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The transition of an epithelial layer from a stationary, quiescent state to a highly migratory, dynamic state is
required for wound healing, development, and regeneration. This transition, known as the unjamming transi-
tion (UJT), is responsible for epithelial fluidization and collective migration. Previous theoretical models have
primarily focused on the UJT in flat epithelial layers, neglecting the effects of strong surface curvature that is
characteristic of epithelial tissues in vivo. In this study, we investigate the role of surface curvature on tissue
plasticity and cellular migration using a vertex model embedded on a spherical surface. Our findings reveal that
increasing curvature promotes epithelial unjamming by reducing the energy barriers to cellular rearrangements.
Higher curvature favors cell intercalation, mobility, and self-diffusivity, resulting in epithelial structures that are
malleable and migratory when small, but become more rigid and stationary as they grow. As such, curvature-
induced unjamming emerges as a novel mechanism for epithelial layer fluidization. Our quantitative model
proposes the existence of a new, extended, phase diagram wherein local cell shape, cell propulsion, and tissue
geometry combine to determine the epithelial migratory phenotype.

To heal a wound, remodel a tissue, or invade into surround-
ing structures, the confluent epithelial layer transitions from
a state wherein constituent cells are sedentary and quiescent
into one wherein these cells become strikingly migratory and
dynamic [1, 2]. In certain contexts this phenotypic switch has
been interpreted within the novel paradigm known as the un-
jamming transition (UJT) [3–12]. In the jammed phase, cel-
lular rearrangements become rare because each cell becomes
virtually locked in place by its neighbors, thus leading to tis-
sue homeostasis and rigidity. In the unjammed phase, each
cell can move cooperatively and collectively with its neigh-
boring cells, thus leading to epithelial fluidity, mobility, and
malleability [13–16].

Theoretical models to date have characterized the UJT as it
might occur in the epithelial layer that resides upon flat sur-
faces [17–25]. By contrast, the epithelial layer in vivo typi-
cally resides upon surfaces that are strongly curved. By the
word strong here we mean cases in which the radius of sur-
face curvature can become as small as several cell diame-
ters. These include, for example, spherical pulmonary alve-
oli, tubular small airways, and ellipsoidal embryos [26–28]. It
has been shown experimentally that such curved geometries
alter epithelial plasticity in a non-trivial manner: topologi-
cal defects and out-of-plane forces impact cell packing and
cytoskeletal organization [26, 27, 29–36]; additionally, curva-
ture influences migration and cooperativity, inducing coherent
rotational motions and cell alignment [29, 30, 33, 34, 36].

Previous theoretical models have studied tissue plasticity of
curved epithelia in the contexts of the developing neural tube,
the fly leg disc, and the mouse optical cup [37–41]. How-
ever, these particular geometries make it difficult to isolate
the intrinsic effects of surface curvature from those induced
by topological constraints. As such, the mechanistic role of
surface curvature on cell packing, mobility, and the resulting
epithelial jamming dynamics remains poorly understood.

To fill that gap, here we embed a vertex model (VM) [5, 17–

20, 42, 43] onto a spherical surface. Using that model we in-
vestigate jamming dynamics in physiological ranges of cell
density and surface curvature. Our results show that as sur-
face curvature progressively increases, energy barriers to cel-
lular rearrangements progressively decrease. In the presence
of cellular propulsion, increasing curvature therefore favors
increased cellular migration, larger self-diffusivity, and more
frequent intercalation events.

This model is significant in at least three ways. Firstly, it
suggests that the developing curved structure would tend to be
unjammed, fluid-like, and malleable when small but become
progressively more jammed, solid-like, and rigid as it grows.
Secondly, it points to the existence of a novel mechanism
of epithelial layer fluidization, namely, curvature-induced un-
jamming. Finally, it provides a quantitative tool for thought to
better understand the interplay of cell shape, cell propulsion,
and tissue geometry in contributing to the migratory pheno-
type in vivo.

The Spherical Vertex Model—We embed a 3D apical vertex
model [18, 19, 37, 38, 44, 45] on a spherical topology (Fig.1).
This framework is based on the observation that epithelial
cells tend to tile the surface in a confluent polygonal array
while maintaining their columnar structure [37, 38]. In this
geometry, we specify the apical surface of cells by the loca-
tion of vertices, which are constrained to move on the surface
of the sphere. Cell edges are defined by the geodesic curve
connecting two adjacent vertices. As used previously for flat
surfaces, we define the mechanical energy of the system by
the energy function E = ∑

N
i=1 [KA(Ai−A0)

2 +KP(Pi−P0)
2].

Ai and Pi are the apical area and perimeter of the i-th cell
and are calculated based on the geodesic polygons enclosed
by the vertex positions {ri} [18, 20, 37, 45, 46]. A0 and
P0 represent the cell preferred area and perimeter, and are
homogeneous across all N cells. KA and KP are the elastic
moduli associated with deformations of the area and perime-
ter, respectively. As described previously, this energy func-
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tion accounts for the three-dimensional cell incompressibility
[45, 47], tissue bulk and actomyosin cortex elasticities [45–
48], and the interplay between cell-cell adhesion and cortical
tension [18, 25, 43, 45, 46, 48, 49]. Here we set the preferred
cell area to be the average per cell Ai

0 = Ā. By choosing KPĀ
as the energy unit and

√
Ā as the length unit, the energy func-

tional reduces to the nondimensional equation:

ε =
N

∑
i=1

[kA(ai−1)2 +(pi− p0)
2], (1)

where ai = Ai/Ā and pi = Pi/
√

Ā are the rescaled area and
perimeter of the i-th cell, kA = KAĀ/KP is the rescaled cell
area elasticity, and p0 = P0/

√
A0 is a dimensionless target

shape index.
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FIG. 1. Schematic of the spherical VM. Each cell has unit area on
average. Therefore, spheres with lower number of cells N exhibit
higher surface curvature.

We examine this system at various radii of curvature while
isolating the influence of number density. To achieve this, the
sphere radius R is chosen such that each cell has unit area on
average, i.e. R =

√
N/4π. Consequently, spherical surfaces

with fewer cells N exhibit higher curvature (Fig.1). Differ-
ent system sizes N = 36−300 are analyzed, corresponding to
radii of curvature in the range of 1.69− 4.9 times the mean
cell size. This constitutes a physiologically relevant range ex-
perienced by cells in curved epithelia [36]. A range of choices
for the shape index p0 is studied at each N. For each parame-
ter choice, we use a combination of the first-order conjugate-
gradient and second-order Newton’s method to find the near-
est local energy minima [50, 51] (see Supplementary Materi-
als [SM]). Using the same energy minimization scheme, we
simulate also a flat VM of N = 300 cells in the same range of
p0.

Curvature promotes epithelial fluidity— We first study how
substrate geometry influences tissue rigidity. In the case of
flat surfaces, the vertex model predicts a rigidity transition at
the critical value p0 = p∗0 ∼ 3.81 [18–20, 25, 52]. This tran-
sition is driven by a percolation transition of the tissue’s ten-
sion network, defined as the network of edges with tension
τ > 0 [25, 52, 53]. We examine the spatial organization of
the tension network in the spherical VM (see SM for analysis
details).

a) c)

b)

p0=3.6 p0=3.8 p0=3.82

FIG. 2. a) Snapshots of the sphere’s tension network at N = 300
and p0 = 3.6 (left), p0 = 3.8 (central), and p0 = 3.82 (right). Red
edges have finite tension. b) Probability of tension percolation Pperc
versus p0 for different N. Pperc(p0,N) is well described by the error
function 1/2−1/2er f [(p0−µN)/(

√
2σN)] (solid lines). When Pperc

is rescaled by finite-size effects (N1/2ν, ν = 0.6) and shifted by the
percolation threshold p∗0(N), the rescaled Pperc collapses onto a sin-
gle curve (inset). c) Glassy phase diagram of the spherical VM. The
onset of rigidity p∗0(R) increases with increasing radius R, and hence
decreasing curvature (dashed line). Below p∗0(R) (orange area), the
tension network percolates and the tissue is solid-like. Above p∗0(R)
(blue area), the tension network becomes disconnected and the tis-
sue is fluid-like. (Inset) In agreement with our mean-field model, p∗0
increases proportionally to

√
1−1/N.

At fixed curvature, the tension network displays a behav-
ior analogous to the flat surface. At lower p0 (left panel of
Fig.2a), the network forms a system-spanning structure and
the tissue is completely rigid. By increasing p0, the network
segregates progressively into disconnected components that
are reminiscent of a fluid-like phase [25] (central and right
panel of Fig.2a). We quantify this behavior at different cur-
vatures by calculating the probability of tension percolation
Pperc at various p0 and N (Fig.2b, see SM for details). Simi-
lar to the flat tissue, Pperc decays with p0 as an error function.
Pperc becomes sharper and more heavy-tailed by increasing N,
as expected due to finite-size effects [25]. Increasing N also
shifts Pperc towards higher values of p0, suggesting a role of
curvature that goes beyond finite-size scaling. In confirma-
tion of this role, the tension percolation threshold p∗0(R), and
hence the onset of rigidity, increases by increasing the radius
of curvature R (Fig.2c, see SM for calculation details). In the
zero-curvature limit R→ ∞, p∗0(R) approaches the flat limit
p∗0(∞) ∼ 3.814. Notably, Pperc collapses onto a single curve
after shifting by p∗0(R) and rescaling by the finite-size scal-
ing law N1/2ν, with ν = 0.6 (Inset of Fig.2b). These results
indicate that curvature promotes tissue fluidization.

Curvature-induced epithelial fluidity arises from lowering
of energy barriers for cellular rearrangements— To gain
mechanistic insights on the curvature-induced fluidization, we
examine the mechanical response of the tissue to external
perturbations. Under confluency, tissue fluidity is driven by
cells’ ability to rearrange via T1 topological swaps (Fig.3a)
[54–60]. We hypothesize that tissue curvature impacts rigid-
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FIG. 3. a) Schematic of a T1 transition. Left: Cells E1 and E2 share
initially an edge (highlighted in orange). Center: the edge is col-
lapsed into a four-fold vertex. Right: A new edge is created between
cells S1 and S2 (highlighted in orange). b) T1’s energy barriers ∆U
versus N at fixed p0 = 3.5. The black line indicates the average
〈∆U〉. c) Distributions of energy barriers (∆U), edge lengths (L), and
edge tensions (τ) at N = 48, N = 72, and N = 200 and p0 = 3.5.
The ∆U associated with edges with same length and tension show no
significant changes with curvature (top panels). Conversely, the den-
sity distribution P(L,τ) of edge lengths and tensions (central panels)
shifts toward smaller L and larger τ with larger N (magnified in the
bottom panels).

ity by affecting the energy required to execute a T1 transi-
tion. To test this, we study how the T1’s energy barriers ∆U
change with curvature. ∆U is defined as the energy cost to
collapse an edge into a fourfold vertex (see SM for details).
We find that ∆U decreases on average with increasing curva-
ture (Fig.3b). Analysis of ∆U as a function of the edge tension
τ and length L reveals additional insights (Fig.3c). Similar to
flat surfaces [18, 19, 43, 61], ∆U(L,τ) increases with L. How-
ever, ∆U(L,τ) shows no significant changes between edges
with same (L,τ) values but different curvature (top panels of
Fig.3c). This suggests that T1 transitions in curved tissues do
not incorporate any bending effect.

To explain this behavior, we delve into the functional mech-
anism of T1 transitions. During an edge collapse, tissue en-
ergy is impacted by two effects (see details in SM): 1) the pure
topological rearrangement of the connectivity network; and 2)
the subsequent relaxation of the surrounding vertices to reach
a new stable configuration. We study these contributions sep-
arately. Interestingly, the relaxation and topological terms are

positively correlated as ∆Urel ∼ η∆Utop, with η being inde-
pendent of N (see SM).

The functional dependence of ∆Utop from (L,τ) can be pre-
dicted by developing a simple geometric ansatz. When an
edge is collapsed, ∆Utop = ∆Uper +∆Uarea is defined only by
the changes in area ∆Uarea and perimeter ∆Uper of the four
neighboring cells involved in the T1 transition (see SM for de-
tails). In a mean-field approximation where all four cells are
initially regular hexagons, ∆Uper and ∆Uarea can be derived
analytically as (see SM for derivation):

∆Uper = AL2 +BL+CτL ∆Uarea = [sin(
4
6

π)L2]2. (2)

The coefficients A, B, and C are determined by the initial ge-
ometry of the four cells involved in the T1 (see SM). Simi-
lar to previous reports [18, 19, 61], Eq.2 includes a quadratic
dependence of ∆Uper on L. Our model reveals also a linear
dependence on the edge tension that is modulated by L. It
follows that T1 transitions are energetically penalized in both
longer and more tense edges.

By combining the relationship between ∆Urel and ∆Utop
with Eq.2, we recapitulate the dependence of ∆U from L and
τ. At fixed τ = τ0, ∆U(L,τ) collapses on a single master curve
that is independent of curvature and is well described by our
mean-field model (see Supplementary Figures in SM). Our
predictions hold also on flat surfaces (see SM), confirming the
universality of Eq.2.

Our findings suggest that edge length and tension act to-
gether as reaction coordinates of the T1 process, much like
temperature and energy in Arrhenius processes. Importantly,
surface curvature does not impact the T1’s dependence on
these coordinates. Conversely, curvature alters the equilib-
rium configuration of edge lengths and tensions (central row
of Fig.3c). The density distribution P(L,τ) shifts towards
longer and less tense edges with increasing curvature. This
suggests that curvature-induced fluidization does not stem
from local changes in the individual T1 mechanism, but rather
from global changes in the edge network.

In the absence of cell motility, curvature of the jammed
layer impacts the distributions of edge lengths and edge ten-
sions—To understand how changes in the cell junctional net-
work impact tissue rigidity, we investigate P(L,τ) in more de-
tail. In agreement with our percolation analysis, the tension
distribution P(τ) shifts towards larger τ values by increasing
N (Fig.4a). The distribution of edge lengths P(L) exhibits
a more intriguing behavior. On flat surfaces, P(L) has been
traditionally reported as a Gaussian [19]. On the spherical
layer, however, P(L) appears as the sum of multiple Gaussians
e(x−µ)/σ (Fig.4b). These Gaussians coincide with distinct con-
tact topologies around the edge. Indeed, we find (µ,σ) to
be parametric in the quantity Q = 6− ZS1 + 6− ZS2, where
ZS1 and ZS2 are the number of neighbors of cells S1 and S2
(Fig.3a). Edges are shorter at higher values of Q, which cor-
responds to S1,S2 pairs with fewer neighbors. Notably, we
recover this behavior also on flat surfaces (see SM). A mono-
tonic decrease of ∆U with Q has been previously reported on
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a) b) � 10-1

N=72

FIG. 4. a) Density distribution P(τ) of edge tensions for spheres with
different N. (Inset) Average edge tension 〈τ(N)〉 versus N. Solid line
corresponds to Eq.4. b) Density distribution P(L) of edge lengths
at N = 72 (black line). Colored solid lines correspond to Gaus-
sian fits of the densities PQ(L). The blue solid line corresponds to
the weighted sum of the Gaussian fits ∑Q RE(Q,N)PQ(N,L), where
RE(Q,N) is the fraction of edges with given Q over the total. (In-
set) Average edge length 〈L(N)〉 versus N. Solid line corresponds to
Eq.3, with Pf lat = 3.76 equal to the average perimeter at the largest
N = 360.

flat surfaces [19]. Our results provide a mechanistic insight
into this dependence: cell edges tend to be shorter at larger Q,
thus decreasing the energetic cost for cellular rearrangements.

Analysis of PQ(L) at different radii of curvature shows that
µQ decreases with N, while the distribution of Q follows a
non-monotonic behavior (see SM). This leads to an average
increase of edge lengths with increasing curvature (inset of
Fig.4b). As such, curvature affects the spatial (edge lengths)
and mechanical (edge tensions) configuration of the cell net-
work in opposite ways.

This effect can be explained through geometric arguments.
The perimeter P of a spherical polygon is related to its
equivalent Pf lat on the flat surface via the identity P(N) =

Pf lat

√
1− 1

N (see SM for derivation). By combining this iden-
tity with the Gauss-Bonnet theorem [62], the average edge
length 〈L〉 and tension 〈τ〉 can be written as:

〈L〉 ≈
〈

P
Z

〉
≈
〈Pf lat〉

√
1− 1

N

6− 12
N

(3)

〈τ〉 ≈ 2〈P〉−2P0 = τ f lat +Aτ

(
−1+

√
1− 1

N

)
, (4)

where τ f lat = 2〈Pf lat〉 − 2P0 and Aτ = 2〈Pf lat〉. Both Eq.3
and Eq.4 recapitulate our simulations results (insets of Fig.4a
and Fig.4b). Eq.4 reflects the fact that cells with the same area
and higher curvature have smaller perimeters, and hence lower
edge tensions on average. However, the average cell coordi-
nation number is lower at higher curvatures. The combination
of these two effects leads to longer edges with increasing cur-
vature.

Our findings demonstrate that curvature tunes tissue rigid-
ity through the competition of topological and mechanical
changes. On one hand, longer edges penalize cell rearrange-
ments; on the other hand lower intercellular tensions favor
cell intercalation. This latest effect dominates tissue rigid-
ity, leading to mechanical states that are more fluid-like at

a) b)
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FIG. 5. a) Average mean-square displacement (MSD) of individual
cells vs time. Colors represent different radii of curvature. (Inset)
Cumulative count of T1 transitions per junction as a function of time.
b) Heatmaps of the diffusion coefficient De f f (upper panel) and T1’s
rate kT 1 (lower panel) as a function of N and cell velocity v0. The
dashed line represents the motility-driven transition line v∗0(N), de-
fined as the (N,v0) values at which De f f = 0.001 [20, 63].

higher curvatures. Indeed, our mean-field model predicts that
the tension-dependent energy term Lτ of Eq.2 vanishes at
p∗0(N) ∝

√
1−1/N (see SM). In agreement with this predic-

tion, the rigidity transition point p∗0(N) increases proportion-
ally to

√
1−1/N (inset of Fig.2c).

In the presence of cell motility, curvature promotes cellular
migration— We further investigate how curvature affects tis-
sue fluidity in presence of cell motility. To do so, we study the
dynamics of a motile cell monolayer on the spherical surface.

Similar to our recent work on the sphere [36], we con-
sider the dynamics of cells under the influence of substrate
frictional drag. In this description, the change rate of position
~ri of the i-th vertex obeys the overdamped equation of motion:

Γ
d~ri

dt
= ~F int

i + v0n̂i, (5)

where Γ is the viscous damping coefficient due to cell-
substrate interactions. The forces on the vertices arise from
two sources: interactions between cells mediated by cell-cell
contacts (~F int

i ) and cellular tractions applied on the substrate
(v0n̂i). The first contribution is determined by the spatial gra-
dient of tissue mechanical energy defined in Eq.1, whereas the
second contribution is modelled as an active motility force ap-
plied on vertex i with constant strength v0. The direction of the
traction force n̂i is determined by the sum of polarization vec-
tors of the three cells sharing the vertex. The implementation
of individual cell polarization is similar to other self-propelled
particle models on spherical geometries [64]. Individual cell
polarization vectors undergo rotational diffusion with rate Dr
[65, 66] (see SM for details).

We first analyze the cell dynamics of the spherical layer at
fixed v0 = 0.09 and p0 = 3.65. The average cell mean-square
displacement 〈∆r2(t)〉 displays three temporal regimes that
are reminiscent of glassy dynamics (Fig. 5a): an early-time
ballistic regime, an intermediate switching regime that resem-
bles a plateau, and a long-time diffusive regime. For each N,
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we calculate the self-diffusivity coefficient De f f in units of
the free diffusion constant D0 of an isolated cell. De f f is de-
fined as De f f = Ds/D0, where Ds = limt→∞〈∆r2(t)〉/(4t) and
D0 = v2

0/(2Dr) [20]. De f f shows a strong dependence on cur-
vature, exhibiting higher values at lower N (see Supplemen-
tary Figure in SM). Similarly, the cumulative number NT 1 of
T1 transitions per junction over time is higher in spheres with
higher curvature (inset of Fig.5a).

We further measure De f f and the rate of T1 transitions kT 1
for several combinations of v0 and N. At fixed N, the spheri-
cal monolayer shows a motility-driven transformation from a
solid-like to a fluid-like state (Fig.5b). Notably, surface curva-
ture modulates the cell motility threshold v∗0 at which this tran-
sition occurs. Indeed, v∗0 increases gradually with N (Fig.5b).
This indicates that, all other factors being equal, the epithelial
layer is more fluid-like and unjammed when it resides upon
more curved surfaces.

Discussion—This model points to the notion that increas-
ing curvature induces epithelial fluidization and cellular mi-
gration. This effect is not due to changes in the local mecha-
nism of cell intercalation, which is independent of curvature,
but rather to changes in the global structure of the cell junc-
tion network, which becomes less rigid with increased curva-
ture. Cell rearrangements become energetically advantageous
at higher curvatures, resulting in cellular configurations that
are more malleable and more migratory.

Notably, part of our results is supported by two recent
works using the spherical VM [67, 68]. Differently from
these studies, however, our work is the first to 1) investigate
the effect of curvature on both tissue’s mechanical stability
and cellular migratory behavior and 2) identify its underly-
ing mechanism. In doing so, we offer testable hypotheses
about how tissue mechanics respond to substrate curvature.
For example, recent experiments on lung alveolospheres have
shown that curvature enhances fluidity by modifying the dis-
tribution of cell packing [36]. Our study demonstrates that
alterations in tissue contact topology affect the rate of cell
rearrangements, providing a mechanistic framework for un-
derstanding these experimental results. Moreover, our results
suggest that measuring junctional tensions (for example via
localised laser ablation [69] or laser tweezers [70]) can serve
as a direct indicator of tissue rigidity on curved surfaces. This
new predictive metric could be employed to distinguish be-
tween different mechanical phases in organoid models. These
findings provide the basis for future studies on more complex
geometries with non-uniform curvatures, such as tubes, ellip-
soids, and toroids.
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Supplemental Materials for Epithelial layer
fluidization by curvature-induced unjamming

SIMULATION DETAILS

To initialize the simulation, the vertex positions are gen-
erated via a Voronoi tesselation of a random set of points
uniformly distributed on the sphere. A two-step minimiza-
tion procedure is implemented to derive tissue equilibrium
configurations. Using the open-source software Surface
Evolver [50], we first minimize Eq.1 at pin

0 = 3.695 through a
combination of the first-order conjugate-gradient and second-
order Newton’s method [51]. In this step, the contact topol-
ogy is updated via T1s transitions [18, 19, 43, 60, 62]. T1
transitions are performed in sequence on edges with lengths
L < Lmin = {0.01,0.02,0.05,0.1,0.2,0.3} and this process is
iterated four times. At each T1 transition, cells swap neigh-
bors and the global edge network is relaxed via energy min-
imization. After this step, we increase the preferred shape
index to p0 = 4 and progressively decrease it by intervals
∆p0 = 0.005. At each intermediate p0, the system’s energy
is minimized by allowing only vertex rearrangements. In this
step, the contact topology remains fixed. Overall, this pro-
cedure generates a set of equilibrium configurations ranging
p0 = 3.5− 4 and having the same contact topology. We an-
alyze these ground states in spherical VMs with N ranging
36−300. For each choice of the parameters (N, p0), 200 ini-
tial states are randomly generated and equilibrated.

ANALYSIS OF PERCOLATION OF THE TENSION
NETWORK

For each of the 200 equilibrium configurations with given
(N, p0), we extract the subset of edges with τ > 1e−20.
These edges define the tissue’s tension network. In the main
text, snapshots of the tension network show that the network
changes its size and connectivity by varying p0 and N. To
investigate the tension percolation state at different (p0,N),
we compute the largest connected component (LCC) of each
network and check if the LCC has percolated. We define a
percolating LCC as a cluster in which the maximum cartesian
distance between each vertex pair is larger than 2R−

√
〈A〉,

with R the sphere’s radius and 〈A〉 the average cell area. In this
way, a percolating LCC spans at least half of the sphere. For
a given choice of (N, p0), the tension percolation probability
Pperc(N, p0) is defined as the fraction of tension networks that
has percolated. We repeat this process for multiple p0 and N,
as shown in Fig.2b in the main text.

We further compute the percolation threshold p∗0(N) for
each N. The percolation threshold p∗0(N) is defined such that
Pperc(N, p∗0) = 0.5, i.e. half of the 200 random seeds have
percolated. After shifting Pperc(N, p0) by its relative p∗0(N),
we calculate the scaling exponent ν as the value at which
Pperc(N, p0− p∗0(N)) collapses onto a single curve, as shown

in the inset of Fig.2b.

CALCULATION OF ENERGY BARRIER ASSOCIATED
WITH A T1 TRANSITION

Under confluent conditions, cells swap neighbors by reori-
enting their local connectivity network. This intercalation pro-
cess is referred to as a T1 transition. During a T1 transition, an
existing edge is collapsed into a fourfold vertex to create a new
junction in the perpendicular orientation (Fig.3 a). For each of
the 200 states with given (N, p0), we perform a T1 transition
on each edge of the spherical layer. To do so, we first col-
lapse the edge and then equilibrate the system by keeping the
fourfold vertex fixed. We calculate the correspondent ∆U as
the difference in tissue’s mechanical energy between the T1’s
initial state (right panel of Fig.3 a), where the edge has length
L(E) = L, and the collapsed state (central panel of Fig.3 a),
where L(E) = 0.

By construction, ∆U can be decomposed into two contri-
butions (Supp. Fig.S1a): a topological contribution ∆Utop,
which corresponds to the increase in the system’s mechani-
cal energy following the geometric collapse of the edge into a
vertex (central panel of Supp. Fig.S1a); a relaxation contribu-
tion ∆Urel , which corresponds to the decrease in the system’s
mechanical energy following the vertices rearrangements into
a new equilibrium state (right panel of Supp. Fig.S1a). For
each T1 transition, we calculate ∆Utop and ∆Urel separately
and analyze their statistics. We find that ∆Utop > ∆Urel in ev-
ery T1 transition (Supp. Fig.S1b) and the two contributions
are linearly correlated ∆Urel = η∆Utop, where η = 0.68 (inset
of Supp. Fig.S1b).

MEAN FIELD MODEL OF T1 TRANSITIONS IN THE
SPHERICAL VM

To understand the functional dependence of ∆U from (L,τ),
we develop a mean-field model wherein all four cells involved
in the T1 transition are regular hexagons (Supp. Fig.S1c). The
pure topological collapse affects only the collapsed edge E
and the four edges sharing vertices with E (edges a,b,c,d in
Supp. Fig.S1c). Given an initial length L(E) = L, L(a) =
L(b) = L(c) = L(d) = L. When E is collapsed into a fourfold
vertex, the new length of the four edges becomes:

L(α) =

√
L(a)2 +

L2

4
−L(a)Lcos(k), (6)

where k is the angle between a and E. Since k = 4
6 π in regular

hexagons and L(a) = L, Eq. 6 reduces to:

L(α) = L(β) = L(γ) = L(δ) = L

√
5
4
− cos

(
4
6

π

)
. (7)
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FIG. S1. a) Schematic of the tissue’s energy profile associated with the topological and relaxation contributions. In the initial state, two
adjacent cells (colored in green) share an edge E (left panel). When E is collapsed into a fourfold vertex while keeping the other vertices
fixed, the tissue’s energy increases to Utop (central panel). After the topological collapse, the layer rearranges the surrounding vertices and
relaxes into a new state with lower energy Urel (right panel). This rearrangement involves vertices belonging to other cells beyond the four
cells involved in the T1 (not shown in the figure). b) T1’s energy contributions versus L. At each T1, ∆Utop is always larger than ∆Urel . ∆Urel
is well fitted by the linear function ∆Urel = η∆Utop (red line in the inset). c) Schematic of the T1’s topological collapse in a mean-field model
with four regular hexagons. The geometric collapse of the edge E into a fourfold vertex affects only the four edges (a,b,c,d) sharing a vertex
with E.

By definition, ∆Utop = ∆Uper +∆Uarea, where:

∆Uper = ∑
i∈{S1,S2,E1,E2}

(p f in
i − p0)

2− (pin
i − p0)

2 (8)

= ∑
i∈{S1,S2,E1,E2}

∆p2
i +2pin

i ∆pi−2∆pi p0. (9)

∆pi = p f in
i − pin

i , where pin
i and p f in

i are the perimeter of the
i-th cell before and after the topological collapse, respectively.
∆pi depends geometrically on L as follows:

∆p{S1,S2} =−2L+2L

√
5
4
− cos(

4
6

π) (10)

∆p{E1,E2} =−3L+2L

√
5
4
− cos(

4
6

π). (11)

Combining Eq. 9 with Eqs. 10 and 11 and defining the initial
tension of the collapsed edge E as τ = pin

E1 + pin
E2− 2p0, we

arrive to the final equation:

∆Uper = AL2 +BL+CτL. (12)

The coefficients (A,B,C) are uniquely determined by the
length L, angle k, and shape index p0:

A = 16
(

5
4
− cos

(
4
6

π

))
+8

√
5
4
− cos

(
4
6

π

)
−14 (13)

B = 8p0

(
1−

√
5
4
− cos

(
4
6

π

))
(14)

C = 4

√
5
4
− cos

(
4
6

π

)
−6. (15)

Similarly, ∆Uarea can be written as:

∆Uarea = ∑
i∈{S1,S2,E1,E2}

(a f in
i −1)2− (ain

i −1)2 (16)

= ∑
i∈{S1,S2,E1,E2}

∆a2
i +2ain

i ∆ai−2∆ai, (17)

where ∆ai = a f in
i − ain

i . The terms ain
i and a f in

i represent the
area of the i-th cell before and after the topological collapse,
respectively. For each of the four cells involved in the T1, the
area difference ∆ai depends solely on the area of the triangle
Ta formed by the three segments {a,α,E/2}. Specifically:

∆aS1,S2 = 2Ta (18)
∆aE1,E2 =−2Ta. (19)

Combining Eq. 17 with Eqs. 18 and 19, ∆Uarea reduces to:

∆Uarea = 16T 2
a = sin2

(
4
6

π

)
L4. (20)

Given that ∆Urel = η∆Utop and ∆U = ∆Utop − ∆Urel , the
final functional dependence of ∆U from (L,τ) can be written
as:

∆U(L,τ) = (1−η)

(
AL2 +BL+CτL+ sin2

(
4
6

π

)
L4
)
(21)

We have shown in the main text that the T1’s energy barrier
depends solely on the values of (L,τ) and is independent of
the surface curvature. Supp. Fig.S2a displays the distribution
of ∆U as a function of L at three different fixed values of τ =
{0.45,0.5,0.55} and for four different radii of curvature N =
{36,48,64,72} (p0 = 3.6).

For each N and τ, ∆U(L) collapses on a single master curve
independently of the radius of curvature. To account for de-
viations from the regular hexagonal structure, we fit the dis-
tribution ∆U(L,τ) to Eq. 21 by setting the coefficients A,B,C
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FIG. S2. a) T1’s energy barriers ∆U versus L at fixed τ = {0.45,0.5,0.55}. Different colors correspond to spheres with different numbers of
cells N = {36,48,64,72}. The target shape index is p0 = 3.6. The black solid line represents the multivariate fit to Eq. 21. b) T1’s energy
barriers ∆U versus L at fixed τ = 0.45 and p0 = 3.6 in the flat VM (N = 300, black dots) and spherical VM (N = 72, blue dots). The red solid
line represents the multivariate fit to Eq. 21 obtained on the spherical VM.

as fitting parameters. Notably, our mean-field model predicts
correctly the functional dependence of the T1’s energy barrier
∆U from the initial length and tension of the collapsed edge
(L,τ) (black line in Supp. Fig.S2a).

To demonstrate that Eq.21 is independent of the layer’s
topology, we simulate a flat VM with N = 300 cells at p0 =
3.6. We compute the T1’s energy barriers ∆U using the
same energy minimization scheme of the spherical VM. Supp.
Fig.S2b shows the distribution ∆U(L) at fixed τ = 0.45 for the
flat VM (black dots) and spherical VM (blue dots). As pre-
dicted, both distributions collapse on the same master curve,
confirming the universality of ∆U(L,τ). Additionally, the fit
to Eq. 21 obtained in the spherical VM predicts correctly the
behavior of ∆U(L,τ) on the flat layer (red solid line in Supp.
Fig.S2b). As such, the functional dependence ∆U(L,τ) pre-
dicted by our mean-field model represents a universal law that
is independent of the surface topology.

DISTRIBUTION OF EDGE LENGTHS IN THE SPHERICAL
AND FLAT VM

Fig.4b shows that edge lengths are stratified by a topolog-
ical parameter Q that expresses the local connectivity around
the edge. To demonstrate that edge lengths depend on the
surrounding contact topology also in flat layers, we analyze
their distribution in the flat VM at p0 = 3.6. Analogous to the
spherical layer, P(L) appears as the sum of multiple Gaussian
parametric in Q (Supp. Fig.S3a). Edges are shorter for larger
Q, confirming that this behavior is independent of the layer’s
topology.

We analyze the distribution of edge lengths in spheres with
different N. We find that curvature alters both the distribution
of Q and L. For each Q, the average edge length µQ increases
with increasing curvature (Supp. Fig.S3b). By increasing N,
the proportion of edges with Q > 0 decreases while the one
with Q ≤ 0 increases (Supp. Fig.S3c). This hints at a key
role of the hexagonal configuration (where ZS1 = ZS2 = 6 and

a)

c)

b)

FIG. S3. a) Probability density of edge lengths L in the flat VM,
stratified by Q. Each colored line represents the probability density
PQ(L) of edge lengths with the same Q. For each PQ(L), the smooth
line corresponds to its Gaussian fit PQ(L) = e(L−µQ)/σQ . The black
line corresponds to the total probability density P(L). The underlying
blue line is the weighted sum of the Gaussian fits for all Q. For each
Q, the weight RE(Q,N) is given by the ratio between the number of
edges with given Q and the total number of edges of the layer. b)
Behavior of the average length µQ versus N on the spherical layer. c)
Fraction of edges RE(Q,N) with given Q versus N on the spherical
layer, for different values of Q.

Q = 0) not only in the layer’s energetic stability [18, 46] but
also in the contact topology of curved surfaces.

DEPENDENCE OF THE PERIMETER OF A SPHERICAL
POLYGON ON CURVATURE

To understand the dependence of the edge lengths and ten-
sions on the radius of curvature R (or equivalently on the num-
ber of cells N), we can propose a simple mean-field model. By
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construction, the average solid angle Ω subtended by an indi-
vidual cell depends on N as:

Ω = 4π/N = R−2 (22)

We first consider the simple case where the angle is subtended
by a spherical cap of azimuthal angle θ. Although cells have
polygonal boundaries rather than circular, we will show that
this difference enters only as a different factor in our final pre-
dictions. The relationship between Ω and θ is given by:

Ω = 4πsin2
(

θ

2

)
(23)

Additionally, the rim of the spherical cap has a perimeter
given by:

Pcircle = 2πRsinθ = 2
√

π

√
1− 1

N
(24)

In the limit of large N, Pcircle approaches the flat value of√
4π≈ 3.544.
Eq.24 can be generalized to an arbitrary polygon. By sub-

stituting the factor
√

4π with the term Pf lat representing the
polygon’s perimeter on flat surfaces, we can extrapolate the
curvature dependence of the perimeter P(N) of a polygon on
the sphere:

P(N) = Pflat

√
1− 1

N
= Pflat

√
1− 1

4πR2 . (25)

PN decreases with decreasing N, and hence increasing cur-
vature.

We have shown in the main text that the average edge ten-
sion 〈τ〉 and length 〈L〉 have opposite behavior as a function of
N. To demonstrate that the effect of curvature on the tension
network governs the shift in the rigidity transition, we con-
sider only the tension-dependent term τL of the energy barrier
∆U (see Eq.2). Based on Eq.3 and Eq.4:

〈∆U〉 ≈ 〈L〉〈τ〉= 0⇒ p∗0(N) = 〈Pf lat〉
√

1−1/N (26)

This dependence on N recapitulates the shift of the tension
percolation threshold.

DYNAMIC VERTEX MODEL OF CELL MONOLAYERS ON
A SPHERICAL SURFACE

In a recent work [36] by some of us, we have adapted our
previously published dynamic vertex model [6] (DVM) on flat
surfaces to study cellular dynamics in a confluent spherical
monolayer. Here we utilize this spherical DVM to probe the
effect of substrate curvature on the motility-driven unjamming
transition. The model and the calculated dynamical quantities
are described briefly below.

Energy Hamiltonian and single cell motility— The DVM
Hamiltonian is described by the functional form of Eq.1. Cell
motility is described by the overdamped equation of motion:

Γ
d~ri

dt
= ~F int

i + v0n̂i, (27)

FIG. S4. The net velocity ~vα and the net direction vector n̂α of the
vertex α are always projected on the tangent plane at the position~rα.

where~ri(t) is the position of the i-th vertex at time t, Γ is the
frictional damping coefficient, ~F int

i is the total cell-cell inter-
action force exerted on the i-th vertex, and v0n̂i represents the
active motility force applied on the i-th vertex. The direction
of n̂i is determined by the sum of polarization vectors of the
three cells sharing the vertex. The polarization vector of the
m-th cell is given by n̂m = (cosθm,sinθm), where the angle of
polarization θm also exhibits an over-damped dynamics:

dθm

dt
= η, 〈ηi(t)η j(t ′)〉= 2DRδi jδ(t− t ′). (28)

η is a random variable obeying the statistics of Gaussian
white noise with zero mean and variance 2DR. This descrip-
tion recapitulates the front-back polarity of migrating cells
[20, 65, 66]. DR is the rate at which the orientation of the cell
polarization vector randomizes. At any point ~x on the sphere
and at every time step, the displacements and the polarizations
of the vertex positions are projected on the corresponding tan-
gent plane. Given a vector ~y at a point ~x on the sphere, the
projection operator ~PT (~x,~y) is defined as [64]:

~PT (~x,~y) =~y− (x̂ ·~y) x̂ (29)

This exercise ensures that cells remain constrained on
the spherical surface throughout the entire simulation (Supp.
Fig.S4).

Simulation details—Simulations are initiated from the
zero-motility (v0 = 0) equilibrium configurations obtained
through the minimization procedure described above. Given
these configurations, finite motility (v0 > 0) simulations are
then performed. The vertex locations are updated through the
Euler method according to Eq. 27. The time step of the sim-
ulations is ∆t = 0.02τ, where τ = Γ/KP represents the unit of
time in the DVM. We use Eq. 28 to determine the rotational
noise on the cell polarizations.

In our simulations, T1 rearrangements are allowed with an
embargo timer of 0.2τ when an edge is below a threshold
length lc = 0.05

√
A0 [43]. We use Surface-Evolver [50] to
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FIG. S5. Diffusion coefficient De f f versus N extracted through linear
fit of the MSD diffusive regime.

implement the DVM simulations. We perform DVM simu-

lations of spheres with number of cells N ranging 30− 250.
Analogous to the spherical VM, the radius of curvature of the
spherical surface is chosen such that R =

√
N/4π. We exam-

ine the effect of curvature by varying the motility force v0 in
the range 0.02−0.14 and keeping fixed the preferred shape in-
dex p0 = 3.65 and the rotational noise strength DR = 1. In this
way, the single cell dynamics remains Brownian. For each pa-
rameter set, we perform 10 independent simulations initiated
from different random cell configurations.

From each simulation, we compute two different dynam-
ical quantities. First, the average mean-square displacement
(MSD) 〈∆r2(t)〉 of cells as a function of time. In the MSD,
distance is calculated based on the length of the geodesic
curve connecting the initial and final position of the cell in the
time interval t. We quantify the long-time diffusive behavior
of the MSD by extracting the diffusion coefficient De f f . Supp.
Fig.S5 shows the behavior of De f f at v0 = 0.09 for different
radii of curvature.

De f f exhibits a strong dependence on N, decreasing dra-
matically with increasing N in the range 30−150. A slight in-
crease is observed for N > 150 without exceeding the thresh-
old of 10−3 that marks the fluid-to-solid transition [20, 63].

As shown in Fig.5b, we estimate De f f for different values
of v0 and N.We also estimate the T1 transition’s rate kT 1, de-
fined as the number of neighbor exchanges per junction per
unit of time.
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