

value. Therefore, we can take py = pit and vy = 0 and
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FIG. 4. Comparison of theoretical predictions with existing
simulation data for the solid-like to fluid-like glass transition
phase diagram. (a) We fit our theory, Eq. (19), to the simu-
lation data of Ref. [61] and obtain the constants r = 1.138,
a = 0.798 and b = 0.077. Symbols represent data from Ref.
[61]; the dashed line is the fit. (b) Lines are the plots of
Eq. (19), with the constants obtained from the fit shown in
(a), for different values of D,. Symbols are the corresponding
simulation data taken from Ref. [61]. (c) Theoretical predic-
tions for phase diagram in po — D, plane for different values of
vo and symbols are the corresponding simulation data taken
from Ref. [61]. Note that the values of vy used here are dif-
ferent from those in Ref. [61] (see text). Lines are the plot of
Eq. (19). (d) 3d phase diagram for the active cell monolayer.

obtain £ = 61n10. Therefore, from Eq. (17), we obtain

Ho?

f 0
K(py™ —po) = T o
ki D,.+1 +

(18)

where K = ¥ + F. Therefore, the phase boundary gov-
erning the solid-like to fluid-like jamming transition is
determined by the following equation:

2
Vo

D,
r+ bD,+a

( ref

Py — Do) = (19)

where we have redefined the constants as r = GK/H,
a=H/TK, and b = x;H/TK. The analysis of the data
from Ref. [61] suggests pi¢f = 3.81. We obtain the three
parameters, 7, a, and b, by fitting Eq. (19) with one
set of simulation data (Fig. 2(a) of Ref. [61] for D, =
1): a = 0.798, b = 0.077, and r = 1.138. Fig. 4(a)
shows the corresponding plot. Once these constants are
determined, there are no other free parameters. We can
now compare our theory with the other sets of data from
Ref. [61].

We show in Fig. 4(b) the theoretical predictions (lines)

for the solid-like to fluid-like phase boundary in the vg—pq
plane for different values of D, and also the simulation
data by symbols taken from Fig. 3(a) of Ref. [61]. Here,
we emphasize two points: first, the theoretical curves are
not fits to the simulation data; they are the predictions
of the theory given the values of the three constants ob-
tained from the fit in Fig. 4(a). Similar phase diagrams in
the vg — pp plane have been reported in Refs. [75, 76] for
different realizations of active cell monolayer. Second,
such an agreement with the simulation data is impos-
sible without including the effects of confluency on the
self-propulsion via Eq. (5). Thus, confluency strongly
modifies the effective self-propulsion of the system.

Next, we look at the behavior of the critical value of pg
as a function of D,. for different values of vy and compare
the theory with the simulation data presented in Fig.
(3b) of Ref. [61]. We plot our theoretical predictions
as lines in Fig. 4(c), and the corresponding simulation
data (symbols) are from Ref. [61]. We note here that
the values of vy used in this plot are different from those
presented in Ref. [61]. We have chosen vy such that the
theoretical curves match the simulation data. These val-
ues of vy are consistent with the expected values from
the other figures in Ref. [61]. The critical value of pg
saturates in both limits when D, — 0 and D,  — oo and
agrees well with Eq. (19); in the former case, it saturates
to 3.81 — v2/r, and in the latter case, it saturates to a
value 3.81 —v2/(r + 1/b). Summarizing all these results,
we can present the solid-like to fluid-like transition in a
3d phase diagram from Eq. (19). We show this phase
diagram in Fig. 4(d), and find that it is remarkably sim-
ilar to the phase diagram of Bi et al. (Fig. 3(c) of Ref.
[61]). Thus, our theory rationalizes the these simulation
results.

IV. DISCUSSION

To conclude, we have extended the RFOT theory of
equilibrium glasses for a confluent system of a cellular
monolayer with self-propulsion. We have compared our
theoretical predictions with new and existing simulation
data, and show that our theory captures the primary
characteristics of the glass transition from the solid-like
jammed to the fluid-like flowing states in such systems.
Understanding the effect of motility on the glassy dynam-
ics of confluent systems is crucial for many biological pro-
cesses. Our work provides a theoretical framework to un-
derstand the nontrivial nature of relaxation dynamics in
these systems. Theoretical studies till now have treated
the two crucial aspects of biological systems, confluency
[57, 69], and motility [21, 46, 47, 49-51], separately. Here,
for the first time, we have included both aspects within
a single theoretical framework and reveal novel features
of motility-driven glassy dynamics in confluent epithelial
systems.

The crucial result of this work is that confluency modi-
fies the effective persistence time of self-propulsion. This



modification appears as an effective rotational diffusivity,
D¢ of the active propulsion forces. In cellular systems,
a cell needs time to elongate along the changing direction
of the active force, and this elongation time, x;, should
depend on both fy (or vg) and 7 of the system. We have
shown in our simulations that k; relates the time scale of
active force relaxation as well as that of the cellular elon-
gation. Using x;, we have phenomenologically obtained
an analytical expression for the modified diffusivity of the
active force DT and verified it in our simulation.

Analysis of the relaxation dynamics of existing and
new simulation results seem to suggest that DS is cru-
cial for confluent cellular systems. We have shown in
Fig. 6 that one cannot explain the simulation results
for the relaxation dynamics without considering D, In
the experimental context, one can vary the cellular ac-
tivity through different oncogenes, such as the Ras [88],
or via growth factors, such as the protein kinase C [89].
For example, a tumor suppressor protein, Merlin, in-
creases directional persistence and reduces motility force
in Madin-Darby canine kidney (MDCK) dog epithelial
cells [? ]. However, the change in the dynamics should
be less sensitive to the change in 7, at when persistence
is high due to the effect of confluency where D becomes
nearly constant when D, is large.

Within the theoretical descriptions of confluent sys-
tems via Eq. (2), po parameterizes inter-cellular inter-
action. The phase diagrams in Fig. 4 suggest that the
system remains fluid beyond a specific value of py. The
parameter piet in Eq. (19) is crucial in obtaining this be-
havior. Our theory does not predict pgef; it is an input.
We provide an alternate argument in Appendix D for the
extended RFOT theory for confluent systems based on
p{f’f. The value of pﬁef seems to vary for different systems
and depends on the details of the models. It is possibly
related to the geometric constraint leading to puin. p5et
seems to control the glassy dynamics in confluent sys-
tems, and it is critical to understand what leads to p{ff

and how it affects the dynamical behavior.

The glassy behavior with changing self-propulsion ve-
locity, vg, seems similar to that in particulate systems
where increasing vy fluidizes the system. However, the
behavior with varying D, seems non-trivial, where the
plateau height in Q(t) seems to vary. This behavior gen-
erally signifies a variation in caging length. We will ex-
plore this aspect in more detail later. The other aspect,
specific to confluent systems, is the fluidization with in-
creasing py even when pg is much lower than piff. As
shown in Fig. 3(e), 7 decreases with increasing pg. Ex-
periments seem to agree with this result [27, 90]. For
example, Ref. [8] have shown that expression of RABSA,
a key endocytic protein, produces large-scale motion and
fluidizes a solid-like jammed tissue of human mammary
epithelial MCF-10A cells. RAB5A enhances endosomal
trafficking and macropinocytic internalization and, thus,
facilitates the dynamics of cellular junctional proteins,
reducing inter-cellular interaction. This effect implies an
increase in pg that leads to fluidization, much like the
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results of Fig. 3(e).

Apart from their biological significance, the glassy dy-
namics in confluent systems is interesting from the per-
spective of theories of glassy systems. The confluent sys-
tems provide a rich testing ground for various theories
of glassy dynamics. They can be viewed as limiting sys-
tems for the highly dense aggregates of soft particles.
The glassy dynamics in dense systems of soft particles
show several intriguing properties, such as super-diffusive
behavior [91] or sub-Arrhenius relaxation [92-94]. Such
behaviors are abundant in confluent systems [14, 57, 68].
Specifically, the sub-Arrhenius relaxation in these sys-
tems seems to result in a negative Tf(ff implying a finite
relaxation time even at zero T. Based on this result,
we can define a p{f’f and develop the RFOT arguments
as in Appendix D. These arguments show that the re-
laxation should become super-Arrhenius at lower values
of po [57]. We have verified this prediction for the cel-
lular Potts model in Ref. [57] and for the Voronoi and
the Vertex models here (Appendix B). In our simula-
tion, we have chosen the parameters such that we are in
the super-Arrhenius regime (Fig. 3). On the other hand,
the sub-Arrhenius regime seems to be nearly ideal for
the mode-coupling theory of glassy dynamics [95]. How
the same system crosses over from one mechanism to the
other for the relaxation dynamics and if it is similar in
equilibrium systems remain fascinating questions.

Finally, our work provides a foundation for a deeper
understanding of the fascinating glassy aspects of con-
fluent systems, both from biological and theoretical per-
spectives. There are many critical questions in this di-
rection. It is well-known that cell shape is closely related
to dynamics in confluent systems [69, 80, 96]. It will
be intriguing to include metrics of cell shape within the
RFOT theory framework to study how the dynamics and
statics are connected. Moreover, cellular shapes are also
related to functions. Such a framework will allow us to
analyze shape, dynamics, and function within a single
framework. Besides, perturbing one particular protein
in a biological system can have multiple effects. A de-
tailed understanding of how various parameters affect the
dynamic behavior can reveal the actual consequences of
such perturbations in experiments and eventually allow
us to design diverse gene-level manipulations to target
specific aspects of the system.

We have shown that the extended RFOT theory cap-
tures several glassy aspects in confluent models of epithe-
lial systems. The main ingredients of the theory are (1)
the mosaic-like nature whose length-scale comes from the
competition of surface and bulk free energies leading to
a nucleation-like scenario, (2) the geometric constraint
leading to a reference state, given by picf, and (3) the
modified D of the active force, due to its coupling with
cell elongation, that allows structural relaxation. Using
new and existing simulation data, we have tested the pre-
dictions against two distinct models of confluent systems,
the Vertex model (Fig. 3) and the Voronoi model (Fig. 4).
Therefore, we believe the theory should be applicable



in general, including particle-based models of confluent
monolayers [97, 98].
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Appendix A: Details of the RFOT theory calculation

As discussed in the main text, both the configurational
entropy, s., and the surface energy are functions of the
interaction potential of the system [50, 84]. For our sys-
tem, we write the total interaction potential as sum of
three distinct contributions: ®,, for the passive system,
®, for the self-propulsion, and ®. for confluency. Thus,
Se = 8¢[Pp + Ps + @] and E = E[D, + O, + D.]. We
assume that self-propulsion, and hence ®,, is low and a
generalized fluctuation-dissipation relation is valid. For a
confluent system, ®, itself cannot be small as the system
remains confluent at all times. The interaction potential
is parameterized by pg. We assume a reference state given
by pref and the corresponding value of potential as <I>£‘3f.
Thus, &, = <I>§ef + 6®., where 6P, is small. Therefore,
we have

0Se

5el®, T] = 5c[@pt 1] + <=

0P,
(éq:'c’q)s):()

0S.
0P,

+ O, + ...,

(60.,,)=0

(A1)

where s.[®, + ®f] is the configurational entropy
of the reference system, 630/5q)0|(5<1> ®.)=0 and

5SC/§¢S|(5¢07¢S):0 are constants.
reference system follows the RFOT theory: the configu-
rational entropy vanishes at the Kauzmann temperature
Tk. Therefore, we can write s. close to Tk as

Sc[®p + O] = w, where AC), is the difference
in specific heat between the liquid and the periodic
crystalline phase [85].

The interaction energy in confluent systems is given
by the perimeter term, and we can write [57] d®.
(po — pi¢f). Therefore, we have 530/5q)0‘(5q>c,q>5):()6¢c —

We assume the

Xe(po — piet), where . is a constant. Then, we can write
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3c|®, T as

AC,(T — Tx)

5c|®@,T) =~ T

+ Xc(pO - Pf)ef) + qu)s, (AQ)

where Kk, = 556/6@)5’(5@ .)=0 is another constant. On

the other hand, following Ref. [50], we ignore the contri-
bution of ®; to the surface reconfiguration energy, thus

= = Z[®,, ' +6®,.]. Expanding the effect of confluency
around the reference state, we obtain

—
—
[l

5%, 0P+ ...

6P.=0

(A3)

Using similar arguments as above, we can write Z[®] ~
B — C(po — p&).

As shown in the main text, the typical length scale of
the mosaics is

1/(d—6)
0541 ] . (A4)

&= LiQdeC

Relaxation within RFOT theory is described by the re-
laxation of the individual mosaics. Considering a barrier-
crossing scenario, we have the relaxation time 7

T = rgelot” (A5)

where Ag is an energy scale and g is the high T relax-
ation time. Substituting the value of £ above, we get

() = i Lamre]

(A6)

Using the expressions of T and s., and ¢ = 6 = d/2
[70, 72, 83], we obtain,

n (1) _ E[l - F(po — )]
T/ (T —Tk)+x(po — pp") + Rs0®s’

(A7)

Where, E = k‘QSdTKB/k’BdeACp, /NQS = FLSTK/ACI),
X = XTIk /AC, and F = C/B.

Appendix B: The RFOT theory prediction of super-
and sub-Arrhenius regimes in confluent systems

One unusual aspect of the glassy dynamics in confluent
systems is the readily found sub-Arrhenius relaxation dy-
namics: In the Angell plot representation [86, 87], plot-
ting log T as a function of T, /T, where Ty is the glass
transition temperature, a straight line represents the Ar-
rhenius relaxation, that is 7 grows as an exponential of
1/T. When relaxation is super-Arrhenius, i.e., faster
than exponential, the curve appears below the straight
line. In contrast, when relaxation is sub-Arrhenius, i.e.,
slower than exponential, it appears above the straight
line. All the models of confluent systems, the Vertex
model, the Voronoi model [68], and the CPM [57] show
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FIG. 5. The Angell plot-representation of the relaxation time for various systems. (a) Passive bi-disperse Voronoi model.

Simulation data taken from Ref. [68].

(b) Data for a mono-disperse Voronoi model with a wide range of po values.

()

Simulation results for the passive Vertex model. In all the figures, symbols represent simulation data, and the dotted lines are
RFOT theory predictions [Eq. (B1)]. See the text for the parameters for each of these plots.

sub-Arrhenius behavior for certain values of the parame-
ters. The extended RFOT theory for the glassy dynamics
in confluent systems [57] predicts that T¢, the effective
Kauzmann temperature, becomes negative in the sub-
Arrhenius regime. This result suggests that 7 does not
diverge even at zero T. On the other hand, Ref. [95]
showed that another theory, the mode-coupling theory
(MCT), applies remarkably well in this regime and 7 di-
verges at a finite T as a power law.

On the other hand, the extended RFOT theory also
predicts the presence of super-Arrhenius relaxation at
lower po values [57]. This prediction has been tested for
the CPM [57] and the Voronoi model [62]. In the main
text, we have shown that the super-Arrhenius regime ex-
ists in the self-propelled Vertex model. Here we show
that this specific prediction is also valid for the equilib-
rium Vertex model and provide detailed comparison of
the RFOT theory for the equilibrium Voronoi and Ver-
tex models..

For the passive systems, the RFOT expression, Eq. (9),
k1 — k2(po — pb)

becomes
hl( ) = ref ’
T — Tk + x(po — p5')

where k1 = E and k; = EF. We first compare the
theory with the existing Voronoi model simulation data
presented in Ref. [68]. We find that pitf = 3.53 gives a
good description of the simulation data, and fitting Eq.
(B1) with one set of data, we find 7o = 2.323, k1 = 0.166,
ko = 0.220, T = 0.000146 and x = 0.04. Fig. 5(a) shows
the comparison of the theory (lines) with the simulation
data of Ref. [68] (symbols). Using these values of the
constants, it is easy to verify that T8 = T —x(po — picf)
becomes negative for these set of curves in Fig. 5. This
is consistent with the fact that the curves represent sub-
Arrhenius behaviors.

According to the RFOT theory, we expect the behavior
to become super-Arrhenius at lower pg, however, Suss-
man et al did not explore this regime [68]. Since the de-

T

70

(B1)

tailed values of the parameters depend on the specific sys-
tem, to test this aspect, we first present simulation data
for the equilibrium Voronoi model for a range of py val-
ues showing both the super- and sub-Arrhenius behavior.
For our system with A4 = 1.0, Ap = 1.0, and N = 100,
we find piet = 3.72, 79 = 5.545, ky = 0.064, ko = 0.112,
Tx = 0.002 and y = 0.087. We show the comparison of
our simulation data with Eq. (B1) in Fig. 5(b). Consis-
tent with the results of Ref. [68], the relaxation dynamics
is sub-Arrhenius for the range of py = 3.82 — 3.75, and
then the dynamics becomes super-Arrhenius for lower py,
as also found in Ref. [62].

We finally present our simulation results for the equi-
librium Vertex model testing the prediction for the super-
Arrhenius behavior at lower py values. For these simula-
tions, we have used the open-source software RheoVM
[99] to simulate the Vertex model via Brownian dy-
namics. We have used a system size of 30 x 30 with
N = 400 cells, preferred area Ay = L?/N, Ay = 0.5,
and Ap = 0.05. We take the friction coefficient for the
Brownian dynamics as 0.1. For the clarity of presen-
tation, we only show the super-Arrhenius behavior for
the lower values of py in Fig. 5(c). Our analysis sug-
gests the value of pif = 3.45. Fitting one set of data
gives the values of the constants in Eq. Bl as follows:
7o = 4.164, k1 = 0.0381; k2 = 0.0056, Tx = 0.000312
and x = 0.0177. Fig. 5(c) shows the simulation data
via symbols and the corresponding RFOT theory plot of
Eq. (B1) by lines; the theory agrees remarkably well in
this regime with the simulation data.

Appendix C: Confluency modification of D,

We stated in the main text, Sec. 111 A, that the conflu-
ency modifies the rotational diffusivity of self-propulsion
and leads to D¢ [Eq. (5)]. D! enters the RFOT theory,
and we have shown the comparison with simulation data
in Figs. 3 and 4 in the main text. We show in Fig. 6
that this modification is crucial for agreement with the
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FIG. 6. We show the phase diagram in the vo — po plane
for various D, with (solid lines) and without (dashed lines)
the confluency modification due to D, [Eq. (5)]. The solid
and dashed lines overlap for smaller values of D,, but they
deviate significantly from each other for higher values. The
symbols represent the simulation data from Ref. [61] for the
corresponding values of D,.

simulation data. We present the vy — py phase diagrams
at various D, with this modification and without it (that
is, kK = 0 in Eq. (5)), by solid and dashed lines, respec-
tively. Since D is very close to D,., they nearly agree
with each other for D, = 0.01 and 1.0. However, they
deviate strongly for the higher values of D,..

Appendix D: An alternative argument for the RFOT
theory of confluent systems

We have argued, via existing and new simulation re-
sults, that the dynamics in confluent systems is sub-
Arrhenius at larger values of pg, and it becomes super-
Arrhenius as pg decreases. Furthermore, the application
of the RFOT theory to the sub-Arrhenius regime leads to
a negative effective Kauzmann temperature, Tf(ﬁ. How-
ever, TI‘}H is positive in the super-Arrhenius regime, and
the usual arguments of RFOT theory applies [72]. Based
on this observation, we can develop a RFOT argument
to extend the theory for such systems to understand the
effect of pg. Since this argument is specific to the conflu-
ent systems, for simplicity, we present it for equilibrium
systems alone. The self-propulsion can be included in a
similar way as discussed in the main text.

Within RFOT theory, the mosaic length is determined
by the competition of an energy cost at the surface and
gain in the bulk. The latter is governed by the config-
urational entropy, s., which determines the critical be-
havior. For the confluent systems, s. = s.[®(po)]. We
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assume that for pg < p*,

c(po)[T — Tk (po)], when T > T (po)
=0, when T' < Tk (po)
(D1)
where ¢(pg) is a pp-dependent constant. T (po) here also
depends on pg and we will obtain this dependence below.
p* gives the regime below which the theory is applicable.
The simulation results show that p* should be taken as
p{ff, where the dynamics is Arrhenius-like. Thus, the
theory should be applicable for values of py below piet.
We assume that Tk (pp) is a smooth function of py when

po is close to p{ff, therefore, we can write

se[®(po)] = {

Tk (po) = —r(po — Pi™), (D2)

where r is a positive constant. Thus, we have

S e@o)[T + r(po — pi™))],  when T > Tk (po)
Sc[(ﬁ(p())] - {: 07 0 when T' < TK(p()) .

Using this expression for s. along with the arguments
presented in Sec. III B, we obtain the RFOT theory for
the confluent system in the absence of self-propulsion as

ln(T):E[l—F(po—pSef)] (D3)

0 T+ r(po — pi")
Note that this result is valid for T' > Tk (po). The sys-
tem will have dynamics in this regime, and the dynamics
freezes in the other regime.

Appendix E: Simulation details for the Vertex model

Here we provide additional details for the self-propelled
Vertex Model (VM). To include self-propulsion, we asso-
ciate each cell with a self-propulsion force f, of magni-
tude fo (or velocity vy considering p = 1). £, acts along
a polarity vector, n; = (cosf;,sin6;), where ; is an an-
gle measured from the z-axis. The total self-propulsion
force on each vertex (k), f¥, is the mean self-propulsion
forces of the 3 cells that share vertex k. We assume over-
damped dynamics and write the equation of motion of
vertex k as

dr
SE=u! (Fk EE FE) (E1)
where Fy, = —VH is the force arising from the mechan-

ical energy, Eq. (2), of the tissue. F& is the random
thermal noise with mean zero and standard deviation,
(FR,(OFE;(t)) = 2kpTo(t — t')6;;1, with I being the
unit tensor; we have set kp to unity. fF is the active
force acting on vertex k: f} = % 37, ;) D, where N/
is the list of neighboring cells sharing vertex k. 6;(t) per-
forms a rotational Brownian motion [Eq. (3)]. We have
used the Euler-Murayama integration scheme to update



the discretized version of the equations (for each vertex).

To highlight the effects of activity, we have used T'= 0
in our simulations. Other parameters are as follows;
Aa =10, Ap = 1.0, Agq = 1.2, Agg = 0.8, Iy = 0.04,
Ar1 = 2.0, 6t = 0.01, t; = 56t. Our unit of length
is /(Ao) and unit of time is ———. Unless otherwise

pAa(Ao)

specified, we have equilibrated the system for 3 x 10°
times before collecting the data, performed 100ty averag-
ing and 32 ensemble averaging, and simulated 256 cells.

Self-overlap function, Q(t): In our simulations, we
compute the center of mass, r;, for the cells from the po-
sitions of their vertices. We then define the self-overlap
function, Q(t), as

N
Q) = <}V_Zw<a r3(t ri<o>|>>, (E2)
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where W (z) is the Heaviside step function:

W) = {(1)

The parameter a is set to a constant value of 0.346
throughout the simulation. This value of a corresponds
to the caging length scale of vibrational motions revealed
via the MSD [inset of Fig. 3(b)]. The angular brackets
denote initial time and ensemble averages. We define the
structural relaxation time 7 as Q(t = 7) = 0.3.

Mean-square displacement, Ar?(t): We define Ar?(t)
as

if z>0,
otherwise.

(E3)

1 N
A7"2(7f)=< Z(ri(t)—ri(o))2>- (E4)
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