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Nature uses elongated shapes and filaments to build stable structures, generate motion, and allow
complex geometric interactions. In this Review, we examine the role of biological filaments across
different length scales. From the molecular scale, where cytoskeletal filaments provides a robust
but dynamic cellular scaffolding, over the scale of cellular appendages like cilia and flagella, to the
scale of filamentous microorganisms like cyanobacteria which are among the most successful genera
on Earth, and even to the scale of elongated animals like worms and snakes, whose motility modes
inspire robotic analogues. We highlight the general mechanisms that couple form and function.
Physical principles, such as classical elasticity and the non-reciprocity of active matter can be used
to trace unifying themes linking these systems spanning about six orders of magnitude in length.

I. INTRODUCTION

The interconnectedness between form and function in
biology has been quantified at least since D’Arcy Went-
worth Thompson’s influential work [1]. Because geo-
metrical features influence and direct biological activity
through physical forces, it seems worthwhile to explore
the link between geometry and biological function. In
this Review, we examine a simple geometrical shape –
the filament – which is pervasive in the architecture of
living organisms, and discuss the function of filamentous
shapes and the physical advantages they offer.

Filamentous shapes permeate every length scale in the
biological world. Natural evolution has found that the
geometrical properties of long aspect-ratio shapes can be
used in a multiplicity of useful ways. The biopolymers
forming the cytoskeleton provide structural integrity to
the cell and form an intracellular transportation system.
Cytoskeletal networks generate cytokinesis [2], migration
[3, 4], and apical contraction [5], and even generate cy-
toplasmic streaming in the Drosophila oocyte [6].

At length scales of a few microns, cilia and flagella can
generate fluid flow and active motion due to their fluid
dynamical interactions [7–9] and they can synchronize to
generate metachronal waves [8, 10]. Microorganisms such
as filamentous fungi form complex networks of hyphae
following available water and resources, and can move
cytoplasm along the network [11]. Filamentous fungi are
also the group of fungi most often used in biotechnolog-
ical processes and include perhaps the most important
fungus in the history of humanity: Penicillium rubens,
which was used by Alexander Fleming to extract peni-
cillin [12–14]. The slime mold Physarum polycephalum
performs cytoplasmic flow across its network akin to a
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generalised form of peristalsis, which is optimised when
the wavelength of the peristaltic wave is of the order of
the size of the network [15]; this filamentous network can
even encode memory about nutrient location in its mor-
phology [16]. In the prokaryotic domain, cyanobacteria
were among the first microorganisms to straddle the tran-
sition from unicellular to multicellular organisms [17, 18],
and include numerous filamentous species.

Box I | Geometry of filaments

A filament can be described as a portion of a three-
dimensional curve, whose local orientation changes
smoothly along its length. The curve needs to be suffi-
ciently smooth, that is, it is at least thrice continuously
differentiable. The Frenet frame or trihedron is a local,
right-handed, orthogonal coordinate system with basis
(t, n, b). We indicate the curve by r(s), where r is the
position vector and s is the arc length of the curve. The
tangent unit vector to the curve is defined as t ≡ dr

ds
.

The normal unit vector n ≡ dt
ds

/| dt
ds

|, and always satisfies
n · t = 0. Furthermore, κ ≡ | dt

ds
| is the local curvature of

the curve r(s). Finally, the binormal vector b ≡ t×n to-
gether with t and n form an orthonormal basis for space.
These three vectors obey the Frenet–Serret equations

dt

ds
= κn ,

dn

ds
= −κt + τb ,

db

ds
= −τn ,

where τ is the torsion. The Frenet trihedron can be
useful in the description of the helical motion of free-
swimming organisms [19–21], sperm cells [22, 23], chiral
active particles [24], and for gliding motility [25].

At much larger length scales, organisms such as worms,
snakes, and eels have elongated bodies that grant them
ecological advantages. Worms, for example, can form en-
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FIG. 1. Filamentous shapes in biology. (a) Growing complexity of filaments across orders of magnitude in length, from nucleic
acids that store information, to biopolymers that provide structural integrity to cells and form networks spanning the entire
cytoskeleton. Flagella and cilia self-assemble from polymers to generate motion. Bacterial cells such as cyanobacteria self-
organize into filamentous shapes. Animals, from worms and nematodes to snakes and eels utilize elongated shapes to achieve
locomotion and collective behaviour. (b) Hypothetical schematic diagram of the biological function emerging from the three
main properties of biological filaments: their length, their rigidity (measured by, e.g., Young’s modulus), and their structural
complexity, such as twisting, cross-linking into a network, up until the tissue level of the muscle fibers or an entire body.

tangled ‘blobs’ that exhibit shear-thinning rheology [26]
and reversible self-assembly [27]. Such advantages can be
combined to create higher levels of complexity, such as
in a network built from cross-linking filaments, as illus-
trated in Fig. 1.

Although the systems described above span about nine
orders of magnitude in size (from nucleic acids in the
nanometre range in diameter, to snakes and eels in the
metre range), it is possible to identify and discuss gen-
eral physical features of elongated shapes (from macro-
molecules to whole organisms) that depend on the geo-
metrical form of filaments and, in turn, influence their
biological activity.

How do cytoskeletal filaments generate structural in-
tegrity in the cell, how do groups of cilia generate fluid
flow, or how do large elongated organisms generate un-
dulatory locomotion? Understanding how physical sys-
tems interact via simple rules to generate interesting col-
lective behaviour can and will have novel applications.
The condensed-matter motto of ‘More is Different’ pro-
posed by Philip Anderson [28] is a guiding principle in
this field. For example, a self-organizing robot exhibits
behaviour intermediate between solid and liquid with
adaptive capabilities such that it can flow over obsta-
cles [29]. This combination of flexibility and structural

integrity is reminiscent of a cell’s cytoskeleton, or even of
snake locomotion. Each of these filamentous systems can
serve as inspiration for new biosynthetic materials [30].
Examples of this principle are the realisation of strain-
stiffening metamaterials using PDMS slats that mimic
cell behaviour [31], or the use of carbon nanotubes to
study the effect of crowding and filament stiffness on their
microscopic dynamics [32, 33].

Physically, the rigidity and length of different biofila-
ments determine the class of models used to describe their
mechanical and dynamical properties. If fluctuations are
not important (because of the filament’s rigidity or be-
cause of the length scale of observation), the biofilaments
can be effectively described as smooth lines. In this con-
text, we can mathematically describe filaments as a curve
in a three-dimensional (3D) space whose local orientation
changes smoothly along their length. Box I describes the
Frenet–Serret equations used in differential geometry to
characterize a curve.

At smaller length scales, such as inside the cell, the
polymeric nature of biofilaments is consequential and this
character is amplified by the nonequilibrium nature of the
fluctuations. For example, variations in polymer stiff-
ness and connectivity of actomyosin networks by actin
filament bundling and cross-linking proteins can system-
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atically tune the mechanical response of actin networks
from extensile to contractile [34, 35].

Another dimension, useful in classifying filaments in
the natural world, is the complexity of their organisa-
tion. Single globular actin proteins (G-actins) assemble
in filaments (F-actin), which together with cross-linking
proteins and a myriad of other molecules form cytoskele-
tal networks. Multiple cells, in turn, can assemble into
simple filaments, such as the Oscillatoria lutea cyanobac-
teria, or form even more complex filamentous organisms,
such as nematodes, eels and snakes.

In this Review, we discuss the physical processes and
properties of filamentous shapes in the biological world
across length scales. Section II discusses the role of biofil-
aments inside the cell. Section III reviews the role of fila-
mentous cellular appendages, such as the locomotor func-
tion of cilia and flagella. In Sec. IV we discuss the biolog-
ical properties of filamentous bacteria. Section V deals
with macroscopic elongated organisms, such as snakes
and eels. Finally, in Sec. VI we outline a roadmap of
future work and outstanding questions at this exciting
frontier shared by biology and physics, to establish a
common framework describing the physics of biological
filaments (Fig. 1)

II. BIOPOLYMERS & CYTOSKELETAL
FILAMENTS

The cytoskeleton is a 3D polymer-based scaffold that
spans the entire interior of a cell and defines cell morphol-
ogy [36]. The basic building blocks are few key proteins
that assemble together into a broad range of filaments
[37]. These filaments together with a host of proteins that
bind to the filaments’ sides or ends form a network that
provides mechanical stability to the cell [38]. Using only
a few building blocks allows great flexibility and economy
of materials. For example, cytoskeletal polymers achieve
the same rigidity (elastic modulus) of gel-like substances
with two orders of magnitude less material [38, 39].

Biological filaments are subject to different types of
deformations: extensional and compressional forces and
moments that cause the filaments to bend and twist.
Any deformation mode costs energy, which is continu-
ously used in the cytoskeleton to maintain the cell in a
nonequilibrium state and allows dynamic control and re-
configuration [35]. The theory of elasticity can help iden-
tify the associated bending energy Eb [40], see Box II.

Generally, one expects the bending energy to be pro-
portional to the square of the deformation, i.e., of the
curvature; if the symmetry of the system does not distin-
guish positive and negative curvature, linear terms in the
curvature cannot be present. To lowest order, the energy
of deformation is then quadratic

Eb = 1
2βf

∫ L

0

(
∂2r

∂s2

)2

ds , (1)

which is known as the Kratky–Porod model [41].

At the molecular level, cytoskeletal filaments are lin-
ear polymers: monomers that are bound together as an
unbranched chain. Physically, they can be distinguished
by their stiffness. Thermal fluctuations induce random
deformations of the filaments; thus, the thermal energy
kBT is a natural scale to classify the ease of bending. The
ratio λp = βf

kBT is the persistence length of the filament.
By comparing λp with the filament length we can classify
filaments as follows.

Box II | Elastodynamics

Let us consider a small section of a thin rod. We assume
that bending is in the zx plane, where z is parallel to
the unperturbed rod (deviations of a slightly bent curve
from a plane, its torsion, are higher order than its cur-
vature [40]). Because external forces are zero, it can
be shown that a thin volume element of the rod de-
forms only by extension (or compression), although this
amount varies from point to point along the rod. The
relative extension of an element of length dz is x/Rc,
where Rc is the local radius of curvature. The strain
tensor component uzz = x/Rc, and the stress tensor
component σzz = E uzz [40], where E is Young’s mod-
ulus. The bending energy per unit length L is then
Eb/L = 1

2 σzzuzz = 1
2 Ex2/R2

c . Integrating now over
the cross-sectional area yields Eb = 1

2 βfκ
2L, where

βf ≡ EI is the flexural rigidity or bending stiffness of
the filament, I ≡

∫
x2dA the second area moment or

the area moment of inertia. For a solid cylinder of radius
R, βf = 1

4 πR4E, and for a hollow cylinder with inner
radius Ri, βf = 1

4 π(R4 − R4
i )E. In general, however,

the radius of curvature of the bending need not be con-
stant but might vary along the contour of the filament.
For dynamical processes, the Euler–Lagrange equations
for an energy function that includes kinetic energy, the
elastic energy Eb and an external load q yield the Euler–
Bernoulli dynamic beam equation [42, 43]

∂2

∂z2

(
EI

∂2w

∂z2

)
= −ρA

∂2w

∂t2 + q(z) (2)

where w(z) is the deflection of the filament from the
equilibrium along its length z, and q(z) the load. These
equations can be used to characterize buckling, e.g. in
microtubules observed in living cells [44, 45].

If λp ≪ L the filament is considered flexible (the fila-
ment will exhibit highly coiled configurations); if λp ≈ L
the filament is termed semiflexible, coiling and knotting
are not present but thermal fluctuations can induce bend-
ing [46]; if λp ≫ L the filament is stiff, and it appears as
a stiff rod. The persistence length can be measured from
the fluctuations of the filament. Under thermal fluctu-
ations, the tangent t to different parts of the filament
performs a random walk. The correlation between two
different points will then exhibit an exponential decay
⟨t(s+ ∆s)t(s)⟩ = e−∆s/λp .

The cytoskeleton is highly dynamic, because its con-
stituents can be assembled and disassembled as the need
arises due to permanent energy dissipation. Cytoskele-
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Biofilament Shear modulus G Persistence length λp Young’s modulus E Bending stiffness βf

units Pa µm kPa N m2

Actin 283 [47] (§) (10 − 20) [48] (1 − 3) × 106 [49] 7.3 × 10−26 [50]
Fibrin 104 [47] (§) (0.1 − 1) [48] (1 − 15) × 103 [51]
Vimentin 32 [47] (§) (4 − 12) × 10−27 [52]
Keratin 6 × 103 − 108 [53, 54]
Microtubules 34 [47] (§) (4 − 6) × 103 [48] (1 − 50) × 106 [50, 55] 2.2 × 10−23 [50]
Cellulose 138 × 106 [56]
Bacterial flagella (0.1 − 380) × 106 [57] (0.1 − 100) × 10−23 [57]
Motile cilia (0.01 − 120) × 106(†) (0.3 − 6) × 10−21 [58, 59]
Filamentous cyanobacteria (0.4 − 11.2) × 103 [60, 61] (16 − 46) × 103 [60] (1 − 20)−17 [60, 62]
C. elegans (adult) (80 − 140)(*)[63] ∼ 10−13 [63]
Eels and snakes 100 − 1000 [64, 65] 10−2 − 10−3 [66]

TABLE I. Physical parameters characterizing examples of biological filaments, from cytoskeletal structural components and
flagella, to filamentous organisms, up to the scale of snakes. (§) For shear-modulus measurements, strains were imposed by
rheological measurements ranged from 1 to 5% and frequencies from 1 to 10 rad/s [47]. (†) Estimated from βf . See text for a
discussion about this large range. (*) Approximating C. elegans as uniform rods.

tal filaments are grouped into three main classes: micro-
tubules, actin filaments, and intermediate filaments [37],
see Fig. 2. The main differences among these three types
of filaments are their mechanical stiffness, polarity, and
the molecular motors associated with them [37]. We now
discuss these three classes of biofilaments in turn.

• Microtubules are hollow and polar tubular struc-
tures, which grow by the addition of tubulin dimers (8
nm in length) bound to GTP (guanosine-5’-triphosphate)
molecules [67, 68]. Microtubules are the stiffest cytoskele-
tal filaments, see Table I. They are formed by α- and β-
tubulin protein dimers. The protein dimers polymerize
into linear chains, called protofilaments, which arranged
as a hollow cylinder constitute a microtubule; most eu-
karyotic cells contain microtubules with 13 protofila-
ments, characterised by an internal diameter of about
15 nm and an external diameter of about 25 nm [48, 69].
Microtubules perform crucial functions in the life of a
cell. During cell division, microtubule nucleate from the
centrioles that organize the mitotic spindle [70]. Micro-
tubules are also the building blocks of eukaryotic cilia
and flagella [71, 72].

The considerable stiffness of microtubules is reflected
in a persistent length λp of about 5 mm, which can span
the entire length of an animal cell [37], and a Young’s
modulus ranging from one to 50 GPa, depending on their
length, or on the formation of network structures [50, 55],
see Table I. Classic experiments employed thermal fluc-
tuations to measure the flexural rigidity of microtubules
βf = 2.2 × 10−23 N m2 [50].

Microtubules are highly dynamic systems, where the
cell-regulated nonequilibrium processeses of polymerisa-
tion and depolymerisation [73, 74] of a microtubule co-
exist (known as ‘dynamic instability’ [75]) and extend
to a large fraction of the microtubules in a cell. The
tau protein (short for ‘tubulin associated unit’) main-
tain the stability of microtubules in the axons of neu-

rons [76], however, when hyperphosphorylation occurs,
the microtubule disintegrate and the tau proteins form
aggregates (neurofibrillary tangles, which are tangles of
tau filaments) that are associated with neurodegenerative
diseases [77, 78].

A single microtubule never reaches a steady state
length but persists in prolonged states of polymerisa-
tion and depolymerisation that interconvert infrequently
[79]. The cell uses the free energy of GTP hydrolysis to
drive the nonequilibrium polymerisation; this free energy
is ≈ 7.5 kcal mol−1 under standard conditions, or ≈ 12.5
kcal mol−1 in vivo [79, 80].

Recent measurements have shown that as microtubules
grow or shrink, they undergo conformational changes.
The GTP-tubulin dimers are initially curved at an an-
gle of ≈ 12◦; after binding they straighten but exert a
stress on the rest of the filament structure; finally, af-
ter GTP hydrolysis the α-tubulin shortens by 3 Å and
releases the stress, which can be harnessed to perform
work [67, 81, 82]. These conformational changes in the
dimers generate long-range interactions along the micro-
tubules that modulate their growth [67].

Perhaps the most important example of microtubule
self-organisation is the mitotic spindle, which partitions
the set of chromosomes from a cell into two copies for the
daughter cells [83, 84]. The polarity of microtubules is
essential in this process, as each half of the spindle con-
tains uniformly oriented microtubules, with their minus-
ends at the pole (towards the centrosome) and their plus-
ends extending away. The initial growth of microtubules
around centrosomes is based on their dynamic instabil-
ity, with random phases of growth and shrinkage probing
the cytoplasm for kinetochores (the so-called ‘search-and-
capture’ model [85]). That many classes of kinesins play
a role in the spindle formation is evidence that the mi-
totic spindle is a nonequilibrium self-organised structure
[84].
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• Actin filaments are composed of (globular) G-actin
monomers which readily assemble into long strings called
F-actin (“F” for filamentous) of about 8 nm in width [48].
Actin filaments are about 300 times less stiff than micro-
tubules, with βf = 7.3 × 10−26 N m2 [50], a persistence
length λp ≈ 18 µm [50], and with a Young’s modulus
E ≃ (1 − 3) GPa, which is comparable with Young’s
modulus for bone (9 GPa) [49]. Interestingly, actin is
less resistant to bending than microtubules only because
it is thinner, and not because it is more compliant than
tubulin [50]. It is also worth comparing the Young’s mod-
uli of actin and tubulin. The measurements of βf for a
microtubule implies a Young’s modulus E ∼ 1.2 GPa,
while for actin E ∼ 2.6 GPa [50]. This is comparable
with E ∼ 2 − 8 GPa of silk (Bombyx mori) [86–88], or
with E ∼ 2.5 GPa of keratin (from birds’ feathers) [89].
These are all proteins employed by the cells to generate
tensile strength [50], so it is not so surprising after all
that filaments with similar Young’s modulus evolved for
the cytoskeleton.

Both actin filaments and microtubules are polar fila-
ments, that is, they have a positive and a negative end
due to an asymmetry at the molecular level. Hence, they
can function as train tracks along which molecular mo-
tors move. Dynein and kinesin are the motor proteins
associated to microtubules; by means of ATP hydrolysis
they can transport vesicles, mRNA, and other proteins.
Myosins are the motor proteins associated to actin. They
are a superfamily [90]: at least 35 classes of motor pro-
teins associated to actin filaments are known [91] and
used for vesicle transport; they are responsible for mus-
cle contraction in myocytes [92], and are macromolec-
ular filaments. Some members of this superfamily, the
non-muscle myosin II (NM II) are even involved in cell
adhesion and migration [93].

Actin is present in high concentrations in the acto-
myosin cortex of animal cells, a layer attached to the
inner surface of the cell membrane, and its function is
to generate tension and regulate force and cell shape
[96–98]. Actin is the main constituent of lamellipodia,
two-dimensional structures responsible for movement of
e.g. epithelial cells [99], and is involved in cell adhesion
[100, 101]. The versatility of actin is but an example of
the fact that the molecular organisation of biofilaments
is extremely flexible; as a further example, amyloid fibrils
can change bending rigidity by four orders of magnitude
due to varying backbone interactions in the cross-β struc-
ture [102].

Actin plays a major role during embryonic develop-
ment, as the cells have to undergo a specific sequence
of physical and biological changes [103]. Physically, cell
cortical forces, cell adhesion and motility together pro-
duce self-organisation both at the tissue level and within
single cells, e.g., reorientation of the polarity plane [104].
Another physical factor involved in tissue morphogene-
sis is actin-myoosin flows (or cortical flow), that is, a
cell-scale internal flow of actin components of the cortex
[105]. Various aspects are at play here: the character of

(a)

(b)

FIG. 2. (a) Endothelial cells from cow lung with two compo-
nents of the cytoskeleton: microtubules (green) and actin fil-
aments (red) [94]. (b) Confocal microscope image of a mouse
3T3 fibroblast cell. The nucleus has been stained blue, and
two components of the cytoskeleton, actin microfilaments and
intermediate filaments, are stained red and green respectively
[95].

the actin-myosin flow dynamics (pulsatile versus contin-
uous) and direction (centripetal or anisotropic) influence
force generation; additionally, to transmit forces to other
cells, this flow needs to be coupled to adhesion complexes
at the cell membrane [103]. Although much has been un-
derstood about force generation in cells and tissue, there
are still many open questions about how the exquisitely
complex self-organised process is controlled by the cell.

• Intermediate filaments (IFs) are the most flexible of
the three classes of cytoskeletal filaments, but they are
also a very diverse class of filaments [106]. Estimates of
their persistence length range from λp = 415 ± 45 nm
for human wild-type vimentin [107] to λp = 2.1 ± 0.1 µm
[108]. There are six classes of IFs [109], which include,
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e.g., keratin, desmin, vimentin, and nuclear lamin. Struc-
turally, IFs exhibit a hierarchical structure [110]. The
alpha-helical domains form a coiled-coil structural motif,
composed of two parallel in-register chains. Two chains
aggregate in parallel to generate an IF molecule, and then
two such molecules assemble in an antiparallel fashion
to form a four-chain structural unit [109]. IF proteins
are highly charged, thus representing versatile polyam-
pholytes with multiple functions due to their strong self-
assembling ability [111]. IF is built as a complex network
of ionic interactions formed by the acidic rod and the
basic head domain, and, unlike microtubules and actin
filaments, IFs are non-polar, and lack enzymatic activ-
ity [111]. IFs form networks of filaments with important
mechanical properties: upon being mechanically stressed,
the network becomes stiffer [47, 111, 112].

Cytoskeletal networks and viscoelastic properties. The
viscoelastic properties of cytoskeletal filaments are
closely linked to their biologic function [49], because their
extreme aspect ratio and rod-like structure dominate the
rheological behaviour of the cell, and changes in their
structure may cause gel-sol transitions observed when
cells are activated or begin to move [47]. Measurements
of the storage modulus G′ for F-actin and fibrin suggest
that the molecular basis of the viscoelasticity of these
two types of networks is similar and may be approxi-
mated by the steric hindrance of diffusion of long, in-
terpenetrated filamentous polymers [47]. While the vis-
coelastic measurements of these biofilaments can be ex-
plained with isotropic models, there is ample evidence
that microtubules and F-actin undergo a transition from
isotropic to liquid crystalline solutions under the influ-
ence of shear stresses [113], other macromolecules [114],
or even spontaneously [115–117], because of the strong
thermodynamic drive for long rod-like filaments to form
liquid-crystalline arrays [118, 119].

Cytoskeletal filaments play a fundamental role in the
mechanical properties and the biological function of the
cell. This functional importance is due to not just the
physical properties of isolated filaments, but, perhaps
more crucially, to their structural organisation. Most
cytoskeletal filaments form networks, and by controlling
their architecture and connectivity cells achieve remark-
able material properties [120, 121].

Actin filaments are assembled by actin-binding pro-
teins into branched, cross-linked networks; the list of such
proteins is vast but includes, e.g., α-actinin, β-spectrin,
filamin, and fimbrin. These complex, dynamically-
reassembling, dendritic networks generate force at the
cell periphery that creates membrane protrusions (lamel-
lipodia), that in turn produce the cell’s directed motil-
ity, essential in processes such as embryonic development,
wound healing, and the immune response [122].

The networks assembled with semi-flexible cytoskele-
tal filaments have unusual viscoelastic properties [38, 120,
121, 123–125]. Upon increasing stress, networks of actin
filaments show stress stiffening behaviour up to a critical
stress of σc ∼ 270 Pa, after which the networks enters

a stress-softening regime that is reversible, that is, if the
stress is reduced no hysteresis is observed [126]. A micro-
scopic mechanism that explains such behaviour is based
on the initial resistance to stretching due to entropic ef-
fects in the biofilaments, leading to the stress-stiffening
regime. Above σc, some filaments under compressive
stresses will buckle, which decreases the elasticity of the
network and leads to the stress-softening regime [126].
This is at variance with the behaviour of flexible poly-
mers networks, which exhibit stress softening only due
to failure and is not reversible [49]. Furthermore, cy-
toskeletal filaments show negative normal stresses, that
is, when sheared they tend to pull inward [127]. On
the other hand, flexible-polymer networks exhibit posi-
tive normal stress. These nonlinear viscoelastic features
of cytoskeletal filaments contribute to generate the struc-
tural integrity and strength of the cell.

Biofilaments exist also outside of the cell. In animal
cells, collagen is the most important filament found in
the extracellular matrix [128]. There are many types of
collagen molecules, but e.g. in humans more than 90%
are type I collagen, found in skin and tendons. Type I
collagen forms fibers in a hierarchical structures. The
amino acids chains form together a triple helix, called
tropocollagen, with a diameter of ≈ 1.5 nm. Multiple
tropocollagens bundle together into protofibrils (diame-
ter ≈ 6 − 25 nm). Multiple protofibrils further bundle
together and form collagen fibril (up to 1µm in length,
≈ 100 nm in diameter). The fibrils can then form thicker
fibers, which self-organize into a disordered network, the
collagen matrix [128]. The collagen matrix exhibits non-
linear elasticity, with an elastic modulus depending on
concentration, pH, and ionic strength, and ranging from
few Pa up to hundreds of MPa [129, 130].

In plant cells, the most abundant and important fila-
ment is cellulose. This is a linear polysaccharide chain
of glucose monomers. The numerous hydrogen bonds
within and between chains gives them considerable stiff-
ness and generates robust fibrils, which are used in the
cell walls of plant cells. Depending on its microstructure,
the Young’s modulus of cellulose ranges from ≈ 25 GPa
[131] (for microcrystalline cellulose) to 114 GPa (for bac-
terial cellulose) [132] or the classic measurement 138 GPa
[56].

A review of cell biopolymers cannot be complete with-
out mentioning nucleic acids: DNA and RNA. The
physics of the DNA helix, or generally of nucleic acids, is
surprisingly complex [133], and is inspiring a number of
applications in nanotechnology [134–139]; but, unfortu-
nately, we do not have the space to address it here. There
are, however, numerous excellent reviews on DNA’s and
RNA’s structure and biochemical interactions [140–144]
and also on application of topology to DNA [145, 146]
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III. CELLULAR APPENDAGES

In a letter sent to the Royal Society of London in 1676,
van Leeuwenhoek reported the discovery of protozoa and
the observation of cilia and flagella. He wrote: “I also
discovered a second sort of animalcules, whose figure was
an oval, ... provided with diverse incredibly thin little feet,
or little legs [cilia], which were moved very nimbly ..., and
wherewith they brought off incredibly quick motions” (cf.
translation of letter 18 [147, 148]).

Today, our language has changed a bit, and we de-
scribe cilia and flagella as slender, hair-like appendages
that extend from the main cell body and perform diverse
functions, such as enabling cell movement [149, 150],
generating flows [151–153], sensing environmental stimuli
[154, 155] and attachment to surfaces [156, 157]. While
there are a myriad of different filamentous appendages
found in biology, here our focus is on those most widely
studied, while also aiming to capture the diversity of their
structures, properties, mechanisms and functionalities.

Across the tree of life, the most well studied cellular
appendages are those used for motility, in particular the
flagella in prokaryotes and cilia in eukaryotes. These
filaments whip, wave, or rotate through the action of
molecular motors that transform the cell’s chemical en-
ergy into mechanical energy [8, 149]. The resulting non-
reciprocal motion enables net propulsion within the cell’s
microscale, viscosity-dominated environment [9, 158].

Box III | Drag anisotropy

Drag anisotropy refers to the directional dependence of
drag forces acting on an object as it moves through a
medium. Due to their elongated form, filaments expe-
rience less hydrodynamic drag when pulled along their
length than when pulled perpendicular to it. Drag
anisotropy can be quantified as the ratio

ξ = ζ⊥

ζ∥
, (3)

where ζ⊥ and ζ∥ are the friction coefficients for motion
perpendicular and parallel to the object’s length. Typi-
cally, for filaments ζ⊥ ≈ 2ζ∥. The total drag force density
(drag per unit length) opposing a filament’s motion at
low Reynolds number (i.e. viscosity-dominated regime) is
given by Fd = −(ζ∥v∥ +ζ⊥v⊥), where v∥ and v⊥ are the
projections of the local velocity into directions parallel
and perpendicular to the segment [9, 159].

A low Reynolds number world. At the microscale in
which these filaments operate, inertia is insignificant and
viscous forces dominate. In fluid dynamics, this is the
world of ‘Low Reynolds number’. The Reynolds num-
ber describes the ratio of inertial to viscous forces and
is defined as Re = ρUL

η , where ρ is the fluid density, η
its viscosity, and U and L are characteristic velocity and
length scales, respectively. In the world of a planktonic
cell, Re ≈ 10−5 − 104, thus, in this viscosity-dominated

environment, cells overcome and even exploit drag to
generate motion [9, 158]. Cells can achieve this due to
the anisotropic drag (defined in Box III) of slender ap-
pendages, which allows propulsive forces to be generated
perpendicular to the local velocity of the filament [9].
Additionally, drag-based thrust relies on the ability of
filaments to perform time-periodic deformations that are
also time-irreversible motions, crucial for creating a non-
zero time-averaged propulsive force [9, 158]. This can be
achieved via the rotation of helical flagella or the whip-
like beating of cilia.

Multiscale dynamics. The activity of cellular filamen-
tous appendages encompasses dynamics across multiple
scales [8], offering physicists many opportunities to de-
velop frameworks and provide insights into how these
dynamics integrate and interact across scales. Nanoscale
molecular motors drive shape changes and motions of in-
dividual filaments, while these shape changes drive fluid
flows [8, 149]. Resistive force theory (RFT) and slen-
der body theory (SBT) are two hydrodynamic models
of fluid-structure interactions for slender bodies within a
low Reynolds number environment (see reviews [9, 150]
and references therein). Both are used to estimate the
propulsive forces generated by slender appendages based
on their waveforms and resulting microswimmer veloc-
ities. While RFT is a simpler approximation that ne-
glects long-range hydrodynamic interaction, SBT is more
accurate but also more computationally intensive. Me-
chanical coupling, both via hydrodynamic interactions
and the internal cell cytoskeleton, enables coordination
of multiple appendages [160, 161], and motivates a range
of work that considers cellular appendages as coupled os-
cillators [162, 163]. Arrays of cilia can synchronise into
metachronal waves [160, 164–166], while the bundling
and unbundling dynamics of groups of bacterial flag-
ella are key for their run-and-tumble motility behaviour
[167, 168]. Large numbers of cilia can also group to-
gether to form compound ciliary structures, such as the
leg-like ‘cirri’ the ciliate Euplotes uses for walking [169]
and the comb plates of ctenophores that comprise tens
of thousands of cilia [170]. The individual and collec-
tive activity of filamentous appendages drive fluid trans-
port, self-propulsion and organism-environment interac-
tions. Groups of microswimmers can display collective
behaviours such as bacterial swarming [168, 171] and for-
mation of bioconvection patterns that arise from hydro-
dynamic instabilities [172–176].

Considering the variety of mechanisms cells employ
to actuate their filamentous appendages, these can be
broadly classified into four different principles of activity:
rotational actuation of passive helical propellors, linear
motor actuation of flexible filaments to generate bend-
ing, assembly-disassembly dynamics, and pre-stressed
springs; see Fig. 3 for the corresponding schematics and
examples.

Rotationally actuated filaments. The rotation of pas-
sive filaments by cells involves a rotary complex embed-
ded in the cell membrane at the base of the filament
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FIG. 3. Four principles of activation in filamentous cellular
appendages. (a) Rotationally actuated filaments are typically
rigid helical filaments rotated at their base, such as bacterial
flagella seen here in an image reproduced from [177] of a fluo-
rescently labelled Escherichia coli cell. (b) Linearly actuated
bending is the mode of activation found in the cilia of eukary-
otes, with typical waveforms consisting of power and recovery
strokes. The microalga Chlamydomonas uses two cilia for
motility, here shown as three overlaid frames from a movie of
its swimming behaviour. (c) Assembly-disassembly activity
involves the dynamic extension and retraction of filaments,
such as in pili used to generate twitching motility in bacte-
ria and archaea. An example cryo-electron micrograph of a
negatively stained wild-type Thermus thermophilus cell shows
long flexible pili filaments [178]. (d) Pre-stressed springs re-
spond to changes in intracellular calcium resulting in rapid
movements, as seen in the time series of the contractile mo-
tion of the stalk of Vorticella [156] and the haptoneme of a
haptophyte alga [179].

where stator and rotary components interact to generate
torque that is transmitted to an inert rigid helical fila-
ment. There are two main examples of such filaments:
the bacterial flagella and the archaea’s archaella [149].
Their molecular structures differ. The bacterial flagel-
lum is a hollow cylinder self-assembled from the flagellin
protein into a a chiral structure [180, 181]. The archaea’s
archaella has a complex structure [182]. However, they
are both ∼10-20 nm wide and up to ∼10 µm in length.
Archaella use an ATPase to generate torque via ATP

hydrolysis [183, 184], while the flagella’s rotary complex
takes a more structurally intricate form and is powered
by the proton motive force [168, 185, 186]. In both cases,
the torque generated by the embedded molecular machin-
ery results in a rotation of the connected passive rigid
filament that in turn acts as a propellor for cell motility
[149].

Linearly actuated filaments. In contrast, cilia (some-
times referred to as eukaryotic flagella) are flexible fil-
aments, typically ∼250 nm wide and up to ∼100 µm
long, and are actuated by linear stepper motors dis-
tributed along their entire length [149]. Cilia have a
highly conserved structure across eukaryotes known as
the axoneme, which comprises 9 microtubule doublets
surrounding a central pair of microtubules [187]. Ciliary
bending and twisting is powered by dynein motors that
walk along the 9 outer doublets. Since the microtubules
are usually fixed to the cell body at the base of the cil-
ium, this linear forcing generates differential sliding be-
tween neighbouring doublets resulting in bending of the
axoneme [188, 189]. The mechanism by which dynein mo-
tor activity generates ciliary beating is still under debate,
with several biophysical models proposed that largely fall
under two categories: (1) mechanical feedback within the
axoneme regulates dynein activity [188, 190, 191], (2)
continuous dynein activity along the flexible filament re-
sults in dynamic instabilities [192]. Dynein motors are
typically distributed along the whole length of the cil-
ium, giving a high degree of flexibility in the types of
waveforms that are possible to produce by coordinating
the dynein activity in different ways. Compared with
the rotation of a rigid filament, which only has a small
set of parameters that can be controlled (i.e. speed and
direction of rotation), cilia have the potential to display
a much more complex and nuanced diversity of wave-
forms, with calcium playing a central role in the regula-
tion of ciliary activity [193]. The ability of cilia to change
their waveform is critical for enabling ciliated organisms
to switch locomotor gaits and perform complex motion
[169, 194]. Although cilia are highly conserved, there are
several examples of variations or additions to the stan-
dard 9+2 axoneme structure that exemplify how cilia
can be adapted to perform specific functions [195]. For
example, the cilium of the parasite Trypanosoma brucei
has a paraflagellar rod, a lattice-like filament that runs
along the length of the axoneme, thought to affect axone-
mal beating by imposing mechanical constraints and con-
tributing to signaling pathways [196]. Excavates, species
of phagotrophic flagellates, are characterised by possess-
ing vaned cilia within a ventral groove whose confined
beating is thought to be particularly efficient for gener-
ating feeding currents [197].

Assembly-disassembly dynamics. An entirely different
principle of activity is that seen in the type IV pili of bac-
teria and archaea, in which cycles of extension, surface
binding and retraction enable cells to perform functions
such as twitching motility, surface sensing and DNA up-
take [198]. This activity is enabled by ATP hydrolysis,
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which powers the rapid assembly and disassembly of pilin
subunits [199].

Pre-stressed springs. Lastly, pre-stressed springs com-
posed of filaments and tubules power many of the fastest
cellular movements [200]. There are two main types: a
microtubule-based system found in some microalgae (i.e.
the haptoneme in haptophytes) [179] and a myoneme
based system found in some ciliates (e.g. the spasmoneme
of vorticella) [201, 202]. In both cases, rapid coiling is
thought to be driven by an increase in Ca2+ concentra-
tion, which changes the energetically preferred conforma-
tion of the filament from elongated to coiled [202, 203].
For the haptoneme, some evidence suggests that this is
driven by conformational changes in microtubule associ-
ated proteins that bind with Ca2+ [179], while for the
spasmoneme it is hypothesised to be a combined electro-
static and entropic effect [200].

Elastodynamic properties. A key mechanical param-
eter for characterising the movements of cellular ap-
pendages is the bending stiffness (see Box II), which can
be estimated from the deformation induced by forces and
torques applied using techniques such as optical tweezers
[204], microneedles [205], magnetic beads [206] or mi-
crofluidic flow devices [57]. Using such approaches the
bending stiffness for the bacterial flagella has been esti-
mated to be 1−1000 pN µm2 (see table S1 in [57]), while
estimates for eukaryotic motile cilia fall within the 300-
6000 pN µm2 range [58, 59, 205, 206]. The Young’s mod-
ulus E is generally estimated indirectly from experimen-
tally measured values of the bending stiffness. This re-
quires approximating the second area moment I, which is
challenging when a filament is not easily defined as a solid
or hollow cylinder, such as in the case for cilia. For motile
cilia, two values are commonly used: I = 1.3 × 10−31 m4

[207] and I = 3 × 10−29 m4 [208], the latter assumed
more relevant for tighter connections between the micro-
tubulues of the axoneme [58]. This gives a large range of
estimates E ∼ (0.01 − 120) GPa.

Appendages as cellular antennae. In addition to their
role in motility and fluid transport, appendages can
also play important roles in sensory reception and signal
transduction that benefit from the geometric and me-
chanical properties of their filamentous form [154, 155,
198, 209]. Cilia often possess many sensory structures
such as chemical receptors and mechanically-sensitive
ion channels that enable them to act as the cell’s an-
tenna [154, 210]. Filamentous appendages can extend
far beyond the cell surface, reaching more well-mixed and
therefore more ‘representative’ regions of the surround-
ing environment, making them effective as chemosensory
probes [154]. Additionally, their high aspect-ratio and
high surface area to volume ratio, improves their capture
rate and chemosensory effectiveness [209]. Their elon-
gated shape also means that filamentous appendages can
be considered as extended cantilevers, facilitating their
sensitivity to mechanical stimuli [155].

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 4. Examples of cyanobacteria self-organisation. (a)
Many cyanobacteria species grow into filaments made out of
a chain of identical cells [211]. (b) These filaments are capa-
ble of organizing into intricate structures like reticulate mats
[60], spirals [212] (c), and even ropes [213] (d).

IV. FILAMENTOUS MICROBES

Various microbial organisms have evolved a filamen-
tous body shape. Examples of such organisms that
have attracted the interest of physicists include vari-
ous filamentous cyanobacteria [60, 62, 214–217], filamen-
tous phages [218–220], and nematodes, [63, 221–223]
that straddle the boundary between the microscopic and
macroscopic world. As there are too many filamentous
microorganisms to list, this section will focus on dis-
cussing more generally the implications of a filamentous
body shape at the microscale for a few important classes
of microorganisms.

Having a body with a large aspect-ratio like a fila-
ment comes with some advantages over microbes shaped
as spheres or short rods. An elongated shape increases
the chance of meeting one another in disordered environ-
ments [224]. Thanks to a filamentous shape, microbial
organisms can self-propel without appendages. Rather
than using flagella or cilia to generate motility, they can
bend their whole body to generate thrust thanks to the
different drag coefficients that a slender body experiences
in the direction tangential and perpendicular to its mo-
tion in a viscous fluid [9, 159] (see Box III). A filamen-
tous shape has been observed to be a viable strategy to
avoid predation by protists by simply being too long to
be ingested easily [225] (this approach is however futile
at a certain size difference between devourer and the de-
voured, as is evident in the popularity of spaghetti as
a human food source). The increased surface-to-volume
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ratio of a filamentous shape allows for easier uptake of
nutrients [226], but also allows stronger attachment to
substrates [227] in bacteria, because of a larger contact
patch, compared to a spherical one.

A filament’s most crucial mechanical property is its
bending stiffness. It is known one can draw conclusions
about the forces at play from purely geometrical obser-
vations (see Box II). Techniques to measure the bending
stiffness βf and Young’s modulus E of gliding filaments
with the help of microfluidics [60] and mircopipette tech-
niques [62] have been developed (see Table I).

Filamentous cyanobacteria often exist in a surface-
bound but motile state, called gliding [228–230]. The un-
derlying mechanism that allows the generation of propul-
sive forces in this state is still a matter of debate [231–
235], as no cyanobacteria species are known to possess
flagella [229]. The main mechanisms that are debated
are: type IV pili extension and retraction [229, 236], fib-
rils [232, 235], ejection of a jet of extracellular slime from
junctional pores [233, 237–239] (at least for some species),
and acoustic streaming [217, 234, 240]. By observing the
self-buckling of a filament, the forces at play in its propul-
sion can be inferred via the bending stiffness [62]. Such
observations combined with the independence of propul-
sion speed on filament length implies, that all cells within
a cyanobacteria filament contribute roughly equal to its
propulsion.

Cyanobacteria locomotion exhibits another interest-
ing feature: path-tracking motion, where the body fol-
lows the path laid by the forward end of the filament
[214]. This type of locomotion in worms is also known
as metameric locomotion [241]. Physically, information
about a filament’s orientation persists over the time it
takes a filament to traverse its own length [241]. Al-
though their motility is induced by polar forces, filaments
themselves are seemingly nematic, with no head or tail
end. In fact, cyanobacteria have been observed to reverse
their direction of motion frequently, as a strategy to navi-
gate towards more favorable conditions, and even to form
communities. [229, 242–244]. Given the delocalised na-
ture of the filaments propulsive mechanism, a high degree
of intercellular coordination is required to reverse the di-
rection of motion, with the mechanisms of communica-
tion between cells not yet understood. Confined active
filaments with low bending rigidity have been shown to
curl up into tightly wound spirals (see Fig. 4(c)), effec-
tively trapping themselves, greatly impeding their mobil-
ity [245–248]. Utilising reversals is a strategy to escape
this trapped state [212].

Having a high aspect-ratio allows microbes to effec-
tively sample changing conditions within space. While
organisms with short bodies commonly have to move
around to find favourable conditions, essentially sampling
the environment at random to inform their movement
through chemo- or phototaxis, elongated filaments can
sample gradients along their body and react before they
have wholly immersed themselves in an unfavourable en-
vironment. Cyanobacteria, for instance, have been ob-

served to react to light shining only onto parts of their
body [249, 250], showing scotophobic responses, well be-
fore the whole filament loses access to light by reversing
its gliding direction [215].

Having an elongated body may even allow organisms to
be in two places with different conditions at once. Cable
bacteria are filamentous, multicellular bacteria belonging
to the family Desulfobulbaceae. They can conduct elec-
trons over centimetre scales [251, 252]. Through their
filamentous shape they can couple sulfide oxidation in
deeper, anoxic marine sediment with oxygen reduction
in surface layers [253–255]. Electrical activity is also in-
volved in a microbial feat of engineering: some electroac-
tive bacteria produce nanowires to transfer electrons to
extracellular electron acceptors [256]. These are, e.g.,the
Geobacter sulfurreducens or the Shewanella oneidensis
MR-1 bacteria [257–260].

Filamentous microbes can explore spaces inaccessible
to plumper organisms with the same volume. Semiflexi-
ble active filaments have been shown to effectively explore
porous environments [261]. Many soil dwelling microbes
are filamentous in shape, in addition to their ability to
explore a porous environment it has been speculated that
their shape may enable them to fix their position in
space, by wrapping around soil particles [226], allowing
them to resist being washed away by percolating water.
Entangled filamentous microbes have been observed to
stabilize their habitats and protect them against erosion
[262, 263]. Furthermore, nonmotile cells exploring a poly-
meric fluid can form long cables as they proliferate [264].

Their filamentous nature allows filamentous organisms
such as cyanobacteria to organise into structures much
larger than an individual filament [214, 216, 265, 266].
Their filamentous shape allows them to glide over one
another without losing contact with the substrate. The
dynamics of gliding filaments result in the formation
of a network-like reticulate pattern of filament bundles
[214, 216, 266] (see Fig. 4(b)). Under different condi-
tions, filaments have been observed to form aster-like
aggregates [244]. These relatively simple, mostly two-
dimensional structures may serve as a starting point for
filaments to organize themselves into even more intri-
cate three-dimensional structures, ranging from complex
patterned biomats [265, 267] to the filaments weaving
themselves into ropes [213] (see Fig. 4(d)), bridging large
distances. The physical mechanisms behind this level of
self-organisation and how the mechanical properties of
these structures compare to that of a single filaments is
yet to be understood, but can shed light on biofilm forma-
tion [268, 269]. It is plausible to presume that such com-
plex assemblys could exhibit unusual rheological proper-
ties, just like those observed in cytosceletal networks (see
Sec. II).
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V. UNDULATORY LOCOMOTION AT THE
MACROSCOPIC SCALE

At the organismal scale, animals with a slender and
deformable body shape are also ‘active filaments’, and
in some cases the analysis and framework presented in
the previous sections could still apply. Diverse ani-
mals locomote by propagating undulatory waves. These
body deformations are used to propel the organisms for-
ward, although the actuation mechanisms may be very
different across species and spatial scales (Figure 5).
Well-studied examples include crawling worms [270, 271],
swimming eels [272], and gliding snakes [273]. The study
of both limbed and limbless movement has paved the
way for understanding the origins and principles of neuro-
mechanical control in diverse organisms, particularly the
interactions between neural patterning and muscular ac-
tivity [274]. Undulatory or sinusoidal locomotion strate-
gies evolved across different phyla, often according to a
basic neural circuit design involving mutually inhibitory
halves with the left and right sides deforming alternately
[275]. These insights into the neural basis of behaviour
have led to the development of novel bio-inspired mech-
anisms for actuating synthetic systems including robots
[276].

Since wave-like deformations are inherently non-
reciprocal, they form the basis of diverse motility strate-
gies through different media. In some cases, despite the
large difference in scale compared to microscopic organ-
isms such as flagellates and cyanobacteria (see Sec. III
and IV), the undulatory locomotion of macroscopic ani-
mals such as nematodes and snakes can still be consid-
ered to operate in an overdamped regime where inertia
is negligible, and where friction (instead of fluid viscos-
ity) dominates. This is particularly true of locomotion
in sand or granular media, where a resistive force theory
based on drag anisotropy (see Box III) has been derived
empirically, inspired by the movement of slender bodies
through viscous fluids [277, 278].

At the individual organism scale, distinct undulatory
behaviours can arise from the same underlying struc-
ture and neural circuitry. A given body shape can be
decomposed into a small number of principal compo-
nents or oscillation modes, reflecting the intrinsically low-
dimensional nature of the posture space, and allowing di-
verse undulatory shape modes to be reconstructed with
only a small number of parameters [283]. In the exam-
ple of C. elegans crawling, its motion in 2D is stereotyped
and well-captured by just six basis modes, or eigenworms
[270, 271]. Frequency and amplitude thus uniquely define
a gait, which in turn determines the distance traversed
by the organism in one cycle. Notions such as geomet-
ric phase can help understand and predict the mapping
between these gaits and eventual displacement in the
lab frame [284]. These dynamics are not totally uncon-
strained however, undulatory locomotion across swim-
ming sperm, nematodes, and even fish in overdamped
environments may be subject to a universal dispersion re-

FIG. 5. Undulatory locomotion of active filaments across
scales. (a) For C. elegans crawling movement on agar [279].
(b) Sidewinding locomotion of a snake, and (c) the timetrace
of tracked points along the body of the snake as it moves
on sand [280]. (d) Vinegar eels self-organise into metachronal
waves [281]. (e) Topological entanglement in worm blobs [27].
(f) Bio-inspired snake-like robots with CPG-like control mod-
ules [282].

lationship [285, 286]. Thus, active filaments can achieve
highly reconfigurable dynamics with minimal neurome-
chanical coupling.

Collectively, filamentous organisms also engage in
novel behaviours that may not be accessible by individu-
als. At sufficiently high densities, these filaments self-
assemble to form adaptive active materials with both
solid-like and liquid-like properties, that are capable of
emergent functions such as directed locomotion or smart
navigation. Macroscopic ‘blobs’ of the 1 cm-long Cal-
ifornia blackworm Lumbriculus variegatus undergo dy-
namic collective movements to avoid desiccation or ther-
mal stress without the need for any centralised control
[287]. The entanglement, or ‘braiding’, process enables
fast and reversible tangling and untangling of worm col-
lectives. Intriguingly, L. variegatus blobs can take min-
utes to assemble but only milliseconds to disentangle.
A recent study proposed an explanation for this phe-
nomenon by experimentally imaging the 3D trajectories
of the worms and mapping the dynamics onto a 3D fila-
ment model of Kirchhoff rods [27]. The unique, activity-
dependent rheology of entangled blobs of Tubifex tubifex
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worms was also studied and shown to be shear-thinning,
but with a different scaling compared to polymer melts
[26]. These properties can even be harnessed to en-
able activity-dependent separation (chromatography) of
worm mixtures [288]. In another free-swimming nema-
tode Turbatrix aceti (vingar eels), concentrated suspen-
sions of these organisms display large-scale metachronal
waves surprisingly similar to those found in ensembles of
cilia and flagella [281, 289]. Understanding how these de-
formable filamentous bodies actively control the topology
and rheology of the collective could inspire novel designs
of functionally tunable synthetic materials [290].

More generally, undulatory or anguilliform locomo-
tion in elongated bodies allows for direct interactions be-
tween an organism and the surrounding medium, which
can yield novel principles of biomimetic/bioinspired loco-
motion reliant on embodied design with few mechanical
components. Self-propulsion can also be easily adapted
for movement through different environments, for exam-
ple for snakes the same basic locomotion mechanism can
be equally effective for locomotion on land as well as in
water [291, 292]. In more extreme cases, ‘flying’ snakes
from the genus Chrysopelea use body undulations to gen-
erate lift to glide stably over several metres through the
air [293].

From a control theoretic perspective, undulatory loco-
motion is universal perhaps because it reduces the need
for more complex neural control mechanisms and can
be achieved simply by coordinating alternating waves of
(usually muscle) contraction and relaxation. In some
cases, oscillations emerge spontaneously as a result of
instabilities, for example dynamics reminiscent of ciliary
beating have been observed in macroscopic chains of self-
propelled microrobots, with the transition mapped to a
supercritical Hopf bifurcation [294]. Indeed substrate-
attached, microscopic elastic filaments forced at one end
also exhibit oscillations in different regimes [295–297].
The propagation of waves thus provides one of the sim-
plest possible appendage or body actuation mechanisms,
and naturally breaks time-reversal symmetry (particu-
larly relevant for inertia-free swimming). This results in
highly adaptable and flexible control of movement where
both the speed and direction of travel can be readily
changed in response to stimuli.

VI. ROADMAP & KEY OPEN QUESTIONS

Filamentous structures are ubiquitous in biology from
cytoskeletal filaments to propulsive appendages to whole
organisms. Despite spanning several orders of magnitude
in scale and complexity, surprising parallels can be ob-
served in how biological form translates into physiologi-
cal function in these different contexts. In this review, we
have sought to outline the core physical principles that
govern these relationships and common frameworks for
studying filamentous systems. As cutting-edge experi-
mental technologies continue to deliver ever finer reso-

lution of the molecular composition and architecture of
the constituent parts of organelles, cells, and organisms,
there is increasing need to integrate these insights with
functional assays and biophysical models. At the same
time, we should also be mindful that in many cases the
natural context or habitat in which organisms live could
also contribute to any observed phenomena [298]. There-
fore, there is also a growing need to study and understand
the behaviour of living systems ‘in the wild’, not just un-
der controlled laboratory settings.

Critical to many modelling and simulation approaches
is detailed knowledge of the emergent material properties
of the many types of filaments. Yet such measurements
are not always available as they often rely on access to
specialised technology, such as high-resolution imaging,
atomic force microscopes, micropipette force sensors [63],
or can only be performed on certain filaments, or in non-
living systems or systems that have been rendered pas-
sive. This apparent disconnect requires more holistic,
physics-inspired understanding of the context-dependent
material properties of a filament and filamentous net-
work, particularly due to their out-of-equilibrium activ-
ity. As a concrete example, the measurements of physical
parameters such as Young’s modulus E or the bending
stiffness βf of cytoskeletal filaments as shown in Table I
strongly depends on the chemical and physical context.

Recently, theories of active polymers [299] and ac-
tive nematics [300] have identified interesting collective
behaviour (such as bands, asters, and topological de-
fects [245, 246, 301–303]) that reproduce experiments
with purified systems of microtubules and molecular mo-
tors [304–309]. While these systems shed light on the
nonequilibrium dynamics of cytoskeletal filaments, the
challenge that lies ahead is to develop these theories to-
wards more realistic conditions like those inside the cell,
which is a 3D crowded environment. Thus, these theoret-
ical frameworks should be developed in tandem with ex-
perimental innovations. Identifying appropriate dimen-
sionless quantities from filament properties, like the ones
in Table I, will enable the development of theories de-
scribing common phenomena in the collective dynamics
of filaments. Doing so will allow the development of ex-
perimentally convenient proxy systems. Thus, efforts in
characterising filaments, completing and expanding the
data in Table I is required to develop a unified under-
standing of filament dynamics across scales.

The study of active or self-propelled filaments in bi-
ology have led to advancement of new mathematical
and physical theories, notably in the areas of topologi-
cal braiding and entanglement, nonequilibrium statisti-
cal physics, and extreme mechanics such as supercoiling.
However, one constraint in understanding filamentous
systems is the practical challenge of acquiring good reso-
lution data, and the lack of efficient computational tools
to track filaments, particularly from 3D image stacks.
There is also the open question of which metrics are most
appropriate to describe the deformation of filaments and
their collective organisation. Thus, devising universally-
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applicable, relatively system-independent measures for
such systems requires further innovation.

We speculate that, because living systems apparently
increase entropy production [310, 311] while producing
more complex structures (Fig. 1) during their evolution,
a generalised form of entropy might be a useful quan-
tity in the search of system-independent measures. Be-
cause configurational degrees of freedom (positions, ori-
entations) can be measured, it is possible to define struc-
tural complexity (or entropy) and use it to characterize
living systems. Consider a function ψ(x) representing
the configuration of a system, for example, the atomic
positions in a protein, the orientation of filaments in
a network, or the muscle fibers in a vertebrate. The
complexity of an ensemble can be quantified by means
of a generalised Shannon–Boltzmann entropy [312–314]
H = −

∫
DψP (ψ(x)) lnP (ψ(x)), where

∫
Dψ represents

a path-integral sum over all possible configurations. We
note that elongated shapes have five degrees of freedom

(compare with the three degrees of freedom for a spheri-
cally symmetric object); furthermore, a flexible elongated
shape has 5 degrees of freedom per unit length. Such
explosion of degrees of freedom might constitute an en-
tropic incentive for biological systems to evolve and use
biological filaments.

It is also instructive to ask why filaments are a re-
curring motif across living systems. Not only do single
units admit complex shape deformations, filaments can
also easily self-assemble to form higher-order structures,
or be reconfigured into networks of increasing complexity.
These active physical structures have the capacity to per-
form complex functions without sophisticated control or
centralised computation [315, 316]. Future applications,
particularly in the realm of synthetic biology or bioengi-
neering, may seek to harness the mechanical intelligence
inherent in filamentous structures, to create novel adap-
tive materials.
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