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The collision dynamics of hard spheres and cylindrical pores is solved exactly, which is the minimal
model for a regularly porous membrane. Nonequilibrium event-driven molecular dynamics simula-
tions are used to show that the permeability P of hard spheres of size σ through cylinderical pores
of size d follow the hindered diffusion mechanism due to size exclusion as P ∝ (1 − σ/d)2. Under
this law, the separation of binary mixtures of large and small particles exhibits a linear relationship
between α−1/2 and P−1/2, where α and P are the selectivity and permeability of the smaller parti-
cle, respectively. The mean permeability through polydisperse pores is the sum of permeabilities of
individual pores, weighted by the fraction of the single pore area over the total pore area.

PACS numbers: 47.61.-k, 47.45.-n, 47.55.Mh, 47.56.+r, 83.10.Rs, 02.70.Ns

Membrane separation is an energy-efficient way to ex-
tract some substances from others with a multitude of
industrial applications such as water desalination, ion ex-
change, carbon capture and protein purification [1]. The
goal here is to maximize the acquisition rate of the de-
sired species at the highest possible purity by effectively
filtering out undesired ones. However, an intrinsic trade-
off always exists between this pair of separation perfor-
mance characteristics – permeability and selectivity [2].
Although different penetrants, being angstrom-sized (Å)
ions/molecules, nanometer-sized (nm) macromolecules,
or micrometer-sized (µm) bacteria, may have different
transport mechanisms, it is now generally believed that
narrowing down the size distribution of membrane pores
can achieve higher separation performance [3, 4]. Apart
from widely-used microfiltration and ultrafiltration mem-
branes [5], tremendous efforts have been made to prepare
regularly porous stuctures on nano- or molecular scales in
systems such as zeolites [6], metal organic frameworks [7]
(MOFs), and silicon nanochannels [8]. Recent advances
in self-assembly techniques further enabled the synthe-
sis of ceramic [9], graphene-based [10] or block copoly-
mer [11] molecular sieves, which are featured with well-
controlled pores as regular as parallel cylinders. It is
therefore needed to develop a quantitative understand-
ing of how the steric (size) exclusion effect imposed by
regular pores determines the separation of particles of
different sizes.

In the early study of gas transport through long cylin-
drical tubes [12], it was found that the bulk self diffu-
sivity Ds = 1

3λv̄ of a gas with molecular mass m, mean

free path λ and mean velocity v̄ =
√

8kBT
πm at temper-

ature T becomes DK = 1
3dv̄ inside the tube, when the

tube diameter d � λ. An implicit assumption of this
Knudsen diffusion mechanism is that the diameter of gas
molecules σ is much smaller than d so that they can be
treated as point masses. If two gases were to be sepa-
rated under Knudsen diffusion, it is the mass dependence

of DK ∼ 1√
m

that makes the heavier one exit the tube

later, regardless of their sizes. More theoretical analy-
sis showed that the transport diffusivity D of rarefied
gases flowing under a density gradient also depends on
the length of the tube L through the ratio L/d and D
approaches DK only when L � d [13–15]. But their
conclusions are again limited to the case of σ → 0. In
the context of molecular sieves, we are more interested
in the regime of σ . d where size exclusion takes effect.
Although modifications to the Knudsen diffusion theory
have been proposed to replace d with an effective diam-
eter deff = d − σ expecting that DK ∝ d − σ [16], it is
not clear whether this rule actually holds and whether
the transport still remains Knudsen-like.

In this Letter, we study the transport and separation of
low-density binary hard-sphere mixtures through cylin-
drical pores under a chemical potential gradient (Fig. 1).
Each mixture consists of hard spheres A (large) and B
(small) flowing from the upstream chamber 1 at chemi-
cal potential µ1 to the downstream chamber 2 at a lower
chemical potential µ2, implemented by the dual con-
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FIG. 1. (a) Simulation box setup of DCV-GCMD. A particle
at position r in the waiting zone (shaded) makes a solid angle
Ω to the pore opening. (b) Side and (c) top view of the three
possible cases of particle-pore collision events.
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trol volume grand canonical molecular dynamics (DCV-
GCMD) method [17, 18]. Previous molecular simulations
on similar problems have mostly focused on Lennard-
Jones like particles under slit-shaped confinement [19–
25], and in consequence, were not able to distinguish size
sieving from other effects. Other methods resort to equi-
librium and/or stochastic sampling [26, 27] that cannot
genuinely reflect the nonequilibrium transport dynamics
driven by pressure gradients. To understand size-sieving
filtration through regularly porous membranes, it is im-
perative to faithfully simulate the entrance of particles
into pores. We analytically resolve the collision dynam-
ics of hard spheres and cylindrical pores by considering
three possibilities (Fig. 1(b-c)). A hard sphere can hit
the membrane surface and bounce back (case 1), or hit
the circular edge of the pore and then bounce away (case
2), or directly fly into the pore and hit its interior wall
(case 3). We can compute the particle-pore collision time
by considering the excluded volume of a sphere over the
pore surface (red shaded area in Fig. 1(b)). The final
solution is about finding the intersection between a lin-
ear path and a torus as in the problem of ray tracing in
computer graphics [28, 29].

We set the diameter σA of A particles as the unit of
length. The simulation box has dimensions of Z = 60
and X = Y = 42 with membrane thickness L = 20
(Fig. 1(a)). Periodic boundary conditions are imposed
along all directions such that particles can fly from cham-
ber 1 to 2 through the two membranes in the box with
opposite streaming velocities u and −u. We first pack
monodisperse cylindrical pores in parallel on a square
lattice with diameters ranging from d = 1.05 to 3.5. The
number of pores on the membrane are adjusted to keep
the total pore area S (or porosity) constant. The diam-
eter of the smaller particle B spans over a wide range
from σB = 0.95 down to 0.005. We use µ1 = −5 and
µ2 = −5.5,−∞(particle sink), which maintain a num-
ber density ρ1 . 0.007 and ρ2 . 0.004 for each of the
two components. The systems under study are thus
gaseous for which ideal gas law about pressure holds, i.e.
p = ρkBT . Estimation to the mean free path λ = kBT√

2πσ2p

and Knudsen number Kn = λ/d reveals that our systems
are within or close to the free molecular flow regime.

The particle flux J (the number of particles going
through a membrane per unit pore area per unit time)
is calculated from the difference between the net inser-
tion/removal numbers in the two chambers [17] or from
the number of particle crossing events in each pore. In-
stead of using the transport diffusivity D defined by the
Fick’s law J = −D∆ρ

L , we report the transport perme-

ability P defined by J = −P ∆p
L = −P∇p and at the low

densities of this work D ≈ PkBT . We find that, for all
the particle sizes σ and pore sizes d under study, P (d, σ)
collapse onto a universal curve when plotted as a function
of the ratio σ/d (Fig. 2). It can be numerically verified
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FIG. 2. Permeability of hard spheres of size σ (indicated by
different symbols) through pores of diameter d = 1.05 − 3.5,
following the hindered diffusion law P = P0(1 − σ

d
)2 (black

dashed). (a) Exponential law P = P0 exp(−2σ/d) is approx-
imately obeyed for small σ/d (red dotted-dashed). Renkin’s
law does not apply here (green solid). (b) P shows apparent
linearity for small d

σ
−1 but saturates at P0 as σ/d→ 0. Ver-

tical dotted lines mark the boundaries at Knσ
3 = 0.1, 1.0, 10.

that the hindered diffusion law [30]

P (d, σ) = P0

(
1− σ

d

)2

(1)

is obeyed with a fitting coefficient P0 ≈ 8. The geo-

metric factor
(
1− σ

d

)2
simply originates from the ac-

cessible area π(d − σ)2/4 for a particle to enter the
circular opening. Usually, hindered diffusion describes
the transport of large particles in liquid solvent [31],
and due to hydrodynamic effect, an extra factor needs
to be included as in the Renkin’s law P = P0(1 −
σ
d )2
(

1− 2.104σd + 2.09σ
3

d3 − 0.95σ
5

d5

)
[32]. For solvent-

free gaseous particles, the geometric factor alone can de-
termine the permeability (Fig. 2(a)). When viewed as
a function of d − σ or d

σ − 1, P shows apparent linear-
ity when σ is comparable with d. But such linearity is
just the numerical consequence of the hindered diffusion

law, i.e. (1 − σ/d)2 =
[
1− 1

1+(d/σ−1)

]2
= (d/σ−1)2

[1+(d/σ−1)]2
.
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Around d
σ − 1 → 0, the trend of P is actually curved as

∼ (d/σ − 1)2. In the limit of σ � d, instead of having
a Knudsen-like diffusion with P ∼ d, we observe that P
saturates at a constant P0 (Fig. 2(b)).

The front factor P0 in our result can be understood by
considering the net flux of point particles through the cir-
cular opening at each pore. On average, half of the parti-
cles move from chamber 1 to 2 with a streaming velocity
u and it takes τ = L/u for all the N particles inside a
pore to be emitted to chamber 2. Meanwhile, there must
be another N particles entering that pore from chamber
1 at steady state, which are originally in the “waiting”
zone of thickness L next to the pore opening (red shaded
area in Fig. 1(a)). We can choose the waiting zone to
be a cylinder of volume V with a height L and a radius
∞. The probability that a particle at a given point r in
this region to enter the pore is determined by the solid
angle Ω(r) made from r to the circular pore opening of
an area s = πd2/4. If we assume ρ1 = ρ and ρ2 = 0 for

simplicity, then N = ρ
∫
V

drΩ(r)
4π = ρ

4π I(d, L), where the

integral I(d, L) =
∞∫
0

rdr
2π∫
0

dθ
L∫
0

dzΩ(r, θ, z) can be evalu-

ated numerically for given d and L [33]. The permeability
or diffusivity for point particles can thus be estimated

as P0kBT = D0 = N
sτ

/
∆ρ
L = Iu

π2d2 . For L = 20, we

find I
π2d2 = 10.0 and if we make the approximation that

u ≈ 〈|vz|〉 =
√

2kBT
πm ≈ 0.798, P0 ≈ 7.98 which is close to

the result of numerical fitting in Eq. (1) .
Having confirmed the hindered diffusion mechanism,

we can predict the separation curves for binary gaseous
mixtures through cylindrical pores as

α =
1[

σA
σB
−
√
P0

(
σA
σB
− 1
)
P
−1/2
B

]2 (2)

where α ≡ PB
PA

> 1 is the (ideal) selectivity of the more
permeable gas B (smaller) with respect to the less per-
meable one A (Fig. 3). In industry, majority of the gas
separation membranes are rubbery or glassy polymers, in
which gases transport with an activated diffusion mech-

anism D ∼ exp(− aσ2

kBT
) [34, 35]. As a result, the “up-

per bound” of selectivity versus permeability empirically
satisfies the linear relationship logα = −λAB logPB + κ,

whose slope was shown to be λAB = λF ≡
(
σA
σB

)2

−
1 [36, 37]. Although there is no strict linear relation-
ship on log-log scale from Eq. (2), it can be shown that,
for small σ/d, logα ≈ −λAB logPB + λAB logP0 with
λAB = σA

σB
− 1 because P ≈ P0 exp(−2σ/d). The true

linear relationship over the entire regime of σ/d is be-

tween α−1/2 and P
−1/2
B , i.e.

α−1/2 =
σA
σB
−
√
P0

(
σA
σB
− 1

)
P
−1/2
B . (3)
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FIG. 3. Selectivity α versus permeability PB for binary hard
spheres of various size ratios σB/σA. Inset shows the linear

relationship between α−1/2 and P
−1/2
B .

Pore sizes in real membranes are inevitably polydis-
perse. We consider variation of d subject to the log-
normal distribution f(d; b̄, δ) with mean d̄ and standard
deviation δd̄ (δ is called polydispersity)

f(d; d̄, δ) =
1

d
√

2π ln(1 + δ2)
e
− [ln(d

√
1+δ2/d )]

2

2 ln(1+δ2) .

At a pressure gradient ∇p, the total number N of parti-
cles going through all pores during time τ should equal
to the sum of number Ni of particles going through
each pore i with an area si, i.e. N = P∇pSτ =∑
i

Pi∇psiτ =
∑
i

Ni. If we assume the the permeabil-

ity for each pore of size di is Pi = P0(1 − σ/di)2, then
Ni ∝ Pisi = (1−σ/di)2d2

i = (di−σ)2. Simulations using
polydisperse membranes with δ = 0.2 and d̄ = 1.05–
3.5 show that Ni is indeed proportional to (di − σ)2

(Fig. 4(a)).

The mean permeability P =
∑
i

Pi
si
S =

∑
i

Pi
d2i∑
i
d2i

, for

a continuous distribution f(d; d̄, δ) of d, can thus be cal-
culated as

P δ(d̄, σ) =

∫∞
σ
f(d; d̄, δ)P (d, σ)d2dd∫∞
σ
f(d; d̄, δ)d2dd

, (4)

after knowing the monodisperse permeability P (d, σ) as
a function of d and σ (Fig. 4(b)). Here, the weight in
the average calculation is d2, which differs from d4 in
viscous (Hagen-Poiseuille) flows [5]. Eq. (4) can be used
to predict permeability enhancement P 0.0/P δ at a given
selectivity or selectivity enhancement α0.0/αδ at a given
mean pore size d̄, when we narrow down the pore size
distribution from δ > 0 to 0.0 (monodisperse) as shown
in Fig. 4(c)-(d).
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FIG. 4. (a) Number N of particles (of size σA = 1.0 and
σB = 0.8, 0.5) going through pores of different diameter d
during simulations using polydisperse membranes. Horizon-
tal line-bars enclose the range of d’s for a given N and d̄ is
their average. N is proportional to (d̄−σ)2 (black dashed line
which is a guide to the eye). (b) The average permeability
P̄δ of the three types of particles going through cylinderical
pores with polydispersity δ. Solid line is calculated using the
ansatz that the contribution from a pore of size d should be
weighted by d2. (c) Calculated permeability enhancement as a
function of selectivity and (d) calculated selectivity enhance-
ment as a function of the mean pore size d̄ of the polydis-
perse membrane, to separate binary mixtures of σA = 1 and
σB = 0.8, 0.5.

The interests in transport and separation are not lim-
ited to free molecular flows (Kn > 101), but have also
been directed to continuum (Kn < 10−3), slip (10−3 <
Kn < 10−1) and transition flows (10−1 < Kn < 101) [38].
Decades ago, it was thought that molecular simula-
tions are computationally too expensive to address these
regimes when the number of particles is large. Ap-
proximate theoretical models or computational methods
were thus developed to tackle these problems, such as
the dusty-gas model (DGM) [39], the direct simulation
Monte Carlo (DSMC) [40, 41] and the finite element
method [42]. With the ever-increasing computer power,
it now becomes more and more promising to investigate
dense flows on particle level [43, 44]. It would be in-
teresting to extend the current methodolgy to low-Kn
porous systems. Caution should be taken when applying
the model used in this work to molecular systems, be-
cause the intrinsic roughness of atomic packings, which
can induce back reflection and dissipation, are not cap-
tured by smooth cylinderical walls [27, 45].
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