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We introduce a statistical and linear response theory of selective conduction in biological ion
channels with multiple binding sites and possible point mutations. We derive an effective grand-
canonical ensemble and generalised Einstein relations for the selectivity filter, assuming strongly
coordinated ionic motion, and allowing for ionic Coulomb blockade. The theory agrees well with data
from the KcsA K+ channel and a mutant. We show that the Eisenman relations for thermodynamic
selectivity follow from the condition for fast conduction and find that maximum conduction requires
the binding sites to be nearly identical.

Understanding, predicting and optimising the ionic
transport properties of nanopores remains a critical chal-
lenge to both nanotechnology [1] and biophysics [2, 3].
Interest is motivated in large part by the importance
and diversity of the applications, which include water
purification [4], DNA sequencing [5], and biological ion
channels together with their role in medicine [2, 6, 7].

Biological channels are proteins with a central path-
way (nanopore), spanning a lipid membrane. Their pri-
mary function of selectively conducting ions at nearly the
diffusion rate is effected mainly by a narrow selectivity
filter (SF) (Fig. 1). Key structural features of K+ SFs,
elucidated over decades [2, 8, 9], include a sequence of
sub-nanometer sized binding sites that can have strongly
charged residues whose affinities are site and ion-specific.

It is found that point mutations can greatly influ-
ence permeation and selectivity [10–15] by modifying
the affinities, geometry and residual charge at individ-
ual sites. Predicting these changes is a long-standing and
challenging problem. Nano-confinement of ions in the SF
is affected by e.g. partial charges [16, 17], ionic diffusivity
[18], electrical permittivity [19, 20], quantum mechanical
interactions [21–24], and the species-dependent positions
of binding sites [24–27].

Particularly intriguing problems associated with point
mutations are understanding the relations between selec-
tivity, conductivity [25, 26, 28–30], highly coordinated
conduction mechanism [31–38], and occupancy of indi-
vidual sites and the SF as a whole. It is clear that valu-
able insight can be gained from a fundamental theory.

Earlier statistical theories were focused primarily ei-
ther on the problem of selectivity, or on that of conduc-
tivity. Thermodynamic selectivity [39] in this context is
defined as the difference in interaction energy in the bulk
and in the channel, which differs between species. In K+

channels it led to the snug-fit model highlighting the im-
portance of close coordination of ions by charged oxygen
atoms [31, 40]; and it has been analysed at the scale of in-
dividual binding sites in many channel types see e.g. [41–
45]. Ionic conduction occurs via a knock-on mechanism
[32, 46–48], which has been investigated using statisti-

cal physics [49, 50]. This approach led to an important
analogy between ionic Coulomb blockade (ICB) and elec-
tronic Coulomb blockade in quantum dots [51–53], which
also served to highlight the importance of long-range in-
teractions for valence selectivity [51–57]. Furthermore,
statistical and information theories have provided insight
into the binding of ions and its relationship with the po-
tential of mean force [58–61].

These insightful theories have often ignored, however,
the multi-component and multi-site nature of biological
SFs and do not account for the ion-specific affinities of
individual binding sites and the fact that these can be
altered by point mutations. A theory able to encompass
these phenomena is crucial for understanding the proper-
ties of real SF’s and might also shed light on phenomena
such as ICB [56, 57], anomalous mole fraction effect [62–
64], and the mechanism of knock-on [14, 34], all of which
are subjects of extensive debate.

In this Letter we introduce such a theory, based on
statistical physics and linear response. It relates both
the kinetic and thermodynamic properties of permeation
directly to pore structure, and it shows that Eisenman’s
selectivity relation follows from the condition for maxi-
mum conductivity of the SF. Furthermore, it allows one
to calculate optimal transport parameters, and the con-
ductivities of individual sites and of the SF as a whole. It
opens the way to statistical analysis of point mutations in
biological channels, including mutation-induced changes
in conduction, selectivity, and population.

The K+-conducting channel KcsA is shown in Fig. 1.
Its pore (c) has average radius Rc ∼2Å, length Lc ∼12Å ,
volume Vc, and 4 binding sites formed by charged oxygen
atoms in carbonyl/hydroxyl groups [31, 32]. The pore is
thermally and diffusively coupled to the left (L) and right
(R) bulk reservoirs (b) (bottom and top respectively in
Fig. 1(a)). Each bulk contains mixed solutions of S total
ionic species where i ∈ 1, · · · , S. The primary function
of the pore is conduction of K+ at close to the rate of
free diffusion whilst selecting strongly against Na+. The
system as a whole is characterized by the canonical en-
semble with constant total particle number Ni, volume V
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FIG. 1. Structure of open KcsA (5vk6.pdb) [65] visualised
using chimera [66]. (a) Two chains (blue ribbons) spanning
a lipid membrane (yellow strands) between two aqueous ionic
solutions. The SF is located within the box, and K+ (purple),
Na+ (brown), and Cl− (green) ions alongside water molecules
are included. (b) Structure of the SF for wild type KcsA and
(c) the T75C mutant, with indicated amino acids at binding
sites. (d) Lattice model used to define the system.

and temperature T . Ions are free to leave the bulk solu-
tion and bind at specific sites in the pore, with N b

i being
the total number of ions in either bulk prior to any bind-
ing.Due to the narrowness of the pore, ionic motion is
confined to one dimensional conduction via a finite num-
ber of binding sites M , where each site m ∈ 1, · · · ,M
can hold a single ion at most. Therefore, the total num-
ber of ions in the pore is n =

∑M
m

∑S
i nim ≤ M , where∑S

i=1 nim ∈ 0, 1 and ni =
∑M
i=1 nim. All possible con-

figurations of ionic binding in the pore {nim} (or {nj}
to simplify notations) are mutually exclusive leading to
Fermi statistics [61]. The energy of each configuration is
found by explicitly counting the number of ions of each
species that leave the left (n′′im) and right (n′im) bulks
and enter site m in the pore (keeping the total number
of ions constant)

E({nj}) = E0 + E({nj}) +

S∑
i=1

(
NL
i −

M∑
m=1

n′′im

)
µLi

+
∑
i=1

(NR
i −

M∑
m=1

n′im)µRi + kT ln(n0)! +

S∑
i=1

kT lnni!

+

S∑
i=1

M∑
m=1

(n′im + n′′im)(µ̄cim + qziφ
c
m). (1)

Here we define the thermodynamic part of the energy
E0 = TS − pV , entropy S, pressure p, the long range
interaction energy E between ions and fixed charges, and
n0 is the number of empty sites (that may be occupied
by water molecules).

It can be seen from (1) that the bulk electrolytes and

binding sites of the pore represent a system with several
interpentrating solutions, each characterized by its own
chemical potential. The electrochemical potential in the
bulk is defined [60, 67, 68] as the sum of ideal, excess,
and electrostatic parts

µbi = kT ln

(
(Λbi )

3xbi

qint,b
i

)
+ µ̄bi + qziφ

b, (2)

where Λbi , q
int,b
i , xbi , zi, φ

b and µ̄bi denote the thermal
wavelength, internal partition function, mole fraction,
valence, external electric and excess chemical potential
respectively.

For a binding site, the electrochemical potential is [69]

µcim = kT ln
(Λci )

3f ({nj})
qint,c
i

+ µ̄cim + qziφ
c
m + ∆E . (3)

It is characterized (see SI) by values of the excess chem-
ical µ̄cim and electrostatic qziφ

c
m potentials at each site,

the change in the energy of interaction between ions ∆E
when one ion is added to the pore, and the factor f ac-
counting for indistinguishably of ions in the pore. We
assume that (Λbi )

3/qint,b
i ∼ (Λci )

3/qint,c
i and so it has been

factored out of our expression (1) for the total energy.

We note that ion transition from the bulk to the pore
results in small fluctuations of the total energy in (1).
This allows us to derive [61, 70] the effective grand canon-
ical ensemble (GCE) for the pore by factorizing the par-
tition function as a product of bulk and pore constituents
and cancelling constant terms

P ({nj}) = Z−1

(
1

n0!

∏
i

1

ni!

)

× exp

[(
S∑
i=1

M∑
m=1

nim∆µ̃bim − E({nj})

)
/kT

]
(4)

where ∆µ̃bim = ∆µ̄bim+qzi∆φ
b
m+kT log(xbi ) and the par-

tition function Z represents the normalisation enforcing∑
{nj} P ≡ 1. Note that ∆ is defined by the difference

between pore and bulk, so ∆µ̄bim = µ̄bi − µ̄cim etc.

The corresponding free energy (G = E − TS + pV ) is,

G({nj}) = E({nj}) + kT lnn0!

+

S∑
i=1

kT lnni!−
S∑
i=1

M∑
m=1

nim[∆µ̄bim + kT ln(xbi )]. (5)

The derived model is consistent with many earlier the-
oretical results [58, 60, 61, 71, 72] and accounts for the
key features of selective conduction in biological SF’s,
including ionic Coulomb blockade and structure of the
individual sites in the SF.
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The grand potential (Ω = −kT lnZ) can now be used
to compute the occupancies of the sites and the SF

〈nim〉 =
∑
{nj}

nimP ({nj}) 〈ni〉 =
∑
m

〈nim〉. (6)

These are used to calculate the conductivity σim (defined
via the static density susceptibility χim, see Eq. (25) of
SI) at each site, and the total average conductivity σT of
the SF

σim = ziq
2χimDim., σTi =

(
M∑
m

σ−1
im

)−1

, (7)

where Dim is the species diffusivity at site m. It is clear
that, in general, local geometry influences directly the
conductivity at the site. For single file motion, conduc-
tion through the sites of length Lim and cross-sectional
area Aim connected in series (see Fig. 1) the conductance
GT and total current across the pore are

I = GTV, GT =

S∑
i

(
M∑
m

Lim
Aimσim

)−1

. (8)

Equations (6)-(8) allows us to calculate occupancy, con-
ductivity, and current for each binding site, and for the
SF as a whole, for any given mutation of the structure.
To compare these results to experimental data, we con-
sider conduction of the wild-type (WT) KcsA filter and
its mutant T75C (MuT) obtained by point mutation [11]
of site S4 of KcsA, see Fig. 1.

We assume that: bulk solutions contain Na+ and K+

at concentrations of 0.2M; ions may occupy neighbour-
ing sites; and the occupancy of the SF is restricted to 3
ions. Under these plausible conditions there are 65 con-
figurational states in the system (see SI). To estimate the
energies G({ni}) of these states we use Eqs. (4) and (5)
and approximate the total electrostatic energy of the pore
E as a capacitor [51, 53] of capacitance C, total charge
Q = (nf +

∑
i ni) q, and charging energy Uc ∼ 10kT

E = Uc

[∑
m

(∑
i

nim + nfm

)]2

; Uc =
Q2

2C
. (9)

Here nfm is an effective valence of the binding sites,
nf =

∑
m nfm, and q is the unit charge. There are al-

ternative approximations including [49, 51, 53, 55, 73].
However, without experimental evidence to the contrary,
(9) provides a simple and physically appealing interpre-
tation of E by analogy with quantum dots [74].

A subset of the calculated lowest energy levels is shown
in Fig. 2 as a function of nf . Each curve is parabolic and
has a minimum when the total charge within the pore is
neutralised (Q = 0). These minima correspond to non-
conducting ground states of the SF that hold 0, 1, 2, or
3 potassium ions as shown by arrows.

-3 -2 -1 0

0
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20

FIG. 2. Free energy vs. nf for WT with KCl and NaCl
solutions at 0.2M. Only the most favoured states are in-
cluded. Colours, red, blue, green, orange and black dashed
denote empty, pure K+ and Na+, mixed and the ground
states respectively. The purple circle shows when the pore
is equally energetically favourable to hold 2 or 3 K+ ions.
∆µ̄K,1−4 in the WT are ∼ 6.2, 5.7, 6, 6.2kT while ∆µ̄Na,1−4

are ∼ 2.2,−2.6,−1.6, 0.1.

According to ICB theory, conducting states correspond
to the degeneracies where the lowest energy levels in-
tersect, cf. [49]. An example of this situation where 2-
ion and 3-ion K+ states are degenerate is highlighted by
the purple circle. In accordance with MacKinnon’s idea
of charge balance [48], the total fixed charge is close to
Qf = −2.5q because this corresponds to an average of 2.5
ions inside the pore. If we assume that all oxygen atoms
are equally partially charged then we estimate their indi-
vidual valences to be z0 ∼ 0.125 and find that the total
charge on an 8-oxygen-caged binding site is −1q.

The vertical shifts of the levels are determined by the
values ∆µ̄im. These parameters are extracted through
comparison with experimental data [11] and results of
molecular dynamic simulations [27], including of the
site’s occupancies and current-voltage relations, see be-
low. Once the energy levels of the system states are
known, we can calculate the occupancy and conductivity
of each binding site and of the SF as a whole using Eqs.
(4)-(7). Calculations of the multi-component occupancy
〈ni〉 and conductivity σTi of the SF in the presence of
mixed KCl and NaCl solutions are shown in Fig. 3.

In general, 〈ni〉 and σTi are complex multi-parametric
surfaces. Here we plot their dependence on the selectivity
(and thus affinity) of site S4 and the total wall charge
nf . Note the following key features of these plots. First,
that Eqs. (7) and (8) take explicit account both highly
coordinated motion of ions in the channel (see Eqs. (8)-
(10) of SI) and the conductivity of individual sites in
the presence of long range interactions. Secondly, the
conductivity of the SF is smaller than the smallest site
conductivity. Hence optimized conductance of the SF
corresponds to nearly identical binding sites in line with
experimental results, see Fig. 1. Thirdly, the whole SF
becomes non-conducting when one site ceases to conduct.
The SF conductivity resonates strongly as a function of



4

both wall charge and ∆µ̄K,4. Therefore, a small change
of parameters at a given site can inactivate the whole
SF, thus illuminating a possible mechanism of C-type
inactivation [75].

The sensitive dependence of σT on its parameters sug-
gests that the KcsA SF must be carefully tuned to achieve
fast, strongly selective, diffusion of potassium ions. The
corresponding optimal parameters can now be found an-
alytically. As mentioned above, maximum conduction
occurs when the sites share affinity and lowest energy
levels intersect: G(nK + 1, nf )−G(nK , nf ) ∼ 0, which is
equivalent to equilibrium between the bulks and the SF
i.e. µbi = µci cf [49]. Note that we neglect a small entropy
contribution from the fact that sites are now identical
(see SI). It follows directly that maximal conductivity
occurs when,

µ̄c,∗Km = µ̄bK + kT ln(xK)−∆E −∆f, (10)

Eq. (10) can be inverted to identify the optimal fixed
charge for the SF. If we consider a pore with nf ∼ −2.5,
and 0.2M solutions then we estimate ∆µ̄∗Km ≈ 6kT , con-
sistent with experiment.

The conditions of maximal K+ conduction and simul-
taneous strong selectivity (∆GNa = G(nK + Na) −
G(nK + K)) give us the free energy barrier for adding
Na+ to site m in the form

∆GNa ∼ ∆µ̃K,m −∆µ̃Na,m � kT, (11)

which is equivalent to the Eisenman selectivity rela-
tion [39]. Note that we have neglected the entropic con-
tributions due to mixing of ions and sites. Thus the the-
ory resolves the long-standing conundrum [76] of simulta-
neous fast conduction with strong selectivity of the KcsA
SF, and shows that Eisenman’s strong selectivity relation
follows directly from the condition of fast conduction.

A numerical example illustrating this point is shown
in Fig. 3. The state of the WT pore tuned for maxi-
mum conduction of K+ ions and strong selectivity of K+

over Na+ is shown by the blue and red stars on the con-
ductivity surfaces in the figure. The conductivity ratio
σT,WT
K /σT,WT

Na ∼ 2 × 103 is comparable with the com-
monly quoted ratio 1:1000 [38].

Because different points of the multi-parametric con-
ductivity and selectivity surfaces (Fig. 3) correspond to
different experimental conditions (e.g. pH, concentra-
tions) and mutations of the SF, the theory paves the
way to detailed structure-function studies for many ex-
perimentally observed phenomena.

Next we apply the theory to the analysis of the T75C
point mutation in the KcsA SF [11] replacing threonine
with cysteine at location S4. This change does not sig-
nificantly alter the side-chain volume but varies the elec-
trostatic properties because the MuT lacks 4 hydroxyl
ligands, effectively lowering the total attractive charge of
the filter. Experiment demonstrates that the distribu-
tion of K+ ions in the SF is modified between the WT

FIG. 3. K+ (blue) and Na+ (red) occupancy (top) and
conductivity (bottom) vs. nf and ∆µ̄K,Na;S4 in symmetrical
0.2M mixed bulk solutions. Conductivity and occupancy form
a set of resonant peaks and steps respectively. Each step max-
imises under the conditions of barrier-less knock on, it being
the favoured species and minimal difference in site affinity.
Using identical parameters to Fig. 2 obtained through ex-
perimental comparison, we indicate the WT K+ (blue) and
Na+ (red) and MuT K+ (green) conductivity’s via coloured
stars. Selectivity appears via the shift in both occupancy and
conductivity from K+ (blue) to Na+ (red) surfaces, and the

conductivity ratio yields σT,WT
K /σT,WT

Na ∼ 2× 103.

and MuT and that it conducts potassium at a lower rate.
WT and MuT are highlighted by blue and red stars and
K+† bars in Fig. 4.

To compare experimental results with theoretical pre-
dictions we take into account both the change in geome-
try and the fixed charge of the pore. The modified state
of the system is shown by green star in the Fig. 3 and
corresponds to the reduced charge of the SF from -2.5q
to -2.32q, reduced affinity of S4’ from 6.2 to 5.2 kT , and
volume change of S4 by factor 1.2. The pore diffusivity
in WT and MuT was estimated to be 3 × 10−10m2s−1,
which is less than the bulk value, as expected [18, 60].
Using the nf ’s of the WT and MuT we can revise our
earlier estimate, finding that the partial charge from each
carbonyl group oxygen provides −0.145q and the charge
contribution from each hydroxyl group oxygens provide
−0.045q.

The theoretical predictions are compared to the ex-
perimental data for current-voltage relation for the WT
and MuT in Fig. 4 (a). The comparison extended be-
yond validity of the linear response regime is shown with
dashed lines. The reduced conduction in the mutant due
to the increased resistivity of the S4’ site (vs. S4 in the
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FIG. 4. Comparison of theoretical current (a) (lines), and
site occupancy (b) and (c) to experimental data [11] denoted
by stars in (a) and † in (b) and (c). Theory and data are
shown for the WT in blues and for the mutant (MuT) in reds.
By comparison we find: ∆µ̄K,1−3 ∼ 6.2, 5.7, 6kT , ∆µ̄WT

K,4 ∼
6.2kT and ∆µ̄MuT

K,4 ∼ 5.2kT , a diffusivity in the channel of

2.3× 10−10m2s−1; and finally, the new charge of the mutant
was estimated to be nf ∼ −2.32.

WT) can be clearly seen in the figure. The conductiv-

ity ratio σT,WT
K /σT,MuT

K ∼ 12.5. Conduction via S1-S4
in the WT is almost barrier-less, corresponding to max-
imum conductivity while, for the mutant, an incoming
ion faces an energy barrier of ∼ 4kT obstructing entry.
Although this barrier is less than those observed in sim-
ulations [14], conduction in our theory is also inhibited
by the loss in conductivity of S4’.

We note that similar results have been obtained exper-
imentally for other KcsA mutants for example, threonine
at S4 has been replaced with alanine, decreasing conduc-
tance by a factor of ∼ 17 at the potential +100mV [15].
In addition, the second site, S2, has also been mutated
[14] by substituting glycine with either alanine or cys-
teine, effectively removing S3, reducing occupancy of S1,
and decreasing conduction by a factor of ∼ 32 at 200mV.
We expect the theory to be applicable to these and a
wide range of other point mutations.

Our statistical and linear response theory accounts
quantitatively for ionic conduction and selectivity in the
KcsA and mutant channels used as examples. It takes
account of the geometry of individual sites, of long range
interactions, and of strongly correlated ionic motion in
the SF. In KcsA, conduction is found to occur at almost
the rate of free diffusion but with strong selection of K+

over Na+, in accord with experiments. This fast con-
duction requires the SF to have nearly identical (isoen-

ergetic) binding sites, and optimal values of fixed charge
and excess chemical potential at the sites. We find that
the Eisenman relations of strong thermodynamic selec-
tivity follow directly from the condition for fast con-
duction, thereby resolving analytically the long-standing
selectivity-conductivity paradox. Our results may also
bear on the recently-proposed 3-4 ion knock-on conduc-
tion mechanism [33, 34] because an increased total pore
charge would favour 3-4 as the dominant transition. Fi-
nally we expect our theory to be of great interest and
applicability to artificial nanopores which are designed
specifically on transport functionality.
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PHYSICS OF SELECTIVE CONDUCTION AND POINT MUTATIONS IN BIOLOGICAL ION
CHANNELS

SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

We elaborate on the theory developed in the main paper, for those readers who are interested in greater detail.
We first discuss the statistical properties including the possible ion configurations in the pore and the link between
our free energy and the potential of mean force (PMF). Then we derive the equations governing ionic conductivity at
small applied potentials (linear response), and consider three important examples to further illuminate understanding
the central figure of the main paper (Figure 3.). Finally we briefly review the important parameters ∆µ̄K,1−4 and
∆µ̄Na,1−4 and place them in the context of other results.

CONFIGURATIONS IN THE PORE

The number of possible states corresponding to the total number of possible configurations {nj} of ions binding to
the pore can be calculated explicitly. If we consider indistinguishable ions and empty sites (or holes) then we can use
the multinomial theorem with each of the i = 1 · · ·S species plus empty sites n0 contributing to the total number of
states. We note that if the system is reduced to a single species then we can count the number of states using the
Binomial theorem. Thus, for n =

∑
i ni ions in a pore with M binding sites, the number of states can be calculated

from,

M(M,n1, · · ·nS , n0) =

(
M

n1, · · · , nS , n0

)
=

M !

n0!
∏
i ni!

, (12)

where n0 = M −
∑
i ni. It is clear that Eq. (12) already accounts for the indistinguishability of ions and is the reason

why the kT log(ni)! term is included in the expression for the total energy (see (1) of the main text). Therefore the
total number of states N is given by the sum of this coefficient over all possible numbers of ions and configurations of
species inside the pore. Hence, N is given by the sum over all possible values of ni and n0 that satisfy the condition
n0 +

∑
i ni = M ,

N =
∑

n0+
∑

i ni=M

M(M,n1, · · ·nS , n0). (13)

There are four binding sites in the selectivity filter of KcsA (M = 4) [31] and so, if we consider a single species of
permeant ions, then we find 15 possible states. This number rises to 65 if we consider two conducting species.

DERIVATION OF THE IONIC CONDUCTIVITY

In this section, we aim to derive the conduction properties of our system in the linear response limit. We consider
a small applied electric potential held constant for a long time, and follow Kubo and Zwanzig to investigate the static
response using equilibrium statistical mechanics [77, 78]. The equilibrium free energy considered in the main paper
(see Eq. (5)), is written for the system in electrochemical equilibrium, whence the applied potential contribution is
only present if the bulk solutions are asymmetrical. Here, we consider symmetrical solutions and so the free energy
with a small applied electrical potential G({nj};nf ;φ) is written as,

G({nj};nf ;φ) = E({nj}) + kT
∑
i

lnni! + kT lnn0!−
∑
i

∑
m

nim[∆µ̄im + qzi(φ
b − φm) + kT ln(xi)],

= G({nj};nf ) +
∑
i

∑
m

nimqzi(φ
b − φm). (14)

The ions exit bulk b upon entry to the pore and so φb denotes the electrical potential of the bulk that the ions have
exited. We introduce the voltage drop, φ, as defined by φ = φL − φR and we normalise it such that φR = 0. The
field produced by this voltage drop at each binding site is defined by φm = αimφ where αm is the electrical distance
of each binding site for each ion species defined from left to right. Therefore, with this small applied potential the
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distribution and partition functions become,

P ({nj};nf ;φ) = Z−1

(
1

n0!

∏
i

(xbi )
ni

ni!

)
× exp

[(
S∑
i=1

M∑
m=1

nim
(
∆µ̄bim + (φb − αimφ)ziq

)
− E({nj};nf )

)
/kT

]
(15)

Z({nj};nf ;φ) =
∑
{nj}

(
1

n0!

∏
i

(xbi )
ni

ni!

)
× exp

[(
S∑
i=1

M∑
m=1

nim
(
∆µ̄bim + (φb − αimφ)ziq

)
− E({nj};nf )

)
/kT

]
. (16)

To simplify notation we shall drop the functional dependence of state space and pore charge in both the probability
and partition functions. The applied potential is directional and hence the voltage drop changes in sign with a positive
voltage denoting moving from left to right and vice versa for a negative drop. As a result we introduce parameter
υbim = {1− αim,+αim}, defined for positive or negative applied potentials.

In the limit of small φ we can linearise these expressions,

Z(φ) ≈ Z

[
1± qφ

kT

〈∑
i

∑
m

zinimυ
b
im

〉]
(17)

and,

P (φ) ≈ P

[
1± qφ

kT

(∑
i

∑
m

zinimυ
b
im −

〈∑
i

∑
m

zinimυ
b
im

〉)]
, (18)

and they can be further simplified because the sum over sites can be removed if we introduce an averaged electrical
distance υ̂bi for each ionic species, defined by:

∑
m nimυ

b
im = niυ̂

b
i . Note that this parameter υ̂bi is also averaged over

all possible states and so if the sites are evenly distributed, i.e. a symmetrical pore, then it is equal to 1/2. Note that
the ± here is present due to the direction and hence sign of φ. If multiple species (possibly with different valence)
reside in the pore, then the total influence of φ can be calculated for each species. In this work we only consider a
symmetrical pore, and the effects of varying this parameter will be investigated in future work.

To linear order the average of any dynamical variable A in an applied field E can be written in terms of the static
susceptibility χAM [78],

〈A〉E = 〈A〉+ χAME. (19)

The response or χAM describes the average linear response produced by the applied field, and contains information
about the coupling M to the field.

We shall calculate the static susceptibility for the whole pore and the binding site m, in response to the field
generated by the scalar potential φ. As a result, in accordance with Kubo, we shall be looking for a relation of the
form,

〈n〉φ = 〈n〉+ qχφ. (20)

where χ has units of [kT−1] or [(m3kT )−1] depending on if it is the response for particle number or density.
If we first consider the the full pore, then we must average over total particle number inside the pore 〈ni〉φ,

〈ni〉φ =
∑
{nj}

niP (φ) = 〈ni〉 ±
qφ

kT

(〈
ni

(∑
i

ziniυ̂
b
i

)〉
−

〈∑
i

ziniυ̂
b
i

〉
〈ni〉

)
, (21)

whereas at each site we must average over total particle number inside the site 〈nim〉φ

〈nim〉φ =
∑
{nj}

nimP (φ) = 〈nim〉 ±
qφ

kT

(〈
nim

(∑
i

ziniυ̂
b
i

)〉
−

〈∑
i

ziniυ̂
b
i

〉
〈nim〉

)
. (22)

The resulting static density susceptibilities are written as,

χim =

(〈
nim

(∑
i

∑
m

zinimυ
b
im

)〉
−

〈∑
i

∑
m

zinimυ
b
im

〉
〈nim〉

)
1

VimkT
. (23)

χi =

(〈
ni

(∑
i

∑
m

zinimυ
b
im

)〉
−

〈∑
i

∑
m

zinimυ
b
im

〉
〈ni〉

)
1

V kT
(24)
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We note that Vim is the site volume for each respective species i. The total volume of the pore is constant, but we
allow the volume of each site to vary with species such that we can write

∑
m Vim ≡ V . In both of these susceptibilities

we have explicitly included correlations between ions of different species and between ions at different sites because
both of these may be non-negligible. We can also write these functions using equilibrium statistical mechanics,

χim =

υ̂bi zi ∂〈ni〉∂∆µ̄im
+

S∑
j 6=i

υ̂bjzj
∂〈nj〉
∂∆µ̄im

 1

VimkT
(25)

χi =

υ̂bi zi M∑
m=1

1

Vim

∂〈ni〉
∂∆µ̄im

+

S∑
j 6=i

υ̂bjzj

M∑
m=1

1

Vim

∂〈nj〉
∂∆µ̄im

 1

kT
. (26)

Clearly, the total species susceptibility is written as χi =
∑
m χim, which can be summed over species.

In total, the pore can be represented by a series of connected binding sites, and charge must be conserved meaning
that current can only flow through the pore if all sites are conducting. Thus the pore is analogous to resistors in
series and the resistivity Rim and conductivity σim can be determined at each binding site. The reciprocal values of
σim can be summed to obtain the total species conductivity. According to linear response theory the conductivity
of a system can be calculated from the Einstein relation which relates the diffusivity D to the susceptibility. This
is derived in [77, 79] for a system of volume V as σ = q2D〈(∆n)2〉/(V kT ) where the static density susceptibility is
defined as χ = 〈(∆n)2〉/(V kT ). However, in our system χi or total variance in particle density may remain non-zero
and even large when a binding site becomes non-conductive, which is in clear violation of Kirchoff’s laws. Clearly,
then, we need to determine the conductivity at each binding site in order to compute the total. Hence, we use the
Einstein relation to calculate site-conductivity σim in terms of χim Eqn. (25),

σim = ziq
2χimDim. (27)

Total species conductivity σTi can be computed, and this must be summed over species in order to obtain the total
conductivity of the pore,

1

σTi
=
∑
m

1

σim
, σT =

∑
i

σTi . (28)

We note that if all ion types and sites become indistinguishable, then each site conductivity and hence σT becomes
proportional to the variance in total particle number as derived in [77, 79].

This result is in full agreement with numerous experimental examples within the literature. For example, point
mutations affecting conduction in K+ or NaK channels [80], or C-type inactivation in KcsA [75]. It is clear from
Eqn. (25) that the conductivity is being written for a strongly correlated system, including single particle (self)
and inter-particle correlations (perhaps between ions of different species). Furthermore, local pore volume can also
determine conductivity/selectivity and the effects of mutation can be described.

Conductivity and hence electrical current can be defined at each site,

Gim =
Aim
Lim

σim, Iim = GimVm (29)

where Aim, Lim and Vm are surface area, length and applied voltage at each site m respectively. Since total current
across the whole pore equals current across each site, we can write the total current as,

Ii = GTi V, where: GTi =

(
M∑
m

1

Gim

)−1

. (30)

Here V =
∑
m Vm is the total applied voltage.

If we consider a pore consisting of M sites of identical geometry, and constant diffusivity throughout the pore, then
the current simplifies to,

Ii =
ziq

2

L2
im

Dc
i

(
M∑
m=1

1

χ̃im

)−1

V, (31)
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where Lim = 〈Lim〉 is the average length of the binding site and χ̃im is the number susceptibility equal to χim
multiplied by the volume at each site (which is equal for each species and site in this instance). Furthermore, if each
site shares binding affinity such that, χ̃i ≡ χ̃1 = χ̃M , then one can write,

Ii = ziq
2 D

c
i

L2
im

χ̃iV. (32)

Let us consider our example of KcsA with 4 sites and a single conducting species. If site 4 has volume V4 and sites
1-3 share volume Vm, then by introducing parameter β defined as: V4 = βVm, we can write,

σT =
Dzq2

Vm

χ̃1χ̃2χ̃3χ̃4

βχ̃1χ̃2χ̃3 + (χ̃1χ̃2χ̃4 + χ̃1χ̃3χ̃4 + χ̃2χ̃3χ̃4)
. (33)

Interestingly when we consider the total conductance then this change in volume only affects the conductance if the
length is varied. Thus, if we introduce L4 = γLm we can write total conductivity as,

GT =
Dzq2

L2
m

χ̃1χ̃2χ̃3χ̃4

γχ̃1χ̃2χ̃3 + (χ̃1χ̃2χ̃4 + χ̃1χ̃3χ̃4 + χ̃2χ̃3χ̃4)
. (34)

In the main paper we fit experimental current-voltage relations found for wild-type (WT) KcsA and a mutant
(MuT). Mackinnon et. al. [11] states that the cysteine replaces threonine without significantly altering the side-chain
volume. As a result we assume that all four sites S1-4 in the WT and S1-3 in the MuT have the same volumes, and
consider S4 in the MuT to be slightly perturbed with γ = 1.2. Furthermore we assume that both channels remain
fully symmetrical with respect to the applied voltage, meaning that υ̂bm = 1/2.

CONDUCTIVITY EXAMPLES

The occupancy and conductivity highlighted by Fig. 3 of the main paper, exhibit rich and complex behaviour. To
explore and explain these phenomena we now consider 3 important examples outlining the conductivity-occupancy
relationship, and the effects of allowing more ions and ion types inside the pore. Note that we assume KcsA geometry
with 4 sites and a total channel length and radius of 12Å and 2Å respectively. Although not necessary, we also
consider the limit where all site volumes are identical and equal to the total pore volume divided by the number of
sites, Vim ≡ V c/M , and where the diffusivities are also equal in each site.

Example 1: One species, one ion, multiple binding sites

In this example we investigate the system under the 0-1 ion transport mechanism, for a pore with two binding sites.
We consider the binding affinity in site 1 to be fixed but mutate site 2 and thus allow ∆µ̃2 = ∆µ̄2 + kT log(x) to
vary in accordance with Fig. 3 of the main paper. The aim is to describe the effect on the conduction mechanism of
the interplay of distinguishable binding sites. In this system the partition function comprises of one empty and two
singly-occupied states. We denote the number of ions and their location within the free energy,

Z = e−G(0)/kT + e−G(1K,m=1)/kT + e−G(1K,m=2)/kT (35)

In Fig. 5 we consider the energy spectra vs. charge of the pore nf . The black dashed curve represents the state
without ions; the purple and green curves represent states with an ion at site 1 and 2 respectively. When the ion is in
site 2 we showcase the spectra when ∆µ̃2 = 1.5kT . Coloured circles highlight the occurrence of degeneracy between
the zero and strongly occupied states. At each of these points we find that the respective energy barrier is zero i.e.
∆G = 0. Here, the system is degenerate because either state is equally probable and, under certain conditions that
we will elucidate later, may yield conduction. Due to the difference in ∆µ̃, splitting between the single ion states
occurs, resulting in a shift of the degeneracy point. However, it is clear that when such a degeneracy occurs at a
higher energy than another i.e. the purple curve in this figure; then the probabilities of the states in question are
smaller than the probability for the ion to be in site 2. Thus we can establish the following energy barrier at each
degeneracy point,

∆Gm = ∆E + kT log[(n+ 1)/n0]−∆µ̄m − kT log(x) = 0. (36)
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FIG. 5. Free energy G vs. the fixed charge nf . The black dashed curve represents the state without ions; the purple and green
curves represent states with an ion at site 1 or 2 respectively. The purple and green circles highlight the degeneracy knock-on
condition between states with 1 and 0 ions (see Eqn. (36)).

Let us consider the occupancy and conductivity of each site (see Fig. 6). Occupancy ((a) and (c)) forms a step-like
function vs. both ∆µ̃2 and nf labelled in the figure as step 1 and 2 respectively. Step 1 also corresponds to a step
in total particle number, but step 2 does not because here the single ion states are always favoured and it is just
the pore favouring site 1 or 2. The conductivity forms a sharp peak close to the midpoint of step 1. Therefore, we
can conclude that conduction maximises at the degeneracy condition (36) and when the site is favoured. When a
difference between site affinities exists, conduction may still occur but it is reduced.

The total conductivity and occupancy are considered in Fig. 7. Panels (a) and (b) show the total occupancy and
normalised conductivity through the pore vs.nf and ∆µ̃2. It is clear from both figures that the ∆µ̄2 = 0 plane is
important because it is around this that conductivity is peaked and where occupancy starts to vary due to the growing
importance of the state with the ion occupying site 2.

Total conductivity is given by the inverse of the sum of the reciprocal conductivities at individual sites. For this
example we can write,

σT =
σ1σ2

σ1 + σ2
(37)

where we remind the reader that each conductivity is proportional to the susceptibility into the given site. Therefore
as the difference in affinity between sites grows i.e. the limit |∆µ̃1 − ∆µ̃2| � 0 the susceptibility and conductivity
into the least favoured site tends to zero and the total conductivity drops to zero. Thus, in contrast to conduction
into the individual sites, conduction now occurs close to the degeneracy condition (36) provided that the difference
in site affinities is small |∆µ̃1 −∆µ̃2| ∼ 0. In fact, it is not exactly zero because we have omitted a small factor ε due
to the entropy of mixing of binding sites.

To gain further insight, we now consider the conductivity and occupancy of site 1 only and examine the limit that
site 1 is more favoured than site 2 i.e. ∆µ̃1 � ∆µ̃2,

〈n1〉 =
e−∆G1/kT

1 + e−∆G1/kT
(38)

σ1 ∝
e−∆G1/kT

(1 + e−∆G1/kT )2
. (39)

Here, ∆Gm = G(1K,m)−G(0). Therefore it is evident that conductivity into each site maximises at the midpoint of
the occupancy step, i.e. ∆Gm = 0 when this is the favoured site. If we consider the total occupancy and conductivity
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FIG. 6. Occupancy (a,c) and normalised conductivity (b,d) into site 1 and 2 respectively, are plotted vs. nf and ∆µ̄2. Two
steps in occupancy form, one when an ion is entering the pore i.e. facing the ∆µ̄2 axis and the second when an ion is in the
pore but is either in site 1 or 2. The former step corresponds to the peak in conductivity into the site.

then we would find,

〈n〉 → 〈n1〉 (40)

σ → 0. (41)

If we consider the total conductivity and occupancy when the site affinities are equal i.e. ∆G1 = ∆G2 = ∆G then we
can write,

〈n〉 =
2e−∆G/kT

1 + 2e−∆G/kT
(42)

σ ∝ e−∆G/kT

(1 + 2e−∆G/kT )2
. (43)

Therefore, it is clear the the peak of the total conductivity is slightly offset from the condition ∆G = 0, due to a
factor of kT ln(2). This occurs due to the degeneracy between sites which results in multiple (2 in this instance)
possible transitions. However, these contributions are often small and so we neglect them and write the following two
conditions for maximal conductivity,

∆G = 0 (44)

∆µ̄i1 ∼ ∆µ̄im′ ,∈ m′ = 2, · · · ,M (45)

Finally it is worth noting that here the fixed charge here plays an identical role to that of the gate voltage in quantum
dots and transistors. As a result the conductivity peak and occupancy step correspond to ionic Coulomb blockade.
This ionic analogue of electronic Coulomb blockade has been already been identified as an important classical ionic
transport process found in artificial and biological channels [51, 53, 56, 57]. This is clearly observed in (c) of Fig. 7
where two traces at ∆µ̃2 = 0 and ∆µ̃2 = 1.5kT produced shifted conductivity peaks and Coulomb steps in occupancy.

Example 2: One species, two ions, two binding sites

In this next example we shall restrict ourselves to a single species, but allow up to two ions inside the pore. The
aim is to investigate changes in conductivity when varying the number of ions inside the pore and the conduction
mechanism i.e. 0-1 to 1-2 transitions through the pore. The parameters are identical to those used in the previous
example. The partition function is slightly extended to include a fourth double ion state,

Z = e−G(0)/kT + e−G(1K,m=1)/kT + e−G(1K,m=2)/kT + e−G(2K,m=1,2)/kT (46)
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FIG. 7. Occupancy (a) and normalised conductivity (b) plotted vs. nf and ∆µ̃2. Occupancy forms a step that varies dependent
on nf and ∆µ̃2 only when site 2 is more favoured. The midpoint of this step corresponds to the degeneracy between states given
by Eqn. (36). Conductivity forms a peak around this point if the two binding sites also share affinity i.e. |∆µ̃1 −∆µ̃2| ∼ 0. In
analogy with quantum transport through quantum dots the phenomena along the nf axis can be attributed to ionic Coulomb
blockade.

In Fig. 8 we plot the energy spectra again vs. nf . Purple and green curves correspond respectively to single ions at
sites 1 and 2 when ∆µ̃2 = +1.5kT . The black dashed line is again the state with zero ions and the red spectrum
corresponds to ions in both sites and again ∆µ̃2 = +1.5kT . We covered the first transition in the earlier example and
so here we shall focus on the second.

We consider the occupancy and fluctuations in (a) and (b) of Fig. 9 respectively. Both functions have an anti-
symmetrical dependence on the ∆µ̃2 = 0. This is because after the first transition, and unless ∆µ̃1 ∼ ∆µ̃2, one site is
more likely to be occupied than the other. To observe this effect we have plotted the occupancy and conductivity of
site 2 when the sites share affinity (c) and when site 1 is more favoured by 1.5kT (d). When sites share binding affinity
the movement of ions into site 2 is equally probable for both the 0-1 and 1-2 transitions. As a result the conductivity
peaks and occupancy steps are equal in magnitude. However, when site 2 is favoured in (d) we can clearly see the
effects of the energy barrier prohibiting the ion from entering site 2 if the pore already contains an ion because its
conductivity is reduced.

We can now also investigate the periodicity of the peaks along the nf plane. Since ∆µ̃ is unchanged with differing
states of the system the periodicity is largely defined by the difference in the longer-range electrostatic interactions of
the pore ∆E . Thus with the approximation used corresponds to the renormalised energy difference in the absence of
charging effects: 2Uc [74]. This is easily seen in Fig 8 if you consider the energy difference between the red and green
curves during the first transition.

Example 3: Two species, multiple ions, multiple binding sites

In our third example we consider the effects of competition inside the pore by allowing for two conducting species,
sodium Na+ and potassium K+. We take: Uc = 10kT , xK = xNa, ∆µ̃1K/Na = 0 for both K+ and Na+ and allow
∆∆µ̃K,Na;S2 to vary (thus mimicking the conditions used in Fig. 3 of the main paper). In this system the partition
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FIG. 8. (a) Energy spectra vs. nf . The purple and green curves represent the single-ion states with occupation at sites 1 or
2, respectively; the red and black curves represent the dual-ion and zero-ion states. Coloured circles highlight the degeneracy
condition.

function is comprised of the following states,

Z = e−G(0)/kT + e−G(1K,m=1)/kT + e−G(1K,m=2)/kT + e−G(1Na,m=1)/kT + e−G(1Na,m=2)/kT+

e−G(2K,m=1,2)/kT + e−G(2Na,m=1,2)/kT + e−G(1K,m=1;1Na,m=2)/kT + e−G(1K,m=2;1Na,m=1)/kT (47)

We start by considering the energy spectra in Fig. 10. The solid purple and green curves correspond to pure K+ and
Na+ states, the dashed orange represents either K+ or Na+ at site 1, the dashed yellow line is either K+ or Na+ at
site 1 and K+ at site 2, and finally the black line denotes the zero-ion state. There is a major difference to the earlier
examples because the energy spectra can now undergo splitting due to the ion type in addition to the configuration
i.e. sites occupied. As outlined in the central result of the main paper, selectivity at each site can be determined for
a fixed nf and in the case of symmetrical solutions it yields the Eisenman relation |∆µ̃im −∆µ̃jm|. We also classify
higher order (n > 1) states into either pure i.e. 2K+ or mixed 1K+1Na+ states. This is apparent from the dashed
purple curve which is the lowest-energy mixed state (the other is not shown) corresponding to K+ at site 2 and Na+

at site 1. As a result mixed species conduction can now occur under specific parameters via pure or mixed states.

In Fig. 11 we consider the total occupancy (a) and conductivity (b) through the pore. As before, an ion can
enter any free site. Thus conduction is again governed by which site has the higher affinity. However, this is not
the complete picture because sites can be selective and by differing amounts. Thus in the limit that an ion can only
enter site m, and this site is strongly favoured for species i, one would expect conduction to occur at the degeneracy
condition for this site and species (again neglecting the small mixing term). So in our example K+ maximally conducts
when ∆µ̃2 ∼ 1.5kT . If the sites are not strongly selective or if selectivity differs at some sites meaning that multiple
possible conduction events are possible then conduction is not maximal unless the system is completely isoenergetic
and non-selective.

So we can conclude that conduction is governed by strict conditions. If we are interested in maximal and selective
conduction for ions of species i then we must require that the following conditions are satisfied,

∆Gm = 0. (48)

∆µ̄i1 ∼ ∆µ̄im′ ,∈ m′ = 2, · · · ,M (49)

∆µ̄im � ∆µ̄jm,∈ m = 2, · · · ,M. (50)
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FIG. 9. Occupancy (a), normalised conductivity (b) traces when the sites share affinity (c) and there is a favoured site (d). Each
conductivity peak again forms close to the degeneracy condition or mid-point of occupancy step, and the frequency between
peaks can be calculated from the difference between energy levels. Both functions share an anti-symmetry along the ∆µ̄2 plane
because, if either site is full, a transition is only possible to the other one. When sites share affinity the total conductivity
involves transitions at both sites and so each site shares conductivity resulting in a smaller total. If an energy difference exists
between sites then conductivity into each site is only possible provided that the site is empty. As a result in (d) conductivity is
significantly reduced in the 1-2 transition because it is almost filled. If it was filled then the conductivity would be negligible.

RELATION TO PMF

To derive a relationship between our discrete space free energy G and the continuous multi-ion PMFs calculated
from simulation we shall consider the statistical theory developed by Roux [58, 59]. In this work the binding factor Bn
was introduced, representing the ratio of probabilities to have n and 0 ions within the pore. We shall limit ourselves
to a single species occupying up to M binding sites in the pore. In Roux’s theory the binding factor was explicitly
formulated in terms of the multi-ion PMF W,

Bn =
(ρ̄I)n

n!
×
∫
c

dr1 · · ·
∫
c

drne
[nµ̄(I)−W(r1,···rn)]/kT , (51)

such that B0 = 1. In his notation n is the number of ions in the pore, ρ̄I is the density of permeable ions in bulk I and
µ̄(I) is the excess chemical and electrical potential. As a result, we find in our notation that µb ∼ kT log(ρ̄I) + µ̄(I).
The PMF is continous tracking the positions of all the ions across the whole pore. This differs from our theory which
consider the same number of ions in a set of different configurations as ions occupy any binding sites. As a result we
can introduce the probability to find n ions inside the pore by summing over all possible configurations that contain
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FIG. 10. Energy Spectra vs. nf . The solid purple and green curves correspond to pure K+ and Na+ states, the dashed orange
represents either K+ or Na+ at site 1, the dashed yellow line is either K+ or Na+ at site 1 and K+ at site 2, and finally the
black line denotes the zero-ion state.

n ions,

Pn =
∑
{nj}=n

P ({nj}) (52)

and the same is true for the free energy,

Gn =
∑
{nj}=n

G({nj}). (53)

As a result in our theory the binding factor takes the following form,

Bn = e(G0−Gn)/kT . (54)

Through comparison of binding factors we are able to recover the following relationship,∑
{nj}=n

e[G0−G({nj})]/kT =
1

n!

∫
c

dr1 · · ·
∫
c

drne
[nµb−W(r1,···rn)]/kT . (55)

If we cancel the n! terms we are left with,

+kT log

(
1

n0!

)
+ kT log

 ∑
{nj}=n

e[(E(0)−E({nj})+
∑

m nm∆µ̃m]/kT

 = +kT log

(∫
c

dr1 · · ·
∫
c

drne
[nµb−W(r1,···rn)]/kT

)
.

(56)
where n0 is the number of empty sites with n ions in the pore. In this relationship E({nj}) represents the total
electrostatic energy produced from all the interactions between ions and pore charges when the ions are in the
specified configuration {nj}. Finally we note that in the limit that there is only one configuration i.e. if n = 1 and
M = 1, then we find,

−∆E + ∆µ̃ = +kT log

(∫
c

dr1e
[µb−W(r1)]/kT

)
or −∆E − µ̄c = +kT log

(∫
c

dr1e
−W(r1)/kT

)
. (57)

In the second equation we have cancelled µb from both sides.
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FIG. 11. K+ (blue) and Na+ (red) occupancy (a), and normalised conductivity (b) plotted vs. nf and ∆∆µ̄K,Na;2.

ANALYSIS OF PARAMETERS

The two key parameters within our theory are ∆µ̄Km and ∆µ̄Nam, each of which represents the difference in
excess chemical potential between the bulk reservoir and site m. We derive ∆µ̄Km for sites S1-S4 through fitting
of experimentally calculated occupancy’s and current-voltage relations. In the main text we have established these
parameters for both the wild type (WT) and the mutant (MuT). If we approximate µ̄bK to be equal to the hydration
energy in the bulk −120kT for K+ [81] we can estimate the value of the potential within the channel and these values
are given in table I. Krishnapriya et. al. performed free energy calculations the 1K4C (closed) structure using the
AMBER force field to calculate the binding energies at each site (see the paper for details). The authors also found
that accounting for quantum mechanical effects only slightly varied the binding energies. The binding energies at
S1-S3 were found to be -68, -85 and -117kT respectively and it was found that K+ cannot bind to S4. The latter
result has also been observed in [82] who found that S4 cannot be occupied if the two ions are at S1 and S3. It
is worth noting that these values strongly vary in contrast to the experimental occupancies which slightly fluctuate
around ∼ 0.5 and occupancy of S4 has been observed [11]. Asthagri et. al. [83] calculated the excess chemical
potential in S2 using the potential distribution theorem with two potassium ions placed inside the pore. The average
excess chemical potential was found to be ∼ −150kT for K+ and ∼ −180kT for Na+ although we note that the bulk
hydration energies for K+ and Na+ are different and not included here.

Site selectivity is determined within our theory by the difference in excess chemical potential difference, and hence
includes the difference in site affinity in addition to the difference in solvation energy within the bulk reservoirs. In
[30, 84–86] the site selectivities were calculated using molecular dynamics techniques on the closed 1K4C.pdb KcsA
channel. Typically three K ions were taken to be in either S1-S4 or possibly in site S0 (a fifth extra-cellular sided site
observed in simulation) or in the cavity site close to the pore and a single ion is replace by Na+. The corresponding free
energy change is quoted as the selectivity. Although [30] also considered the selectivities at various locations within
the pore we only consider the values in the oxygen cages that are known to be K+ binding sites. These calculations
were performed at differing temperatures and so we convert them into values of kT at 300K. The values in the table
vary significantly both in terms of magnitude but also sign with S4 in [84, 85] being shown to be Na+ selective. As a
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result we consider the values from [30] to calculate ∆µ̄Na,m.

Site Our theory µ̄c,WT
mK [kT ]

m =1 (S1) -126.2

m =2 (S2) -125.7

m =3 (S3) -126

m =4 (S4) -126.2

TABLE I. Local interaction at the site in units of kT .

Site From [84, 85] [kT ] From [30] [kT ] From [83] and ([86]) [kT ]

m =1 (S1) +4.2 +4 (+7.7)

m =2 (S2) +8.5 +8.3 +4.5

m =3 (S3) +2.9 +7.6 N/A

m =4 (S4) -2 +6.1 N/A

TABLE II. Selectivities at each site in units kT .
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[76] R. Horn, B. Roux, and J. Åqvist, Biophys. J. 106, 1859 (2014).
[77] R. Kubo, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 12, 570 (1957).
[78] R. Zwanzig, Nonequilibrium statistical mechanics (Oxford University Press, 2001).
[79] R. Kubo, Reps, Progr. Phys. 29, 255 (1966).
[80] M. Derebe, D. Sauer, W. Zeng, A. Alam, N. Shi, and Y. Jiang, Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. (USA) 108, 598 (2011).
[81] Y. Marcus, J. Chem. Soc. Faraday Trans. 87, 2995 (1991).
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