arXiv:1607.04478v3 [cond-mat.soft] 21 Mar 2018

Viscosity and effective temperature of an active dense system of self-propelled particles

Saroj Kumar Nandi^∗ Department of Chemical and Biological Physics, Weizmann Institute of Science, Rehovot - 7610001, Israel

We obtain a nonequilibrium theory for a simple model of a generic class of active dense systems consisting of self-propelled particles with a self-propulsion force, f0, and persistence time, τp, of their motion. We consider two models of activity and find the system is characterized by an evolving effective temperature T_{ef f} (τ ), defined through a generalized fluctuation-dissipation theorem. T_{ef f} (τ ) is equal to the equilibrium temperature at very short time τ and saturates to T_{ef f} = T_{ef f} (τ → ∞) at long times; The transition time ttrans when T_{ef f} (τ ) goes to the long-time limit depends on τp alone and ttrans ∼ τ^{0.85}_p for both models. f0 reduces the viscosity with increasing activity, τp on the other hand, may increase or decrease viscosity depending on the details of how the activity is included. However, as a function of T_{ef f} , viscosity shows the same behavior for different models of activity and η ∼ (T_{ef f} − T )^{−γ} with γ = 1.74. Our theory gives reasonable agreement when compared with experimental data and is consistent with several experiments on diverse systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Active matter is by definition out of equilibrium system consisting of particles who consume energy and do some work. This broad definition includes a large class of systems, both biological, such as motile cells in tissues [1–3] and intracellular cytoplasm [4], as well as synthetic materials such as Janus particles and light activated swimmers [5–8] and vertically vibrated granular systems [9, 10]. Properties of such systems in the dilute regime have been subjected to extensive investigation in the last couple of decades or so [11–13], however, their study in the dense regime is relatively new. Examples of dense active systems are abundant, starting from cellular cytoskeleton to confluent cells in a tissue. A number of recent simulations [3, 14–17] and experiments [1, 18, 19] on such systems reveal a remarkable similarity with the properties of a glassy system [20, 21]. In this work, we consider a simple model of active systems that consists of self-propelled particles (SPP) with a self-propulsion force f_0 and persistence time τ_p of their motion. Such a system, despite its simplicity, comprises important realizations of biological systems and show rich phenomenology through the interplay of activity, order and flow [4, 11– 13, 22]. Thus, it is important to extend glass transition theories of passive systems to an active system [23–28]. Instead of concentrating on the glass transition itself, here we focus on analyzing two important quantities, the viscosity, which characterizes the rheological properties of a system, and the effective temperature, which plays a crucial role in the description of nonequilibrium systems, within a mean-field theoretical framework applicable to a large number of biological systems.

An important characteristic of active systems is the ability to self-regulate their transport coefficients, such as viscosity, affecting the rheology of the system. For example, the viscosity of cellular-cytoskeleton is much

∗ saroj.nandi@weizmann.ac.il

larger in the interphase compared to mitosis when it is dividing [29]. Activity is known to reduce the viscosity of the cell-cortex and in-vitro assemblies of actin and myosin molecules [30–32]. The behavior of viscosity in active SPP systems is well-understood in the dilute limit [22, 33–36]. Depending on the type of active particles, whether they are contractile or extensile, pullers or pushers, effective viscosity either increases or decreases [22, 33, 34]. However, how different types of particles in an active dense system affect its viscosity remains an open question. It is particularly important in the biological context since mechanical properties are known to affect functions [37].

Active systems, as they consume energy and perform mechanical work, are by definition out of equilibrium [13, 38]. Compared to equilibrium statistical physics, the field of nonequilibrium physics still remains not so wellunderstood and largely open despite the construction of a number of exact results applicable for such systems in recent times [39, 40]. The search for a description of nonequilibrium systems through an effective temperature (T_{ef f} ) has a long history [41–43]. A number of recent studies have looked at the behavior of T_{ef f} in active systems [44–50]. In driven dense systems, such as a system under a steady shear, T_{ef f} is an evolving function of time and its long-time value characterizes the dynamics of the system [51]. Similarly, an evolving T_{ef f} also exists for active SPP systems [24], however, the importance of the long-time limit of this variable in the description of different active systems is not yet completely understood.

Our aim in this work is to understand the specific role of activity on the rheological properties and effective temperature of a biological system. Instead of concentrating on the quantitative details of a particular system, we start with a minimal model of an active system and investigate the effect of activity in a broad class of systems. We consider two different models of active SPP systems and obtain a coarse-grained hydrodynamic theory for such systems in their dense regimes. We find that the systems are characterized by an evolving effective temperature T_{ef f} (τ), defined through a generalized fluctuation-dissipation relation (FDR), depicting the nonequilibrium nature of the system. T_{ef f} (τ) is equal to the equilibrium temperature T at a very short time and saturates to a larger value, T_{ef f} ≡ T_{ef f} (τ → ∞), given by the activity parameters, at long times. The transition from T to T_{ef f} takes place at a time t_{trans} where t_{trans} ∼ τ^{0.85}_p for both models. We obtain the viscosity, η, through a time-integration of the two-point correlation function. The important findings of this work are as follows: (1) η decreases as self-propulsion force, f_0, increases and behaves as η ∼ f^{−3.5}_0 for both models. (2) The behavior of η as a function of τ_p is more subtle and depends on the details of how the activity is included; it may either decrease or increase with τ_p depending on the active noise statistics for the two models we consider here. (3) η as a function of T_{ef f} shows the same behavior for both systems, and both parameters f_0 and τ_p, revealing that T_{ef f} works as a rational control parameter for such systems in their dense regime. Comparison of our theory with existing experimental data show reasonable agreements and we conclude by discussing ways to test our theory in experiments on biological systems.

II. THEORY

We start with the equation of motion for the density fluctuation ϕ(t) at time t of a generic class of active dense fluid. The active energy in the system is continuously supplied through the microscopic degrees of freedom. This energy can be supplied externally, as in the case of vibrated granular particles [9, 10], or it may come from the solvent through ATP (adenosine tri-phosphate) as in biological systems [1, 18]. We characterize such active driving through a colored noise and write the Langevin equation for ϕ(t) as ∂ϕ(t) ∂t + μ(t)ϕ(t) = − g 2 ϕ^2(t) + ξ(t) + f(t) (1)

where μ(t) is a frequency term and g encodes the interactions in the fluid. ξ(t) is the thermal noise with zero mean and ⟨ξ(t)ξ(t^′)⟩ = 2T δ(t − t^′) with T being the ambient temperature. f(t) is the active noise with zero mean and correlation ⟨f(t)f(t^′)⟩ = 2Δ(t − t^′). We have set k_B , the Boltzmann constant, to unity. We have ignored frictional dissipation for simplicity, as friction merely sets a length scale. Our model can be seen as the schematic form of the equation of motion for density fluctuation at a particular wave vector, corresponding to the first maximum of static structure factor, for an active fluid obtained from the continuity equations for density and momentum density [24]. Eq. (1) is a minimal model for active systems of self-propelled particles [23, 52–56].

In equilibrium, one obtains the two-point correlation function starting from Eq. (1) [in the absence of the active noise] and this characterizes the dynamics entirely since correlation and response functions are related via FDR. However, there is no such simple relation in nonequilibrium systems and one must look at the equations of motion for both the correlation and response functions. We use the field theoretic method of mode-coupling theory (MCT) [24, 57–62] for our calculation. We first obtain the equations of motion for the correlation, C(t, t^′) = ⟨ϕ(t)ϕ(t^′)⟩, and the response, R(t, t^′) = ⟨∂ϕ(t)/∂ξ(t^′)⟩, functions for a generic nonequilibrium non-stationary state of the active system as ∂C(t, t^′) ∂t = − μ(t)C(t, t^′) + ∫_t′ 0 dsD(t, s)R(t^′, s) + ∫_t 0 dsΣ(t, s)C(s, t^′) + 2T R(t^′, t) (2) ∂R(t, t^′) ∂t = − μ(t)R(t, t^′) + ∫_t t^′ dsΣ(t, s)R(s, t^′) + δ(t − s) (3) μ(t) = T + ∫_t 0 ds[D(t, s)R(t, s) + Σ(t, s)C(t, s)] (4) with D(t, s) = 2λC^2(t, s) + Δ(t − s) and Σ(t, s) = 4λC(t, s)R(t, s) where, following standard notation, we have used g^2 = 4λ. Similar equations were also obtained in [23] for a p-spin spherical active spin-glass model as well as in [24] for a hydrodynamic model of active fluid. It is advantageous to use an integrated response function, F (t, t^′) = − ∫_t t^′ R(t, s)ds, since the behavior of F (t, t ′) is smoother compared to that of R(t, t^′). We now assume that the system goes to a steady state at long time and the two-time functions become functions of the time-difference only: C(t, t^′) = C(t − t^′) = C(τ) and F (t, t^′) = F (t − t^′) = F (τ), in the steady state. Then, after a straightforward but tedious algebra, we obtain the equations of motion for the correlation and integratedresponse functions describing the steady state of the active system as ∂C(τ) ∂τ = Π(τ) − (T − p)C(τ) − ∫_τ 0 m(τ − s) ∂C(s) ∂s ds (5) ∂F (τ) ∂τ = −1 − (T − p)F (τ) − ∫_τ 0 m(τ − s) ∂F (s) ∂s ds (6)

where, m(τ) = 2λ

C^2(τ) T_{ef f} (τ) ; p = ∫_∞ 0 Δ(s) ∂F (s) ∂s ds (7) and Π(τ) = − ∫_∞ τ Δ(s) ∂F (s − τ) ∂s ds, (8)

and T_{ef f} (τ) is defined through a generalized FDR as ∂C(τ) ∂τ = T_{ef f} (τ) ∂F (τ) ∂τ . (9)

We are interested in the glass transition of the system in this work, instead, we concentrate on the behavior of

FIG. 1. Evolution of T_{ef f} (τ ) defined through a generalized fluctuation-dissipation relation. (a) T_{ef f} (τ ) as a function of τ within SNTC statistics for τp = 10.0 and different Δ0 as shown in the figure. (b) T_{ef f} (τ ) as a function of τ within OUP statistics with τp = 10.0 and different T^{sp}_{ef f} as shown in the figure. The transition of T_{ef f} (τ ) from T to T_{ef f} takes place at similar time for all the curves showing that this transition is determined by τp (see Fig. 2) that is kept fixed in both the figures.

viscosity and T_{ef f} (τ) as functions of the control parameters, f_0 and τ_p, when the system is still a liquid. Eqs. (5-9) provide the MCT equations of motion for the correlation and integrated-response functions in steady-state of the active system defined in Eq. (1). Note that the same set of equations were obtained in [24] starting with the continuity equations of density and momentum density for an active system. To complete the description we must provide the active noise statistics, Δ(τ), appearing in Eqs. (7) and (8) above. Mainly two types of statistics have been used in the literature [14, 15, 54, 63] as has been discussed in Ref. [24]:

• SNTC (shot noise temporal correlation) noise statistics defined as Δ(τ) = Δ_0 exp(−τ/τ_p).

• OUP (Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process) noise statistics, Δ(τ) = (T^{sp}_{ef f} /τ) exp(−τ/τ_p). Δ_0 and T^{sp}_{ef f} are proportional to f^2_0 . The system is driven away from the glassy regime as a function of Δ_0 or T^{sp}_{ef f} within both the noise statistics. However, τ_p inhibits glassiness within SNTC statistics whereas it promotes glassiness within OUP statistics as we show below [24].

III. RESULTS

Analytic solutions of Eqs. (5-8) in general is not possible and they must be solved numerically; T_{ef f} (τ), as defined by Eq. (9), needs to be evaluated at each timestep. We fix T = 1.0 and present the results in terms of λ. The solutions of these equations are well-known in the absence of activity [21, 64, 65]. C(τ) decays rapidly at small λ (or large T ) and develops a two-step relaxation scenario when λ becomes close to but smaller than 2.0; C(τ) first rapidly decays to a plateau and then shows a much slower decay from the plateau to zero at long

FIG. 2. The time when T_{ef f} (τ ) goes from T to T_{ef f} is denoted as ttrans. Since T_{ef f} (τ ) evolves continuously, in practice we define ttrans as the time when (T_{ef f} (τ ) − T ) becomes 80% of its final value. We show the behavior of ttrans as a function of τp for SNTC statistics in (a) with Δ = 0.5 and for OUP statistics in (b) where we have used T^{sp}_{ef f} = 0.5. In the insets of both figures, we show the behavior of T_{ef f} (τ ) as a function of τ with τp = 0.1. The arrows show the values of ttrans.

times. When λ = 2.0 and beyond, C(τ) no longer decays to zero; this is the well-known nonergodicity transition within MCT [21, 64]. In this work, we restrict ourselves in the ergodic phase since the non-ergodic phase is not physically relevant. We first look at the general behavior of T_{ef f} (τ) as a function of self-propulsion. T_{ef f} (τ) has an evolving nature within both the noise statistics as shown in Figs. 1(a) and (b) as a function of τ with T = 1.0, λ = 2.0 and τ_p = 10.0; T_{ef f} (τ) is equal to T at short time and evolves to a different value, T_{ef f} = T_{ef f} (τ → ∞), at long time. The nonequilibrium nature of the system is manifested through this time-dependent T_{ef f} (τ) that saturates roughly at the same time for all Δ_0 or T^{sp}_{ef f} within both statistics and this saturation time is of the order of τ_p; the value of τ_p is shown by the vertical dotted lines in both figures. Analytical expressions for the dependence of T_{ef f} on f_0 and τ_p have been presented in [24].

It is expected that τ_p somehow be related to the evolution of T_{ef f} since τ_p controls the temporal correlations of the noise statistics. To understand this evolution of T_{ef f} (τ) we now keep Δ_0 or T^{sp}_{ef f} fixed (depending on the model), and look at the transition of T_{ef f} (τ) from T to T_{ef f} . We define the transition time t_{trans} as the time when T_{ef f} (τ) − T becomes 80% of its final value as shown in the insets of Fig. 2. This definition is somewhat arbitrary, however, it helps to calculate t_{trans} from the numerical solution of Eqs. (5-9) since the approach to the final value is quite slow and it is hard to obtain the exact time when T_{ef f} (τ) reaches its long-time value. We have checked that other definitions lead to the same result. We show the behavior of t_{trans} as a function of τ_p for SNTC statistics in Fig. 2(a) where we have kept Δ_0 = 0.5 fixed and for OUP statistics in Fig. 2(b) where we have used T^{sp}_{ef f} = 0.5. In the insets of both these figures, we show the behaviors of T_{ef f} (τ) as a function of τ. The arrows in these figures indicate the value of t_{trans}. Both the fits in Fig. 2(a) and (b) show t_{trans} ∼ τ^{0.85}_p .

FIG. 3. Viscosity η as a function of T^{sp}_{ef f} (Eq. 10) within OUP statistics with τp = 10.0, T = 1.0 and three values of λ as shown in the figure. When λ < λc = 2.0, η saturates at small T^{sp}_{ef f} and active thinning (reduction in viscosity) is observed at larger T^{sp}_{ef f} . When λ = λc or larger, any amount of activity shows active thinning since viscosity of the passive system diverges within the theory. η ∼ T^{sp}_{ef f}^{−γ} in the activity dominated regime with γ = 1.74.

Thus, we see that in the dense regime T_{ef f} (τ) = T when τ ≪ τ_p and saturates to T_{ef f} , determined by the activity parameters when τ ≫ τ_p; the transition from T to T_{ef f} takes place at a time t_{trans} ∼ τ^{0.85}_p . We have seen that T_{ef f} (τ) always has this evolving nature and T_{ef f} (τ) ≥ T in general. Similar evolving T_{ef f} (τ) has also been reported for motorized particles [44] where the behavior is even more complex with a non-monotonic evolution.

Next, we look at the behavior of viscosity, η. In equilibrium, we obtain η through Kubo relation by integrating C(τ) for all τ and divided by temperature. In general, we don’t have such a relation for nonequilibrium systems. However, considering the departure of the system from equilibrium is small when activity is not very large, such that we are in the linear-response regime [66], we can still apply Kubo [67] formula and obtain η as η = 1 T ∫_∞ 0 C(t)dt. (10) Self-propulsion drives the system away from the glassy regime and therefore, we expect the viscosity to decrease as a function of self-propulsion as is shown in Fig. 3 for different values of λ for OUP statistics. When λ < 2.0, a small amount of activity (T^{sp}_{ef f} ) does not affect the dynamics and viscosity saturates to that of the passive system. However, the viscosity of the passive system becomes ∞ for λ = 2.0 and any amount of activity is going to affect the value of η. In the regime where activity dominates, we find η ∼ T^{sp}_{ef f}^{−γ} with γ = 1.74, the same exponent that governs the behavior of passive systems

FIG. 4. Viscosity, as defined in Eq. (10), obtained through the numerical solution of Eqs. (5-9) with T = 1.0 and λ = 2.0. (a) η as a function of τp for two different values of Δ0 with SNTC statistics. η decreases with increasing τp showing active thinning within this noise statistics. (b) η as a function of τp within OUP statistics for two different T^{sp}_{ef f} as shown in the figure. η within this noise statistics increases with activity showing active thickening.

[24]. The effect of activity in this aspect is similar to that of shear [68, 69] that cuts-off relaxation and reduces the viscosity [70]. The qualitative behavior of η as a function of Δ_0 within SNTC statistics is similar. Thus, self-propulsion always show active thinning (in analogy with shear thinning [68]) where activity reduces the viscosity.

The effect of τ_p on the viscosity of the system is more subtle and strongly depends on the microscopic details of how activity is implemented. The behavior within both the statistics are shown in Fig. 4. We have kept T = 1.0 and λ = 2.0 fixed for this figure. τ_p within the SNTC noise statistics drives the system away from glassy regime [14, 24] and the viscosity decreases as τ_p increases as shown in Fig. 4(a) for two values of Δ_0. On the other hand, τ_p within the OUP noise statistics drives the system towards the glassy regime [15, 24] and the viscosity increases with increasing τ_p. Thus, τ_p shows contrasting behavior within the two models: activity, controlled through τ_p shows active thinning within SNTC statistics whereas it shows active thickening within OUP statistics. These results are consistent with the behavior of relaxation time within the two statistics [24, 25]. We discuss ways to test these predictions below.

We now obtain η as a function of T_{ef f} for both models. Mode-coupling theory for passive systems predicts a divergence of viscosity at the MCT transition: η ∼ (σ − σ_c)^{−γ} , where σ is the control parameter (T or λ) and σ_c denotes the MCT transition point [71, 72]. Then, for the active system, with the values of parameters such that the passive system is at the transition, we obtain η ∼ (T_{ef f} − T )^{−γ} . This is an important prediction, readily testable in experiments and simulations, of the theory, which says that irrespective of how η changes as functions of the control parameters for different models, the behavior of η as a function of T_{ef f} is same. We plot the viscosity for different Δ_0 and T^{sp}_{ef f} for the two mod-

FIG. 5. Mode-coupling theory predicts η ∼ (T_{ef f} − T )^{−γ} with γ = 1.74 for an active system. We test this by plotting the viscosity η, obtained for the two noise statistics that we consider for different Δ0, T^{sp}_{ef f} and τp as a function of T_{ef f} and find that they follow a master curve that fits well with the MCT prediction. This shows the possibility of T_{ef f} being a rational parameter for understanding the dynamics of an active dense system of self-propelled particles.

els as presented in Fig. 4 as function T_{ef f} in Fig. 5 and find that the data follow a master curve. We fit the data with η = a(T_{ef f} − T )^{−γ} and obtain a = 0.45 and γ = 1.74. The value of γ is same as that for a passive system corroborating the theoretical prediction. This shows the possibility of T_{ef f} being an important parameter to understand the dynamics of active SPP systems in their dense regime.

Let us now compare this prediction of the theory with available experimental data. In terms of self-propulsion force f_0, the theory predicts η ∼ f^{−3.5}_0 . Refs. [33, 34] have looked at the viscosities of bacteria and motile microalgae suspensions. Although the experiments were performed with an interest in the dilute regime, the boundary dividing the two regimes of dilute and dense is not sharp. Moreover, a close look at the mean-square displacement, as in Fig. 1(b) of Ref. [34], shows a similarity to that of a dense fluid. We have collected the data of η as a function of self-propulsion velocity (that is proportional to f_0) from Fig. 1(c) of Ref. [34] and from Fig. 5, corresponding to the larger density n = 1.8 × 10^{10}cm^{−3}, of Ref. [33] and present the data in Fig. 6. The lines are fits to our theoretical prediction, η = a + bf^{−3.5}_0 . Both the sets of data seem to agree reasonably well with the prediction. It will be desirable to have systematic experimental data in more dense suspensions for further tests of the theory. Our theory is also consistent with the increase in viscosity with ATP depletion in an amphibian oocyte nucleolus [73].

FIG. 6. Data 1 and Data 2 are obtained from Ref. [33] and [34] respectively for viscosity as function of self-propulsion velocity (which is proportional to f0). The lines are fits of our theoretical prediction η = a + bf^{−3.5}_0 with a = 0.16 and b = 9.7 × 10^3 for fit 1 and a = 1.02 and b = 7.4 × 10^4 for fit 2.

IV. DISCUSSION

We have obtained a coarse-grained hydrodynamic theory for the dense regime of two general models of active matter systems consisting of self-propelled particles with a self-propulsion force, f_0, and persistence time, τ_p, of their motion. In this work, we have concentrated on the behavior of two important quantities, namely the fluid viscosity, η, that governs the rheological properties and the effective temperature, T_{ef f} (τ), which is important for the description of nonequilibrium systems. We find an evolving T_{ef f} (τ) that is equal to the equilibrium temperature at a short time and saturates to T_{ef f} = T_{ef f} (τ → ∞) at long times. The transition from T to T_{ef f} takes place at a time t_{trans} that is given by the persistence time of the particles; t_{trans} ∼ τ^{0.85}_p . Since τ_p controls the temporal correlations of the active noise statistics, it is expected that t_{trans} is related to τ_p. The evolving nature of T_{ef f} (τ) is quite similar to that of another class of driven systems, glassy systems under shear [51, 74, 75], where t_{trans} is determined by the shear rate.

The viscosity η decreases as f_0 at a fixed τ_p increases showing active thinning behavior. However, when activity is controlled through τ_p at fixed f_0, the behavior of η depends on details of how the activity is included. Within the two active noise statistics that we consider here, τ_p with SNTC statistics shows active thinning whereas τ_p within OUP statistics shows active thickening where viscosity increases with activity. The theory predicts η ∼ (T_{ef f} − T )^{−γ} independent of the model and the numerical solution of Eqs. (5-9) supports this prediction. This is an important generic prediction of the theory easily verifiable in experiments. (T_eff −T ) is proportional to f^2_0 τ_p/(1 + Aτ_p) and f^2_0 /(1 + Aτ_p), where A is a constant for SNTC and OUP statistics respectively [24]. This shows the possibility of T_{ef f} being a rational parameter for the dynamics of active dense systems. Comparison of the prediction with available experimental data (Fig. 6) show reasonable agreement.

We have taken a minimal model, Eq (1), of active matter systems as our starting point as we are interested in a broad understanding of the effect of activity on diverse biological systems. Eq. (1) can be viewed as a simplified version of a more complicated system. Including elements of greater detail are not going to affect our qualitative results. Memory, in the form of a generalized relaxation kernel, as in Eqs. (5-7), are indeed quite common in the dynamics of biological systems, both for intracellular [76] as well as inter-cellular [77] dynamics, and requires more detailed exploration. It will be interesting to test our theory in dense suspensions of active particles, like bacteria and algea as in [33, 34]. The SNTC noise statistics is relevant for intracellular dynamics as in [18, 78, 79] as well as in-vitro assemblies of actomyosin [30] or that of microtubule and kinesin molecules [31].

On the other hand, OUP noise statistics is relevant for systems like a cellular monolayer [1, 80, 81] or a collection of active particles in suspension [33, 34]. Our theory predicts the same behavior of η as a function of f_0, however, the predictions as function of τ_p are quite distinct for the two classes of systems and, thus, easily testable in experiments. For example, changing the merlin proteins through RNAi experiments in a monolayer of cells (e.g., Madin-Darby canine kidney cells) [81] gives one way of changing the persistence time in such a system. We look forward to further tests of our theory.

V. ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We thank L. Berthier, M. Cates, C. Dasgupta, O. Dauchot, N. S. Gov, Frank Jülicher, Smarajit Karmakar, J. Kurchan, J. Prost, M. Rao, S. Ramaswamy, Thomas Speck, G. Szamel and Thomas Voigtmann for many important discussions and Koshland foundation for funding through a fellowship.

[1] T. E. Angelini, E. Hannezo, X. Trepat, M. Marquez, J. J. Fredberg, and D. A. Weitz, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. (USA) 108, 4717 (2011).

[2] D. Gonzalez-Rodriguez, K. Guevorkian, S. Douezan, and F. Brochard-Wyart, Science 338, 910 (2012).

[3] S. Garcia, E. Hannezo, J. Elgeti, J. F.

Joanny, P. Silberzan, and N. S. Gov, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. (USA) 112, 15314 (2015).

[4] J. Prost, F. Jülicher, and J.-F. Joanny, Nat. Phys. 11, 111 (2015).

[5] J. R. Howse, R. A. L. Jones, A. J. Ryan, T. Gough, R. Vafabakhsh, and R. Golestanian, Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, 048102 (2007).

[6] J. Palacci, C. Cottin-Bizonne, C. Ybert, and L. Bocquet, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 088304 (2010).

[7] H. R. Jiang, N. Yoshinaga, and M. Sano, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 268302 (2010).

[8] J. Palacci, S. Sacanna, A. P. S. D. J. Pine, and P. M.

Chaikin, Science 339, 936 (2013).

[9] O. Dauchot, G. Marty, and G. Biroli, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 265701 (2005).

[10] N. Kumar, H. Soni, S. Ramaswamy, and A. K. Sood, Nat. Comm. 5, 4688 (2014).

[11] S. Ramaswamy, Annu. Rev. Condens. Matter Phys. 1, 323 (2010). [12] M. C. Marchetti, J. F. Joanny, S. Ramaswamy, T. B.

Liverpool, J. Prost, M. Rao, and R. A. Simha, Rev. Mod. Phys. 85, 1143 (2013).

[13] M. E. Cates and J. Tailleur, Ann. Rev. Con. Mat. Phys. 6, 219 (2015).

[14] R. Mandal, P. J. Bhuyan, M. Rao, and C. Dasgupta, Soft Matter 12, 6268 (2016).

[15] E. Flenner, G. Szamel, and L. Berthier, Soft Matter 12, 7136 (2016).

[16] L. Berthier, Phys. Rev. Lett. 112, 220602 (2014).

[17] R. Ni, M. A. C. Stuart, and M. Dijkstra, Nat. Commun 4, 2704 (2013).

[18] E. H. Zhou, X. Trepat, C. Y. Park, G. Lenormand, M. N. Oliver, S. M. Mijailovich, C. Hardin, D. A. Weitz, J. P. Butler, and J. J. Fredberg, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. (USA) 106, 10632 (2009).

[19] C. Bechinger, R. D. Leonardo, H. Löwen, C. Reichhardt, G. Volpe, and G. Volpe, Rev. Mod. Phys. 88, 045006 (2016).

[20] L. Berthier and G. Biroli, Rev. Mod. Phys. 83, 587 (2011).

[21] S. P. Das, Rev. Mod. Phys. 76, 785 (2004). [22] Y. Hatwalne, S. Ramaswamy, M. Rao, and R. A. Simha, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 118101 (2004).

[23] L. Berthier and J. Kurchan, Nat. Phys. 9, 310 (2013). [24] S. K. Nandi and N. S. Gov, Soft Matter 13, 7609 (2017). [25] S. K. Nandi, R. Mandal, P. Bhuyan, M. Rao, C. Dasgupta, and N. S. Gov, “Activity controls fragility: A random first order transition theory for an active glass,” arXiv:1605.06073 (2017).

[26] A. Liluashvili, J. Ónody, and T. Voigtmann, Phys. Rev. E 96, 062608 (2017).

[27] M. Feng and Z. Hou, Soft Matter 13, 4464 (2017). [28] G. Szamel, Phys. Rev. E 93, 012603 (2016). [29] B. Alberts, A. Johnson, J. Lewis, M. Raff, K. Roberts, and P. Walter, Molecular Biology of the Cell, 4th ed. (Garland Science, New York, 2002).

[30] D. Humphrey, C. Duggan, D. Saha, D. Smith, and J. Käs, Nature 416, 413 (2002).

[31] T. Sanchez, D. T. N. Chen, S. J. DeCamp, M. Heymann, and Z. Dogic, Nature 491, 431 (2012).

[32] C. J. Chan, A. E. Ekpenyong, S. Golfier, W. Li, K. J.

Chalut, O. Otto, J. Elgeti, J. Guck, and F. Lautenschläger, Biophys. J. 108, 1856 (2015).

[33] A. Sokolov and I. S. Aranson, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 148101 (2009).

[34] S. Rafaï, L. Jibuti, and P. Peyla, Phys. Rev. Lett. 104, 098102 (2010).

[35] D. Saintillan, Exp. Mech. 50, 1275 (2010). [36] A. E. Patterson, A. Gopinath, and P. E. Arratia, Curr. Opn. in Colloid and Int. Sci. 21, 86 (2016).

[37] U. S. Schwarz and S. A. Safran, Rev. Mod. Phys. 85, 1327 (2013).

[38] É. Fodor, C. Nardini, M. E. Cates, J. Tailleur, P. Visco, and F. van Wijland, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 038103 (2016).

[39] B. Derrida, J. Stat. Mech.: Theo. Expt. , P07023 (2007). [40] J. Kurchan, J. Stat. Mech.: Theo. Expt. , P07005 (2007). [41] P.C.Hohenberg and B. I.Shraiman, Physica D 37, 109 (1989).

[42] L. F. Cugliandolo, J. Kurchan, and L. Peliti, Phys. Rev. E 55, 3898 (1997).

[43] L. F. Cugliandolo, J Phys. A: Math. Theor. 44, 483001 (2011). [44] T. Shen and P. G. Wolynes, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. (USA) 101, 8547 (2004).

[45] T. Lu, J. Hasty, and P. G. Wolynes, Biophys. J. 91, 84 (2006).

[46] D. Loi, S. Mossa, and L. F. Cugliandolo, Soft Matter 7, 3726 (2011).

[47] D. Loi, S. Mossa, and L. F. Cugliandolo, Soft Matter 7, 10193 (2011).

[48] S. Wang and P. G. Wolynes, J. Chem. Phys. 135, 051101 (2011).

[49] S. Wang and P. G. Wolynes, J. Chem. Phys. 138, 12A521 (2013).

[50] G. Szamel, Phys. Rev. E 90, 012111 (2014). [51] L. Berthier, J.-L. Barrat, and J. Kurchan, Phys. Rev. E 61, 5464 (2000).

[52] J. Prost, J. F. Joanny, and J. M. R. Parondo, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 090601 (2009).

[53] E. Ben-Isaac, Y. Park, G. Popescu, F. L. H.

Brown, N. S. Gov, and Y. Shokef, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106, 238103 (2011).

[54] E. Ben-Isaac, É. Fodor, P. Visco, F. van Wijland, and N. S. Gov, Phys. Rev. E 92, 012716 (2015).

[55] S. Henkes, Y. Fily, and M. C. Marchetti, Phys. Rev. E 84, 040301(R) (2011).

[56] P. Bohec, F. Gallet, C. Maes, S.Safaverdi, P. Visco, and F. van Wijland, Europhys. Lett. 102, 50005 (2013).

[57] D. R. Reichman and P. Charbonneau, J. Stat. Mech. , P05013 (2005).

[58] T. Castellani and A. Cavagna, J. Stat. Mech.: Theor. Expt. , P05012 (2005).

[59] K. Miyazaki and D. R. Reichman, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 38, L343 (2005).

[60] B. Kim and K. Kawasaki, J. Stat. Mech.: Theor. Expt. , P02004 (2008).

[61] S. K. Nandi and S. Ramaswamy, Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 115702 (2012).

[62] S. K. Nandi and S. Ramaswamy, Phys. Rev. E 94, 012607 (2016).

[63] M. Paoluzzi, U. M. B. Marconi, and C. Maggi, Phys. Rev. E 97, 022605 (2018).

[64] W. Götze, Complex Dynamics of Glass-Forming Liquids:

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

[65] E. Leutheusser, Phys. Rev. A 29, 2765 (1984). [66] R. Kubo, Rep. Prog. Phys. 29, 255 (1966). [67] We have also used a different definition: η = ∫_∞ 0 [C(t)/T_{ef f} (t)]dt and find that it leads to similar results as the definition above. The reason is the time t, when T_{ef f} (t) is significantly different from T , C(t) has almost decayed to zero by then.

[68] J. M. Brader, T. Voigtmann, M. Fuchs, R. G. Larson, and M. E. Cates, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. (USA) 106, 15186 (2009).

[69] M. Fuchs and M. E. Cates, Phys. Rev. Lett. 89, 248304 (2002).

[70] Note that driving a system through shear and activity has important differences; any non-zero shear rate cutsoff the non-ergodicity transition within MCT whereas an active system may still show this transition at low activity.

[71] W. Götze and L. Sjögren, Z. Phys. B - Condensed Matter 65, 415 (1987).

[72] W. Götze and L. Sjögren, J. Phys. C: Solid State Phys.

21, 3407 (1988).

[73] C. P. Brangwynne, T. J. Mitchison, and A. A. Hyman, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. (USA) 108, 4334 (2011).

[74] I. K. Ono, C. S. O’Hern, D. J. Durian, S. A. L. A. J. Liu, and S. R. Nagel, Phys. Rev. Lett. 89, 095703 (2002).

[75] T. K. Haxton and A. J. Liu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, 195701 (2007).

[76] E. Fischer-Friedrich, Y. Toyoda, C. J. Cattin, D. J. Müller, A. A. Hyman, and F. Jülicher, BioPhys. J 111, 589 (2016).

[77] D. Selmeczi, S. Mosler, P. H. Hagedorn, N. B. Larsen, and H. Flyvbjerg, Biophys. J. 89, 912 (2005).

[78] L. Deng, X. Trepat, J. P. Butler, E. Millet, K. G. Morgan, D. A. Weitz, and J. J. Fredberg, Nat. Mat. 5, 636 (2006).

[79] P. Bursac, G. Lenormand, B. Fabry, M. Oliver, D. A.

Weitz, V. Viasnoff, J. P. Butler, and J. J. Fredberg, Nat. Mat. 4, 557 (2005).

[80] N. Sepúlveda, L. Petitjean, O. Cochet, E. Grasland- Mongrain, P. Silberzan, and V. Hakim, PLOS Comput. Biol. 9, e1002944 (2013).

[81] T. Das, K. Safferling, S. Rausch, N. Grabe, H. Boehm, and J. P. Spatz, Nat. Cell Biol. 17, 276 (2015).