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Observations of glassy dynamics in experiments on confluent cellular tissue have inspired a wealth
of computational and theoretical research to model their emergent collective behavior. Initial stud-
ies of the physical properties of several geometric cell models, including vertex-type models, have
highlighted anomalous sub-Arrhenius, or “ultra-strong,” scaling of the dynamics with temperature.
Here we show that the dynamics and material properties of the 2d Voronoi model deviate even
further from the standard glassforming paradigm. By varying the characteristic shape index p0,
we demonstrate that the system properties can be tuned between displaying expected glassforming
behavior, including the breakdown of the Stokes-Einstein-Sutherland relation and the formation of
dynamical heterogeneities, and an unusual regime in which the viscosity does not diverge as the
characteristic relaxation time increase and dynamical heterogeneities are strongly suppressed. Our
results provide further insight into the fundamental properties of this class of anomalous glassy
materials, and provide a step towards designing materials with predetermined glassy dynamics.

Collective cell motion within densely packed tissue is
a fundamental biological process that requires the co-
ordination of large groups of cells. Such motion is es-
sential for biological processes including morphogenesis,
wound healing and cancer cell migration [1–3]. Cellu-
lar materials inherently exist far from equilibrium and
are controlled by processes across a range of length and
time scales. Nevertheless, experiments have shown that
confluent cell monolayers have properties reminiscent of
those observed in non-living disordered systems [4–14],
and this analogy is used as a common starting point for
quantifying their observed dynamics.

These findings have fueled interest in theoretical and
computational modeling of these complex collective phe-
nomena, with geometric models such as vertex [15–17]
and Voronoi [18] models, and the cellular Potts model [19]
proving popular choices. Despite being highly coarse-
grained, these models have successfully captured aspects
of the glassy dynamics observed in cellular tissue, such
as the solid-to-fluid transition as model parameters are
varied [6, 17, 18, 20–22]. Although these models have
received substantial attention, many of the properties of
these models remain unknown even under purely equilib-
rium conditions. In fact, relatively little is known about
the extent to which different models of dense tissue are
even meaningfully different from each other – when mod-
eling a real cellular system, do different models simply pa-
rameterize the system differently but otherwise capture
the same physics, or do these different models display
fundamentally different phenomenology? We argue that
more completely determining the equilibrium dynamical
and structural properties of these cell models provides
a useful baseline for modeling cells in more biologically-
relevant conditions.

From this perspective, the geometric cell models are
particularly interesting due to both the predictions they
make about the behavior of real cellular materials and
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their non-standard behavior as coarse-grained statistical-
physics models. Some of the original interest in these
models stemmed from their predicted mechanical prop-
erties, such as possessing an unusual athermal rigidity
transition [17, 23–25] which shares interesting features
with constraint-satisfaction transitions [26]. In equilib-
rium, these models further display a number of unex-
pected properties. Their disordered-phase dynamics dis-
play peculiar sub-Arrhenius or “ultra-strong” scaling of
the alpha-relaxation timescale τα with temperature [27–
29] – a property shared (to our knowledge) only with
computational models of low-density vitrimeric polymer
glasses [30]. While the detailed many-body nature of
the interactions in these systems is surely linked to their
anomalous dynamics, understanding both the full set
of ways in which these models have properties different
from standard glassformers and the fundamental princi-
ples that lead to these properties remains an open prob-
lem.

To better understand the fundamental phenomenol-
ogy of these models we examine the Stokes-Einstein-
Sutherland (SE) relation [31, 32], a hallmark of glassy
materials [33]. In a standard liquid, the SE ratio Dη/T
between the diffusion coefficient D, viscosity η and tem-
perature T is expected to remain constant as the temper-
ature of the system is varied. A characteristic of standard
glassforming materials is that this relation is obeyed at
high temperatures, but at lower temperatures the onset
of glassy dynamics is connected with “Stokes-Einstein de-
coupling” – the breaking down of this relation [34, 35].
This is often suggested to result from the formation of
dynamical heterogeneities (DH) within the system, with
D expected to be dominated by fast-moving populations
of particles while η is largely determined by the slower-
moving particles [36–39]. As such, SE violation is often
taken as indirect evidence of the formation of DH within
the system.

By studying the SE relation and making direct mea-
surements of DH in the two-dimensional (2d) Voronoi
model, we demonstrate that this model is indeed quite
different from typical glassforming materials. We observe
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that at lower values of the shape index p0, the model dis-
plays SE violation and the formation of DH, while at
higher p0 values there is no SE breakdown and a corre-
sponding lack of DH. We also find an anomalous scaling
of the viscosity with temperature, which at higher p0
shows no clear divergence over a range of temperatures
in which the characteristic relaxation time changes by
over four orders of magnitude. Our results provide in-
sight into the atypical fundamental dynamical properties
of this model – adding to the growing evidence that these
geometric cell models are in a unique universality class
of disordered dynamics.

THE VORONOI MODEL

We use a standard implementation of the Voronoi
model for N cells in 2d under periodic boundary condi-
tions, for which the dimensionless energy is given by [16–
18]

e =

N∑
i=1

[
kr(ai − a0,i)

2 + (pi − p0,i)
2
]
. (1)

Here, ai and pi are the area and perimeter of cell i, while
a0,i and p0,i are model parameters representing the re-
spective target area and perimeter for that cell. The

constant kr = l2kA

kP
, where l sets the unit of length and

kA and kP are the elastic moduli associated with the
area and perimeter, is set to one. We choose the unit
of length so that the average dimensionless area of a
cell, ai = Ai/l

2, is ⟨ai⟩ = 1. Here we implement a
monodisperse version of the model by setting a0,i = 1
and p0,i = p0 for all cells. The shape index p0 charac-
terizes the mechanical stability of the cellular packing at
zero temperature. In the thermodynamic limit there is a
crossover shape index of pc ≈ 3.81; for p0 ≲ pc the cells
are geometrically frustrated and are mechanically solid
[17, 20], and for p0 ≳ pc the cells are geometrically com-
patible and mechanically unstable [17, 20]. It is in this
latter regime that many models of real cell sheets are of-
ten parameterized [40, 41]. Close to the crossover, there
is a region of hexatic ordering observed in the model that
persists at the boundary between solid-like and fluid-like
behavior of the model at finite temperature [20]. In the
results presented here we indicate state points in the dis-
ordered regime of the model with solid markers, while
those for which there is hexatic ordering present (as de-
termined from the location of peaks in the susceptibil-
ity of the bond orientational order parameter) are shown
with open markers.

We investigate the dynamics of this model for differ-
ent values of the shape index p0 in the canonical (NVT)
ensemble. Temperature is implemented through a Nosé-
Hoover thermostat to ensure transport properties and
thermodynamic distributions are preserved within the
system [42]. We use an integration timestep of dt =
0.01τ , where τ is the dimensionless unit of time. We set

the number of cells N = 4096 for all results presented in
this work. We have verified that this choice of N is large
enough to avoid finite-size effects encountered for smaller
system sizes and have verified our results are consistent
with those for system sizes up to N = 32 768. All sim-
ulations were performed using the open-source cellGPU
software [43].

RESULTS

Temperature dependence of dynamical quan-
tities. Given that the 2d Voronoi model displays un-
usual sub-Arrhenius scaling of the alpha-relaxation time
τα with temperature [27, 28], we first examine how other
dynamical properties, namely the diffusivity D and vis-
cosity η, scale with temperature T in the model across a
range p0 values that at zero temperature span the range
from geometrically frustrated to geometrically compat-
ible. Figure 1A shows the temperature-dependence of
D−1 (see Methods), which at low p0 values shows a rapid
increase over a fairly narrow range of temperatures as the
system is cooled, as expected in a glassforming material.
By contrast, at higher p0 values a similar change in D−1

requires several decades of change in T . This unusual be-
havior is consistent with that of τα (see Methods), shown
in Fig. 1B, which highlights that the temperature range
studied in each case corresponds to τα values up to ∼ 104,
which is a typical scale at which to probe the computa-
tionally supercooled and glassy regime [27, 44]. These
results highlight that, especially at higher p0 values, the
dynamics of the Voronoi model slow down much more
slowly than expected in a typical glassformer.
In a typical glassy system the viscosity η follows a simi-

lar trend to τα, as would be predicted by standard models
of viscoelastic behavior, such as the Maxwell model [45].
As such, due to the high computational costs of di-
rectly measuring η in simulations, it is often assumed
that τα ∝ η [46–49] or τα ∝ η/T [50–53] when examin-
ing the SE relation. These arguments are based on the
Maxwell model and the Gaussian solution to the diffusion
equation, respectively. Given that typically in the glassy
regime, η and τα can change by orders of magnitude due
to a small changes in T , both approximations are usually
reasonable when studying SE breakdown [49]. Here we
determine η directly via the VSS RNEMD technique [54]
(see Methods). As we will highlight in the following sec-
tion, the anomalous scaling of the dynamics means that
in this model using η directly as opposed to approximat-
ing with τα leads to vastly different interpretations of the
SE relation.
Before examining these relations, we first consider

the temperature-dependence of the viscosity, shown in
Fig. 1C. At the lowest p0 studied, the variation in η is con-
sistent with the expectation for a standard glassformer,
showing a sharp divergence over a narrow range of tem-
peratures. We note that in determining η in the low
stress regime, rather than observing Newtonian flow for
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Temperature dependence of ,  and  for different τα D−1 η p0Fig. 1

Story: Let’s look at how these different parameters depend on T in the model - it 
looks a little weird
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FIG. 1. Temperature dependence of (A) the inverse diffusion coefficient D−1, (B) the alpha-relaxation time τα, and (C ) the
viscosity η of the 2d Voronoi model. The color scale in A applies to all panels. Solid markers indicate points for which the
Voronoi model is in the disordered phase at the given p0 and T value while open markers indicate that the system has hexatic
ordering. Error bars, which are typically smaller than the marker size, indicate the standard error across ten configurations.

all model parameters, for p0 ≤ 3.825 the model displays
shear thinning at low-T . These state points coincide with
regions of the model that display hexatic ordering in the
absence of an applied shear. In these cases, the reported
η value is for the lowest applied stress that resulted in
a measurable η value and the true viscosity at the yield
point may be higher. For p0 = 3.85, we observe that η
varies by less than two orders of magnitude over a range
of T for which τα varies by more than four decades. This
surprisingly small variation further highlights the decou-
pling between η and τα that can be found in this model.

Returning to the relations between η and τα, Fig. 2A,
B show how η and η/T vary with τα for different
p0 values. We observe that η exhibits sublinear p0-
dependent scaling with τα, indicating that τα ∝ η is
not a good approximation in this system. By contrast,
the scaling of η/T with τα shows minimal dependence
on p0 and τα ∝ η/T appears to be a reasonable ap-
proximation. Given the unusual scaling of both τα
and η with temperature, it is somewhat surprising that
this proportionality appears to hold reasonably well.
However, as we will show in the following section, using
these approximations has important consequences for
behavior of the SE relation.

Stokes-Einstein-Sutherland relation. The break-
down of the SE relation as a system is cooled is often con-
sidered a hallmark of glassy materials [33] and is taken as
an indirect signature of the formation of DH. We inves-
tigate this relation for the Voronoi model by examining
the relation between D and η/T for different p0 values,
as shown in Fig. 2C. Consistent with the idea that at low
p0 these models cross over to normal glassy behavior, we
observe that for p0 = 3.75, the data shows the expected
deviation from the SE relation at lower T . However, for
the higher p0 values this deviation is not present, and
the SE relation appears to be obeyed across the range of
temperatures studied. To further quantify any deviations
from the SE relation, we plot SE/SE0 in Fig. 2D, where
SE = Dη/T and SE0 is the value of SE at the highest T
studied for each p0. This indicates a slight SE violation
for p0 = 3.80, 3.825 at the lowest temperatures (highest
τα values), but still shows no systematic deviation from

the SE relation at the highest p0 value. These results
suggest that DH may be suppressed within the model,
which we explore further in the following section.
To compare these results to those of other model

glassformers, Fig. 2D also shows data for the Kob-
Andersen (KA) model [55] and the Gaussian Core Model
(GCM) [56–58], reproduced from Ref. [51]. The KA
model is a frequently studied fragile glassformer consist-
ing of a binary mixture of particles of different radius
that interact through a Lennard-Jones potential. This
model shows the expected SE breakdown, comparable
to the results for p0 = 3.75. Meanwhile, the GCM de-
scribes an ultrasoft glassformer where particles interact
with each other via a Gaussian repulsion. It displays
weak SE breakdown and has DH that are different from
those of typical glassformers [51, 52, 59]. In the GCM, the
SE breakdown begins at later timescales and the growth
of the SE ratio by the largest τα studied is significantly
smaller than for the KA model. We observe that the
results for the Voronoi model for p0 = 3.825 are com-
parable to the GCM at both densities plotted while the
ratio for p0 = 3.85 is notably smaller than in either the
GCM or KA model.
We emphasize that our decision to determine the

viscosity directly in this system, rather than using τα
as a proxy for either η or η/T has a profound impact
on our conclusions. Using Dτα/T for the SE relation
suggests that the SE ratio increases by several orders
of magnitude across the range of τα studied, with the
strongest violation at the highest p0 value, as shown
in Fig. 2E. By contrast, using Dτα (Fig. 2F ) suggests
SE violations more in line with those observed in other
glassformers [49, 50, 60], but still much stronger SE
violations for p0 ≥ 3.8 than are observed when using
the direct η measurement. The discrepancies between
these approximations for the SE ratio and the value
obtained using direct measurements of η highlight
the importance of determining η when examining SE
breakdown, particularly in materials with anomalous
glassy dynamics.

Dynamical heterogeneities. A natural hypothesis
from the above – given that SE violations are typically
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FIG. 2. (A) Dependence of the viscosity η on the alpha-relaxation time τα for different values of the shape index p0. The
color scale for p0 values is the same across all figure panels and open markers indicate points for which hexatic ordering is
observed in the structure. (B) Dependence of the ratio η/T on τα. Dashed black lines in panels A and B indicate slope 1. (C )
Relationship between the diffusivity D and the ratio η/T for different values of p0. The dashed black line indicates slope -1,
which is expected when the Stokes-Einstein-Sutherland (SE) relation holds. (D) Comparison between values of the SE ratio
SE = Dη/T , scaled by the value SE0 measured at the highest T for each p0, for the Voronoi model (blue points), the Gaussian
Core Model (GCM) at two densities ρ (purple points) and the large and small particles in the Kob-Andersen (KA) model (green
points). GCM and KA data obtained from Ref. [51]. (E) Using τα instead of η in the SE ratio (note the logarithmic axis scale),
or (F ) replacing η/T with τα would indicate stronger SE violations than are observed when the direct viscosity measurement
is used (panel C ). Error bars in A–C, which are typically smaller than the marker size, indicate the standard error across ten
configurations while in D–F they represent the propagated uncertainties.

understood to be a consequence of dynamical heterogene-
ity (DH) [33, 61] – is that this model may be surprisingly
dynamically homogeneous. To test this hypothesis, we
consider several interrelated measures of DH which each
reveal different features of the statistics of spatially corre-
lated dynamics. In models with atypical glassy dynamics,
these different measures can lead to different conclusions
about the nature of the DH [52, 59, 62]. We first di-
rectly plot the cage-relative (CR) displacement field for
samples with p0 = 3.75 and 3.85 after time t ∼ τα has
passed since some reference time with τα ∼ 104. The re-
sults, shown in Fig. 3A, indicate regions of high and low
mobility for p0 = 3.75, suggesting the presence of DH.
By contrast, for p0 = 3.85 there is no clear separation
of regions with higher or lower displacements, suggesting
more homogeneous dynamics.

We next consider the peak height χ∗
4 of the four-point

dynamic susceptibility χ4(t) (see Methods). In a typi-
cal glassformer, χ∗

4 is expected to grow as the tempera-
ture decreases, and this is often interpreted to quantify
a characteristic length scale related to the size of regions
undergoing collective rearrangement [61]. As shown in
Fig. 3B, we observe that χ∗

4 grows slowly with τα for
p0 = 3.75, consistent with previous reports for χ4(t)
in this model [27]. For p0 = 3.825, 3.85 there is slight
growth in the peak height at the highest τα values. How-
ever, for p0 = 3.85, the peak height shows only a very

slight increase with τα, providing a quantitative indica-
tor of a lack of correlated dynamics in the model at higher
p0 values.

Another, quite direct indicator of the presence of DH
can be obtained through the probability distribution
P (log10 ∆rCR; t), which is proportional to the van Hove
function Gs(∆rCR; t). Here ∆rCR is the CR displace-
ment after time t has elapsed. This distribution is shown
in Fig. 3C for p0 = 3.75 (left) and p0 = 3.85 (right)
for temperatures that give τα ∼ 104 at a range of t val-
ues. In a typical glassformer, this distribution becomes
bimodal for time scales t ∼ τα due to the separation of
fast and slow dynamics [52, 59, 63], which is what we
observe for p0 = 3.75. By contrast, for p0 = 3.85 we
observe the distribution has a single peak that shifts to
larger displacements at longer time scales while main-
taining a constant height. This trend is consistent with
that expected for a Gaussian process [52], indicating sup-
pressed DH at higher p0 values. Note that while here the
measurements of χ4(t) and P (log10 ∆rCR; t) both indi-
cate suppressed DH, these two measures do not always
point to the same conclusion, as we discuss further in the
following section.

A final quantity that can also be used to indicate the
presence of DH, and can be compared to other models, is
the non-Gaussian parameter α2(t) defined in 2d by [64,
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65]

α2(t) =
1

2

〈
∆r4CR(t)

〉
⟨∆r2CR(t)⟩

2 − 1. (2)

This quantity is zero if the distribution of particle dis-
placements is Gaussian and nonzero otherwise, with a
typical glassformer displaying a single-peaked distribu-
tion that grows in height as the temperature is lowered.
Figure 3D shows the peak height α∗

2 as a function of τα
for each p0, which shows that the peak height decreases
with p0 for a given τα, providing further evidence of a re-
duction in DH as p0 is increased. Comparing these values
to the KA model and GCM using data from Ref. [51], we
observe that the trends are consistent to those observed
for the SE ratio in Fig. 2D, indicating correlation between
the degree of DH and level of SE breakdown.

Looking more closely at the behavior of α2(t), we ob-
serve that the p0 = 3.85 data is qualitatively different
to the lower p0 data. For p0 ≤ 3.825, we observe the
expected single peak in α2(t), as shown in Fig. 4A for
p0 = 3.75. However, for p0 = 3.85 we observe a sec-
ondary peak at time scales much shorter than τα for
T ≲ 0.005, as shown in Fig. 4B for select temperatures
in this lower T regime. The presence of this additional
peak in α2(t) for p0 = 3.85 suggests the presence of an
additional dynamical regime at lower T . To our knowl-
edge the only previously reported observation of multiple
peaks in the non-Gaussian parameter are in a recently re-

ported model aiming to bridge the gap between 3d and
mean-field glasses by introducing “pseudo-neighbor” in-
teractions for each particle [62]. In Ref. [62], the addi-
tional peak was observed in the regimes of the model
that are closest to mean-field and the height of this peak
increased as the model became more mean-field-like. In
contrast to the Voronoi model, in that model the ad-
ditional peaks were only present at higher temperatures
and appeared at longer time-scales than the primary peak
in α2(t).

To explore the dynamics associated with this addi-
tional peak in α2(t), we examine the time dependence
of the exponent γ(t) of the CR MSD (see Methods), de-
fined by

〈
∆CR(t)

〉
∝ tγ(t). At short time scales, the mo-

tion displays the expected ballistic (γ(t) = 2) behavior,
shown in Fig. 4C, D for p0 = 3.75 and 3.85 respectively,
while at long time scales the motion is super-diffusive
(γ(t) ∼ 1.2) up to the time scale studied. This is likely
due to caging effects in the system, and we expect that
at long enough time frames the motion will become dif-
fusive [66, 67]. At intermediate time scales, the motion is
sub-diffusive, as expected due to caging effects [66, 68],
resulting in a plateau in the CR MSD. The location of
the primary peak of α2(t) (circle markers in Fig. 4C, D)
occurs as the system leaves the sub-diffusive regime, con-
sistent with the observations in Ref. [62]. The secondary
peaks for p0 = 3.85 (square markers in Fig. 4D), where
present, appear to coincide with the start of an extended
plateau with γ(t) ∼ 0.25 that ends at times correspond-
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FIG. 4. (A) Non-Gaussian parameter α2(t) for p0 = 3.75 for
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ing to the local minimum of α2(t) between the two peaks.
More work is needed to establish how robust this subd-
iffusive regime is, but we note that ⟨∆(t)⟩ ∝ t1/4 is ob-
served in the monomer displacements in entangled linear
polymers. There the scaling arises from monomers con-
strained to diffuse along a reduced-dimensional region of
space (there, the primitive path) [69], and we speculate
that the unusual geometry of the zero-energy manifold of
the large-p0 Voronoi model [25] may give rise to a similar
effect.

DISCUSSION

Our results demonstrate that the dynamics of the 2d
Voronoi model are highly unusual compared to those of
standard glassformers and that the nature of the dynam-
ics can be tuned by varying the shape index p0. This goes
beyond previous reports focused on the unusual scaling
of τα with temperature [27, 28]. In the low-p0 regime,
the model displays SE breakdown and the corresponding
formation of DH expected as the dynamics slows down.
However, as p0 is increased, the slowing down is not ac-
companied by breakdown of the SE relation and the sys-
tem remains dynamically homogeneous. At the highest
p0 studied, these dynamics are accompanied by an ad-
ditional dynamical regime, characterized by a plateau in
the slope of the CR MSD and a corresponding additional
peak in α2(t). These findings suggest that this model
may be able to tune between different universality classes
governing disordered dynamics: a standard glassform-

ing one and a potentially new universality class, possibly
with a zero-temperature critical point as is possible in
other 2d systems [70], which is characterized by a suite
of anomalous low-temperature behavior. Further work
is required to explore this transition and determine the
relevant critical exponents.

The dynamics of the Voronoi model displays several
similarities with 3d models that emulate mean-field type
behavior [51, 52, 59, 62, 71]. Both the GCM [51, 52, 59]
and models that incorporate additional interactions to
approach the mean-field limit from 3d [62, 71] display
the near-Gaussian statistics of particle displacements ob-
served here at higher p0. However, measuring χ4(t) re-
veals notable differences between these models. In the
GCM, χ∗

4 grows strongly as the temperature is decreased,
signaling the presence of giant dynamical fluctuations in
the model despite the near-Gaussian statistics of the dis-
placements [59]. By contrast, in other mean-field ap-
proaching models [62, 71], the peak heights decrease as
the system becomes more mean-field-like, consistent with
our observations in the 2d Voronoi model. While the ex-
act nature of the information conveyed by quantities such
as χ4(t) and α2(t), and their relation to each other, still
needs further exploration [62], our results paint a uni-
form picture of suppressed DH in the Voronoi model at
higher p0 values, with dynamics that are closer to the be-
havior of some mean-field-like models than to standard
glassformers.

The relation between fragility – related to the tem-
perature dependence of the viscosity of a system close
to the glass transition [72] – and the resulting amount
of SE breakdown and strength of DH has been a topic
of much debate. The fragility is negatively correlated
with the stretching exponent β characterizing the de-
cay of the self-intermediate scattering function [73–75],
which itself is correlated with the degree of DH present.
As such, it is often assumed that more fragile materi-
als will display stronger SE breakdown, mostly based
on data in 3d. While systems such as those studied in
Refs. [50, 60] do show this correlation, several other sys-
tems do not [46, 53, 62, 76, 77]. The relation between
fragility and level of SE breakdown may depend on the
spatial dimension d, with studies suggesting the amount
of SE breakdown decreases as d increases [53, 62, 78].
Whether this is accompanied by an increase [53, 62] or
decrease [78] in the fragility is again inconclusive. If there
is a correlation between the fragility and degree of DH,
this would predict that the ultra-strong regime of the 2d
Voronoi model [20, 27], would have very little SE viola-
tion, with higher p0 having less DH. This is consistent
with our observations of the SE breakdown and DH pre-
sented here.

Further theoretical insight into the DH may be gained
through inhomogeneous mode coupling theory (MCT)
analysis [79] of the model, building upon recent MCT
results that may be capturing the ultra-strong behavior
of the vertex model [80]. Moreover, recent work on the
dynamics of active glasses has shown that details of the
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DH can be very different between equilibrium and active
variants of standard model glassformers, despite similar
relaxation dynamics between the two model variants [81].
As such, studying the DH in an active Voronoi model,
such as the self-propelled Voronoi model [18], would give
insight into which anomalous features of the DH are con-
served across different microscopic dynamics.

We finally note that experiments on real cell mono-
layers have reported the presence of DH based on mea-
surements of the velocity field [4] and χ4(t) [8, 10, 13].
The strength of the DH has been shown to be correlated
with the level of coordinated motion and forces in the
monolayer [10], and also to decrease over time [8, 13]. A
complicating feature, though, is the presence of large fluc-
tuations in cell positions and shape that often occur with
comparatively few neighbor-exchange events [4]. Thus,
to draw a meaningful comparison between experimental
results and the results presented here would require un-
dertaking CR measurements on the real cells, separating
out DH due to cell rearrangements and those due to cell-
cage-scale fluctuations. Exploring this relationship, and
the implications of our results for understanding funda-
mental similarities and differences between the physics
underlying different cell models remain exciting direc-
tions for future work.

METHODS

Alpha-relaxation time τα. We estimate τα from
the decay of the cage-relative self-intermediate scattering
function (CR SISF), which we use to remove the effect
of long-wavelength Mermin-Wagner fluctuations present
in 2d systems [82–85]. This is given by

FCR
s (q, t) =

1

N

N∑
i=1

〈
eiq·[∆ri(t)−∆rcagei (t)]

〉
, (3)

where ∆ri(t) = ri(t) − ri(0), ∆rcagei = 1
Ni

∑Ni

j=1[rj(t) −
rj(0)] gives the displacement of the cage formed by
the Ni neighbors of particle i at t = 0, and q = |q| is
the position of the peak in the static structure factor.
The value of τα is estimated by fitting a stretched

exponential of the form A exp(−t/τα)
β
to the long-time

tail of Fs(q, t), where τα, A and β are fitting parameters.
The final value for each τα is then obtained by averaging
the fit values across ten configurations for each state
point. We investigate a range of temperatures at each
p0 that correspond to 1 ≲ τα ≲ 104.

Self-diffusion constant D. We obtain the self-
diffusion constant D from the mean-squared displace-
ment (MSD), ∆(t) =

〈
∆r2(t)

〉
, from which we expect

that at long times

∆(t) ∼ 2dDt, (4)

with d being the dimension of the system. We calculate
the MSD at time t = tmax, with tmax ≥ 10τα being the

duration of the simulation after an initial thermalization
period (which is itself of order 10τα), and use this to
estimate D for a single configuration. The final D
estimate is determined from the mean value from ten
configurations at each state point. We choose to use the
standard MSD rather than the CR MSD because the
CR MSD does not reach the diffusive regime within the
timeframe of our simulations (as discussed in Results),
whereas the standard MSD does. At long enough time
scales we expect the CR MSD to asymptotically ap-
proach the MSD [67], leading to the same estimate for D.

Viscosity η. We measure the viscosity η using reverse
nonequilibrium molecular dynamics (RNEMD) [54, 86–
88], in which an unphysical momentum flux jy(px) is
imposed on the system in the x-direction, inducing
a gradient in the x-velocity vx along the y-direction.
The system is divided into horizontal slabs with a
forward momentum flux imposed on the central slab
and a backward momentum flux imposed on the bottom
slab. The fluxes are chosen to ensure that the linear
momentum and kinetic energy are conserved throughout
the system. The viscosity is then η = −jy(px)/

∂vx

∂y .

We implement the velocity shearing and scaling (VSS)
RNEMD method [54], which reduces perturbations
compared to earlier RNEMD methods by distributing
the momentum flux across all particles in the manipu-
lated slab. We set the momentum swap frequency to
f = 5dt and have verified that the results are consistent
across a range of choices of f . To allow the velocity
profile to develop, we run simulations for 50 000τ from
a thermalized configuration before determining η by
averaging ∂vx

∂y over a duration of at least 60 000τ .

We determine η for each p0 and T by sampling at
least four fluxes in the range 10−5 ≲ jy(px) ≲ 10−3

with the value of η at each state point averaged across
ten configurations. For state points where there is no
hexatic ordering present, we observe that the flow is
Newtonian and determine the final estimate for η by
averaging its value across the range of fluxes studied.
When shear thinning is present, η is obtained from the
lowest jy(px) that yields a value, averaged across ten
configurations.

Four-point susceptibility χ4(t). The four-point
dynamic susceptibility χ4(t) is defined by

χ4(t) = N
〈
δFCR

s (q, t)δFCR
s (q, t)

〉
, (5)

where δFCR
s (q, t) is the difference between the instanta-

neous CR SISF and its mean, and the value of q used
corresponds to the maximum of the static structure
factor [89].

CR MSD
〈
∆CR(t)

〉
. The cage-relative mean-
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squared displacement (CR MSD) is defined by [82]

〈
∆CR(t)

〉
=

1

N

〈
N∑
i=1

[∆ri(t)−∆rcagei (t)]
2

〉
, (6)

where ⟨ ⟩ denotes averaging across configurations. Re-
sults for the CR MSD are averaged across ten configura-
tions at each T and p0.
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[73] R. Böhmer, K. L. Ngai, C. A. Angell, and D. J. Plazek,
Nonexponential relaxations in strong and fragile glass
formers, J. Chem. Phys. 99, 4201 (1993).

[74] K. Niss, C. Dalle-Ferrier, G. Tarjus, and C. Alba-
Simionesco, On the correlation between fragility and
stretching in glass-forming liquids, J. Phys. Condens.
Matter 19, 076102 (2007).

[75] X. Xia and P. G. Wolynes, Microscopic theory of het-
erogeneity and nonexponential relaxations in supercooled
liquids, Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, 5526 (2001).

[76] Y. Jung, J. P. Garrahan, and D. Chandler, Excitation
lines and the breakdown of Stokes-Einstein relations in
supercooled liquids, Phys. Rev. E 69, 061205 (2004).

[77] J. C. Dyre, Ten themes of viscous liquid dynamics, J.
Phys. Condens. Matter 19, 205105 (2007).

[78] M. Adhikari, S. Karmakar, and S. Sastry, Spatial dimen-
sionality dependence of heterogeneity, breakdown of the
Stokes–Einstein relation, and fragility of a model glass-
forming liquid, J. Phys. Chem. B 125, 10232 (2021).

[79] G. Biroli, J.-P. Bouchaud, K. Miyazaki, and D. R. Reich-
man, Inhomogeneous mode-coupling theory and growing
dynamic length in supercooled liquids, Phys. Rev. Lett.
97, 195701 (2006).

[80] S. Pandey, S. Kolya, S. Sadhukhan, and S. K. Nandi, The
unusual glassy dynamics of confluent epithelial mono-
layer is nearly ideal for mode-coupling theory (2024),
arXiv:2306.07250, arXiv:2306.07250 [cond-mat.soft].

[81] K. Paul, A. Mutneja, S. K. Nandi, and S. Karmakar, Dy-
namical heterogeneity in active glasses is inherently dif-
ferent from its equilibrium behavior, Proceedings of the
National Academy of Sciences 120, e2217073120 (2023).

[82] S. Mazoyer, F. Ebert, G. Maret, and P. Keim, Dynamics
of particles and cages in an experimental 2d glass former,
EPL 88, 66004 (2009).

[83] S. Vivek, C. P. Kelleher, P. M. Chaikin, and E. R. Weeks,
Long-wavelength fluctuations and the glass transition in
two dimensions and three dimensions, Proc. Natl. Acad.
Sci. 114, 1850 (2017).

[84] B. Illing, S. Fritschi, H. Kaiser, C. L. Klix, G. Maret, and
P. Keim, Mermin–Wagner fluctuations in 2d amorphous
solids, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 114, 1856 (2017).

[85] H. Shiba, T. Kawasaki, and K. Kim, Local density fluctu-
ation governs the divergence of viscosity underlying elas-
tic and hydrodynamic anomalies in a 2d glass-forming
liquid, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 265501 (2019).

[86] F. Müller-Plathe, A simple nonequilibrium molecular dy-
namics method for calculating the thermal conductivity,
J. Chem. Phys. 106, 6082 (1997).

[87] F. Müller-Plathe, Reversing the perturbation in nonequi-
librium molecular dynamics: An easy way to calculate
the shear viscosity of fluids, Phys. Rev. E 59, 4894 (1999).

[88] S. Kuang and J. D. Gezelter, A gentler approach to
RNEMD: Nonisotropic velocity scaling for computing
thermal conductivity and shear viscosity, J. Chem. Phys.
133, 164101 (2010).

[89] G. Szamel and E. Flenner, Four-point susceptibility of a
glass-forming binary mixture: Brownian dynamics, Phys.
Rev. E 74, 021507 (2006).

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.93.042602
https://doi.org/10.1080/08927022.2013.840893
https://doi.org/10.1080/08927022.2013.840893
https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199691470.003.0003
https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199691470.003.0003
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0038749
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0038749
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.72.011205
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.72.011205
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.136.A405
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1511.06672
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1511.06672
https://arxiv.org/abs/1511.06672
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0301-0104(02)00667-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0301-0104(02)00667-5
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1815097116
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1815097116
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-648X/aaa8b8
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-648X/aaa8b8
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-09512-3
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3626802
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3626802
https://doi.org/10.1038/35065704
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.466117
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/19/7/076102
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/19/7/076102
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.86.5526
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.69.061205
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/19/20/205105
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/19/20/205105
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcb.1c03887
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.195701
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.195701
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2306.07250
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2306.07250
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2306.07250
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.07250
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2217073120
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2217073120
https://doi.org/10.1209/0295-5075/88/66004
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1607226113
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1607226113
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1612964114
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.265501
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.473271
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.59.4894
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3499947
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3499947
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.74.021507
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.74.021507

	Tunable glassy dynamics in models of dense cellular tissue
	Abstract
	The Voronoi model
	Results
	Discussion
	Methods
	Acknowledgements
	Author contributions
	References


