arXiv:1604.03305v5 [cond-mat.stat-mech] 23 May 2017

Dynamical Crossover in a Stochastic Model of Cell Fate Decision

Hiroki Yamaguchi,^{1, ∗} Kyogo Kawaguchi,^2 and Takahiro Sagawa^1 1Department of Applied Physics, University of Tokyo, 7-3-1 Hongo, Bunkyo-ku, Tokyo 113-8656, Japan 2Department of Systems Biology, Harvard Medical School, Boston, MA 02115, USA (Dated: August 2, 2017)

We study the asymptotic behaviors of stochastic cell fate decision between proliferation and differentiation. We propose a model of a self-replicating Langevin system, where cells choose their fate (i.e. proliferation or differentiation) depending on local cell density. Based on this model, we propose a scenario for multi-cellular organisms to maintain the density of cells (i.e., homeostasis) through finite-ranged cell-cell interactions. Furthermore, we numerically show that the distribution of the number of descendant cells changes over time, thus unifying the previously proposed two models regarding homeostasis: the critical birth death process and the voter model. Our results provide a general platform for the study of stochastic cell fate decision in terms of nonequilibrium statistical mechanics.

PACS numbers: 05.65.+b, 87.17.Ee, 87.18.Hf

I. INTRODUCTION

A variety of biological phenomena have been extensively investigated in light of modern nonequilibrium physics. Tissue turnover in multicellular organisms is an interesting example of stationary nonequilibrium system (see Fig. 1(a)). Throughout adult life, biological tissues are constantly renewed by newly born cells from stem cell pools. The production of cells must be balanced with the death of old cells, which is called tissue homeostasis. Tissue stem cells, which are able to proliferate (i.e., divide) and differentiate into tissue specific cells, play a key role in tissue turnover. Since differentiated cells exit from the proliferation cycle and are eventually killed, tissue homeostasis is maintained by balanced kinetics of stem cell fate (proliferation or differentiation). Intercellular interactions in cell fate decision kinetics are considered to be crucial during homeostasis, and therefore, nonequilibrium statistical mechanics of many-body systems [1, 2] is expected to play an important role to clarify the mechanism of tissue homeostasis.

Recent advances in experiments have enabled the tracing of cell fate dynamics (i.e., kinetics of proliferation and differentiation) in adult mammalian tissues [3]. In these experiments, cells in the tissue are labeled by fluorescent proteins, which are inherited by their progeny. Starting from isolated labeled single cells in the basal layer tissue, the cells can divide and expand its population within the basal layer, or get excluded from the basal layer through differentiation (Fig. 1(a)). The measured population of the labeled cells that survived in the basal layer (i.e., clone) showed scaling behavior in statistics. Most significantly, the average number of cells in surviving clones showed power-law growth n_{surv}(t) ∼ t^δ , and the cumulative clone size distribution C_n(t) (i.e., the probability of having a clone with no less than n cells) showed the

∗ yamaguchi@noneq.c.u-tokyo.ac.jp

scaling law C_n(t) ∼ Φ(n/n_{surv}(t)), which both depended on the spatial dimension of the tissue [4]. The scaling behavior ruled out one of the classical pictures of tissue homeostasis, where stem cells always undergo asymmetric division (one daughter cell is differentiating and the other maintains its stemness).

The quantitative modeling approach has revealed two canonical examples of stochastic dynamics that explain the scaling behaviors. Importantly, these two models reflect the different mechanisms of cell fate regulation [4]. Firstly, cell-extrinsic regulation results in the scaling form with δ = 1/2 and Φ(X) = e^{−πX 2/4} in onedimension [4–6], and δ = 1 and Φ(X) = e^{−X} in twodimension [4, 7]. These scaling forms are derived from the voter model (VM) [8, 9], in which a differentiating cell leaving the basal layer is assumed to directly trigger the proliferation of a neighboring cell to compensate for the loss (the mechanism can be vice versa, Fig. 1(b)). The second scheme is the cell-intrinsic regulation [4, 10], which is described by the critical birth-death process (CBD) [11] (Fig. 1(c)). This model assumes that a cell stochastically chooses proliferation or differentiation with equal probability independent from other cells, which results in the scaling form with δ = 1 and Φ(X) = e^{−X} [10]. The extrinsic model (i.e., δ = 1/2 and Φ(X) = e^{−πX 2/4}) was consistent with clonal labeling experiments in some one-dimensional tissues such as intestinal crypts [5] and seminiferous tubules [6]. On the other hand, the experimental works in skin tissues (i.e., two-dimensional tissues) [12, 13] showed that both cell-intrinsic and extrinsic models are consistent with the clonal dynamics.

In this paper, we propose a model of cell fate decision, focusing on the cell-cell interaction associated with a finite range. In our model, the population of cells is regarded as a self-replicating many-body Langevin system, where we incorporate intercellular interaction in the self-replication process through local cell density [14, 15], where density is defined with a certain length scale. Both short- and long-range interaction can be realized in real tissues as consequences of different regulatory mechanisms. For example, recent experimental [17–20] and theoretical [14–16] works suggest that mechanical cues could be relevant in cell fate decision. Long-range interaction via autocrine signaling is also crucial in skin stem cells [21]. Therefore, exploring cell fate decision processes from the point of view of cell-cell interaction range would be significant.

We find that homeostasis is maintained in this model as a consequence of the interaction, meaning that global cell density is autonomously kept constant on average. Furthermore, we show that the previously proposed VM and CBD scenarios are incorporated in our model as the small and large limits of the cell-cell interaction range. This indicates that the interaction range of the densitydependent replication process is a key in determining which model of the two appears in biological tissues. We find that in the case of the intermediate value of the interaction range, the clone size statistics cross over from the CBD statistics to the VM statistics as time evolves. We propose that by evaluating the timing of the crossover in experiment, we can indirectly infer the interaction range of the fate decision dynamics in the tissue. Our results also reveal a natural scenario in which VM can arise in real experimental setups.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we describe our model, based on cell density dependent interaction with a finite interaction range. In Section III we give the main results, showing the dynamical crossover of clone size statistics in the case of finite interaction range. In Section IV, we discuss the nature of crossover, and show the scaling hypothesis for the crossover.

II. MODEL

We model the population of stem cells as an interacting many-particle system with {x_k(t)}^{N(t)}_{k=1} being the position of the center of the N(t) cells existing on the basal layer at time t (see Fig. 2(a)). We assume for simplicity that the basal layer is occupied only by a single type of stem cell which can move and divide. The irreversible differentiation of the cells is described by the stochastic exclusion of a cell from the dynamics. Considering two or more types of cells coexisting in the basal layer as in the case of previous models [10] will not change the scaling behavior discussed in the following. Although our model can be extended to higher dimensions, we here focus on the one-dimensional case in order to study the distinct limits of asymptotic behavior. Neighboring cells in a tissue are typically attached to each other by cell-cell adhesion. We incorporate this interaction by the following many-body Langevin equations [22]: d dt x_j (t) = − ∂ ∂x_j U({x_k}) + ξ_j (t). (1)

(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 1. (Color online) (a)Schematic showing a cellular label tracking experiment. Proliferating cells (pink) confined to the basal layer of the tissue undergo proliferation within the basal layer, as well as differentiation toward the upper layers. Cell fate is tracked by monitoring the labeled clones (yellow), which either expand or shrink by proliferation and differentiation, respectively. (b) Schematic of VM. (c) Schematic of CBD.

Here, ξ_j (t)’s represent the white Gaussian noise satisfying ⟨ξ_j (t)⟩ = 0, ⟨ξ_j (t)ξ_k (s)⟩ = 2Dδ_{j,k}δ(t − s) (2) for j, k = 1, . . . , N(t). Initial positions of the cells are prepared so that the label of the cells are ordered as x_{k−1} ≤ x_k ≤ x_{k+1}, and the periodic boundary condition is employed. A positive constant D is the noise strength and U({x_k}) = ∑ k u(|x_k − x_{k+1}|) denotes the two-body interaction, which describes the cell-cell adhesion between nearest neighbors. For simplicity, we set u(X) = K (X − l_0)^2 /2. The strength of the adhesive potential K determines a typical time scale for spatial relaxation, and the natural length l_0 determines a typical length scale of a cell.

A crucial point of our model is that the tissue homeostasis is achieved as a consequence of the cell-cell interaction. To this end, we assume that the local cell density affects the cell fate decision process [14, 15]. We define the local cell density ρ_L(x) as:

ρ_L(x) := 1 2L ∫_{x+L} x−L dy ∑ j δ(y − x_j ), (3)

where L denotes the interaction range of cell-cell interactions. The interaction range L corresponds to the biologically relevant length scale of the cell fate regulation through local cell density. For example, the case

(a)

(b) (c)

FIG. 2. (Color online) (a) Schematic of the self-replicating Langevin system. (b) An example of the density dependence of the birth/death rates. (c) The phase diagram via structure factor analysis, which is detailed in Appendix A. The gray line separates the parameter space into the linearly stable and unstable regions. Here, α represents the sensitivity of the growth rate around the steady-state density, and β is the effective diffusion constant that depends on the strength of the cell-cell adhesion K. μ/σ is the relative noise strength. The definitions of α, β, σ and μ are given in Eq. (A13). Our clonal analysis is performed in the spatially homogeneous region.

of long range interaction L ≫ l_0 can be realized by external chemical control or autocrine signaling. On the other hand, L ≃ l_0 describes the situation where the fate is associated with the distance of a cell from its closest neighbors, corresponding for instance to mechanical regulation. A proliferating cell (PC) at position x undergoes the following birth-death process with rates w^± that depend on local cell density (see Fig. 2(a)): P C −→ { P C + P C with rate λw^+(ρ_L(x)) ∅ with rate λw^−(ρ_L(x)), (4) where ∅ denotes differentiation (i.e., removal from the basal layer), and the typical timescale is set by λ^{−1}. We here do not explicitly assume any correlation between the fates of the two daughter cells. This means that the newly born PCs will independently choose division or differentiatiation according to Eq. (4), as opposed to the asymmetric division scenario where the fates of siblings are strictly anti-correlated. [4].

We assume that F (ρ) := w^+(ρ) − w^−(ρ) has an attractive fixed point ρ = ρ^∗ such that F (ρ^∗) = 0 and F^′(ρ^∗) < 0, where F^′(ρ) := dF (ρ)/dρ. An important role of the attractive fixed point ρ = ρ^∗ is to regulate cell fate through local cell density in an autonomous fashion (see Fig. 2(b)). We will see in our model that the power law and scaling law in the clone size statistics appear at the fixed point of cell density, corresponding to the situation where homeostasis is achieved.

Equations (1) are discretized and numerically solved by the Euler-Maruyama method. The cell fate decision process (4) is implemented as follows. When a cell undergoes proliferation, the local cell density ρ_L is evaluated for newly born cells, and two lifetimes τ_± are generated from exponential distributions with rates λw^±(ρ_L), respectively. If τ^+ < τ^−, the cell undergoes proliferation after time τ^+, and otherwise it undergoes differentiation after time τ^−. In order to study the asymptotic clone size statistics, we introduce the label degree of freedom to cells. In our numerical simulations, we initially prepare only one labelled cell and many other unlabeled cells, mimicking the induction of marker protein in experiments. The quantities of interest are the average clone size of the labeled progenies l(t) := l_0n_{surv}(t) and the labeled clone size distribution C_n(t). The clones here refer to the labeled descendants within the stem cell population.

We remark on the stability of the model. When L is sufficiently large, the population of cells tends to form spatial clustering. This is regarded as an example of the Brownian bug problem, which has been observed in various models with self-replication and diffusion [23]. We identified the parameter regimes as shown in Fig. 2(c), in which the clustering of cells does not occur, by analyzing the structure factor (see Appendix A). This argument ensures that our numerical analysis is performed in this homogeneous region.

III. MAIN RESULTS

We now discuss our numerical results. Figure 3(a) shows the time evolution of the average clone size for several values of L. The average clone size grows linearly in the short time scale, and exhibits the power-law growth with exponent 1/2 in the long time scale. Figure 3(b) shows that the clone size distribution is the exponential form in the short time, and then crosses over to the half-Gaussian form in the long time scale. These results imply that the clone size statistics cross over from the CBD statistics with δ = 1 and Φ(X) = e^{−X} to the VM statistics with δ = 1/2 and Φ(X) = e^{−πX 2/4}, in the course of time.

In order to clarify the dynamical crossover of the clone size statistics, we consider the two opposite limits of the interaction range L. Since the interaction range L lies between the cell size l_0 and the system size (i.e., the size of the tissue) L_{Sys}, we call the two limits L → l_0 and L → L_{Sys} the small L limit and the large L limit, respectively. In our simulations, we take l_0 = 1 and L_{Sys} = 1000. Figures 3(c) and 3(d) show the time evolution of the clone size distributions for L = L_{Sys} and L = 1.25l_0, respectively. The inset in Fig. 3(c) or 3(d) shows the time evolution of the average clone size. The

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 3. (Color online) Numerical results of the asymptotic clone size statistics in clonal analysis. We take l0 = 1 and LSys = 1000. (a) The average clone size l(t) for L/l0 = 10, 20, 30, 40, and 100. (b) The clone size distributions Cn(t) at different time points for L/l0 = 100 plotted against n/l(t). (c) (d) Cn(t) plotted against n/l(t) for the large L case (L = LSys) and the small L case (L/l0 = 1.25), respectively. The insets show l(t) − l0 against time λt.

clone size statistics asymptotically approach the CBD statistics in the large L limit and to the VM statistics in the small L limit. These results imply that the CBD statistics and the VM statistics are formulated in a unified view through the interaction range L.

In the following, we consider the mechanism that gives rise to the CBD statistics and the VM statistics in the large and small L limit, where the existence of the attractive fixed point ρ = ρ^∗ plays a significant role. In the large L limit, the cell fate regulation is governed by global cell density ρ(t) in the continuum limit as L_{Sys} → ∞: λ^{−1} d dt ρ = ( w^+(ρ) − w^−(ρ) ) ρ = F (ρ) ρ. (5)

The existence of an attractive fixed point ρ^∗ of F (ρ) ensures homeostasis so that w^+(ρ^∗) = w^−(ρ^∗) holds in the long time scale. Therefore, the clone size statistics are expected to behave asymptotically as the CBD statistics: δ = 1 and Φ(X) = e^{−X} . We emphasize that in our model, the critical clone size statistics are achieved as a result of cell-cell interactions through cell density, in contrast to CBD, where the criticality is assumed a priori. The asymptotic CBD statistics can now be interpreted as a consequence of long-range density feedback interaction.

On the other hand, in the case of small L, the cellcell interaction is effectively short-ranged, because the ever-expanding average size of the surviving clones l(t) is always larger than L. In this case, as soon as a proliferating cell undergoes differentiation, the proliferation rate increases locally around that position, and the neighboring cells will be likely to compensate for the loss of the adjacent cell. Therefore, the resulting clone size statistics are expected to asymptotically behave as the VM statistics with δ = 1/2 and Φ(X) = e^{−πX 2/4}. In other words, our model implies that the VM statistics can naturally arise as a result of short-range interaction.

IV. SCALING HYPOTHESIS

Our numerical results suggest that the time scale for the crossover increases with the interaction range L. The dynamical crossover takes place due to the competition between the interaction range L and the average clone size l(t). Since the average clone size is ever-increasing in time, one expects that l(t) exceeds L at certain time t_c. We refer to t_c as the crossover time, at which the

FIG. 4. (Color online) Scaling form of the average clone size l(t). l(t) − l0 is scaled by L and plotted against t/tc(L) for L/l0 = 10, 20, 30, 40, and 100.

behavior of the clone size statistics change. Since the clone size statistics are effectively the CBD statistics in short time scale, the crossover time t_c is estimated from the following equation:

L = l(t_c) ≃ l_{CBD}(t_c) = l_0 ( 1 + 1 2 λt_c ) , (6)

where the average clone size l(t) is approximated by the exact expression of that of the CBD statistics: l_{CBD}(t) = l_0(1+λt/2). Therefore, we expect that t_c(L) = 2λ^{−1}(L− l_0)/l_0. Scaling the time by the crossover time t_c(L), and scaling the average clone size l(t) by the interaction range L, all curves collapse onto a single master curve, as shown in Fig. 4.

From Fig. 4, we find that the average clone size l(t) has the following scaling form:

l(t) − l_0 L = f ( t t_c(L) ) ≃ t t_c(L) t ≪ t_c(L), ∼ ( t t_c(L) )_{1/2} t ≫ t_c(L), (7) which reconfirms the CBD statistics and the onedimensional VM statistics.

We now discuss the nature of crossover in the case of l_0 ≪ L ≪ L_{Sys}. The dynamical crossover takes place due to the competition between two length scales: the interaction range L and the ever-expanding average clone size l(t). In the short time scale with l(t) ≪ L, the cell fate regulation is effectively governed by global cell density, leading to the CBD statistics. On the other hand, the clonal dynamics in the long time scale with l(t) ≫ L can be explained by coarse-graining the cell population (see Fig. 5). In the coarse-graining scheme, the total system is divided into a chain of boxes with width L, which is the cluster size of cells that essentially feel the same

FIG. 5. (Color online) Schematic showing the coarse-graining of cell population. After coarse-graining, the clonal dynamics in the long time scale is similar to the case of small L limit.

cell density according to Eq. (3). Now we focus on the two boxes at the boundary between labeled and unlabeled population. Since the clonal dynamics within each box approximately follows the CBD dynamics, the average time, in which all the unlabeled cells in a box are replaced by the labeled cells in the neighboring box (or vice versa) is approximately t_c(L). Therefore, by scaling t by t_c(L) and x by L, the clonal dynamics in terms of the coarse-grained local cell density would be similar to that in the small L limit, and thus the VM statistics appear in the long time scale. Note that this result is not implying that the single-cell level kinetics switches from CBD to VM; the VM scaling can only be probed at length scales larger than L and time scales larger than t_c(L), and in shorter length scales or time scales, the dynamics will always appear as CBD.

From the scaling form of l(t) (Eq. (7)), we find that the interaction range L in a tissue can be estimated from L = l_0(1+λt_c/2), where t_c is obtained by fitting experimental data to the l(t) curve. Since the crossover appears after the average clone size l(t) reaches the interaction range L, the system size needs to be large enough compared with L in order to detect the crossover in finite size tissues.

Our crossover detection scheme would be applicable to one-dimensional systems such as seminiferous tubules. Previous clonal labeling experiments on seminiferous tubules have shown that one-dimensional VM statistics appear in the millimeter order length scale in the time scale of several months [4, 6]. From the viewpoint of our model, this means that there could be a length scale L that is smaller than a millimeter within which the cell fate dynamics will look more like the autonomous model. Thus, by examining the statistics of smaller clones at shorter time scale, it may be possible to detect the crossover before the clonal dynamics converging to the VM statistics, allowing us to estimate the finite interaction range.

V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We presented a novel model of stochastic cell fate decision, based on cell-cell interactions through local cell density. In our model, two previous stochastic models (i.e., CBD and VM) are unified by introducing the interaction range L. We numerically studied the asymptotic clone size statistics for the one-dimensional case. The asymptotic clone size statistics of CBD and VM are realized in the large and small limits of L, respectively. In the case of intermediate L, the clone size statistics cross over from that of CBD to that of VM in the course of time. Furthermore, we studied the scaling hypothesis for the dynamical crossover of the average clone size. The one-dimensional tissue experiments revealed the VM statistics without its detailed mechanism, and our study clarified a natural scenario behind the emergence of the VM statistics in biological systems.

Although the mechanism of tissue homeostasis has not yet been revealed at the level of molecular biology, our phenomenological analysis has quantitatively elucidated the role of the time and length scales of cell-cell interactions. The density dependent mechanism of cell fate regulation could arise via either mechanical cues from surrounding cells, external cues from the niche, or longrange autocrine signaling. Extracting the length scale from the crossover would possibly be a key to investigate the nature of regulation in cell fate decision.

We expect that our analysis would provide a platform for further studies. For instance, the scenario of cell fate decision in two-dimensional tissues is still unsettled, since CBD and VM have the same asymptotic statistics, apart from the logarithmic correction in the average clone size [4]. On the basis of our model, it is left for future studies to discuss the spatial correlation of labeled cell configuration to clarify the cell fate decision scenario in sheet tissues.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We are grateful to Allon M. Klein and Kazumasa A. Takeuchi for fruitful comments. TS is supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant No. 25800217 and No. 22340114, by KAKENHI No. 25103003 Fluctuation & Structure”, and by Platform for Dynamic Approaches to Living System from MEXT, Japan.

Appendix A: Stability analysis of spatial clustering

In this appendix, we discuss the stability of the spatially uniform distribution of cells in our model. In our numerical simulation, we have observed that the population of cells exhibits spatial clustering, when the interaction range L is sufficiently large. Similar phenomena have been reported in a variety of systems, which has been known as the Brownian bug problem [23]. In the following, we give a simple scenario of the spatial clustering, and clarify the parameter region in which the spatial clustering does not occur.

1. Microscopic equation of motion

We briefly review the setup to discuss the linear stability. We consider a population of proliferating cells, which are confined within the one-dimensional progenitor cell pool. Let {x_k(t)}^{N(t)}_{k=1} be the set of coordinates of the centers of them. Here N(t) denotes the number of cells at time t. We assume that the cells obey the following overdamped Langevin equations: d dt x_j (t) = − ∂ ∂x_j U ({x_k(t)}) + ξ_j (t), (A1)

for j = 1, 2, . . . , N(t), where ξ_j (t)’s denote independent white Gaussian noise terms satisfying ⟨ξ_j (t)⟩ = 0, ⟨ξ_j (t)ξ_k (s)⟩ = 2Dδ_{j,k}δ(t − s) for j, k = 1, . . . , N and with the noise intensity D > 0. U ({⃗x_k(t)}) denotes the interaction potential among neighboring cells. In the simulation described in the main text, the potential force was set to act only between nearest neighboring pairs. Here, for simplicity, we assume the following form: U ({x_k(t)}) = K ∑ j ∑ k<j u(x_j − x_k), which represents stored force acting among all pairs. The two-body potential u(X), which mimics the cell repulsion and adhesion forces, is assumed to include only short-range interaction with a cutoff:

− ∇_X u(X) = −(X − l_0sgn(X))θ(r_c − |X|). (A2)

Here, l_0 denotes a length scale which represents the interparticle (cell) distance or the typical size of cells, r_c denotes the cutoff length, and θ(x) is the step function. The two-body potential u(X) is shown in Fig. 6. We assume r_c > 3l_0/2.

FIG. 6. (Color online) Two-body potential u(X) for K = 1, l0 = 1 and rc = 1.5.

2. Kinetics of cell fate decision

Each proliferating cell (PC) at position x undergoes the following birth-death process P C −→ { P C + P C with rate λw^+(ρ_L(x)) ∅ with rate λw^−(ρ_L(x)), (A3) where a new cell is created at the position x as a birth event occurs, while the cell simply annihilates as a death event occurs. The birth and death rates w^± (ρ_L(x)) depend on the local density of cells ρ_L(x; t), which is defined as ρ_L(x; t) := ∫ dyν_L(x − y)ρ(y), (A4) where ρ(x; t) := ∑_{N(t)} j=1 δ(x − x_j (t)) is the local density field and ν_L(x) is the interaction kernel. The parameter L, which we call the interaction range, expresses the length scale within which a cell can respond to change in the local density.

3. Continuum description

We discuss the linear stability around the spatially uniform distribution of cells [23]. To this end, we consider a continuum description of the many-body Langevin equations (A1). In the continuum description, the population of the cell is described by the local density field ρ(x; t) = ∑_{N(t)} j=1 δ(x − x_j (t)). By following the argument by Dean [24] and taking into account the cell fate decision process, we obtain the dynamical equation for the local density field: ∂ ∂t ρ(x; t) = D∇^2_xρ(x; t) + K∇_x (ρ(x; t)∇_xΨ(x; t)) + ∇_x (√ 2Dρ(x; t)η(x; t) ) + λF (ρ_L(x; t)) ρ_L(x; t) + √ λρ(x; t)G(ρ_L(x; t))ζ(x; t), (A5) where ∇_x denotes partial differentiation with respect to x, and η(x; t) and ζ(x; t) are white Gaussian noise fields satisfying ⟨η(x; t)⟩ = 0, ⟨η(x; t)η(y; s)⟩ = δ(t − s)δ(x − y) ⟨ζ(x; t)⟩ = 0, ⟨ζ(x; t)ζ(y; s)⟩ = δ(t − s)δ(x − y) (A6)

with Itô’s forward discretization. Ψ(x; t) in the first line and F (ρ) and G(ρ) in the second line are given by

Ψ(x; t) := ∫ dyρ(y; t)u(x − y), (A7) F (ρ) := ( w^+(ρ) − w^−(ρ) ) , (A8)

G(ρ) := √ (w^+(ρ) + w^−(ρ)). (A9)

4. Linearaization

We now linearize Eq. (A5) with respect to ρ(x; t). Equation (A5) has a nontrivial fixed point ⟨ρ(x; t)⟩ = ρ^∗ > 0. By rewriting Eq. (A5) with the Fourier transform ρ̂(k; t) and expanding the density around the steady state ρ̂(k; t) = ρ^∗δ(k) + δρ̂(k; t) up to the leading order terms, Eq. (A5) is linearized as follows: ∂ ∂t δρ̂(k; t) = −Λ(k)δρ̂(k; t) + η̂(k; t), (A10)

where the linear growth rate is defined as follows:

Λ(k) := αν_L(k) + Dk^2 − Kρ^∗û_2(k). (A11)

Here, ν̂_L(k) is the Fourier transform of ν_L(x), û_2(k) is the Fourier transform of u_2(x) := ∇^2_xu(x), and η̂(k; t) is defined as the Fourier transform of √ σζ(x; t)+ √ μ∇_xη(x; t), which has zero mean and the following correlation:

⟨η(k; t)η(k^′; t^′)⟩ = (2π)^2(σ+μk^2)δ(k+k^′)δ(t−t^′). (A12)

Here, the positive constants α, σ and μ are defined as α := −λF^′(ρ^∗)ρ^∗, σ := λG^2(ρ^∗)ρ^∗, μ := 2Dρ^∗, (A13)

where α is the sensitivity of growth rate around steady state density ρ^∗, and σ and μ represent the amplitudes of fluctuations arising from cell birth-death kinetics and Langevin motion, respectively.

In the derivation of Eq. (A10), the leading order expansions are given by

λF (ρ_L(x; t))ρ_L(x; t) = λF^′(ρ^∗)ρ^∗δρ_L(x; t) + O ( (δρ)^2 ) , (A14) √ λρ(x; t)G(ρ_L(x; t)) = √ λρ^∗G(ρ^∗) + O (δρ) , (A15)

∇_x (√ Dρ(x; t)η(x; t) ) = √ 2Dρ^∗∇_xη(x; t) + O (δρ) . (A16)

By defining u_1(x) := ∇_xu(x) and u_2(x) := ∇^2_xu(x), the two-body potential term is given by

∇_x(ρ(x; t)∇_xΨ(x; t)) = ∇_x [ ρ(x) ∫ dyρ(y)u_1(x − y) ]

= ∇_xρ(x) ∫ dyρ(y)u_1(x − y) + ρ(x) ∫ dyρ(y)u_2(x − y). = ρ^∗∇δρ(x) ∫ dyu_1(x − y) + ρ^∗ ∫ dyδρ(y)u_2(x − y) +ρ^∗(ρ^∗ + δρ(x)) ∫ dyu_2(x − y) + O((δρ)^2), (A17)

where ρ(x; t) = ρ^∗ +δρ(x; t) is used in the last equality. In the right hand side of Eq. (A17), the first term vanishes since u_1(x) is an asymmetric function, and the third term also vanishes since ∫ dyu_2(x − y) = [u_1(y)]^{+∞}_{y=−∞} = 0.

Thus the Fourier transform of the two-body potential term is ρ^∗û_2(k)δρ̂(k; t) up to O(δρ).

Setting the noise term as zero in Eq. (A10), the linear stability condition is Λ(k) > 0. For this to be satisfied at small k, we need α > 0 (equivalently, F^′(ρ^∗) < 0). We also assume r_c < 3l_0/2 to guarantee that û_2(k) < 0.

5. Structure factor analysis

We employ the structure factor analysis in the linearlized Langevin system (A10) at steady state. The structure factor, which quantifies the density fluctuation associated with a wavenumber k, is defined as S(k; t) = ⟨ |δρ̂(k; t)|^2 ⟩ . The solution of Eq. (A10) with initial condition δρ̂(k; t = 0) = 0 for all k is given by the following expression:

δρ̂(k; t) = ∫_t 0 dt_1e^{−Λ(k)(t−t1 )}η̂(k; t_1). (A18)

The structure factor is obtained as

S(k; t) = ∫_t 0 dt_1 ∫_t 0 dt_2e^{−Λ(k)(2t−t1 −t2)}(σ + μk^2)δ(t_1 − t_2) = σ + μk^2 2Λ(k) ( 1 − e^{−2Λ(k)t} ) . (A19)

The structure factor S(k; t) depends on the choice of interaction kernel ν_L(x). We here take Gaussian kernel ν^G_L (x) = e^{−x2/8L2} / √ 8πL^2 as well as top-hat kernel ν^{TH}_L (x) = (2L)^{−1}θ(L − |x|), which is used for numerical simulations in the main text. We obtain

ν̂^G_L (k) = e^{−2(kL)2} , ν̂^{TH}_L (k) = sin(kL) kL , (A20)

respectively. If Λ(k) > 0 for all k, the structure factor converges to the steady-state values:

S_{ss}(k) := lim_{t→+∞} S(k; t) = 1 2 σ + μk^2 αν̂(kL) + Dk^2 − Kρ^∗û_2(k) . (A21) If, on the other hand, Λ(k) becomes negative for some k, the system is linearly unstable.

Even within the linearly stable regime, the dynamics can still result in the spatial clustering, which will show up as a non-trivial peak in S_{ss}(k) (see Fig. 7). To understand the appearance of the peak, we focus on the large length scale k ≪ l^{−1}_0 . Since û_2(k) ≃ −γk^2 for k ≪ l^{−1}_0 , where γ := −^{d2}_{dk2} û_2(k = 0)/2, the structure factor is approximated as follows:

S_{ss}(k) ≃ S̃_{ss}(k) := 1 2 σ + μk^2 αν̂(kL) + βk^2 , (A22)

where β := D + Kρ^∗γ is the effective diffusion constant. Note that for the potential force defined by Eq. (A2), γ is positive if r_c < 3l_0/2, and thus β > 0. By employing S̃′(k) = 0, we derive the condition for the existence of a peak as follows: 2β α − 2μ σ < ν^{(2)}L^2, (A23)

where ν^{(2)} := ∫ dxx^2ν_{L=1}(x) > 0. Inequality (A23) naturally defines the threshold L_c of interaction range, above which the spatial clustering of cells takes place:

L_c = √ 1 ν^{(2)} ( 2β α − 2μ σ ) . (A24)

The phase diagram based on Eq. (A23) with the top-hat kernel is shown in Fig. 2 (c). This result implies that, even for the case of large k (strong repulsion), the spatial clustering can happen if L is too large.

6. Discussion

Some studies discussed the appearance of spatial clustering by linear stability analysis [23]. However, the validity of linear stability analysis depends on the choice of kernel. According to linear stability analysis, linearly unstable region appears for top-hat kernel, while it does not for Gaussian kernel. This is not a good characterization of the phenomenon. Taking into account the fluctuation of density field, and quantifying the two-point correlation of density field by structure factor, our analysis reveals that spatial clustering occurs irrespective of the choice of the interaction kernel, and specifies the parameter region where the clustering occurs. Therefore, our analysis clarifies a better understanding of the Brownian bug problem.

Appendix B: Numerical parameters

We take the following functional form of w^±(ρ):

w^±(ρ) = λ_± + 1 − e^{±b(ρ−ρ0 )} κ^{−1} + λ^{−1}_± e^{±b(ρ−ρ0 )} , (B1)

with λ_± = λ(1 ± Δ)/2, −1 < Δ < 1, b > 0, κ > λ, and ρ_0 > 0. The numerical parameters are set as follows: L_{Sys} = 1000, K = 1, l_0 = 1, D = 0.02, Δ = 0.2, ρ_0 = 1, and b = 1. We take λ = 0.025 for Fig. 3 (c) and (d), λ = 0.005 for Fig. 3 (a), (b), and Fig. 4, and κ/λ = 4 for all cases. The discretization time step for the numerical integration of Eq. (1) is set as Δt = 0.01. The clone size distribution is calculated with 10^5 independent runs.

(a) Gaussian kernel (b) Top-hat kernel

FIG. 7. Structure factor Sss(k) associated with (a) Gaussian and (b) top-hat kernel. A nontrivial peak appears after L exceeds a certain threshold Lc. We set the parameters as α = 1, σ = 1, D = 5, μ = 10, K = 1000, l0 = 1 and rc = 1.1.

[1] H. Hinrichsen, Adv. Phys. 49, 815 (2000). [2] G. Ódor, Rev. Mod. Phys. 76, 663 (2004). [3] B. D. Simons and H. Clevers, Cell 145, 851 (2011). [4] A. M. Klein and B. D. Simons, Development 138, 3103

(2011).

[5] C. Lopez-Garcia, A. M. Klein, B. D. Simons, and D. J.

Winton, Science 330, 822 (2010).

[6] A. M. Klein, T. Nakagawa, R. Ichikawa, S. Yoshida, and

B. D. Simons, Cell Stem Cell 7, 214 (2010).

[7] S. Sawyer, Ann. Prob. 4, 699 (1976). M. Bramson and D,

Griffeath, Zeitschrift für Wahrscheinlichkeitstheorie und Verwandte Gebiete 53, 183 (1980).

[8] R. A. Holley and T. M. Liggett, Ann. Prob. 3, 643 (1975). [9] I. Dornic, H. Chaté, J. Chave, and H. Hinrichsen, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 87, 045701 (2001).

[10] E. Clayton, D. P. Doupé, A. M. Klein, D. J. Winton, B.

D. Simons, and P. H. Jones, Nature 446, 185 (2007). A. M. Klein, D. P. Doupé, P. H. Jones, and B. D. Simons, Phys. Rev. E 76, 021910 (2007).

[11] F. Galton, J. Stat. Lond. 36, 19 (1873). H. W. Watson

and F. Galton, The Journal of the Anthropological Institute of Great Britain and Ireland 4, 138 (1875). D. G. Kendall, J. Lond. Math. Soc. 41, 385 (1966). T. E. Harris, The Theory of Branching Processes”, Dover (2002).

[12] G. Mascré, S. Dekoninck, B. Drogat, K. K. Youssef, S.

Brohée, P. A. Sotiropoulou, B. D. Simons, and C. Blanpain, Nature 489, 257 (2012).

[13] P. Rompolas, K. R. Mesa, K. Kawaguchi, S. Park, D.

Gonzalez, S. Brown, J. Boucher, A. M. Klein, and V. Greco, Science 352, 1471 (2016).

[14] B. I. Shraimann, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 102, 3318 (2005).

[15] J. Ranft, M. Basan, J. Elgeti, J.-F. Joanny, J. Prost, and F. Julicher, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 107, 20863 (2010).

[16] E. Hannezo, J. Prost, and J.-F. Joanny, J. R. Soc. Interface 11, 20130895 (2014).

[17] F. Montel, et al. Phys. Rev. Lett. 107, 188102 (2011). [18] B. Coste, et al., Science 330, 55 (2010). [19] S. Dupont, et al., Nature 474, 179 (2011). [20] G. T. Eisenhoffer, et al., Nature 484, 546 (2012). [21] X. Lim, et al., Science 342, 1226 (2013).

[22] A. Puliafito, L. Hufnagel, P. Neveu, S. Streichan, A. Sigal, D. K. Fygenson, and B. I. Shraiman, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 109, 739 (2012).

[23] W. R. Young, A. J. Roberts, and G. Stuhne, Nature 412, 328 (2001). E. Hernández-García, and C. López, Phys. Rev. E 70, 016216 (2004). F. Ramos, C. López, E. Hernández-García, and M. A. Muñoz, Phys. Rev. E 77, 021102 (2008). E. Heinsalu, E. Hernández-García, and C. López, Europhys. Lett. 92, 40011 (2010).

[24] D. S. Dean, J. Phys.A: Math. Gen. 29, L613-L619 (1996).