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Brain organoids recapitulate a number of brain properties, including neuronal diversity. However,
do they recapitulate brain structure? Using a hydrodynamic description for cell nuclei as particles
interacting initially via an effective, attractive force as mediated by the respective, surrounding
cytoskeletons, we quantify structure development in brain organoids to determine what physical
mechanism regulates the number of cortex-core structures. Regions of cell nuclei overdensity in
the linear regime drive the initial seeding for cortex-core structures, which ultimately develop in
the non-linear regime, as inferred by the emergent form of an effective interaction between cell
nuclei and with the extracellular environment, as mediated by a dynamic cytoskeleton. Individual
cortex-core structures then provide a basis upon which we build an extended version of the buckling
without bending morphogenesis (BWBM) model, with its proliferating cortex and constraining
core, to predict foliations/folds of the cortex in the presence of a nonlinearity due to cortical cells
actively regulating strain. In doing so, we obtain asymmetric foliations/folds with respect to the
trough (sulci) and the crest (gyri). In addition to laying new groundwork for the design of more
familiar and less familiar brain structures, the hydrodynamic description for cell nuclei during the
initial stages of brain organoid development provides an intriguing quantitative connection with
large-scale structure formation in the universe.

I. INTRODUCTION

What physical mechanisms are at play in determining
brain structure? In humans, the beginning of brain struc-
ture begins about two weeks after fertilization with the
formation of a neural plate [1]. The neural plate then
folds inward on itself to form a neural tube. From this
neural tube, different brain regions, such as the forebrain
and the hindbrain emerge. In the forebrain, the prolifer-
ating progenitor cells in the innermost part of the tube
form the ventricular zone, with extended, radial glial cells
linking the cells in the ventricular zone to the outer edge
of the neural tube. It is the extended radial glial cells that
the inner progenitor cells crawl along to reach the outer
part of the forebrain. As they do so, they differentiate to
become neurons and form a cortex, consisting of six lay-
ers of cells, around 20 weeks later. In the hindbrain, the
proliferation of progenitor cells occurs in the outer region
with their migration towards the center of the structure.
In humans, both the cerebral cortex (from the forebrain)
and the cerebellar cortex (from the hindbrain) undergo
shape changes in the form of folds or foliations.

Until recently, many of the biophysical models for
brain structure have focused on the later stages of brain
shape development, namely the development of folds of
the cerebrum and the cerebellum [2–12]. These mod-
els essentially divide into two camps. The first camp
consists of nonlinear elastic models with differential
swelling mimicking cell growth and generating compres-
sive forces [2, 4, 6, 8–10]. While the second camp focuses
on tension-based, multi-phase models in the presence of
cell growth and generating tensile forces [3, 5, 11, 12]. Ex-
periments on ferret brains, whose folds develop ex utero,
appear to rule out the initial version of the tension-based
models by observing the displacement of brain tissue in
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FIG. 1. A simplified version of different possible organoid
shapes in quasi-2D confinement (2DA and 2DB) and not in
quasi-2D confinement (3D). The cortex-core structure consists
of globular-shaped cells surrounded by cells extended radially
outward. One such structure emerges in the 2D A pathway
during Stage I. Credit: Savana Swoger.

response to cuts in particular directions [13]. However,
there exists a revised version of the initial tension-based
model with a different direction of the tension that has
yet to be tested experimentally [5]. Moreover, experimen-
tal studies on the developing mouse cerebellum, or the
little brain, validate a new tension-based model, dubbed
“buckling without bending”, and rule out a nonlinear
elastic model with differential swelling [11, 12].

While many biophysical studies of brain structure fo-
cus on the folds of the cerebrum or the cerebellum, the
emergence of the base structure of a cortex-core at ear-
lier stages of development is also very important. It is
this emergence that we will focus on for the first part of
the manuscript using a minimal model. Interestingly, a
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new in vitro brain system, namely brain organoids [14],
provides a testing ground for understanding the emer-
gence of brain structure [15, 16], as well as recapitulate
such phenomena as neuronal diversity [17] and neuronal
firing patterns [18]. One such study focuses on quasi-
two-dimensional brain organoids that start as a relatively
isotropic clump of cells, which is then inserted between
two “plates” separated by approximately 150 µm [16].
Within several days, the clump morphs into several sub-
structures each with a core with globular, polyhedral-
shaped cells and radially-stretched cells surrounding each
core to form a cortex, or, there is only one cortex-core
structure. See Fig. 1 in which latter result is labelled
pathway “2D A” and the former, “2D B”. After this ini-
tial shape change in the “2D A” pathway and the cortex-
core structure continues to grow, a foliation amongst the
radially-stretched cells emerges. It is for this latter foli-
ation stage that the researchers develop a theory, which
is rooted in elasticity theory [16].

Here, we will first take a step back from cortex foliation
and address how is it that at times multiple cortex-core
structures emerge, while in other cases, just one cortex-
core structure emerges. Answering this question will give
us insight into cortex-core formation. Then, we will char-
acterize the foliation of the cortex with the “buckling
without bending” morphogenesis (BWBM) model since
it is already able to quantitatively capture cortical foli-
ation in blebbistatin-treated brain organoids [11]. One,
therefore, wonders whether or not such an approach is
applicable in the untreated case.

To explore how brain organoids acquire their cortex-
core structure, which we dub Stage I, and subsequent
cortex foliation, or Stage II (see Fig. 1), we build con-
tinuum models for each respective stage. We do so since
once the cortex-core structure forms, that structure pro-
vides the basis for coarse-graining at a different scale to
arrive at an extension of the BWBM model. As for Stage
I, many cellular aggregates often demonstrate fluid-like
behavior [19, 20], though viscoelasticity is also observed
[21]. Given the cellular fluid-like behavior, an appro-
priate model falls under the hydrodynamics domain. At
this point, it is tempting to go to a more detailed cellular-
based model. However, we will take a less-detailed ap-
proach since it is not entirely clear if we can address the
one versus many cortex-core structures within a detailed
computational model at the outset, given the limitation
of finite size.

Therefore, we seek a more minimal approach in which
cell nuclei are particles. The cell nuclei interact with
other cell nuclei indirectly via the surrounding active cy-
toplasm of, say, two cells, interacting with each other via
their cortical tension, which ultimately drives the cell-cell
interaction. Cell nuclei also interact indirectly with their
extracellular surroundings. In other words, there is an ef-
fective, active force on cell nuclei due to cell-cell interac-
tions an effective, active force on cell nuclei due to the ex-
tracellular environment. Specifically, since cell nuclei are
observed to move toward each other during what is called

the linear regime, we will assume that there is an initial,
effective, short-range attraction between cell nuclei. As
the organoid evolves, given the dynamic and mechanosen-
sitive nature of the active, cytoskeleton generating forces,
we use several observations from experiments to deter-
mine the emergent form of the effective, active force on
cell nuclei due to cell-cell and cell-environment interac-
tions during the non-linear regime. From the emergent
form of the effective, active force we will infer cortex-
core structures. We will use hydrodynamic equations to
describe both regimes, which will correspond to a linear
regime and a non-linear regime.

Intriguingly, this vantage point draws parallels with
cosmological models of large-scale structure formation in
our universe at the quantitative level. Both have the
same dynamical equation for the single-particle distribu-
tion function. Moreover, the initial and final states of
both systems are very similar; both systems start from
an initially uniform number density of particles and end
in spherical shape structures. This is despite the differ-
ences such as different types of interactions, as well as the
presence of growth, dissipation, and noise, for example,
for living matter.

Once cortex-core structures emerge, such individual
structures provide the basis for the BWBM model in
which cellular growth plays a key role. The BWBM
model consists of an incompressible core with a growing
cortex and several other mechanical aspects of the brain
organoid structure, namely, the mechanics of the sur-
rounding Matrigel and cortical cells under tension. An
initial, linear version of the BWBM model provided a
physical basis for the unusual cortical thickness variations
in blebbistatin-treated brain organoids—variations that
cannot be readily explained by a purely elastic model.
In addition, the foliations were more scalloped, or more
asymmetric, in the blebbistatin-treated case as compared
to the untreated case, and so a linear BWBM model,
with its symmetric foliations was reasonable. Indeed,
blebbistatin inhibits myosin-II, and so the intra-cellular
tension in cells making up both the cortex and the core
decreases [16]. At higher tensions, nonlinearities in ten-
sion are more likely to become relevant, which is what we
explore here. For context, recent work has been done to
take into account nonlinearity in tension in radial glial
cells in the developing cerebellum [22], which are not
present in the confined brain organoids at relevant time
scales. We will explore a different form of nonlinearity
here.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we
uncover a physical mechanism for cortex-core structure
formation (Stage I). In Section III, we quantify how fo-
liations/folds in the cortex emerge. We conclude with
implications of our findings in Section IV.
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II. STAGE I MODEL

Assuming that the brain organoid begins as an aggre-
gate of fluid-like cells, let us begin with the dynamical
equation for the one-body distribution function for cell
nuclei given by

df

dt
=
∂f

∂t
+
∂f

∂xi
vi +

∂f

∂vi
ẍi = C, (1)

where C incorporates dissipation, cell division, and fluc-
tuations [23]. We treat the interaction between cell nuclei
as mediated by the surrounding cytoskeletons associated
with two attached cells, for instance, as an effective force
on a cell nucleus. A surrounding cytoskeleton interact-
ing with the extracellular environment also leads to an
effective force on cell nuclei. In other words, even though
nuclei do not interact directly, they interact indirectly
via their respective, surrounding cytoskeletons, so using
Newton’s second law, the sum of the forces on the nu-
clei are such that the net force on them may be nonzero
should they go from not moving to moving, for example.

As for how the effective force between cell nuclei is gen-
erated, a significant player is the contractile nature of the
actomyosin cortex with cells fusing when in a fluid phase
[24, 25]. This phenomenon points to an effective, attrac-
tive interaction between cell nuclei that is short range in
the sense that the interaction involves cells in contact.
There are also effective interactions between the cell nu-
clei and their passive environment as mediated by the
cell cytoskeleton [26]. Therefore, we approximate both
cell-cell and cell-environment interactions as an effective
force such that ẍi in Eq. (1) refers to the effective force
on cell nuclei as mediated by the cell cytoskeleton ac-
counting for factors such as actomyosin contractility and
the surrounding environment.

With this construction, there is a quantitative link
with cosmology. In cosmology, to study large-scale struc-
ture formation, one constructs a dynamical equation for
the time evolution of matter as encoded by the one-body
distribution function, f , in the six-dimensional phase
space of positions and velocities. See, for example, the
Boltzmann equation [27] and the Jeans equation [28]. In
the Jeans equation in cosmology, ẍi = gi, where gi de-
notes gravitational acceleration [28].

Inspired by this mathematical link to cosmology, we
split Stage I into linear and non-linear eras. Since cell
nuclei densities are low initially, Eq. (1) is linear. We
will show that the magnitude and the form of the effec-
tive force do not change the resulting structures’ shape.
As soon as cell nuclei densities increase, the equation be-
comes non-linear and the exact form of the effective force
becomes relevant. We will assume that the form of the
effective force can change with time as it is generated
by a dynamic cytoskeleton. Given certain observations
from experiments in the non-linear era, we will extract
the effective force from Eq. (1). The spatial patterning
of cell nuclei then emerges from the combination of (i)
a robust evolution equation and (ii) observation, and is

rooted in the effective force that we derive. Specifically,
we show that at the beginning of the non-linear era, the
effective force between cell nuclei is attractive. However,
toward the end of Stage I, the effective force changes in
nature and becomes almost neutral at the center and re-
pulsive beyond some characteristic radius of the spherical
structures.

Let us now work towards a solution for Eq. (1). Since
cell nuclei are roughly round shape in Stage I of brain
organoid formation, we neglect their inherent structure
and assumed that phase-space consists of positions and
velocities only. Solving Eq. (1) analytically can be chal-
lenging. The more conventional approach is to solve its
first two moments of velocities leading to two differential
equations coupling the number density ρ ≡

∫
dv f , the

bulk velocity v̄j ≡ 1
ρ

∫
dv vj f , and vvij ≡ 1

ρ

∫
dv vivj f .

To proceed further, one can write a third differential
equation for vvij , which depends on higher moments of
f . Instead, we apply a data-driven hydrodynamics ap-
proach to find a relationship between ρ and pressure for
the cell nuclei [23]. To do so, we define the stress tensor
as σ2ij ≡ vvij− v̄iv̄j and assume it is isotropic during the
initial stages such that σ2ij = σ2δij . From the observa-
tions reported in Ref.[16], we find that the pressure of the
cell nuclei linearly depends on the number density with
a proportionality coefficient of σ2 = 0.1 (see Appendix
A). Therefore, the final form of the evolution equation
set reads

∂tρ+ ∂i (ρv̄i) = C0,

∂tv̄j + σ2∂jρ+ v̄i∂iv̄j + gj =
1

ρ
(Cj − v̄jC0) , (2)

where C0 ≡
∫
dv C accounts for cell division and the

noise, and Cj ≡
∫
dv C vj accounts for dissipation and

noise. Since the number density experiences minimal
growth in the first 3 days of the experiment until the
cortex-core structures are first observed [16], we assume
C0 only accounts for the noise. We also assume that the
noise terms obey

〈C0noise〉 = 〈Cjnoise〉 = 0, (3)

with

〈C0noise(t, ~x)C0noise(t
′, ~x′)〉 = θδ(t− t′)δ3(~x− ~x′),

〈Cinoise(t, ~x)Cjnoise(t
′, ~x′)〉 = γδijδ(t− t′)δ3(~x− ~x′),(4)

where θ and γ determine the strength of each type of
noise. For effects of dissipation, see Appendix A.

Given the coupled, non-linear equations above, we
will divide the brain organoid evolution into linear and
non-linear regimes by solving the linearized form to find
the initial conditions for the non-linear evolution. How-
ever, in the non-linear regime, instead of deriving density
growth in terms of the forces, we use the exact form of
the differential equations, and the observations, to derive
the evolution of the effective forces on the cell nuclei as
they may change over time, unlike in cosmology.
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A. Stage I linear regime

We assume that the number density is initially homo-
geneous with some small fluctuations, or ρ ≡ ρ0+δρ, with
δρ � ρ0. Inserting this ansatz into Eq. (2), neglecting
higher order terms, and Fourier transforming, we find

δρ(t, ~x) =

∫
d3k ei

~k·~x δ̃(t,~k), (5)

with

δ̃(t,~k) = δ̃(t = 0,~k) cosh
(√

ρ0(L−1 − σ2) kt
)
, (6)

where the Fourier transform of gj is assumed to have the

following general form g̃j = −ikjL−1δ̃. In a conservative
system with long-range gravitational forces, L−1 = k−2.
For brain organoids, the forces are short-ranged and non-
conservative, so L−1 takes a more complex form. Nev-
ertheless, the result is not sensitive to the detailed form
of the attractive force in the linear regime since only the
first term of its Taylor expansion contributes to the re-
sults. We assume two generic forms below.

To model the very initial overdensities, we assume that
at t = 0 there exist N point-like random fluctuations in
the density such that

δρ(t = 0, ~x) =

N∑
i=1

cie
−|~x−~ri|2 , (7)

where ~ri and ci are random and denoting the location and
magnitude of each density fluctuation. All magnitudes
satisfy |ci| � ρ0. Therefore,

δ̃(t = 0,~k) = π
3
2

N∑
i=1

ci e
−i~k·~ri e−k

2/4. (8)

Inserting all terms back into Eq. (5), the final solution
for the time-evolved number density in the linear regime
reads

δρ(t, ~x) =
1

2π
1
2

N∑
i=1

ci
|~x− ~ri|

∫ ∞
0

k sin(k |~x− ~ri|)e−k
2/4

× cosh
(√

ρ0 (L−1 − σ2) kt
)
dk. (9)

While we do not know the exact form of the initial, ef-
fective force between cell nuclei, from observation, it is
effectively short-range and contractile. So we write L−1
in the following general form

L−1 =

∞∑
n=1

ln
k2n + b2nn

, (10)

where b−1n is an effective distance beyond which the force
is zero. While the final over/under-densities slightly de-
pend on the significant terms in L−1, as far as the effec-
tive interactions are attractive, the structures grow with
a rather similar form.

In the following, we initially work with the first term of
the sum in Eq. (10) and derive the final densities. Later,
we repeat the same calculation with an additional term
in the sum to look for sensitivity in the form of the effec-
tive force. After retaining the first term in the expansion
of L−1, we insert the randomly generated ci and ~ri and
integral numerically for every ~x over a finite area in the
x−y plane to determine how δρ(x, y) changes in time. We
choose ρ0 = 1, a = 0.1, and b = 0.1 to carry out the cal-
culation. The density evolution for different time points
is plotted in Fig. 2. Small over-density and under-density
regions grow under the contractile forces of the cells and
create cortex-core seeds for the non-linear regime. We
also have repeated the calculations for L−1 containing
the first two terms in eq. (10). The final density is pre-
sented in Fig. A2, indicating that, as long as the effective
force between nuclei is attractive, the larger-scale density
structures grow with a rather similar form. The differ-
ence is more in the timing of the growth. The stronger
the force, the faster the structures form. The reason for
the similar spatial structure is that regardless of the ex-
act form of the force, in the linear era, one can always
perform a Taylor expansion and neglect the higher order
terms. Hence, the effective force always enters the equa-
tions with the same form regardless of its exact form.

B. Stage I non-linear regime

At the end of the linear era, the cell nuclei around each
existing over-dense region start to migrate toward a cen-
ter. However, unlike in the linear regime, results may
indeed depend on the details of the net, effective force on
cell nuclei. Given the dynamic nature of the cytoskele-
ton mediating the effective force, combined with the ex-
istence of experimental data, we adjust our approach and
use a data-driven approach to derive the effective force
on nuclei using our knowledge of density evolution from
observations. Our prediction for the emergent, effective
force can be tested with additional experiments.

We now focus on one of the over-dense centers and
assume a spherical symmetric structure with ρ ' ρ0,
∂tρ ' 0, v̄r = −v0 and reset time to t = 0. The evo-
lution equations now become

∂ρ

∂t
+

2

r
ρv̄r + ∂r (ρv̄r) = C0,

∂

∂t
v̄r + σ2∂rρ+ v̄r∂rv̄r + gr =

1

ρ
Cr, (11)

where we have used the isotropic assumption to infer that
in the spherical coordinate system ~̄v = (v̄r, 0).

We use the first equation to solve for the bulk velocity
in terms of the number density and then make the fol-
lowing assumptions for the final state of what becomes
the cortex-core structure: ρ → F (r), where F (r) is the
form of the number density observed around Day 3 of the
experiment (see Fig. A3 ), and v̄r → 0. Given the initial
and final conditions, we construct an analytic form for
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a) b) c) d)

FIG. 2. a-c): The time evolution of δρ for L−1 = 1
k2+0.12

with ρ0 = 1, a = 0.1, and b = 0.1. d): The corresponding force field
at t = 40.

ρ(t, r) so that we can ultimately determine the interac-
tion between the cell nuclei. Unlike in the linear regime
(and in cosmology), the interactions between cell nuclei
can change to the cytoskeletal restructuring in response
to interactions with other cells and/or with the environ-
ment. Hence, gr(t, r) is unknown as are the damping
effects in Cr(t, r),

With these assumptions, the time evolution for v̄r(t, r)
and gr(t, r) − Cr(t, r)/ρ(t, r) can be determined. See
the appendix for details. The results for the latter are
shown in Fig. 3. The bulk velocity is initially position-
independent and toward the center. Over time, it be-
comes a position-dependent function and evolves toward
zero. The net force is toward the center of the core
initially, but changes nature over time and becomes
position- dependent. By Day 3, near the edge, the net
force is outward, indicating that the nuclei are being indi-
rectly pulled on by the extracellular environment, i.e. the
cell cytoskeleton has developed subcellular structures to
attach to the extracellular environment. We have not as-
sumed the existence of such an effect but derived it based
on data and the theoretical framework. Experiments can
measure this net force via laser ablation.

Subtracting from the net force the assumed short-
range, attractive interaction between cell-nuclei invoked
in the linear regime, we find a new effective force that
emerges during the non-linear regime. See Fig. 3. This
emergent force is attractive close to the center and repul-
sive around the edge. Since it is attractive near the cen-
ter, the density of cell nuclei is higher then near the edge.
Where the emergent net force on cell nuclei goes from at-
tractive to repulsive is where we anticipate the boundary
of the cortex-core to be. If one were to invoke a Voronoi
tessellation of the cell nuclei to obtain cell shapes [29, 30],
then the cell shapes across this boundary would be elon-
gated radially. Given our continuum analysis, we cannot
determine whether or not the cortex is one cell layer thick
or many cell layers thick. Should the cortex be many cell
layers thick, then the cells farther away from the bound-
ary will not necessarily be elongated. In any event, it
turns out that the cortex is one cell layer thick, approxi-
mately. The mechanism for this phenomenon must be ex-
plored with a more detailed, cellular-based model. With
a Voronoi tessellation, the positions of the cell nuclei are
the positions of the center of mass of a deformable cell nu-

clei. If cells are elongated just beyond the zero-net force
boundary, then cell nuclei are as well since cell nuclei
shape reflect cell shape [31]. We, thus, infer the forma-
tion of a cortex-core structure, though, again, the overall
thickness of the cortex has yet to be determined. We
use the term “large-scale” to denote that it is a multi-
cellular structure. In the case of multiple cortex-core
structures, supracellular actomyosin cabling [32] may act
as an “external” environment such that multiple cortex-
core structure can form simultaneously. Finally, for both
the linear and non-linear regimes, the cell nuclei densities
were not large enough to worry about overlaps between
cell nuclei, or even shorter-range repulsive interactions.

III. FOLIATION FORMATION VIA A
NONLINEAR BUCKLING WITHOUT BENDING

MODEL

Now that cortex-core structures form, we proceed to
the subsequent foliation of the cortex observed in the
“2D A” pathway. To do so, we turn to the BWBM
model, which is a coarse-grained, continuum model at
a larger scale to accommodate the predominance of cell
growth at this stage. The initial version of the BWBM
model assumes a cortex-core structure and has demon-
strated qualitative agreement with the foliation found in
the quasi-two-dimensional brain organoids in pathway
“2D A” with the addition of blebbistatin [11]. A new
nonlinearity, as we will show, extends the applicability of
the model to the untreated case.

More precisely, we model the growing cortex-core
structure as a two-dimensional annulus-like region having
outer radius r and thickness t, which are scalar functions
of an angular coordinate θ such that t is measured in the
radial direction (see Fig. 4). We also assume that r and
t are single-valued, i.e., no overhangs. We then introduce
the quasi-static, coarse-grained energy functional

E[r, t, dtdθ ] =

∫
dθ
{
kr(r−r0)2−kt(t−t0)2+β(1+λt)

( dt
dθ

)2}
,

(12)
to be minimized subject to a constraint on the area of the
core, i.e., 1

2

∫
dθ(r−t)2 = A0 = constant. The variational

problem then becomes δ
(
E − µ

∫
dθ(r− t)2

)
= 0, where
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Linear regime cell-cell force
Emergent force

a) b)

FIG. 3. a) The time evolution of the net force on the cell nuclei as a function of the radius of one cortex-core structure. b)
The emergent net force on cell nuclei at the final time and the initial net, attractive force between two cell nuclei used in the
linear regime, both as functions of the radius of one cortex-core structure.

µ is a Lagrange multiplier.

Shape change as a function of time, here, is encoded
in changes in the constants at hand. Addressing Eq. 12,
kr, kt, and β are all positive constants. The first term
encodes a preferred radius r0, which we assume to be con-
stant. This preferred shape represents the energy cost in
deforming the Matrigel, or the extracellular environment.
The second term favors thickening of the cortex with re-
spect to a reference thickness t0, which we also assume
to be constant, given its negative contribution. Thus,
while kr is a modulus, kt can be regarded as a “growth
potential” in the form of an anti-harmonic term. There-
fore, the validity domain of this analysis is only limited
to those cases in which the thicknesses are small, i.e., the
energy functional is bounded.

The corresponding terms compete with one another
due to the incompressibility of the core, thereby driv-
ing the system away from its preferred shape. The third
term penalizes spatial variations in thickness with the
nonlinear λ contribution representing the active, adap-
tive contractile nature of the cells. As cortex cells are ex-
tended/elongated, they build cytoskeletal structures to
adapt to the extension with the development of stress
fibers, for example, to regulate their strain and, there-
fore, resist the extension [33]. The addition of blebbis-
tatin prevents such structures from resisting the exten-
sion, therefore, denoting the λ = 0 case. We note that
another form of nonlinearity has been studied in the con-
text of nonlinear elasticity of the radial glial cells span-
ning the cerebellum [22]. Here, there are no such radial
glial cells, at least during these early stages.

Assuming the initial cortex-core shape to be a circle
with radius r0, the Euler-Lagrange equations result in
an unconventionally driven, nonlinear oscillator equation.
Specifically, the Euler-Lagrange equation for t(θ) is of the

form

(1 + λt)
d2t

dθ2
+ q2t = −1

2
λ(
dt

dθ
)2 +B, (13)

with q2 = kt
β [1 + εc

(1−ε) ] and B = kt
β [t0 + εcr0

(1−ε) ] after

defining ε = µ
kr

and c = kr
kt

. In addition, there is a linear

relationship between t and r, i.e., r = −εt+r0
1−ε . We can,

therefore, numerically solve for the shape of the cortex-
core structure as a function of the parameters. The RK45
method of the scipy.integrate package in Python is
used for the numerical integration of the above nonlinear
differential equation. Note that we treat the t-dependent
mass term perturbatively given the existence of the usual,
mass term.

The results for the subsequent brain organoid evolution
are plotted in Fig. 4 for different krs, which decreases
with time as the Matrigel softens due to compression [34].
We observe for the nonlinear case an asymmetry devel-
oping between the crest (the gyri) and the trough (the
sulci) to approach a more scalloped form prominent in
the untreated brain organoids. To more clearly demon-
strate the differences between the linear BWBM model
and this nonlinear version, we present shapes for both
cases in Fig. 5. On the other hand, the scallops are not
as packed tightly together as observed in the experiments.
Interestingly, a recent nonlinear extension of the BWBM
model also demonstrated more scalloped foliation with
a nonlinearity introduced in kr to account for the non-
linear elasticity of the radial glial cells [22]. Another in-
teresting feature of the BWBM model is that once the
first generation of foliations/folds appear, we anticipate
the potential for subsequent generations to occur as the
boundaries of the first generation foliation create a sub-
system within the overall structure such that foliation
process can occur within the sub-system, given the num-
ber of foliations is essentially scale-invariant [11, 22, 35].
In fact, this type of higher-order branching process is
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r(q)
t(q)

a) b) c)

FIG. 4. BWBM model for the foliation of wild-type brain organoids pathway 2D A as time increases to the right. Parameters
used are kt/β = 15.6, t0/r0 = 0.7, λ/r0 = 25 for a)-c) and for a) µ/kr = 0.72, kr/kt = 0.043, for b) µ/kr = 0.855, kr/kt = 0.036,
for c) µ/kr = 0.9, kr/kt = 0.034.

FIG. 5. Top row: Results for the linear version of the BWBM model, or λ/r0 = 0, with other parameters the same as in Fig.
4c. Bottom row: Results for the nonlinear version of the BWBM model with λ/r0 = 25 for the first term in the perturbation
expansion for the t-dependent mass term and with other parameters the same as in Fig. 4c.

observed in brain organoid experiments [16] and in the
developing, approximately cylindrical cerebellum [36].

IV. DISCUSSION

We have established a two-part framework to quan-
tify the shape of brain organoids as they develop. Both
parts are rooted in the assumption that the material is
not purely elastic. Indeed, tissue fluidity has emerged
as a driver of shape change in animal development more
generally [37, 38]. The first part of the framework mod-

els the interactions between cell nuclei due to activity
to examine how multiple, large-scale core-cortex struc-
tures emerge in the confined case. If we know the initial
density map of cell nuclei, we can predict the number
and size of the cortex-core structures. We can also pre-
dict the subsequent foliation of an individual cortex-core
structure. Predictions for foliation in multiple cortex-
core structures require a more detailed analysis of an in-
teracting version of the BWBM model.

While Stage II of the “2D B” pathway was reported in
the literature [16], it is not clear if such multi-core-cortex
structures exhibit Stage II behavior. Considering just
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two-core-cortex structures with a very small interface in
between initially, then each cortex-core structure evolves
independently of each other until the interface increases
due to the growth. Earlier work has shown that the linear
BWBM model in the presence of a confining wall flattens
the scallops [22]. Treating each structure as a confining
presence of the other, will thus, flatten the scallops and
so one may observe some foliation with different shapes
along the interface between the two structures as com-
pared to the interface with Matrigel. However, should
the interface between the two structures not be small to
begin with, then one must also treat the two core-cortex
structures as a coupled system with the spherical symme-
try now broken. We are currently extending the BWBM
model to describe multiple-cortex-core structures with in-
terfaces in between, suggesting that the extent of the fo-
liation will depend on such details as the difference in
growth potentials between the two structures, etc.

While we have focused here on the structure of quasi-
two-dimensional brain organoids, three-dimensional
brain organoid shapes typically consist of multiple large-
scale structures [14]. These large-scale, or multi-cellular
structures are cortex-lumen structures embedded within
non-cortical/non-extended cells. Our framework for
Stage I applies under these conditions as well. Variations
in cell nuclear density, as well as variations in contrac-
tility of the cells, determine where the large-scale struc-
tures emerge. Regions, where the cellular contractility is
less than the average, translate to cellular material effec-
tively acting as a passive, or extracellular, environment.
The regions of underdensity, as before, translate to an
effective repulsive force to push cells apart. The more
the cells move apart, the more likely ruptures will occur
at the cell-cell interface to create a lumen or hole. The
shape of such holes depends on the shape of the regions of
less active cells to which the more active cells are pulled
towards. Predicting the detailed shape of these large-
scale structures, therefore, requires some modeling at the
cell-cell interface level to pinpoint the rupture locations,
which we do not address here. Recent work interpolat-
ing between confluent and non-confluent tissue, thereby
identifying points of rupture, may help [39]. In the con-
fined case, perhaps stronger interaction with the passive
environment prevents such rupture. However, our work
suggests that a very homogenous organoid with an un-

derdensity region in the center of a spherical organoid
leads to one cortex-lumen structure embedded in a sea of
cells. See Fig. 6.

If we are to understand how the brain attains its
shape, brain organoids serve as an excellent in vitro plat-
form. While brain organoids do not currently mimic
brain shape, one can now design conditions in which
higher-order foliations/folds are more likely to occur in
the confined case to more closely resemble the cerebel-
lum. Moreover, a three-dimensional brain organoid with
one cortex-lumen structure can potentially be engineered
in which the cortex is layered by the addition of cells at
the cell-cell rupture site in such a way that they also be-
come extended. Therefore, one can create more similar
shapes to the mammalian brain or even less similar to
study how brain shape affects brain function. For in-
stance, the honeybee brain has a rather different struc-
ture than a mammalian brain [40]. Moreover, at the
heart of subsequent brain development is the existence of
elongated cells that serve as a backbone for the initiation
of neurons, cells unique to the central nervous system,
which, therefore, requires more modeling attention.

Finally, the framework we use to quantify large-scale
structure formation in brain organoids for Stage I is
the same as the hydrodynamic framework for large-scale
structure formation in the universe. In the early universe,
quantum fluctuations induce negligible mass overdensi-
ties that grow over time, by attracting nearby mass, to
ultimately form galaxies [41–43]. Otherwise, despite the
attractive nature of gravity, an exactly uniform universe
will stay uniform forever. Given this mathematical corre-
spondence, perhaps studying multi-cellular structure for-
mation in a petri dish with living matter may tell us
something intriguing about the potential for engineering
new types of mini-universes, i.e., large-scale structure for-
mation in these new kinds of universes and morphogene-
sis are inextricably linked.
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Appendix A: Stage I analysis

The conventional approach to solving Eq. (1) is to com-
pute its first two moments with respect to velocities lead-
ing to two differential equations for the number density

ρ, the bulk velocity v̄j , and vvij each defined as

ρ ≡
∫
dv f,

v̄j ≡ 1

ρ

∫
dv vj f,

vvij ≡ 1

ρ

∫
dv vivj f (A1)

such that
∂ρ

∂t
+ ∂i

(
ρv̄i
)

=

∫
dv C,

∂

∂t

(
ρv̄j
)

+ ∂i
(
ρvvij

)
+ ρgj =

∫
dv C vj . (A2)

However, a common problem with this approach is that
there are three unknown variables, but only two differen-
tial equations in Eq. (A2). One can find another differ-
ential equation for vvij , which would depend on higher
moments of f . A common remedy is to assume a rela-
tionship between the number density and the pressure of
the system. To do so, we define the stress tensor as

σ2ij ≡ vvij − v̄iv̄j . (A3)

Since the system looks the same at different angles
at least at the beginning stages, we assume that the
stress tensor is isotropic and write σ2ij = σ2δij . We
then use data from the experiment movies reported in
Ref. [16] and applied our data-driven method presented
in Ref. [23] to find that the pressure of the cell nuclei
linearly depends on the number density with a propor-
tionality coefficient of σ2 = 0.1 (see Appendix Fig. A1).
With this finding, the final form of the evolution equation
set reads

∂tρ+ ∂i (ρv̄i) = C0,

∂tv̄j + σ2∂jρ+ v̄i∂iv̄j + gj =
1

ρ
(Cj − v̄jC0) , (A4)

where C0 ≡
∫
dv C, which account for cell division and

the noise, and Cj ≡
∫
dv C vj , which accounts for dissi-

pation and noise. More details regarding C0 and Cj are
discussed in the main section of the manuscript. The evo-
lution equations are then solved in the linear regime after
which time the final condition for the linear regime is then
used as an initial condition for the nonlinear regime.

1. Linear evolution

In the linear regime, we assume that the number den-
sity is initially homogeneous with some small fluctua-
tions, or

ρ ≡ ρ0 + δρ, (A5)

with δρ� ρ0. Inserting this equation into Eqs. (A4) and
neglecting higher-order terms, they read

∂

∂t
δρ+ ρ0∂iv̄i = C0noise ,

∂

∂t
v̄j + σ2∂jδρ+ (gj − Cj/ρ0) = 0, (A6)
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FIG. A1. Relationship between the pressure and cell nuclei
density extracted from Supplementary Movie II from Ref. [16]
using the data-driven technique presented in Ref. [23].

where we have neglected v̄2 and C0noise
v̄ since they are

of the order of O(δρ2). Moreover, we have assumed that
the bulk velocity v̄i, the damping contribution to Cj , and
the coefficient of the pressure σ2 are all small and of the
order of O(δρ). The effects of damping are discussed in
the next subsection.

To work towards a solution, we Fourier transform
Eq. (A6) to arrive at

∂tδ̃ + ikiρ0ṽi = C̃0noise ,

∂tṽj + σ2ikj δ̃ + g̃j = C̃jnoise
/ρ0, (A7)

where δ̃, ṽ , and g̃j refer to the k mode of the Fourier
transformations of δρ, v̄, and gj − Cjno-noise

/ρ0 respec-

tively. Also, C̃0noise
and C̃jnoise

denote the Fourier trans-
formation of the respective noise contributions and obey
〈C̃0noise

〉 = 〈C̃jnoise
〉 = 0, along with

〈C̃0noiseC̃0noise〉 = (2π)
3
θδ(t− t′)δ3(~k + ~k′).

〈C̃inoise
(t,~k)C̃jnoise

(t′,~k′)〉 = (2π)
3
γ ×

δijδ(t− t′)δ3(~k + ~k′). (A8)

With this form for the noise, the variables are functions
of the same mode k, i.e. mode k′ and k are independent.
To proceed, we assume that

g̃j = −ikjL−1δ̃. (A9)

As discussed in the main text, we choose a specific form
L−∞ and continue with the formal solution for the evo-
lution of initial overdensities. We define X̃ ≡ ikiṽi and
multiply the second line of Eq. (A7) by ikj to write the
set of equations as

∂tδ̃ + ρ0X̃ = C̃0noise ,

∂tX̃ + k2
(
L−1 − σ2

)
δ̃ = ikjC̃jnoise

/ρ0, (A10)

which can be written in the following matrix form

∂t

(
δ̃

X̃

)
+M ·

(
δ̃

X̃

)
=

noise

 , (A11)

where

M̂ =

(
0 ρ0

k2
(
L−1 − σ2

)
0

)
. (A12)

To solve Eq. (A11), we decouple the two equations by

diagonalizing matrix M̂ with matrix Û−1 and rewrite it
in the following form

∂tỸ + M̂d · Ỹ =

noise′

 , (A13)

where

Ỹ = U−1 ·
(
δ̃

X̃

)
,

Md = U−1 ·M · U. (A14)

The prime on the noise means it is transformed by the
U−1 matrix as well. We define U such that Md is a diag-
onal matrix. Therefore, the solution to each component
of Y reads

Ỹi = Ỹi(t = 0) exp (−Mdiit)

+ noise′i (1− exp (−Mdiit)) . (A15)

This equation indicates that the noise is irrelevant for
the modes that grow over time and become seeds for the
large-scale structures in the non-linear regime. The rea-
son is that the growing modes are those in which Mdii is
negative and for these modes the noise term in right hand
side of the equation becomes rapidly neligible. It should
be noted that the linear regime is only valid until Ỹ < 1
and the noise term will not appear with a negative co-
efficient at t � 0. Interestingly, the same exponentially
growing modes are the seeds to the galaxies in the cos-
mos. Finally, the solutions to the variables of interest
are  δ̃(t,~k)

X̃(t,~k)

 = U ·

Ỹ1
Ỹ2

 . (A16)

At this point, we have solved the differential equations
in Fourier space and now convert back to configuration
space where the solution reads

δρ(t, ~x) =

∫
d3k ei

~k·~k δ̃(t,~k), (A17)

where

δ̃(t,~k) = δ̃(t = 0,~k) cosh
(√

ρ0(L−1 − σ2) kt
)
.(A18)

Since L−1 is also a function of k, for some modes the
square root takes imaginary values, leading to oscilla-
tions, which we do not focus on here. This model
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can readily be tested against observations. An interest-
ing set of observable quantities in the linear regime is
the time-evolved correlations between the overdensities
〈δρ(t, x1) · · · δρ(t, xn)〉. Therefore, one can determine the
form of L−1 using a few of these correlation functions and
further interrogate the model using the rest of the corre-
lation functions.

a. The Effects of Dissipation

Here we study how a force proportional to the nega-
tive of velocity, to model dissipation, affects the structure
formation in the linear regime. Therefore, we replace
Cj → Cj − a2ρ0v̄j

∂

∂t
δρ+ ρ0∂iv̄i = 0,

∂

∂t
v̄j + σ2∂jδρ+ (gj − Cj/ρ0) + a2v̄j = 0, (A19)

which in momentum space reads

∂tδ̃ + ρ0X̃ = 0,

∂tX̃ + k2
(
L−1 − σ2

)
δ̃ + a2X̃ = 0. (A20)

This coupled system of equations can then be written in
the following matrix form

∂t

(
δ̃

X̃

)
+M ·

(
δ̃

X̃

)
= 0, (A21)

where

M =

(
0 ρ0

k2
(
L−1 − σ2

)
a2

)
. (A22)

Then

δ̃(t,~k) = δ̃(t = 0,~k)e−
a2t
2 (A+B) , (A23)

with

A ≡ cosh

(
1

2
t
√

4k2ρ0(L−1 − σ2) + a22

)
,

B ≡
a2 sinh

(
1
2 t
√

4k2ρ0(L−1 − 2a) + a22

)
√

4k2ρ0(L−1 − σ2) + a22
. (A24)

Fourier transforming back to configuration space, we
integrate over k-modes from zero to infinity. For some
large k, 4k2ρ0(L−1 − 2a)� a22 at short times,

δ̃(t,~k) ' δ̃(t = 0,~k) exp
(
tk
√
ρ0(L−1 − σ2)

)
.(A25)

On the other hand, for small k-modes where 4k2ρ0(L−1−
2a)� a22, the over-densities will dissolve after some time
since

δ̃(t,~k) ∝ δ̃(t = 0,~k) exp

(
−a2t

2

)
. (A26)

In sum, dissipation effects lead to removal of small k-
modes, while larger k-modes still grow over time and
create seeds for the non-linear regime. Observation of
the smallest scales that form in the experiment can be
used to set the dissipation effects using data.

2. Non-linear evolution

We now study the non-linear regime of the large-scale
structure formation. We reset t = 0 to the beginning of
the non-linear regime. At the end of the linear era we
have

ρ ' ρ0,
∂tρ ' 0,

v̄r = −v0, (A27)

where in the first line we have used δρ� ρ0. Also, v0 > 0
is the magnitude of the bulk velocity at the beginning of
the non-linear regime. Since the cortex-core structures
in the brain organoid are nearly spherically symmetric,
we write the closed system of differential equations as

∂ρ

∂t
+

2

r
ρv̄r + ∂r (ρv̄r) = C0,

∂

∂t
v̄r + σ2∂rρ+ v̄r∂rv̄r + gr =

1

ρ
Cr, (A28)

where we have used the isotropic assumption to infer that
in the spherical coordinate system ~̄v = (v̄r, 0). We use
the first differential equation in the exact evolution set in
Eq. (A28) to eliminate the bulk velocity in terms of the
number density

v̄r(t, r) = − 1

r2ρ(t, r)

∫
dr r2∂tρ(t, r) +

A(t)

r2ρ(t, r)
,(A29)

where A(t) is an arbitrary function of time. Since the
values of the number density and the bulk velocity at the
end of the linear regime serve as the initial conditions for
the non-linear regime, the rest of the initial conditions are
given in Eq. (A27). Moreover, at the end of the cortex-
core formation, the system satisfies the conditions

ρ→ F (r),

A→ 0,

v̄r → 0, (A30)

where F (r) is the form of the cell nuclei number den-
sity that can be observed at around Day 3 of the exper-
iment [16] and fit it to a polynomial function. The fit is
plotted in Fig. A3.

Let us address the number of unknown variables and
the means of determining them. Unlike in cosmology,
the forces in the brain organoid system may evolve in
time due to restructuring of the cellular cytoskeleton
in response to the extracellular environment, for in-
stance. In the linear regime, we assumed a minimal form
for the interaction between similar cell nuclei. As the
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FIG. A2. Top row: The time evolution for δρ as a function of positions x and y for L−1 = 1
k2+0.12

+ 0.1
k4+0.14

. Bottom row:

Same as top row but with L−1 = 1
k2+0.12

, just as in the Fig. 2 in the main text.

FIG. A3. The cell nuclei density F (r) on Day 3 observed in
the experiments in Ref [16].

brain organoid system evolves, the forces evolve. Hence,
gr(t, r) should be considered unknown. In addition, the
damping effects in Cr(t, r) and A(t) are also unknown.
The number density ρ(t, r) is another unknown variable.
One of these unknowns can be found by solving the re-
maining equation in Eq. (A28). The rest should be found
either through data, and whenever data is not available,
by assumption or argument. Accordingly, we construct
an analytic form for ρ(t, r) and A(t) using observations,

and solve the second line in Eq. (A28) to determine the
time evolution for the net force on the cell nuclei, i.e.
gr(t, r)−Cr(t, r)/ρ(t, r). We assume the number density
to represented by the following profile

ρ(t, r) = ρ0e
−t/τ + F (r)

(
1− et/τ

)
, (A31)

where τ is the half-life of the experiment equivalent to 1.5
days. Moreover, given the initial and final conditions, we
assume that A(t) = 0. We can now determine the time
evolution of v̄r(t, r) and gr(t, r) − Cr(t, r)/ρ(t, r). The
results are shown in Fig. A3.

Now that we have computed the net force on any
given cell nuclei, we ask what can we infer about nuclei
shape. Assuming that the contractile forces are given by
Eq. (A9) throughout the nonlinear regime, the net force
of such interaction on a cell nuclei at position ~x is given
by

~fcell-cell(~x) = i

∫
d3k

(2π)3
~kL−1

∫
d3x′ρ(~x′) ei

~k·(~x−~x′).(A32)

The remaining contribution of net force on a cell nuclei
is due to emergent interactions, either with other cells
or with the extracellular environment. To obtain Fig.
3b, we insert F (r) into the above equation, include first
term of L−1 in Eq. (10) , set b = 0.1, and calculate the
integral in Eq. A32. The result is shown in Fig. 3b. The
difference between this latter force and the net force in
Fig. 3b is the emergent force.
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