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Networksof�lam entousproteinsplay acrucialrolein cellm echanics.Thesecytoskeletalnetworks,

togetherwith variouscrosslinking and otherassociated proteinslargely determ inethe(visco)elastic

response ofcells. In this letter we study a m odelsystem ofcrosslinked,sti� �lam ents in order to

explore the connection between the m icrostructure under strain and the m acroscopic response of

cytoskeletalnetworks.W e�nd two distinctregim esasa function prim arily ofcrosslink density and

�lam ent rigidity: one characterized by a�ne deform ation and one by non-a�ne deform ation. W e

characterize the crossoverbetween these two.

PACS num bers:87.16.K a,62.20.D c,82.35.Pq

The study ofbiopolym ernetworksand gelsliesatthe

heartofthe understanding ofthe m echanicalproperties

ofthe cytoplasm since the m echanicalrigidity ofthe in-

tracellularm aterialislargely governed by the cytoskele-

ton, a com plex network of � lam entous proteins, cross

links, and other associated proteins [1]. A key player

in thiscytoskeleton isF-actin,which exhibitssigni� cant

rigidity on the cellularscale.The m aterialpropertiesof

such sem i- exible polym er networks also pose com plex

and currentproblem s in polym er physics. M any ofthe

m ostbasic questionsconcerning these com m on and im -

portantnetworks,such ashow they deform understress,

rem ain unanswered. The bending rigidity ofsuch poly-

m ersintroducesanew m icroscopicelasticparam eterthat

can have consequencesfor the m acroscopic elastic coef-

� cients ofthe bulk,sem i- exible gel. This changes the

traditionalrubberelasticitym odelforthebulkproperties

ofgelscom posed ofcross-linked  exiblepolym ers.

In this letter, we exam ine a sim ple m odel for

crosslinked rodsthatnotonly allowsusto quantitatively

testtherelationship between them icroscopicand m acro-

scopicelasticcoe� cientsofa random ly cross-linked net-

work,butalso shedslighton theintim ately related issue

ofthe spatialdistribution ofthe network strain.Am ong

the m ost fundam ental properties of polym er networks

is the way in which they deform under stress. Since

the classicaltheoriesofrubber elasticity [2]it hasbeen

suggested that this deform ation is a� ne,i.e.,that the

strain isuniform ,asfora sheared Newtonian  uid atlow

Reynolds num ber. W hile this leads to relatively good

agreem ent with experim ents for rubber-like networks,

m uch evidenceand continuing e� ortsconcern system atic

deviations thatpoint to non-a� ne network strains ata

m icroscopicscale.

The assum ption that the deform ation � eld is a� ne

down to length scalescom parableto thesm allestm icro-

scopicscalesin them aterialisa greatsim pli� cation that

allowsoneto constructquantitativetheoriesrelating the

m acroscopicelasticconstantsofa gelto the m icroscopic

propertiesofitsconstituentpolym ers.Thevalidityofthe

a� neapproxim ationforthisclassofsem i exiblepolym er

m aterialshas,however,been the subjectofsom edebate

[3,4,5]. W hether the deform ation � eld is a� ne ornot

depends,ofcourse,on length scale;clearly at the scale

ofthe entire sam ple,alldeform ationsare trivially a� ne

when subjectto sim ple shear. W e explore whether this

self-averaging property ofthe deform ation � eld extends

to shorter length scales for sem i exible networks. W e

show thatthe degreeofnon-a� nestrain isa function of

length scale and degree ofcrosslinking. Speci� cally,we

� nd that the range ofnon-a� ne strain can extend well

beyond the m esh size,or correlation length,the typical

separation between � lam ents [6]. This occurs near the

pointofrigidity percolation forthenetwork,orforhighly

 exible� lam ents.Thisresultsin elasticm oduligoverned

prim arilyby bendingof� lam entsundernon-a� nestrain,

consistent with [4, 5]. In contrast,we � nd that these

networks becom e increasingly a� ne,even down to the

sm allest scales of the network, e.g. the m esh size, at

high crosslink density,high m olecularweight,orforrigid

� lam ents.Here,we� nd thatthebulk elasticm odulicon-

verge to those predicted from a� ne theory [3]. W e also

quantify the degree ofnon-a� ne strain and show that

thisis,indeed,dependenton the length scale.

As we focus on the zero-frequency,or static proper-

tiesofthe system wem ay ignorethe com plexitiesofthe

network-solventinteraction.Toisolatetheim portanceof

sem i- exibility upon network properties,we also ignore

thecom plex,nonlinearresponseoftheindividualF-actin

� lam ents[3,4,7].W einstead study in detailthedepen-

denceofthebulk shearm odulusand Young’sm odulusof

the m aterialupon the cross-link density ofthe polym er

gelas wellas the bending and extension m oduliofthe

individual� lam ents.W em odelthenetwork� lam entsvia

the Ham ilitonian perunitlength (�s)fora � lam ent

�H

�s
=
�

2

�
�l

�s

� 2

+
�

2

�
��

�s

� 2

: (1)
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The � rstterm takesinto accountthe extensionaldefor-

m ation ofthe� lam ent�l(s)asa function ofarc-length,s

with m odulus�.Thesecond term determ inestheenergy

stored in the � lam entdue to bending:the localtangent

ofthe� lam entm akesan angle�(s)with respecttothe x̂-

axisand the bending m odulusofthe � lam entis�.Note

thatboth oftheseterm sarequadratic.W edonotexplore

nonlinearities,such asbucklingwhen com pressed beyond

theEulerinstability,atthescaleofindividual� lam ents.

W hile such nonlinear e� ects are expected at increasing

strainsand � nitetem perature[3],weseek to understand

herethefundam entalpropertiesofsem i- exiblenetworks

and thusaddressonly thelinearized version oftheprob-

lem .W enote,however,thattherm al uctuationscan re-

sultin an e� ectivem odulus� � �2=(kTl3)fora segm ent

oflength l.Thus,weconsider� and � to beindependent

param eters,even though they are both determ ined by

single � lam entelastic propertiesand geom etry atT = 0

[8]. Clearly the fullexploration ofthese networksat � -

nite tem perature presents an interesting challenge;un-

derstanding the T = 0 m echanicalproperties ofthese

networks,however,istherequisite� rststep towardsthis

m ore am bitiousprogram .In addition,we willpointout

speci� c aspects ofour results that are likely to depend

critically on ourzero-tem peratureassum ption.Afterall,

it is now understood that for som e m echanicalproper-

tiesofnetworks,thezerotem peraturepresentsasingular

lim itasin the caseofrigidity percolation.

RealF-actin networksform ed from an actin m onom er

solution have a com plex geom etry,arising from the dy-

nam icgrowth and branchingof� lam ents[1,9].Forcom -

putationale� ciency,we ignore such com plications and

consider static,isotropic networksofm onodisperse � la-

m entsoflength L.Each � lam entisrepresented by a line

segm entdeposited with random position and orientation

to a two{dim ensionalrectangular shear cell. Intersec-

tions are identi� ed as perm anent,freely{rotating cross

links,to m im ic e.g. the attachm ents ofdouble{headed

m yosin m oleculesin an ATP{de� cientsolution [10].The

m ean distancebetween crosslinksislc asm easured along

a � lam ent. Deposition continuesuntilthe desired cross

link density L=lc hasbeen reached.

Thenetwork isrepresented by thesetofm obilenodes

fxig consisting ofallcrosslinksand m idpointsbetween

crosslinks(thelattersoastoincludethedom inantbend-

ing m ode). The totalsystem energy H (fxig) is then

expressed in term s ofthe fxig using a discrete version

of(1). W ithin our linearized schem e,this H (fxig)is a

high{dim ensionalparaboloid with a unique globalm ini-

m um ,corresponding to the state ofm echanicalequilib-

rium atT = 0.Fortheinitially unstressed network,this

m inim um corresponds to zero deform ation. Depending

on whether we wish to m easure the shear m odulus G

or the Young’s m odulus Y , a shear or uniaxialstrain

 is applied across the periodic boundaries in a Lees{

Edwardsm anner. Thism ovesthe globalm inim um to a

new,non{trivialposition,which we num erically � nd us-

ing the preconditioned conjugate gradientm ethod. The

stored energyperunitareacan then becalculated,which

is2=2tim esG orY [8]within ourlinearapproxim ation,

and hence the network m oduluscan be extracted. This

procedure is repeated for di� erent network realizations

untila reliable estim ate ofG or Y has been attained.

Furthersim ulation detailscan be found in [11].

Apart from the system size, there are three length

scales in the problem : two geom etric lengths L and

lc,and a third m ateriallength scale deriving from the

stretching and bending m odulii,lb =
p

�=�.O n dim en-

sionalgrounds,the m oduliican be written in the form

G =
�

L
f(L;lc;lb)(with a sim ilarexpression forY ),pro-

vided thatthesystem sizeissu� ciently largethat� nite

sizee� ectscan beignored,asappliesto alloftheresults

presented here.

FIG . 1: (Color online) Superim posed exam ples of the en-

ergy distribution throughoutnetworksofcross link densities

(left)L=lc � 8:99 and (right)L=lc � 46:77 with lb=L = 0:006

underthe given shearstrain. The thicknessofeach segm ent

is proportionalto the energy density per unit length, with

a m inim um so thatall�lam entsare visible,and the calibra-

tion barshowswhatproportion ofthe totalenergy isdue to

stretching.

Results are given in Fig.2 for the shear m odulus G

and the Poisson ration � = 2Y=G � 1. G m onotoni-

cally increaseswith the cross link density L=lc and the

ratio lb=L. Both G and Y sim ultaneously vanish atthe

rigidity percolation transition [L=lc]crit � 5:9,irrespec-

tive oflb.Thisisconsistentwith the m ore precisevalue

[L=lc]crit � 5:932 found by Latva{K okko etal.[12]using

the com binatorial\pebble gam e" m ethod. W e � nd that

G and Y scalenearthetransition as� (L=lc� [L=lc]crit)
f

with f = 3:0� 0:2,placing it in a distinct universality

classfrom both central{force rigidity and bond bending

withoutfreerotationatcrosslinks[13].Thevariationof�

ism oresubtleifatall,varyingfrom � 0:5 forhigh densi-

tiesto� 0:35� 0:1nearthecriticalpoint(forcom parison,

standard stability considerationsrequire � 1 � � � 1 in

2D).Furtherdetailsofthescalingbehaviornearthetran-



3

sition willbe presented elsewhere [11]. W e rem ark that

at� nitetem peraturesG willrem ain non{zero abovethe

conductivity percolation transition at L=lc � 5:42,but

itisnotclearifthissm all{G behaviorisexperim entally

observable for the m acrom olecules under consideration

here.
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FIG .2:D im ensionlessshearm odulusG L=�versusthedim en-

sionlesscrosslink density L=lc fordi�erentlb,dem onstrating

convergence to the a�ne solution athigh densitiesorm olec-

ularweights. The errorbarsare no larger than the sym bols.

(Inset)The Poisson ratio � forlb=L = 0:006.

Away from thecriticalpoint,G decreasesasthebend-

ing m odulus � decreases. Indeed,in the lim it � ! 0,

orequivalently lb ! 0,all� lam entsfreely bend and the

m odelreducesto a random network ofHookean springs,

which isalreadyknown tohaveavanishingG forall� nite

crosslink densities [14]. In the opposite lim it lb ! 1 ,

bending along a � lam ent’slength becom esprohibitively

expensiveand responsebecom esdom inated bystretching

m odes.Thesam eistrueofthelim itL=lc ! 1 with lb=L

� xed,sincebending m odesofwavelength greaterthan lc
require an area ofnetwork to twist rather than a sin-

gle � lam ent,and are suppressed. This transition from

low L=lc, bending{dom inated networks to high L=lc,

stretching{dom inated onescan be clearly seen Fig.1.

Pure,a� neshear,being acom bination ofrotation and

extension,inducesonly stretchingand com pression of� l-

am ents. Furtherm ore,networks dom inated by stretch-

ing m odes m ust be approxim ately a� ne. This follows

from the observation that,far above the rigidity tran-

sition, there can be no orientationaldisorder without

a corresponding cost in bending energy. It is straight-

forward to derive analytic expressions for the m odulii

under an a� ne strain. A rod oflength L lying at an

angle � to the x{axis willundergo a relative change in

length �L=L = xy sin�cos� in response to an a� ne

strain � eld xy . According to (1) with �� = 0,the en-

ergy cost (after uniform ly averaging over allangles �)

is �H = �L2xy=16. To calculate G ,we need to express

the num ber ofrods per unit area N as a function ofL

and lc. The exact expression is easy to derive,but for

current purposes it is su� cient to use the approxim ate

relation L=lc � (�� 1)=(1� 2=�)with � = 2L2N =�,valid

for L=lc � 5 and greater (note that the fullexpression

is m onotonic). A further correction rem oves the dan-

gling ends ofthe rodsby renorm alizing the rod lengths

to L � 2lc.Then using G = 2H =2xy,

G a� ne =
�

16

�

L

�
L

lc
+ 2

lc

L
� 3

�

(2)

so thatG � (�=16)�=lc asL=lc ! 1 . Expression (2)is

plotted in Fig.2and givesareasonableapproxim ation to

thedata,with theagreem entim provingasL=lc increases.

The sam e calculationscan be repeated to give Ya� ne =

3G a� ne and hence a Poisson ratio �a� ne = 0:5,which

is also plotted in the � gure. Perhaps surprisingly, we

� nd rem arkably good agreem entbetween them easured �

and thea� nevalue,even closeto therigidity transition,

wherethe a� neapproxim ation fails.

W e observe that there is an apparent crossover from

a bending-dom inated,non-a� ne regim e for either high

m olecular weight (L) or for high density. The natural

m easure for this is the ratio of � lam ent length to av-

erage distance between crosslinks. This can be under-

stood by the factthat,unlike networksof exible poly-

m ers, where segm ents along a single polym er between

crosslinks appear to behave as e� ectively independent

network strands,the segm ents ofsem i exible � lam ents

between crosslinksactin series.Thus,segm entsfarfrom

free ends are forced to deform nearly a� nely by the

m any constraintson theirneighboring segm entsim posed

by crosslinks. Thissuggestsa physicalpicture in which

non-a� nedeform ationsareprim arilyassociated with less

constrained free ends. Let � denote the range ofsuch

non-a� neregionsnearthe� lam entends.W eexpectthis

length �(lc;lb)to bea function ofthelocaldensity of� l-

am ents(m easured by lc,thedistancebetween crosslinks)

and the m ateriallength lb. Then,what determ ines the

degree to which the network is a� ne ornotis the rela-

tive size ofthe a� ne to non-a� ne regions,or the ratio

L=�. W e � nd that,su� ciently farabove the transition,

G =G a� ne collapsesto a singlem astercurvewith theem -

piricalchoice� = 3

p

l4c=lb,asshownin Fig.3(theoriginof

this length scale is discussed elsewhere [11]). This con-

� rm s the existence ofa fundam entallength scale � for

non-a� ne deform ationsalong the � lam entbackbone,as

wellastwo physically distinctregim es:non-a� nebehav-

iorforL . � and a� ne behaviorforL & �. In the � rst

ofthese,we note that the m odulus depends only on �

and noton �,signalling a bending dom inated regim e,as

predicted by K roy and Frey [4,15].Sim ilarresultshave

been found independently [16]. Note thatthe crossover

can be reached atany � xed density by varying lb alone,

and thusrepresentsdistinctphysicsfrom thepercolation

transition,which existsonly ata speci� c density.Hence
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we useabsolute density,ratherthan itsvalue relativeto

the transition,in ourscaling function.
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FIG .3: The m aster curve ofG =G a� ne plotted against L=�

with � = 3

p

l4c=lb. The enlarged points for L=lc � 29:09
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FIG .4: Plot ofthe a�nity m easure h��
2
(r)i norm alised to

the m agnitude ofthe im posed strain  againstdistance r=L,

fordi�erentlb=L. The value ofr corresponding to the m ean

distancebetween crosslinkslc isalso indicated,asisthesolid

line 1

2
h��

2
(r)i = 1,which separates a�ne from non{a�ne

networksto with an orderofm agnitude.In allcases,L=lc �

29:1 and the system size wasW =
15

2
L.

O ur � ndings dem onstrate that the degree ofa� nity

ofthe deform ation � eld doesdepend on the length scale

on which one looks. This isshown in Fig.4,where the

quantity h� �2(r)iisplotted againstrfordi� erentvalues

ofL=�. h� �2(r)iisthe square deviation ofthe angle of

rotation � between two points separated by a distance

r,relative to the a� ne equivalent. This m onotonically

decreasesforincreasing r,suggesting thatthe deform a-

tion appears m ore a� ne when viewed on larger length

scales. Furtherm ore,the deviation from a� nity at the

m esh scaler= lc issm allfornetworkswith G � Ga� ne,

and large for those with G � G a� ne,as seen by com -

paring Figs.4 and 3. Thus we can reiterate the m ain

� ndingsofourwork:(1)there aretwo qualitatively dis-

tinctregim es,onea� neand theothernon-a� ne;(2)the

physics ofthe crossover between these is distinct from

the rigidity transition;and (3)the crossoverisgoverned

by a new length scale �,where,e.g.,a� ne behavior is

seen for� lam entlengths a few tim es this length. Since

this length is expected to be oforder the distance be-

tween crosslinks,realnetworks can be in either regim e

depending on the length distribution.
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