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Abstract

The vertex model is widely used to simulate the mechanical properties of confluent epithelia and other
multicellular tissues. This inherently discrete framework allows a Cauchy stress to be attributed to each
cell, and its symmetric component has been widely reported, at least for planar monolayers. Here we
consider the stress attributed to the neighbourhood of each tricellular junction, evaluating in particular
its leading-order antisymmetric component and the associated couple stresses, which characterise the
degree to which individual cells experience (and resist) in-plane bending deformations. We develop
discrete potential theory for localised monolayers having disordered internal structure and use this to
derive the analogues of Airy and Mindlin stress functions. These scalar potentials typically have broad-
banded spectra, highlighting the contributions of small-scale defects and boundary-layers to global
stress patterns. An affine approximation attributes couple stresses to pressure differences between
cells sharing a trijunction, but simulations indicate an additional role for non-affine deformations.
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1 Introduction

The vertex model is a powerful tool for describing
the mechanics of spatially heterogeneous multicel-
lular tissues [1-6]. A confluent planar epithelium,
for example, is represented as polygons tiling a
plane. A mechanical strain energy is attributed to
each cell that is a function of geometric invari-
ants (such as the cell’s area and perimeter) and
the total energy of the monolayer is minimised, at
a rate defined via a model of viscous dissipation,
by varying vertex locations, potentially allowing

for cell neighbour exchanges (so-called T1 transi-
tions). A force balance at each vertex is used to
evolve the system to equilibrium; elastic forces are
defined by taking the first variation of each cell’s
mechanical energy with respect to vertex displace-
ments. The changes of a cell’s area and perimeter
arising from small displacements of its vertices can
thereby be used to define the mechanical (Cauchy)
stress attributed to each cell. The model predicts
a symmetric Cauchy stress tensor associated with
each cell [7, 8] that aligns with cell shape [9]
and allows viscoelastic moduli for bulk and shear



Springer Nature 2021 ETEX template

deformations to be evaluated [10, 11]. Less atten-
tion has been paid to the Cauchy stress defined
over the network that is topologically dual to cellu-
lar polygons, namely the triangulation connecting
adjacent cell centres. The stress attributed to each
triangle describes the mechanical environment in
the neighbourhood of the tricellular junction lying
within the triangle. This stress field is of interest
given the role of tricellular junctions as potential
sensors of cell shape and mechanical stress [12-16].

From a multiscale modelling perspective, the
vertex model is also of interest as a bridge between
descriptions of discrete cells in a tissue and a
continuum description of the tissue’s mechanical
properties [17-19]. In two-dimensional (2D) con-
tinuum mechanics, it is often convenient to express
the Cauchy stress in terms of a scalar potential,
the Airy stress function [20]. However in secking to
construct the discrete analogue of the Airy stress
function, we found [21] that the requirement for
both forms of the Cauchy stress (that defined over
cells, and that defined over tricellular junctions) to
be symmetric places severe geometric constraints
on cell shape, specifically that cell edges should be
orthogonal to links between cell centres and that
each vertex should lie at the orthocentre of the tri-
angle formed by its immediate neighbours. These
constraints are not met in typical simulations (nor,
indeed, in real monolayers). This discrepancy can
be explained in part by noting that while forces
balance at vertices in the normal implementa-
tion of the vertex model, torque balance is not
enforced. Here we consider how the discrepancy
can be accommodated by relaxing the require-
ment for all Cauchy stresses to be symmetric, by
incorporating couple stresses within the constitu-
tive framework. This approach is natural given
the use of second-gradient or micropolar models
to describe materials with microstructure [22, 23].

The Cauchy stress attributed to a cell (which
hereafter we call the force stress, evaluated as the
first spatial moment of the forces acting over a
cell) can be partitioned into an isotropic compo-
nent (defining an effective cell pressure) and a
deviatoric component (describing the shear stress
experienced by each cell) [9]. Analogous quantities
can be attributed to the triangles bounding tri-
cellular junctions, having vertices at cell centres.
Couple stress provides an additional measure of
the stress arising from in-plane bending deforma-
tions that generate curvature in material elements.

Using a standard version of the vertex model, we
demonstrate here that while individual cells expe-
rience zero torque, a couple can be exerted around
tricellular junctions. By considering second-order
spatial gradients of a virtual tissue deformation,
we show how the couple can be explained, in
part, by considering the degree to which a cell is
‘bent out of shape’ via pressure differences cre-
ating moments acting across adjacent cell edges.
However, our analysis reveals limits to potential
analogies between the vertex model and con-
tinuum theories of couple-stress materials, likely
associated with non-affine deformations occuring
at small scales.

Our calculations are facilitated through the
use of tools of discrete calculus [24]. In particular,
incidence matrices capture topological relation-
ships between cell vertices, edges and faces and
enable the primal network of polygonal cells to
be related directly to the dual triangulation con-
necting adjacent cell centres. Incidence matrices
also provide the building blocks of the discrete
differential operators needed to represent stresses
using vector and scalar potentials. Unlike the three
operators needed for normal continuum mechanics
(grad, div and curl), we find that up to 16 dif-
ferent operators (4 grads, 4 divs and 8 curls) are
required in two spatial dimensions, in the general
instance when links between cell centres are not
orthogonal to cell edges. These operators permit
representations of spatially-2D vectors in terms of
scalar potentials, via Helmholtz—Hodge decompo-
sition. For 2D continuum elasticity, two potentials
suffice for simply-connected domains (the Airy
stress function, plus an additional stress func-
tion defined by Mindlin for couple-stress materials
[25, 26]). For discrete networks of cells, we find
that up to eight potentials typically emerge, four
defined over the network of cells, and four over
the dual triangulation, although these reduce in
number when edges and links are orthogonal. The
potentials facilitate visualisation of stress patterns
across a monolayer and their construction in terms
of eigenmodes of scalar Laplacians, built using
the geometry and topology of the cell network,
reveals how stress fields are influenced both by the
macroscopic shape of a localised monolayer and
small-scale features such as topological defects in
the organisation of individual cells.
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We briefly review continuous couple-stress
materials in 2D in Appendix A, following [26]. Key
points to highlight are: (i) the Cauchy stress o
and couple stress vector p can be written in terms
of continuous Airy and Mindlin stress functions ¢
and ¥ in the the form

o =cwl® (curlyy —grad ¥), p=—curl?®, (1)
thus satisfying force balance dive = 0, a torque
balance relating the antisymmetric component of
o to curl g, and a compatibility condition (derived
from a constitutive assumption) div g = 0; (ii) the
vector potential curly — grad ¥ is here expressed
using a Helmholtz decomposition in terms of the
two scalar potentials ¢ and ¥; and (iii) in the
principle of virtual work, the strain %(Vqu Vu')
of a small-amplitude deformation u(x) is energy-
conjugate to o while 1(V2u— V(V - u)) = -2k
(a strain gradient), where k is the so-called cur-
vature, is energy-conjugate to p. We seek discrete
analogues of these relationships below (disregard-
ing the compatibility condition divp = 0, as
we make an alternative constitutive assumption),
starting by describing the nature of Helmholtz
decomposition over a discrete cellular network and
its dual triangulation. Key aspects of discrete cal-
culus that we exploit are summarised in Sec. 2,
with details provided in Appendix B. In partic-
ular, we identify four Laplacians associated with
the 16 operators, through which scalar potentials
can (in principle) be derived to describe any vector
field defined over the cell network. The eigen-
modes of the Laplacians, which are shaped by the
boundary of the monolayer and the organisation
of individual cells within it, provide the build-
ing blocks for stress fields. In Sec. 3, we show
how stresses in a vertex model can be expressed
in terms of a force potential (following [21]) and
determine the underlying scalar potentials. Using
a standard constitutive model, we evaluate in
Sec. 4 the couple stress. Here the analogy between
discrete and continuous descriptions is revealing
but imperfect, as the couple stress determined as
a rotational component of a vector force potential
(as in (1)) turns out to differ from the vector that
is energy conjugate to £ (under an affine approx-
imation), for the particular constitutive model
that we investigate. Results are illustrated by
computations in Sec. 5 and discussed in Sec. 6.

2 Discrete cellular calculus

Before addressing mechanical questions in Sec. 3,
it is necessary to develop relevant tools of cal-
culus for quantities defined over a disordered
cellular monolayer. We use topological (Sec. 2.1)
and geometric (Sec, 2.2) objects to derive opera-
tors (Sec. 2.3), in particular discrete Laplacians,
enabling vectors to be represented in terms of
scalar potentials (Sec. 2.4) built from eigenmodes
of Laplacians that are specific to the monolayer
(Sec. 2.5).

2.1 Cell topology

We consider an isolated cellular monolayer
occupying a simply-connected domain on the
Euclidean plane, as illustrated in Figure 1(a).
Adopting notation used in [21], vertices, edges and
faces of the (primal) cell network are labelled by
k, j and i respectively (Figure 1(b)), where i =
1,....,.N.,,j=1,...,Noand k =1,..., N,. Orien-
tations are assigned to each object, and the topo-
logical relationships between edges and vertices,
and faces and edges, are defined by the signed inci-
dence matrices Aj; and B;; respectively. (Thus
Aji = 1if edge j points into vertex k, A, = —1
if edge j points out of vertex k, and Aj; = 0 oth-
erwise; B;; = 1 if edge j neighbours cell ¢ and
has congruent orientation, B;; = —1 if edge j
neighbours cell ¢ but has opposite orientation, and
B;; = 0 otherwise.) A and B also specify topo-
logical relationships between cell centres (assumed
here to be cell vertex centroids), links connect-
ing cell centres, and triangular faces of the dual
network (Figure 1c). Vertices within the interior
of a monolayer are assumed to neighbour three
cells: vertex/face neighbours are identified by the
unsigned adjacency matrix C = %gﬂ, where A and
B are unsigned incidence matrices (where Aj, =
|Ajk|, Bij = |Bij|). Neighbour exchanges (leading
to plastic deformations, with consequences for cell
packing [27]) are incorporated in simulations but
otherwise not considered in the present study, so
that incidence matrices remain fixed. The topolog-
ical identity BA = 0 (which can be interpreted by
saying that the boundary of any localised clump
of cells is closed and therefore has no boundary)
underpins the construction of discrete differen-
tial operators. We also identify centroids of each
edge: each cell can then be partitioned into kites
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(labelled by ik, see Figure 1b). In general, links
between cell centroids in this network do not pass
through edge centroids, except for those in cells
at the periphery of the monolayer. Thus the faces
of the dual network are internal triangles, or kites
within cells at the periphery of the monolayer
(either a single kite, or a pair of kites in adjacent
cells).

2.2 Cell geometry

We introduce geometric information as follows.
Points in the underlying Euclidean plane have
position vector x. Where necessary, p, q, r denote
subscripts of vectors and tensors, identifying com-
ponents with respect to a fixed basis in this
plane, and a bold font is used to denote vec-
tors in R2. On the primal network of cells, we
define vertices by ry, edges by t; = >, Ajpry,
edge lengths by t; = |t;| and edge centroids by
c; = 2>, Ajiri. As indicated in Figure 1(c),
A acts as a difference operator in mapping ver-
tex locations ry to edges t;. In contrast, AT and
BT act as boundary operators. For example, the
non-zero elements of ¢ = 3, [1{B;;|c; are the
edge centroids around the periphery of the mono-
layer, where 1¢ = (1,1,...,1) is the N,-vector
(a 2-chain, in the language of discrete calculus)
denoting all cells in the monolayer. The number of
edges of cell 4 is given by Z; = j Pij. We define
the centre of cell i as R; = ZZ-_1 > Cigrg. Links
on the dual network, triangulating cell centres, are
defined by

T; =3,Bi;(R; —cf), (2)

so that links either connect cell centres or con-
nect centres of border cells (at the periphery of
the monolayer) to peripheral edge centroids. Ori-
entations of cell faces on the primal network e;,
and triangles (or peripheral kites) on the dual net-
work €, are prescribed as e, where the matrix
(the 2D Levi-Civita tensor) represents a clockwise
7/2 rotation. €; and € are taken to be indepen-
dent of 7 and k respectively and of opposite sense.
To ensure that A and B apply also to the dual
network, orientations of edges t; and links T'; are
constrained such that

Tj . Gitj = tj . Gij = Fj > 0, (3)

where %F j is the area of the trapezium spanned by
t; and T; (for interior edges, Fig. 1b) or the area of
the triangle spanned by t; and T (for peripheral
edges). Consistent with typical simulations of the
vertex model [21], we allow edges and links to be
non-orthogonal.

For cell ¢, the outward normal to edge j is
n;; = —e€;B;;t;. Likewise the outward normal
to the triangle connecting adjacent cell centres is
Njr = —€,A;;,T; (Figure 1b). The areas of cells
and of interior triangles, A; and Fj, satisfy
ZjBijtj ®Kc; = AiEi, ZjAjij X Cj = Eké(k,)

4
where centroids of internal links are defined by
Cj = %Zz B”Rl Thus Al = %Z] n;; - c;, and
the cell perimeter satisfies L; = Zj Eijtj. Simi-
larly E = %ZJ N - C; gives the area of each
triangle at interior vertex k; Fj is defined as the
area of the adjacent kite (or kites) if k identifies a
peripheral vertex (Figure 1a). The total monolayer
area 4 can then be written

A=34i = 338 = 3, Ex, (5)

indicating how the monolayer can be partitioned
into cells (labelled by %), trapezia spanned by
edges and links (labelled by j) and triangles (plus
peripheral kites, labelled by k).

To summarise, all topological information
is encoded in A and B, while metric infor-
mation is encoded in edge and link lengths

tj, T; = |T,;| and in the areas A;, Ej
and Fj. Using these we define the matrices
H = diag(Al,...,ANc), E = diag(El,...,ENv),
Te = dlag (t%/Fl""’t?Ve/FNe)’ Tl =

diag (TZ/Ft,...,T% /Fn,) with which we can
define the square matrices
Ly =E'ATT A,
Ly =H'BI,T.BT,

Ly =E!ATT,A,  (6a)
Le = H'BI,T; 'BT. (6b)

(The diagonal matrix I, = diag(1°¢ — > , [1§B;;])
eliminates ‘orphan’ links at the monolayer periph-
ery that connect to only one cell centre.) The
construction of these operators, which turn out
to be the Laplacians for scalar fields defined over
vertices, triangles, cell centres or cell faces respec-
tively (Appendix B), is illustrated in Figure 1(c)
and explained in more detail below.
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Fig. 1 (a) A monolayer of N, = 112 cells, with Ne = 345 edges and N, = 234 vertices, ‘grown’ using the vertex model via
a sequence of random cell divisions. The primal network is defined by cell vertices (blue dots) and edges (black lines); the
dual network is defined by cell centres (red dots) and links (white lines); white links also connect centres of border cells to
peripheral edge centroids (green dots). A cluster of 7 cells, used in Figure 4(a) below, is highlighted with bolder colours. (b)
A sketch defining geometric objects, their orientations and labels. Black lines denote cell edges, passing through vertices
(blue dots) including rg, rys and ry./; blue lines denote links between cell centres (red dots), including R;. Yellow: the kite
of cell 7 at vertex k’ with area K/, with two of its vertices at edge centroids (green dots) c; and c;. Green: the trapezium

with area %Fj spanned by edge t; and link T; (orientations of other edges and links are not shown). Blue: the triangle
surrounding vertex k with area Ej. Also shown are the outward normals n;;/ to cell i at edge 7', and Njrgr, to triangle K"
at edge j’. Cell orientations €; are opposite to triangle orientations €. (¢) A diagram indicating how incidence matrices A
and B map between vertices, edges, faces on the primal network, and cell centres, links and triangles on the dual network.
Metric matrices E=1, T, T; and H~! map between networks; T, and Te_1 map from edges to links and T; and Tl_1 from
links to edges. Loops indicate how the Laplacians Ly, L1, L¢, Lz in (6) are constructed.

rotated gradients that create vectors that are nor-
mal to edges and links respectively (in £+ and
L1). Divergence operators div’ and div® measure
fluxes of vectors normal to edges and links, map-
ping vectors from £1 and L1 to scalars defined
over faces and triangles (in spaces F and 7T respec-
tively). Curl operators acting on vectors, CURL"
and curl®, are similar, but measure fluxes parallel
to edges and links, mapping from £l and £!l to
F and T respectively. Via the fundamental rela-
tionship BA = 0, these operators respect the exact
relationships curl® o grad” = 0, div® o curl” = 0
and so on, as summarised in Fig. 2. Superscripts
v and c¢ are used to denote objects associated
with cells and vertices respectively, and therefore
primarily involve B and A respectively.

When edges and links are non-orthogonal (t; -
T; # 0), as we assume to be the case, a further
eight so-called derived operators (adjoints under a
suitable inner product, denoted with a tilde) must
be considered (illustrated in Fig. 2); definitions are
given in Table 1. Thereby we derive scalar Lapla-

2.3 Discrete operators

Variables (so-called co-chains) defined over cells,
edges or vertices are written without the i, j,
k subscript, so that {A}; = A;, {c}; = c;,
{E}r = E, etc. The scalar fields A, F and F are
used below to define inner products with which
discrete differential operators are constructed. In
Appendix B, we describe how discrete analogues
of grad, div and curl operators for scalar-valued
variables defined on vertices or cell centres, and
vector-valued variables defined on edges or links,
can be defined. Figure 2 illustrates how the 16
operators act. Explicit expressions for the 8 so-
called primary operators are given in Table 1. To
summarise briefly, vector-valued functions defined
on edges or links sit in the isomorphic vector
spaces £ and L respectively, which can be par-
titioned into subspaces & = &l @ &+ (or £ =
L@ £+) of vectors parallel and pependicular to
edges (or links). Gradient operators grad” and
grad® act on scalars defined at vertices and cell
centres (in vector spaces V and C respectively),

creating vectors in £l and LIl respectively. Curl
operators acting on scalars, curl” and CURL®, are

clans Ly = —div©o g’rgu:ic = curl’ o curl’ acting on
— —v

cell faces, and Ly, = —div o grad” = curl o curl”

on vertices, given in matrix form by (6a). On the
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Fig. 2 Four diagrams showing the action of operators defined on the primal network of cells (top) and dual network of
triangles (bottom), involving vectors parallel (left) and perpendicular (right) to edges and links respectively. In each diagram,
primary operators run along left-hand vertical arrows. Derived operators, running along right-hand vertical arrows, are
adjoint to primary operators under inner products (horizontal arrows) acting on elements of vector spaces V ~ T (scalar
functions defined on vertices and triangles), £ ~ £ (vectors defined on edges and links), F ~ C (scalar functions defined on
cell faces and centres), where ~ denotes isomorphism. Loops show how operators and inner products create scalar Laplacians
Ly, Lr, L7, L. Adjacent pairs of vertical arrows indicate exact sequences, such as div’ o CURL® = 0. Inner products are
evaluated using matrices MY = M7, M€ = M£, M7 = M¢, defined in Appendix B.

{grad” ¢}; Dok Akt /1) i, {curl”¢}; pen(t/t5) Ajnon

{curlc b}z ZjBijtj . bJ/Al {diVC b}l _ZjBij(eitj) . b]/AZ

{grad® f}; > Bij(Ti/T7) fi {CURL"f}; > .€i(T;/T7)Bij fi
{CURL” b}k ZjAjij -bj/E}.C {divv b}}.C —ZjAjk(eij) -bj/E},c
{&J;R/}v o}; > kAT ok /F} {@ ot >orAjker(T;/Fy) o

{div b}, =22, Bij(F3/T})T; - b, /A {CURL b}; >, Bii(Fj/Ti?)(eT5) - bj/Ai

{cwrl f}; >iBij (65 /) fi {grad f}; >.iBijei(t;/Fy)fi

{div b}y | =3 A(F /)t by /By | {cwl bly | 3 A (F;/t)(ext)) - b/ Bk

Table 1 A summary of the 16 discrete operators. The top eight are primary, the lower eight are derived. Those on the
left-hand (right-hand) half of the table map to, or act on, vectors parallel (perpendicular) to edges or links respectively.

Alternative expressions for CURLY, div", C/Iﬁ{LU and g/rj;d that apply also to peripheral kites are given in (B12).

dual network, these have analogues L¢ = ~div o
—~~—C
grad® = CURL o CURLS acting on cell centres
— v —~—
and L+ = —div” o grad = CURLY o CURL on
triangles, given by (6b). The four scalar Laplacians
reduce to two (L7 = Ly, L = L¢) in the special
case of edge-link orthogonality, when F; = T}t;.

2.4 Helmholtz decomposition

A vector defined over edges or links can be rep-
resented in terms of potentials defined over each

network, via a form of Helmholtz decomposition.
(We do not provide a formal proof but call on
analogous results developed for mimetic finite dif-
ferences [28].) Assuming the cell monolayer is
simply connected, any vector h € £ with elements
h; (j = 1,...,N.) has representation over the
primal network of the form h = hll + h*, where

h!l = gradvy? + curl W€ e el (7a)
ht = grAa/dcq/)C + curl” ¥V € £+, (7b)
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for some ¢ and ¥¥ € V (with components ¢},
vy k =1,...,N,), and for some ¢° and ¥°¢ €
F (with components ¢§, ¥¢ i = 1,...,N.). In
(7), h has been decomposed into its components
parallel and perpendicular to each edge. Noting
that —div:h = —divcht = —div® o grad ¢¢ =
Lr¢°¢ (and so on), we see that the potentials are
determined by solving the Poisson problems

Ly = —diveh,
Ly’ = —div h,

LrU¢ = curl®h, (8a)
Lyl? =curl h.  (8b)

The same vector can be represented over the dual
network. Setting h =h € £ (where “ denotes rep-
resentation on the dual network), the Helmholtz
decomposition is given in terms of components
parallel and perpendicular to links: thus h =
hl + h' where

!l = grad®g¢ + CURL ¥* e 2, (9)
Bt = grad " + CURL¥° € £- (10)

for some )¢, ¥¢ € C and ¢¥, ¥¥ € T. The poten-
tials are again determined from Poisson problems,
namely

Ly’ = —div'h, Ly¥”=CURL"h, (lla)
Led® = —div b, LeW®=CURL h.  (11b)

In summary, (7-11) show how, given a vec-
tor field h, we can determine the 8 corresponding
scalar potentials that provide representations rel-
ative to the primal and dual networks (7, 10),
by solving a sequence of Poisson problems (8, 11)
using the four Laplacians given in (6).

2.5 Potential theory for monolayers

As demonstrated in Appendix B.4, the four Lapla-
cians are self-adjoint under suitable inner prod-
ucts. The Poisson problems (8, 11) can then be
evaluated directly using eigenmode decomposi-
tion, as demonstrated in (B18). We illustrate the
basis in which solutions can be expressed by plot-
ting in Figure 3 the eigenmodes ef of Ly (k =
1,...,N,) and e of Ly (i = 1,...,N,) for the
monolayer shown in Figure 1(a). Ly has identi-
cal structure (but slightly different entries) to Ly
(likewise L¢ and Lx) and since links and edges

are almost (but not exactly) orthogonal, the spec-
tra and modes are qualitatively very similar. Each
Laplacian has a zero eigenvalue with a uniform
eigenmode 1¢ or 1Y, where 1¥ = (1,1,...,1) has
N, elements. The eigenmodes of Ly and Ly are
orthogonal under the inner product [-, ]y, and the
eigenmodes of Lr and L¢ are orthogonal under
the inner product [-, ]z (see (B6)). Figure 3 (top)
shows how the lower-order eigenmodes are influ-
enced strongly by the shape of the monolayer but
show consistent patterns over cells and vertices;
the eigenvalues of the first 20 modes of Ly, and Lz
differ by no more than 8.2%. The highest-order
modes exhibit strong localisation around defects
in the monolayer (Figure 3, bottom).

3 Discrete forces, stresses and
potentials

We now deploy this methodology to formulate
discrete potentials of stress fields in a generic
vertex model, specifically a vector force poten-
tial (Sec. 3.1) and its underlying scalar potentials
(Sec. 3.2). This reveals a couple stress, even when
cells experience zero torque (Sec. 3.3).

3.1 Vector force potential

A standard computational implementation of the
vertex model yields forces f; (of cell ¢, acting on
vertex k) that balance at each vertex and around
each cell, so that (respectively)

ZiCikfik =0, szikfik =0. (12)
These balances can be interpreted geometrically
by rotating each force by 7/2 (a form of Maxwell-
Cremona force tiling [29]), so that forces form
closed triangles around each vertex (12a) and
closed loops around each cell (12b), as illustrated
in Figure 4(b). The network of rotated forces is
topologically equivalent to the network of links
connecting adjacent edge centroids [21], illustrated
in Figure 4(a). Just as edge centroids c¢; provide
a vector potential for these links, so the vertices
of the network of rotated forces define a vector
potential h; for rotated forces, via

fir = —>_;€iBijh; Aji, (13)

such that h;—h; = " €;f;;, summing over a path
connecting vertex j’ to j [21]. The force stress o¢
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Fig. 3 Eigenmodes of scalar Laplacians (a) Ly, defined over vertices, and (b) Lz, defined over cells, for the monolayer
shown in Figure 1(a). The first 20 spatially varying modes (k = 2,...,21 and i = 2,...,21, top) show clear resemblances; the

final 20 modes k = 215,...,234 and ¢ = 93, ..., 112 are distinct but are localised around common defects in the monolayer.
of cell i (and the force stress o} defined over tri- potential h [21], as

angle k) can then be written as the first spatial

moment of the forces acting on the cell (or tri- Aioi =), Cipry @ £, = ZjBij(tj ® hj)e;,
angle) [9], or equivalently in terms of the force (14a)

Erop =—3,CuRi @ fi, = 3, Aj(T; ®@ hyj)ey.

(14b)
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Fig. 4 (a) The T-cell cluster highlighted with bolder
colours in Figure 1(a), with lines linking edge centroids c;
(green dots); (b) the rotated force network of the high-
lighted cells, with arrow colours matching the cell applying
the corresponding force. The vertices of the force network
are force potentials h;. The topology and colours of the
force network in (b) match those of the edge centroid net-
work in (a). The data are from simulations (see Sec. 5) with
parameter values I' = 0.2, Lo = 0.75, Pext = 0.2.

Here differencing operators A and B in (13) have
been transferred from h to r or R respectively, to
express stresses in terms of edges and links.

The force-moment tensors in (14) are extensive
and satisfy an important conservation principle
[29]: summing A;of over adjacent cells yields a
quantity defined entirely by forces or force poten-
tials at the periphery of the cells (because of
cancellation of internal forces for a system in
equilibrium). In particular,

Yo Ao = —PelA (15)
for a monolayer of total area A that is subject to a
uniform external pressure Py [9]. The periphery
of the force network is defined by rotated periph-
eral forces: as these are assumed to act normal
to peripheral edges, the rotated peripheral forces
form a closed loop having exactly the same shape
as the periphery of the monolayer, but scaled by
Pyt [21].

The conditions that force-stresses have zero
divergence can be demonstrated by splitting
stresses over cells and triangles into elements
associated with edges and links, as explained in
Appendix C.1. Dividing stresses into isotropic and
antisymmetric components (Appendix C.1) also
reveals that

P =5Tr(of) = —3{div°h},, (16a)
Py =3Tr(o}) = —3{div’ h}y, (16b)
Uf(a) =ie;{curl°h};, (16¢)

o} =1e, {CURLY h}y. (16d)

Thus the projections of the vector force potential
h onto edges and links (in curls, (16¢,d)) are asso-
ciated with couples on cells and triangles, whereas
the projections onto normals to cells and trian-
gles (in divergences, (16a,b)) contribute to the
isotropic stresses, which we express as the effective
pressure Peg.

3.2 Scalar stress potentials

We now pursue the discrete analogue of (1),
expressing the force stress in terms of scalar poten-
tials and identifying an associated couple-stress
vector. The force potential h can be expressed in
terms of scalar potentials using (7) and (10), so
that (16) becomes

Te(of) = {Lry )i, o0 = Le{LrU,
(17a)

Te(o)) = {Lr¢ e, op™ = Lep{Lri®}y.
(17b)

We construct vectors orthogonal to h and h (its
dual representation) such that

—e;h =(curl"y? — g;&ic@c)

+ (cf\u/rlcwc — grad”¥"), (18a)
—exh =(CURL®)¢ — grad ¥")

+ (C/U\R/LU@Z;“ — grad¥°). (18b)

Then, by analogy with (A3), we can re-write (14)
as

o’ = CURL” @ (—ezh).

(19)
This representation is verified in Appendix C.2.
Eq. (19) shows how the Cauchy stresses are
defined in terms of the force potential h, which
is given in turn in terms of eight potentials (four
per network) in (18). The relationship with (1a)
becomes clear:

o’ = cwrl’ ® (—¢;h),

o =curl® ® [(curl”y’ — g’rzmac\I/C)J_
+ (curl ¢ — grad*¥¥),],  (20a)
o’ =CURL’ ® [(CURL®)* — grad ¥") |
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+ (CURL 9" — grad“¥°)],  (20b)

where subscripts L and || serve as reminders of
the orientations of the vectors relative to edges
(for o°) and links (for o) respectlvely We note
also from (18) that h = grad”y? + grad ¢ — p or
h = grady° + grad ¥ — 1, where

w=- curl W€ — curl’ ¥, (21a)

ji = — CURL ¥° — CURL®¥, (21b)
suggesting how (¥, ¥v) and (¥¥,¥¢) can be
interpreted as scalar potentials for the the candi-
date couple-stress vector p, in its representation
over cells and over triangles respectively (the ana-
logue of (1b)). We note that curl®u = —Lz¥¢ and
CURL"ft = —L7¥" so that

o) = —%ek CURL
(22)

ol = — tecurl’y,

3.3 Potentials with zero couple on
cells

We now specialise to the case when individual
cells experience no couple (the case relevant to
the standard vertex model). To do so, we require
Lr¥¢ = 0 in (17a), which implies ¥¢ = al° for
some constant a, which we can take to be zero
without loss of generality. Thus ¥°¢ = 0. Then
curl®h vanishes (so that aga) = 0 in (16)) but
CURL”h = L7 0" is likely to be non-zero (giving
non-zero torque on triangles). We identify (from
(21a)) the couple stress vector g with —curl” U7,
which is normal to edges, satisfying divéu = 0.
In general we expect u = @1 to be described by
non-zero ¥V and ¥° in (21b).

To ensure that the Poisson problems such as
(8a, 11a) have solutions, we integrate the forcing
terms over the monolayer. Making use of (15), (16)
and (B13), we find

[]16, —dch h]]: 22[]1(:, Peﬂ‘i]]:

E2ZiAiPcffi = 2A-chta (23&)
hly =2[1", Pesri]v
5221Ekpeﬂ"k = QAPext, (23]?))

[1¢ curl®h]z =0, (23¢)

[1Y, CURL" h]y = — [1¥, CURL" pu}y = 0. (23d)

[17, —div”

Writing h = —Pyem + fl, where m; is the
intersection of edge t; with link T}, the identi-
ties 3divim = 1¢, 3div’m = 1° (from (B14))
imply that divch = —2P.1¢ + div’h with
[1¢,diveh]r = 0 and div' h = —2P.1” + div' h
with [1?,div” h]y, = 0. Thus h satsifies the solv-
ability conditions necessary to invert Lz for ¢°
and L7 for ¥*. Thus, on the primal network, we
solve Lryp¢ = —diveh = —div® (h + Pextm) to
determine . Similarly, on the dual network, we
solve Ly¢p? = —div" h = —div’ (h + Pextm) to
determine ¢”. When edges and links are almost
orthogonal, we find that L¢ ~ Lz and Ly, = L+ (in
that the spectra and eigenmodes are almost identi-
cal) so that )¢ ~ 9, /¥ ~ 1" and ¥’ ~ —T". We
therefore illustrate just three of the seven non-zero
potentials below.

4 Energetics

We now introduce a constitutive model by speci-
fying the general form of the mechanical energy,
introducing the principle of virtual work for pure
strain (Sec. 4.1) and for in-plane bending defor-
mations (Sec. 4.2).

4.1 Virtual work in the vertex model

We introduce an energy per cell U; = U(A4;, L;)
(assuming cells have homogeneous mechanical
properties) and define a pressure and tension as
P; = 0U/0A; and T; = OU/OL; respectively. The
total energy of the monolayer is U = > . U; +
Pyt A, where A = Y. A; and Pey is an external
pressure applied to the periphery of the mono-
layer, as in (15). We therefore assume there is
no moment traction at the monolayer periphery
and only a normal force traction. U/ is a function
of vertex locations, via the dependence of areas
and perimeters on ri. Suppose the monolayer is
in a stationary equilibrium configuration (denoted
with a prime) and consider virtual displacements
ory of its vertices. The expansion

AU, 9A;\’
_ / ? 72 .
U=U"+ ; ( or, T e 3rk> Sry,

%U; A\
1 R — *
+ Z ory: <8rk8rk* + Pext arkark*> 0T+

i,k,k*

(24)
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reveals the force OU;/Or, exerted at vertex k by
cell 7. Given that 0A;/dr, = %niﬂjh it follows
that ), 0A;/Or, vanishes at all internal tricellu-
lar junctions, so that Pey; contributes to forces
only along the monolayer’s periphery, via virtual

displacement of edge centroids:

A’ _
PEXtZi,k <6rk> -0ty :%Pextzz‘,j,kAjkn;j - 0T

_ / p
= ethi,jnz‘j : 60]"

The principle of virtual work requires that, in
equilibrium, ¥ is unchanged by small independent
displacements of each of the vertices. Equiva-
lently, the sum of all forces at each vertex vanishes
when the monolayer is at an equilibrium, i.e.
> Cire(OU; /Or), + Pext0A;/Ory)" = 0 for all k,
as in (12). The second variation in (24) captures
weakly nonlinear effects and establishes the stabil-
ity or otherwise of the equilibrium [30], including
any jamming/unjamming transition [31]. We work
below with the first variation, but consider how
the forces organise into stresses acting over cells.
Consider variations that can be expressed as a
smooth function of position under a deformation
u(x), i.e. we map vertices from rj to rp = rj +
u(r)) so that ory = u(r}). Suppose first that u
is linear in x, so that the virtual displacements
are of the form ory = ug + (E+ W) - (r}, — xo),
where E=ET and W = —W T are a small uniform
strain and rotation respectively and ug and xq are
constants. The principle of virtual work can be
formulated by noting that variations in cell area
and perimeter under this deformation are [10]
(25)
where L/Q; = Zj Eijt; ®f:;, with no contribution
from uniform translation (ug, X¢) and rotation
(W). Then the first variation in energy can be
written

U=U+3,[Pi(A; — A) + Ti(L; — L) +....]
+ Poyi (A — A').

Thus U = U + > A6 : E+ P A'l : E4 ...,
where

7;/L/

=P+ A,}‘Qi. (26)

This reveals the leading-order cell force-stress ten-
sor ¢¢ that is energy-conjugate to E and symmet-
ric. The virtual work principle (i.e., at equilibrium,
the energy does not vary for small but arbitrary
strains E) recovers the bulk constraint (15) with
o¢ = ¢°. The isotropic component of ¢¢ gives the
cell effective pressure as [9]

TiL;
24; "

Peﬁ‘ﬂ; =P+ (27)

Comparison to direct evaluation of o¢ as a first
moment of forces in (14) [9] shows the success of
the affine approximation in this instance.

4.2 Strain gradients

We now take this argument a step further and con-
sider displacements involving gradients of strain,
allowing u to be quadratic in x. We continue to
neglect effects that are quadratic in strain but
account for first- and second-order deformation
gradients Vu and M = (V ® V)u, and reformu-
late the first variation in (24) in terms of E =
1(Vu+Vu'), VE and K = —1(VZu - V(V -
u)) = —11: VW. We interpolate deformation gra-
dients evaluated on vertices onto edge centroids
and cell centres, using Taylor expansion to cap-
ture the leading-order effect of spatial variations
across any single cell. Accordingly, we use sub-
scripts 4, 7 and k to describe fields evaluated at
cell centres, edge centroids and vertices, writing
u; = u(R}), u; = u(c}) and ux, = u(ry) and so
on. We retain second derivatives of u but discard
third and higher derivatives, assuming deforma-
tions vary over scales long compared to the size
of individual cells. As shown in Appendix D, the
changes in cell perimeter and area to this order
become

A =A[|14+1:E+ 2(p; —R}) - V(I : E);
Yi: (VE ! t;)?n;

+Yi:(VE); — @Zﬂj) n;; Rz}

(28D)

In comparison to (25), we note additional terms.
That involving p; — R/ gives a correction pushing
the evaluation of E; towards the cell area centroid
p;. The third-order tensors X; and Y; (see (D28,
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D29)) characterise the impact of strain gradients
on cell perimeter and area respectively. They are
size-dependent, as is appropriate for objects that
measure a gradient. VW does not change perime-
ter to this order, but it alters cell area through the
curvature k;. Returning to (24), the energy maps
from Uy = U’ + Pyt A’ to

Uo + 30,[Pi(Ai — A + T (Li — Lj)]
— Pty (&~ ()
— U + 52, { 4S5 + Pol) 1 Es
+ [(P} + Pox) ALY, + T/ LIX;] : VE;
+ 5(P] + Pext)Aj(p; — Ri) - V(1 : E);
—2A§m§-m}+..., (29)

using (28) and neglecting quantities that are
quadratic in strains, where

c Pll + PXt

Now ny; - (¢ — cpl) = n;; - uf to this order (by
(D25)), so that Pe does not exert any moment
on the periphery. (For second-gradient materi-
als, terms that are energy-conjugate to gradients
of E and W are identified as hyperstresses [32]).
However direct comparison of (29) with the prin-
ciple of virtual work for a continuum (A5) is
not straightforward: deformations for which VE
are eliminated but which retain x are not possi-
ble via compatibility constraints, and the present
affine (or Cauchy—Born) approximation does not
account for possible local adjustments of ver-
tex locations that ensure equilibration. Neverthe-
less, the comparison suggests m{ as a candidate
couple-stress vector, defined over cells. Given that
>_;n;; = 0, m¢ vanishes for symmetric cells, for
which ¢} is uniform.

We can repartition the contribution to the
energy associated with m§ to define its analogue
on edges and links. As gradients in curvature
across the monolayer will not play a role in what
follows, we take k to be uniform, and drop primes,
to define the vector m; attributed to edges via
> A(CmS k) = Zj%Fj(Qmj - k) where

2

t4
mj = ﬁ Z(PZ + Pext)nij’ (31)

where area is partitioned into trapezia of area
3 F}, associated with edge/link j. Peyx; makes zero
contribution to m at all internal edges, but con-
tributes along peripheral edges. m has zero curl
around cells (because it acts along normals to
edges and sits in £1) but has non-zero curl around
triangles of the dual network: for internal vertices,

Ck = {CURL' m}; = E; /'Y AT - m;

1
:_@zmm&jt?/gk. (32)

Here, the pressure difference across edge j,
>; BijPi, is multiplied by t? to give a moment,
and the three contributions to the moment at the
tricellular junction are summed at the vertex. Cy
vanishes if pressures are uniform (), P;B;; = 0)
or if the edges are of uniform size (because BA =
0). We do not seek to impose any conditions on
divem or div’ m.

To summarise, we now have two representa-
tions of couple stress. The vector p in (21) is
associated with the contribution of the vector
force potential associated with curls. It is normal
to cell edges (sitting in £+, so exerting zero cou-
ple traction on any cell because n;; - ep; = 0),
contributes to torques around cell vertices via (22)
and sums to zero over the monolayer via (23d).
However it is not energy-conjugate to the curva-
ture K, as shown in (D30). In contrast, the vector
m also sits in £, is energy conjugate to k via
(29) but is not expressible as a curl of a scalar field
defined on vertices. m has a direct physical inter-
pretation as pressure differences acting over cell
edges meeting at a vertex to generate a torque, but
was derived under an affine approximation that
needs evaluation.

5 Computations

We implemented the vertex model using the
commonly-used cell energy

U(A;, L;) = 2(A4; — 1) + iT(L; — Lo)*  (33)

for which cell pressure and tension are linear in
area and perimeter: P; = A, — 1 and T; = T'(L; —
Lg). A vertex drag was implemented so that the
system could relax to equilibrium under

ndrk/dt = —ZiCikfik (34)
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for some 1 > 0. We chose I' = 0.2 and Ly = 0.75,
values for which the monolayer is in a jammed
state [3, 31]. An isolated monolayer under uniform
external pressure Pey; was established by start-
ing with a small number of cells and allowing cell
divisions to occur randomly for an interval; we
examine configurations in which the monolayer
has settled to an equilibrium state (Figure la,
Appendix E).

The forces f;; acting at each vertex in the
equilibrium state were rotated and assembled to
form a force network, as illustrated in Figure 4(b)
for the cluster of cells shown in Figure 4(a). The
three rotated forces around each internal vertex
form a closed triangle, and the Z; forces around
cell ¢ form closed loops, confirming (12). For suf-
ficiently large |Pext| the force network may form
a planar graph. However in general this is not
the case, although the force network maintains
the same topology as that of connections between
adjacent edge centroids (Figure 4a) [21]. The dis-
torted force loops provide a striking illustration
of spatially and temporally heterogeneous loading
experienced by individual cells as the monolayer
grows (Movie 1).

The vertices h; of the rotated force network
were then used to evaluate predictions of the
model. We evaluated —3{div°h}; and confirmed
that it recovered P.g; in (27) (Figure 5a), while
—%div” h gives the corresponding effective pres-
sure partitioned over triangles (Figure 5b). The
fields show similar patterns over large scales.
We validated the prediction that curl®h =
0 (Figure 5c¢) but found that CURL"h typi-
cally is nonzero, being largest at the periphery
(Figure 5d) but heterogeneous over internal tri-
angles (Figure 5e). For comparison, we show (in
Figure 5f) the predicted couple Cy, (32). The pat-
terns are distinct and differ in magnitude. The
couple acting over trijunctions and at the mono-
layer periphery (16d), evaluated using simulations
that incorporate non-affine deformations, there-
fore differs from the couple (32) predicted via an
affine approximation.

The potential )¢ (Figure 6a) underpins vari-
ations in the pressure field P.g;, and is built
from eigenmodes of Lx. Its spectrum shows
contributions from a high proportion of modes
(Figure 6b). Because high-order eigenmodes are
localised around defects (Figure 3), the spectrum
demonstrates the influence of these small-scale

0.025

0.000

-0.025

Fig. 5 For the equilibrium state shown in Figure la, we
show (a) —%divC h, giving the effective pressure in cells,
(b) —%div“h giving the effective pressure over internal
triangles, (c) curl®h, which vanishes over cells, and (d)
CURL" h, giving a measure of the couple in the neigh-
bourhood of each internal vertex, accounting for non-affine
deformations. The field in (d) is largest at the mono-
layer periphery; (e) shows CURLY h over internal triangles
on a finer colour scale. (f) Couples Cy, computed using
(32) under an affine approximation. The three colour bars
(right) apply to (a,b), (c,d) and (e,f) respectively.

structures on the global stress field. The poten-
tial v (Figure 6¢) shows a similar distribution
over the monolayer (except for a peripheral layer)
and also has a broad spectrum (Figure 6d). These
potentials are smoother functions than Pe.g, the
latter being a second derivative of the former, but
show that the pressure fields are not harmonic
(unlike classical linear elasticity). ¥" is largest
at the periphery (Figure 6e), reflecting the struc-
ture of CURL" h, and also has a broad spectrum
(Figure 6f).



Springer Nature 2021 ETEX template

0.02

Amplitude

0.01

50
Eigenmode number, i

()

0.03

Amplitude
°
o
5

0.01

50 100 150 200
Eigenmode number, k

(9)

0.006

0.005:

0.004

Amplitude

0.003

0.002

0.001

0.000
] 50 100 150 200
Eigenmode number, k

!

Fig. 6 Potentials (a) ¥¢, (c) ¥¥ (analogues of the Airy
stress function), and (e) ¥ (analogue of the Mindlin stress
function), which provide representations of the force poten-
tial over the primal network of cells. (b,d,f) show the
corresponding eigenmode spectra of (a,c,e), plotting the

amplitudes of coefficients in the spectral representation
(B18).

Finally, a set of equilibrium monolayers were
generated using a random cell division algorithm.
¢ and YU were evaluated to illustrate a range
of possible patterns (Figure 7). In each case, the
two potentials resemble each other at the macro-
scopic scale, but also show heterogeneities at the
smallest scales. Eigenvalue spectra are typically
broad, although low-order modes can have promi-
nent contributions. These examples show diverse
patterns of residual stress within the equilibrium
monolayers.

6 Discussion

Continuum mechanical models are widely used to
describe biological tissues, and do so successfully
over length-scales that are large in comparison to a
tissue’s internal heterogeneities. However at scales
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Fig. 7 Airy stress functions, ¢¢ (a, d, g, j, m) and " (b,
e, h, k, n), in 6 realisations of localised monolayers with cor-
responding eigenmode spectra (c, f, i, 1, o) with amplitudes
on a log;, scale (. spectra blue; ¢, spectra orange).

comparable to individual cells, the inherent gran-
ularity of the tissue becomes evident. The vertex
model [1-3, 5, 6] is one of a class of discrete mod-
els of tissue mechanics that resolves stresses at
the level of individual cells, exploiting the natu-
ral partitioning of space that they provide. This
offers immediate advantages in modelling growth
processes, by allowing cell division, expansion and
rearrangement to be represented explicitly, and
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capturing growth-induced residual stresses. Like-
wise, explicit representation of individiual cells
facilitates the description of subcellular processes
(such as the cell cycle, or cell signalling) and
enables direct comparison with images. Contin-
uum models rely on assumed strain energy func-
tions, expressed in terms of strain invariants; in
contrast, the vertex model relies on a mechanical
energy defined in terms of easily measured geo-
metric invariants (such as the area or perimeter of
cells in a planar monolayer). Despite these differ-
ences in the approach to constitutive modelling, a
Cauchy stress can be defined in both instances.
In continua, it is commonly assumed that the
Cauchy stress is symmetric, reflecting the absence
of net torque on the smallest material elements;
accordingly, stresses on material elements depend
on local strains. In a discrete model, however,
the smallest elements (e.g. individual cells) have
finite size: stresses are specified primarily by local
geometric measures (deviations in cell area and
perimeter from target values serve as strains) but
also by spatial gradients of bulk strain, ‘mea-
sured’ across the length of an individual element.
Deformations that generate appropriate in-plane
bending may thereby generate torques on tissue
elements that are accommodated by so-called cou-
ple stresses. The present study is the first (to
our knowledge) to address this feature in models
of multicellular tissues, by evaluating the cou-
ple stress associated with the traditional vertex
model. Our study of passive torques in epithe-
lia is distinct from that of Yamamoto et al. [33],
who consider active cortical torque generation in
a vertex model using a ‘disk-shaft’ mechanism.
The monolayers addressed here are deliber-
ately simple: they are mechanically passive and
confluent [34], and do not demonstrate fluctua-
tions, motility or slippage of adjacent junctions
[35]. The strain energy that we chose to investi-
gate (33) passes a number of basic tests. Imposing
forces at cell vertices is sufficient to ensure zero net
force on each cell. This is demonstrated by closed
loops in the plane of rotated forces (Figure 4b);
similar networks are used in granular flows [36]
and suspensions [37], and help visualise heteroge-
neous stress patterns. The model also ensures zero
net torque on individual cells, and a cell force-
stress tensor (26) that is symmetric (which we
validated numerically in Figure 5c). The stress

of a cell can be constructed by summing contri-
butions from individual vertices (or equivalently,
from individual edges). These contributions can be
repartitioned to evaluate the stress over the trian-
gulation connecting cell centres. Here, in contrast,
we find that the force-stress tensor is asymmetric
(Figure 5d,e), implying that a torque is exerted
in the neighbourhood of each tricellular junction.
A couple stress must be incorporated in order to
accommodate the torque.

Bearing in mind the simplicity of the con-
stitutive model (33), it is perhaps unsurprising
that analogies between the vertex model and
continuum models are imperfect. This can be
anticipated, given the significance of non-affine
deformations in fibre networks [38], which can
limit the accuracy of continuum approximations
that assume affine deformations [39]. One route
to couple stress is to consider the rotational con-
tribution to the vector force potential (21), that
generates asymmetries in stress tensors defined
over triangles spanning cell vertices. An alterna-
tive route considers the couple stress as a quantity
that is energy-conjugate to in-plane bending defor-
mations, represented by the curvature vector k.
Both routes indicate the existence of couple stress,
as a vector defined over edges and links that
has zero curl over cells, but the predictions differ
in detail (Figure 5e,f). The former route evalu-
ates torques directly in terms of computed forces,
accounting for non-affine deformations. The latter
route rests on an affine assumption. The vector
m (30) is nevertheless of interest as it suggests
a direct interpretation of torques at vertices aris-
ing from pressure differences between the three
cells neighbouring a junction, acting over edges
of different lengths, creating a net moment (32).
It also suggests that couple stresses are intrin-
sically connected to spatial disorder, given that
perfectly symmetric cells do not show the area-
response to in-plane bending of asymmetric cells
in (28b). However it underpredicts the overall
torque (Figure 5e,f), likely because local equilibra-
tion at vertices leads to deformations not captured
in an affine approximation [38, 39].

An array of confluent polygonal cells provides
a natural unstructured mesh on which to per-
form computations. The machinery for pursuing
such calculations is provided by discrete calcu-
lus, combining tools of algebraic topology [24, 40]
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with mimetic finite differences [28, 41]. Incidence
matrices A and B encode topological relation-
ships between cell vertices, edges and faces, and
the equivalent relationships over the dual triangu-
lation. When combined with appropriate metric
information, they can be used to construct dis-
crete differential operators. By respecting the need
to preserve exact sequences, a full set of oper-
ators can be identified, including positive-semi-
definite discrete Laplacians defined over the pri-
mal (cell) and dual (triangular) networks (Table 1,
Figure 2), having eigenmodes (Figure 3) with
which potentials can be constructed. Helmholtz—
Hodge decomposition (for a monolayer with no
holes) enables a vector field defined over cell edges
(namely, a force potential built from the forces
acting on cell vertices) to be represented in terms
of scalar potentials on each network. Thereby,
we recover the discrete analogues of the Airy
stress function of traditional 2D continuum elas-
ticity, and the additional function introduced by
Mindlin to describe couple stresses (Figure 6). In
general, the functions derived over networks of
cells are distinct from those derived over the dual
triangulation, although they share large-scale fea-
tures (Figures 6a,b & 7). Broad eigenvalue spectra
(Figures 6, 7) implicate small-scale features near
topological defects (Figure 3) in overall stress
patterns.

With this framework in place, we return to
a question raised previously [21], namely the
consequence of neglecting torque balance in com-
putational implementation of the vertex model.
If couple stresses are assumed not to exist, so
that all stresses are symmetric (over cells and
over the dual triangulation), then cell edges and
links between cell should, in principle, be orthog-
onal. Indeed, a stronger condition was identified
(that vertices sit at the orthocentre of the triangle
formed by their neighbours [21]), which suppresses
shearing deformations and is typically violated
in real monolayers. Invoking couple stress relaxes
the orthogonality (and orthocentricity) constraint,
but reveals distributions of torques across the
monolayer. These are largest at the monolayer
periphery (boundary-layer features being charac-
teristic of couple-stress materials [32]) but dis-
tributed also across the interior of the monolayer
(Figure 5c,e). Couples are relatively weak in com-
parison to other stresses but they highlight tri-
cellular junctions as sites where asymmetries in

cell packing may be detected by mechanosensitive
processes.

In the present analysis of force- and couple-
stress in cellular monolayers, we have considered
only systems at equilibrium, and not have not
accounted for transient viscous effects or neigh-
bour exchanges. However this assessment of the
vertex model demonstrates its utility in crossing
scales from cell to tissue. Identifying the Lapla-
cians of the cellular network opens the door for
spectral methods to investigate global patterns of
stress a tissue in a systematic way. Force chains
within cell monolayers or associated with cells
embedded in matrix [42] are an interesting target
for investigation, as they may provide a mecha-
nism for long-range mechanical signalling. More
generally, this study also highlights a requirement
to recognise that disordered multicellular tissues
may need to be modelled at the macroscopic level
as couple-stress materials, with boundary-layer
effects (Figure 5d) and torques at tricellular junc-
tions (Figure 5e) emerging as essential features.
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Appendix A Couple stress in
2D continua

In two dimensions, a continuous simply-connected
couple-stress material in plane strain can be char-
acterised by a force-stress tensor o (having zero
divergence, ensuring force balance) and couple-
stress vector u, with the antisymmetric compo-
nent of o expressed as a curl of u (ensuring torque
balance). There are three independent compo-
nents of the symmetric component of force stress
o®) = %(a' + o) and two of p, constrained by
two (scalar) force balances and a torque balance.
These constraints are satisfied by expressing o
and p in terms of two potentials, the Airy stress
function 1 (x) plus a second stress function ¥(x)
described by Mindlin [25], such that [26]
Opq = EprOr(€qsOs¥ — 0g¥),  pp = —€pg0y ¥,
(A1)
ensuring that 9,0, = 0 (dive = 0) and Opu, =0
(div e = 0). Here € is the 2D Levi-Civita tensor
representing a clockwise 7/2 rotation; note that
curl = eV for a scalar ¢ and curlb = V - (eb)
for a vector b, so that curlcurl ¢ = —V?2¢, allow-
ing (A1) to be written as (1). In Cartesians, (A1)
becomes

Ogx = 851/) - axﬁy\llv Oyy = 33261’[} + acay\l/’
Ogy = _away"/} - 8;l1/’ Oyz = _818?/w + ai\ll

with p, = 0¥ and —p, = 0yV. This formu-
lation makes minimal constitutive assumptions
beyond material continuity, except that the con-
dition div g = 0 is a compatibility condition for
an isotropic linearly elastic material rather than
an equilibrium condition [26]. The Airy stress
function v determines the isotropic component
of the force-stress via Tr(o) = V2, while the
Mindlin stress function W determines the antisym-
metric force stress via the torque balance o(® =
(0 —0') = —3eV2U = —2e(0py — Oypia).
The force stress can be decomposed into isotropic,
antisymmetric and symmetric-deviatoric parts as
o =11V — 3eV2U + o®), where Tr(o®)) = 0.
o®) has real eigenvalues +A, with A > 0 mea-
suring shear, which depends on both 1 and W
via

N2 = [L(02 - 02)¢ — 0,0,9]°

+ [0.0,0 + 12 — 2)W])* . (A2)

Writing h = —V¢ — p implies that o = —%IV .
h + %s curlh + (¥, and

Opg = EprOr(—Egshs). (A3)

In this sense, h can be regarded as a vector poten-
tial for the force stress, and ¥ and ¥ can be
regarded as scalar potentials of h in a Helmholtz
decomposition (h being the sum of a gradient of
¢ and a curl of ¥).

The gradient of a smooth deformation u(x)
can be decomposed into E + W, where E=E" =
1(Vu+ Vu') represents strain and W = (Vu —
Vu') = ew is a rotation, where w = 1V - (eu).
Likewise, M = (V ® V)u can be deomposed as
M = VE + VW. M is symmetric in its first two
arguments, while contracting over them gives

|: VW = 3(VPu—-V(V-u) = -2k, (A4)

which defines a curvature vector k = $eVw [26].
The corresponding principle of virtual work for
a continuous couple-stress material occupying a
volume V can then be written [26]

/V (0'(5) - 0E — 2 - 5,4) av

_ / (7 6u+mdw) dS, (A5)
oy

showing that the curvature vector is energy-
conjugate to the couple-stress vector. Here 7 =
n - o is a force traction at a surface with unit
normal n, and m = n - e is a couple traction.

Appendix B Discrete
operators

The discrete analogues of 2D differential operators
are defined over primal and dual networks and act
on variables defined on vertices, edges, and faces
of each [24, 28]. These are summarised in Fig. 2,
which shows the primary operators on the cell net-
work (grad”, curl’, curl® and div®) and on the dual
network (grad®, CURL®, CURL" and div").
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B.1 Operators on the primary
network

We define vector spaces V, £, F of fields defined
on vertices, edges and faces, with associated inner
products [, ]y, [, ]¢e, [, -] = represented by matri-
ces MY = diag(Ey), M¢ = diag(IF;), M¥ =
diag(A;), where | is the 2 x 2 identity. M is
influenced by both edges and links via (3). Thus

[0,y = 3w MY e = 3 Exdrtor, (B6a)
[U,V]g = Zj,j’ujT M?j’vj’ = Zijle . Vj, (B6b)
[f.917 = 3 0 fiMgi = Y, Aifigs, (B6c)

for any ¢, €e V,u,ve€&, f,ge F.

The ‘primary operators’ (in the terminology of
[28]) over cells are grad” : V — &, curl” : V — &,
curl® : £ — F and div® : £ — F, and are defined
as in Table 1. curl® and div® mimic the inte-
grals arising in Stokes and divergence theorems.
In matrix form,

grad’ = (N®)7'ANY, curl® = (N)71BN¢,
(B7a)

div® = (N7)71BN¢,
(B7b)

curl” = (N¥)~1ANY,

where NV = I, N¢ = diag(t;-r)7 N7 = diag(A;) and
NE = diag(—(eitj)—r) (so (N&)~1 = diag(tj/t?),
(NE)~1 = diag((ektj)/t?)). The topological rela-
tionship BA = 0 ensures that curl® o grad” = 0
and div® o curl” = 0. These exact sequences (de
Rahm complexes) and definitions (B7) can be
represented using the commutative diagrams

grad” (‘:” curl®

[ e [v

v Ll B F

and
curl? —div®
V et s F

b e e

y Ayl B
where & is the direct sum of spaces of vectors
parallel and perpendicular to edges EIl @ £+.
Derived operators (denoted with tildes, follow-
ing [28]) are defined as adjoints of the primary

operators under the inner products (B6), satisfy-
ing

lgrad” ¢,ble = [¢, ~div bly,  (BSa)
[curl®b, f] 7 = [b, curl fle, (BS)
[curl” ¢, ble = [¢, curl by, (BSc)
[~div® b, f]5 = [b, grad f]e, (BSd)

forany ¢ € V, b €&, f € F. It follows from (B6,
B8) that the derived operators have the matrix
representations

grad” = —(M¢)~1div°T M7, (BYa
curl” = (M&) el M7, (B9b
curl = (MY)Leurl” T ME, (B9c

)
)
)
div. = —(MY) " 'grad” ME. (B9d)
These relationships are summarised in the upper
half of Figure 2. Under (B9), div o curl = 0
0 are both satis-
fied exactly: for example, —div o curl =
(MY)"(grad”) TME o (ME)L(curl)TMF =
(MV)fl((NS)flANV)T((NF)leNE)TM}' —
(MV)~YNV)TATBT((NF)~1)"T™M7, which van-
ishes because (BA)T = 0. The derived operators
are given in Table 1.

By specifying fields appropriately in (B8), we
can use (B8) to write, for any ¢ € V, b € £ and
fev,

and curl o gradc =

0 < [grad” ¢, grad” ¢
0 < [curl” ¢, curl” ¢

le =|
le =
0 < [grad” f,grad” fle = |
le =1

fiL (B10c

0 < [ewd’ fyeurl” fle = [f,Lrfl7, (Blod

where Ly = —div. o grad’ = curl o curl”
——_C ——C

and Ly = —div® o grad = curl® o curl (see

Figure 2), showing that these scalar Laplacians
(given in matrix form in (6)) are positive-semi-
definite. (Regularisation of L¢ and Lx at the
monolayer periphery, shown in (6b), is explained
in Sec. B.4 below.)
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We can use (B8) to obtain the orthogonality
relations

[grad” ¢, (?d?lcf]g =0, [curl”o, gr’?a_acﬂg =0,
(B11)
which hold for any functions ¢ € V and f €
F. These results rely on BA = 0, rather than
geometric orthogonality, and they underpin the
Helmholtz decomposition (7).
We also identify two Helmholtzians (closely
related to Hodge Laplacians AAT 4+ BTB) acting
on &,

——C — v
H; = curl ocurl®—grad odiv",

- v —~C
Ho = curl” ocurl — grad€odiv ,

which sit in the spaces spanned by fj ® Ej
and (ext;) ® (ext;) respectively. We assume that
dim(ker(#1)) = 0 and dim(ker(Hs)) = 0, ensuring
that there are no additional harmonic contri-
butions to the decomposition (7). A necessary
condition is that the domain has no holes [44].
In this case, ker(curl®) = im(grad"), ker(div®) =
im(curl”), with analogous results for derived oper-
ators [28], ensuring sequences in Figure 2 are
exact.

B.2 Operators on the dual network

Primary operators on the dual network are defined
as follows:

CURL" grad®

T Ll C
N L
AT el BT
and
T —divY rl CURL® C

b e e

TA oL B¢
where L is the direct sum of spaces of vectors par-
allel and perpendicular to links, £l & £1. Here
NC = I, N© = diag(T]), N¢ = diag(—(exT;) "),
N7 = diag(Ex). 7, £ and C are vector spaces
of fields defined over triangles, links and cell cen-
tres. We note the isomorphisms 7 ~ V, L ~ &,
C ~ F. Derived operators are defined using the

inner products with metrics M7 = MY, M€ = M€,
MC¢ = M7, via sequences shown in the lower
half of Figure 2. This leads to operators given in
Table 1, with actions illustrated in the lower half of
Figure 2, and the Helmholtz decomposition given
in (10).

Additional steps are necessary to accommo-
date faces of the dual network at the monolayer
periphery, which are not complete triangles. Writ-
ing q;r = Ci(ry — R;) as the spoke connecting
cell centre R; to adjacent vertex rp, we can
alternatively write

. 1
(B12a)
v 1
{div' b}, = —Ezi)jBijAjkeiqik - bj.
(B12b)

A geometric interpretation for an internal triangle
is provided in Figure Bl(a): the path around the
boundary of a triangle can be reformulated into
paths around the component kites (doubling back
on all internal edges); since b, is uniform over each
link, the paths are equivalent to running up and
down each spoke. Evaluation over spokes allows
definition of adjoint operators as

—~— U 1
{CURL qs}‘ = — = Y Bi A,
J

J
{gradv cb}

FLZLkBijAjkGiQikQﬁk-
J J

Eq. (B12) is advantageous as it holds for
peripheral faces of the dual network, made from
just one or two kites. This enables the discrete
analogues of the divergence and Stokes theorems
to be stated. Transforming sums over cells [tri-
angles] to sums over edges [links], making use of
derived operators defined in Table 1 and (B12a),
it follows for a vector field h that

——_C
[1¢, —div°h]r =[grad 1° h]¢ = Zjeit’; . hg,
(B13a)
17, ~div"h]y =[grad 1°,h]; = Y e;t? - h?
(B13b)
[1°, curl’h] 7 =[curl 1°, hle = Y,¢7 - h?,
(B13c)
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[1°, CURL"h)y =[CURL 1°,h]; = —~Y_ 7 - h?

(B13d)

where t? are edges at the periphery of the mono-
layer.

B.3 Validation

To validate (B12), we define m; to be the inter-
section of edge t; and link T;. For all internal
intersections, m; = T} + Fj_l(Ri — 1) - €Tt
where 1), = %(ij — Aji)ry and R, = %(Eij —
B;;)R; lie at the base of t; and T, respec-
tively. In general, m; lies close to, but is distinct
from, the edge centroid c;. However we define
m; = cé’ on peripheral edges. (We must there-
fore distinguish m-kites with vertices m;, shown
in Figure Bla, from c-kites with vertices c;, shown
in Figure 1b). Writing s;;, = Zj B;;mjA;j, then
sir and q;r span each m-kite within the mono-
layer. Zk CipSir ® Qi gathers m-kites into cells,
while >, Cixsir ® qix, gathers m-kites into faces of
the dual network (including the single and double
kites at the periphery). Making use of s;x ® qix =
K'e + Fi, where K} is the area of the m-kite
spanned by s;; and q;x and F; is a (symmetric)
fabric tensor that measures asymmetries in kite
shape [21], it follows that eqi - s;x = 2K} and,
because Ej =Y. K7,

divim = 21°¢, div'm = 21" (B14)
over the entire monolayer, providing a useful
test for computations. In contrast, curl®m and
CURL"m provide a map of the asymmetry
of each face of the primal and dual networks
(Figure Blb,c). This is largest in the periph-
eral cells, but is distributed across the monolayer.
The opposite orientations of cells and triangles
accounts for the opposite signs of curls, for exam-
ple in the neighbourhood of the two triangular
peripheral cells.

B.4 Inverting Laplacians

We can partition vertices into peripheral and inte-
rior vertices, edges into peripheral, border and
interior edges, and cells into border and interior

cells, so that [21]

™ 0 0
Hbo e b
H_<0 H) T.=[0T o

Bbp Bbb Bbi
B :< 0 0 B“‘)'

Then the unregularised Laplacian
H-1BT.B" becomes

Lr =

b\—1RbpTP(ROP\T
Ly — <(H )'B OTe(B ) 8) LU (Blsa)

where

L _ < ' Lr}_bb 4 (Hb)lebiTé(Bii)T
F (Hz)—anTé(Bbz)T Lg-zz ’
(B15b)
with L;_éb — (Hb)_l(Bbng(Bbb)T + BbiTé(Bbi)T)
and L5 = (H)~!B¥T{(B¥)T. The first contri-
bution to Lz in (Bl5a) involves ‘orphan’ links
between border cell centres and peripheral edge
centroids via B, whereas the remaining ‘regu-
larised’ component of the Laplacian, L', involves
links between adjacent border cells via B, links
between border and interior cells via B and links
between interior cells via B*. Since all such links
lie between adjacent cells, L'z satisfies L’z1¢ =
0, and we use this in building potentials. Lj, is
most easily evaluated by setting all elements of TZ
to zero when computing H~!BT.BT, as in (6b).
L; can be evaluated similarly, setting to zero all
peripheral elements of Tfl.

From (Bl10a), L, satisfies [¢,Lydly =
¢TELy¢ > 0. Noting that ET = E and
Ly = E_ng E, self-adjointness is demonstrated

from [p,Lyy]ly = ¢'ELy = 9L E =
YTEETILEp = ¢TELye = [P, Lydly =
[Lvo,¢]y. Let AY and e} (k = 1,...,A\n,) be
the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of Ly. Then

ley,Lveyly = Nley,ellv = [Lvey,elly =
)\V[p7 eVly, and so (\Y — A)e),eV]y = 0,

demonstrating orthogonality (under the inner
product) of eigenvectors having distinct eigenval-
ues. Writing ¢ = >, cke}j and projecting onto e;f,
it follows that

o=, Lty b

[ek ek}v (B16)
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Fig. B1 (a) A diagram illustrating how a curl around the edges of a triangle centred on vertex k (blue dot) can be modified
to the path taken by thin purple lines, which reduce to integrals along spokes q;j, (orange), as expressed in (B12). Green
lines s;), connect intersections m; between edges and links (yellow dots), so that q;; and s;; span m-kite ik. (b) curl® m
and (¢) CURL" m provide maps of cell and triangle asymmetry over a monolayer. Intersections m of edges and links are

shown with orange dots.

Now A/ = 0 and e} = 1, with remaining
eigenvalues being positive. To invert Ly¢ = g, we
define g = [17, ¢]y1¥/[1",1"]y, and set g = g — 7,
so that [17, §]y = 0. Then write ¢ = ¢ + ¢ where

Ly =7, Lyvp=g. (B17)
(B17a) has the solution ¢ = ([17, g]y/[1%, 1°]y)¢,
where Ly@, = 17, while (B17b) has forcing satis-
fying the solvability condition [1?,g]y, = 0. This
enables its solution to be expressed in terms of the
remaining eigenmodes, to obtain ¢ = 5—1—({5 where

- []—U,g]v - Y Al 1 [e};af]]v A
TR TSN Db st
(B18)
Similar arguments follow for Ly under [, -]y, and
¢ and L% under [-,-]r. The m field, with uni-

form divergence but non-zero curl (Figure Blb,c),
allows evaluation of ¥¢ and %" via (8a, 11a).

Appendix C Representations
of stress

C.1 Microscopic force stress

The conservation principle (15) makes it possi-
ble to consider how A;o§ or Eyo} are built from
their component parts. Accordingly, we define the

microscopic force stress as

(C19a)
(C19b)

Az&zc = UjBij(tj X hj)ei,
Ek&z = UjAjk(Tj X hj)ek.

Here B [A] attributes each edge [link] compo-
nent to a neighbouring cell [triangle] face but
maintains it as a distinct entity from the other
edge [link] contributions. It follows immediately
that n;; - 67 = 0 for each edge j of cell ¢ and
N -6}, = 0 for each link j of triangle &, ensuring
that div®&§ = 0 and div’ &}, = 0.

We decompose h; into components along t;
and €;t;, so that

A;65 = U;By;[t; © t(hy - t;)
+15 ® (eit)) (hy - (eity))] e
= Uj[t; ® iy (hy - t))
+ Byt @ t5(hy - (eit;))], (C20)
where hats denote unit vectors. Then A4;Tr(67) =

>y Bijhy - (eityr) so that the deviatoric micro-
scopic force stress becomes

AiGP = Us[t; @y (hy - t5)

The final term involves _; rather than U;, ensur-

c~gD

ing that divie® = 0. 2 has symmetric
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component

Ai&g(S) = UJ [%( ® nu + an ® t )(hj 'tj)

and antisymmetric component

A:65 = UL (k5 @ hyy — g @ E5)(hy - t)
= %EinBij(hj . tj)7 (021)

where we have used t; ® fi;; — 0;; ® t; = €;B;;
(consider its action on a vector at; + Sn;;). We
can therefore interpret h; - t; in (C21) as a torque
exerted on each edge of the cell. Analogous expres-
sions to (C20-C21) follow immediately for &y,
after projecting h; onto T; and €,T;.

The cell and triangle force-stresses can be
recovered from microstresses by replacing U; with
>, in (C19), as in [21], to give (14).

We can also draw a distinction between ¢f in
(30), the force stress integrated over cell 4, and the
corresponding microscopic cell stress

4
=Pl + % U; Bijt; @ t,

(C22)
which retains edge-to-edge variation rather than
averaging over the perimeter. This stress has zero
divergence, because evaluating div®<; includes
>_;n;; summed around a closed loop, which van-
ibheb and ), nj; -t} @ f’ which also vanishes as
nj; -t =0 along each edge This ensures zero net
force on each cell as in (12), and as illustrated by
closed polygons in the h-plane in Figure 4(b).

C.2 Discrete potentials
Here we briefly verify the conditions in (17). Con-

tracting expressions in (19), Tr(o¢) = curl® o
(—eh) = —Lzy¢ (note that curl® ® curl” =
0 because of geometry and curl® ® grad” = 0
because of topology). Likewise Tr(o”) = CURL" o
(—exh) = —L7¢". From Table 1,
(CURL® ® grad ¥") g =
Do TeeTh,
Ek gk F i’

Using T; ® (€,'T;) fﬂ®(eij)}T = —eijz, we
see that (CURL"®grad \if“)ia) =—ilep L7 ¥, and
therefore (19) implies o¥(®) = e, Ly UV, Likewise
oc®) = %eiL]:\I/C.

Appendix D Non-uniform
deformations

Here we consider how area and perimeter change
under affine deformations u(x) that vary with
position, over lengthscales long compared to an
individual cell. In the following, subscripts i, j, k
attached to u or its derivatives denote evaluation
at R;, ¢; or ry respectively. Dropping third (and
higher) spatial derivatives of u in Taylor expan-
sions, edges, edge lengths and normals map under
the deformation to

tj =D pAjrrk = ) + 3 A ru(ry)
=)+t (Vu); +..., (D23a)
ty =\t ty =t 1+t -t +...],
(D23b)
n;; = ezBUt = 1’1 -+ Il (VU.)J +
=nj; - [l + (Vu)i Vi M| +..., (D23c)

where (D23c) shows how the mapping is referred
to an adjacent cell centre. Recall that Vu = E+W
captures stretching and rotation and M = (V ®
V)u = VE + VW captures their gradients. Here
v;; is the vector connecting cell centre R; to an
adjacent edge centroid c;, i.e. vi; = Bjj(c; —
R;). The cell centre (the vertex centroid) is also
the centroid relatlve to edge centroids (because
>k Cierie = 5 ij BijAjiry = Zj Bijcj, ensur-
ing that Zj B;;jvi; = 0). Likewise

Ej =Ei+vi; (VE)i + (D24)
Edge centroids map to
¢ = ¢ +uy + §(t; - V)(t; - V)ul; +
=cj+u;+i(tjet) :M;+.... (D25)

Using R; = Z;l Zj Fijcj, cell centres map to
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where V; = Z; Z BZJV ® v . (arising from
averaging dlsplacements around the edges of the
cell, where u; = u; + v;; - (Vu); + (VU ® vij)
M;+...)and T; = Z;l Z] Bmt; ®t;. Combining
(D25) and (D26), links from cell centres to edge
centroids map to

+[3(vi; @ viy) = 3Vi

T} M; +.... (D27)

vij:V/..+v/.. (

(®t)

Using (D25) and (D23b),
change according to

cell perimeters

J

+ 32 Bitit) - [vi

ity - [vi; - (VE)] -8 +..., (D28)
where LiQ; = ), Byt © f:;-. Writing the final
term as L.X; : (VE); reveals the 3-tensor X; char-
acterising the impact of strain gradients on cell
perimeter. Rotation gradients W do not affect
perimeter changes to this order.

Using (D23c) and (D27), and again drop-
ping terms beyond third derivatives, the cell area
becomes

A =530 mi5 - vy
A+ v, B+ b

+3 ([3vi; @ vy + 5t @t — 5

The terms involving V; and T; vanish because
>_;n;; = 0. Consistent with (4), we note that

DM @ Vig =N ® ¢y
:?{ﬁ@)xds:/V(@di:Ail,

%

where the integral over cell 7 is simplified by recog-
nising that the unit normal is uniform along each
edge. By extension, integrating along edge j of cell

i, ;9 ® x®x)ds—n”®ft/2 (c; + st;) ®

(cj+st;)ds =n;;® [c; ®cj + 5t; ®t;], so that
integrating around cell %

(iBijni; ® [e; @ ¢j + 15t ®5])
= (6prpi7q + (qupim)Ai

[ /_j . (ng . Mi)] v
VZ — lTi] : Mz) . Il/

where p, = A;* J;xdA is the area-centroid of
the cell, which in general will be distinct from the
vertex centroid R;. It follows that

(Zjnij QVi; ® V"j)pqr = D Mij pVij.qVij.r
=4 [5pq(f’i7r - Ri,r) + 5pr(Pi,q - Rm))]
e =
— 152 Bijnijptiqtinr

Thus [nf; - (vi; - My)] - vi; =
1

[V2u;+V(V-u)]— 5>, Bij [n); - (t) i’
241 (p; —RY)- [ VEL — 537, By [ - (1 - M)
t}, and ([vi; ®v; ]'Mz‘)'nb =2A2(p2 R})-V(V
u;) — 122 Bij ([ ®t;] Mi) 'n;j = 24[(p] —
R)) - [V(I : E)]i—l—gziﬁm([t}@)t;] M;) - nj;

This gives

A =All1+1:E + (p, —R)) - [l : VE];
+3(0, —R}) - [V(1: E)];]
+ 9505, (Bij [t) @ t] - M) - nj
— 5702, Bij [0 - (8] - My)] - ]

Then we note that

tiptg.qMigr Mipgr
= —Bijtjptj.q€irstys(OpEqr + 0pWr)i
= —Bijtjptj.q€irsty,s(OpEqr + Opeqrw);
=F BijtjpljqCrstss(OpEqr + Opeqrw)i
=F Bijtjptiqtss(ErsOpEgr — 0gs0pw)i
= F Bijtjp(tjqljsers(OpEqr)i — t5(0pw)i)
=T Bijt; ptiqtssers(OpEqr)i —
(€ 6+ (VEN) -nf, — 260, -

taking € = +e and noting that mn;; -
ki = F3Bijtjp(Opw); (with w as defined in
Appendix A). Similarly, t;,7jtjpMipgr =
:FBijtj77-tj7ptj’36qs(8qu7-)i + Zt?nij “K;

= (nj; - [t} - (VE)i]) - ¢} + 2t nj; -
can write

2t? Ilij 73

k;. Hence we

A :A;[1+| LEi+ L(p] —R)) - (VI:E),

Y;: (VE); — [(GA;)—lszij(t;Pngj] -m]
(D29)
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where Y; has dimensions of length, with Y pg, =
(Pg,r - Ré,r)apq + (24‘49_1EjBijtg,p(t;‘,qn;j,r -
/ !

Mijqtjr):

D.1 Energy and force potential

Expanding the energy using (13), without the
boundary component, gives

U=u'"+ Zi,kfik - 0ry,
=U" =32, i xBijAjk(ehy) - ok

=U' =3, ;Bij(eh;) - dt;
=U - Zi,jBij(eihj) . [t; : (E] +Wj)]
=U' - Zi,jBij(eihj) : [t; (B +W;

+vi; - (VE)i +vi; - (VW)l)}

using (D23a). Using (14a), and taking €; = +e
this becomes

U=U"+,4;(c°: E; £w; {curl®h};)
=32 ;Bii(eihy) [t (vi; - (VE)i + vi; - (VW);)] .

For the chosen constitutive model, curl® h vanishes
and rotation w has no impact on energy. The final
term can be reformulated to give

U=U"+,Ai0¢  E;
- Zi,jBij(Eihj) : [t; . (V;j . (VE),)]
F 2, Bij(hy - th)vi; - (2ek);.  (D30)

Gradients of strain and rotations will therefore
generate hyperstresses conjugate to VE and &, but
that conjugate to  is not equivalent to CURL" h.

Appendix E Computational
implementation

The vertex model used in this paper was imple-
mented as VertexModel. j1 in the Julia program-
ming language [45, 46|, combining performance
and readability. Figures were produced using the
Julia Makie. j1 plotting library [47]. All code used
for this paper is available on GitHub [43].

We exploited incidence matrices A and B (fol-
lowing [21]) to define a confluent epithelium.
Systems were initialised as a symmetric arrange-
ment of 7 cells with randomly allocated ages. A

and B were updated following cell divisions, when
a cell’s age exceeds a specified cell cycle time,
and neighbour exchanges (T1 transitions), when
an edge length is shorter than a given thresh-
old length. Both matrices have very low density
and were stored as sparse arrays using the Julia
SparseArrays library. Vertex locations r were
stored as a 1D vector of 2-component static array
objects from the Julia StaticArrays library, opti-
mising arithmetic operations on these position
vectors. Data output and package dependencies
were managed with the help of the DrWatson. j1
package [48].

After initialising all system arrays and packag-
ing these into data structures for convenient pass-
ing between functions, positions r were updated
using (34), discretized with a fourth-order Runge-
Kutta (RK) method. Spatial data and forces were
recalculated at each RK substep, with topological
matrices updated only once per full step. Mono-
layers were ‘grown’ by simulating cell divisions for
a specified number of cell cycle times, following
random allocation of initial cell age within the
first cycle. The subsequent cell division time was
substantially longer than the typical equilibration
time. T1 transitions were implemented when edge
lengths fell beneath a length 0.01, relative to a
lengthscale in which the prescribed area is unity,
as in (33). Results were saved in j1d2 format and
as an animated movie of the full simulation.
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