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The glassy dynamics in confluent epithelial monolayers is crucial for several biological processes,
such as wound healing, embryogenesis, cancer progression, etc. Several experiments have indicated
that, unlike particulate systems, the glassy dynamics in these systems correlates with the static prop-
erties and shows a readily-found sub-Arrhenius relaxation. However, whether the statics-dynamics
correlation is only qualitative or can provide quantitative predictions and what leads to the sub-
Arrhenius relaxation remains unclear. We apply a particular analytical theory of glassy dynamics,
the mode-coupling theory (MCT) that predicts dynamics using static properties alone as input,
to the confluent systems. We demonstrate the remarkable applicability of MCT in simulations of
the Vertex model and experiments on Madin-Darby Canine Kidney cells and show the quantita-
tive nature of the structure-dynamics correlation in these systems. Our results elucidate that the
structure-dynamics feedback mechanism of MCT, and not the barrier crossing mechanism, domi-
nates the glassy dynamics in these systems where the relaxation time diverges as a power law with
a universal exponent of 3/2. This slower-than-exponential divergence naturally explains the sub-
Arrhenius relaxation dynamics in these systems. The quantitative nature of the structure-dynamics
correlation also suggests the possibility of describing various complex biological processes, such as
cell division and apoptosis, via the static properties of the systems, such as cell shape or shape
variability.

I. INTRODUCTION

Glassy dynamics, primarily known for the dense ag-
gregates of inanimate particles, is also indispensable for
many crucial processes in living organisms [1–5]. As
wounds heal [6–8], embryos develop [9, 10], cancer pro-
gresses [11, 12], or asthma advances [3], the collective
cellular dynamics becomes glassy: the system shows dy-
namical heterogeneity [4, 6, 13], mean-square displace-
ment goes from sub-diffusive at intermediate times to dif-
fusive at longer times [3, 14, 15], distribution of particle
displacement becomes non-Gaussian [16], etc. The main
characteristic of glassiness is the extreme dynamical slow-
down, from a liquid-like flowing to a solid-like jammed
state without much discernible change in the static prop-
erties [5, 17, 18]: a snapshot of a glass and that of a liquid
look nearly identical. However, this fundamental feature
seems to be different in epithelial systems. Several ex-
periments and simulations have indicated that the glassy
dynamics in these systems correlates with the static prop-
erties, such as cell shape [3, 19–25]. Furthermore, unlike
most particulate systems, cellular monolayer exhibits a
remarkable sub-Arrhenius, i.e., slower than exponential
relaxation [20, 22, 26]. Is there a qualitative difference
between the glassy dynamics in these systems and par-
ticulate systems? What is the mechanism leading to this
sub-Arrhenius relaxation? Is the statics-dynamics corre-
lation merely qualitative, or does it have more profound
significance?
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Epithelial cellular monolayers have a distinctive char-
acteristic compared to particulate systems. They are
confluent, i.e., the cells fill the entire space, and the pack-
ing fraction remains unity where the glassy dynamics is
controlled by intercellular interaction and various active
forces. The theoretical models represent cells as poly-
gons and can be either discrete lattice-based, such as the
cellular Potts model [27, 28], or continuum, such as the
Vertex or Voronoi models [19, 29–31]. The energy func-
tion governing the system properties [29, 32] is

H =

N∑
i=1

[λA(ai − a0)
2 + λP (pi − p0)

2], (1)

where N is the total number of cells, λA and λP are the
area and perimeter moduli, a0 and p0 are the target area
and target perimeter, and ai and pi are the individual
cell area and perimeter. We set a0 = 1 and use

√
a0 as

the unit of length. Experiments show that the height of
a cell monolayer remains nearly the same [30], and the
cell cytoplasm behaves like an incompressible fluid [33].
These two aspects lead to the area constraint in Eq. (1).
In addition, the properties of intercellular interaction me-
diated via different junctional proteins and that of a thin
layer of cytoplasm, the cell cortex, lead to the perimeter
term. We also need a temperature T that comes from
various active processes. However, within the models, T
is an equilibrium temperature. Such a description agrees
remarkably well with experiments [3, 21, 23, 34]. There
are several confluent models, and they vary in their im-
plementation details. However, they are similar from the
perspective of glassy dynamics [3, 19, 22, 34, 35]. In this
work, we focus on the Vertex model for our simulations.
The physics of glassy dynamics generally refers to bar-
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rier crossing between various metastable states. In an
Angell plot representation [36, 37], plotting relaxation
time as a function of Tg/T , where Tg is the glass transi-
tion temperature, a straight line refers to Arrhenius re-
laxation. Curves below this line signify super-Arrhenius
and above it sub-Arrhenius relaxation [as marked in Fig.
2(f)]. Simulation results have shown that the distinc-
tive potential arising from the perimeter constraint in
Eq. (1) plays a crucial role in the dynamics of epithelial
systems. The geometric constraint of space-filling poly-
gons leads to a minimum possible perimeter, pmin. When
p0 ≲ pmin, the cell boundaries are primarily straight, and
cells cannot satisfy the perimeter constraint in Eq. (1),
the system shows sub-Arrhenius relaxation [20, 22, 26].
The relaxation time in the sub-Arrhenius regime grows
slower than exponential, implying a different mechanism
than barrier crossing for the glassiness in this regime.
But what is that mechanism? How does it affect the
relaxation dynamics? What are the implications of the
structure-dynamics correlation?

In this work, we first show that a specific analyti-
cal theory of glassy dynamics, the mode-coupling the-
ory (MCT) [38–42], works remarkably well for confluent
systems in the sub-Arrhenius regime. MCT assumes that
the static properties of the system are known, and taking
the static properties as input, it predicts the dynamics.
MCT posits a feedback mechanism, where the structure
affects the dynamics that again influences the structure
for the glassy dynamics. This feedback mechanism leads
to power law divergence of the relaxation time and natu-
rally explains the sub-Arrhenius relaxation. We demon-
strate this quantitative nature of the structure-dynamics
correlation in these systems via MCT for both simula-
tions on the Vertex model and experiments on Madin-
Darby Canine Kidney (MDCK) cell monolayers. Our
results imply that various biological functions, such as
cell division and apoptosis that can affect the dynamics
can be described in terms of the static properties of the
system.

RESULTS

We first show in our simulations on the Vertex model
that MCT applies quite well in the sub-Arrhenius regime
and provides the dynamics using the static properties as
input: we compute the static structure factor, give it as
input to MCT, obtain the dynamics from the theory, and
compare it with that in simulations. We then demon-
strate the applicability of MCT in our experiments on
MDCK cells.

Statics and dynamics in simulation and comparison
with MCT

We simulate the Vertex model for various values of p0
and T (see Sec. II B for details). MCT requires the

0 5 10 15 20 25
0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

3.5

4

4.5

0 5 10 15 20 25
0

1

2

3

4

5

(c)

S(k
)

k

S(k
)

k

0 1 2 3 4 5 6
0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

3.5

(a)

g
(r

)
<latexit sha1_base64="fylReGtUuiITGke6X8WaiXWPpIk=">AAAB63icbVBNSwMxEJ2tX7V+VT16CRahXspuK+ix6MVjBfsB7VKyabYNTbJLkhXK0r/gxYMiXv1D3vw3Zts9aOuDgcd7M8zMC2LOtHHdb6ewsbm1vVPcLe3tHxwelY9POjpKFKFtEvFI9QKsKWeStg0znPZiRbEIOO0G07vM7z5RpVkkH80spr7AY8lCRrDJpHFVXQ7LFbfmLoDWiZeTCuRoDctfg1FEEkGlIRxr3ffc2PgpVoYRTuelQaJpjMkUj2nfUokF1X66uHWOLqwyQmGkbEmDFurviRQLrWcisJ0Cm4le9TLxP6+fmPDGT5mME0MlWS4KE45MhLLH0YgpSgyfWYKJYvZWRCZYYWJsPCUbgrf68jrp1Gteo1Z/uKo0b/M4inAG51AFD66hCffQgjYQmMAzvMKbI5wX5935WLYWnHzmFP7A+fwBZhaN0A==</latexit>

r
<latexit sha1_base64="mcxbHMlpexUZOQ80I65L7N8gjUM=">AAAB6HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mqoMeiF48t2FpoQ9lsJ+3azSbsboQS+gu8eFDEqz/Jm//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8IBFcG9f9dgpr6xubW8Xt0s7u3v5B+fCoreNUMWyxWMSqE1CNgktsGW4EdhKFNAoEPgTj25n/8IRK81jem0mCfkSHkoecUWOlpuqXK27VnYOsEi8nFcjR6Je/eoOYpRFKwwTVuuu5ifEzqgxnAqelXqoxoWxMh9i1VNIItZ/ND52SM6sMSBgrW9KQufp7IqOR1pMosJ0RNSO97M3E/7xuasJrP+MySQ1KtlgUpoKYmMy+JgOukBkxsYQyxe2thI2ooszYbEo2BG/55VXSrlW9i2qteVmp3+RxFOEETuEcPLiCOtxBA1rAAOEZXuHNeXRenHfnY9FacPKZY/gD5/MH3m+M+g==</latexit>

0

3

2

1

0 2 4 6

(d)

0

5
4
3
2
1

2520151050 0

4
3
2
1

25201550

4

0 5 10 15 20 25
0

1

2

3

4

5

0 10 20 30 40
0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

3.5

4

4.5
p0
p0
p0
p0

10

T
T
T
T
T

(b)

FIG. 1. Static properties of confluent systems. (a) Schematic
presentation of the calculation of g(r). We represent the po-
sition of the cells by their centers of mass at rcmi . Starting
from a particular cell center as origin, g(r) gives the probabil-
ity distribution of finding another cell in the annular region
of radii r and r + dr. (b) We show the radial distribution
function, g(r), as a function of r at various T and p0 = 3.60.
(c) We obtain S(k) by taking the Fourier transform of g(r)
according to Eq. (6). S(k) peak height increases as T de-
creases. (d) S(k) at a constant T = 0.009 shows increase in
peak height as we decrease p0.

static information of cell positions in the form of the
radial distribution function, g(r), defined in Sec. IIA.
We designate each cell by its center of mass, rcmi , where
i = 1, N (see supplementary material (SM), Sec. SII for
details). Using the center of mass for the cells, we obtain
g(r) as schematically shown in Fig. 1(a): we start from
a particular cell center as the origin, count the number
of cells within the annular region of radii r and r + dr,
and divide it by the average number of cells within this
area. We repeat this process for all cells and then take
the average. g(r) gives the probability density of finding
a cell at a distance r starting from another cell as the
origin. We Fourier transform g(r) as in Eq. (6), and ob-
tain the static structure factor, S(k). Figure 1(b) shows
several g(r) for various T at p0 = 3.6; the height of the
first peak increases as T decreases. Figure 1(c) shows the
corresponding S(k) for the same g(r) as in (b); S(k) also
has an increasing peak height with decreasing T . Figure
1(d) shows S(k) at a fixed T but different values of p0:
as p0 decreases, S(k) peak height increases.

We next use the simulation data of S(k) and the corre-
sponding T as input to MCT and numerically solve the
theory as an initial value problem to obtain the inter-
mediate scattering function, F (k, t) (defined in Eq. 9),
where k is the wave vector, as a function of time t. Within
MCT, the principal effects of varying parameters enter
via S(k). The bare T appearing in the MCT equations
(see SM, Sec. SIII) gives the time scale. Figure 2(a)
shows the MCT results for F (k, t) at k = 6.8, correspond-
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ing to the first peak of S(k). In simulations, computation
of F (k, t) is costly as it requires large averaging due to
fluctuation [43]. We can obtain similar information about
the dynamics via a related observable, the overlap func-
tion, Q(t), Eq. (7). We show the behavior of Q(t) in
simulations in Fig. 2(b). The decay of F (k, t) and Q(t)
gets slower as T decreases. From the decay of the auto-
correlation functions, we can define a relaxation time, τ ,
via Q(τ) = 0.3 and F (k, τ) = 0.3. τ increases as the sys-
tem becomes more glassy when T decreases. We define
the glass transition temperature Tg when τ becomes 104,
i.e., τ(Tg) = 104. One characteristic of glassy dynamics
is a slow decay of the auto-correlation function at long
times, known as the α-regime. MCT predicts a time-
temperature superposition principle in the α-regime, i.e.,
the two-point functions at different T as a function of
t/τ(T ) collapse to a master curve in the α-regime. We
have demonstrated this property in the insets of Fig. 2(a)
for F (k, t) and Fig. 2(b) for Q(t).

We now look at the most rigorous test of MCT. The
primary prediction of MCT is a power-law divergence of
τ with a universal exponent [17, 38, 40, 44]. As Fig.
2(a) shows, the decay of F (k, t) becomes progressively
slower as we lower T . Eventually, below a particular T ,
known as TMCT, F (k, t) remains stuck at a finite value:
this is the non-ergodicity transition of MCT (SM Fig.
S2). The non-ergodicity transition is a genuine phase
transition within the theory that describes glass transi-
tion as a critical phenomenon with TMCT as the critical
point. Just like theories of critical phenomena [45], MCT
also predicts power-law divergence of τ as T approaches
TMCT:

τ =
A

(T − TMCT)γ
, (2)

where A is a constant and γ is a universal exponent.
It is well-known that the non-ergodicity transition itself
is spurious as some other mechanism takes over for T <
TMCT. However, the theory works in the range of T where
most simulations and experiments operate. In the regime
of its validity, if we fit simulation and experimental data
with the MCT prediction, Eq. (2), we obtain a slightly
lower T than TMCT as the critical point; let us call it Tc.

We first focus on the range of p0 between 3.5 and 3.7,
corresponding to the sub-Arrhenius regime [20, 22, 26].
For a particular p0, we get τ for several values of T and
then vary p0. We fit the data of τ from both MCT and
simulation with Eq. (2) to obtain TMCT (or Tc), A, and γ.
We then plot the data for τ as a function of (T − TMCT)
for the MCT results and as a function of (T −Tc) for the
simulation data. The power-law prediction of MCT, Eq.
(2), implies that the data in log-log representation will
be linear:

ln τ = lnA− γ ln(T − TMCT). (3)

Figures 2(c) and (d) show that the data collapse to a
master curve for both MCT and simulation. This data
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FIG. 2. Comparison of MCT and simulation results. (a)
The intermediate scattering function, F (k, t), obtained via
MCT using the simulation S(k) as input. Inset: The time-
temperature superposition prediction of MCT: F (k, t) as a
function of t/τ(T ) provides data collapse to a master curve
in the α-regime. (b) Q(t) from the vertex model simulation
as a function of time t for several T . Inset: Simulation data
agree with the time-temperature superposition prediction of
MCT. (c) MCT predicts an algebraic divergence of τ at TMCT

with universal exponent, Eq. (2). The plot of ln τ as a func-
tion of ln[T − TMCT] shows that data for various p0 follow
the same master curve demonstrating the predictions. Inset:
MCT data of τ at lower values of p0 show a slightly differ-
ent γ. (d) Fitting the simulation data of τ with the MCT
power-law form gives the transition temperature Tc and the
other parameters. The plot of ln τ as a function of ln[T − Tc]
again shows a master curve confirming the MCT prediction
of universal γ. The lines show that γ in MCT and simulation
data are the same. Inset: Simulation data of τ at lower p0
yield γ = 1.0 that is different from the MCT result for similar
p0. (e) MCT over-estimates the transition, TMCT is higher
compared to Tc. The difference decreases as p0 increases. (f)
Angell plot of τ as a function of Tg/T where we have defined
Tg via τ(Tg) = 104. Symbols are simulation data, and the
lines are the corresponding MCT plots.

collapse implies that A and γ are the same for different p0
in this range. Furthermore, γ = 3/2 is the same for both
MCT and simulation [represented by the solid lines in
Figs. (2c) and (2d)]. Thus, the MCT predictions - power-
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law behavior of τ with universal γ - agree remarkably well
with the simulations. In contrast, although the power-
law prediction of MCT holds in particulate systems, γ
varies for different systems [38, 39].

We have also investigated the lower range of p0, where
the system shows super-Arrhenius behavior [22, 24]: the
insets of Figs. 2 (c) and (d) show that γ becomes dif-
ferent in this regime, and the agreement between MCT
and simulation becomes poor. For example, for p0 = 2.6
and 2.9, the MCT data suggest γ ≃ 1.4, whereas the
simulation data show γ ≃ 1. This scenario is similar to
the usual particulate systems where the exponent usu-
ally vary. We know that the RFOT theory applies in
this regime [22, 24], and activated barrier crossing dom-
inates the dynamics. γ becomes strongly p0-dependent
for even lower values of p0. We also find that both TMCT

and Tc decrease nearly linearly with an increase in p0
(Fig. 2e). Since p0 parameterizes intercellular interac-
tion, this trend of TMCT or Tc represents the effects of
changing interaction potential.

MCT posits a structure-dynamics feedback mechanism
for the glassy slowing down: structure influences dynam-
ics that feeds back to the structure and leads to the di-
verging τ [38–40, 42]. The remarkable agreement of the
dynamics with MCT implies that this feedback mecha-
nism, and not the barrier-crossing scenario, controls the
glassy character in these systems. This mechanism leads
to a power-law variation of τ ; thus, it naturally leads to
sub-Arrhenius, i.e., slower than exponential relaxation
dynamics. Figure 2(f) shows the MCT and the corre-
sponding simulation data in the Angell plot representa-
tion. Our results elucidate that the sub-Arrhenius relax-
ation dynamics and structure-dynamics correlation are
congruous.

Applicability of MCT in experiments

We now show that MCT can also predict the dynam-
ics from the static structure in experiments. For this
purpose, we conducted various cell culture experiments
using MDCK epithelial cells. Changing T is not conve-
nient in cellular experiments. We, therefore, measured
the dynamics by varying cellular number density, ρ, that
changes the dynamics [3, 13]. We emphasize that ρ
does not directly affect the dynamics in these systems;
it changes the inter-cellular adhesion that controls the
dynamics [13]. For better averaging, we wanted various
systems with constant ρ. However, precise control of ρ
is challenging as it sensitively depends on the number
of seeding cells. We start with seeding a small number
of cells so that the system becomes confluent over time.
However, if the number of seeding cells is too small, the
system does not attain confluency within the experimen-
tal time scale. By contrast, if it is too large, the system
becomes overconfluent, and cells start extruding out. To
avoid these difficulties, we chose three densities such that
they give distinct dynamical properties. For data acqui-

sition, we take images at intervals of 2.5 minutes for 4
hours. We used the Cellpose software [46] for segmen-
tation and data analysis (see the SM for more details).
Figure 3(a) shows a typical snapshot of the monolayer
and the image analysis.
For the three densities, Fig. 3(b) shows the average

number of cells in the field of view, as well as the variance
in the cell number (see SM for details). Figure 3(c) shows
the average observed perimeter, ⟨pi/

√
ai⟩, for the three

systems: the values are such that the systems are in the
fluid regime [3, 19, 24]. Following the same method as in
the simulations, we have represented cells by their centers
of mass, and calculated g(r). We find that the height of
the first peak of g(r) increases with increasing ρ (Fig.
3d). We take a Fourier transform of g(r) and calculate
S(k) via Eq. (6). Figure 3(e) shows S(k) for the systems,
similar to g(r) data, the height of the first peak of S(k)
also increases as ρ increases. We highlight one unusual
property compared to particulate systems, S(k) increases
as k → 0; this comes from the fluctuation induced by cell
division and apoptosis [16, 47]. We can use this S(k) as
input to MCT to obtain dynamics. We also measure the
relaxation dynamics in experiments via Q(t). Consistent
with existing results [3, 13], the decay of Q(t) becomes
slower, and τ becomes higher, as ρ increases (Fig. 3f).
To compute dynamics via MCT, we still need the pa-

rameter T . For this, we apply the cell shape variability
theory, considering an effective equilibrium scenario. We
first calculate the gyration tensor for each cell; diagonal-
ization of this tensor gives two eigenvalues. The square
root of the ratio of the two eigenvalues gives the aspect
ratio, r. Reference [23] has derived the cell-shape distri-
bution (CSD) function, P (r), that depends on a single
parameter α:

P (r) =
1

N

(
r +

1

r

)3/2 (
1− 1

r2

)
e−α(r+ 1

r ) (4)

where α ∝ λP (1−Kp0) /T , K is a constant, and N is
the normalization constant. Thus, α is inversely propor-
tional to T . We fit the CSD function with the experi-
mental data and obtain the values of α (Fig. 3g). One
consequence of the CSD function is that the average cell
shape, r̄, and the variance, sd, follow a universal relation:
sd = 0.71r̄− 0.75. The excellent agreement between the-
ory and experiment for this universal prediction [inset of
Fig. 3(g)] shows the applicability of the theory. There-
fore, we take T as the inverse of α, i.e., T = C/α, where
C is a constant. We determine C using the experimental
data. The main effect of changing T or density enters
the MCT via S(k). The quantitative value of T only
determines the time scale and does not affect the func-
tional dependence of τ on T . To determine the value of
C, we solve MCT with varying C and using the static pa-
rameters corresponding to the lowest density system. We
chose the value of C ≃ 0.0044 such that τ from MCT and
the experiment match at this density. We have checked
that the qualitative results do not change for other val-
ues of C. We then use S(k) and T for the experimental
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FIG. 3. Structure-dynamics correlation in experiments. (a) An illustration of the segmentation and data analysis, we give the
raw image to the cellpose software for segmentation and analyze the segmented images. (b) Number of cells in the field of view
for the three densities. Error bars show the number fluctuation. (c) The observed shape index, ⟨pi⟩, for the three systems are
such that they are in the fluid regime. (d) The first peak of the radial distribution function, g(r), increases as cell number
density grows. (e) The corresponding static structure factor, S(k), also shows a similar trend as that of g(r). (f) The decay of
the overlap function, Q(t), becomes slower with increasing density. Inset: Q(t) shows data collapse when we plot them as a
function of t/τ . (g) We fit the experimental data of cell shape variability with the CSD function, Eq. (4) and obtain the values
of α that vary inversely with T . Inset: sd vs r̄ follows a universal relation (see text). (h) We use S(k) as input to MCT and
obtain the dynamics via F (k, t). Inset: Time-temperature superposition principle similar to that in the experiment (Fig. f).
(i) τ from MCT, τMCT, is linearly proportional to τexp obtained in experiment.

systems and solve the MCT to obtain the dynamics. We
show the F (k, t) for a particular k, corresponding to the
S(k) maximum, for the three different systems in Fig.
3(h).

We show the time-temperature superposition, i.e., the
data collapse of the auto-correlation functions when we
plot them as functions of t/τ , for the experiments (in-
set, Fig. 3f) and MCT (inset, Fig. 3h). We have also
checked that the experimental data are consistent with
the power-law form, Eq. (3), with exponent 3/2 (See SM
Fig. S6). For a quantitative comparison of the experi-
mental τ with the MCT results, we plot the two relax-
ation times against each other. The straight line signifies
that they are proportional to each other, implying that
MCT does predict the dynamics, taking the static prop-
erty as an input. Thus, MCT works remarkably well for

these systems, and the feedback mechanism controls the
glassy dynamics leading to the sub-Arrhenius relaxation.
As we discuss below, the results also have several crucial
implications.

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

We have demonstrated in simulations and experiments
of confluent systems that MCT applies remarkably well in
their sub-Arrhenius regime. Since MCT takes the static
structure alone as input and predicts the dynamics, the
applicability of the theory implies the quantitative na-
ture of the structure-dynamics correlation indicated by
several past works [3, 21, 23]. The results presented in
this work have several consequences. First, the remark-
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able agreement of MCT with the dynamics, both in sim-
ulations and experiments, demonstrates that we can use
the power law predictions of MCT to analyze the glassy
dynamics in these systems. MCT describes the glassy dy-
namics via a feedback mechanism: a minute change in the
static property influences the dynamics that again affects
the statics [38, 39, 42]. This feedback mechanism leads to
a power-law divergence of τ with a universal exponent, γ.
For the confluent systems in their sub-Arrhenius regime,
we find this exponent γ ≃ 3/2. Our experimental results
are consistent with this power-law behavior of τ and the
value of γ.

Second, the applicability of MCT provides straightfor-
ward explanations for the nontrivial glassy dynamics of
these systems. The feedback mechanism of MCT pre-
dicts a power-law divergence of τ . A power law is slower
than exponential; therefore, it naturally leads to the sub-
Arrhenius relaxation dynamics (Fig. 2f). Thus, the
structure-dynamics correlation and the sub-Arrhenius re-
laxation dynamics are synonymous.

Third, it raises the possibility of using a static param-
eter, such as average cell shape or its variability, to de-
scribe cellular functions, such as cell division or apoptosis
that affect dynamics. We have excluded these processes
in our simulations; however, they are present in the ex-
periment. It is well-known that these processes cut off the
time scale and fluidize a cellular monolayer [48]. MCT
predicts the relaxation time scale only via the use of static
properties. Thus, the effect of these processes must be
present within the static description of the system. This
expectation is consistent with several past works that
have confirmed a strong correlation between cell shape
and functions [49–51]. We are currently exploring how
far this correlation exists and if we can use it for quan-
titative predictions and develop a theoretical description
for cell division and apoptosis using the theory of cell
shape variability.

We believe our results will also be interesting to scien-
tists from the field of glassy dynamics in general. MCT
is an elegant first-principle theory of glassy dynamics
[38, 39, 41]. However, it enjoys a mixed fate. It is well-
known that MCT fails at low T , where it predicts a spu-
rious non-ergodicity transition [38, 44, 52]. Despite this
failure, MCT remains popular for several reasons: it is
an analytical theory for an immensely complex problem,
many colloidal experiments and simulations operate in a
regime where MCT is valid, it only requires S(k) as input
and therefore applicable for novel systems whose detailed
properties are not yet known, etc. It is intriguing that
the theory works so well for the sub-Arrhenius regime
of confluent systems and might provide crucial insights
about the theory itself. Why MCT works so well for the
confluent systems [53] remains unclear. One possibility is
that the constraint of confluency imposes long-range in-
teraction. Since MCT is a critical theory, this long-range
nature of the interaction might favor MCT.

In conclusion, we have shown via the application of
MCT that the structure dynamics correlation of epithe-

lial monolayers is quantitative. This implies that the
feedback mechanism of MCT governs the glassy dynam-
ics. This mechanism leads to a power law growth of τ
with a universal exponent γ ≃ 3/2. A power law is slower
than exponential: the curve will fall above the Arrhenius
line in the Angell plot. Thus, MCT provides a natural
explanation of the sub-Arrhenius relaxation dynamics of
these systems. We have also demonstrated that MCT
works well for our experimental system of the MDCK
monolayer. The applicability of MCT to these systems
hints at a fascinating aspect of describing cellular pro-
cesses, such as cell division and apoptosis, that affect
dynamics via static observables, such as cell shape.

II. MATERIALS AND METHODS

A. Definitions

Here we provide the definitions of the different vari-
ables used in this work. The definition of the static struc-
ture factor, S(k), at wavevector k is

S(k) =
1

N

〈
N∑

j,l=1

e−ik·(rj−rl)

〉
, (5)

where j and l are particle indices, and k = |k|. How-
ever, the numerical evaluation of S(k) through the above
equation is challenging due to fluctuations and requires a
lot of averaging. Instead, we first compute direct corre-
lation function g(r) = ⟨∑i̸=0 δ(|r − (r)i|)⟩/ρ, where ρ is

the particle density. We then obtain S(k) via the Fourier
transform as

S(k) = 1 + ρ

∫
e−ik·r[g(r)− 1]dr+Nδk,0, (6)

where δk,0 is the Kronecker δ-function. This method
yields much smoother data.
In the simulation, we characterize dynamics via the

overlap function, Q(t), defined as

Q(t) =

〈
1

N

N∑
i=1

W (a− |ri(t)− ri(0)|)
〉
, (7)

where W (x) is the Heaviside step function:

W (x) =

{
1 if x > 0,

0 otherwise.
(8)

The parameter a is set to a constant value of 1.867
throughout the simulation.
Within MCT, we characterize dynamics via the inter-

mediate scattering function, F (k, t), at time t,

F (k, t) =
1

N
⟨ρk(t)ρ−k(0)⟩ =

1

N

∑
jl

eik·(rj(t)−rl(0)), (9)

where ρk(t) is the Fourier mode of density at time t.
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B. Simulation Details

We conducted the simulations both via a code written
by ourselves and by modifying an open-source software,
RheoVM [54]. We have used a two-dimensional system
of size L × L with L = 30 and a total number of cells
N = 400 with preferred area a0 = L2

N . We start with
a disordered configuration and use Brownian dynamics
for the simulation. The forces resulting from cell shape
is Fi = −∇riH, with the equation of motion of the ith
vertex is

γṙi = Fi +
√
2DT ζ, (10)

where ri is the position of ith vertex, DT = T/γ is trans-
lational diffusivity at T , γ is the substrate friction. ζ is
a random noise drawn from a normal distribution with
zero mean and unit variance. In our simulation, we set
the ratio λP / (λAa0) ≈ 0.044 and γ = 0.1. We express
length in units of

√
a0; this allows us to compare various

simulation results.
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[33] J. Prost, F. Jülicher, and J. F. Joanny, Nat. Phys. 11,
111 (2015).

[34] D. Bi, J. H. Lopez, J. M. Schwarz, and M. L. Manning,
Soft Matter 10, 1885 (2014).

[35] D. M. Sussman and M. Merkel, Soft Matter 14, 3397
(2018).

[36] C. Angell, J. Non-Crys. Solids 131-133, 13 (1991).
[37] C. A. Angell, Science 267, 1924 (1995).
[38] W. Götze, Complex Dynamics of Glass-Forming Liq-

uids: A Mode-Coupling Theory (Oxford University Press,
2008).

[39] S. P. Das, Rev. Mod. Phys. 76, 785 (2004).
[40] W. Gotze and L. Sjogren, Rep. Prog. Phys. 55, 241

(1992).
[41] D. R. Reichman and P. Charbonneau, J. Stat. Mech. ,

P05013 (2005).
[42] T. Geszti, Journal of Physics C: Solid State Physics 16,

5805 (1983).

[43] P. Pareek, M. Adhikari, C. Dasgupta, and S. K. Nandi,
J. Chem. Phys. 159, 174503 (2023).

[44] L. M. C. Janssen, Front. Phys. 6, 97 (2018).
[45] M. Kardar, Statistical Physics of Fields (Cambridge Uni-

versity Press, 2019).
[46] C. Stringer, T. Wang, M. Michaelos, and M. Pachitariu,

Nature Methods 18, 100 (2021).
[47] F. Giavazzi, C. Malinverno, G. Scita, and R. Cerbino,

Front. Phys. 6, 120 (2018).
[48] J. Ranft, M. Basan, J. Elgeti, J.-F. Joanny, J. Prost, and
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In this supplementary material, we provide the simulation details of Vertex models, a brief overview of MCT, the
details of the numerical solution, a description of the non-ergodicity transition, wavevector-dependence of the MCT

solution, the random first-order transition theory fits of the simulation data, and additional details of the
experimental system and their analyses.

SI. VERTEX MODEL OF CONFLUENT TISSUES

The computational models of confluent cell monolayers have an energy function, Eq. (1) in the main text, and they
represent cells as polygons [S1–S10]. These models can be both lattice-based or continuum. In this work, we have
used a continuum model known as the Vertex model. In this model, the degrees of freedom are the vertices. The
vertices in a cell are connected with a straight line to obtain the cell volume and the perimeter.

Figure S1(a) shows a typical configuration from our simulation. Unlike particulate systems, packing fraction in the
confluent models remains one at all times and cannot be a control parameter. One particular process, known as the
T1 transition, is crucial for the dynamics in these systems. A T1 transition involves the disappearance of an edge
between two neighboring cells followed by the subsequent formation of a perpendicular edge between them (Fig. S1b).

(a) (b)

FIG. S1. (a) A snapshot of the Vertex model from our simulation. The polygons represent different cells; colors are for visual
presentation. (b) Schematic representation of the T1 transition or the neighbor exchange process.

The Vertex model is one of the most widely used systems to study the glassy dynamics in confluent systems. In its
usual implementation, three edges meet at each vertex (Fig. S1a). This property remains conserved throughout the
dynamics. However, when p0 > pmin, vertices with more number of edges seem to become favorable [S8, S11, S12]. The
consequence of this change in property is not yet entirely clear. Therefore, we restricted p0 < pmin in our simulations.

SII. SIMULATION DETAILS

We have used Brownian dynamics [S13] in our simulations:

γṙi = Fi +
√
2DT ζ, (S1)

where DT is the translational diffusivity at temperature T , γ is the substrate friction, and ζ is a random noise with
zero mean and unit variance. The force, Fi, is obtained via the energy function, H, given in the main text [S13].

We have used a square box of dimension L = 30 for our simulations. We first generate a randomized point pattern
comprising N non-overlapping points via the random sequential addition algorithm. We use these points as the
initial set of seed points for Voronoi tessellation incorporating periodic boundary conditions. We then equilibrate the
configuration for the specific values of parameters and use it as the initial configuration for subsequent simulations.
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During the simulation, we monitored the edge lengths. If an edge becomes smaller than a specified length, l0, we
implemented a T1 transition. We ensured that the new edge length after the T1 transition was greater than l0.
Calculating the cell center: As described in the main text, we represent the cells by their centers (of mass). We

compute the cell center from the vertex positions. Assuming the vertices come in either clockwise or counterclockwise
order, we can calculate the position of the center as

rcmi,x =
1

6A

n−1∑
i=0

(xi + xi+1) (xiyi+1 − xi+1yi)

rcmi,y =
1

6A

n−1∑
i=0

(yi + yi+1) (xiyi+1 − xi+1yi) ,

(S2)

where n is the total number of vertices of a given cell, and the area A is obtained as

A =
1

2

n−1∑
i=0

(xiyi+1 − xi+1yi) . (S3)

As the cell perimeter is a closed loop object, we must have x0 = xn and y0 = yn.

SIII. MODE COUPLING THEORY (MCT)

SIIIA. Basic form of the theory

The mode Coupling theory (MCT) was first derived for the glassy dynamics of particulate systems [S14–S16]. It is
a first-principle analytical theory for an immensely complex system. Here, we briefly highlight the main features of
the theory. Consider the Hamiltonian H for a particulate system,

H =
∑
i

p2i
2m

+
1

2

∑
i,j ̸=i

ϕ(rij), (S4)

where pi is the momentum of the ith particle (not to confuse with the perimeter of cell), m, the mass, rij , the
inter-particle distance between the ith and the jth particles, ϕ is the interaction potential. We can then write down
the equation of motion for any variable A(t) as

dA(t)

dt
= {A(t), H} = iLA(t) (S5)

where L is Liouville operator [S16]. The number density in real space is

ρ(r, t) =

N∑
j

δ(r − rj(t)) (S6)

and in Fourier space, ρ(k, t) is

ρ(k, t) =

N∑
j

exp(ikrj(t)) (S7)

where N is the total number of particles and rj(t) is the position of particle j at time t. The intermediate scattering
function F (k, t) is

F (k, t) =
1

N
⟨ρ(−k, 0)ρ(k, t)⟩ (S8)

where the bracket denotes the ensemble average. The static structure factor S(k) is

S(k) =
1

N
⟨ρ(−k, 0)ρ(k, 0)⟩. (S9)



3

Using Eq. (S5) with A(t) = (ρ(k, t), j(k, t)), we can use the Mori-Zwanzig projection formalism to write down the
equation of motion for F (k, t) as

∂

∂t
F (k, t) +

D0k
2

S(k)
F (k, t) +

∫ t

0

dt′M(k, t− t′)
∂

∂t
F (k, t′) = 0, (S10)

where S(k) is static structure factor (center-of-mass) of cells in confluent epithelial monolayer, D0 is equal to kBT/m
and M(k, t) is the Memory kernel can be written as

M(k, t) =
ρD0

2

∫
dq

(2π)2
V 2
k (q,k− q)F (|k − q|, t)F (q, t), (S11)

where ρ is number density and Vk is the vertex function can be written as

V (q,k− q) = k̂.qc(q) + k̂.(k− q)c(|k− q|) (S12)

where c(q) is the direct correlation function. Equation (S10) is a non-linear integro-differential equation that we
can self-consistently solve with a static structure factor as an input. Note the generic features of the mode-coupling
theory:

• Equation (S10) is quite generic: it is applicable for any dimension and any system in the absence of external
fields.

• The potential ϕ can have an arbitrary form. Therefore, the theory is also applicable to the confluent system. ϕ
in Eq. (S4) corresponds to H in the main text.

• The information of the system enters via ϕ alone; this is encoded through S(k) in Eq. (S10). Solution of the
MCT equation requires S(k) as the input, it acts as the initial condition, F (k, t = 0) = S(k).

SIIIB. MCT in two-dimension

We are interested in spatial dimension two (2d) for the confluent epithelial monolayers. Equation S10 can be written
in 2d as,

τk
∂

∂t
f(k, t) + f(k, t) +

∫ t

0

dt′m(k, t− t′)
∂

∂t
f(k, t′) = 0, (S13)

where τk = S(k)/D0k
2, f(k, t) = F (k, t)/S(k), and

m(k, t) =
1

2ρk2

∫
dq

(2π)2
V 2
k (q,k− q)S(k)S(|q− k|)S(q)f(|q− k|, t)f(q, t). (S14)

For the convenience of discretization, we rewrite the kernel in symmetrized form as

m(k, t) =
1

2ρk2

∫
dq

(2π)2
V 2(k/2 + q, k/2− q)S(k)S(|k/2 + q|)S(|k/2− q|)f(|k/2− q|, t)f(|k/2− q|, t). (S15)

We now use the change of variables as

x = |k/2 + q| =
√
(qx + k/2)2 + q2y =

√
q2 + kq cos θ +

k2

4

y = |k/2− q| =
√

(qx − k/2)2 + q2y =

√
q2 − kq cos θ +

k2

4
, (S16)

where θ is the angle between k and q. As a result, the memory kernel becomes

m(k, t) =
ρ

8π2k4

∫ km

0

dx

∫ |x+k|

|k−x|
dyxyS(k)S(x)S(y)

[(k2 + x2 − y2)c(x) + (k2 − x2 + y2)c(y)]2

(((4x2k2)− ((k2 + x2 − y2)2)
1
2 )

f(x, t)f(y, t) (S17)
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where km is the numerical cut off wave vector and c and S are related by the Ornstein-Zernike [S17] equation,

c(k) =
1

ρ

(
1− 1

S(k)

)
. (S18)

Details of the parameters for the numerical solution: For the numerical solution, we follow the algorithm developed
by Fuchs et al. [S18]. F (k, t) decays very fast at short times and quite slow at long times. Therefore, to numerically
resolve both regimes, we must use an adaptive step size to discretize t. Thus, we start with a small time step h = 10−8

and double the step size every Nt = 128 time step. We have discretized k via an equally spaced grid of Nk = 200
points with a grid spacing ∆k = 0.2. So our wave vector grid become (ik × ∆k) where ik runs from 1 to Nk. We
write the memory kernel, Eq. (S17), using the discrete Riemann sums,

∫ km

0

dx

∫ x+k

|k−x|
dy.... →

Nk∑
ix=1

(∆k)

|k+x|∑
y=|k−x|

(∆k). (S19)

There is a divergence in the two extreme limits; we computed the sum by avoiding these points with respect to our
k-discretization.

SIIIC. The non-ergodicity transition of MCT

As we have discussed in the main text, MCT works surprisingly well in a specific regime of parameter space. At
high T , F (k, t) quickly decays to zero. As we decrease T , the time evolution of F (k, t) becomes slower. It first decays
to a plateau and then towards zero at long times. As we further decrease T , F (k, t) never becomes zero and remains
stuck at a finite value forever; this is the non-ergodicity transition of MCT. The reason behind this transition remains
unclear. It is generally believed that MCT is a mean-field theory; the sharp MCT transition becomes a crossover for
finite-dimensional systems. However, the glassy properties are still governed by this genuine phase transition.

This transition should persist in confluent systems too. As Fig. S2 shows, the decay of F (kmax, t) becomes slower
as T becomes lower and eventually, at a low enough T which is TMCT, F (kmax, t) does not decay to zero.
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FIG. S2. The non-ergodicity transition of MCT. As T decreases, the decay of F (kmax, t) becomes slower. When T = TMCT,
the correlation function remains fixed at a finite value.
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SIIID. k-dependence of F (k, t)

We have discussed in the main text that the precise nature of the decay of F (k, t) depends on the specific value of
k. We have chosen six different values of k and show the decay of F (k, t) for these values of k.
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FIG. S3. Wavevector-dependence of F (k, t). (a) We use the S(k) for T = 0.0069 and p0 = 3.52 as input to MCT to obtain
F (k, t). (b) The decay of F (k, t) corresponding to the values of k is shown by the symbols in (a). The precise nature of F (k, t)
depends on the specific values of k.

SIIIE. k and a-dependence of the value of τ in MCT and simulation
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FIG. S4. We have tuned k and a in such a way that the τ for the same parameters becomes the same. We have used p0 = 3.70,
k = 7.2, and a = 0.23.

The precise values of τ in MCT and simulation depend on k and a, respectively. However, their trends are
independent of these parameters. Moreover, we can tune them k and a to have the same numerical values of τ . The
specific choices of k and a are motivated by practical considerations for better analysis. We demonstrate in Fig. S4
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that for suitable choices of k and a, we can have similar values of τ within MCT and simulation. However, these
parameters are not computationally convenient; therefore, we chose a different set of values, as stated in the main
text.

SIIIF. RFOT theory fits for the sub- and super-Arrhenius relaxations
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FIG. S5. Application of the RFOT theory to the simulation data. (a) Fit of the RFOT theory form, Eq. (S20), with the
simulation data gives a reasonable description of the data. (b) TK in the sub-Arrhenius regime becomes negative, showing that
the theory is not applicable in this regime.

Compared to the MCT, RFOT theory describes the relaxation dynamics as an activation process over a barrier.
The relaxation time is obtained [S19–S21] as

τ = τ0 exp

[
E

T − TK

]
, (S20)

where TK is the Kauzmann temperature, E is a constant, and τ0 is the high-T value of τ . RFOT theory crucially
relies on the existence of a finite-temperature thermodynamic transition at TK . As shown in Ref. [S22], we can
phenomenologically extend the theory for confined systems.

Instead, we can consider an equilibrium scenario where confluency modifies the various constants. Then, we can fit
Eq. (S20) with the simulation data treating the constants τ0, E, and TK as fitting parameters. We show the fit in
Fig. S5(a) and the values of TK in Fig. S5(b). Consistent with Ref. [S22], we find TK is negative in the sub-Arrhenius
regime and positive in the super-Arrhenius regime, although the fits with the simulation data remain reasonable. The
negative TK implies that the RFOT theory is not applicable in the sub-Arrhenius regime.

SIV. EXPERIMENTAL DETAILS AND ADDITIONAL RESULTS

We conducted the cell culture experiment using Madin-Darby Canine Kidney (MDCK) epithelial cells in culture
inserts with three wells (Ibidi chamber). We cultured the MDCK cells in Dulbecco’s Modified Eagle Medium (DMEM)
supplemented with 5% fetal bovine serum (FBS) and 1% antibiotic (penicillin and streptomycin). The incubation
conditions are 370C and 5% CO2. We seeded the cells at different concentrations to achieve variable cell number
densities. After the monolayer becomes confluent, we start the imaging process. Before imaging, we replaced the
existing cell culture media with fresh media.

SIVA. Imaging

We started imaging using a Leica DMi8 inverted microscope with a 20x objective lens. Images were captured in
phase contrast mode at intervals of 2.5 minutes throughout a 4-hour duration. We show a fast-forwarded 4-hour-long
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FIG. S6. We fit the experimental data of relaxation time as a function of T (obtained via the Cell Shape Theory, see main text
for details) with a power law with exponent 3/2 that MCT predicts. The data seems to be consistent with this prediction of
the theory.

imaging video in 6 seconds in Supplementary Movie (SI movie) I. Throughout the microscopy session, we maintained a
stable environmental condition of 370C with 5% CO2, achieved by an incubation system mounted over the microscope.

SIVB. Image Analysis and Cell Tracking

After we have the microscopy images, we analyse them to obtain quantitative data. We conducted image analysis
using the freely available Cellpose software [S23] and an in-house custom-made code that we developed in MATLAB
and Python. We primarily performed cellular segmentation using the Cellpose software and trained our custom
segmentation model based on Cellpose 2.0 [S24]. The performance of our trained model is robust; we show in
Supplementary Movie II the track of the segmented images corresponding to the movie in SI Movie I. We tracked the
cells using the TrackMate [S25] plugin in Fiji [S26].

SIVC. Power-law behavior of the relaxation time in experiment

Since we could only get three data points for varying density, it is hard to reliably estimate the power law exponent
from fit. However, we confirmed that the exponent 3/2, as we obtained from MCT, is consistent with the experimental
data (Fig. S6).
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