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Mechanochemical patterns arising in the actomyosin cortex drive many cellular processes. Here
we consider a hydrodynamic model for the actomyosin cortex of cells and study the sensitivity of the
emergent patterns to both physical parameters and the geometry of the confining domain. We first
establish a general framework for the Galerkin analysis of such patterns far from the linear stability
regime on an arbitrary two dimensional domain. In the case of a circular disk, our analytical results
predict transitions from isotropic to anisotropic patterns upon changing the strength of the active
stress and the turnover rate. We confirm the existence of these genuine nonlinear bifurcations by an
explicit numerical analysis of our model. Extending our numerical analysis to harmonic deformations
of the circular disk, we show that the emergent patterns are also sensitive to the curvature of the
domain. In particular, the actomyosin patterns resulting from our study closely resemble those seen
in cells confined to micropatterned substrates. Our study demonstrates the role of geometry in
controlling patterns within the context of a simple model for the actomyosin cortex.

I. INTRODUCTION

Pattern formation is a key driver of morphogenetic
events at the cellular and developmental scales. The
spatiotemporal variation of chemical concentration fields,
flow fields, and filament orientation fields are implicated
in many morphogenetic patterns. Many such patterns
are mechanochemical in nature: chemical reactions and
mechanical forces are fundamentally intertwined with
each other. The origin of mechanical stresses can be
traced to the forces generated by the energy consuming
activity of molecular motors in the cellular cytoskeleton.
Mechanochemical patterns in the actomyosin cytoskele-
ton are known to drive many cellular processes such as
polarity establishment [1, 2], cell division [3], and cell
motility [4–6]. Even large scale shape deformations of tis-
sues, such as wound healing and convergence-extension
movements, are influenced by actomyosin patterns [7–9].

The actomyosin cortex – a thin meshwork of actin fil-
aments, myosin motors and associated cross-linking pro-
teins located just beneath the plasma membrane – is an
excellent candidate for mechanochemical pattern forma-
tion [10]. Myosin motors use the energy released in ATP
hydrolysis to tug antiparallel actin filaments, generat-
ing contractile active stresses in the process [11]. Large
scale gradients in these active stresses drive hydrody-
namic flows [12]. At high activity, advective fluxes can
overcome the homogenizing effects of diffusion and lead
to spatiotemporal patterns [13, 14].

Theoretical studies of pattern formation typically con-
sider a fixed geometry – usually Cartesian domains with
periodic or no-flux boundaries. On the other hand, mor-
phogenetic patterns in cells and tissues display patterns
on dynamical shape-shifting geometries. The dynamics
of shape change is itself controlled by the mechanochem-
ical stresses produced in the system. The resulting feed-
back between patterns and shape leads to very non-
trivial problems. An intermediate case is to consider the
regime where the timescales for shape change are longer

than the timescales associated with the formation of pat-
terns. In this quasi-static regime, one can study the effect
of boundary shape on pattern selection. For reaction-
diffusion dynamics, such as Turing systems, the role of
boundary geometry in selecting patterns (even on dy-
namical domains with prescribed deformations) has been
studied [15–17]. The evolution of parr-mark patterns
from stripes to spots during the growth of Amago trout
is an example of such a system [15]. However, the role of
boundary geometry in controlling mechanochemical pat-
terns has not been explored extensively. Experimentally,
such mechanochemical patterns are seen in cells plated
on micropatterned substrates with controlled boundary
shape. For instance, cells adapt their actomyosin cortical
patterns in response to the geometry of their confinement
[18–21] (see Fig 1).

FIG. 1. (a) The actoymosin cortex of cells is a thin film
of active matter. (b) Concentration patterns seen in nearly
flat cells laterally confined in micro-patterned substrates are
sensitive to the geometrical shape of the confinement. This
schematic figure is motivated by the results in [18, 19].

In this study, we consider a minimal mechanochemical
model for the actomyosin cortex modeled as a thin film of
an active material. The transport equation for the con-
centration field of an active stress regulator is coupled to
the fluid flow resulting from active hydrodynamics. Con-
sidering finite-sized arbitrarily shaped two-dimensional
domains with no-flux boundary conditions, we set up a
general formalism to write an effective Galerkin trun-
cated model for the dominant modes of the patterns.
On a circular domain, our analytical predictions for the
existence of anisotropically localized concentration pat-
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terns at the boundary, and their transition to isotropic
patterns with change of activity and turnover rate, is in
very good agreement with explicit numerical simulations
of the model equations. For geometries that are pertur-
bations of the circular disk, we find that the patterns can
spontaneously localize at regions of high or low bound-
ary curvature depending on parameters. Our results on
triangular shaped domains show remarkable similarity
with experimentally observed patterns. The transitions
between various patterns predicted by our model with
change in geometry can be tested experimentally.

This manuscript is organized as follows: In Section II,
we formulate the model and associated boundary con-
ditions on arbitrary two-dimensional domains. In Sec-
tion III, we develop a general framework to obtain ef-
fective Galerkin truncated models of reduced dimension-
ality. This method works for any two-dimensional ge-
ometry in which the spectrum of the scalar Helmholtz
equation can be obtained. In Section IV, we first con-
sider a circular domain and compare the analytical pre-
dictions of the Galerkin model with explicit numerical
simulations of the full model. Next, we study patterns on
two-dimensional shapes that are harmonic deformations
of the circular disk. We then conclude with a discussion
in Section V.

II. MODEL

We consider the reaction-transport dynamics of a
chemical regulator with concentration field c confined to
move in a thin film such as the actomyosin cortex of cells.
The chemical regulator is transported by both diffusive
and advective fluxes. In addition, a continuous exchange
with the cytoplasm leads to a turnover of the material
in the two-dimensional thin-film. The resulting equation
for the dynamics of c is

∂tc = D∇2c−∇ · (vc)− κ (c− c0), (1)

where D, κ and c0 are respectively the diffusion constant,
turnover-rate, and base-level of c. Neglecting inertial ef-
fects, force-balance in the actomyosin cortex leads to an
equation for the hydrodynamic velocity v:

∇ ·Σ = γ v, (2)

where γ is a friction coefficient and Σ is the total hy-
drodynamic stress in the cortex. Our interest is in the
patterns of c observed on time-scales much longer than
the Maxwell relaxation time (∼ 5s) of the cortex [22]. As
such, the total stress Σ consists of a passive component
arising from velocity gradients and an active component
regulated by the concentration of the chemical regulator
[13]. Furthermore, we neglect any orientational ordering
of actin filaments and assume that the active stress is
isotropic in the plane of the cortex. Therefore

Σ = 2ηE+ (ηb − η) Tr(E) I+ ζ∆µ f(c) I, (3)

where the strain rate E =
[
∇v+(∇v)T

]
/2 with (· · · )T de-

noting the transpose operation, η and ηb are respectively
the shear and bulk viscosities of the cortex, Tr(· · · ) rep-
resents the trace operation, I is the identity tensor, ζ∆µ
represents the strength of activity, and f(c) is the active
stress regulation function. Without loss of generality, we
choose

f(c) =
c

c+ cs
, (4)

where cs is a saturation concentration. Combining (2)
and (3), the equation for the flow v is

η ∇2v + ηb ∇(∇ · v)− γv = −ζ∆µ ∇f(c). (5)

We study (1) and (5) on an arbitrary two-dimensional
domain Ω. On the boundary ∂Ω of the domain, we im-
pose a no-flux boundary condition for c and a vanishing
velocity condition:

(n̂ · ∇c)
∣∣
∂Ω

= 0, v
∣∣
∂Ω

= 0, (6)

where n̂ is the outward unit normal in the domain. Since
f is a function of c, this implies that (n̂ · ∇f)

∣∣
∂Ω

= 0.
On the boundary ∂Ω, the unit normal n̂ and the unit
tangent τ̂ are such that n̂ · τ̂ = 0 and we assume n̂ ×
τ̂ = ẑ. We also define, respectively, the normal ∂n ≡
n̂ · ∇ and the tangential derivatives ∂τ ≡ τ̂ · ∇ on the
boundary. We scale length, time and concentration by ℓ,
ℓ2/D and c0 respectively where ℓ =

√
η/γ. As such, the

non-dimensional equations for c and v are

∂tc = −∇ · (vc) +∇2c−R (c− 1), (7)

∇2v +
ηb
η
∇(∇ · v)− v = −P ∇

(
c

c+ c∗

)
, (8)

where the Damköhler number R = κℓ2/D compares the
turnover timescale κ−1 with the timescale for diffusion
on a length-scale ℓ, and the Pèclet number P = ζ∆µ/γD
is the ratio of activity to diffusion. The other non-
dimensional parameters are c∗ = cs/c0, the ratio ν2 =
1 + ηb/η, and those associated with the size and shape
of the domain Ω. We note that the boundary condition
v|∂Ω = 0 for the flow implies that (8) uniquely determines
v as a function of c. This can be seen by multiplying (8)
by v and integrating over the domain Ω.

III. EFFECTIVE MODEL FOR THE PATTERNS

In this section, we first develop a formalism to solve
(8) on any closed two-dimensional domain Ω of arbitrary
shape. Using this, we setup a linear stability analysis
calculation of the system (7) and (8) around the homo-
geneous state (c = 1,v = 0). Next, we will develop a
Galerkin truncated system of equations for the expansion
coefficients of the concentration field. These equations
will provide an effective low-dimensional model that, as
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we will demonstrate in IV, predicts the phase-diagram of
the concentration patterns even in the nonlinear regime.

Let ψj be the orthonormal Neumann eigenfunctions
of the Laplace operator on Ω, i.e., ∇2ψj = −λjψj with

∂nψj |∂Ω = 0, λj ≥ 0, and
∫
Ω
ψ†
j ψk = δjk where † rep-

resents complex conjugation. The ψj form an orthonor-
mal basis for expanding any function. Note that j is, in
general, a multi-index. Furthermore, the eigenfunction
corresponding to the zero eigenvalue is a constant on Ω
and

∫
Ω
ψj = 0 for λj > 0. In particular, we write

c(x, t) = 1 +
∑
k

ck(t)ψk(x), (9)

where the summation is over the eigenfunctions ψk with

eigenvalues λk > 0. We now multiply (7) by ψ†
j (x) and

integrate over Ω to obtain

dcj
dt

= −(λj +R) cj +

∫
Ω

∇ψ†
j · (vc), (10)

where we have performed an integration by parts and
used the boundary condition v|∂Ω = 0. If we can now
express the flow v in terms of the concentration c, we
will get a closed system of equations for the cj . Note that
this will lead to an infinite hierarchy of equations for the
cj . To obtain an effective reduced dynamical system, we
shall truncate the expansion (9) by retaining only a few
dominant eigenfunctions. A phase-space analysis of this
dynamical system will then yield a phase-diagram of the
possible patterns.

For a given active stress function f (equivalently, given
c), an explicit solution of the flow equation (8) is straight-
forward only in the case of simple rectangular domains.
For boundaries with non-trivial geometry, it is a non-
trivial task to obtain a solution for v satisfying (8) with
the boundary condition v

∣∣
∂Ω

= 0. In the next subsec-
tion, we outline a procedure that, in principle, allows us
to compute the vector field v given the Green’s function
for the Dirichlet boundary-value problem for a scalar field
satisfying a modified Helmholtz equation. Subsequently,
we use this procedure to compute the flow field and then
develop the Galerkin truncation for a disk shaped do-
main.

A. Solving for the active flows

Defining C ≡ ∇ × v = C ẑ and D ≡ ∇ · v, the flow
equation (8) leads to

∇2C − C = 0, ν2∇2D −D = −P∇2f. (11)

Using (8), we get v as

v = ν2 ∇D +∇⊥C + P ∇f, (12)

where ∇⊥ ≡ ẑ ×∇. Using (12), the flow boundary con-
ditions n̂ · v|∂Ω = 0 = τ̂ · v|∂Ω translate to the following
coupled equations

ν2∂nD − ∂τC = 0, ν2∂τD + ∂nC = −P∂τf. (13)

It is convenient to work with homogeneous equations. As
such, we define

D = D− P
∑
j

λj fj
ν2λj + 1

ψj , with fj =

∫
Ω

ψ†
j f. (14)

Then C and D satisfy the following homogeneous equa-
tions on Ω

∇2C − C = 0, ν2∇2D− D = 0. (15)

with the boundary conditions

ν2∂nD− ∂τC = 0, ν2∂τD+ ∂nC = F, (16)

where

F = −P
∑
j

fj ∂τψj

ν2λj + 1
. (17)

Note that in the above equation ∂τ is the tangential
derivative evaluated on the boundary ∂Ω. These bound-
ary conditions (16) are neither in the Dirichlet form nor
in the Neumann form. Nevertheless we show in Appendix
A that the boundary-value problem defined by (15)-(16)
has a unique solution.
To obtain a useful representation of the solution

to (15)-(16), we relate the solution to the Dirichlet
boundary-value problem associated with (15). To this
end, suppose Ω is a subset of the plane such that ∂Ω is
parameterized by twice-continuously differentiable func-
tion. Then equations (15) possess a unique solution when
their respective Dirichlet conditions, i.e., C|∂Ω and D|∂Ω,
are prescribed on ∂Ω [23]. In particular, there exists
an operator L (the ‘Green’s function’ for the Dirichlet
boundary-value problem) such that C = L(C|∂Ω). Simi-
larly D = Lν(D|∂Ω) with Lν=1 = L. Moreover, there is a
unique Neumann condition corresponding to the solution
of the Dirichlet boundary-value problem. Let G denote
the operator which maps the Dirichlet condition C|∂Ω to
the associated Neumann condition ∂nC when C satisfies
∇2C−C = 0. In other words, G(C|∂Ω) = ∂nC. Likewise
Gν(D|∂Ω) = ∂nD with Gν=1 = G. The operators G and
Gν are known as Dirichlet-Neumann operators. These
operators are self-adjoint and positive, hence invertible
(see Appendix B). Further, we show in Appendix C that
for a large class of domains Ω, the solution to (15)-(16)
can be expressed in the form

C = BνF , D = AνF, (18)

where Bν = LK−1
ν G−1, Aν = Lν G−1

ν ∂τK−1
ν G−1 and

Kν = G−1 ∂τ G−1
ν ∂τ + I with I the identity operator.

Note that L, G, Lν , and Gν can be computed explicitly
only for a few domains Ω ⊂ R2. Despite the rarity of
explicit solutions to (15)-(16) due to the nontrivial de-
pendence on the shape of the domain Ω, the cases where
explicit solutions are available still provide valuable in-
sight. The reason being that the flow v on a domain Ω is
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qualitatively similar to the flow on any domain Ωϵ that
is diffeomorphic to Ω (see Appendix C).

To summarize, using (14) and (18) we get the formal
expressions for the curl and divergence of the flow

C = −P
∑
j

Bν∂τψj

1 + ν2λj
fj , (19)

D = −P
∑
j

Aν∂τψj + λjψj

1 + ν2λj
fj . (20)

and the flow solution

v = −P
∑
j

fj uj(x), (21)

with

uj(x) =
ν2∇(Aν∂τψj) +∇⊥(Bν∂τψj)−∇ψj

1 + ν2λj
. (22)

In the above expression, it should be noted that though
∂τψj are evaluated at the boundary ∂Ω of the domain
Ω, the result of the action of the operators Aν and Bν on
∂τψj is a function defined on Ω. The gradients ∇ and
∇⊥ then act on this function leading to the vector field
uj(x) defined on Ω. The vector fields uj(x) act as a basis
for the expansion of the v with expansion coefficients fj .

B. Linear stabilty analysis and Galerkin truncation

We now use the formal solution for the flow (21) in
(10) to systematically analyze the resulting patterns in
the concentration field c(x, t).

To analyze the stability of the homogeneous state
(c = 1,v = 0), we consider c(x, t) = 1 + δc(x, t) ≡
1 +

∑
j δcj(t)ψj(x) with δcj ≪ 1. It is easy to see from

(10) that only the divergence D of the flow contributes
to the evolution of the δcj at the linear order. As such,
the corresponding approximation for the expansion coef-
ficient fj of the active stress regulation function f(c) is
given by

fj ≈
c∗

(1 + c∗)2
δcj . (23)

Using this approximation in (20), the linearized equa-
tions of motion for the δcj are

dδcj
dt

= −(λj +R) δcj +
P c∗

(1 + c∗)2

[
λj

1 + ν2λj
δcj

+
∑
k

1

1 + ν2λk

(∫
Ω

ψ†
jAν∂τψk

)
δck

]
. (24)

The integral involving Aν and the eigenfunctions ψj de-
pends on the geometry of Ω via the Green’s function L
and the Dirichlet-Neumann operator G. The evolution
equations for the δcj are coupled to each other. In other

words, the linear stability matrix is non-diagonal in the
ψj basis. This turns out to be a generic feature for most
two-dimensional domains. Note that (24) holds for all
δcj under the assumption that they are small.

Next, we turn to develop a systematic Galerkin trunca-
tion of the modes in the expansion (9). We first consider
c∗ ≫ 1 and approximate f(c) ≈ c(c∗ − c)/c2∗. We then
use the expansion (9) for c, multiply the approximate ex-

pression for f by an eigenfunction ψ†
j and integrate over

Ω to get

fj ≈
(c∗ − 2)

c2∗
cj −

1

c2∗

∑
l

∑
m

clcm

∫
Ω

ψ†
j ψl ψm. (25)

We now insert the above approximation for fj in (21)
and use the resulting expression for v in the evolution
equations (10) along with the expansion (9). This leads
to

dcj
dt

= −(λj +R) cj −
P

c2∗

[
(c∗ − 2)

∑
k

Ejk ck

+
∑
k,l

[
(c∗ − 2)Fjkl −

∑
n

EjnInkl
]
ckcl

−
∑
k,l,m

[∑
n

FjknInlm
]
ckclcm

]
, (26)

where the expansion coefficients are

Ejk =

∫
Ω

∇ψ†
j · uk, (27a)

Fjkl =

∫
Ω

ψk(∇ψ†
j · ul), (27b)

Ilmn =

∫
Ω

ψ†
l ψm ψn, (27c)

These integrals depend solely on the geometry of the
domain Ω (the only material parameter is ν entering via
the operators Aν and Bν).

In principle, equations (26) provide an almost exact
and closed set of equations for the time-evolution of the
amplitudes cj in (9) – the only approximation being (25).
However, equations (26) are an infinite hierarchy of cou-
pled nonlinear equations for the cj . As such, to get an
effective low-dimensional dynamical system, we will nec-
essarily have to truncate the expansion by retaining only
a few cj . Further, even after this truncation, obtaining
an analytically tractable system requires that we are able
to evaluate the integrals in (27) on the domain Ω. This
requires that we know the Neumann eigenfunctions ψj

of the Laplacian operator, the Green’s functions L, Lν

for the Dirichlet boundary value problem, as well as the
Dirichlet-Neumann operators G, Gν . As remarked ear-
lier, analytical expressions for these quantities are possi-
ble only in very few cases. However, they can always be
computed numerically for any geometry.
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FIG. 2. Linear stability analysis on a disk-shaped domain.
Upon increasing P , the homogeneous state loses its stability
with either (a) anisotropic modes having the largest growth
rate at small R, or (b) isotropic modes having the largest
growth rates at large R. The parameter values corresponding
to the dispersion curves in (a) and (b) are marked in (c). The
other parameters are fixed at a = 2, c∗ = 4. From the phase-
diagram in the P − R plane shown in (c), we conclude that
linear stability predicts the pattern will always isotropize at
large P .

IV. RESULTS

In this section, we present results on the steady-state
patterns of concentration results from (7) and (8) on a
general two-dimensional domain Ω. We parametrize the
domain Ω with a generalized set of orthogonal coordi-
nates {ξ1, ξ2} such that the boundary ∂Ω is defined as
the level set ξ1 = a, where a is a dimensionless number.
Following [24], we will use ηb/η = 3 (and hence ν = 2)
unless stated otherwise. First, we shall illustrate the for-
malism developed in the previous section in the case when
Ω is a disk domain of radius a. The phases resulting from
both linear-stability analysis and the Galerkin truncation
will be compared with numerical solutions of (7) and (8).
Next, we will consider domains that are smooth deforma-
tions of the disk and illustrate how boundary curvature
controls the localization of concentration patterns.

A. Patterns on a disk

On any domain Ω, the Dirichlet values C|∂Ω and D|∂Ω
can be expanded in a suitable orthonormal basis of func-
tions {un} defined on ∂Ω. The choice of the orthonormal
basis {un} depends on the shape of the domain Ω. On
the unit disc, a natural choice is un = (2π)−1einθ for
θ ∈ [0, 2π] and n ∈ Z. Note the tangential-derivative
operator equals ∂θ in this basis and hence is a diago-
nal operator. The un form an orthonormal basis for the
space of square integrable functions on the circle denoted
by L2(∂Ω). For such a choice, we note that

⟨um, ∂τun⟩L2(∂Ω) =

∫ 2π

0

dθ

2π
e−imθ∂θe

inθ = inδmn. (28)

On a disk of radius a, the normalized Neumann eigen-
functions of the Laplacian are

ψn,k =
1

Nn,k
Jn

(
αn,k

r

a

)
einθ (29)

where Jn is the nth order Bessel function of the first kind,
n ∈ Z, the αn,k satisfy J ′

n(αn,k) = 0 where ′ denotes dif-
ferentiation, k = 1, 2, 3, . . ., and the constant Nn,k is set
so that ψn,k has unit L2−norm. The eigenvalue corre-
sponding to ψn,k is λn,k = α2

n,k. Further

Aνe
inθ =

in

ν

In(a)In(r/ν)

dn
einθ, (30a)

Bνe
inθ =

I ′n(a/ν)In(r)

dn
einθ, (30b)

where dn = I ′n(a)I
′
n(a/ν)−n2In(a)In(a/ν) and In is the

nth order modified Bessel function of the first kind.

With this setup, we can now proceed towards the linear
stability analysis of the patterns. We can explicitly eval-
uate the integral in (24) using (30a) above. As remarked
earlier, the linear stability matrix in the case of the unit-
disc also turns out to be non-diagonal in the ψn,k basis.
The equations for the perturbation amplitudes δcn,k re-
main coupled with respect to the index k. To proceed,
we truncate to the first ten eigenfunctions in the k-index,
and then for each n compute the largest eigenvalue Λn of
the linear stability matrix. Fig 2(a-b) show the variation
of Λn with n at several parameter values. The growth
rates seen in Fig 2(a) show that the homogeneous state
becomes unstable with increasing P and transitions into
an anisotropic pattern (n ̸= 0). On the other hand, fig-
ure 2(b) shows that homogeneous state loses its stability
and transitions into an isotropic pattern (n = 0). This
allows us to construct the linear stability phase-diagram
in the P − R plane for patterns in the disk-shaped do-
main. We observe that the homogeneous state can lose
its stability, upon increasing P , to either an anisotropic
pattern or an isotropic pattern depending on the value
of the turnover rate R. This linear stability analysis pre-
dicts that isotropic patterns can arise at large P even
when R = 0.

Next, we proceed to develop an effective low-
dimensional Galerkin model for the patterns. We trun-
cate the concentration field as c(r, θ, t) = 1 + ρ0 ψ0,1 +
ρ1 e

iφ1 ψ1,1 − ρ1 e
−iφ1 ψ−1,1 where the amplitudes ρi ∈ R

and the phase φ1 ∈ R. Using this truncation in (26) and
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FIG. 3. Comparison of the results from the truncated model (a-f) in (31) with numerical solution of the full model (g-j) in
(7)-(8) for a disk-shaped domain with size a = 2 and c∗ = 4. (a) Phase portrait of the system (31) where the stable fixed point
leads to the anisotropic concentration pattern shown in (b). The phase is arbitrarily set to φ1 = π/2. (c) Isotropic fixed points
(ρ0 ̸= 0 and ρ1 = 0) lead to concentration patterns shown in (d) or (e). The Galerkin truncated model (31) predicts that
the fixed point corresponding to the pattern in (d) is unstable while that corresponding to (e) is stable. We also see that the
homogeneous fixed point (ρ0 = 0 = ρ1) is unstable. (f) Phase diagram showing stability regions of the homogeneous, isotropic
and anisotropic fixed points from the Galerkin model. (g) Phase diagram resulting from the numerical integration of (7), (8).
(h-j) Concentration patterns corresponding to parameter values marked in (g).

evaluating the integrals (27), we get

ρ̇0 = −(R+ α2
0,1)ρ0 −

P

c2∗

[
(c∗ − 2)a01ρ0

− (c∗ − 2)(a02ρ
2
0 − a04ρ

2
1) + a03ρ

2
0 − a05ρ

2
1

+ a06ρ
3
0 − a07ρ0ρ

2
1

]
, (31a)

ρ̇1 = −(R+ α2
1,1)ρ1 +

P

c2∗

[
(c∗ − 2)a11ρ1

− [(c∗ − 2)a12 + a13]ρ0ρ1

+ a14ρ1ρ
2
0 − a15ρ

3
1

]
, (31b)

and φ̇1 = 0. Here the coefficients apq > 0 are related
to the integrals in (27) and their values are listed in Ap-
pendix D. We immediately see that the phase φ is de-
coupled from ρi and can be chosen arbitrarily with the
choice fixing the direction corresponding to θ = 0.
We summarize the results of the patterns arising from

the Galerkin truncated model (31) in Fig 3. Analyzing
(31), we find three kinds of fixed-points: (i)ρ0 = ρ1 = 0,
(ii) ρ0 ̸= 0, ρ1 = 0, (iii) ρ0 ̸= 0 and ρ1 ̸= 0. These respec-
tively correspond to the homogeneous state, an isotropic
pattern, and an anisotropic pattern. Within isotropic
patterns (ρ1 = 0), the concentration could be localized
at the boundary (ρ0 < 0) or localized at the center of the
domain (ρ0 > 0). Fig 3(a) shows the phase-portrait of
the system around the fixed-point corresponding to the
anisotropic pattern. We also plot, in Fig 3(b), the re-
sulting concentration pattern arising from the fixed-point
values for ρi. In Fig 3(c), we display the phase-portrait
of the system around the fixed-points corresponding to
the two isotropic patterns. We clearly see that the fixed-
point corresponding to ρ0 > 0 is unstable while that cor-
responding to ρ0 < 0 is stable. Fig 3(d-e) show the re-
spective concentration patterns at these fixed-points. We
proceed to analyze the existence and the linear stability

of the fixed points of (31) as a function of the parameters.
In Fig 3(f), we construct the resulting phase-diagram of
the patterns in the P − R plane. The parameter values
corresponding to the anisotropic and isotropic patterns
shown in Fig 3(b,d,e) are indicated in the phase-diagram.
We notice from this phase-diagram that the Galerkin
truncated model predicts that isotropic patterns do not
occur when R = 0, i.e., when there is no turnover of
the concentration c. This should be contrasted with the
prediction from the linear stability analysis of the homo-
geneous state shown in Fig 2.

To validate the predictions of the Galerkin truncated
model, we numerically solve the full model (7)-(8) with
the finite-element method using the FEniCS library [25–
27]. For each parameter set, we start from the homo-
geneous state c = 1 and v = 0 with small random
perturbations added to c and time-evolve the equations
until a steady-state is reached. The results of this ex-
plicit numerical calculation are summarized in the phase-
diagram Fig 3(g). The concentration and flow patterns
corresponding to the parameter values indicated in the
phase-diagram are shown in Fig 3(h-j). We observe the
following points: (i) we find a very good agreement be-
tween the patterns predicted from the Galerkin model
(31) (and Fig 3(f)) and those seen from the explicit
numerical solution of the partial differential equations
for c and v, (ii) the transition between the anisotropic
and isotropic patterns (occuring in the highly nonlin-
ear regime) predicted by the Galerkin model is captured
quite well in the full numerics, (iii) consistent with the
prediction of the Galerkin model, we do not get isotropic
patterns when R = 0, (iv) in contrast to the prediction
of the Galerkin model, we see a stable coexistence of two
kinds of isotropic patterns (shown in Fig 3(i-j)) at high
values of P and R, and finally (v) the phase diagram
from the Galerkin model indicates that anisotropic pat-
terns will remerge for large values of P when R is small;
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this is not seen in the full numerics. It is remarkable
that a low-dimensional Galerkin model retaining only two
modes can account for a large number of features seen in
Fig 3(g)).

B. Deformations of the disk

FIG. 4. (a) Anisotropic patterns on an l = 2 deformation
of the circle either select regions of high or low boundary
curvature. At high values of P and R, the patterns localize
either at the center of the domain or along the boundary. The
phase-diagram in the P −R plane is also shown. Patterns on
(b) l = 3 and (c) l = 4 deformations can localize to vertices,
edges, or both. In (b) and (c), the parameter values are (P =
50, R = 1), (P = 150, R = 5), and (P = 200, R = 9) for each
row. Here a = 2 and c∗ = 4.

The formalism that we developed in Section III ap-
plies to any (piecewise) smooth two-dimensional domain.
However, analytical calculations are possible only on
those domains for which the eigenfunctions of the Laplace
operator, the Green’s function for the Dirichlet problem
and associated operators can be explicitly obtained. In
the previous section, we showed that the concentration
patterns, and the transitions between them, on a disk
shaped domain can be accounted by a low-dimensional
Galerkin model. To explore how the shape of the do-
main affects the resulting steady state concentration
patterns, we consider smooth perturbations of the disk
parametrized by

r(θ) = a

(
1 +

∞∑
l=2

rl cos(lθ)

)
, (32)

where rl is the amplitude of deformation corresponding
to the l-th mode.
We first consider deformations with rl = 0, ∀ l > 2.

For small r2, this results in a convex shape with a varying
boundary curvature. To explore concentration patterns
on such a domain, we numerically integrate (7)-(8) to find
steady state solutions. The results of this calculation are
summarized in the phase diagram in Fig 4(a). We observe

that the concentration patterns either localize nearly uni-
formly on the boundary or select regions of high/low
boundary-curvature. For the case of the disk-shaped do-
main, the location of the peak of the anisotropic pattern
was decided based on the random initial conditions. In
contrast, on a domain deformed with an l = 2 mode, we
find that the concentration patterns localize to regions of
high boundary-curvature at low values of P and R. At
intermediate values of P and R, the patterns transition
to localize at regions of low boundary-curvature. Fur-
ther, at large values of P and R, we find that there is a
stable coexistence of concentration patterns that either
spread nearly uniformly throughout the boundary, or are
localized in the middle of the domain.

FIG. 5. Patterns on a square localise at one, two, three or
four corners (shown respectively in (b)-(e)). The parameter
values for (b)-(e) are marked in the phase-diagram shown in
(a). Here a = 2, c∗ = 4.

A shape closely related to the l = 2 deformation of the
disk is an ellipse. However when Ω is an ellipse, in spite
of the fact that separation of variables in elliptic coor-
dinates provides explicit solutions to both the Laplace
and Helmholtz equations, the Dirichlet-Neumann and
tangential-derivative operators cannot be simultaneously
diagonalized. As a consequence, one does not obtain ex-
plicit solutions to the boundary-value problem (15)-(16)
for this choice of Ω. Nevertheless, we have numerically
solved (15)-(16) on a ellipse-shaped domain and find that
the resulting patterns is very similar to those shown in
Fig. 4(a).
For shapes with higher mode deformations of the disk,

we expect a plethora of rich concentration patterns. For
instance, on a convex domain with only an l = 3 de-
formation, the steady state patterns can either localize
to a vertex, to an edge, or be localized at a vertex and
the opposite edge, as shown in Fig 4(b). On a smooth
square-shaped domain, concentration patterns can local-
ize to single vertices, single edges, or to opposite edges
(Fig 4(c)).
The derivation of the truncated Galerkin equations

may be carried out when Ω is a rectangular domain
aligned with the coordinate axes in R2. Note, since the
rectangular domain is not diffeomorphic to the circle (due
to the presence of sharp corners in the rectangular do-
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main), one does not expect the associated velocity fields
to be qualitatively similar. Indeed, one expects the solu-
tions to differ precisely at the corner points. Nevertheless
there are some striking similarities between the concen-
tration patterns obtained for the smooth square-shaped
domain (Fig 4(c)) and the sharp-cornered square domain
(Fig 5). In either case, solutions localize to the bound-
ary regions. Further investigation is needed regarding
the precise role the domain-geometry (and specifically
the role of corners) plays in determining fixed-points of
the truncated Galerkin equation and their stability prop-
erties.

V. DISCUSSION

In this study, we studied pattern formation in a hy-
drodynamic model for the actomyosin cortex of cells. In
addition to the physical parameters of the system, we
have developed a systematic framework to investigate
the influence of the boundary geometry in controlling the
emergent patterns. For a disk-like geometry, our frame-
work leads to explicit equations for the amplitudes of
a Galerkin mode-truncated system. We demonstrated
that the steady-state solutions of this reduced dynami-
cal system captures the features of the patterns seen in
the full partial differential equation system. The phase-
diagram of patterns in the P −R plane predicted by the
Galerkin model shows a remarkable agreement with that
obtained from an explicit numerical calculation of the full
model. On the disk-shaped domain, our results predict
that anisotropic patterns that break azimuthal symme-
try can bifurcate into isotropic patterns with changing
parameter values. On domains that are harmonic defor-
mations of the disk, our numerical analysis shows that
the emergent patterns can select regions of high or low
boundary curvature depending on the parameter values.

We observe the following points. First, our
model equations (7) and (8) contain a very minimal
mechanochemical coupling between the concentration
field c and the flows v resulting from the active stresses.
What we have explored is the role of boundary geom-
etry in controlling the resulting patterns. Our analyti-
cal framework for developing a Galerkin truncated low-
dimensional model can be extended in a straightforward
manner to include multiple interacting chemical species
[13, 14]. Second, the sensitivity of the patterns to the
boundary geometry arises from the independent man-
ner in which advective and diffusive transports affect the

dynamics of c. As we have shown, the solution of the
flow equation (8) in an arbitrary domain with Dirich-
let boundary conditions is given in terms of quantities
involving Dirichlet-Neumann operators acting on veloc-
ity gradients. In other words, stresses developed at the
boundaries can have a strong influence on the flow pro-
files, and hence on the concentration patterns. Third,
the subtle differences between advective and diffusive
transport is apparent even at the linear stability level.
As mentioned in Sec III B, the linear stability matrix is
not diagonal in the basis of the eigenfunctions ψj of the
Laplace operator. The reason is that the Laplace and ad-
vection operators do not commute with each other in our
case. This should be contrasted with the same problem
in periodic and no-flux domains in one-dimension [13],
or on the sphere [28]. Fourth, on domains with varying
boundary curvature (such as the l = 2 deformation of
the disk shown in Fig 4), the combined action of active
advection and diffusion leads to patterns localizing at re-
gions of the boundary with high or low curvature. In
fact, we notice at a given high value of P , the boundary
localization of patterns transitions from regions of high
boundary curvature to regions of low boundary curva-
ture as R is increased. Notice that R is itself the ratio
of the length-scales associated with flow (ℓ =

√
η/γ) and

turnover (
√
D/κ). Varying boundary curvature intro-

duces yet another length scale and the resulting competi-
tion leads to transitions in the localization of the pattern
on the boundary.

Our study shows that a simple model for actomyosin
patterns is sensitive to the geometry of the confining
boundary. The predictions of our model can be tested
in experiments where cells are plated on micropatterned
substrates wherein the geometry of the confining region
can be easily controlled. Further directions could ex-
plore including an orientational order parameter such as
the nematic alignment of actin fibers and also explore
domains that can deform in response to the boundary
stresses.
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[19] M. Théry, A. Pépin, E. Dressaire, Y. Chen, and M. Bor-
nens, Cell distribution of stress fibres in response to the
geometry of the adhesive environment, Cell Motility 63,
341 (2006).

[20] P. W. Oakes, S. Banerjee, M. C. Marchetti, and M. L.
Gardel, Geometry regulates traction stresses in adherent
cells, Biophysical Journal 107, 825 (2014).

[21] X. Wang, T. Nakamoto, I. Dulińska-Molak, N. Kawa-
zoe, and G. Chen, Regulating the stemness of mesenchy-
mal stem cells by tuning micropattern features, J. Mater.
Chem. B 4, 37 (2016).

[22] A. Saha, M. Nishikawa, M. Behrndt, C.-P. Heisenberg,
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Appendix B: Invertibility of the Dirichlet-Neumann
operator

Using Green’s identity, one can show that the
Dirichlet-Neumman operator is a self-adjoint operator
acting on square-integrable functions defined on ∂Ω [29].
Moreover, the Dirichlet-Neumann operator for modified
Helmholtz is an invertible operator which can be seen
from the following version of Green’s identity obtained
from the equation for C in (A1)∫

∂Ω

C|∂Ω G(C|∂Ω) =
∫
Ω

(|∇C|2 + µ2C2) . (B1)

Indeed from the well-posedness of the Dirichlet
boundary-value problem, the right-hand side above van-
ishes if and only if C|∂Ω = 0. Hence G (and Gν) is
positive-definite and hence invertible.

Appendix C: Solving for C and D

The boundary-conditions (A2) may be re-expressed in
the following matrix-operator equation(

4Gν −∂τ
4∂τ G

)(
D∂Ω

C∂Ω

)
=

(
0
F

)
(C1)

As a consequence of the invertibility of G proved above,
we can rewrite (C1) in the following equivalent form

(G−1∂τG−1
ν ∂τ + I)C|∂Ω = G−1F (C2)

D|∂Ω =
1

4
G−1

ν ∂τC|∂Ω (C3)

Recall the boundary-value problem (A1)-(A2) has a
unique solution. Thus the matrix-operator on the left-
hand side of (C1) and the scalar-operator on the left-
hand side of (C2) are both invertible. By expanding
C|∂Ω and D|∂Ω in a suitable orthonormal basis of func-
tions {uj} defined on ∂Ω, (C2) becomes a linear sys-

tem of equations for the respective expansion coeffi-
cients. Owing to the uniqueness of solutions, the ex-
pansion coefficients in the uj-basis are uniquely deter-
mined from this system of equations. As a consequence,
the Dirichlet conditions C|∂Ω and D|∂Ω are uniquely de-
termined and moreover the solutions to (A1) given by
L(C|∂Ω) ,Lν(D|∂Ω) are also uniquely determined. Con-
sequently, we obtain the velocity field v.
The above calculations can be carried out explicitly

when Ω is the unit disc. For smooth deformations of the
unit-disc given by

r(θ) = 1 + ϵh(θ) θ ∈ [0, 2π] , (C4)

one can, in principle, exploit the analyticity of the
Dirichlet-Neumann operator G to obtain solution to (C2)
perturbatively. For the above to be a diffeomorphism of
the unit circle, it suffices to demand |ϵh′| ≤ c < 1 for
some real number c. It is well-known that the Dirichlet-
Neumman operator depends smoothly (indeed analyti-
cally) on the shape of the domain. In particular this im-
plies G, Gν (and their inverses) depend analytically on ϵ,
i.e., these operators can be written as a power-series in
ϵ with coefficients as self-adjoint operators [29]. Though
it is tedious to obtain explicit forms of the ϵ−expansions
for G, Gν (see [30, 31]) we can however conclude that
the solution to (A1)-(A2) on the domain given by (C4) is
qualitatively close to the solution of the same boundary-
value problem but posed on the unit disc.

Appendix D: Integrals in the Galerkin truncated
equations for a disk

We tabulate below the values of the coefficients in the
Galerkin truncated model for patterns on the disk.

a01 a02 a03 a04 a05 a06 a07
0.936 0.165 0.33 0.865 0.455 0.121 0.519

a11 a12 a13 a14 a15
0.633 0.117 0.199 0.049 0.037
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