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This document is organized as follows. In Section I, we review the setup of the problem, the governing
Poisson-Nernst-Planck (PNP) equations, boundary conditions, and key modeling assumptions introduced in
the main text. Section IT describes aspects of the finite element method (FEM) to obtain numerical solutions
for the nonlinear PNP equations, including the derivations of the weak forms, and details underlying the
implementation and convergence analysis. Section III considers the problem of spatially uniform pumping,
and uses the linearized equations to derive analytical solutions for the charging and relaxation dynamics.
Finally, in Section IV, we derive the analytical solutions to describe the charging and discharging dynamics
for the problem of spatially localized pumping. We also consider the asymptotic limits to derive the early
and late time behaviors both near and far from the transporter.

I. System description and key modeling assumptions

As outlined in Sec. II of the main text, we consider the case of selective ion pumping through a lipid
membrane that separates two large domains Q% (a € {I,11}) containing a symmetric monovalent electrolyte
at equal concentration. The boundary of domain Q¢ is denoted 9Q%. The system and notations used are
summarized in Fig. S1.

We provide a summary of the non-dimensionalized governing equations and boundary conditions, i.e.
Egs. (4a)-(5d) of the main text. The non-dimensionalized PNP equations are

9 | o e

oCc*

7+ Ve =0, (5.2)
V-D* = 5, (S.3)
v.D" =0, (S.4)

for domains « € {I,II} and membrane M, with the following constitutive laws

= V- (1400 Ve (S5)
- vee v (5.6)
P~ _wae (5.7)
pM — f%WEM . (S.8)

The boundary conditions at the membrane-fluid interfaces S are given by

¢* = M onS*, ae{lIl}, (S.9)

D* n* = DY.n* m S, ac {L11} , (5.10)
jpont = o0 = @58 ons, (S.11)
jIpI ol = jg I = 730(:5’37,{) on S (S.12)

We briefly comment on the boundary conditions at the other system boundaries 90 \ S (Fig. S1). The
boundary conditions (S.11) and (S.12) specify the fluxes of the charge density and salt concentration at S¢.
At all points 9Q° \ S we impose the conditions j? -n® =0 and D% - n® = 0. For an infinite system, these
conditions imply a vanishing of the flux and the normal components of the electric fields at distances far from
the site of ion transport. For a finite system, these conditions correspond to the system being closed and the
system boundaries being electrically insulated. Equation (S.10) results from Gauss’s law and the assumption

of no surface charges on the membrane. We also assume D™ . nM = 0 on the boundary 9OQM \ (SI U SII),
corresponding to electrical insulation.
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Figure S1: A schematic of the setup of the problem with all quantities labeled. Note that L and
RY enter only in the spatially localized pumping problem.

I1. Numerical methods

Equations (S.1)-(S.4) and the associated boundary conditions form a nonlinear system of partial differential
equations (PDEs). We numerically solve these equations using the finite element method (FEM). To do
so, we first derive the weak form of the PDEs in subsection II.1. Next, in subsection II.2, we obtain a
discrete Galerkin approximation of the weak form and derive the equations governing the parameters of
the approximation. We end with a description of the implementation details, the meshing strategy, and
convergence studies in subsection I1.3. The formalism presented here is drawn from Ref. [8].

1. Weak formulation

To derive the weak form of our problem, each Eq. (S.1)-(S.4) is multiplied by a test function corresponding
to an admissible variation, integrated over its domain, and all the integrals are summed. This results in

> / 0.5 5ﬁ“du+/ s 7 55&‘“’*/ (VD" - 57) 66" dv
a ot r Q ot Q

ac{1IT}

+[ (v-D")ssMdv=0, (5.13)
Q

where §5%, 6C®, §¢*, and §¢M are admissible variations. Recall that the electric displacement fields D”
and DV are related to the potentials #* and ¢M through Egs. (S.7)-(S.8). In what follows, we consider
a single continuous potential field ¢ defined on  together with an associated continuous variation d¢.
This is tantamount to strongly enforcing the boundary condition (S.9), thereby automatically satisfying the
continuity of the electric potential. The remaining boundary conditions (S.10)-(S.12) will be weakly enforced.

We now assume that all variations are sufficiently regular so that we can apply integration by parts to

terms involving the fluxes jZ, jg and displacement fields D” and DY in Eq. (S.13). To that end, we consider
p* € HY(QY) Cc* e HY(QY) , beH(Q), (S.14)

5p™ € HH(QY) 5C* € H(Q*) | sp € HY (D), (S.15)

where H!(Q2) denotes the first-order Sobolev space of functions on 2. Drawing the admissible variations

from these functional spaces guarantees that the integrals in the weak form are well-defined. Thus, replacing
§¢* and §¢M with §¢ in the weak form as mentioned before and integrating by parts, Eq. (S.13) yields



/ 6p dv+/ (j?.na)dﬁada—/ jlo)‘.v&padv
Qo o0« Qo
oc> . N 0 SoAa
+ §C* dv + (o -n%)6C* da — Jjo - VoCdv
O Gt o0« 0

+/m(1‘3 )6¢da—/a “

D”
/ (D™ wM)dgda— [ DM Vogdv = 0, (S.16)

ae{1,IT} [

6¢dv—/ p"‘&bdv}

for all admissible 6p%, 6C, and 6¢. Rearranging Eq. (S.16) by grouping terms corresponding to the bulk
and the boundaries we obtain

{ {/ 8p ——0p° dv—/ Jp Véptdv+ | aact 5C* dv
ac{LII} “ §2e S

Do‘~?6g5dv7/ ﬁaaédv] 7/ V&;de}
Qo Qo oM

+{ > [/ (jz'na)éﬁ“daJr/i (¢ -n®)oC* da
ac{LI1) L7o0e of1e

Boundary terms (flux)

+ { ae%:,n}/aﬂa (D" -n%) dpda + /MM (D™ -n) &z‘)da} . (S.17)

Boundary terms (potential)

7/7 jo - V0™ dv —

H/—/

Consider the flux boundary terms in Eq. (S.17). Note that the integrals over Q% and QM can be split

/ma (+) / /am\Sa , for a € {L11}, (S.18)

/aQM () = /5-1 () + /gn (-)+ /(’)QM\(SIUSII) (+)- (S.19)

As j; -n® =0 on 90\ S, this leads to

<1 _ =0 ¢ = <11 _ =0 &=
/_ (Jp-nl) 6pt da /_ j°6ptda , /_ (Jp -nH) 6ptlda = —/_ j°6p da | (S.20)
oot 51 o su

/ (jlc~nl) 6Cda = / 7°6C" da / (jl(,l*-nn) §CMda = — / j°6C" da (S.21)
aQI 5‘1 85‘11 S'II

for the flux boundary terms. Note that j° = j°(Z,#,t) as definied in Egs. (S.11) and (S.12). For the electric

potential boundary terms in Eq. (S.17), the conditions D® - n® = 0 on 9Q* \ S* and DY . nM = 0 on
OOM\ (STU S™M) lead to

as

/ (D" -n®) 66da — / (D® - n®) dpda , for a € {LII} (S.22)
a0~ Se
/ (DM ) nM) Sopda = / (]_DM . nM) Spda —|—/ (DM . nM) Soda . (S5.23)
oM st st
Adding the above equations, noting that ¢ is continuous at the interfaces S® and n™M = —n® (Fig. S1), we



obtain

/8 (D% n®) St /8 (D) 56 da

= Z /Sa ((EQ—DM)~nO‘)5q§da =0,

ae{1,IT}

ac{L,II} (5.24)

from boundary conditions in Eq. (S.10). Thus, the potential boundary terms in Eq. (S.17) can be set to
zZero.
With Egs. (5.20), (S.21), and (S.24), the total weak form Eq. (S.17) reduces to

T / f’L,wdv_/ ja.wﬁadH/ oc* 56_'“dv—/ jg.wc‘*adv_/ 766 dv
o ot Qo P 0 ot a 5

ae{LII} 2

—/B-?éq@var/ j°5p1da+/ josCt da—/ joaﬁﬂda—/ 7°6C"da = 0, (S.25)
Q 3 g su su

where we combine the three integrals of D - V¢ over each domain. Equation (S.25) completes the weak
formulation of the problem.

2. Finite element approximation

We now describe the FEM approximation of the solution to the PNP equations based on the weak form in
Eq. (5.25). In FEM, each solution field (e.g. p*(x,t)) and its associated admissible variation (e.g. dp%(x,t))
are restricted to a specific spatial domain (e.g. Q%). We then choose suitable sets of basis functions to
approximate the field and its variation, respectively, in the corresponding domain. In this work, we use the
same basis function set to approximate all solution fields and their associated variations in a given domain,
corresponding to the so-called Bubnov-Galerkin approach.

The fields p® and C® in the domain Q% (o € {I,1I}) are approximated using the spatial basis functions
N¢(x) for I =1,..., N, with N being the number of nodes in the corresponding domain. For approximating
¢ throughout the domain €, we use a different basis set denoted by P;(x) for I = 1,..., P, with P being the
number of nodes in the entire system. Both N and P increase with the spatial resolution of the discretization,
and specific choices of N (x) and Pr(x) are discussed in the following section.

The FEM approximations for 5%, C*, and ¢ are

N

Pkt = D AN (x),  C(xt) = FONF(x) . dbt) = Y di(t)Pr(x) . (S.26)
I=1 I=1

I=1

where p¢, C¢, and ¢; are temporally-varying coefficients that we solve for. We use the same basis sets to
represent the corresponding variations in the fields

N N P
(Sﬁa(xv t) = Z(Sﬁ(ll(t)NIa(x) ) 56«1(}(7 t) = 250?(t)N}X(X) ) 6&()(7 t) = Z&El(t)PI(x) ) (8'27)
I=1 I=1 I=1

for any coefficients §p¢, 6C%, and 6¢; (o € {I,11}).
Substituting the expressions for the variations in Eq. (S.27) into Eq. (S.25) results in

N 05> -
>y [ap;“ (/ %N}” dv — / iy - VNP dv i[ JONg da)
ac{LII} I=1 Qe Q S

—|—5C_'Ia( ) %Nf‘dv—/_ jg~6N})‘dv:|:/_ jONf‘da>]
Qe Qo 5

P
+> 00, (— 7f)-vP1dv—/i pIPIdv—/ pHPIdU> =0, (S.28)
=1 Q Q1 QI

5



where the + in the summation is + for the integral in domain I and — for the integral in domain II. Since
the above equation should hold for all variations 65¢(t), 6C§(t), and d¢;(t), each of which is independent,
we have the following system of 4N + P equations:

op' . .
o ——Nldv —/ jlp-VN}dv—i—/ j°Nida = 0, I=1,...,N (S.29)
Q! Qr St
oC" g1 - _
/ 3 —Nidv— /jc~VN}du+/ j°Nida = 0, I=1,...,N (S.30)
Q! Q! ST
opt e o I
o Nitdv —/_ i, - VN; dv—/_ J°Ntda =0, I=1,...,N (S.31)
QI QI S
opH! Al & AT o A7ll
- 8tN dv — QIIJP.VNI dv — SH] ;da =0, I=1...,N (5.32)
—/QD.vPIdv—/QIﬁIPIdv—/QHpHP,dv =0, I=1,...,P (S.33)

where the unknowns are the functions p®, C®, and ¢. We then substitute the basis representations of the
unknown fields from Eq. (S.26) to express the equations in terms of the time-dependent coefficients. This
gives

N
/NJNIdv /jIpVN}du+/ j°Nida = 0, I=1,...,N (S.34)
J 1 QI S'I
ZLO‘I’ NiNtdo — | jo-VNEd J°Nida = =
= N7 jo jdv+ | j°N;yda =0, I=1,....,N (S.35)
dt  Jar al gt
Zd“’ NUNTay— [ 5 -VNMdv— [ j°NMda =0, I=1,...,N S
) 7 N7 Jp T dv ~ j°Nyda = 0, =1,..., (S.36)
Qu QI S
d 11 _ _
cy / NUNT dv—/ 'I;.VN}IdU—/ J°NMda =0, I=1,...,N (S.37)
J 1 S’II
N
7/D~vPIdvf { / NP dv + pY / N}IPIdv] =0, I=1,...,P (S.38)
Q J=1

which constitute a differential-algebraic system of equations (DAE) in terms of the 4N + P time-dependent
coefficients p¢, C¢, and o ¢. Note that dependence on the values—not the derivatives—of the coefficients
also enters through the constitutive laws for jj, jg, and D. Moreover, the constitutive laws for jz and j?;
are nonlinear in nature, making this a nonlinear DAE system.
The nonlinear DAE system can be compactly represented. To that end, let us define our solution vector
as
w=[p, C} A O ", (5.39)
which is a 4N + P dimensional function in time. With this, Eqs. (S.34)-(S.38) can be rewritten compactly
as

Mua+f(u) = 0, (S.40)
where f, the forcing vector, is a nonlinear function of the coefficients u, and M, the mass matriz, is given by

MI

MI
M = M , (S.41)
M
0
with MY, M € RV*N and
M;; :/ NPN§ dv (S.42)
Qo



for a € {I,II}. It can be seen that M is not invertible since the potential has no explicit time dependence
under the electrostatic approximation making implicit methods necessary for this DAE system. The forcing
vector is

— Jon j}(u) - VNYdv + [w j°Nlda fpll
— Jorde(u) - VNFdv + [r j°N} da ¢
f(u) = — Jomdp () - VN do — [e j°NF da =" |, (S43)
— Jondy () - VNP do — [ry j°N da £
— [ D(u) - VPrdv— [ p'(u)Prdv — [5, p™ () Py dv £

where the first four blocks are each of size N, corresponding to the charge density and salt concentration
fields in domains I and II, and the fifth block is of size P, corresponding to the potential.

Estimation of the coefficients requires temporal integration of Eq. (S.40). Discretizing the time domain
as to,t1, ..., tx with time steps hy =t —tx_1, and denoting uf = u(t), we approximate the time derivative
using the backward Euler scheme:

. ub — k!
 (ty) = -l . b (S.44)
k
for time t;. The time-discretized form of Eq. (S.40) is then
ko k-1
M (“’Lh“h> +f(u}) =0, (S.45)
k
for each time step k = 1, ..., K, with an initial condition u%. To solve, we use Newton’s method by linearizing
f(u) around a point uy, yielding
1
—M (uf —u; ") + K(up)(u) —up) + f(ug) = 0, (S.46)

Iy

where K = 0f /Ou is the Jacobian matrix. Equation (S.46) is solved by iterating ug until the solution is
reached (details provided below). The Jacobian matrix K is given by

KPIPI KPICI 0 O Kpl¢
KCIPI KCICI 0 0 KCI¢)
K — 0 0 KPHPH KPHCH KpII¢ ’ (847)
O 0 KCHpH KCHCH KCH¢
K 0 Ko 0 K¢

where we have decomposed K into interacting block matrices K*Y. Note that the charge density and
concentration fields in one domain do not directly couple to the corresponding fields in the other domain.
However, all fields interact with the potential field.
To compute the elements of the Jacobian matrix, we may observe from Eq. (S.26) that
ap“ 00 09

8,5? I > I »

— = Pr. S.48
S : (5.45)

dor

Using the relations in Eq. (S.48), we can compute the components of the nonzero blocks of K as

KPP = —8‘; /Q aj?(u)-vN}l dv = . VN$ - VN dv , (S.49)

KOt = —i/ o) - VN dv = N$V¢- VN dv , (S.50)
ICT Joo ™ o

N B o _ o _

K?® = ——7/7 j,(u)- VN dv = / (1+C*)VP;- VN dv, (S.51)
097 Jae )

K9P = _% / je(u)-VNpdv = | N§V¢-VNFdv, (S.52)
Py JQe Qo

7



K& = 0 / jo(u) - VNgdv = VN$-VN&dv , (S.53)

7809‘ Qo Qo
K& = _i/ jo(u) - VN dv = / p*VP; - VNdv, (S.54)
K7y = e p*(w)Prdv = — [ NjPrdv, (S.55)
’ 05 Jae Qo
K}y = —i_/]j(u)~VP1dv ::/g(i)vPJ-VPIdv, (S.56)
995 Ja Q

for v € {I, 1T} where we define € as the dimensionless permittivity, given by &(x) = 1if x € Q* and &(x) = 1/T
if x € QM. Note that K is asymmetric due to the presence of K“? and the absence of K*“ (as well as the

fact that KP? # (K¢p)T). Moreover, the nonlinearity of f enters only into the blocks K*"¢", K¢ K¢ *"
and K¢,

To perform the Newton iterations, we take our starting vector to be uyg = u’,ffl, the solution vector at
the preceding time point. The solution for the next time point is found through an iterative procedure which
is given by

1 T
wi =u — <hM + K(ul)> (hM (ul - uﬁ_l) +f (ul)) , (S.57)

k k
for I > 0. We terminate the iterations when the residual r(b) of Eq. (S.45) satisifes |r(w)|| < 5 or
[lu; —wi—1]] < no, with n; = 10710 and 12 = 0 as specified tolerances. Here, we use only residual convergence
since 7o = 0. This process is repeated for each time step t1,...,ty to generate the complete trajectory u(ty).

3. Finite element method implementation details

FEniCSx [2, 10, 11] is used to construct the basis functions, the residual, the Jacobian, and to solve the
system of linear equations. The resulting linear system is solved using the direct solver MUMPS [3,4]—any
iterative methods did not show a performance improvement. Gmsh [6] is used for meshing. For all the
numerical simulations, 6™ = 4 and T' = 20 are used. The following subsections describe the approach used
to generate the meshes, convergence studies, and other details of the numerical implementations.

(a). Uniform pumping

The uniform pumping problem has a dependence on one spatial dimension, zZ. Accordingly, a one-dimensional
mesh is used. It is observed that variations in the solution fields are primarily limited to a length scale on
the order of the Debye length (Ap) near the membrane surfaces, so a system size of Lz = 102 is found to be
sufficient to capture the behaviors of an infinite system.

Meshing and time-stepping strategy: The initial mesh is chosen to be very coarse starting with two
elements within the membrane. In each electrolyte domain, the initial mesh had elements of size 2 in the
first 10 Debye lengths from the membrane surface, one element for the next 20 Debye lengths, and one more
element for the remaining (L7 — 30) Debye lengths, yielding a total of 16 overall elements. Mesh refinements
are performed uniformly by subdividing each element from the initial mesh by a factor of 2. The final mesh
has 7 spatial refinements, with a mesh size near the membrane of 0.01, sufficiently small to capture the
variation of the fields with the Debye length. Linear elements were used for all field variables for the 1D
problem.

Temporal refinement is performed similarly to the spatial one by halving the time step, with an initial
time step of 10 and a total time of 10*. A total of 7 refinements are considered.

Convergence study: Numerical convergence studies of the fields are performed using the relative Ly errors
based on the finest (mesh and time step) refinement solution given by

g, _ WAl p UG Chllweas g U6 il $58)
S AT Cillwoan % = " 1dilla
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Relative Ly error

Relative Ly error

107" '

]()—8 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
2() 21 22 23 2-1 2'1 2()' 2() 21 22 215 24 25
Spatial refinement factor Temporal refinement factor

Figure S2: Left: the error metric at time £ = 10* plotted for solutions computed with different
spatial refinements. The dashed guideline shows second-order scaling. Right: the error metric
at time ¢ = 10* plotted for solutions computed with different temporal refinements. The dashed
guideline shows first-order scaling.

with the Ly norm defined as
lu—ol[a = /(u—v)QdA, (S.59)
A

where v and v are any functions defined on a domain A. Here, (-)} denotes the most refined numerical
solution that is used as a reference, and (-), is the corresponding less refined solution.

Figure 52 shows the error convergence plots, where we see a second-order convergence with the spatial
refinement factor and a first-order convergence with the temporal refinement factor. Both of these are the
expected rates of convergence for a linear problem solved with linear elements.

(b). Localized pumping

The single transporter setup is shown in Fig. S1. Due to its axisymmetric nature, the numerical domain is
considered to be two-dimensional in 7 and Z. Given the long-range nature of electrostatic effects, a large
system size is needed to achieve a system representative of the infinite system. From running numerical
simulations of different system sizes, a radial size of L/Ap = 10° is found to be sufficient to capture the
phenomena of the infinite system predicted from the analytical theory (see later sections). A system size
of Ly = 2L is maintained for all simulations. A pore radius of RY = 0.1 is used throughout the article for
numerical simulations.

Meshing strategy: As mentioned in the main text, a number of length and time scales arise when analyzing
the single transporter. Relevant for numerical simulations are resolutions of the diffuse charge layers on either
side of the membrane that span a Debye length, and the long-range effects that span the system size. The
following describes the meshing strategy to resolve the behaviors over these multiple-length scales.

We use an overall anisotropic quadrilateral mesh given the asymmetric nature of the decay of the fields
in the radial and axial directions. To resolve the decay of the fields in the diffuse charge layers, we divide the
axial direction of the electrolyte domain into two regions, which consist of an anisotropic unstructured mesh
within 20 Ap of the membrane and a largely isotropic unstructured mesh away from this region (see Fig. S3(a)
and (c)). The mesh has a finer resolution close to the membrane and coarsens as we move outward from the
transporter both axially and radially. The sizes of the elements are increased geometrically in both the radial
and axial directions. The unstructured portion of the mesh in the electrolyte domain is constructed with
quadrilateral elements using the software Gmsh and the Blossom-Quad algorithm [9] (see Fig. S3(e)). The
Blossom-Quad algorithm produces approximately isotropic elements (avoiding highly stretched elements).
The membrane portion consists of a structured mesh, with element sizes again increasing geometrically both
in the radial direction and in the axial direction from the membrane-fluid interfaces to its center. A finer
mesh at the membrane-fluid interfaces in the axial direction is required to satisfy the electric displacement
field boundary conditions. Note that there exist highly anisotropic elements with large aspect ratios in the

9



(a)

(c)

Figure S3: Cross-sections of the 3D mesh with axisymmetric elements in 7 and z. (a) and (b) A
zoomed-in view of the mesh near the transporter showing the structured portion on the coarsest and
finest refinements, respectively. In red, the location of the channel within the membrane centered
at 7 = 0 with width R® = 0.1; in blue, the membrane with thickness 6™ = 4; and in gold, the
structured portion of the interfacial electrolyte region with height 20. (c) and (d) A slightly zoomed-
out view of the mesh, again on the coarsest and finest refinements, showing the transition to the
unstructured portion of the mesh in the electrolyte domains (gray region). (e) and (f) show the
entire mesh for a system size of L = 10%. On these scales, the membrane is rendered simply as a
line—the channel and structured mesh in the interfacial region are not visible.

structured portion and at the structured-unstructured boundaries near the outer edges of the domains; they,
nevertheless, did not pose any issues with convergence. Bilinear elements were used in all of the numerical
simulations for the single transporter problem.

Mesh refinement for convergence studies is performed uniformly, by bisecting each edge in the mesh and
adding a new node at the center point of each element, thus splitting each element in the coarser mesh into
four new elements; see Figs. S3(b,d,f) for a refined mesh. A total of 4 mesh refinements are made, with the
finest mesh resulting in approximately 1.6 million degrees of freedom.

Temporal refinement is performed similarly to the 1D problem by halving each time step. However,
unlike in the uniform transport case, non-uniform time stepping is employed to resolve multiple time scales
that arise in the problem, with an increasing time step size towards the final time. This is necessary
to characterize the initial response of the fields within the Debye time (7p), and to analyze the late
time propagation of the electric fields for the duration of the channel open times (7, > 7). A total of 7
timestep refinements are made, with the lowest timestep ranging from 0.008 at early times to 8 at long times.

Convergence study: The error metric is exactly as described in the uniform transport section and given
by Eq. (S.58). Figure S4 shows the error convergence plots, where we again see the expected second-order

convergence in the spatial refinement factor and first-order convergence in the temporal refinement factor.
Both of these are the expected rates of convergence for a linear problem solved with bilinear elements.

II1. Spatially uniform pumping

In this section, we derive analytical solutions to the linearized PNP equations for the case of spatially uniform
pumping presented in Sec. IIT of the main text.

10
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Figure S4: Left: the error metric at time ¢ = 10 plotted for solutions computed with different
spatial refinements. The guideline shows second-order scaling. Right: the error metric at time
t = 10? plotted for solutions computed with different temporal refinements. The guideline shows

first-order scaling.

1. Application of Gauss’s law

For the case of uniform pumping the only relevant spatial dimension is the axial coordinate z. Therefore,
we can apply Gauss’s law (integrating Poisson’s equation) from z — —oc to any zM € (—6™/2,6™/2). This
gives

I I
TF 05 | T gz T Gene (5.60

where Qenc is the enclosed charge per area between —oo and 2M. We can write
Qenc = 7@(5 = 758 min{ﬂ 7__0} ) (861)

since the total enclosed charge is equal to the amount pumped across the membrane and the membrane is
charge free. Using our boundary condition at infinity, i.e. lims_, D" e, =0, Eq. (5.60) yields

oM
— = TQ(t S.62
L IOF (5.62)
everywhere in the membrane. Thus, we find that the potential drop across the membrane is
B M /2 aéM o
AVM = / —dz = ToMQ(1) , (S.63)
_SM/Q 82

as given in the main text, with Q(#) representing the total pumped charge.

2. Perturbation expansion

As stated in the main text, physiological transmembrane potential differences AVM ~ 1 are achieved by
Q'°* < 1. Since j§ = Q*'/7° and 7° > 1, we also conclude that j$ < 1. This motivates a perturbation
analysis for small jS. We begin the analysis by substituting the constitutive laws in Eqgs. (S.5)-(S.8) into
Egs. (S.1)-(S.4), which yields

O v (140 V] (5.64)
3;; = 00 4V [V (S.65)
V2 = —p° (5.66)

11



for o € {I,II} and o
VM =0 , (S.67)

inside the membrane. With the convention n!

the boundary conditions (S.9)-(S.12) become

= e, and n'! = —e, (Fig. S1, and Fig. 1 of the main text),

g (S.68)

ey M
3;_’2 _ %3;52 , (S.69)
e - S (5.70)
35; +ﬁ“% = —j°(z,5,1), (5.71)

each on S¢ for a € {I,II}. Note that the transmembrane flux j° is a function of the in-plane coordinates
and ¢, and time . Expanding out the divergence term in the charge balance, Eq. (S.64), gives

0% _ o _ o
gt, — V2O 4V + V- [COV] (S.72)

and using Poisson’s equation (S.66) we obtain

9 - I
% = VO -+ V- [COV6] (S.73)

We now perform a regular perturbation analysis for small imposed fluxes, i.e. 7°(Z,9,t) = ef°(Z,9,1)
with € < 1 and f°(z,7,t) ~ O(1). Here, f° encodes the spatial and temporal dependence of the flux. We
pose asymptotic expansions:

Pt = Y (574
C*(x,t;€) = iei 0o (x, 1), (S.75)
6 (x,t;e) = fjef&?(x,m (S.76)
M(x tie) = Y R (x,1) . (S.77)

Substituting these expansions into Egs. (5.73), (S.65), and (5.66), we collect the terms with the same orders
of €. The zeroth order corresponds to the situation of jo = 0, which gives p§ = C§ = ¢§ = ¢! = 0—nothing
occurs without pumping cations. The first order equations form a closed set of coupled linear PDEs:

T V2ot =t (5.78)
86? R e
o ViCy (S.79)
Vit = -t (S.80)
VigM = 0. (S.81)

The corresponding O(e) interfacial boundary conditions are

o =, (S.82)
06 10gM
o2 = Tor (.83)

12



aﬁ 8(;3% _ __fO(m:

2L — P (5.84)
acy
97 - 7f (‘T,yai)a (885)

on S¢ for a € {I,11}. It is evident from Eqgs. (S.78)-(S.85) that the concentration field C{ evolves as in bare
diffusion of an uncharged solute, and is independent, from the other fields, p§ and ¢;. The evolution of the
charge density described by Eq. (S.78) represents a diffusion equation with a linear sink term. Unlike the
concentration field, p§ and ¢; are coupled via Poisson’s equation (S.80) and the no-flux boundary condition

Eq. (S.83).

With O(e) as the leading order, we have p® = €p§ + O(e?), and similarly for all the other fields.
Consequently, we multiply the linearized equations (S.78)-(S.85) with e to obtain the leading order equations

as
%i; - (S.86)
% = V20~ , (S.87)
V29" = —p* (S.88)
VM = 0, (S.89)
subject to the boundary conditions

o = oM, (S.90)

Za ™
3;; - %a;; 7 (S.91)
%JF%L; = —j°z,y,1), (S.92)
= FEu. (599)

on S¢ for o € {I,II}. This completes the derivation of the linearized problem statement. We note that the
procedure can be continued for the higher order perturbations, but the leading order solutions predict the
charge dynamics accurately with physiological settings as shown in the main text.

For the case of uniform pumping—which has variations only in the Z direction—the Laplacian operator
V2 reduces to the second derivative in the axial coordinate Z. Therefore, we can write the linearized
equations (S.86)-(S.88) as

%i; - a;;: e (5.94)
3;?5 — (S.96)

in the domain « (€ {I,II}) and Poisson’s equation (S.89) as
8;% =0, (5.97)

inside the membrane. The corresponding boundary conditions Egs. (S.90)-(S.93) are now written as

M
6" = oM atz=d, (S.98)
06 1094M oM
2 — T os atz—i7, (S.99)

13



o | 03t ™

% T - —jse @) -6t —7) at z = ——-, (S.100)
ol 2
68% e HCIG I at z = —% , (S.101)
opt oot o M
gﬁ-g = —5000) -6 F—7°)] atZ—T, (S.102)
oc . L M
5 = o O ) -6 —7) atz:7, (S.103)

where j§ is the constant rate of pumping and 7° is the duration for which the pump is operated, with ©(-)
being the standard Heaviside function.

3. Derivation of analytical solutions

It is clearly seen that the linearized governing equations (S.94)-(S.97) and the boundary conditions
Egs. (S.98)-(S.103) are odd under the reflection Z — —z. Therefore we only need to compute the solution for
Z > 0 (domain II), and the solution for the other domain is simply its negative, i.e. p'l(2,#) = —p'(~Z,1),
CYH(E’E) = _CI(_Z7E)v and &II(ZE) = _QEI(_ZE)'

A general solution for the charge density p'' can be found by decoupling its dynamics from that of
#'". From the continuity of the electric displacement Eq. (S.99) and potential gradient inside the membrane
Eq. (S.62), we obtain

aéll
0z z=6M/2 a

oM

- = Q(t) = jgmin{t,7°} . (S.104)
0z z=6M/2

ol

This can be substituted into the no-flux boundary condition Eq. (S.102) to yield the fully separated boundary
conditions for domain IT at z = 6™ /2:

Gy ~
- 1
= Q. (5.105)
8[311 _ B B
2, = eO-ile®-et-m), (5.106)
oct! ;o
5, = kel -et-m). (5.107)
Z
Defining - - B B B B B
ft) = QW) +i5[0t) -0 -7 = jimin{t, 7} +0 (1) -0 (7)), (5.108)
as a “driving function”, the charge density in domain II (dropping the superscript) satisfies
op b _
5 = 52 P (S.109)
subject to the boundary conditions
op - _ oM
o9 _ _ 11
op
— = z A11
25 0, as zZ— 00, (S )

and the initial condition p(z,0) = 0. Lastly, we introduce a change of variable z = z — 6™ /2 such that
domain IT occupies 0 < Z’ < oo.

Equations (S.109)-(S.111) can be solved by using the Fourier cosine transform, which is a standard
solution method to solve differential equations in a semi-infinite domain with a Neumann boundary condition.
The transform is defined by

pk,t) = C(p) = \/Zfoooﬁ(z’,f)cos(l%z’)di’, (S.112)
14



which satisfies
p = C(C(p) , (S.113)

implying the transform is self-inverse. It is useful to note

AN \/5 ap 2o
C (82/2> - - ; (a?>2/_0 —k C(p) 5 (8114)

which can be shown by integrating by parts twice. Applying the cosine transform to Eq. (S.109) and the
initial condition gives the ordinary differential equation

0p 2 .

- = —ft)—-(Q+k S.115

NS Gy ST ($113)
subject to the condition p(k,0) = 0. Equation (S.115) can be solved exactly to yield

pk), T = \/Z/Ot FE—7)e W7 g7 (S.116)

Applying the inverse cosine transform results in the real space solution
i 2 [t —(14k%)F - TN
p(Z't) = = fE—"7e T d7 cos(kz') dk . (S.117)
m™Jo Jo
Swapping the order of integrations in Eq. (S.117), we rewrite it as
2 [t I T
p(Z',t) = 7/ f(t— 7")6_7/ e ¥ 7 cos(kZ') dk d7 . (S.118)
T Jo 0

Here, the second integral is a Gaussian integral, and is evaluated as

oo 5_ “ R 1 -, _
/ e KT cos(k7) dk = ﬁ—_e_z flar (S.119)
0 2 V7
The real-space solution then is
A0 = 4 / i mer Lo e (S.120)
VT Jo VT

for the driving function f(). The real space solution can also be written as
—(—/ i) /t f_(f _) e T 2247 p 2fT < et ’2/4t> (S 121)
Zt) = —T)——e T = x | ——e , .
g 0 VT 4mt

where * denotes the convolution over the time domain from 0 to ¢. The form of this solution follows from
—z'%/at

e

observing that ——=e
47t

one-dimensional infinite domain. The factor of 2 accounts for the flux being in only one direction due to the

no-flux boundary condition at the membrane interface.

is the Green’s function for the charge density equation for a point source in a

4. The charging dynamics (0 < ¢ < 7°)
The driving function in Eq. (S.108) is given by

: 0 t<0
F@) = 30(t‘>+/ PR = L4 0<i<r . (8.122)
0 jor > 7°
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Thus, () = j§(1 + ) during the charging period 0 < # < 7°. From Eq. (S.121), we obtain the analytical
solution to the charge density during charging as

— — e =12 i
p(5,7) = 2jS(1+1) % —e 7 /4

. U 5 oe PN PP ( z ) 1, < z A
o —e 77 +-e# (2t —Z +1)erfc = Vi) — €7 (2f+ 7 + 1) erfe _+VE

Il
.

(S.123)

for 0 < z’ < co. In the limit of large £ > 1, the first and third terms in the brackets decay as vZe~! while
the second term scales linearly with time. Thus, long-time asymptotic bahavior is described by

_ e 7 -1 - - i
p(E7) = jofe* (1 - 2{) +0 (Vie ) » Qi)e (S.124)
where we leave only the leading order contribution in the final approximation. Equation (S.124) recovers
the form presented in the main text and indicates the formation of a quasi-steady diffuse charge layer.

A quasi-steady state solution for the electric potential can be obtained by using Poisson’s equation in
domain IT (again, dropping the superscripts)

0%¢ _
2 = P (S.125)
subject to the boundary conditions
% = Q1) , at Z =0, (S.126)
— =0, as z —o00. 1
gj / (8.127)

As both boundary conditions are Neumann, a reference of the potential is required. Here, we set it as infinity,
ie. ¢ = 0as Z’ — oco. Substitution of Eq. (S.123) into Eq. (S.125) followed by integration with respect to
Z' twice yields

- - - t s om0 zZ =
7.3 = —5° \/> —t=z'"/4t | - _—Z 29 —3 —1 £ — V7
(¢, z') ]0[ —e +4e ( z ) erfe Wi Vi

—ieg’(zﬂ 7 —1)erfe (;lﬁ_jt\/i)] . (S.128)

for 0 < ¢ < 7°, showing a similar structure as with the charge density in Eq. (S.123). Again, we consider
long-time (¢ > 1) asymptotic behavior:

_ o Z+1 S _ ot
o(t,z") = —jote™? (1— 2—; >+(9(\/lge_t) ~-—Ql)e " (S.129)
consistent with the development of a quasi-steady diffuse charge layer. -

So far, we have omitted discussion of the excess salt concentration, C'*, since it is decoupled from ¢*
and p® in the linearized equations. For completeness, we provide the solution for salt concentration. The
salt concentration in either domain satisfies (dropping the subscript)

oC 0?C
—_— = — ~]-
ot 0z'2 "’ (8.130)
subject to the boundary conditions
oc _ - @) -et-7), at 7 =0, (S.131)

oz
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% =0, as Z — 0. (S.132)

This equation can be solved in multiple ways, e.g. the method of similarity solutions, which gives

o A Y z
=2 — ~Zerfe [ = 1
C(t,2) Jovi ﬁe 2\/%_61?0 o) | (S.133)

for 0 <t < 7°.

5. Maximum pumping rate

In what follows, we consider the maximum pumping rate that is attainable for the uniform pumping case.
Physically, we must have the dimensional concentrations of the cation and anion be positive for all points in
space and time. Recall that

C.

=1+p+C, =1-p+C. (S.134)
Co

Co

For zZ > 0, our analytical solutions yield p,C > 0, and by the oddness of the solution in Z, both are negative
for z < 0. Therefore, there is a possibility that C, will take more extreme values. Moreover, both p and C
are increasing functions of time and are extremized at the membrane surfaces Z = +6M /2. Therefore, we can
conclude that if C; > 0 at 2 = —6™ /2 and time 7°, then both these fields are everywhere nonnegative, for
t < 7°. Thus, the maximum pumping rate that can be achieved for a given 7° corresponds to the situation
where Cy =0 at t = 7° and z = —§°/2. Using the analytical solutions, this condition yields

_ 0 o 1 _ =0
0= 1-j°._ (,/;e-T + 527 + Derf (ﬁ)) —2j;;ax,/% : (S.135)

where ;2. is the maximum flux. Equation (S.135) can be solved to obtain
. 1
Jmax — — ) (8136)
VEQ+e™) + (o4 ) erf (V)

which can be expanded for small 7° to yield

jo. = \f\/; 10 (\F) . (S.137)

Expanding the solution for large 7° is not appropriate, since, in the limit of large 7°, the resulting value
of jo.. gives Q ~ 1, making the perturbation expansion to be invalid. In the limit of large 7°, we can
only conclude that any j§ that satisfies Q < 1 will satisfy non-negativity of concentrations. Lastly, we note
a shortcoming of the linearized theory, wherein the above analysis predicts that achieving Q@ > 1 is not
possible for any combination of open time and flux. This is untrue, since a steady-state with non-negative
concentrations exists for any value of @, and for large Q, it simply deviates from the linearized solution.

Equation (S.135) and the above analysis also indicates that for a given pumping rate j°, there exists a
maximum open time at which the concentrations become negative, given by

0 T 1\2
o~ 1 570 ) (S.138)

6. The relaxation dynamics (f > 7°)

For ¢ > 7°, the driving function based on Eq. (S.108) can be written as
F@) = om0 = PO+ -0 +(E-7). (5.139)
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Recall that for ¢t < 7°, the driving function was f(f) = j°(1 + ¢). This immediately suggests that the
solution for the relaxation dynamics can be written as the difference between two time-shifted solutions for
the charging dynamics. Thus,

|

prix(t,2") = Peng(t,Z') — peng(t — 7°,2') , (S.140)
Guix(t,2) = deng(t,2) — beng(t —7°,7) , (S.141)
where subscripts “rlx” and “chg”, introduced temporarily for clarity, denote relaxation and charging, respec-

tively. The charging solutions pchg and ¢cng are obtained from Egs. (S.123) and (S.128), respectively. As
before, we can find the long-time behavior (£ > 7°) relaxation behaviors to be

p(t,7) = jore ™ +0 (\/ﬁe*@**")) ~ Q(r%)e (S.142)
(7)) = —jor%eF + 0O (\/t‘— %Oe‘(f‘*‘))) ~—Q(F)e ", (S.143)

with Q(7°) = j57° being the total pumped charge. The dynamics of both the charge density and electric
potential reach the steady state on time scales O(rp) once pumping is deactivated.
Finally, the excess salt concentration can also be derived in the same manner as

_ R I z 4
C(t, 7)) = 255Vt |—=e 7 /% — = _erfc < ﬂ
(7)) = 25 NG 21 21

_ — 1 =12 7 =0 Z/ 2/
— 249/t — 70 e [4(t=7°) _ _761{(3 <_):| )
V- L/E Wi\

For long times ¢/7° > 1, a Taylor series expansion yields

~0=0 - o\ 2
Ct,7) = %e—f L0 ((2) ) , (S.145)

which is the solution corresponding to the diffusive spreading of a point source. Due to the self-similar nature
of the dynamics, the relaxation of the salt concentration is much slower than that of the charge density and
electric potential. Comparison of the higher order terms suggests that the salt concentration relaxes to the
self-similar solution on time scales of O(7°), while the charge density and electric potential relax to their
steady-state solutions on time scales of O(1).

(S.144)

I'V. Spatially localized pumping

We now derive the theory underlying the spatiotemporal scaling behaviors that emerge in the localized
pumping problem presented in Sec. IV of the main text. Results from the FEM simulations of the full PNP
equations (Fig. 7, main text) indicate that the maximum value of the potential is ¢ ~ 0.1 < 1. Accordingly,
our derivations are based on the linearized equations and boundary conditions presented in Egs. (S.86)-(S.93),
rather than the full nonlinear equations.

1. Point charge approximation

(a). Derivation of exact solution

In the point charge (pc) approximation, we assume that the pumped cationic charge is a point charge located
at a distance d from the Z = 0 axis near the membrane surface S™. The corresponding anionic charge is
located at a similar distance d near the opposite surface S', with 0 < d — 6™ /2 < 1 (Figs. S5a,b). We also
treat the electrolyte solutions as perfect dielectrics, with the membrane providing a dielectric discontinuity
in the system. This results in an electrostatics problem with charge density given by

o(F)

pPe(r, 2,1) = [6(z—d)—6(z+d)]q) , (S.146)

2T
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where §(t) = 7 (RP)2 Jot, as noted in the main text. The corresponding electric potential satisfies Poisson’s
equation

V2pPe = ——ZSQ [6(z—d)—6d(z+d)] q(t) , (S.147)
subject to the boundary conditions
- - ol 1 oM -
S M _— = = «
Pt = ¢ and 27 i on S%, (S.148)

where a € {L IT}. It is implicit that o', o™ and @ refer to a single continuous field ¢P° spanning the
domains QF, OM and Q.
We introduce the Hankel transform

f) = HEENR) = [ F@rorkydr | (5.149)

0

where f(7) is any function of the radial coordinate 7 and J,(-) denotes the Bessel function of the first kind of
order v [1]. We call f(k) the Hankel transform of f(7), where k is the wave number. The Hankel transform
satisfies the property that its inverse is also the Hankel transform, namely

f7) = HOFGG) = [ Fkah di (5.150)
0
In what follows we will apply the Hankel transform to functions that may have other dependencies, such as

in Z and ¢, but the transform will have no effect on these variables.
The Hankel transform converts the radial Laplacian operator into a multiplicative factor

" E (; Ggi))] (i) = —PHFER) = —R2F() | (S.151)

It is also easy to see that H[§(F)/2n7] = 1/2r. Thus, taking the Hankel transform of Eq. (S.147), and
dropping the superscript “pc” for the remainder of this section, we get

— k0t 5 = —=[0(z—d) - (z+d)] , (S.152)
Z
with the boundary conditions (S.148) transforming as

b = gM  apa 290 _

on §°, (S.153)

for o € {I,1II}.

Due to the nature of the pumping, the charge density is odd in z so that p(7, —z,t) = —p(7, z,t). This,
combined with the linearity of Poisson’s equation and the boundary conditions above, results in both ¢ and
qB also being odd with respect to Z. We can therefore solve only on the domain Z > 0 and use the symmetry
condition ¢(z = 0) = 0 to obtain the solution for z < 0. For ease of notation, let us define h = §M/2.
Considering the different subdomains for z > 0 (Fig. S5), we then have

2 2oM _ 3
k7™ + 952~ 0, 0<z<h, (S.154)
271 9! _ .
k“¢™ + 52 = 0, h<z<d, (S.155)
o 52 211 B
21 4 a—:; -0, z>d, (S.156)
subject to the boundary conditions
M =0, (S.157)
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. . 1 ang aéll

M _ Al — = —
A P Loz . 0z | ..~ (5.158)
~ . adgll 3(;311 q

11 11

_ = — d

¢ z=d- ¢ s=d+ 0z g 0z - + 27’ (8.159)
lim ¢ = 0, (S.160)
Z— 00

where the boundary conditions at Z = d arise from integrating Gauss’s law in an axisymmetric pillbox around
z = d, and enforcing the continuity of ¢!, respectively.

Solving the system of equations (S.156)-(S.160) yields the following solution for the potential in the
transformed space

ftanh(fcﬁ)i sinh(l:ff) 7 0<z<h.
1+ I"tanh(kh) sinh(kh) -
binz) = 7e—k(dA—h) sinh(k(z — h)) + Ftanh(l%}cosh(l%(é —h)) 7 h<z<d, (S.161)
2k 1 4 I tanh(kh)
sinh(k(d — h)) + Ftanh(fc@ cosh(k(d — h)) “kGe-d) ss g
1+ T tanh(kh) -

(b). Image charge representation

We can expand the hyperbolic functions in Eq. (S.161) to explain the potential in terms of image charges.
As a representative example, we consider the subdomain h < Z < d (i.e. close to the membrane surface),
which, after some algebraic manipulations, yields

k(@) (efv(%—ﬁ) -~ e—k(z—ﬁ)) (efci_z + e—fci_z) iy (ek(z—ﬁ) n e—fc(i—l_z)) (efcﬁ -~ e—feﬁ)

o = —n - — T S — . (S.162)
4k (ekh +efkh> ) <6kh _ efkh)
—k(d—z -1 _—k(d—z+2h —k(d+z -1 _—k(d+z—2h
B e—hk( Z)_l’T:le (d=2z4+2h) _ o—k( Z)—&—f—ﬂe (d+z—2h) S 163
a 7r12:' 1 — L=1,-2kR : (5.163)
T+1

The denominator can be expanded as a geometric series, giving

g 1 (e—m_z) e R G R 16—'%<J+z—2ﬁ>> 3 G - 1) 2 (3.164)
=0

Next, we distribute the series term on the RHS over the terms inside the parentheses. Doing so, we find that
the first two series telescope, giving

_ = 1
S VIR (Y (e 7 S Rl N A PR Y —h(E—(—d—2hi)) 3165
¢ 47ric<€ T F+12Z P+1 ¢ : (8.165)

~Now, the Hankel transform of the potential of a point charge g located at ¥ = 0 and z = % is
e~klZ=%l /azk. Therefore, it is immediately clear that Eq. (S.165) is the Hankel transformed potential
in domain IT due to an infinite number of charges at different locations (Fig. S5(c)). The charges include:
a positive point charge of magnitude ¢ located at Z = d (the original pumped charge), a positive image
charge of magnitude g(I' — 1)/(T + 1) located at z = 2h — d (the image of the former charge reflected across
S, and an infinite series of negative image charges, with the first being —4qI' /(T + 1)2 located at z = —d
(the true location of the negative pumped charge). The remaining negative image charges are placed in
steps of 2h away in the —Z direction, with the magnitude decreasing by a factor of (I' —1)/(T' + 1) < 1 for
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Figure S5: Image charge representation for the electrostatic potential in domain II based on the
point charge approximation. (a) heatmap of the charge density fields, (b) the point charge ap-
proximation, (c) the image charge picture based on Eq. (S.166). The negative charge in domain I
becomes an infinite series of negative charges and the positive charge in domain II has an image
reflected across the membrane due to the dielectric mismatch.

each subsequent charge. Note that the total magnitude of all the negative charges is 2I'/(T" + 1), which, as
expected, is equal to the sum of the two positive charges, given that our system is globally electroneutral.
Inverting to real space we find

1 i 7(r51 i ()
GPoll(7, z) = — = q — +\/F2+(2(F 2_1 _ Z\/ﬂ (F+1 <F+1) , (5.166)

for the potential in domain II for h < z < d. Incidentally, it is easy to show that the same solution arises for
the subdomain z > d.

(c). Multipole expansion and asymptotic limits

We now obtain asymptotic expressions for the solution (S.166) considering the limits when the point X = (7, 2)
is either far from or close to the pump patch, respectively. Throughout, we will assume that I > 1 as is the
case in biological settings, and that the point charges are very close to the membrane surfaces, i.e. d ~ ™ /2.
This is reasonable since the numerical solutions show that the “charge dome” is localized near the surface of

the membrane.
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We begin with the large distance limit by considering the multipole expansion of the potential [7].
Since all image charges are located on the z-axis (i.e. 7 = 0), we center the expansion about the point
(7,z) = (0, Z9), for some point Zy, which shall be determined shortly. The terms of the multipole expansion
upto quadrupole order are

- 1 Gto p(z — % 1Q[2(z—2)* -7
Fell(rz) = L Giot L+ Pz — %) a_—— QP2(-7% ;"/J v, (s167)
m (P24 (z-2)0)" @+ (E-2)"" 2@+ (2-2)?)
where
Gtot = Z@ is the total charge, (S.168)
P = Z qi(Zi — Zo) is the dipole moment, (5.169)
Q = Z 3i(% — %0)? is the quadrupole moment . (S.170)

Here §; is the i'" charge, and z; is its z-position. Equation (S.166) gives the magnitudes and positions of all
the charges in the system, including the image charges. Since the system is globally electroneutral, we find
that g0t = 0, and the monopolar term vanishes. Thus, the leading order term in the multipole expansion is

the dipolar term
P= Y GE—% G =Y G, (S.171)
i i i
which is independent of Z;. Then, the quadrupole moment is related to the dipole moment as

Q= G -22Y Ga+aY G = > Gz — 25D . (S.172)
3 i 7 i

Now, we choose Z, such that the quadrupole term Q = 0, and approximate the multipole expansion using
the dipolar term. In this way, approximation error will be restricted to the octopole and higher terms, and
Zp can be estimated as

- 1 Zz 4 51'2

W= o (S.173)

Next, we compute p and Zp by substituting the values of ¢; and z; from Eq. (S.166) into Egs. (S.171) and
(S.173), which yields

p = q((T—1)" +2d) = gl'oa™ (S.174)

1 - _
B o= —5(- 1)oM (S.175)

where we have used d ~ éM /2. Substituting these expressions into the multipole expansion Eq. (S.167) we
find
B GDsM (5 4+ LM 1. —-7/2
ol — aro™( 2 ) 75+ O (r2 + (7 + FéM)2) , (5.176)
dr (72 + (2 + LT6M)2) 2

where we have introduced 2 = z — 6™ /2. The error term on the RHS includes the octopole and higher
terms.

We now use the multipole expansion to derive asymptotic expressions for the electric potential under
the point charge approximation. We do so by identifying the locations where the dipolar term in Eq. (S.176)
serves as a good approximation for the potential, with the higher order terms being negligible. Now, it’s
clear from the calculation above that Zy is the center of this effective dipole. The positive charge ¢ is located
at z, = 0M/2, and so the corresponding negative charge —q is located at the mirror position relative to
Zo, i.e. at Z_ = —6M/2 — 2%;. Thus, the separation of the charges in the dipole is z, — z_ = I'¢™ (using
Eq. (S.175)). Now, we use the fact that a dipolar approximation is more accurate in locations where the
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distance to the nearest charge, which in domain II is the positive charge ¢, is much greater than the dipole

separation, yielding
V2 422> ToM | (S.177)

as the condition for the approximation Eq. (S.176) to hold. Note that 7" = /72 4 /2 is the distance from a
point (7, Z) to the point (0,0 /2) on the membrane surface.

We now consider the opposite limit v/72 + 2’2 < T'6M. In this limit, based on Eq. (S.166), the distances
to the positive charge and its image are much less than the distance to the position of the negative image
charges. To leading order, we can therefore consider only the monopolar contributions of the two positive
charges, yielding ~

. 2r q
pell(F z) = - S.178
where we have assumed d ~ h = 6™ /2. Taken together, this yields asymptotic expressions for the potential
in the point charge approximation

2f (j —9 = M
= V2422 <o,
1+ T dny/72 4+ 272

PSM ==/ | 1P5M
DO7a(= +5100)  zm s
4r (P 1 (57 + SToM)2)3/2 ’

P (r,z) = (S.179)

with a transition region for v/72 + 22 ~ I'6M. This form indicates that in the region 72 + 22 < T'6M,
the potential will be that of a charge monopole of magnitude 2¢I'/(1 + I') located at the source of flux.
Conversely, for v/72 + 22 > T'6M the potential will be that of a charge dipole centered at z = —(I' — 1)6M /2
with dipole moment T'6Mg.

(d). Solution for charge density at early times

Next, we leverage the point charge approximation to understand the reorganization of charge density at
early times. Far from the channel, it is reasonable to assume that the diffusion of the pumped charge near
the transporter will not matter, and that the local reorganization is due solely to long-ranged electric fields
induced by pumping. Since the point charge approximation for the potential shows good agreement with the
numerical FEM at early times (Fig. 8, main text), we will also use this approximate picture to understand
the evolution of charge density profiles. Let us suppose that at early times, the potential is given by

(7, z,0) = *N(F,2) + 67 (7, 2,1) (S.180)

where ¢P*!! is from the point-charge approximation given by Eq. (S.166) and ¢* is the field due to reorga-
nization. This decomposition is exact, since we simply define ¢* as the difference between the true electric
potential and that due to the point charge approximation.

Let us consider the behavior of the charge density for 7 > 1 at early times. Assuming linearity, the
governing equation for the charge density is

8ﬁ11

- = vt — 't (S.181)
subject to the boundary condition (S.92)

opl! a_II

¥ 4 7;; — 0, (8.182)

at z = 6M /2. Using our representation of the electric potential in Eq. (S.180), we can write

aﬁH 8&)1’“11 3(;_5* _
St t 5 =0 (S.183)
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For sufficiently early times # < 1 we expect that the dominant contribution will be the electrostatic one, as
the charge density will not yet have reorganized. This motivates our approximation

aﬁII aquc,ll

S (S.184)
at z = 0M /2. Next, we write the Laplacian of p'! in Eq. (S.181)
_ 19 3/311 82,511
201 _ ~
N (a e (8.185)

In the above equation, the radial and the axial terms will scale as p'!/I2 and p'/i2, where [,. and [, are radial
and axial length scales over which the field varies. From the uniform transport problem (Sec. III), we expect
I, ~ 1, corresponding to the dimensionless Debye length. Since the charge density in this approximation is
related to ¢P%!! at the surface using Poisson’s equation, we expect p'! to vary at the surface in 7 the same
way that ¢P!!l does. As ¢P%l varies as a power law based on the previous section, [, ~ 7. Since we are
considering 7 >> 1, this suggests that we can ignore the radial contribution to the Laplacian in Eq. (S.185),
with the axial component dominating. Thus, we can write Eq. (S.181) as

aﬁII 82ﬁII B

5 = a2 o, (S.186)
subject to the boundary condition

8711 87pc,II

9 9 _ (S.187)

0z 0z
at z = 6M/2. Note that EP¢!Il = —9¢P!1 /9% is the Z-component of the electric field in the point charge
approximation. Moreover, despite the 7 dependence of EPSL we have no derivatives in 7 in our equation
and boundary condition in the above approximation. Therefore, we can solve the problem as if it were one-
dimensional, with radial dependence entering only through EP®!!. This is the quasi-1D analysis mentioned
in Sec. IVB of the main text.
In addition, the structure of this problem is equivalent to the problem solved in section III.4, with
f(t) = —EP<!. By analogy, we can readily write down the solution as

Al = 0 o ppell] € (—8M2)?/4f

p(7,z,1) 2 EP ’2:51\,{/2 * \/47@6 , (S.188)
where we explicitly note that EP“!! is evaluated on the membrane surface. Note that EPS! o § = It scales
linearly with time. Computing the convolution gives

pc,II
EZ

t
E —1—z"% /4% 1 —z oF o zZ VAR 1 20 | o z -
(\/;6 + 1€ (2t — z' — 1) erfc Wi Vi 1€ (2t + z' — 1) erfc Vi +Vi , (5.189)

for 7> 1 and t < 1. Near the surface z’ ~ 0 and we can expand under the limit of £ < 1 obtaining

t
na s

It is now evident that the charge density on the surface is proportional to the zZ-component of the local
electric field. But because EP®!! scales linearly with #, the charge density grows superlinearly during the
early time period. To understand this result further, we can evaluate EP%!I on the surface. By taking the
gradient of ¢P<! in Eq. (S.166), we find

1 4z — d) a(5) (- (3 - )
im (2 (z-d2)? (P

ﬁn(fa Evf) = = Z=0.

z

4 _
ﬁH(f,f) _ _g Epc,II

pc, Il
E? =
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Substituting Z = 6™ /2 and d =~ 6™ /2, we see that the two positive charge contributions vanish on the surface,
yielding

oo s A0 (T-1 "M
S i
T Amg (g (M4 1))}

Next, we simplify this expression in the small and large limits of 7. First, when 7 < oM, we have that
7 < 0M(i + 1) for all i > 0. Therefore,

pc,I1
Ez

o gdf_ (L-1Y’ - aF . (F-1
N_izq(ﬂ” (F+1) _ 19T Liy (f+1) (5.193)
=0~ T 22 T (5N (i 1+ 1)))2 in (3M)2 ’ '

pc,lI
EZ

where Liy is the polylogarithm [1]. Since I' > 1, we have (I' —1)/(I' + 1) — 1 and Lis(1) = 7%/6, so we can
approximate

—_ 2
I St Gt Y S.194
z'=0 A (5M)2 6 ( )

for small 7. For 7 > ['6M, the multipole expansion is valid. Differentiating Eq. (S.176) with respect to z, we
get

Mg
L= __ , S.195
z'=0 47r(7_’2 + (5/ + %F5M)2)3/2 ( )

pc,II
z

where we have neglected the 1/7° term since 7 > 1. Taken together, the asymptotic forms for the electric
field are

I A sM
Epoll _ Am I —1 (5M)2 6 T ’ 9.196
z |z’:0 - 1 ng(i(f) B fSM ’ ( . )
Tam (et (Aromyzp 70

where we now have a transition region o™ < 7 < I'éM between the two scaling regions. Over these length
scales, there is a complex dependence on the negative image charges. For ¥ < ™, the point charge approx-
imation predicts a constant electric field and for 7 > I'6M, it predicts a 1/7° (dipolar) electric field.

Our simulations (Fig. 8, main text) suggest that the point charge approximation is relatively robust for
7 2> 1 and small . The approximation breaks down for small 7 for two reasons. First, the diffusive spreading
of the pumped charge contributes significantly to the profile. Second, the radial portion of the Laplacian
cannot be neglected, since [, is comparable to [, in this region. The approximation also breaks down for large
t, as charges reorganize along the membrane surface and the point charge picture is inaccurate. Over long
times, the correction ¢* in Eq. (S.180) becomes comparable in magnitude with ¢P°, leading to a contribution
to the boundary condition (S.183) that couples all three domains. The next sections address these gaps by
building a more comprehensive theory.

2. Near-field approximation

This section derives the results presented in section IV.C of the main text.

(a). Point charge spreading

We begin by considering the diffusive spreading of a point charge source within an electrolyte in a spherically
symmetric setting. Suppose we have an infinite electrolyte domain in 3D, where a point charge of magnitude
g < 1 is placed at the origin at £ = 0. Thus, the initial condition is p(0) = g&(7)/ (2n7%) where 7 is the
spherical radial coordinate. We will assume that the charge density and its gradient decay to zero as 7 — oo.

We will now analyze the spreading of this charge by solving the linearized Eq. (S.181) with this initial
condition, noting that the equation breaks down for very early times and short length scales when the §
function may be expected to introduce singular behavior. The next section uses the solution to this problem as
Green’s function, which helps us obtain the near-field dynamics for the spatially localized pumping problem.
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The governing equation for the charge density is

00 oo 10 (L,0p\ _

where the first term on the RHS is the radial Laplacian. Using the transformation

v = pel, (S.198)
our governing equation becomes
ov =
— =V?u. S.199
5 v (5.199)

and we have eliminated the decay term, resulting in a simple diffusion equation. The initial condition will
be unchanged, since for ¢ = 0, 7(0) = p(0). Note that this transformation could be applied to the first-order
perturbation theory of the PNP equations for any geometry and boundary conditions. However, in many
cases, it will be less useful, since the boundary condition for 7 will itself scale exponentially in time.
The solution to Eq. (S.199) is [5]
1 2 47

= -7 /4t S.200

1% e .
which satisfies the governing equation, boundary conditions, and initial condition. Taking the inverse trans-
form we find that the charge density satisfies

—t

L (& _ 72747
p(’l",{) = W@ /4t. (8201)

This analysis indicates that the spreading of a point charge in an electrolyte in the first-order perturbation
theory is like 3D solute diffusion [5], with the multiplication of an exponential-in-time decay.

(b). Application to channel problem

The solution (S.201) can be utilized to obtain a solution for the near-field, short-time dynamics of the
spatially localized pumping problem. This is because, for short times and distances, we expect the pumped
charge to spread like a point charge in the electrolyte, with the membrane insulating the pumped cations
from the anions on the other side of the membrane, and vice versa. It is easy to see this by recalling the
true boundary condition at the interface (Eq. (S.69))

o6 _ 106"
0z T 9z’

which, for T' > 1, can be approximated as, 9¢*/3z ~ 0. A physical way to understand this boundary condi-
tion is to recall the image charge picture of the potential under the point charge approximation (Fig. (S5)(c)).
Based on this picture, a unit point positive charge located near the interface S™ will have its first image
charge located at the reflection point across the membrane interface. This image charge will also be positive
but with a magnitude (I' — 1)/(I" + 1), which for T' > 1, will be approximately equal to 1, the magnitude
of the original charge. The electric field in the near field will be a superposition of these two charges; the
other image charges, which have a negative sign, are located much further away, and will therefore make a
negligible contribution to the field in this region. However, by the equality of magnitude and the symmetry
of the location, the zZ-component of the electric field due to the two positive charges will cancel, leading to
0¢*/0Z =~ 0 in the near field. However, such a simplification is not possible in the far-field, because the
electric field contribution from the negative image charges will no longer be insubstantial in these regions.
With this justification, it is easy to see how the three domains Qf, QU and QM become effectively

decoupled in the near field. Therefore, we can solve the linearized problem on the infinite half-domain of
z' > 0 with the boundary conditions 9¢"'/8z = 0 and j}' = j° at 2’ = 0. Now, consider a point flux on the
membrane at 7 = 0 given by ~

_ - _o(T

o) = T2 (5.202)
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Here, I can be considered as the dimensionless flux, which is a function of time. The solution for this
point-wise flux can be expressed as a convolution of the point charge spreading solution (S.201)

—t t

I (s _ 7 € —7'2/4F Fr_ = ¢ —72 /4% 3=

) = I(t) *2—o7 =2 It—7)——=75 dr S.203

ppt(r 3 (3 (47_[_03/26 /0 ( T) (47_‘_{)3/26 T ( )

where we observe that the charge density will be radially symmetric in the total radial coordinate, 7=

V72 + z'2. Moreover, since the current I(¢) = I is constant in this problem, we can perform the convolutional
integral to obtain

I " 7 = " 7 =
11 (~/ —7 T
7,t) = — [ e™" erfc = — \/i) + e" erfc ( = + \/i)) , S.204
ppt( 2 Amr! ( (2\/% 2/t ( )

as the charge density in the near-field due to a point source. We can then integrate Poisson’s equation to
find the corresponding electric potential in the near field, using the boundary conditions ¢ — 0 as 7 — o0
and ¢ < co at 7 = 0. This gives

o (7, 1) = 4;:/ (2 —2¢ erf (27:;£> — e erfe (27:/2 - \/?) — ¢ erfe (Qil/i + \/E)) . (S.205)

We can observe that when ¢ > 1, both Eqs. (S.204) and (S.205) reach a steady-state given by

o I .
pss(F) =5 —e ", (S.206)
_ I o
I /=7\ T
Pss(m) = 5 (1 e ) : (S.207)

as advertised in the main text. The solution is that of a spherical “dome” of charge centered at the pump
and its associated monopole-like potential.

To obtain the near-field solution for a patch of size R, the point source solution Eq. (S.204) can be
used as a Green’s function and integrated over the patch. This gives the near-field approximation for the
charge density as

R® 27
piL (72, 1) = / dl_/ o I ppy <\/f2 + 12 — 27l cos(0) 4 22, t) : (S.208)
0 0

where we take I = j§ and the argument of the point-charge solution comes from applying the law of cosines.
We can write an identical expression where we replace p with ¢ for the potential.

In Fig. 9 of the main text, we compare the solution (S.208) for the charge density and the corresponding
solution for the transmembrane potential AVM with the FEM simulations. For short times and short
distances, the approximate near-field solution agrees well with the numerical simulations. The disagreement
at large distances and longer times is due to the failure of the near-field approximation to capture the effects
of double-layer reorganization due to the electric field, which results in a power-law scaling.

(c). Maximal pumping rate and potential difference

The expression in Eq. (S.208) is not analytically tractable for arbitrary 7 and z’, but we can obtain exact
results for ¥ = 0 and z’ = 0. This is a point on the membrane surface at the center of the pumping patch.
Furthermore, it is at this location that both the surface charge and the electric potential will attain their

largest magnitude. We have
RP
Prear(0,0,8) = 27 i dl I pyy (L, 1) (S.209)

which, with Eq. (S.204), gives

-0 RP - -

N . 7 l - 7 l =
ol (0,0,7) = J—O/ dl [e‘l erfc < — \/¥> + ¢ erfe ( + \/i)] . S.210
pnear( _> 2 0 2\/; 2\/; ( )
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Evaluating this integral gives
_I1 ‘8 7 —RF R T RY R T
Prear(0,0,1) = 5 2erf (\/i) —e " erfe WA Vi) +ef erfe | — +VE)| . (S.211)

Similarly, for the electric potential, we find that

38 = o 7 RP 1 2Vt (7P)?
Jo P _ opP -t Ly Lave P
> 2R 2R e [erf<2ﬂ> NG = <1 e 4 )]

~2at (VE) + e arfe (gf/z - ﬁ) R e (2% N ﬁ)

Thus far, we have not considered C' for the case of spatially localized pumping. The dynamics of C
follows a diffusion equation, based on Eq. (S.87). The corresponding point source solution can be written
as

near (0 O ﬂ

(S.212)

1 2 a7 b 1 2145
I —F2/4F _ = —F2/4F 5=
CL(,t) = I(t)«2 47rt_)3/2e = 2/0 It—7) (47r£)3/26 ar | (S.213)

where I(f) = I. Moreover, within the linear theory, this solution holds not just in the near field, but in all
space. Evaluating the integral in Eq. (S.213) yields

I 7
Ch(F.t) = 5 erfe <2\/E‘> , (S.214)

from which we can compute a solution to C' for the case of a pumping from a finite patch of size R', analogous
to the charge density and potential. Similar to Eq. (S.208) we have

RY 2
CF, 7 1) = / dl [ dolCly (\/7‘2 + 12 — 27l cos(8) + 72, t) , (S.215)
0 0

which holds for all #, 2/ and ¢ where the linearization is valid. Evaluating the integral for the case of

7 =2z =0, we obtain
RP 1 2Vt _(RP)?
erfc <M> —+ ﬁ? <1 — € 4t >] . (8216)

We now follow the approach presented earlier in Sec. III.5 to derive bounds on the maximal pumping
rate, but as we shall shortly see, end up with a result that is different from the spatially uniform pumping
scenario. Recall that for the dimensional cation concentration C = Co(p + C +1) to be non—negatlve we
must have p+ C > —1. Now, for the case of cation pumping j$ > 0, which results in both p!,C! < 0.
Because the solution is odd in Z, it must be that p'', C™ > 0. Therefore, because the location of the greatest
deviation in C'+ occurs at the center of the transporter, we must satisfy

c0,0,%) = jSRP

c"(0,0,) + p(0,0,) < 1, (S.217)

for all times £ < 7°, so that C'(0,0,) + p'(0,0,£) > —1 is automatically satisfied. This implies that both
C'(0,0,%) and p'(0,0,f) must saturate to a steady state if 7° > 1. Substituting Eqgs. (S.211) and (S.216)
in Eq. (S.217) yields

_.O _ _
1> ?0[2—2e }+§8RP[1+O] b [1—e RF +RP] . (S.218)
- _ _ 91
Thus, for concentrations to remain nonnegative we must have j§ < |1 — e~R” + RP| . This is an upper

bound on the flux as a function of the pore radius that must be satisfied for long pumping times 7° > 1.
Under this constraint, the pump can be operated indefinitely without achieving negative concentrations,
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which is distinct from the case of the spatially uniform pumping problem. There, indefinite pumping is not
possible because for any value of the pumping rate, however small, there always exists a maximum time
beyond which concentrations become negative.

Now, let us consider the maximum achievable potential difference across the membrane. From Eq. (S.212)
for £ > 1, the transmembrane potential at ¥ = 0 is

near

AVM(0,7) = lim 261, (0,0,8) = 272 (RP - 1—|—e_RP) . (S.219)
t—o0
Combining this result with our constraint on j§ from Eq. (S.218), we find that

PP —RFP
AVM(0,1) < 2&

_ S.220
RP 41— R"’ ( )

is the maximum achievable transmembrane potential difference at the center of a pumping patch of radius
RP. For any 7 > 0, we expect that VM(7,#) < VM(0,%). Therefore, we can see using Taylor expansion
that when RY < 1, the maximum potential difference that can locally be achieved by a single channel is
AVM < RP and when RY > 1, it is AVM < 2. Since the potential is nondimensionalized by the thermal
voltage ¢1 ~ 25 mV, the above constraint suggests that the transmembrane potential difference achievable
by a single pump can be at most 50 mV. For RY = 1, corresponding to a transported opening of ~ 1
nm, we calculate AVM < 11 mV. Alternatively, for RF = 1, corresponding to a opening of ~ 21&, we find
that AVM < 2.5 mV. This indicates that to achieve larger transmembrane potential differences, systems of
transporters may be necessary.

3. Long-time asymptotics

We now derive asymptotic solutions for times t > 1p, i.e. £ > 1, presented in Sec. IVC of the main text. We
obtain the exact solution in the Hankel-Laplace transformed space and then consider the asymptotic limits
of the transformed solution. Then, the real space solution is found by inverting the asymptotic limit in the
transformed space.

(a). Derivation of transformed solution

To find an exact solution, we introduce the Laplace transform. We will consider the Laplace transform of a
function that has already been Hankel transformed. Accordingly, we denote

fk,z,5) = /OOO f(k,z,0e %t dt | (S.221)

as the Laplace transform of the Hankel-transform f (1) with § being the conjugate variable to time. Once
again, the linearized governing equations state

op* =

T = V- (5.222)
V3r = —p, (S.223)
VieM = 0, (S.224)

for o € {I,II}. This is subject to the boundary conditions

op¢ 8704 B _
% + % = _jO(sz) 9 on S% ’ (8225)
ad_)a 1 aéM _ Qo
- T e = 0, on S%, (S.226)
p*—¢™ =0, on S, (S.227)
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for o € {I,11}. The initial conditions are p® = 0, ¢ = 0, and pM = 0 at # = 0. Due to the system being
odd in Z, we can equivalently solve only in the half-domain Z > 0 using the boundary condition ¢™ = 0 at
Z = 0. The solution for Z < 0 can then simply be found as f(k,—z,3) = —f(k, 2, 3).

Applying the Hankel and Laplace transforms to the governing equations gives

<A1 oo, PP
L o2 J11 5
—k2PH + 78?2 = -, (S.229)
o aQ(ZVSM
—k2M + o = 0, (S.230)
subject to the boundary conditions
gl 9l . sM
ha il — _i%k. 3 f 7= — 231
93 + 97 7°(k, 3) , or z=—-, (S.231)
1 ggM M
6;_ — Fag— =0, for z= % , (S5.232)
Z Z
M—M =0 for z= o (S.233)
- ) - 2 ) :
M=0, for z2=0. (S.234)

This system of differential equations now only contains derivatives in Z, so we can find the solution using
standard techniques of ordinary differential equations. The solution is

(1+3)(1+ f‘tanh(fc}_z))e*\/M(zfﬁ)

ot (34 (1+ 8T tanh(kR) VI + k2 + 5

(1+ L tanh(RR)V/1+ B2 + 8) e — (14T tamh (kh))e VI
| fi+ (54 (14 8)T tanh(kR)V1 + &2 + 3

(S.235)

)

(S.236)
e Ttamh(R) (FVIAE 45 1) gonin)
oV (k,z2,35) = k,3) - > — = —— (S.237)
k+ (34 (14 5[ tanh(kh))V'1 + k2 + & sinh(kh)
where h = 6™ /2, as before. For the imposed flux function in this problem
jO(F7£) = jg@(RP - F) ) (8238)
the Hankel-Laplace transform is
ori j¢ RY.J1(RPk
i) = B, (3.239)

where J; is the Bessel function of the first kind of order one [1]. If we consider RY < 7, equivalent to
RPk < 1, we can then approximate

7°(k, 3) ~ 57 = : (S.240)
where I = 7(RF)2j§ is now the total flow rate of ions through the patch.

(b). Expansion for large distances and times

We take asymptotic expansions of the above solution to find analytical solutions in real space. First, we
observe from the numerical results that for large values of 7 and ¢, the solution appears self-similar in 7/¢, as
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Figure S6: Rescaling of (a) transmembrane potential and (b) charge density at the surface by
t plotted against 7/t to show the collapse that occurs for large values of ¥ and ¢, in a manner
reminiscent of self-similar solutions.

shown in Fig. S6. In the transformed space, this corresponds to §/ k. Accordingly, we consider the asymptotic
expansion for large 7 and large ¢ simultaneously by taking the limit for small k and small § with § / k fixed.
In this limit, we also approximate 30(12, 5) = /275 based on Eq. (S.240).

Introducing the variable 1) = é/l%, and applying the limit &, § — 0 with ¢ fixed to Eqgs. (5.235)-(S.237),
yields

~ — j 67(57}1)
Mk, 2 )" ————————— | S.241
e 27 k2 (p(1+ Th) + 92) 524
I - - I (14Th)e FGE=h) _e=(=N)
Tk PR Sl A R S.242
e I Th z
MLz ) ~ — = -z S.243

for k < 1. We now define the dimensionless velocity © = 1 +Th = 14 '™ /2. Resubstituting 1) = é/lAc and
simplifying, we have

A I e (Gh
AIT —

k,Z,8) ~ —— , S.244
A b vk + 32 ( )
o T ge—k(GE—h) _ o—(z—h)

PN i — : (S.245)
27 sk + 82

I I v-1 z

M — .

k 28~ —— = S.246
AR 21 05k + 5% h ( )

Computing the exact inverse Laplace transform and inverse Hankel transform of these asymptotic forms
gives

P Ie? B 1
Gl i [1 1+(vt/7“)2] ’ (5.247)
_—_— I 1 1 e ? 1

~— - - 1- S.248
¢ 21) 2m ( Vi + 2?2+ (ot + 7)2 or [ 1+ (uf/r)2D ’ ( )

(S.249)

Tl IRNY

SRS ORI AT | PR B
Pz~ 1 @)fll 1+<vt‘/r>2]

We see that the charge density decays in z’ exponentially, as in a one-dimensional double layer, with
radial dependence following a monopole for 7 < vt and a dipole for 7 >> vt. The potential also follows decays
as a monopole for ¥ < vt and a dipole for 7 > vt. The potential has two contributions, one corresponding
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to the effective point charges on either side of the membrane, as well as a second term that represents the
adjustment of the electrical potential by the diffuse charge layer. For the transmembrane potential, we find

AVM(7,T) = i (1 - ;) % [1 - W} : (5.250)

which is linearly proportional to the surface charge density solution, but differs by a factor of 2(v—1) = T'0™.
This is nothing but the per-area capacitance of the membrane, which is consistent with a local circuit model.

4. Analysis of second moments

We now use the results from the previous sections to discuss both the radial and axial second moments of
the charge density, which are compared with the numerical results in the main text.

(a). Early times

We first present computations of the second moments at early times. The axial second moment of the charge

density is defined by -

(&), = damTrdl
P f ou P ds2

where z = z — 0M/2. To evaluate the above, we first note that the integral of charge density in the
denominator is simply the total pumped charge, It. On the other hand, the integral in the numerator can

be broken as
B R o L o
/ Z25d0) = / 27 dir / dz' [2’2,5{;] - / 277 dir / dz' [5'2/5;16} ; (5.252)
QI 0 0 R 0

where the first and second integrals on the right-hand side are contributions from the near-field and the
other regions, respectively. Here, R ~ O(1) is the transition location between the near-field and intermediate
regimes, pgt is the point source solution in Eq. (S.204), and ch is the charge density obtained by the point
charge approximation in Eq. (S.190). Since the point source solution decays rapidly with 7, we can extend
the upper limit from R to oo to approximate the first integral on the right-hand side, which makes the
integration domain becomes semi-infinite (2’ > 0). By using the spherical symmetry of pl., we rewrite the

pt’
integral

R o0 oo o0 oo
/ 27 di / dz’ |:Z/2pgt:| ~ / 217 die / dz’ {z'ngt:| = / 2m7'? di' {z%i}t} , (S.253)
0 0 0 0 0

where 7 = /72 + (/)2 = /22 + §2 + (#')? is the total radial coordinate. The spherical symmetry also
implies that the second moments in Z, ¢, and z’ are all equal. Now, we substitute the point source solution
from Eq. (S.204) to obtain

oo 1 o0 _ s
/ 22 di'? {z%i}t} ~ / 22 A2 {7’2;33] — ] (2 —921 +ﬂe*t) . (S.254)
0 0

It is easy to see that the leading order behavior at early times £ < 1 is I£2.
Now we compute contributions from the intermediate and far-field regions. Direct integration upon
substitution of Eq. (5.190) yields

(S.251)

i 00 B ~ L EPC’H|*/—0
/_ QWFdf/ dz’' [Z’ngc} = -2 (—2+t+(2+i)e*t)/_ 277 dr [{Z—] ’ (S.255)
0

R R

where EP©T|2_g is a function of 7 and ¢ given by Eq. (S.196). Note that EP“! is proportional to the
pumped charge I, and therefore the last integrand EP“!/f is constant in time. Also, Taylor expansion of
the expression in the parentheses identifies £2/6 as its leading order behavior at early times £ < 1. Therefore,

L oo 1 L E_Vpc,II|7/_0
/ 27 dF / dz' |Z?pL | ~ —=¢ / 27 dF | ——22 | . (S.256)
R 0 P 3 Jr t
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We now substitute expression for Erel)., o from Eq. (5.196). Since the integral is dominated by contribution
from 7 > R ~ M /2, we use the expression for the far field to obtain

L mpc, Il L PSM T
EPO 2 oM 1o [1 1
/ orrdr | P lz=0] / onrdi | ———| = —-IT6M | = — = | . (S.257)
R t R 473 2 R L
Therefore, the far-field contribution to the second moment is
.E o 1 o 1
/ 2 di / dz' |2%py.| ~ —ITMPP = | (S.258)
i 0 6 R

where we use L > R. At early times, O(#?) contribution from the near field dominates the O(#*) contribution
from the others. Therefore, to leading order early-time behavior is given by
I#? ~

7H (1) ~ = =1, S.259

(), ~ = (5.259)
which agrees well with the numerical result as shown in the main text and is also equal to the result expected
from bare diffusion [5].

We follow the same procedure for the radial moment by dividing the integral between the near-field and

intermediate/far-field regions and calculating the contributions from each. We have

R o0 l_/ o0
/ PpdQ) = / 217 dF / dz' {T2p£{5:| + / 217 dF / dz' [rngc} . (S.260)
QI 0 0 R 0
For the near-field contribution, #2 = z2 4+ 42, so by the symmetry arguments (72) = 2(7'?) /3, giving
R 00 B - B
/ 27rfdf/ dz’ {ﬁpg} ~ 2l (2 —2(1 +E)e*t) ~ 2I* (S.261)
0 0

to leading order at early time ¢ < 1.
For the intermediate and far-field contributions, we have

L 0 ~ . L Fpoll
/ 27rfdf/ d7' |7pl| = —(—1+t+e*t)/ 2 dF |72 2| . (S.262)
R 0 P R t

To the leading order, the time-dependent term in the parentheses behaves as #2/2 for t < 1, yielding

L [ee] 1 L EPCJI
onrdr | dZ |PPpL| =~ —=t? | 2mrdE PP . (S.263)
_ 0 pc 2 - t

R R

Again, by using exclusively the far-field expression for EP!|.,_y in Eq. (S.196), we find

L E‘chI L ) 1. _ _ _
/ 217 dF |72 —— | ~ —/ dr |TMI| = —ZITéM (L - R) . (S.264)
B t R 2 2
Therefore, the far-field contribution to the second moment is
L o0 1 o _
/R 27rfdf/0 dz’ [FQﬁgc} ~ 1IFzSMFL , (S.265)

where we use L > R. Since I', L >> 1, the intermediate and far-field contribution dominates the 2I¢>
contribution from the near field. Therefore, the radial second moment is given by

(7),(F) ~ ifsMif , (S.266)

to leading order in short time and large system size. The effective diffusivity is therefore [6ML/8, which
scales linearly with the system size L, as observed from numerical simulations. We note that this is much
faster than bare diffusive process and the effective diffusivity would diverge in the limit of an infinite system
size.
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(b). Late times

We use the same strategy to obtain the second moments for late times. The main difference is the usage
of the long-time asymptotic expression for charge density given by Eq. (S.247) instead of the point charge
solution.

For the axial moment, we begin with

R o0 L
/ Z25dQ) = / 27rfdf/ dz' {’Qpl{}t} +/ 277de/ dz' {’2 H] : (S.267)
Qu 0 0 R 0

The near-field contribution is unchanged from the early-time calculations, except we now consider the other
limit £ > 1, which gives

R 00
/ 217 dF / dz' [/ng] ~ 2I . (S.268)
0 0

This is a constant in time since the near field reaches a steady state within a few Debye times. For the
far-field contribution, we use the long-time asymptotic solution in Eq. (S.247) to write

L L e Ie % ot\ 2 "z
/ 27rfdf/ dz’ {’2 H] = / 27rfdf/ dz' |77 —— |1 - 1+(> : (S.269)
R 0 R 0 2mor T

Separating the integrals in 7 and z’,

L L 7 S\ 2\ 2 oo y
/ 27rfdf/ dz’ [ 72 H} = / 27 di — |11+ <) / dz’ {2’252’] . (S.270)
R 0 R 2mor T 0

The leading order behavior of the above expression at late times ¢ > 1 is clearly revealed by considering the
total charge in the intermediate and far-field regions:

1

L L I i\ ||
/ 2wfdf/ dz' gt = / 2 dF | —— |1 — 1+(_) / dz'e % . (S.271)
R 0 R 2T T 0

Once the near field reaches a steady state, all the extra pumped charges are distributed outside it. Thus,
the above expression converges to the total pumped charge It in the limit of ¢ — co. Now, comparing
Egs. (S.270) and (S.271), the second moment is given by the ratio of the above two expressions:

fOOC dz/ [2/26_2/}

=12 ‘)
5(t ~ 9] =
ol Jo dz' e~

=2, (S.272)

which is exactly the expression for the second moment of the exponential distribution. This arises because
at long times, the diffuse charge layer reaches a quasi-steady state at all positions, with net charge organized
as e % from the surface. Thus, the second moment of this distribution will be the second moment of the
exponential distribution. This constant limiting value implies that the net charge is confined to the diffuse
charge layer even at long times £ > 1.

For the radial moment at long times, we begin with

R o0 L o0
/ PpdQ = / 27 dir / dz’ [F ,Ent] / 217 dr / dz’ [Fzﬁn] . (S.273)
QIt 0 0 R 0

As with the axial moment, we consider the long-time limit of the near-field contribution, which gives
R 00 B
/0 27T dF /0 dz' {ﬁpg} ~ 41 . (S.274)

34



Again, since the near-field reaches a steady state, the contribution from this region to the total integral is
constant. For the far-field contribution, we have

1
i 0o I 00 - = 2\ 2
Ie™* t
/ 27rfdr/ dz’ {#ﬁ“] = / 27rfdr/ dz [P |1- <1+ (v> ) , (S.275)
B 0 B 0 27or T

where we substituted the long-time solution for the charge density in Eq. (S.247). As with the axial moment,
we can separate the integral

L [e%e] L j ,D{ 2 _% [o'e) ,
/ 27rfdf/ dz’ {r%”] = / orrdr |7 —— |1— |1+ () / dz'e”* . (S.276)
R 0 R 27T r 0

The integral in 2’ has value 1. In the far field, p scales as 1/7#3. Since the integrand has factors of the
Jacobian 7 and the second moment 72, the radial dependency vanishes at large 7. Namely, the whole
integrand approaches

%I@F , (S.277)

for 7 > T'6™M. With our choice of sufficiently large system size L > T'6M, we can approximate the integral as

1
L - o\ 2\ 2 L
I t 1- 1. -
/ onF di |72 1—<1+(”>> %/ dr [IUF] ~ ~IofL (S.278)
R 2mor 8 R 2 2

where we use L > R. Since this term scales as 2 at late times, it dominates the contribution from the near
field that is constant in time. Accordingly, for ¢ > 1, the leading order behavior of the radial second moment
is given by

(7)5(t) = %ﬁif, (S.279)

for large values of #. Substituting the value of o = 1+ I'6™ /2, we have
(7)) = Yesmr (1 + 2 )¢ (S.280)
T oM )" '

When I'M > 1, as is the case in biological settings, the early-time and late-time behaviors of the second
radial moment coincide. In addition, we note the linear scaling of the radial second moment with the system
size L.

5. Relaxation dynamics

We can describe relaxation dynamics as the superposition of two charging dynamics solutions, in an analogous
manner to the uniform transport case. Suppose that we denote the charging dynamics solution by peng (X, )
where X is the dimensionless position, and ¢ is time from opening. Then, given an open time 7°, for times
t > 7°, the charge density during relaxation is given by

ﬁrlx(i>t_) = ﬁchg(iaa - ﬁchg(i7{_ 77_0) . (8281)

For t >> 7°, we can perform a Taylor expansion obtaining

(i, f) - 70 ﬁchg(iv B - ﬁchg(ia t— 77'0) ~ 7O aﬁchg(ia ﬂ

- ~ el (S.282)

ﬁrlx
such that the relaxation solution is related to the derivative of the charging solution. One way to interpret
this result is that, for times much longer than the open time, the relaxation solution is the response to an
impulse pumping. Conversely, the charging solution would be the integral of this Green’s function over the
open time.
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By substituting peng based on the asymptotic charging solution in the far field (Eq. (S.247)) we find the
relaxation solution in domain II to be
I ot
Mz = —ei— 0 (S.283)
2m (72 + (01)2)?

It is clear that the relaxation solution scales linearly with the total transported charge, § = I7°. Further,
there is a near-field /intermediate regime 7 < ot where p ~ 1/(9%)? and a far-field regime 7 > ot where
p ~ 1t/ recovering the plateau and the dipolar regions as noted in the main text.
For the electric potential, we have
0 PR _
QEH(fa zZ, E) = T v(vt_+ : ) 3 6—2U7t3 : (8284)
2m | (72 4 (ot + 2')2)2 (72 + (v1)2)2

The transmembrane potential then follows

o - _

AVM@rpy = 170Dt (S.285)
™ (,,f2 + (@Z)Q)E

which is again related to the surface charge density by a factor of 2(v — 1), as we saw in Eq. (5.250).

The steady-state condition in response to the impulse of charge is the entire system decaying to an
equilibrium solution AVM = const and p = const—the finite amount of pumped charge ultimately spreads
uniformly over the membrane’s surface area. However, we see from the form of the charge density and the
potential that the transient behavior is governed by the length scale R*(#) = vt. When 7 < R*, the charge
density and transmembrane potential scale as 1/#? and when 7 >> R*, they scale as /7>, consistent with the
numerical results presented in Fig. 11 of the main text.

V. Supplementary Movies

Here, we provide links and descriptions for movies referred to in the main text.

e Movie S1: https://youtube.com/shorts/QFAwuHB3ACk. A video of the mesh (unrefined), originally
zoomed in with a length scale of ~ 10~! centered at the transporter. In time, the video zooms out
demonstrating the length scales involved in the problem and ends with the entire mesh shown on
a length scale of ~ 10%. The transporter is depicted in red, the membrane in blue, the structured
interfacial region in gold, and the unstructured electrolyte solution in gray.

e Movie S2: https://youtu.be/3kZTz5cyNI4. A video depicting the charging dynamics for the salt
concentration in the region |zZ| < 15 and 7 < 20 for time ¢ < 5, for the localized pumping problem.
Parameters as in Fig. 5.

e Movie S3: https://youtu.be/ AVHCSiPRsUQ. A video depicting the charging dynamics for the charge
density in the region |z] < 15 and 7 < 20 for time ¢ < 5, for the localized pumping problem. Parameters
as in Fig. 5.

e Movie S4: https://youtu.be/ud 8NKB-Hzw. A video depicting the charging dynamics for the electric
potential in the region |z| < 15 and 7 < 20 for time ¢ < 5, for the localized pumping problem.
Parameters as in Fig. 5.
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