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W e presenta revised theoreticalstudy ofthe a� ne assum ption applied to sem i
 exible networks.

D rawingon sim plem odelsofsem i
 exibleworm -likechainswederivean expression fortheprobability

distribution ofcrosslink separations valid at allseparations. This accounts for both entropic and

m echanical � lam ent stretching. From this we obtain the free energy density of such networks

explicitly as a function ofapplied strain. W e are therefore able to calculate the elastic m oduliof

such networks for any im posed strain or stress. W e � nd that accounting for the distribution of

cross-link separationsdestroysthesim plescaling ofm oduluswith stressthatiswellknown in single

chains,and thatsuch scaling issensitive to the m echanicalstretch m odulusofindividual� lam ents.

W ecom parethism odelto threeexperim entaldata sets,fornetworksofdi� erenttypesof� lam ents,

and � nd that a properly treated a� ne m odelcan successfully account for the data. W e � nd that

for networks ofsti� er � lam ents,such as F-actin,to � t data we require a m uch sm aller e� ective

persistence length than usually assum ed to becharacteristic ofthis� lam enttype.W epropose that

such an e� ectively reduced rigidity of� lam entsm ightbe a consequence ofnetwork form ation.

PACS num bers:82.35.p,78.20.Ek,87.19.R

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Networks ofcrosslinked or branched sem i
 exible � la-

m ents are found in m any biologically relevant system s.

These include the networksof� lam entssuch asF-actin,

interm ediate � lam ents and m icrotubules that m ake up

the cytoskeleton ofcells,aswellasnetworksofcollagen

and � brin found in the extracellular m atrix. Looking

broader,sim ilar sem i
 exible/rigid networks are form ed

by segm ents ofDNA [1],by aggregated am yloid � brils

[2],self-assem bled peptide nanotubes [3]and by carbon

nanotubes,on theirown ordispersed in polym erm atrix

[4]. Sem i
 exible networksofcytoskeleton have interest-

ing and unusualelasticpropertiesthatarethoughtto be

crucialto the way in which cellsm ove,function and re-

spond to theirsurroundings[5,6,7].In particular,such

networks tend to be sti� er than conventionalpolym er

networkssuch asrubber,and show a dram aticsti� ening

overm odest strains that is absent in conventionalelas-

tom ers[8,9,10,11].

Thisnovelbehaviorisaconsequenceofthesem i
 exible

natureof� lam entsthatm akeup thenetwork.Such � la-

m entsarem uch sti� erthan conventionalpolym erchains

with persistence lengths lp ranging from hundreds of

nanom etersto tensofm icrons[12,13]. The persistence

length isofa sim ilarm agnitude to other lengthsin the

system nam ely thetotal� lam entlength L and thechar-

acteristic length between crosslinksorbranch points lc.

As a consequence the � lam ents cannot be m odeled as


 exible chains(lc � lp),norasrigid rods(lp � lc),in-

stead they are term ed sem i
 exible because lc � lp. Itis

thisinterplay ofthree di� erentlength scalesthatdistin-

guishestheelasticbehaviorofbiopolym ernetworksfrom

rubberswhere there isonly one relevantlength scale in

the problem :the span between crosslinking points.

Therehavebeen varioustheoreticalideasputforward

to explain the elasticity of these sem i
 exible networks

FIG .1: A schem atic illustration ofthe three relevantlength

scalesin sem i
 exible networks.Because allthree lengthsare

ofa sim ilar scale,som e very interesting elastic behavior re-

sults.

[8, 9, 14, 15, 16]. In generalthese can be split into

two classes. M odels where the elasticity is explained in

term s ofthe entropic stretching ofindividual� lam ents

between crosslinks[8,9,14]and m odelswhere the elas-

ticity is explained in term s ofa transition from an en-

thalpicbending-dom inated regim etoan entropicstretch-

ing dom inated regim e [15, 16]. O ne of the m ain dis-

tinctions between the two approaches is that for m od-

elsconsidering only entropic stretching of� lam entsitis

assum ed that any deform ation applied to the system is

hom ogeneousdown to thelength scaleofcrosslinks,that

is,the deform ation � eld isa� ne [8]. Form odelsrelying

on dynam ic bending of� lam ents,the deform ation m ust

necessarily be non-a� ne[15,17].

Recentexperim entshaveclaim ed thatthe strain sti� -

eningofsuch networksissatisfactorilyexplained in term s

ofthe a� ne entropicstretching m odel[8,9].In particu-

larStorm etal. [8]concluded thatan a� ne m odelthat

accounts for the possible m echanicalstretching of� la-

m entsisable to explain the elastic response ofisotropic

http://arxiv.org/abs/0808.4088v1
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� brogen gels.Thisisin acuriouscontrastwith G ardelet

al.[9],who reported thatthe elasticity ofcrosslinked F-

actin � lam entsatvariousconcentrationsisexplained in

term sofentropice� ectsonly,accounting forno m echan-

icalstretching.In thispaperweaim to investigatethese

ideasm oreclosely by com paring an a� ne m odelpredic-

tion for the shear m odulus ofsem i
 exible networks to

experim entaldata ofboth Storm et al. [8](perform ed

on the m ore 
 exible � brogen networks)and also to the

data ofG ardelet al. [9](perform ed on the m ore rigid

F-actin networks).W e also extend ourm odelto the the

case ofuniaxialstretching,and com pare itwith the in-

vivo results ofFernandez et al. [18]who m easured the

stress-sti� ening ofentirecellsunderuniaxialstrains.

W e develop a sim ple a� ne m odel that accounts

for both entropic elasticity and the direct m echanical

stretchingof� lam entsin asim ilarwaytoStorm etal.[8].

Thisisachieved by calculating the probability distribu-

tion fortheseparationsofcrosslinksbased on expressions

obtained forsem i
 exibleworm -likechain m odels[19,20],

which weextend to bevalid atallextensions.O urm odel

isthereforeabletocalculatethefreeenergydensityofthe

network explicitly and therefore we obtain any desired

shear(orYoung)m odulusata given im posed strain.W e

� nd thatsuch a m odeldoesindeed explain thesti� ening

ofm ore
 exiblebiopolym ergels(such as� brogen)rather

well.Thisisin agreem entwith them odelofStorm etal.

[8]. W e also � nd that the sam e a� ne m odelis able to

explain thestresssti� eningofcrosslinked networksofthe

sti� er� lam entsF-actin [9].However,we� nd thatifone

properly accountsforthe initialdistribution ofcrosslink

separationsand orientationsin the network,there isno

longera universalscaling ofm oduluswith stressforthe

networkasclaim ed in [9].M oreoverwe� nd thattheform

ofthe m odulus-stress relation becom es sensitive to the

m echanicalstretch m odulus ofthe individual� lam ents.

W ealso notea curiousfeature,thatto achievean agree-

m entwith the F-actin data we have to assum e thatthe

e� ective persistence length ofthe � lam ents in the net-

work is m uch sm aller than one usually � nds in the lit-

erature.In discussing thisproblem ,we � nd thatsim ilar

e� ectisknown in variousothersystem s,such asam yloid

� brilnetworks,wherem any authorsreporta high persis-

tencelength on thebasisofim ageanalysisofcurvatureof

� lam entsdeposited on a substratesurface[21],whilethe

few studiesofbulk networksofthese � brils[2]give very

m uch shorterpersistence lengths.W e proposethatsuch

a reduced persistence length m ightbe a consequence of

the � lam entsbeing quenched into a network.

II. Q U EN C H ED N ET W O R K S

Thequantitiesofinterestin thispaperaretheequilib-

rium elastic m oduliofa crosslinked (orbranched)sem i-


 exiblepolym ernetwork.Any such equilibrium therm o-

dynam icproperty isalwaysexpressibleasa derivativeof

the free energy ofthe system ,and so the task is really

FIG .2: Schem atic illustration ofa strand in a sem i
 exible

crosslinked network.The contourlength of� lam entbetween

thetwo crosslinksisdenoted by lc whilethevectorconnecting

the two crosslinksisdenoted by R .

to be able to calculate the free energy ofa crosslinked

sem i
 exible network as a function ofarbitrary im posed

strain. The rem ainderofthis section isdevoted to this

task. Let us initially consider a single section ofa � la-

m ent that connects two crosslink nodes. W e willrefer

to such � lam ent sections as \strands". Each strand in

the network isidenti� ed by the label�. The arc length

of� lam entthatm akesup a strand isdenoted by lc and

isassum ed to be the sam e forall� (this isobviously a

crudeapproxim ation,which howeverisexpected to hold

wellin a largesystem with a relatively high crosslinking

density).Thedisplacem entvectorthatconnectstheends

ofa strand isdenoted by R �.Forthe rem ainderofthis

paperwewillreferto theseparation vectorasthedim en-

sionlessvector r = R =lc. These variablesare shown in

Fig.2

Thevectorsr� willnotallbethesam e,butwillfollow

som e distribution which is a characteristic of the � la-

m ents m aking up the strands. In general,we willlabel

this norm alized probability distribution by P (r�) { we

delay � nding an adequate physicalexpression forP (r�)

untilthe next section. G iven P (r�),the free energy of

the network asa function ofstrain can be calculated in

the following way:

Firstly,wenotethatthecrosslinksarequenched.That

is,the tim e needed fora strand to exploredi� erentcon-

form ations is m uch sm aller than the tim e needed for

the crosslinks to break and re-form . This separation

of tim escales m eans that one can perform equilibrium

statisticalm echanicsoverconform ationswhile assum ing

that the topology ofthe network rem ains quenched in

place { a classicalprocedure ofquenched averaging em -

ployed in theoriesofrubberelasticity [22,23,24,25].

Secondly,we assum e that the strands ofthe network

do notinteractapartfrom atcrosslinks(i.e.they arenot

entangled on theirown).Thisapproxim ation isalso well

known from rubber elasticity and we expect it to hold

foropen-m esh sem i
 exible networksprovided lc=lp . 1.

This is due to the fact that at such length scales the

strands behave very rigidly and therefore have less op-

portunity to explore the surrounding space,and hence

weexpectexcluded volum ee� ectsto benegligible.Each

strand � willhavea free energy of:

F (r�)= kB T ln
1

P (r�)
(1)

Ifonenow deform sthewholenetworkbysom estrain ten-

sor� ,the separation vectorsr� willindividually trans-
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form to a new separation r
0

� which willdepend in som e

way on the im posed deform ation:

r
0

� = ��r� (2)

where��(� )isthestrain tensordescribing thetransfor-
m ation ofthe �th strand. In generalthe strain tensor

�� willbea function both oftheapplied strain � and of

which strand we are considering,� { thatis,the defor-

m ation doesnotin generalhaveto be a� ne.

As long as the topology ofthe network is conserved

under the deform ation,the free energy ofthe network

can be expressed as the free energy of each strand in

the new strained state F (��r�)sum m ed overthe sam e

strand labels�:

f(� )=
1

V

X

�

F (��r�) (3)

W e now m ake the assum ption that the deform ation

� eld isa� ne.Thatistosay,thatthestraintensorsacting

on each individualstrand isthe sam e asthe bulk �� =

� . W e do not attem pt to justify this assum ption,but

ratherwillexam inethevalidity ofitwhen com paringthe

resultsofthism odelto experim entalresults. W ith this

a� ne assum ption the free energy density ofa quenched

network undergoing a� nedeform ation can bewritten as

the integral:

f(� )= nkB T

Z

d
3
r P (r)ln

1

P (� r)
(4)

where n isthe num berdensity ofstrands.Provided one

can obtain an expression fortheprobabilityofseparation

vectorr occurring,onecan calculatethefreeenergy den-

sity ofthe network using the above integral. The next

section dealswith thedetailsofim plem enting thiscalcu-

lation:in particularin � nding an appropriateexpression

forP (r).

III. T H E M O D EL

Thissection willbe concerned with developing an ex-

pression for the probability distribution ofsem i
 exible

separation vectors P (r) that can be used in Eq.4 to

calculate the free energy density ofthe network. The

m ain di� culty isthatalthough thereareanum berofex-

pressionsthathave been proposed forthe form ofP (r)

[19,20,26,27],allare calculated forinextensible chains

and thereforehavean essentialzero atjrj= 1.

If one invokes the a� ne assum ption however, som e

chainswillinevitably bestretched beyond thelim itjrj=

1. O ne therefore needs a probability distribution that

accounts for the � nite probability of the strand being

in a m echanically stretched state - where the contour

length ofthestrand hasincreased beyond lc by m eansof

stretching ofbonds along the � lam ent backbone. The

work of K ierfeld et. al. [28] provides an analysis of

single � lam ents that accounts for the possible m echan-

icalstretching,however they succeed only in providing

extension-force relations for such � lam ents in di� erent

forceregim es,whereaswerequirethefullprobability dis-

tribution.W e achievethisin the following way:

W eagain exam inea singlestrand thatisatitsequilib-

rium separation.W hen theseparation ofthestrand ends

r isatitsequilibrium ,weexpecttheretobenobackbone

stretching. The probability distribution is determ ined

only by entropic e� ects ofthe sem i
 exible � lam ent. In

thisregim eP (r)isaccurately described by distributions

obtained in [19,20],e.g.:

P (r)/
1

(1� r2)9=2
Exp

�

�
9a

8(1� r2)

�

(5)

where the param eter a = lc=lp and is a m easure ofthe


 exibility ofthe � lam entsand r = jrj. Asone stretches

thestrand from thisequilibrium separation,theentropic

returning force ofthe strand increases and it becom es

increasingly di� cultto stretch.Thee� ectivem odulusof

thisentropicelasticity �e isgiven by:

�e(r)= kB T@
2

r ln
1

p(r)
(6)

Thisisafunction ofextension rand divergeslike(1� r)3

in agreem ent with [29]. At som e value of extension,

which we willlabelr1,the entropic stretching m odulus

�e(r) willexceed the m echanicalstretching m odulus of

the strand �m (related to the Young m odulusofthe � l-

am ent),�e(r1;a)= �m . Thisde� nesr1 in term sof�m
and a. W e shalluse a sim ple m odelfor the cross-over

from entropicstretching to m echanicalstretching,which

statesthatbelow r1 the response ofthe chain is purely

entropic,whileabover1 itispurely m echanical:

�(r)=

�
�e(r) 0 < r� r1 Entropic

�m r1 < r� 1 M echanical
(7)

Noteweassum ethattheYoung m odulusofthe� lam ent

rem ainsconstantwith strain.In realityitwould decrease

with strain untileventualrupture ofthe � lam ent,how-

ever we do not dealwith such term inale� ects in this

paper. From these expressions for the stretch m odulus

ofan individualstrand,we can obtain an expression for

the free energy ofthe strand asa function ofseparation

r by integrating twice:

�F (r)=

�
9

2
ln(1� r2)+ 9a

8(1� r2)
0 < r� r1

1

2
�m x

2 + Ax + B r1 < r� 1
(8)

where A and B are constants that are determ ined by

requiringthatthefreeenergy and its� rstderivativewith
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(a)

(b)

FIG .3: (a) P (r) plotted for values ofa of0.25 (solid line),

0.5 (large dash),1.0 (sm alldash),5.0 (dots). Note that the

last distribution (for m ore 
 exible chains) already resem bles

the G aussian,with the peak atr = 0.The value of�m =kB T

used here is 10
4
. (b)P (r)plotted for values of�m =kB T of

5000 (solid line)1000 (large dash)and 500 (sm alldash).The

value ofa is0.2

respectto separation arecontinuousacrosstheboundary

atr1.G iven thisfreeenergy wecan obtain an expression

fortheprobability distribution forthechain thatisvalid

forallseparationsr using the usualde� nition:

P (r)= e
� �[F (r)� F ]

; (9)

where� = 1=kB T and

F =

Z

d
3
r e

� �F (r)
: (10)

W erem ind thereaderthattheseparation isavector,and

thereforeintegration m ustbeperform ed overallorienta-

tionsaswellasthelength ofr.PlotsofP (r)forvarious

valuesoftheparam etersa and �m areshown in Fig.3(a)

and (b).

Theadvantageofourapproach isnow clear;wehavea

relatively sim ple expression forthe probability distribu-

tion ofstrand separation vectorsthatisvalid forallsepa-

rations,from which wecan calculateany therm odynam ic

property related to a singlestrand.W ith theprobability

distribution de� ned,wecan proceed to calculatethefree

energy density ofthe network as a function ofapplied

strain via Eq.4.Thisisim plem ented asfollows:

Firstly we m ust � nd the initialm inim um ofthe free

energy as this is the equilibrium point where the net-

work starts before being strained. As observed in [8],

thiswillnotin generaloccuratzero strain. Instead we

m ustallow forthepossibility thatthenetworkundergoes

an initialspherically sym m etric bulk volum echange(an

e� ect analogousto syneresisin ordinary gels). Thatis,

weallow forthepossibilitythatallstrand separationsun-

dergothetransform ation jrj! bjrj,wherebisaconstant

close to one. O nly a spherically sym m etric deform ation

isallowed since by sym m etry itisthe only spontaneous

deform ation possible in an isotropic network. W e m ust

therefore� nd the m inim um ofthe integral

�

Z
1

0

4�r2dr P (r)lnP (br) (11)

with respectto b.W e solvethisnum erically.Aspointed

out in [8],b is not an extra param eter in the problem ,

but is com pletely determ ined by a and �m . For net-

works considered in this paper,allvalues ofb are less

than one; the network therefore shrinks initially after

crosslinking, which is a well-known e� ect of reducing

the conform ationalfreedom of� lam entson establishing

quenched crosslinks. O nce the m inim um ofthe free en-

ergy hasbeen found,wecalculatethefreeenergy density

as a function ofstrain using Eq.4. W e do this for two

deform ation geom etries: shear and uniaxialextension.

Theseareim plem ented asfollows:

A . Sim ple shear deform ation

The experim ents [8, 9] im pose a sim ple volum e-

conserving shear deform ation on the networks. Trans-

form ation ofthe separation vector com ponents (x;y;z)

undersim ple sheardependson a singleparam eter
:

0

@
x0

y0

z0

1

A =

0

@
1 0 


0 1 0

0 0 1

1

A

0

@
x

y

z

1

A (12)

Transform ing to spherical polar coordinates we can

writethenorm ofthetransform ed separation r0in term s

oftheoriginalseparationr,theanglesparam eterizingthe

orientation ofa strand (�;�) (de� ned in the usualway

with respectto thepolaraxisz)and theapplied shear
:

r
0= br

p
1+ 2
 sin� cos� cos� + 
2 cos2 � (13)

Theintegralto be evaluated istherefore:

f(
)= � nkB T

Z

P (r)lnP (r0)r2 sin�drd� d� (14)

Thisintegralisan expression forthe free energy ofa

sem i
 exible network thathasundergone a� ne deform a-

tion at any shear strain 
. The integralis perform ed

easily in M athem atica. There is som etim es a confusion
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in the literature aboutwhich quantity to callthe \elas-

tic m odulus" when the deform ation isnotin� nitesim al.

Two di� erentde� nitionsarepossible:theshearm odulus

G and the di� erentialshearm odulus K ofthe network

thathasbeen subjectto a sim ple shearofm agnitude 


in the xz plane are easily obtained from the free energy

density by using the following relations[30]:

G =
�xz



=

2




@f

@

K =

@�xz

@

= 2

@2f

@
2
(15)

.

B . U niaxialextension

There are a num ber ofexperim ents that im pose uni-

axialcom pression or extension on the cytoskeleton,in

vitro [10]orin actualliving cells[18]. To com pare this

a� ne m odelto such experim entswe m ustcalculate the

m odulusin thisgeom etry.Assum ing thisdeform ation is

volum e conserving,the a� ne transform ation ofthe sep-

aration vectoris:

0

@
x0

y0

z0

1

A =

0

@
1=
p
� 0 0

0 1=
p
� 0

0 0 �

1

A

0

@
x

y

z

1

A (16)

As before, expressing this in sphericalpolar coordi-

nates,the norm ofthe separation vectortransform sas:

r
0= br

s

sin2 �

�
+ �2 cos2 � (17)

Following the sam e argum ents as in the case ofsim -

ple shear,the free energy density ofa network thathas

been subjectto a� ne uniaxialvolum e conserving strain

istherefore:

f(�)= � 2�nkB T

Z

P (r)lnP (r0)r2 sin�drd�; (18)

where we have picked up a factor of2� from the blank

integration over�.G iven thiselasticfreeenergy density,

theYoung m odulusY and di� erentialYoung m odulusE

ofthe network aregiven by:

Y =
�zz

�
=

1

�

@f

@�
E =

@�zz

@�
=
@2f

@�2
(19)

C . Scaling ofm oduli

Forboth shearand uniaxial-extension geom etries,we

can exam ine how the sti� ness ofsem i
 exible networks

scales with m odel param eters. O f particular interest

is how the linear m odulus ofthe network (at in� nites-

im aldeform ations)scaleswith the param etera = lc=lp,

and how thenon-linearm odulusscaleswith applied pre-

stress. For the a� ne m odelconsidered in this work we

� nd thatthe linearshearm odulusG0 and thelinearex-

tension m odulusY0 havea scaling with a ofthe form :

G 0 � 1:1nkB T

�
4� a

a

� 2

; Y0 � 3:3nkB T

�
4� a

a

� 2

:(20)

Naturally,both linearm oduliare independentof�m at

in� nitesim alstrains,and they arerelated by a factorof3

asindeed required in an incom pressible linearelasticity

[30]. The scaling ofa� 2 is how the \m odulus" ofsin-

gle � lam entscalesforlarge strains. The contribution of

the form (4 � a)2 com es from the quenched averaging.

O ncewequench thenetwork with cross-links,weallow a

bulk spherically sym m etric transform ation ofallsepara-

tion vectors,to m inim izethequenched freeenergy.This

contribution accountsforthe(4� a)2 dependence.Note

thatforsm alla = lc=lp (very rigid � lam ents),thescaling

isapproxim ately inversesquare.

It has been claim ed that for m odels considering the

sim ple a� ne entropic stretching ofconstituent strands,

thescaling ofthem odulusK with stress� should follow

a sim ple powerlaw K (�)� �3=2 [9]. W e � nd that this

reasoning is,however,only valid ifoneconsidersa single

chain.Ifinstead oneproperly treatstheorientationalav-

eraging overthe distribution ofseparation vectors,such

universalscaling islost.W e illustratethise� ectin Figs.

4 and 5 by plotting the sti� ness ofa single � lam ent as

a function oftension,for various values ofthe stretch

m odulus �m at � xed a. In Fig.4,we plot the \m odu-

lus" ofa single chain @�=@x,where � is the tension on

the � lam ent. Asexpected,athigh � the � lam entsshow

a powerlaw scaling � �3=2: itisindeed true thatfor a

worm -likechain m odelofa single sem i-
 exible � lam ent,

the m odulusscaleslike the tension to the power1.5 for

largeextensions,exactly asargued in [9]and [31].How-

ever,ifwehaveacrosslinked network with acollection of

� lam entswith a correspondingdistribution ofseparation

vectorsP (r),this resultchanges. In Fig. 5 we plotthe

\m odulus" @h�iP =@� as a function of\stress" h�iP for

di� erentvalueof�m ,whereh::iP refersto averagesover

the probability distribution of separation vectors. W e

� nd thatno such universalscaling exists{ thefunctional

dependence isno longera sim ple powerlaw.In particu-

lar,the initialnon-linearexponentcan be m ade greater

than 3=2 provided �m islargeenough.

IV . R ESU LT S

W e now com pare the results ofthe m odelpresented

above with a seriesofexperim ents. Firstly we exam ine

thedataofStorm etal.[8],whom easurethesim pleshear

m odulusG ofbranched � brogen networksasa function

ofapplied strain atvarious� brogen concentrations.The
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FIG .4:Log-log graph ofthe m odulusofa single � lam entas

a function of applied tension, where there is no initialdis-

tribution of separation vectors. The curves correspond to

�� m = 108,106 and 104 (top to bottom ),fora � xed value of

a = 1.The constantgradientathigh tensionscorrespondsto

a powerlaw scaling of@�=@�� �
3=2

)

FIG .5: Log-log graph ofthe average m odulus as a function

of the average tension, where averages are perform ed over

the distribution ofseparation vectors P (r). Curves are for

�� m = 10
10
,10

8
,10

6
,10

4
(top to bottom ). Accounting for

thisdistribution destroysthesim plepowerlaw scalingofm od-

uluswith tension,even in a 1� d network. The dashed line

showsa powerlaw of3=2.

data of[8]is taken over a wide range ofstrains (up to

� 100% )and allowsthem odelto betested wellinto the

regim eofnon-linearelasticity,up tothepointofnetwork

rupture. Itdoesnot,however,provide a good opportu-

nity to exam ine the behavior ofsuch networks at low

strains (� 5% ) because the � rst data point already oc-

cursat5% strain.

Secondly we com pare the predictions of our a� ne

m odelto the data ofG ardeletal.[9],who exam ine the

di� erentialm odulusK ofcrosslinked actin networks,asa

function ofapplied prestressatvariousconcentrationsof

actin m onom er,whilekeeping theratio ofm onom ercon-

centration to crosslinker concentration constant. This

enables us to exam ine m ore closely how wellan a� ne

m odelcom pares to experim entalresults in sti� er net-

worksatsm allerstrains.

W e also com pare our m odelto the experim entalre-

sults ofFernandez et al.[18]who m easure the uniaxial

sti� ness ofentire living cellsasa function ofpre-stress.

They � nd thatthe uniaxialsti� nessexhibitsa universal

scaling with applied pre-stress,which we � nd is consis-

tentwith cells,whosesti� nessisdeterm ined by an actin

FIG .6: Schem atic illustration ofm any strands oflength lc

along a � lam ent of length L. The approxim ate num ber of

such strandson a single � lam entism � L=lc.

cytoskeleton.

A . C om paring to data ofStorm et. al.

Before we com pare ourm odelto experim entwe m ust

choose how we are to � tto data. The m odelwe form u-

lated in Eq.4 hasthree param eters:n (the num berden-

sity ofstrandsin thenetwork),a (theratio ofthelength

ofthestrand tothe� lam entpersistencelength lc=lp)and

�m (them echanicalstretchingm odulusofthe� lam ents).

However,the num berdensity ofstrandsn and thevalue

ofa are not independent. They are related in the fol-

lowing way:Letussay thatwe have a � lam entoftotal

length L.Crosslinksorbranchingpointsarespaced byan

averagelength lc alongthe� lam entbackbone.Assum ing

lc � L,the num berofstrandsm on a single� lam entis:

m � L=lc.Thisdoesnotaccountfordangling ends,but

in a densely cross-lined network thisbecom esirrelevant

asm and m � 2 would di� erby a sm allfraction.These

lengthsareshown in Fig.6.

Thetotalnum berofsuch � lam entsin oursystem m ust

approxim ately be N = Ltot=L where Ltot is the total

length ofall� lam entsin thesystem .Thistotallength of

all� lam entscan bewritten asthetotalm assof� lam ent

m onom er,M ,divided by them assperunitlength of� l-

am ent,�. So the num berdensity of� lam entsiscm =L�,

where cm isthe m assdensity ofm onom ers,cm = M =V .

Thereforethetotalnum berdensity ofstrandsin thesys-

tem is:

n =
cm

L�
m =

cm

lc�
=

cm

alp�
(21)

Since cm ,lp and � are independently m easured exper-

im entally,the value ofn is determ ined directly by the

valueofa.In exam ining experim entaldata,wewill� ta

and n independently,and then usethe aboverelation as

a check on consistency ofthe� ts.W eproposethatifthe

� tted param etersa and n are consistent,then the value

ofnalp�=cm should be closeto unity.

Theparam eter�m isde� ned aboveastheenergy scale

associated with a fractionalincrease in � lam ent length.

W ecan obtain an estim ateofthevalueof�m forastrand

by realizing thatthe energy ofa � lam entwith a Young

m odulus E f and cross-sectionalarea A that has been

stretched from a length lc to lis:
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(a)

(b)

FIG . 7: (a) Fit of the m odel to the data of Storm et al.

[8]. The data sets are obtained from shear m easurem ents

on branched � brogen networks with m onom er m ass concen-

trationsof4:5 (�),2:0 (�),1:0 (� )and 0:5 (�)m g/m l. The

m odel� tsvery wellto thedata atallconcentrationsforphys-

ically reasonable and consistent� tparam eters(TableIV A),

although failsto capture the concave nature ofthe curvesat

high strains,thoughtto bedueto � lam entrupture. (b)The

sam e � tasin shown on a Linear-linearscale.

E =
1

2
E flcA(l=lc � 1)2 (22)

Com paring to the originalexpression for�m wesee:

�m = E fAlc = E fAlpa (23)

An estim ate forthe m echanicalstretching m odulus can

therefore be obtained, provided one knows the Young

m odulus ofthe � lam ent and the approxim ate radius of

the � lam ent. In com paring our m odelto the data of

Storm et al. we � x the value of�m to be 5000kB Ta.

W e do thisbecause the Young m odulusofthe � lam ents

should be the sam e at allconcentrations. This is con-

sistentwith the m easured diam eterof10nm for� brogen

� lam ents and a Young m odulus of� 1M Pa,which has

been m easured experim entally for � brin [32]. In that

case, only one truly independent � tting param eter re-

m ains (the sti� ness ratio a) and thus the test is rather

stringent. The resulting � tsare shown in Fig.7(a)and

(b),and the� tted valuesofa aregiven in Table.(IV A).

Notethatthecheck ofconsistency forthe� tted values

allfallclose to the estim ate value of1. W e believe this

shows that the a� ne assum ption is valid for the above

kindsofnetworks.

cm (m g=m l) 4:5 2:0 1:0 0:5

�m =kB Ta 5000 5000 5000 5000

a 0:60 0:75 0:95 1:40

b 0:994 0:992 0:987 0:968

kB Tn(J=m
3
) 9:7 2:2 0:69 0:32

nalp�=cm 1:89 1:21 0:96 1:31

TABLE I:Param etervaluesforthe� tsto data ofStorm etal.

[8].These� tvalueshavebeen obtained using thepersistence

length lp of0:5�m (reported in [8]),and am assperunitlength

for� brogen � of2:4� 10
� 14

kg/m [8].

B . C om paring to the data ofG ardelet al.

Tocom parethea� nem odelproposed hereto thedata

ofG ardeletal. [9],we use a slightly altered m ethod to

thatdescribed above. W e do this forthe following rea-

son: G ardeletal. perform m easurem entsofdi� erential

shearm odulusK on scruin-crosslinked F-actin � lam ents.

They m easure both the num ber concentration ofactin

m onom er in the system nA as wellas the num ber con-

centration ofscruin crosslinkerin the system ns. They

then m easurethedi� erentialshearm odulusasafunction

ofpre-stressforfourvaluesofnA whilekeeping theratio

� = ns=nA = 0:03 constant. Recalling Eq.21 we have

a relationship between the num ber density of strands

in our system n and the contour length ofthe strands

lc: n = cm =lc�,where cm is the m ass concentration of

m onom er and � is the m ass per unit length for F-actin

� lam ents. Ifsuch strandsare form ed atcrosslinks,and

each crosslink hasan averagecoordination ofz (weshall

assum e z = 4 here),then the num berdensity ofstrands

n isrelated to the num berdensity ofcross-linksnxl via

n = nxlz=2.Thereforeknowing nxl from experim ent,we

havean estim ateforlc via:

lc =
2cm

�znxl
=
m A

2��
� 0:04�m ; (24)

where in the second term we have expressed lc in term s

ofthe m assofa single actin m onom erm A (taken to be

42kD [33,34])and the ratio ofcrosslinkerconcentration

to m onom erconcentration � = ns=nA which waskeptat

aconstantvalueof0.03in theseexperim ents.In the� nal

term wehaveevaluated thecontourlength ofastrand for

the experim entalvaluesof[9]and � = 2:6� 10� 14kg/m

[34]. Note that this predicts that lc is only dependent

on the ratio ofcrosslinkerto actin m onom er� = ns=nA

and so is constant for the di� erent data sets ofG ardel

etal.Thisiswhatweshould expect:ifstrandsareonly

form ed atcrosslinksaswe suppose,then doubling both

the num ber ofcrosslinks and the num ber ofm onom ers

should not result in a change oflc. This is in contrast

with the argum ento� ered in [9],wherethe authorspro-

pose that lc is proportionalto the entanglem ent length

(in turn,correctly estim ated in [35])ata � xed �.

Having an estim ate for lc we now estim ate the value
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cm (m g=m l) 1:2 0:90 0:50 0:35

�m =kB T 6� 105 6� 105 6� 105 6� 105

a 0:005 0:005 0:005 0:005

kB Tn(J=m
3) 4:4 3:2 1:8 1:2

TABLE II:A tableofthem odelparam eterswewould expect

ifwetakethepersistencelength of� lam entsto belp = 10�m .

Such a value forlp would resultin very sti� � lam ents.From

Fig. 8 (a)we see thatsuch m odelparam etersproduce K (�)

curvesthatdrastically failto agree with experim entaldata.

ofthe m echanicalstretching m odulus �m from the ex-

pression �m = E fAlc,where E f is the Young m odulus

ofF-actin � lam entsand A theire� ective cross-sectional

area.W ecan estim atethevalueof�m forsuch � lam ents

from thevalueforE fA = 5� 10� 8N m easured forF-actin

in [36].Thisyields�m = 6� 105kB T.Sincethevalueof

lp isconstantforthedata sets,thevalueof�m m ustalso

be constant. Ifwe now take a value forthe persistence

length ofactin of10�m which ism ostfrequently quoted

in the literature [12,37,38],we then have estim atesfor

the three param etersofourm odel(n,�m ,a)taken di-

rectly from experim entally m easured quantities. These

areshown in Table II.

The predicted curves ofdi� erentialm odulus against

applied pre-stressfortheparam etervaluesin TableIIare

shown in Fig. 8 (a)along with the plotsofthe original

data.Itisclearsuch param etervaluesgivevery poor� ts

to data predicting an unstrained m odulus K (0) that is

outthreeordersofm agnitude.

W ewould liketo pointoutthatin orderto geta good

� ttoexperim entaldataitisnotsim plyacaseofrescaling

the num ber density of� lam ent strands in the network

n. Indeed doing so givescurvesthat failto predictthe

onsetofstresssti� ening by overan orderofm agnitude.

Rem arkably however,we do � nd that the a� ne m odel

can providevery good � tsto the data of[9]asshown in

Fig. 8 (b),for the di� erent setof� tting param etersin

Table. III. There are a few interesting points to note.

W e have � xed the value ofboth �m and lc forsuch � ts

aswe have estim atesforboth,based on experim entally

m easurablequantities.W ethen perform atwo-param eter

� tby varying lp and n. G ood � tscan only be achieved

with thisa� ne m odelby using a value forthe ratio a =

lc=lp,thatistwo ordersofm agnitude largerthan would

be expected from the sim ple argum ents given above {

that is,a value oflp = 0:022�m . As before,we check

theconsistency ofthevaluesforn by calculatingnlc�=cm
which should beclosetounity{and indeed we� nd values

that are reasonably consistent. Note we do observe a

scaling resem bling K (�)� �3=2,in agreem entwith the

statem ent in [9]. However,we � nd that such scaling is

notuniversalforsuch networksbutdependsstrongly on

the values ofa = lc=lp and �m . Itis in factbecause of

theparticular� tted valuesofa and �m ,thatweobserve

a scaling likeK (�)� �3=2.

In short,we� nd thatassum ing thepersistencelength

(a)

(b)

FIG .8:(a)K (�)predicted by thea� nem odelfortheparam -

eters in Table IIcom pared to the experim entaldata. Ifone

assum esthatlp = 10�m ,then thea� nem odelproducesvery

pooragreem entwith the data.Apartfrom the disagreem ent

in values,them odeldoesnotshow thescaling ofK (�)� �
3=2

observed. (b) Two-param eter � ts ofthe m odelto the data

ofG ardelet al. [9]on log-log axes. The data shown corre-

spondstodi� erentialshearm odulusfornetworkswith F-actin

m onom erconcentrationscA of29:4(�),21:4(� ),11:9(�)and
8:33�M (�)and constantvalue of� = 0:03. The � tted value

for lp = 0:022�m ,assum ing the value oflc rem ains � xed at

0:04�m .The solid straightline showsa scaling of�
3=2

.

ofF-actin � lam entsin these networksis� 10�m results

in the a� ne m odelfailing severely and predicting that

the networks would be far sti� er than is actually m ea-

sured.M oreim portantly,thereisno easy way outofthis

disagreem entbecauseexperim entaldatahaveseveralkey

featuresthatare alllinked. However,we � nd the a� ne

m odelof� lam entnetwork can bereconciled with experi-

m ent,and producevery good agreem entprovided weas-

sum ethattheF-actin � lam entsbehaveasifthey arefar

m ore
 exiblethan isusually quoted { with a persistence

length of� 0:02�m .Interestingly such behaviorhasac-

tually been reported experim entally in networksofactin

� lam ents,who reportvaluesofthe persistence length as

low as 0:5�m [33,39]which,although stillm uch larger

than thevalueneeded bythea� nem odel,showsthatthe

persistencelength of� lam entsem bedded in networkscan

befarlessthan whatism ostfrequently reported forsin-

gle actin � lam ents. It is,ofcourse,also possible that

thein-vitro sim pleshearexperim entalgeom etry atlarge

pre-stressunderestim atesthe actualm odulus,so thatlp
closerto 0:5�m would actually be acceptable.
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cm (m g=m l) 1:2 0:90 0:50 0:35

�m =kB T 6� 105 6� 105 6� 105 6� 105

a 2:0 2:0 2:0 2:0

b 0:92 0:92 0:92 0:92

kB Tn 3:75 1:25 0:52 0:29

nlc�=cm 0:89 0:40 0:30 0:24

TABLE III:M odelparam etersforthe� ttothedataofG ardel

etal.[9]shown in Fig.8 (b).Itisa two-param eter� tforthe

values ofn and a. Fitted values are obtained assum ing the

contourlength oflc = 0:044�m and a m assperunitlength for

F-actin �= 2:6� 10
� 14

kg/m .The� tted persistencelength is

therefore 0:022�m . Provided we take the persistence length

to be so sm all,we achieve good � ts to data with reasonably

consistentvaluesforn.

C . C om paring to the results ofFernandez et. al.

To highlightthe factthatthism odelm ightwellbe of

biologicalsigni� cance,we com pare its predictions with

the data ofFernandez etal. [18]who m easure the uni-

axialsti� ness E ofentire cells as a function ofapplied

pre-stress. They have found that the sti� ness ofa cell

followsa sim ple m asterequation:

�(r)=

�
E = E 0 � < �c

E / � � > �c
(25)

which is to say,a collapse ofthe m odulus stress curves

is achieved by rescaling the m odulus axis by E 0, and

rescalingthestressaxisby �c.Them odelpresented here

provides a possible explanation for this behavior. The

non-linearbehaviorisa consequenceofchainsbeing ini-

tially entropically and then subsequently m echanically

stretched. The scaling behavior of E (�) is a function

of our key param eters a and �m , that is, it depends

on the transition from entropic stretching to m echani-

calstretching.W e � tthisdata by fora value ofa = 0:5

and �m = 5 � 106kB T,with the result shown in Fig.

9. The value ofthe � tted param eter��m = 5� 106 is

consistentwith � lam entswith Young m odulusEf � 109

Pa,diam etersofd � 5nm and lengthslc � 0:5�m .These

valuesareallconsistentwith an actin network.Thissug-

geststhatthe sti� nessofsuch cellscould be determ ined

by the actin cytoskeleton network,with strand lengths

of� 0:5�m and persistencelengthsof� 1�m (notethat

this is also m uch sm aller than the ‘accepted’values of

lp � 10�m ).

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

In thiswork wehaveshown thattheequilibrium shear

m odulus ofbranched � brogen networksand crosslinked

F-actin networksasa function ofapplied strain issatis-

factorily explained by an a� ne m odelthataccountsfor

m echanicalas wellas entropic stretching. In the case

FIG .9: Fitofthe m odelto the collapsed data ofFernandez

et. al. [18]. A very good � tto data can be achieved by the

param eters a = 0:5 and �� m = 5 � 106. These values are

consistentwith an actin network.

of � brogen networks we � nd the a� ne m odel � ts the

data rem arkably wellwith � tparam eterswhich areboth

consistent with each other and with experim entalm ea-

surem ents on individual� brogen � bers. In the case of

F-actin networkswe� nd thatthem odelpredictstheob-

served stresssti� ening behavioraccurately provided we

allow the e� ective persistence length ofthe � lam entsin

the network to be m ore 
 exible than is expected. That

isto say,an a� ne m odelagreeswith the data welland

hasreasonably consistent� tparam etersprovided theef-

fective persistence length of� lam ents in the network is

taken to be lp � 0:02�m . Thisisfarlowerthan the ob-

served persistence length ofindividualF-actin � lam ents

reported in individualm easurem ents [11,37],but a re-

duced persistencelength (lp � 0:5�m )hasbeen reported

experim entally in som e F-actin networks [33, 39], and

also arisesfrom the� tting ofthein-vivo data ofFernan-

dezetal.[18].

This suggests to us that an a� ne m odeldoes rather

wellatexplainingtheelasticityofbranched orcrosslinked

sem i-
 exible� lam entsbecausein such networksthe� la-

m entsbehavefarm ore
 exiblythan expected onthebasis

ofm easurem entsof� lam entcurvature,when they aread-

sorbed on a substrate (note thatthe few m easurem ents

which m easurelp with quasi-elasticlightscatteringof� l-

am entsin networksoften reportm uch shorterlp [33,39]).

Becausethelength of� lam entstrands,lc,isactually ofa

sim ilarorderorevengreaterthanthee� ectivepersistence

length ofthe � lam ents,treating the strandsasindepen-

dentisa reasonable approxim ation { asitisforrubber

{ whereonedoesindeed expectthea� nem odelto work

well. For m ore rigid networksthatare com posed of� l-

am ents where the e� ective persistence length is sm aller

than the contour length ofstrands,lp � lc,we would

expectthe a� ne assum ption notto be valid,and m od-

elsincorporating non-a� ne deform ationsm ay wellneed

to be considered [15,17,40]. However,it appears that

in-vitro actin networksextensively studied in the recent

yearsarenotin thisregim e.

W e also � nd that properly accounting for the distri-

bution of cross-link separation vectors has a profound

e� ecton the scaling ofthe m odulusofthe network with
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stress. Averaging overthe distribution ofinitialsepara-

tion vectors m eans we do not see a universalscaling of

them oduluswith stressoftheform K (�)� �3=2 aspre-

dicted by [9],butrathera functionaldependence thatis

notapowerlaw,and whoseform dependson thevaluesof

a = lc=lp and �m for� lam entsin the network.The fact

thatsuch ascalingisnon-universal,butdependson chain

param eters,can be used to explain why di� erent scal-

ing regim esareobserved in di� erentnetworks.Although

G ardelet. al. [9]observe scaling like K (�)� �3=2,ex-

perim entson dendriticactin [10]haveobserved a scaling

like E (�) � �0:3,while experim ents on entire cells [18]

have observed a scaling like E (�)� �. W e have shown

thatan a� nem odelisableto capturethedi� erentscal-

ing behaviorsobserved by accounting forthem echanical

stretching of� lam ents. This could be ofbiologicalsig-

ni� cance,asthe non-linearbehaviorofthe m oduluswill

in generaldepend on the param etersofthe constituent

� lam ents. Thissuggeststhatone can tailorthe form of

the non-linear behavior ofsuch networks by tuning the

� lam entparam etersa = lc=lp and �m = E fAlc.Thatis,

theform ofthenon-linearm odulusasafunction ofstress

K (�)can be drastically altered by changing lc.
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