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Statistics of runs and tumble lengths

(Berg & Brown ’72)
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Statistics of runs and tumble lengths

(Ban et al Science 2010)

CW ~ tumbleCCW ~ run



(Segal, Block & Berg 1986)

Chemotactic response



(Saragosti et al. PNAS 2011)



(Masson et al. PNAS 2012)
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Chemotaxis response

to an impulse

to an concentration ramp (Shimizu et al. 2010)

(Segal, Block & Berg 1986)


