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HMEREYHFHR

KAH

BREH XX

KB T RN 1 5 R% TREFRI, KE 030024

W OE AMERIEEN A Y — DB, TR R R S A M s AR, N 4l
TR A0 A B BB LA R B PE, R MR B B R SR A BT, T R T R 40 T AR T N Ty R H 4 A T B 4l B SR
MG, FEM [ PR RBER S — R B4 OB AT RE T — AR I B I 45 45t X 4 M0 B SR A o 41 Ja AR 78
MAENEF BN, RAS TR EERANE). R, FEfAE, HERAFERE@E S EENL
i, RN AR AR TR EAER., 24 ) AR FEMEER. K97 8RR, HHR> 7RI Y -
e E, AEEVIRANE - LAK - EVRD FEEDF RTINS T REFKF G, X HR e
KR YR I DL R e R A ) B B GO B S AR SCHE T 40 M0 28 = 4 B UM 4% S M e R R L AR 2%
TR, Y12 BTN I8 38 J LR [ B _E AT B 240 B R 20 300 4 A T 5 RS SR B S R

K| mETE,

1 5 8§

HAE 19 LR, B2 RATHIRBINIA ) &
KRR, SRR RB I A U AR A
TS A T N N A D A 2R ) 5 T e
BELE B 0 22 R WS Ak 2 R e g AL U i i
B BUR SR R R SFE R, HPUWOD AR
Wil 7 FF) 7% 5 3 T LA 2= A A ik

T A Y% (mechanocytobiology) T 57 2
FOAEJIRIBCT, 4t M, 4 MO 437 J2 YRR 7 2 e B
B R T1% - AE AT PLE]. B LA M AR Ty
AT AR EE R R R ARTERE Ty, 04 BT fL
FRPE 7 5 B R R A Y B A (T i A
R, B A0 B 2 R A () | R ek 4 (9100
ML Bk, HEEE4RE L Mk 0012 gt
FRARRE b, 3k SoAs A B AL 07 2l At e T 4 B 7 &
e, EL7ERN B 4 M i bR A R AR AR AR KR BR M HL
T BREM AR RXRRUKLTIE - LEES
L, PR 208 T 40 Ml 48 (cytoskeleton, CSK)
WA UL R 5 Z T 5 i AR TE = BRI A
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NERE, MBS, BERE, ¥ REES

M PSP BT (extracellular matrix, ECM) Flfg 54T
%.

TR K Frank Rk 20 g 50 FAAAKR 17
e A R FTHEE & 7L 5~50nm IR FRHA
. T LR, B 9 40 M AR 2 I TR R A
RO AR K ZHACFIRE 4040, 4l M 5 1 BF 50 9 el
T B AOK [0 40 F B RN, T #obs 33K — Fh7E
I3 F )2 R _EAE S R 22 AR R I DL B Rk
FOYAH M 25 PR RS A, T AT DA SURR R B 4 RS
TR B 2% T 40 U AT 2, JE A RE R R R B it BT
B R E A 2 AR A EAER. BZLER
RIESHMITAFE RO EY SRR MR —NEA
B, HERERGE. A, ATETEYY. 299
BN AR — R %) CSK B R, A SCHE SMNE
Y 735 £ B I 3 2407 PR _E R I UR CSK AR [
L 5 BT FIF T LR

2 CSK S RHEEMNEER

CSK 28 F A% 40 Mo rh el 22, B 0 Fp ) 21 4



e RS B B 27 T 40 A R A R BT B B 1 4 Ak T 45 4K
R, "X CSK Ui AR. HEER. 4
JEE A ECMIT (18 1). CSK 75 4e 7 41 fa JE 25
SR FPYE, RERFEH. fR Bk, R ATIH
CEEREME ST RIEREEN. R HEES
ey (WNES T E. & O WO s o) Ak
Wk CSK #A Y BRI R, XA 1 - LS
PR T Y BEELA, TR R N 7 A4 2 1 22 A%
TR E 40 Mz, 98715 4 MRS sh A Bt s RE R 1
FHE, WOV E A, S E AR E (e
% 2538 JU AT A7 B R T B 5l 40 P 4 ™ A I T 3R B T
B, CSK 14 40 M 45 14 1) 25 2 S0 454 e i 4K o)
BUBRER A FIARTE, XS 2298 i B, mT A2 A
JrRI, R A — AR RO RN, AT R e 40 B ) 2
Ko AR B, BT FRERYE CSK
T2 R i A TEK R 440 L 5 ) 1 Ty BE I ALY

CSK 7 1 40 i A 7™ A= B TN 77 72 240 M A= ) = T
RERIBE T R B R TR %, ERERAERKH
HESH YIRS TE A th 5 2 A 5k 191, CSK Bh & 11 M

2% FHAR IR 9 AL AT I A ek (0. Ao &
B RER P ECM K Ho & 40 MUK B 512 i ZE A
B EE MR M. WA SR I . 4 BRI R TH 1Y) 8 B
HIFNE R A BRI . KBk 2 ¥ BRI N 7 £F
YRR RE SRR S D8 B BRI R A 4 1Y
TR ER 1 R, A5 DNA &L, RNA
T, WEEEfR. 5 5% SM ECM =¥ Ll &
Y5 H AR CSK Fil ECM [ /A ¥4 7 3 38 ) B AH
e A Mty R 4 2 T A SR AR
5l CSK 40 k% i — 33 g 29,

2 L I AR R £ T 5 350 T 40 L DA B R N g -
BRRE R KRR AR PO K B sh AT
A B T8 I IR) B0 BRE A, X NRR ST IERRR
PLAT R, T 2 A v 45 M L 2 iy B 7).
b, ShASTMEFNEE AL BLRE CSK TN 489 fin v 2%
m 281, T A 3 e s L 2 1T 4 T P 3 2R T K
F CSK £ 4 )\ 4t Jfa 2 171 ) 40 M i 1) o 382, Hop
JIHME B PR A

(a) HEMARK CSK (b) MK CSK (c) FEFHEM K CSK
K1 Cskl
#F 1 CSK i hFHE
bk M e o ) 4 4
o T, RN o LB E AT

HEES e BIRHE ~10°Pa
AN o PRI AT TR (19
o &2y [20]

o 1 KR 10° Pa ATFMZ
o FEMU SR A WAL R P, 2B
o ARG, (RN BIN Aok 22

o B
o NI KT 20% W, AZKA

o HAEMFERET (5~20 mg/ml) JERLBIY)

o BRF MM, HREZMET,
BOIE LB E AN S

RS HEEY 0.1~10kPa [ F: M 4%
LR o FEROK N AA BE KRB
o FEVRIL R B H AR 2R VE B ME A4 R

o B E ~3 MPal23]

o FEAIREE F R BT TR AR Rk R 4%
o & NAREAL ISR

3 CSK hZE&RE

CSK FI AR i 4k 2 A AL A HEDT AR T I 22 i 24
Muzhfie, EMAELME ISRk, A CSK FAE
R BB RS, & Rk, 295 Bk a0

BN, CSK BEREA S AR —RERINAY
CSK B e T B T 84> CSK LR 428 FERE ) (3
. S, ), WEHRER; H—RIWNA CSK
ARTE fie 1 £ H BN SRR 250 e, BT IE BTN g
Gil.
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3.1 #x#EE! (open-cell foams model)

VTR R PR AT R A TR B M 4% (] 2). A
BB <68 S BOR MR 40 5 IR AR LI
FAXF LR B BE o FULBH 8 4 4 1) BT R4 IRAR
OB RHON I R B B AT VR BT R R S A
TR FEE AT, MR o AN, Zikp i
B’ E oo Bl E o o® 43 HIHCRTFF R 5025 iy,
By ek B S it R 9 g e [0 S 3 B A 7 AR PR AL N Y
B/

B2 MR 4R g 129

Satcher??] Z:F Gibson®!l #8 CSK f&j{t. 4 —4
BT AR E R M 45 (B 2), W50 CSK B 4XT 5557 A
B2 4 Mk 47 4 B STk, R & B A 4R S i
FHILHE 2 WLl 1 W 2 7= AR Y 7 1 B 77 5. A
BRw, CSK MM E F 1—RixA N

E < CEp? (1)

X C BIUVTHE. SNsEAR ¢ ~ 0(10°%)
M E; = 0(10°) B2 gy EXWTH CSK WLsh& [ W
HHIBIUIBE G ~ O(10%) Pa, sXAME 7 BT I 1% 77 K5
B 4 B IR B O(102~10%) Pa 9 _ERR. 14T,
L R TR T T N ) 4 5 AR b S AR T AL i B
B I3 B 40 B JRy 58 B2 4% e it 22 BR FS)  AR A AL R AE —
3 [26],

Stamenovid®3! % [& 0 T B 1 R B 7 B AT B
P, AWABERBER o 1 E HS5WhEAMERE
F—HE%, HMit E OBESRAE 103~10"Pa 2
M. DABAS g5 oo 4 B o4 EZEHCBUAN I EF i
WS SERRWBHME E. AU M
A g 17 1 YL AR ABE 2R 5 R W 000 Sk 4 i e A
. AW, A EKRERINESEN T, B,
T 0 0 5 A R 4 T ) X - RN 7 1 4K
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3.2 WL 71 454 (prestressed structures)

TN 7 2544 DA &5 ¥ o4 56 A A2 1) e b ) B
NS PR FE A AR . TN TR S5 H AR e, NI
BEHERKR, ToHN S, Zi o RIGTIAIR,
WRI, IRk SBEFNSBOEIR R, X REH K B
FRAER: S9H 7= 40 ) IRBIA T, BY PIRL R 5 Bl b
JIRIE L BRI R B BN S SR, RREZ
AbAE T A7 P45 7 K. A S g5 TR W F7 52 2
SRS AR, AR S84 H AR oo A, B
TN 3 75 R B0 3R R AE A R ERAS P, CSK T
I 7 G5 K B R W A AR R . B T R K A A
A,

3.2.1 HERMLIEA! (cable network model)

Coughlin 1 Stamenovié5] $ERE 40 s CSK &
A0 R HH TC B B AH T B 25 ) SRR S R W 4%, T R
BRI R 3 40 L B S CSK 21 4 F) 8 ok 6 4 LI 1 7 2
W&, BF5¢ CSK AR RE 7. J7 40 A Rst P dep itk A2
Brix: (1) BRI LML RINE BB E O 4
(2) TCEEE IR A~ CSK VA AH 3 4F 2 7] AH T AE A
(3) I8l A AR A B 4 B 70 B e 2 o ) 2 [ B ) S
WX (4) BEERAMA g I12%. BRERANA
B =MW AR ILAE (E 3). FEFEX
AAETBAL A BB, PR RY i B Hh T Bk [ e, B
) i A R A 2 — 3 H DA O3B N 2. MR
FOY B 45 # TUART RIS 5 A0 4 46 4 B S8 R K BE Sk il ik

S = \/73(1 +3N)?I3, S= %(1 +N)IE (2
BRBGYHR S R e ARHEMR. TAEHAR
B 122 AT AR AT B A A MR &
S5, WUBHEE 19 25 4 4R 28 P 50 3 — R i A/ iU 7).
Hk, WNsh&Eag4s mRiREmRA 0 B R
TENTREE. X ERAE W RS E O 448 (i
i), BAREARSZ L BT R B . B, R4 R B
A Gk HAURSZ 9K 7.

] S p A B FR AL B o P O R . M B T
PR, MEINTERE S R WAL TR, e NMEER
IEBE (z0, Yo, 20) HARBIEL (xi,yi,2:) (i =1,...,n.)
KWy X 75 B E R

e

Fi(z; —x0)
2
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20) P (x4, yi, z;) WIFEE. XTFNABRM=MATE ML
ne SN2 3 F 6. S A HARIATRR Y F1 Z T
WP TR RERBEANEAE (BRE € S5
WP TR, BB A AT T R R R . AR P
AR YE B AT B Newton-Raphson ¥: 784 1381

BRI
EATAVAT AT AVATANATAVA
wgmvmwm

(a) (b)
B 3 KEMH AN CSK AaTEAl =525 4 5 W 4 iy [36]

4R W AR RORG B 4 Jf CSK RO BE AR,
o g i 0 E B R4 R B T 2 R X R AR
VRN T 4 g CSK Ay B0 R H R R
2T .24 L ) ot 2K 1 CSK 4828 W) 45 48 20 %t 48 Wk I

o
Bk >0

AII
gl

AI
€ € € € € « «
R

»
» 0

(a) BERBM H AR

W 7 B . AR A B S — SRk 4 22
FREITHE R, EMR R A Z R FEHIS.
WEH A, B, A 2R B R S 5
9 F7 TR, T 40 B KB T B S 24 30%(.
B BRI BA % 18 AL B TR W A0 I R I S B
SESS ) A =Rk A N € BN b
BEBUARTEAR R A ek . R 4 2R o) 5 A
AR B 40 B g 2 N 58

3.2.2 AR (cortical membrane model)

B FEAS R\ O 4 i 3 B 32 O 5 4 SR BRAE AR iR
(~100nm) )R BUR P 4. 8w g i v i 3 Ty 56 4
H1 32 s B MBTT-68, THRY 40 L B ke g 8 40 e B
VA, T A Ml oh AR S| A, BB AR R R
A 2 B WL Sh & 7B 5UZ A P 5T B s 0 4 I D =
Reb, B R ASIRY R FE RS B 40 i (56, R %
JEREA ho~ 0.1 um BB FRAE WAL, FHRRZ
FREETIN 7, BN 77 IR 40 I BT #2251 g DL #EA
MLBTE B P45, A BN J1 0 o) = TA' /A", H
oo WO Ty, AT RN AT 53 A A T R f
T BRI RS T B (] 4(a)). AEREFLFEI B, @t
L 5 240 i 2% T B 5 38 32 A BB /NERAT 5T 40 R AT
FRIZFHE DY (B 4()), NBREZBIMHEY M,

(b) Bk Hiff

& 4[44]

NN Sy o BHAE/NERTERE, EH P HfE
M = od*hsin 6 (4)

Hep: 0 BABRGEHD O MAMMNEE, dRENKRE
2, h RRERE. BUINIE G R LR Syt B 6
oL 07, i (4) AT

G=-o=20 (5)

£ 6 —0 i, EMBIYIEE G b o P,
S e —3 B G B0 B, Bon
WAk, T R L S0 BOUE N A AR AL Bl

X (5) BRW] G B d BTN, S5 B A
I SR A AR R R H O], R R R A S 10 B R A
FETH AR — Bk, B TEAHE CSK RBUR
— TR B Ak BEBUR, BT DAAE R B 40 B i B AR A
M. TH, XAMRESSEEWEMATE, WK I
T K RS 240 1 2 T B9 7700 30 1% 6 22 M B s R 4k HLE)
RA IR, CSK PN HY 70 AH 3 48 BEIX i A% 3 I A
GRCET OGRS

3.2.3 KT AHEA (tensegrity model)

Fuller ¥k fE BT 4519 % IR T H 8 &
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(tensegrity) ZEHJEBH. S5 HH— R 5 3% SE 1 FF FH 3%
SRR S AL SR B N . B SRR &
454, Ingber % 81 3523 40 fu A8 7 5 ith 45 O A% 3L
AL, A0 40 IR TN ) 9 Tensegrity Z544. & 5
JIT 7 W) G5 R RS R0 A0 JOR PR AT A — B, S5 Hh K 40 i

BRI AN R AT R gty g, ek Bl CSK # L,
BERI N A S 22 Rl e R ST AR 32 3K 0, I BB R X 4t
FETGH ) 3E F ECMUM P4, 3 b, 5k
WFFT R I, 40 HT AR OB e PR T 5 e i e 2
g A R £F 4k 1 77 P-4 (251,

B 5 4l Tensegrity 5tz [14]

Tensegrity J72# WA IERIB 4T B E BN
GrARFSN T RIPERE M. BETCEE M Ty, SR
IO S5 A W 1, R X T A U S P TR, B
JEBER . BRI BRI (1) 4R TORG I 32
. AR H R CSK 9 45 A 3% 40 I % S 2R A DA 45
HME—R; (2) KIELE, BHURB TR AFEH
IV J3 R EE K IR TR AL TFE BT 35 (3) SRR 1 &
B A 4 i 1 T B3R5 0 e AT B D (4) iR
T4k J BN R AR P 3 75 1) L 40 ok 4 ) e e B LA
B4k 57 58 TR 1 4 1 B A AR T ARAT 4 B 5T
N2 F3 P Al A A A R AT e 8 R A% 1 4 AT
BRI A BITA R B

n
Z F; cosb;
P — =1

n{F cosf O¢
= ( “ ) _ @3 (©)
He F 2% 0 MARKKS, 6, BXNSHE&R
MANERMREAE, n Z2EBRES>BMHERE,
() BARTMBARTT MK TH, o RERMHNEE,
o RERAKIKN T, HE, Frf 4R &S A E K
w7 BT MRS RER), AP RSN IERA T, Bk
P22 BEANZS il AN 1L, T R e B3R A IR B
FERBPHER. LA SZN TR, M4 AR P
I 22 77 6 JUART 22 4 sh R /0.

Stamenovi¢!®® B Y4 H 41 il Tensegrity $(2% 4
B (F 6). BRI 24 HREMEFIELAR 6 DRIPEAHH
B AR R R, H AR 2 70 S 40 i o %
FIMBLR. KR E A FUEL SN T HE A & B
144

E = P
1+ 12¢ ™)
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He: ¢ RARWMNE. REAREHMZHHEEBH
JE IR BEAEAEH N (2 0.9%)PY, BT e < 1. #E—3B
B fEA 1R/, 40 f 2 & i F P AT RS, HA
X (7) HEHBI DR ERN G~ 1/3P. Tl G B P 2
PEHE M. Tensegrity 45438 W BN A 2 S AP 25
¥). Canadas 2 521 8 Stamenovi¢50 [ 24 3 28 Pk
PO 2 e R PE Voigt 48R 15 2 565 WO 40 i 3h
AT ARG BME Tensegrity 1%, Sultan % 53] 45
JEMEF R M MBS AT A, HEMRE T Tenseg-
rity Bl 2 H — 5 40 M A W B K47 A A —
H P R B R AT A

B 6 NEMH Tensegrity f# (43]

M2, Tensegrity #i%I % CSK Jy2#4R 4t T R IF
AR, IS LIUESL Tensegrity A
AT DUF 00 48 B X 7 e . SR, I R B A g g
T AR CSK H A& W Jir £ 234



YRR 25 BB IRIRBE. B, FEBR I IE Tenseg-
rity 5 EAE, WALER TS| 7R NI BE IR I AN fE DX 5
CSK B¢ i AR Tensegrity #5584, i H, CSK i
BB AL R4 T I i) 8 — B B 48 Tensegrity 4
R4 HE 5. K Stamenovie® $ H AR D40
Tensegrity FH7 77 B T A5 2L S .

3.3 H# 58 (mechanotransduction model)
Shafrir(®5) 2B 50 40 4 £ 4 45 ¥ RS 50 24 S RfE 5
AR AR M AT RE, BENL T — Rl R OR S8 5 4 T I SR A
BAREN S E O AR RN 5 SR, IR
FEFAN A5 5 1E A T B ma . IR SR T A A S 4 A
ERBERZ WEREMEIENFEEARREHRE. #
R b7 BB RG P A 4 TR BE R SME B R

HBieh: (1) 40 A £ 2 o) 4 4k T 1o BE b 1R 1) T
B (2) WFFARBE; (3) FFF LR 40 M TH A%

BEZ ), (4) AR BB BBERE,; (5) KM 4
B AFIBR DI W BN (6) AR 4
ER R HEE.  Shafrie) fE 10 pm SHKE L
T7 AL R — AN A Spm R, F T et
W 7R

B 7 CSK W %37 M4 sy (55]

Bl 7 AR i RE 2R 3R A4 M 2R T ) 4 B R B
BRI, RB T XRMAEH IR BLEE
N, SE RN R B 4 BAR R B B A 4 5 4 M 40 B
AR A8 R, PR R R B AE B . AL S T 4
RFYFRE, B CSK LAY b 3 35 34 82 1) I AT 44
A, RIPEFF AT # R & Fl CSK Alsh & A .

Shafrirl®®! g fj (LA L 5| A —F B 424 8nm
FKEEAR 0.5~1.5 pm KIFF RN 4. BIRFHER
HesEALE R 6 NSEORTR. A K it BREE R S
55, BDARMBHEREMS TR ETUEBERK
WHERSMELE K. HMEEELE 0.1~10Hz
22 ) W 7 IF 5% s (55560, T AR Y 55 v e R A AL R

HR R R TEE A, HHES T8 2R
MR IR, s, T HEAET CSK EMFLZAE
ST RAERIMEME R, IESREPRMAREMK
. W R—NEE T IS R R G A PR
%, BABBIE SR, B8 HiH CSK
HIfE R A BT RAE S 2P, DB EZ MR
RN

F 8 R RMIEEE AT 5

3.3.1 CSK J1%: - b %% S (mechanochemical trans-
duction)

20 AR T e 32 B R 7 40 L A [ A5 BT CSK
it EHEATH. AW E O AR, RNA iz, BRI
DNA & R 27 RN e 00 7= ) 8 2 o AN 0 1Y)
B BRI 2 FIAZ L T R R B, T ] A S Bl
Wi R AEE R BT 558 S UL ST, W
WEBESHEMERRE T (Na™/HT ¥ T. SR
C. PP125%AK) Mg M55 4 F (3 PI-PKC |
Ca?t | MAPK |, A LiMHIH 7%) SR 4
¥y (focal adhesive complex, FAC) W K& 2B 45 K
Ay gE 4 B8l R FAC WRRE MW RER A K H
FHEBETWFESEIBRETR DM IESES
AR, HAXBESS FATH®HSHFERESE
F, FAC RENESHMAAEMGESIHFBERKE T
il ECM 3 82 80 1 RN 5 % 4k RN 34 1 7T BE AL
RO ARR T B R A SO I R R T I RO
12, {HEEA FREE 75— ML in IPs 7= 4R, BAT]
AT FE ] A B RN R Y PIP AR VA5 G SO FY
BEISBENLRR [ & T FAC dii CSK L1y 981,

CSK B P TR 1 4 -5 A% e Jak i 4 L = T
BRZAR LW ISR RN, BT AT RE Bk A SR B
T AR S A R RS, I FAC RIIE S 5
F.ELMEFEE, B, s EEEATE
ANEERH. XA A AT DUE T ER TR B
SRR I > FOu AR 0 S MOFIAZ AR DL S
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BUAKEE, AB2 877 S B 40 M SR (K JLAT 44 B B 32
AR AT BE A 8 5 40 XS g RO B — A B B AT DR
T 2 7 R 0 AT U R AL Bk D
Bt B is iy m k.

CSK #® e, 4l A BAENBIE H CSK ™A1
5K 7 BN 7 A0 AR SR AT £ A S ECM K S A
A BT 2, KA AL T K OPRAS, B, X4
SR AV F AE— S TN 7 P48 B 48 b B, 4 o
3 06y W 1 B T 40 MR A7 K P B A CSK
A FEM ECM IR R e ey s FAC 1T
RAREBAFSBAMAA, BAFTAN ECM | &
B T TP T3 4 1% 18 15 5 ) 2 TP S P 7E
XS DB, A0 i TT R R K B AN R
SR CSK #H#E K T BURHE S0 7 £, @
SRS T - A FE -CSK- B 5 R 50 5% W 40 i T
fig (6061 CSK JUAT B I8 A3 43 75 23 B3R 40 i ) 44 7
FHB S, N RESRBECRE % - (i
S (620 (R g0l T 5 8 g 5 5 4 T S T 2 AL
FHARRN SN FRARY B R RS K
i, FEAL SV SUTE B A b 3L ] 5% e 4 T 5 6L 4
B, I 5] AE 2 0 40 M B T EBAS S 1 A

4 YRS R M ERE

4 (red blood cell, RBC) BB —H EEY N
2 TAEF AW £ 8, JRE AT H 250 JLAE %
(1) RBC AEBAH BENEHEER; (2) RBC
L5 {7 H B TR KR T AT 1 RS RY, Hitt
AR AR S s (3) KEsgR (03~74)
Bp 0TS (A0 [43.82~86] g5y B (975 T 1
W RBC B3R ML R IB R IE. BARETESSN
FiJ1%0t RBC 37 T KB M, HH9TER EH
R 1 ML 5 2 1 AR T IE R R 2 T I SR A R
M REI = A.

Boall®2) 3£ T4y it RBC B %2 9 4% i) Ifi. 5% # 1 /Y
RYKBERAREERKER 7 1%, BAYHELAE
AR EARER:, BT —F RBC BB MLt
AR (B 9). Boey!"®83) 2 3N 8 N 8 4530 4 T
EA—ANE R =M EAR, #7 T RBC lRE4
Monte Carlo BLIIALR (I 9(b)). BT LM 4 7E T
N3, BN IFEGREE FK 3 MR KRR, §
HT WS AR A L B B S £ R R — S Y 9
FEER X — > SRR B 4 L, T SR XA A B P s
43 S0 RIS JUAT 2544 . HE S 7 =% 40 Bl T 2 45 4 ¥ Y
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Wi, flhn, Boalls2) - ELHULIAT ST T 40 M 2 4 T
FERUH, BR. sh G REIE G JR AR sl AT HE — A
T P& BCER TE 1 40 1.

B9 %= 0B R (43]

Daol®) FI ] Lim®7 i TAE R T e HoR,
EEHE T RBC KR, FeHl%IR T KAWL+
4 JeL R BT D) RS R0 BE . 4t LR AR R IR R R
K R RES B . LB wE%IE
Discher*3] J HA 153 B9 T84 i 5 AL 2 2 13
W 4% 7T BY 1) 6 RN 45 MR St i 5w, [R] B 2% g XX
ERAARMZE. 5 TFRERESHEE RS RERE
B SRR, BRI DNA | &
AR AR AR A AN D Ry - fr
BXRR. BT, M EEERKERE LGS
1pN ¥ 774 P2 H 80 1% 4t i 7= A2 KRB AR A,
i L 72 3 3o B2 o w7 R A AT 4L

B PR A Y R A Ay T S M RN T 4 M
B E, HARERE AR B I#1T
A, T BB BRI R MR, £ 5400
B BTG, o, RBC BRI A
FIEBREQEBGIE, SR T A 0 B SEAR R
AT AR IR I 5% 2K 100 R ) 2 A R R B, AT
i3 L5 85 (1 PO SR W i 2 K

5 HE CSK #HE
CSK Jy2 W JE R T 25 R J1 2 B T3 IR 51, &

LA S 0B %, Hhamags P
B IS R A YR P12 g Rl e AR



7Y 193] e 3 1 T R S B3
5.1 gEE#

Stamenovi % (01 F fg Bk R R CSK 454
JOAFTE A MO i S R R X A R R TR I T k. 3
MEETRELE NS LR AREEM CSK g4
TR R, REAMkgEieE V) AR R
(W) R LME (Warr) 8 R (Wur)
MEBEHTERITGHE Wother)

W =W, +Wur + Wyt + Wother (8)

SRR L B A O AR RE A A2 O ¢ RIS w
At

Wrzl/tudA 9)
2 Ja

R AR - B PR BARE (ERER AR,
BT CSK £ 4k iy 3 PEAN LA 4 o5 LK B IR AE SR BBt
i = R 0 OB TP R = P g
W B MiER. Wyr BT HRETHAZRLH
PERIBRBE, T Warr BT SRB BB RAR [ 52 ) £F
He SR A RRER O, p bk g 7 AT A
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Abstract Cytoskeleton is a transducting medium of forces and biochemical signals and plays a very significant

role in function and morphology of living cells. Cytoskeletal mechanics involves micro/nanostructure models of

cytoskeletal network. We can explore the important life activities of cell and investigate the transduction and

distribution of mechanical forces in cell, the chemical reaction and signal transduction through the interconnected

cytoskeletal network, and see the coupling of mechanics and biochemistry at the molecular level. In this paper,

we particularly review the recent models of cytoskeletal mechanics, theoretical analysis and key accomplishments

from biomechanical point of view.
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