
Flagellar length control in monoflagellates by motorized transport:
growth kinetics and correlations of length fluctuations

Swayamshree Patra and Debashish Chowdhury∗

Department of Physics, Indian Institute of Technology Kanpur, 208016, India

How does a cell self-organize so that its appendages attain specific lengths that are convenient
for their respective functions? What kind of ‘rulers’ does a cell use to measure the length of these
appendages? How does a cell transport structure building materials between the cell body and
distal tips of these appendages so as to regulate their dynamic lengths during various stages of its
lifetime? Some of these questions are addressed here in the context of a specific cell appendage called
flagellum (also called cilium). A “time of flight” (ToF) mechanism, adapted from the pioneering
idea of Galileo, has been used successfully very recently to explain the length control of flagella by a
biflagellate green algae. Using the same ToF mechanism, here we develop a stochastic model for the
dynamics of flagella in two different types of monoflagellate unicellular organisms. A unique feature
of these monoflagellates is that these become transiently multi-flagellated during a short span of
their life time. The mean length of the flagella in our model reproduce the trend of their temporal
variation observed in experiments. Moreover, for probing the intracellular molecular communication
between the dynamic flagella of a given cell, we have computed the correlation in the fluctuations
of their lengths during the multiflagellated stage of the cell cycle by Monte Carlo simulation.

I. DEDICATION

Dietrich Stauffer (DS) was the external examiner of the Ph.D. thesis of the senior author (DC) of this paper in 1984.
DS was also his first post-doc mentor (host professor during DC’s visit to Cologne as an Alexander von Humboldt
fellow) and then a long-time collaborator. DC had the privilege of writing more than 30 papers and a book with
DS over the twenty year period 1985-2005. DS deserved to be co-author of several other papers of DC, but DS
refused to put his name on those papers because he had not himself computed any of the results reported in those
despite supplying some of the key ideas. Outside science, DS and DC shared a common interest in history on which
their discussion and debate continued for thirty-five years till January 2019 although their views did not necessarily
converge on the causes and consequences of many historical events. This paper is dedicated to the memory of DS
with whom DC wrote his first paper on theoretical biology.

II. INTRODUCTION

Cell is the structural and functional unit of a living organism. Cilia are hair like appendages that protrude outward
from the membrane of eukaryotic cells [1]. These are also referred to as flagella; although we use the terms cilia and
flagella interchangeably, these should not be confused with the bacterial flagella. In the fully grown stage, a particular
type of cilia in a fixed cell type of a specific organism has a length that varies very little from one member of the
organism to another. There is near unanimity among biologists that these cell protrusions have the right size for the
biological functions they perform [2]. But, what is still hotly debated are the following questions: (i) what are the
‘rulers’ that a cell uses to measure the lengths of its protrusions like flagella [2, 3], and (ii) given a ‘ruler’, how does a
cell normally assemble, regulate and disassemble flagella during various stages of its life, called cell cycle, and also in
the face of external stress [4, 5]? In this paper we address the question (ii) assuming the validity of a scenario that
has been discussed widely in the literature as a possible answer to the question (i).

The ‘ruler’ used by some unicellular organisms for measuring flagellar length is actually a ‘timer’ [6, 7]. The time-
of-flight (ToF) of a timer molecule in a single round trip, from the base to the tip of the flagellum and return to the
base, provides a measure of the flagellar length; for a given velocity of travel, the longer is the flagellum the longer
is the ToF. The basic principle of ToF mechanism, pioneered by Galileo, is widely used for distance measurements
using suitable signals like light or sound, etc. Very recently, we have developed a quantitative model of flagellar length
control where the cell senses the length of a flagellum from the feedback it receives from the ToF of a timer molecule
[5]. The same ToF mechanism is adopted in this paper for modeling dynamics of flagellar lengths in monoflagellates,
i.e., cells that possess a single flagellum.
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The phenomenon of assembling cilia is known as ciliogenesis[6, 8]. The machineries for synthesizing the materials
for the structure of the cilia (from now onwards, we refer to these protein molecules as “precursor”) exist only in the
cell body and not in the ciliary protrusions. Besides, the cilia grow by adding new subunits at its distal end and
not at its base. The transport of the fresh supply of precursors from the cell body to the distal tip and that of the
degraded precursors from the tip to the base is a challenging logistical problem for a flagellated cell. It solves this
problem of bidirectional transport with an elaborate system known as intraflagellar transport (IFT) [8].

Traffic over wide range of scales, starting from macroscopic vehicular traffic on highways to molecular motor [9, 10]
traffic in living cells [11–13], have been modelled by suitable extensions of the totally asymmetric simple exclusion
process (TASEP) [5, 14–30]. As is well known, TASEP is one of the simplest models of systems of interacting self-
driven particles that can support steady flow of the particles in its non-equilibrium steady states. The models that
we develop in this paper incorporate IFT by suitably adapting the formalism of TASEP.

So far ciliogenesis has been investigated mostly using the biflagellated green algae Chlamydomonas reinhardtii (C.
reinhardtii) [31, 32]. There is strong experimental evidence that the dynamics of the two flagella of C. reinhardtii cell
are coupled at their base through the shared pool of precursors [33]. Developing a theoretical model that accounts for
the cooperativity in the dynamics of flagellar length of biflagellates is highly nontrivial although significant progress
have been made. The correlation between the fluctuations of the lengths of the two flagella of C. reinhardtii displays
their cooperativity mediated by the shared common precursor pool [5, 34]. So, naively, one would expect the dynamics
of monoflagellates to be simpler than those in biflagellates [35, 36]. But, surprisingly, dynamics of monoflagellates
have not received as much attention as the biflagellates.

A possible reason for this lack of interest in the monoflagellates is that these become transiently multi-flagellated
during a short span of their life time; the sequence of all the stages of its life, from birth to its ultimate division into
two daughter cells, is collectively known as the cell cycle. Each of these monoflagellate cells has a single flagellum
during the longest phase of its life called interphase. But, just before the process of cell division begins it synthesizes
new flagellum thereby becoming transiently multiflagellated. During this relatively short period prior to cell division
the length of one or more of the flagella change with time. Soon after cell division both the nascent daughter
cells attain their monoflagellate status. In contrast, in the biflagellate CR, both the flagella of the mother cell are
completely resorbed before cell division begins and neither of the daughter cells possess any flagellum at birth; then
they synthesize their own flagella which grow during the process of ciliogenesis [35]. This paper is an attempt to
draw the attention of physicists to the challenging problem of understanding ciliary dynamics of monoflagellates by
reporting our theoretical models and results for these systems.

III. CILIOGENESIS AND CELL CYCLE IN MONOFLAGELLATES: A BRIEF SUMMARY

In contrast to C. reinhardtii, in which the cell division, cilogenesis and flagellar resorprtion occurs sequentially
at distinct interval of time, these three processes overlap in the monoflagellates [35]. During some phases of the
cell cycle, particularly just before cell division, a monoflagellate actually possesses multiple flagella although in the
interphase it is a strictly monoflagellate. How do the multiple flagella coordinate among themselves when the cell is
in a multiflagellated state? How does the ongoing process of redistribution of flagellar precursors during cell division
affect the growth kinetics of the flagella? We address these questions by analyzing theoretical models that quantify
two qualitative scenarios that were described earlier in the experimental literature [35–37]. These models account for
the interplay of ciliary growth and shrinkage, precursor population dynamics and cell division.

A. Mechanism I

Flagellar dynamics of Pedinomonas tuberculata (P. tuberculata), a monoflagellate cell, is a physical realization of
what we refer to as the mechanism I. It has a small cell body of dimension 4-7µm and with a flagellum of length
8.8±0.89 µm in the interphase [35]. Prior to cell division, a new daughter flagellum is synthesized. During this
phase, the length of the pre-existing mother flagellum remains unchanged while the new flagellum grows till its length
becomes equal to that of the existing flagellum. In the subsequent phase of cell division, there is no alteration in the
length of either of the flagella. The pre-existing mother flagellum and the new daughter flagellum synthesized just
before cell division are inherited by the two daughter cells, one flagellum each.

Another monoflagellate Leptomonas pyrrhocoris (L. pyrrhocoris) bears a single flagellum of length 20− 25 µm [37].
Prior to cell division, it also assembles an additional flagellum. During the elongation of the new daughter flagellum
the existing mother flagellum keeps shortening with time till the cell division starts. One of the daughter cell inherits
this old shortening flagellum whereas the other inherits the new elongating flagellum. After the cell division, both
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FIG. 1: Ciliogenesis and cell division in monoflagellates: Schematic depiction of flagellar growth during cell division in
monoflagellates by (a) mechanism I and (b) mechanism II. Temporal evolution of the length of the old mother flagellum (MF)
and the new daughter flagellum (DF) in the uniflagellated cells in which ciliogenesis and cell division take place by mechanism
I (a1-a2) and mechanism II (b1-b2). In a1-a2 and b1-b2, 1 MF indicates a single old mother flagellum while 1 DF and 2 DF
indicate one new daughter flagellum and two new daughter flagella respectively. (c) List of key differences between mechanisms
I and II are listed.

the flagella of the new daughter cells keep elongating till they achieve their matured length. Note that the length of
the new elongating flagellum never exceeds that of the old shortening flagellum.

We summarize the mechanism I observed in the monoflagellates in Fig.1(a). When the replication of the new
daughter flagellum starts, the mother cell initiates resorbing its only pre-existing flagellum (the mother flagellum)

which has the steady length L
(In)
M during the interphase. The minimum length the mother flagellum attains during

this resorption phase is (1 − fMIN)L
(In)
M (0 ≤ fMIN ≤ 1). When the length of the new daughter flagellum becomes

fCDL
(In)
M (0 ≤ fCD ≤ 1), the cell divides into two new daughter cells and each cell inherits a flagellum. If not grown

to their full interphase length prior to the cell division, the flagella keep growing till they achieve their full length.
Note that, fCD = 1 and fMIN = 0 for P. tuberculata and 0 < fCD < (1 − fMIN) < 1 for L. pyrrhocoris. Hence, the
generalised version of mechanism I is obseved when 0 < fCD < 1 and 0 < fMIN < 1 (for example, for L. pyrrhocoris)
and we get the special case with fMIN = 0 fCD = 1 (for P. tuberculata). In Fig.1(a) we have pictorially depicted
the main stages of the cell cycle and the dynamics of the flagella of the monoflagellated cell in which ciliogenesis
progress through mechanism I. The temporal evolution of the old mother flagellum and the new daughter flagellum
is schematically depicted for the P. tuberculata cell in Fig.1(a1) and for the L. pyrrhocoris cell in Fig.1(a2).

B. Mechanism II

What we refer to as the mechanism II for flagellar kinetics in monoflagellates is physically realized in Pseudopedinella
elastica (P. elastica ) [35]. It possess a 20 µm long flagellum in the interphase. About 6 hours prior to the cell division
the flagellum starts to shorten and gets completely resorbed by 15-30 minutes before cell division. But, even before its
complete resorption, by the time it shortens to a length of about 2 µm, two new flagella emerge almost simultaneously
from the cell body. Before the mother cell divides into two daughter cells, the two new flagella grow to about 10 µm,
which is approximately half of their maximum interphase length. After cell division, the flagella inherited by the two
daughter cells grow till they attain their normal interphase length 20 µm.

In another monoflagellate Monomastix spec the flagellum, which in the interphase has a length of about 6 µm, also
starts to shorten prior to cell division [35]. But when it shortens to about 3-4 µm, two new flagella emerge and start
growing. Afterwards, the shortening mother flagellum is discarded completely by a process called deflagellation. The



4

two newly synthesized flagella are distributed among the two daughter cells and the cell division is completed within
5 minutes. The flagella, which are only 3 µm long in the nascent daughter cells, continue to grow till attaining their
normal interphase length 6 µm.

We summarize the second mechanism used by the monoflagellates in Fig.1(b). The mother cell initiates resorbing its

only flagellum (mother flagellum) which has length L
(In)
M during the interphase. When the mother flagellum shortens

to length fNFL
(In)
M (0 < fNF < 1), two new daughter flagella emerge from the daughter pools. The mother flagellum

further shortens to length fAL
(In)
M (0 < fA < fNF). The cell gets rid of the mother flagellum either by complete

resorprtion (fA = 0) or by deflagellation after partial resorption (fA 6= 0). Following the subsequent division of the
mother cell, the daughter cells inherit one of the two new daughter flagella. The nascent flagella in the new born
daughter cells are shorter than their normal interphase length and, therefore, continue to grow till attaining that
length. The general version of the mechanism II with fA 6= 0 corresponds to the flagellar dynamics in (Monomastix
spec) while its special case for fA = 0 captures that in (P. elastica). The temporal evolution of the old mother
flagellum and the pair of new daughter flagella are schematically depicted for the P. elastica cell in Fig.1(b1) and for
the Monomastix spec cell in Fig.1(b2).

Let us emphasize the key differences between the two mechanisms (Fig.1(c)): (i) In mechanism I, for a brief period
prior to cell division the cell becomes biflagellated. In this mechanism, the mother flagellum is not discarded; instead,
it is inherited as the flagellum of one of the two daughter cells while the other daughter takes possession of the new
flagellum synthesized by the mother just before cell division. (ii) In mechanism II, for a relatively short duration prior
to cell division, the cell appears triflagellated. Moreover, removal of the flagellum of the mother cell is completed
before cell divides into two daughter cells each of which inherits one of the two new flagella that the mother cell
synthesizes just before her division.

IV. MODELING KINETICS OF FLAGELLAR LENGTH AND THE PRECURSOR POOL

The flagellum and precursor pool are two different functional modules of the cell but strongly dependent on each
other. In this section, we begin by formulating the dynamical equations that govern (a) the time-dependence of
the length of a single flagellum and (b) the population kinetics of the precursors in the pool in the interphase of a
monoflagellate.

As stated in the introduction, the “precursors” required for the growth of a flagellum at its tip and those degraded
from the tip are transported in the opposite directions along two distinct tracks by molecular trains that are pulled
by two different families of molecular motors called kinesin and dynein, respectively (see Fig.2(a)). Kinesins are
responsible for base to tip (anterograde) transport along a track while dyneins drive the transport in the opposite
direction (retrograde transport) along a distinct parallel track. The IFT trains switch their direction of movement only
at the tip of the flagellum. This bi-directional transport of precursors by the active motorized transport machinery in
a eukaryotic flagellum is known as intraflagellar transport (IFT). Interestingly, IFT is necessary even in a fully grown
flagellum to maintain its length at a steady mean value by dynamic balancing of the rates of its ongoing growth and
disassembly.

Our model of a flagellum consists of two antiparallel lattices, as shown schematically in Fig.2(a). The precursors are
cargoes that are loaded onto IFT trains which are pulled by molecular motors along the tracks laid coaxially within
the flagellum. We do not describe the motion of the motors explicitly in the model. Each IFT train is represented by
a self-driven particle. The collective traffic-like movement of the IFT trains along the respective tracks are represented
as a TASEP. On the lattice, an IFT train moves with an average velocity v that is determined by the dynamical phase
of the TASEP which, in turn, depends on the rates of entry and exit of the IFT trains into and out of the flagellum
at its base.

An IFT particle entering the flagellum can either be empty or loaded with a single precursor; the probability of
loading a precursor onto the IFT train is dependent on the instantaneous population of the precursors in the pool
as well as the current flagellar length. Information on the current flagellar length is conveyed to the flagellar base
by the timer molecule just returning from a round-trip flight along the flagellum. This molecule has two chemical
(or conformational) states S± and it makes a transition spontaneously from the state S+ to S− with the rate k:

S+
k−→ S−. A timer molecule that enters the flagellum while in the state S+, after shuttling inside a flagellum of

length LM (t) in the mother cell in time ttof , can remain in state S+ with probability e−kttof = e−2kLM (t)/v which is
also the probability of loading a precursor onto the next IFT train.

The number density of the particles on the track and their flux are denoted by the symbols ρ and J , respectively.
So the flux of trains loaded with a precursor is given by (N(t)/Nmax)e−2L(t)/vJ . The precursors carried by these
trains can either be utilised at the tip, with probability Ωe, for extending it by one unit. On the other hand, due to
ongoing turnover of the tubulins at the tip, the flagellum can shrink by removing a subunit with rate Γr provided
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FIG. 2: Model : (a) The cell body is shown schematically as a sphere that accommodates the pool of the precursors
(blue-green lattice units), IFT trains (red balls) and timer molecules (triangles). The flagellum is modelled by two antiparallel
one-dimensional lattices of equal length that protrude outward from the cell body. While entering the flagellum, an IFT
train can be either empty (hollow balls) or loaded (balls with a lattice unit inside them) with a precursor. A red ball filled
with red lines represents an IFT train which can be either empty or loaded. Whether or not to load a precursor on a train
at the point of entry is decided by the state of the timer molecule that has just returned to the base after completing its
round-trip journey inside the flagellum. On the green lattice, IFT trains move unidirectionally from the cell body towards the
tip (called ‘anterograde’ movement) and on the blue lattice, IFT trains move unidirectionally from tip towards the cell body
(called ‘retrograde’ movement). In both the directions, the loaded as well as the empty IFT trains obey the exclusion principle,
i.e., no site can be occupied by more than one train simultaneously. The trains move with a steady average velocity v that,
because of the interactions arising from mutual exclusion, is density-dependent. The lattice sites are labelled by integer index
j (j = 1, 2, . . . , 2L). An IFT train begins anterograde journey by hopping onto the site j = 1, then switches from anterograde
to retrograde motion at the flagellar tip by hopping from the site j = L to the adjacent site j = L + 1, if the target site is
empty, and, finally, completes its round trip travel by exiting from j = 2L. (b) Before switching direction at the flagellar tip,
a loaded IFT train can either (i) elongate the flagellum by adding a single lattice site to both the green and blue lattices, with
probability Ωe, and return to the base empty, or (ii) return to the base carrying its undelivered cargo, without elongating the
flagellum, with probability 1−Ωe. (c) If there is no IFT train on the distal tips of both the green or blue lattices, the flagellum
can shorten by the chipping of those two sites with the rate Γr. (Adapted from ref.[5].)

both the sites at the tip are empty. So the overall disassembly rate is Γr(1 − ρ)2. Therefore, in the interphase the
time-dependence of the length of the mother flagellum is given by the equation

dLM(t)

dt
=

[
NM(t)

Nmax

]
e(−2kLM(t)/v)JΩe − Γr(1− ρ)2. (1)

The primary quantities that characterize the IFT particle traffic in the steady state are (i) average particle density
ρ, (ii) the average particle flux J (and the corresponding average velocity v). These are also the the quantities which
enter directly in our model through the assembly and the disassembly rates (see equation (1)). An IFT particle needs
tens of seconds to complete a round trip inside the flagellum whereas ciliogenesis requires a time of the order of tens
of minutes. Because of these well separated time scales, we are justified in making the following assumtions: (a) that
the flagellar length remains practically constant during the time of a single flight of the IFT particle, and (b) that,
for each length of an flagellum, the TASEP attains steady state so quickly that (time-indepedent) steady-state values
can be used for the number density ρ, flux J and velocity v. More specifically, for the traffic of IFT particles, we
choose values of steady-state values of ρ that correspond to one of the three dynamical phases of TASEP and use the
corresponding values of flux J [= qρ(1− ρ)] and velocity v [= q(1− ρ)].

The pool plays a significant role in the life cycle of a flagellum as it supplies fresh precursors to a flagellum and
receives precursors degraded from the tip of the flagellum. Suppose, the precursors are synthesized and degraded with
the rates ω+ and ω−, respectively. If Nmax is the maximum number of precursors which could be accommodated
in the pool and currently has N(t) number of precursors, the rate of fresh synthesis in our model is proportional to
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FIG. 3: Precursor pool and the cell cycle : Mother pool, denoted by M , is the sole supplier of precursors during the
interphase. Prior to the cell division two pools, denoted by D1 and D2, begin to form by the gradual transfer of precursors
from the mother pool M . The pools D1 and D2 inherited by the two daughter cells mature to become the mother pool M of
the respective daughters in the interphase of their own lifetime.

NM (t)/Nmax. Thus, in the interphase, the population dynamics of the precursors in the pool is given by

dNM(t)

dt
= ω+

[
1− NM(t)

Nmax

]
− ω−NM(t)− dLM(t)

dt
(2)

As shown explicitly in ref.[5], the rate equations (1) and (2) can be derived by extracting the equations for the mean
length and mean precursor population from the corresponding pair of master equations that capture the underlying
stochastic kinetic processes.

How should the Eq.(1) and (2) be modified to account for the ciliary dynamics just before and after cell division?
Instead of a single equation for LM(t) that describes the kinetics of the flagellum of the monoflagellate mother cell
in its interphase, at least two appropriately modified equations for LD1(t) and LD2(t) are needed for describing the
time-dependence of the lengths of the two flagella that the two daughter cells would inherit after cell division. As
described above, in the interphase of the mother cell there exists a single pool that we refer to as the mother pool. But,
just prior to cell division, this pool gets gradually divided into two separate pools that will be eventually inherited
by the two daughter cells after cell division. So the population dynamics of the coupled pools of the mother and the
two daughter cells require some appropriate extension of the equation (2).

The mother pool is schematically represented by M in Fig.3 and its population is denoted by NM. Just before cell
division, two precursor pools, which will be inherited by the two daughter cells and are represented schematically by
D1 and D2 in Fig.3, begin to form by gradual transfer of precursors from the mother pool with the rates kcy1 and
kcy2, respectively. However, at any arbitrary instant during this phase, a fraction of the mother pool still remains
in the overlap region (see Fig.3) although the mother cell would have stopped synthesis or degradation well before
reaching this stage.

Two assumptions are made at this stage: (i) Each daughter cell tunes the rate of her precursor synthesis on the
premise that the shrinking mother pool belongs to it, i.e., the total population of precursor of the i-th daughter is
NDi + NM (i = 1, 2). (ii) The freshly synthesized precursors get distributed among the daughter and the mother
pools but each pool gets an amount proportional to its relative size. Similarly while degrading precursors, the amount
degraded in each pool is assumed to be proportional to the precursors in each pool. Therefore, the equation governing
the synthesis and degradation of precursors in the daughter-1 is obtained by quantifying

d[ND1(t)]

dt
=
(

Rate of synthesis
in daughter 1

)
−
(

Rate of degradation
in daughter 1

)
+
(

Rate of transfer of precursors
from mother to daughter 1.

)
(3)

Similarly, the corresponding equation for the daughter-2 is obtained from (3) by interchanging the symbols 1 and 2.
The corresponding equation for the mother pool is obtained from

d[NM(t)]

dt
=
(

Rate of gain from synthesis
in daughters 1 and 2

)
−
(

Rate of loss from degradation
in daughters 1 and 2

)
−
(

Rate of transfer from mother
to daughters 1 and 2.

)
(4)

The mathematical forms of these equations are presented in the appendix (equation (A1), (A2) and (A3)). Solving
these equations numerically, we get the temporal evolution of the mean flagellar lengths of the mother (LM(t)) and
the daughter flagella (LD1(t) and LD2(t)) as well as the time-dependence of the mean precursor population in the
respective pools (NM(t), ND1(t) and ND2(t)).
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We also carry out the Monte Carlo (MC) simulations for monitoring the instantaneous flagellar length and precursor
population for each realization of ciliogenesis which is essential for computing the correlations in the length fluctuations.
The flagellar length L(t) takes discrete values j = 0, 1, 2, ... and the pool population N(t) can take values n =
0, 1, 2, .., Nmax. In a single MC time step, the instantaneous length L(t) = j can either increase to (j + 1) or decrease
to (j − 1). We calculate the probability of increasing or decreasing the length L(t) = j from the effective rates of
assembly Ar = ((N(t)/Nmax)e−2j/vJΩe) and disassembly (Dr = (1−ρ)2Γr) respectively. The tip of the flagellum can
be viewed as a non-homogenous random walker that moves towards its right (j + 1) with probability Ar/(Ar + Dr)
and towards its left (j − 1) with probability Dr/(Ar + Dr). As the flagellum is coupled with precursor pools, the
population of the pool is also updated when flagellar length changes. The length increases by removing a precursor
from the pool and when the length decreases, one precursor is returned to the pool. During the pool separation, the
probability of the flagellum exchanging precursors with a particular pool is given by the relative pool size (in terms
of its population). At every MC time step, the population is updated according to the rate of precursor synthesis
(Syr = ω+(1 − j/Mmax)) and degradation (Der = ωj). The instantaneous precursor population in a given pool is
increased by one with probability Syr/(Syr + Der) and decreased by one with probability Der/(Syr + Der). The
results obtained are presented and discussed in the next section of the main text.

V. RESULT

We now present our results obtained by applying the formalisms developed above to the four species of monoflag-
ellates [35, 37] that we described in section III. In this section, we show how the mean flagellar length and the mean
precursor population in the pool evolve with time as the cell enters different phases of the cell cycle. The results are
obtained by numerically solving the equations (A1), (A2) and (A3)) listed in the apppendix.

 Pedinomonas tuberculata
Post-division

NM
ND1

and  ND2

Mother flagellum LM

D
au

gh
te

r 
fla

ge
llu

m
 L

D

0

2

4

6

8

10

40 80 120 160 200

0

100

200

0 40 80 120 160 200

L
en

gt
h 

of
 fl

ag
el

la
 (

in
 u

m
)

 F
la

ge
lla

r 
po

ol
 

 p
op

ul
at

io
n

Time (in minutes)

Time (in minutes)

Cell division

Monoflagellate Biflagellate

Interphase Pre-division Young daughter cells 

Monoflagellate

FIG. 4: Mechanism I applied to ciliogenesis in Pedinomonas tuberculata : In the upper panel, the temporal evolution
of the length of the daughter flagellum is seen while the length of the mother flagellum remains constant. The length of
these two fully grown flagella remain unchanged while being distributed among the two daughter cells. In the lower panel, the
evolution of the population of the mother pool and that of the daughter pools are shown during different phases of the cell cycle.
((Equation used : equation (A1) and equation (A2), Parameters : ω+ = 0.04, ω− = 1.0 × 10−4, Nmax = 400, kcy1 = kcy2 =
5.0 × 10−6, Ωe = 0.2, Γr = 1.0 × 10−3, k = 1.0 × 10−3, J = 0.09, ρ = 0.1, v = 0.9, δt = 4.0 × 10−5minutes, δ` = 0.008µm.,
Initial condition : NM (0) = 200, LM (0) = 1100, LD(0) = 0.
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FIG. 5: Mechanism I applied to ciliogenesis in Leptomonas pyrrhocoris: In the upper panel, the temporal evolution
of the lengths of the mother and daughter flagella are shown. During the pre-division, the mother flagellum shortens and
the daughter flagellum elongates simultaneously. After the cell division, both flagella continue growing till they attain their
interphase lengths. In the lower panel, the concomitant temporal variation of the population of the precursors in the mother
pool and that in the daughter pools are shown during different phases of the cell cycle. (Equation used : equation (A1) and
equation (A2), Parameters : ω+ = 2.0 × 10−4, ω− = 1.0 × 10−5, Nmax = 100, kcy1 = kcy2 = 5.0 × 10−6, Ωe = 0.33, Γr =
2.0 × 10−3, k = 2.0 × 10−4, J = 0.09, ρ = 0.1, v = 0.9, δt = 2.0 × 10−5minutes, δ` = 0.008µm., Initial condition :
NM (0) = 16, LM (0) = 2500, LD(0) = 0).

A. Mechanism I applied to Pedinomonas tuberculata

By solving the set of coupled equations (1) and (2), we first show that the mean length of the sole flagellum of
P. tuberculata and the steady state population of the pool is maintained in the interphase (see Fig.4). Then, by
solving the set of coupled equations (A1), we account for the flagellar replication in P. tuberculata in the pre-division
phase as shown in the plot in Fig.4. During this biflagellated phase, we managed to keep the mean length of the
parental flagellum constant by choosing sufficiently high rates of precursor synthesis (ω+). This high rate of precursor
synthesis ensures that even during the ciliogenesis of the new flagellum, when precursors are delivered at a significant
rate to the new flagellum , the pool still manages to have sufficient amount of precursors for the maintenance of the
steady length of the parental flagellum. Once the daughter flagellum grows fully and becomes as long as the parental

flagellum fCDL
(In)
M (fCD = 1), the bifurcation of the mother pool begins. We capture this phenomena using the set

of the coupled equations mentioned in (A2). Again due to the sufficiently high rate of synthesis of precursors in the
pools to which the respective flagella are coupled, their lengths remain unchanged at this stage.

B. Mechanism I applied to Leptomonas pyrrhocoris

By solving the set of coupled equations (1) and (2), we first show that the mean length of the sole flagellum of
L. pyrrhocoris and the steady state population of the pool is maintained in the interphase (see Fig.5). Then, by
solving the set of coupled equations (A1), we account for the flagellar replication in L. pyrrhocoris in the pre-division
phase as shown in the plot in Fig.5. During this biflagellated phase, the mother flagellum shortens. Due to the small
population of the precursor in the pool and slower rate of precursor synthesis (ω+), the cell could not meet the high
demand of fresh precursors for the assembly of the new daughter flagellum. The longer mother flagellum continues
releasing precursors due to ongoing turnover at the tip and send them back to the pool for recycling. However, due
to greater demand, the recycled precursors are imported by the shorter daughter flagellum. As a result, the longer
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mother flagellum shortens because it is unable to import precursors to replace the loss caused by the turnover. The
new daughter flagellum keeps growing at the expense of shortening of the mother flagellum. Cell division initiates

when the daughter flagellum grows to fCDL
(In)
M = 10µm (fCD = 0.5, L

(In)
M = 20µm) and the pool separation begins.

We capture these phenomena using the set of the coupled equations written in full detail in (A2). At this point, due to
length dependent incorporation of the precursors, the daughter flagellum incorporates precursors with a comparatively
slower rate and the precursor pool is also replenished. With the separation of pools, the mother flagellum finds a
pool dedicated to it only and now could regrow back to its actual interphase length with the continuous supply of
precursors from the pool which it no longer shares with the other growing daughter flagellum. Hence, the mean
flagellar length of both the mother and the daughter flagella increase in a monotonous fashion in the post-division
phase (see Fig.5).

The phenomena of flagellar replication in monoflagellates, as described above, is very similar to the regeneration of
a selectively amputated flagellum of a biflagellated C. reinhardtii whose other flagellum is left intact. The length of the
intact flagellum remains practically unchanged while the amputated flagellum regrows to its full length provided the
rate of precursor synthesis is sufficiently high [5]. However, in the parameter regime that are physiologically realistic for
C. reinhardtii, the rate of precursor synthesis is much lower. Consequently, during the regeneration of the amputated
flagellum of C. reinhardtii, the longer flagellum shortens till the growing partner catches up and their lengths equalize;
thereafter they grow together to achieve their steady state length. Very similar trend of variation, namely transient
shortening, followed by elongation, of the parental flagellum can be observed also in the monoflagellate P. tuberculata
if the rate of precursor synthesis is not sufficiently high.

C. Mechanism II applied to Monomastix

We capture ciliogenesis in Monomastix using the set of coupled equations (A3) formulated for the mechanism II and
the solution is depicted in Fig.6. In Monomastix, the pools begin to separate during the pre-division phase. During
this phase, the parental flagellum starts to shorten (see Fig.6). Pool separation results in monotonous decay in the
population of precursors in the mother pool to which the parental flagellum is coupled (see the inset in Fig.6). As a
result, the effective growth rate of the mother flagellum decreases monotonically to negligibly small value. The linear
decay of mother flagellar length, observed in Fig.6 is a consequence of the overwhelming dominance of its disassembly
rate Γr(1− ρ)2.

When the parental flagellum shrinks to length fNFL
(In)
M = 4 µm (fNF = 0.67, L

(In)
M = 6 µm), two new flagella

emerge from the adjacent daughter pools. When the parental flagellum further shortens to length fAL
(In)
M = 3 µm

(fA = 0.5, L
(In)
M = 6 µm), it gets discarded by deflagellation. Before discarding the parental flagellum, the cell becomes

tri-flagellated for a very brief period with two growing daughter flagella and one shortening parental flagellum. During
this brief period, the daughter flagella grow quickly to half of the normal interphase length. The amputation of the
parental flagellum is followed by a stage in which the cell becomes effectively biflagellated. Thereafter, with the the
complete separation of the pools, two new monoflagellated daughter cells emerge, each bearing a single immature
flagellum (in terms of length). The flagellum of each of these monoflagellate daughter cells keep growing till they
attain their normal interphase length.

D. Mechanism II for Pseudopedinella elastica

The quantitative description of cell division and ciliogenesis in P. elastica displayed in Fig.7 have been obtained by
solving the set of coupled equations (A3). Ciliogenesis in P. elastica is very similar to that in Monomastix except for
three main features: (i) the length of the flagellum of P. elastica in the interphase is about 20 µm whereas that in
Monomastix is about 6 µm, (ii) instead of the numerical value fNF = 0.67 in case of Monomastix, the corresponding
value for P. elastica is f NF = 0.1 which implies that two new flagella emerge when the parental flagellum in P. elastica

shortens to fNFL
(In)
M = 2µm (fNF = 0.1, L

(In)
M = 20µm) and (iii) in contrast to the numerical value fA = 0.5 in case of

Monomastix, the corresponding value for P. elastica is f A = 0 which implies that the parental flagellum completely
resorbs. All the qualitative features of ciliogenesis in P. elastica are captured by solutions of our model equation as
plotted in Fig.7.
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VI. CORRELATIONS IN LENGTH FLUCTUATIONS DURING MULTI-FLAGELLATED STAGES

We need to monitor the instantaneous flagellar length in each realization of ciliogenesis for computing the correlation
between the length fluctuations of distinct flagella of a single monoflagellate cell during its muti-flagellated transient
existence. Hence, we carry out the Monte Carlo (MC) simulation of the model as described in section IV. We
generate 1000 sample trajectories for all the flagella which the cell bears in the multi-flagellated state and extract the
instantaneous flagellar lengths for calculating the correlation function as described below .

We label the two distinct flagella of our interest by the indices µ and ν. Before presenting the results, let us
introduce the following definitions: suppose, the total number of realizations generated by the MC sampling is n. Let
Liµ(t) and Liν(t) denote the length of flagellum µ and ν at time t in ith realization. The instantaneous mean length of
the flagella are defined as

〈Lµ(t)〉 =

∑n
i=1 Lµ

i(t)

n
, and 〈Lν(t)〉 =

∑n
i=1 Lν

i(t)

n
, (5)

while the corresponding variances are given by

V ar(Lµ) =

[
1

n− 1

n∑
i=1

(〈Lµ(t)〉 − Lµi(t))2

]1/2

, and V ar(Lν) =

[
1

n− 1

n∑
i=1

(〈Lν(t)〉 − Lνi(t))2

]1/2

.

(6)

and the covariance Cov(LµLν) is given by

1

n− 1

[ n∑
i=1

(〈Lµ(t)〉 − Lµi(t))(〈Lν(t)〉 − Lνi(t))
]1/2

(7)

In terms of these variances and the covariance, the correlation between the flagellar lengths is defined as

Corr(LµLν) =
Cov(LµLν)

V ar(Lµ)V ar(Lν)
; (8)

and it gives a quantitative measure of the correlation of fluctuations in the lengths of the two flagella labelled by µ
and ν.

In the above formulae, t denotes the MC step. The averaging is carried out over large number of sample paths by
repeating the process. The correlations provide insight into not only the nature of communication among the flagella,
but also the extent of sharing of the the precursor pool among the flagella during the pre-division phase.

A. Correlations of flagellar length fluctuations in Pedinomonas tuberculata- Mechanism I

1. Correlation between length fluctuations of the mother and daughter flagella C(LM , LD) in pre-division stage

The correlation in fluctuation of length of the mother (M) and the new daughter flagellum (D) is denoted by
C(LM , LD). Initially, when the new daughter flagellum emerges and starts growing, C(LM , LD) becomes slightly
negative and thereafter becomes zero (see figure 8 (a)). Due to the high assembly rate of the daughter flagellum,
initially the common mother pool starts to get depleted. So, the precursor released by the mother flagellum by ongoing
turnover at its tip is utilised by the daughter flagellum for its own growth for a brief initial period making C(LM , LD)
negative. In the mean time, the pool gets replenished by the synthesis of fresh precursors, and therefore, thereafter
the length fluctuations become uncorrelated.

2. Correlation between fluctuations of length of the two daughter flagella C(LD1, LD2) in cell division stage

During cell division, we refer the mother flagellum M as D1 and the new daughter flagellum D by D2. Now the
daughter pools begin to emerge from the mother pool and, consequently, the population of mother pool starts to fall
due to transfer of precursors to the daughter pools. At this stage the daughter pools don’t have sufficient precursors.
So the correlation (now denoted by C(LD1, LD2)) becomes negative as growth of one flagellum takes place at the cost
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FIG. 8: Correlation : Correlation between the fluctuations of the lengths of two flagella of a single monoflagellates cell
during its muti-flagellated transient existence. The parameters for the MC simulation of (a) Pedinomonas tuberculata, (b)
Leptomonas pyrrhocoris (c) Monomastix spec and (d) Pseudopedinalla elastica are listed in the caption of Fig.4, Fig.5 , Fig.7
respectively and Fig.6.

of shrinkage of the other. But ,once the daughter pools grow to sufficiently large size by synthesizing fresh precursors,
the flagella start exchanging precursors with the respective daughter pools and the correlation among their length
fluctuations start decreasing in magnitude and ultimately becomes zero indicating complete separation of the two
daughter pools (see figure 8 (a)).

B. Correlations of flagellar length fluctuations in Leptomonas pyrrhocoris- Mechanism I

1. Correlation between length fluctuations of the mother and daughter flagella C(LM , LD) in pre-division stage

As the new daughter flagellum emerges, the precursor pool immediately gets exhausted and the new flagellum
grows by incorporating the precursors released by the mother flagellum, resulting in C(LM , LD) ≈ −1. This negative
correlation indicates that the daughther flagellum grows at the cost of shortening the parental flagellum (see figure 8
(b)).

2. Correlation between fluctuations of length of the two daughter flagella C(LD1, LD2) in cell division stage

As the pool separation begins, two new pools emerge each dedicated exclusively to a single flagellum and the flagella
start exchanging precursors with the pools they are attached with. Therefore, the magnitude of the correlation (now
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denoted by C(LD1, LD2)) decreases as the precursor pools segregate, and ultimately becomes zero indicating complete
separation of the precursor pools of the two daughter cells (see figure 8 (b)).

C. Correlations of flagellar length fluctuations in Pseudopedinella elastica - Mechanism II

1. Correlation between length fluctuations of the mother and daughter flagellum C(LM , LD)

In case of Pseudopedinella elastica, interesting nontrivial behavior of the correlations functions are observed when
the cell is effectively a transient triflagellate. The negative correlation function C(LM , LD) (see figure 8 (b)) indicates
shortening of the original flagellum of the mother and the concomitant elongation of the new flagella for the daughters.

2. Correlation in fluctuations of the length of the daughter flagella C(LD1, LD2)

C(LD1, LD2) is initially positive and is of maximum magnitude because both the daughter flagella start growing.
Then, as the flagella grow further, the correlation starts to decay with time and the fluctuations of the two become
uncorrelated in Pseudopedinella as the separations of the two daughter cells near completion (see figure 8 (b)).

D. Correlations of flagellar length fluctuations in Monomastix spec- Mechanism II

1. Correlation between length fluctuations of the mother and daughter flagellum C(LM , LD)

The correlation functions C(LM , LD) and C(LD1, LD2) for Monomastix spec are qualitatively similar to those for
Pseudopedinella elastica as both of these follow the mechanism -II. The minor quantitative difference between the
correlation functions of the two monoflagellates arise from the fact that fA = 0 for one (Pseudopedinella elastica)
while it is non-zero for the other (Monomastix spec).

VII. CONCLUSION

In this paper we have developed theoretical models for the length control of flagellum, which is a specific type
of long cell appendage in eukaryotic cells. Specific systems that we have studied here are monoflagellates, which
are uni-cellular organisms that possess a single flagellum for almost the entire period of their lifetime except a brief
duration before their division into two daughter cells. A unique feature of these organisms is that for a short period
just before their division they become multiflagellated.

Flagellar length is regulated by bi-directional motorized transport of precursor proteins between the base and the
distal tip of the flagellum. Our models combine the concepts of (i) time-of-flight mechanism for length sensing, (ii)
length-dependent loading of precursor as cargo on intra-flagellar transport (IFT) trains pulled my molecular motors,
and (iii) traffic of the IFT trains that are physical realizations of totally asymmetric simple exclusion process (TASEP).
Results of our model faithfully describe the time-dependence of the flagellar lengths. Note that we have not discussed
here the implications which emerge due to the treatment of IFT train traffic as TASEP. Other interesting features of
the TASEP based flagellar length control model are discussed in detail in our previous publication [5].

During the brief period when the monoflagellate cell leads the life of a multi-flagellate, the flagella communicate via
the common pool of precursors that they share. In order to probe the nature of the cooperativity of the flagella that
arise from such communication, we have computed correlations between the fluctuations of the lengths of different
flagella by Monte Carlo (MC) simulations. A similar approach may be used in future for experimental study of the
role of the common pool in terms of correlation functions.

Appendix A: Rate equations for ciliary length dynamics in monoflagellates

In this appendix we write down the rate equations that govern the ciliary dynamics in monoflagellates by mechanisms
I and II described in the main text.
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1. Mechanism I

The coupled differential equations depicting their temporal evolution is:

dLM(t)

dt
=

[
NM(t)

Nmax

]
e(−2kLM(t)/v)JΩe − Γr(1− ρ)2 (A1a)

dLD(t)

dt
=

[
NM(t)

Nmax

]
e(−2kLD(t)/v)JΩe − Γr(1− ρ)2 (A1b)

dNM(t)

dt
= ω+

[
1− NM(t)

Nmax

]
− ω−NM(t)− dLM(t)

dt
− dLD(t)

dt
(A1c)

When LD(t) = fCDL
(In)
M , the cells begin to divide. The mother flagellum will be inherited by one progeny whereas

the daughter flagellum will be inherited by another progeny. So, let us now change the notation M → D1 and
D → D2. With this the coupled equations now become:

d[LD1(t)]

dt
=

[
ND1(t) +NM(t)

Nmax

]
e−2kLD1(t)/vJΩe − Γr(1− ρ)2︸ ︷︷ ︸

Daughter flagellum exchanges precursor with the mother and daughter pool

(A2a)

d[LD2(t)]

dt
=

[
ND2(t) +NM(t)

Nmax

]
e−2kLD2(t)/vJΩe − Γr(1− ρ)2︸ ︷︷ ︸

Daughter flagellum exchanges precursor with the mother and daughter pool

(A2b)

d[ND1(t)]

dt
=

[
ND1(t)

ND1(t) +NM(t)

][
ω+

[
1− ND1(t) +NM(t)

Nmax

]
− ω−[ND1(t) +NM(t)]− d[LD1(t)]

dt

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸
Change in precursors population due to their synthesis, degradation & exchange with the flagellum.

+ kcy1NM(t)Θ(NM(t))︸ ︷︷ ︸
Precursor transferred from

mother pool till it exhausts.

(A2c)

d[ND2(t)]

dt
=

[
ND2(t)

ND2(t) +NM(t)

][
ω+

[
1− ND2(t) +NM(t)

Nmax

]
− ω−[ND2(t) +NM(t)]− d[LD2(t)]

dt

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸
Change in precursors population due to their synthesis, degradation & exchange with the flagellum.

+ kcy2NM(t)Θ(NM(t))︸ ︷︷ ︸
Precursor transferred from

mother pool till it exhausts.

(A2d)

d[NM(t)]

dt
=

[
NM(t)

ND1(t) +NM(t)

][
ω+

[
1− ND1(t) +NM(t)

Nmax

]
− ω−[ND1(t) +NM(t)]− d[LD1(t)]

dt

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Change in precursors population due to their synthesis, degradation & exchange with the daughter flagellum D1.

+

[
NM(t)

ND2(t) +NM(t)

][
ω+

[
1− ND2(t) +NM(t)

Nmax

]
− ω−[ND2(t) +NM(t)]− d[LD2(t)]

dt

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Change in precursors population due to their synthesis, degradation & exchange with the daughter flagellum D2.

− d[LM(t)]

dt︸ ︷︷ ︸
Exchanging precursors with

the mother flagellum

− [kcy1 + kcy2]NM(t)Θ(NM(t))︸ ︷︷ ︸
Tranferring precursors to the

daughter pools

(A2e)
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2. Mechanism II

The set of coupled equations which describe the entire temporal evolution of the mother and the daughter flagella
and the pools as well are given by:

d[LD1(t)]

dt
=

[[
ND1(t) +NM(t)

Nmax

]
e−2kLD1(t)/vJΩe − Γr(1− ρ)2

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Daughter flagellum exchanges precursor with the mother and daughter pool

× Θ(fNFL
(In)
M − LM(t))︸ ︷︷ ︸

Ensures the elongation of daughter flagellum

when mother shortens to fNFL
(In)
M .

(A3a)

d[LD2(t)]

dt
=

[[
ND2(t) +NM(t)

Nmax

]
e−2kLD2(t)/vJΩe − Γr(1− ρ)2

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Daughter flagellum exchanges precursor with the mother and daughter pool

× Θ(fNFL
(In)
M − LM(t))︸ ︷︷ ︸

Ensures the elongation of daughter flagellum

when mother shortens to fNFL
(In)
M .

(A3b)

d[LM(t)]

dt
=

[
NM(t)

Nmax
e−2kLM(t)/vJΩe − Γr(1− ρ)2

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Mother flagellum exchanges precursor with the mother pool only

× Θ(LM(t)− fAL(In)
M )︸ ︷︷ ︸

Ensures that when the mother flagellum shortens to

fAL
(In)
M and gets discarded, it stops changing its length

by exchanging precursors with mother pool

(A3c)

d[ND1(t)]

dt
=

[
ND1(t)

ND1(t) +NM(t)

][
ω+

[
1− ND1(t) +NM(t)

Nmax

]
− ω−[ND1(t) +NM(t)]− d[LD1(t)]

dt

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Change in population due to synthesis and degradation
of precursor by the daughter pool is proportional to the relative size of the pool

and by exchanging precursor with daughter flagellum

+ kcy1NM(t)Θ(NM(t))︸ ︷︷ ︸
Precursor transferred from

mother pool till it exhausts.

(A3d)

d[ND2(t)]

dt
=

[
ND2(t)

ND2(t) +NM(t)

][
ω+

[
1− ND2(t) +NM(t)

Nmax

]
− ω−[ND2(t) +NM(t)]− d[LD2(t)]

dt

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Change in population due to synthesis and degradation
of precursor by the daughter pool is proportional to the relative size of the pool

and by exchanging precursor with daughter flagellum

+ kcy2NM(t)Θ(NM(t))︸ ︷︷ ︸
Precursor transferred from

mother pool till it exhausts.

(A3e)

d[NM(t)]

dt
=

[
NM(t)

ND1(t) +NM(t)

][
ω+

[
1− ND1(t) +NM(t)

Nmax

]
− ω−[ND1(t) +NM(t)− d[LD1(t)]

dt

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Change in population due to synthesis and degradation
of precursor by the daughter pool is proportional to the relative size of the pool.

+

[
NM(t)

ND2(t) +NM(t)

][
ω+

[
1− ND2(t) +NM(t)

Nmax

]
− ω−[ND2(t) +NM(t)]− d[LD2(t)]

dt

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Change in population due to synthesis and degradation
of precursor by the daughter pool is proportional to the relative size of the pool.

− d[LM(t)]

dt︸ ︷︷ ︸
Exchange precursor with

the mother flagellum

− [kcy1 + kcy2]NM(t)Θ(NM(t))︸ ︷︷ ︸
Tranferring precursors to the

daughter flagella during cell division

(A3f)
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