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Fluid pumping and the generation of electric current by living tissues are required during mor-
phogenetic processes and for maintainance of homeostasis. How these flows emerge from active and
passive ion transport in cells has been well established. However, the interplay between flow and
current generation is not well understood. Here, we study the electro-hydraulic coupling that arises
from cell ion pumping. We develop a one-dimensional continuum model of fluid and ion transport
across active cell membranes. Solving the Nernst-Planck and Poisson equations in the limit of
weak charge imbalance allows us to derive approximate analytical solutions of the model. These
approximations, consistent with the numerical results in physiologically relevant regime of param-
eters, allow us to describe electro-hydraulic activity of cells and tissues in terms of experimentally
accessible parameters.

I. INTRODUCTION

The morphogenesis and homeostasis of tissues and or-
gans involves the collective organisation of a large num-
ber of cells. In general cells respond to chemical, me-
chanical, hydraulic, electrical and osmotic cues. On large
scales tissues are active polar materials that generate ac-
tive stresses, but also fluid flows and electric currents [1–
6]. This is particularly true for epithelial tissues, which
have apical-basal polarity. These behaviours can be stud-
ied in coarse-grained continuum approaches, which reveal
interesting tissue properties such as fluid pumping, cur-
rent generation, and electro-hydraulic coupling as well
as flexo-electricity [6, 7] . In order to understand how
these large scale properties of tissues result from cellular
properties, it is useful to develop simple models on the
scale of cells that capture the physics of current and flow
generation.

Ion channels and pumps have been extensively stud-
ied both experimentally and theoretically [8–10]. A large
body of work has been done on the generation of elec-
tric fields and electric currents in the context of action
potentials and their propagation [1, 9]. The activity of
ion pumps generate osmotic differences which give rise
to water flows across membranes [11, 12]. Early work
studied the interplay between flow and electric current
generation; for example a comprehensive model of ac-
tive epithelial transport was developed and applied to
the transport in the Necturus gallbladder using numeri-
cal methods [13]. The hydraulics of water pumping has
recently raised interest in the context of the dynamics of
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kidney and liver but without an explicit treatment of elec-
tric currents and fields [14, 15]. In addition, the coupling
of ion pumping and water flows was studied to discuss
flow driven locomotion of cells through narrow channels
[12]. However, an analytical approach to the coupling of
hydraulic and electric processes in cells is still lacking.

Here, we investigate the interplay of the electric fields
and currents with fluid flows that are generated by ion
pumping across membranes. We take into account the
contributions of fluid flow to electric fields and ion cur-
rents in the Nernst-Planck equation and obtain a full
non-linear solution close to electro-neutrality. The rel-
ative importance of fluid flow and ion diffusion is char-
acterised by a Peclet number. We present a simplified
one-dimensional setting that allows us to find exact non-
linear solutions of the Nernst-Planck and Poisson equa-
tions in the limit of weak charge imbalance. We use this
approach to first discuss a single membrane with active
pumps and passive channels, both considering a closed
system as well as a periodic system with a finite fluid flow
and electric currents. We relate properties of ion channels
and pumps to flow velocities and electric currents and
we discuss the values of these quantities obtained under
physiological conditions. We show that for physiological
parameter ranges, the limit of small Peclet number pro-
vides analytic expressions for transport properties which
are in excellent agreement with numerical solutions of
the non-linear problem. We extend this approach to a
system of two membranes which can be used as a model
for a cell or an epithelium. Eventually we show how tis-
sue flexo-electricity can emerge from ion pumping across
membranes at the cell scale.
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II. ION DENSITIES AND ELECTRIC
POTENTIALS IN A FLOWING ELECTROLYTE

SOLUTION

We first discuss the effects of fluid flow in a neutral ion
solution. In thermodynamic equilibrium, the distances
over which charges in an electrolyte interact are limited
by the Debye length λD, due to screening by charges of
opposite sign. On scales beyond the Debye length the
electrolyte is essentially neutral. We consider for sim-
plicity a one-dimensional geometry. Out of equilibrium,
flows of fluid and electric currents affect ion distributions.
The current density J± of positive and negative ions can
be expressed in terms of the ion concentrations ρ± by the
Nernst-Planck equation

J± = ∓K±q∂xφρ± −K±kBT∂xρ± + ρ±v , (1)

whereK± are ion mobilities, +q (−q) is the charge of pos-
itive (negative) ions, x is the distance to the membrane,
φ is the electric potential and v is the fluid velocity. The
electric current density is I = q(J+ − J−). In steady
state, current densities are divergence free, ∂xJ

± = 0.
The electric potential satisfies the Poisson equation

ε∂2
xφ = −q(ρ+ − ρ−), which together with the Nernst-

Planck equation (1) and charge conservation provides
a one-dimensional description of the flowing electrolyte
solution. For potential differences small compared to
kBT/q, the equations can be linearised to a good ap-
proximation, and at thermodynamic equilibrium fields
and charge densities vary over the Debye length λD. The
solvent flow introduces an additional length scale λ over
which the ion densities vary, while maintaining charge
balance. At large length scales the electric potential dif-
ferences can exceed kBT/q in the presence of flows and
nonlinearities become important (see Appendix A).

To discuss the effects of nonlinearities in the presence
of flows we consider the case where charge imbalances are
small, |ρ+−ρ−| � ρ, where ρ = (ρ++ρ−)/2. In this case
the electric potential can be approximated by imposing
the condition ρ+ = ρ− in Eq. (1) while the small charge
imbalance can be calculated from the electric potential
using the Poisson equation. Using this approximation we
find (see Appendix A 2)

ρ(x) =
1

v

J+/K+ + J−/K−

1/K+ + 1/K−
+ Cex/λ (2)

q(φ(x)− φ(0))

kBT
=−

(
K+ −K−

K+ +K−
+

J+

K+ − J−

K−

J+

K+ + J−

K−

)
x

λ

+
J+

K+ − J−

K−

J+

K+ + J−

K−

ln

(
ρ(x)

ρ(0)

) (3)

where, the length scale λ = 2kBTK
+K−/(v(K+ +K−))

and C is an integration constant which in a finite system
of length L reads

C =
L/λ

exp(L/λ)− 1

(
ρ0 −

1

v

J+/K+ + J−/K−

1/K+ + 1/K−

)
, (4)

where ρ0 = L−1
∫ L

0
dxρ(x) is the average ion concentra-

tion and Pe = L/λ is a Peclet number characterising the
importance of drift relative to diffusion. Note that the
concentration difference across the system can be written
as

ρ(L)− ρ(0) = Pe

(
ρ0 −

1

v

J+/K+ + J−/K−

1/K+ + 1/K−

)
, (5)

and the charge imbalance is given by

ρ+ − ρ− =
1

4πλB

J+

K+ − J−

K−

J+

K+ + J−

K−

(
∂2
xρ(x)

ρ(x)
− (∂xρ)2

ρ(x)2

)
,

(6)

where λB = q2/(εkBT ) is the Bjerrum length.

III. ION PUMPS AND MEMBRANE
PERMEABILITY

Fluid flows and electric currents can be generated by
membranes which contain active pumps. In order to de-
velop a simple model for the pumping activity we con-
sider a membrane separating two fluid filled compart-
ments, denoted A and B. The membrane contains ac-
tive pumps and passive channels for positive and nega-
tive ions. We describe the ion flux across the membrane
by

J± = J±0 + ν±
(
µ±A − µ

±
B

)
(7)

where J0 is the flux due to pump activity and the co-
efficients ν± describe the permeability through passive
ion channels. A non-zero J0 corresponds to an asym-
metric membrane in which pumps are oriented, which
defines membrane polarity. For J0 > 0 pumps on aver-
age transport ions from A to B. In general, J±0 as well as
the coefficients ν± depend on concentrations of ions and
other factors such as mechanical stress. This simplified
expression is a good description under physiological con-
ditions. It can be obtained from a more detailed models
[16], as shown in Appendix B.

The chemical potentials governing membrane trans-
port can be written as

µ± = µ±0 + kBT ln ρ± ± qφ , (8)

where µ±0 are reference chemical potentials.
Fluid permeates through the membrane at a veloc-

ity which depends on the hydrostatic pressure difference
PB − PA and the osmotic pressure difference ΠB − ΠA

across the membrane

v = ξ (PA − PB −ΠA + ΠB) (9)

where ξ is a permeation coefficient. The osmotic pressure
is given by

Π = kBT (ρ+ + ρ− + ρR) = kBT (2ρ+ ρR) , (10)

where ρR is the number density of other solutes which do
not cross the membrane barrier.
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IV. POLAR MEMBRANE WITH ION PUMPS
AND CHANNELS

A. Membrane in a sealed channel

We first review the simple case of a closed system of
length L filled with solvent containing equal densities ρ0

of two oppositely charged ion species. Initially, ions are
homogeneously distributed such that ρ(x) = ρ0. A mem-
brane containing active pumps divides the system in two
equal volumes labeled A andB, as illustrated in Fig. 1 a).
Because the system is closed and the fluid is incompress-
ible no fluid flow occurs, v = 0. Due to the activity of
the pumps, ions flow across the membrane until a steady
state is reached in which active and passive fluxes are
balanced. In this steady state both volumes have differ-
ent ion concentration ρA, ρB , ρR,A and ρR,B and there
exists a pressure and an electric potential difference:

ρA = ρ0

[
1− tanh

(
J0

4ν+kBT

)]
(11)

ρB = ρ0

[
1 + tanh

(
J0

4ν+kBT

)]
(12)

PB − PA = 4ρ0kBT tanh

(
J0

4ν+kBT

)
+ kBT (ρR,B − ρR,A)

(13)

φB − φA =
J0

2ν+q
, (14)

where, for simplicity, we consider positive ion pumps
J+

0 = J0, J
−
0 = 0 and the pump strength and the channel

permeability are taken to be constant parameters.
We estimate typical parameter values to capture or-

ders of magnitudes relevant in physiological conditions.
Typical concentration of ρ0 = 5 · 1025m−3, corresponds
to about 75mM . Using the trans-membrane potential
|φB − φA| ' 75mV we estimate J0/ν

+ ' 2.4 · 10−20Nm.
For these parameters ρB/ρA ' 10. The order of mag-
nitude of 4ρ0kBT is 8 · 105Pa. Because biological mem-
branes cannot sustain large pressures Eq. 13 sets the
estimated value of the required concentration difference
of solutes on the two sides ρR,A − ρR,B ' 4ρ0.

B. Membrane in a periodic channel

We now consider an active membrane driving flow
through a channel which forms a loop, as illustrated in
Fig. 1 b). Such a situation could be realised in a mi-
crofluidic experiment. The pumping of ions couples to
fluid flow and the active membrane acts as a battery and
a water pump. In the one-dimensional description we
use periodic boundary conditions and the conditions for
the current and the flow given by Eqs. 7 and 9 at the
membrane. To simplify the discussion we consider equal
mobility of positive and negative ions K = K+ = K−.

For a channel filled with a gel through which a fluid
permeates, the pressure changes linearly along the chan-
nel. Therefore, the pressure jump across the membrane
is PB = PA + vLη/a2, where η is the fluid viscosity, a
is the bulk permeation length, and v is the flow veloc-
ity. Using Eq. 9, the velocity can then be expressed as
v = ξ(ΠB −ΠA), where we introduce an effective perme-
ation coefficient ξ = ξ/(1 + ξLη/a2).

We first derive a relation between the solvent flow and
ion current densities J±. From Eq. 5 and Eq. 9 we
obtain

v =
J+ + J−

2ρ0(1 + θ)
, (15)

where

θ =
K

2ξLρ0
. (16)

This allows us to express ion densities at the membrane
as

ρA = ρ(L) = ρ0

(
1 + θ − θ e

PePe

ePe − 1

)
, (17)

ρB = ρ(0) = ρ0

(
1 + θ − θ Pe

ePe − 1

)
. (18)

The membrane spontaneously generates a fluid flow with
velocity v = vmθPe, which is proportional to the Peclet
number. The velocity scale vm = 2ξρ0kBT corresponds
to the osmotic fluid flux through a membrane at con-
centration difference ρ0. For our choice of parameters
vm = 4 − 40µm/s. Furthermore, the fluid velocity de-
pends on the channel length via a characteristic length-
scale θL. Here, we have used K ' 3 ·1011m2J−1s−1, and
range ξ ' 10−13 − 10−11mPa−1s−1, following reported
values [17–19].

In the limit of weak flow, corresponding to a small
Peclet number we can find explicit solutions of the prob-
lem. For ion densities at the membrane we find

ρA ' ρ0

(
1− 1

2

v

vm

)
, (19)

ρB ' ρ0

(
1 +

1

2

v

vm

)
. (20)

To determine the fluid velocity in the weak flow
limit, we consider small values of θPe, corresponding
to small relative ion density variations ln (ρA/ρB) '
ln (1− v/vm) ' −v/vm. For simplicity, we consider the
case ν = ν+ = ν−. Using Eq. 15, we then obtain

v ' J0

2ρ0 + ν
ξρ0

+ K
ξL

. (21)

Two reference concentrations are (ν/2ξ)1/2 ' 45mM
and K/(ξL) ' 500mM , where we have used ξ '
10−11mPa−1s−1 and L ' 100µm. For values of ρ0 be-
tween these reference values we can estimate the order of
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magnitude of the flow velocity as v ' J0ξL/K ' 0.3 −
30nm/s, where we have used J0 ' 1017 − 1019m−2s−1,
corresponding to an ion pump rate of 103s−1 and area
density of pumps of 102 − 104µm−2.

We can also estimate for ion current densities and po-
tentials considering the same limit of small θPe. We first
note that using Eq. 3 the membrane potential difference
∆φAB ≡ φB − φA can be expressed as

∆φAB =
kBT

q

J+ − J−

J+ + J−

[
Pe + ln

(
ρB
ρA

)]
. (22)

Using Eqs. 15, 17, 18 for velocity and densities we can
determine from Eqs. 7 currents

J+ ' 1

2

1 + θ(1 + ψ) + (1 + θ)(1 + ψ)

(1 + ψ)(1 + θ(1 + ψ))
J0 , (23)

J− ' 1

2

ψ

(1 + ψ)(1 + θ(1 + ψ))
J0 , (24)

where ψ = νL/(Kρ0). The electric current density fol-
lows as

I = q
(
J+ − J−

)
' q J0

1 + ψ
, (25)

Finally, the membrane potential difference has the form

∆φAB '
J0

2qν

ψ

1 + ψ
. (26)

We test the accuracy of these approximations by com-
paring them to numerical solutions of the full non-linear
problem in the weak charge imbalance limit. Fig. 1 c)
shows numerically obtained ion density profiles along the
channel, which exhibit approximately a linear profile con-
sistent with Eqs. 19 and 20. Fig. 1 d) shows velocity,
currents and membrane potential difference as a func-
tion of the system size. It compares numerical solutions
(symbols) to the analytical approximations (solid lines),
showing excellent agreement. Thus, the approximations
in the small θPe regime apply in parameter regimes con-
sistent with physiological conditions.

V. TWO ACTIVE MEMBRANES AS A SIMPLE
MODEL FOR CELLULAR PUMPING

A. Model of cellular pumping

Using the formalism developed above we discuss pump-
ing across a cell by introducing two active membranes
separated by the thickness Lc. The space between the
membranes corresponds to the inside of the cell of volume
Vc, which confines NR resident molecules. This could
correspond for example to a cell in contact with different
fluid compartments denoted A and D, see Fig. 2 a),b).
The resident molecules in the cell contribute to the cell
osmotic pressure ΠC = 2kBTρ + kBTNR/Vc. Profile of

a)

A B

b)

A B

c) d)
10-3

FIG. 1. Transport by a single active membrate. a) Schematic
representation of an active membrane (green) with ion pump-
ing activity J0 in a sealed channel of lenght L. We denote
the two sides of the membrane by A and B, see text. b)
Schematic of an active membrane in a periodic channel with
the fluid velocity v. c) Spatial profiles of density ρ(x) relative
to the average density ρ0 as a function of relative position
x/L along a periodic channel. Shown are the full numeri-
cal solutions (solid lines) together with the linear approxi-
mations (see Eqs. 19, 20) (dashed lines). d) Ion number
currents J+, J−, electric current density I, electric poten-
tial across the membrane ∆φ, solvent velocity v, and Peclet
number obtained from the full numerical solution (circles)
and by our analytical approximation (lines). Ion elemen-
tary charge is denoted q and vm is a maximal possible ve-
locity, see text. Parameters used: K = 3.1 · 1011m2J−1s−1,
kBT = 4.11 · 10−21J , ξ = 10−11mPa−1s−1, ρ0 = 5 · 1025m−3,
ν = 4.17 · 1038kg−1m−2s, J0 = 1019m−2s−1.

resident molecules due to flow can be taken into account
as an effective contribution to the ξ2, see Appendix A 4,
and therefore we do not account for it explicitly. Cell
membranes exhibit an electric double layer of positive
and negative charges confined within the Debye length
near the membrane. In our approximation, relevant on
large scales, this double layer could be taken into account
as a membrane capacitance if surface charges were to be
discussed.

We first consider a symmetric cell without apical-basal
polarity, see Fig. 2 a). The example shown in this figure
corresponds a symmetric cell in a circular microfluidic
channel. We outline how ion concentration, membrane
potential and pressure difference across cell membrane
appear in this case. We then consider a polarised cell
which generates fluid flows and electric currents, see Fig.
2 b).

B. Symmetric cell

In the symmetric cell we consider, ions are pumped
outwards with pump strengths of magnitude J0, see Fig.
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2 a). Due to symmetry φA = φD and φB = φC and
membrane potentials difference at the two membranes
are the same ∆φAB = ∆φDC with

∆φAB =
−J0

2νq
. (27)

This potential difference sets the ion concentration ρc

inside the cell relative to the outside concentration ρw

ρc = ρwe
−J0

2νkBT , (28)

where we define the average ion concentrations inside and
outside of the cell as ρc0 and ρw0 , respectively. They satisfy
ρc0L

c + ρw0 (L − Lc) = ρ0L, where ρ0 is imposed. The
pressure difference across the cell membrane ∆P ≡ PB−
PA arises from the difference in osmotic pressures

∆P = kBT

[
NR
Vc

+ 2ρw
(
e

−J0
2νkBT − 1

)]
. (29)

Mechanical equilibrium requires balance of pressures
which is achieved by adjusting the cell size to

Lc '
NR

2ρ0Ac(1− e−J0/(2νkBT ))
, (30)

where Ac is the area of the channel cross-section.

C. Asymmetric cell in a periodic channel

We now consider a polarised cell in a periodic channel
of length L with overall amount of ions Lρ0. Inspired
by the apical-basal cell polarity the outwards pumping
strengths are slightly biased by an amount δJ , see Fig. 2
b). Note that Eqs. 2, 3, 4 for density profiles and electric
potential still apply, separately inside and outside of the
cell. The membrane fluxes are described by six equations
that can be solved for unknowns J+,J−, v, Lc, ρc0 and
φB − φA, see SI for details, from which electric poten-
tials φA,B,C,D and ion densities ρA,B,C,D follow. Spatial
profiles of ion densities obtained numerically using this
approach are shown in Fig. 2 c). Currents, flow velocities
and electric potentials as a function of system length L
are shown in Fig. 2 d).

In order to obtain explicit expressions for these quan-
tities we consider the limit of weak bias δJ � J0 where
the Peclet number is small Pe � 1. This allows us to
approximate the density profiles to lowest order in Pe as

ρc(x)

ρc0
' 1 + Pe

Lc

L

(
1− ρ0

ρc0
(1 + θ2)

)(
x

Lc
− 1

2

)
,

(31)

ρw(x)

ρw0
' 1 + Pe

L− Lc

L

(
1− ρ0

ρw0
(1 + θ2)

)(
x− Lc

L− Lc
− 1

2

)
(32)

where we have defined θ2 = K/(ρ0Lξ2), with 2/ξ2 =
2/ξ̄ + (L − Lc)ηw/(aw)2 + Lcηc/(ac)2. Here, ac and aw

a) b)

c)

A B CD A B CD

d)10-4

10-4

FIG. 2. Two membranes in a periodic channel as a model for
a cell. a), b) A schematic of a symmetric and asymmetric
pair of active membranes, respectively, separated by a dis-
tance Lc. The membrane pumping strength is denoted J0
and the asymmetry δJ . The fluid velocity is denoted v, the
sides of the two membranes are A, B, C and D. Ion density
profiles in the cell ρc(x) (top) and outside ρw(x) (bottom) as a
funcion of normalised positions. Shown are the full numerical
solutions (solid lines) together with the linear approximations
Eqs. 31 and 32 (dashed lines). d) Ion number currents J+,
J−, electric current density I , electric potential across the
cell ∆φDA, fluid velocity v and the Peclet number obtained
from the full numerical solutions (circles) are shown together
with approximations Eqs. 36 - 40 (lines). Parameters used
are the same as in Fig. 1, with δJ = 0.1J0.

are the permeation lengths in the cell and surrounding
medium. Even inside a cell, where we estimate ac ' 5nm
[20], the contribution from permeation in the cell cyto-
plasm Lcηc/(ac)2 ' 4 ·108mPa−1s−1 is typically smaller
than that of the cell membrane 2/ξ ' 2 · 1011mPa−1s−1

to the effective overall permeation coefficient ξ2.
The average ion density inside the cell is given by

ρc0 ' ρw0 e
−J0

2νkBT . (33)

with

ρw0 '
ρ0

1− Lc

L

(
1− e

−J0
2νkBT

) (34)

The force balanced cell size is determined by the average
pump strength J0

Lc =
L

1− e
−J0

2νkBT

NR
NI +NR

, (35)

with Ac the channel cross-sectional area and NI =
2ρ0AcL total number of ions in the channel. Here, as for
the symmetric cell, we neglect pressure difference across
the membranes as compared to osmotic pressure differ-
ences.
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Solvent flow velocity and electric current density can
now be determined as

v ' δJ/(2ρ0)

1 + θ2 + Lν
2Kρ0

(
(1 + θ2)ρ0

L

(
Lc

ρc0
+ L−Lc

ρw0

)
− 1
) (36)

I ' qδJ

1 + ν
2K

(
Lc

ρc0
+ L−Lc

ρw0

) . (37)

The membrane potentials at the two membranes

∆φAB = − J0

2qν
− J+ − J− − δJ

2qν
(38)

∆φDC = − J0

2qν
+
J+ − J− + δJ

2qν
(39)

exhibit small corrections to the value −J0/2qν found in
the symmetric cell.

Finally, the electric potential change across the cell is

∆φDA ' −
L−Lc
K

ρ0

ρw0
(1 + θ2)

1 + ν
2K

(
Lc

ρc0
+ L−Lc

ρw0

) δJ

2qρ0(1 + θ2)
. (40)

These approximate solutions are shown in Fig. 2 d) as
solid line, which shows that they are in excellent agree-
ment with numerical solutions of the non-linear equa-
tions.

VI. DISCUSSION

We have presented a one-dimensional model of elec-
trohydraulic pumping of ions and water across mem-
branes using the approximation of weak charge imbal-
ance. At lengths large compared to the Debye length-
scale this approximation is accurate with charge imbal-
ances |ρ+ − ρ−|/(ρ+ + ρ−) < 10−12 for parameter values
in the physiological range that we use here. Using this
weak charge imbalance limit we present a non-linear so-
lution of the corresponding equations in the presence of
advection and discuss the electrohydraulic activity of a
single membrane and that of a pair of membranes, cap-
turing hydroelectric activity of a cell or of an epithelium.

Our work is related to previous work concerning the
migration of cells in channels in the presence of electric
fields [12]. Here, we discuss endogenously generated elec-
tric fields rather than a response to an externally imposed
field. In addition, we provide analytical expressions for
ion densities, fluxes and currents, which we show hold to
a very good approximation in the physiologically relevant
range. The geometry discussed is fundamentally differ-
ent from previous work on galvanotaxy where an external
electric filed is oriented parallel to the membrane [21, 22].

We have discussed a pair of membranes at a distance Lc
as a model for a cell in a microfluidic channel which gener-
ates an electric field and fluid flow. The same model can
be interpreted as a model for an epithelium where fluid

flow through the channel corresponds to the backflow
of fluid through the cell-cell junctions of the epithelium
where we do not account for lateral currents and flows, as
shown in Fig. 3, where junctional backflow indicated by
the dark blue arrows correspond to the channel flow. This
flow leads to a pressure buildup across the epithelium.
This pressure difference drives the backflow through the
cell-cell junctions and a steady state is reached when the
cell induced flow is balanced by the junction backflow.
In this case the steady state pressure difference across
the epithelium is ∆P ' ηvdLc/w

3 ' 2 · 102Pa, where
d ' 10µm is the linear cell dimension in the epithelial
plane and w ' 50nm is the width of cell-cell junctions,
in agreement with recent experimental measurements of
transepithelial pressure [4, 23]. This pressure difference
across the epithelium can be balanced for example by a
gel substrate attached to the epithelium such as an ex-
tracellular matrix layer e.g. basement membrane, or by
Laplace pressure across an epithelium that bends into a
dome-like shape.

Cell junctions

Epithelial
cells

Ion pumps

Flow through cells Junction backflow

Elastic matrix

FIG. 3. Simple scenario of epithelial pumping. Schematic of
three epithelial cells (green) separated by cell junctions. Each
cell contains an asymmetric pair of membranes (magenta ar-
rows). In the steady state the flow through the cells (light
blue arrows) is balanced by the junctional backflow (dark
blue arrows). Hydraulic activity leads to pressure differences
balanced by the elasticity of the extracellular matrix (black
springs). This scenario does not capture lateral currents and
flows.

In many in-vivo cases, such as kidney [14], the epithe-
lium maintains a steady state flow. Also, the water bal-
ance in fresh water fish is achieved by maintaining water
influx through gills and outflux through the intestinal ep-
ithelium [24]. For parameters values in the physiological
range, we estimate a fluid transport velocity across an
epithelium on the order of ' 1 − 10nm/s, where we use
δJ/J0 ' 0.1, see Eq. 36.

In addition to the hydraulic properties, the epithelium
is also an electric current generator, see Eq. 37. The ef-
fects of this current is analogous to those of the flow. The
current first leads to a buildup of electric potential dif-
ference, corresponding to charging of a capacitor. This
increasing potential difference drives a current through
the cell-cell junctions. The steady state is reached when



7

the cell induced current is balanced by the leak current.
Our model corresponds to an epithelium with high resis-
tivity of lateral membranes where lateral electric currents
are negligible. The observed trans-epithelial potentials
are of the order of ∆φAD ' 1 − 20mV . A naive esti-
mate of the electric potential across the epithelium using
Eq. 40 would lead to smaller values. This is because
Eq. 40 considers a width of the channel equal to the
width of the cell. Values in the mV range can be un-
derstood as a consequence of reduced ion conductance
across the cell-cell junctions by a geometric factor of
about w/d ' 0.05. In our simplified model variable trans-
port properties in the channel could be represented by
changes of the effective ion mobility. Indeed, for reduced
values of the ion mobility K in our model, the pumping
velocity is not significantly changed while the electric po-
tential approaches δJ/(2qν). This allows us to estimate
δJ/J0 ' ∆φAD/∆φAB ' 0.02 − 0.2. The conductance
across the cell-cell junction can be estimated based on the
electric current per cell of the order of qδJd2 ' 10−9A,
where we use δJ ' 0.1J0. Then, using the reported
transepithelial potential difference of 10mV we obtain
the resistance per junction on the order of 107Ω. This
can be compared to the resistance of a cell-cell junction
kBT/(q

2ρ0(1 + θ)vmwd) ' 107Ω, which we estimate us-
ing linearsied Eq. 3 and Eqs. 15, 19, and 20 to describe
a narrow channel of width w. The relationship between
hydraulic pumping and current generation by cells yields
a prediction for the ratio of the electric current density
and flow velocity I/v ' 2qρ0(1+θ(1+ψ)) ' 6 ·108C/m3,
which could be tested experimentally. It will be impor-
tant to test the accuracy of the simple arguments pre-
sented here in a one-dimensional framework using a more
realistic two or three-dimensional geometry.

Bending of an epithelium will create a relative dif-
ference in cell areas on the two sides of the epithelium
δA/A ' CLc, where C is the epithelium curvature. If
the ion pump density is kept constant this leads to an
asymmetry in pumping strength is δJb/J0 = δA/A. The
transepithelial current due to epithelium bending can be
written as I = Λ4C, where Λ4 is the flexo-electric co-
efficient [6]. This current exists even for a symmetric
cell layer if bending dynamics is slow compared to the
turnover of ion pumps in the membrane. We can esti-
mate it as I ' qδJb and find I ' qLcJ0C. Therefore, the
flexo-electric coefficient is Λ4 ' qLcJ0 ' 1.6 · 10−5A/m,
consistent with [6], where we used Lc = 10−5m and
J0 = 1019m−2s−1.

Here, we have presented a theory of fluid flows and elec-
tric currents driven by the ion pumping activity across
membranes. We estimated orders of magnitude, rele-
vant to pumping by biological cells. Our theory could be
tested in microfluidic experiments. On the tissue scale
such currents and flows give rise to electrohydraulic be-
haviours that could play an important role in tissue mor-
phogenesis and homeostasis [6, 25, 26]. More generally,
understanding electrohydraulics and its role in biological
processes provides exciting challenges for future work.
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Appendix A: Electrostatics of a flowing electrolyte
solution

1. Debye-Hückel approximation with flow

Here, we derive the ion density profiles in a flow-
ing electrolyte by linearising the corresponding Nernst-
Planck and Poisson equations presented in the main text.
We consider a semi-infinite system bounded on one side
by a membrane located at x = 0. Solvent flow is ori-
ented perpendicular to the membrane in the direction of
the x-axis and has magnitude v. We consider the bound-
ary condition at positive infinity ρ±(x → ∞) = ρ0. In
presence of a constant electric field E(x → ∞) = E0 at
positive infinity the ion number currents are

J+ = K+qE0ρ0 + vρ0 (A1)

J− = −K−qE0ρ0 + vρ0 . (A2)

The corresponding steady state electric current is I =
q2 (K+ +K−) ρ0E0.

We now linearise the Nernst-Planck and Poisson equa-
tions around the state at x→∞

±qρ0E0

kBT

(
δE

E0
+
δρ±

ρ0

)
= ∂xδρ

± − u±δρ± , (A3)

ε∂xδE = q
(
δρ+ − δρ−

)
, (A4)

where we have introduced δE = E − E0, δρ± = ρ± − ρ0

and u± = v/(K±kBT ). By taking a gradient of Eqs. A3
together with Eq. A4 we find

∂2
xδρ

+ − w+∂xδρ
+ − 1

2
k2
Dδρ

+ +
1

2
k2
Dδρ

− = 0 , (A5)

∂2
xδρ
− − w−∂xδρ− −

1

2
k2
Dδρ

− +
1

2
k2
Dδρ

+ = 0 , (A6)

where we have introduced w± = u± ± (qE0)/(kBT ) and
the Debye wavevector k2

D = (2ρ0q
2)/(εkBT ). Using an

exponential ansatz δρ± ∼ ekx leads to the equation for
the wavevector k

k3 −
(
w+ + w−

)
k2 +

(
w+w− − k2

D

)
k +

1

2

(
w+ + w−

)
k2
D = 0 . (A7)

As expected, for w+ = w− = 0 the solutions of this

equations are k
(0)
1 = 0 and k

(0)
2,3 = ∓kD. In the regime

of small solvent velocity and electric field, where |w±| �
kD, we find solutions in the form ki = k

(0)
i +δki, assuming

δki � kD

k1 =
u

2
, (A8)

k2 = −kD +
u

4
, (A9)

k3 = kD +
u

4
. (A10)

Here, u = u+ + u−. For u < 0, corresponding to v < 0
i.e. solvent flow towards the membrane, the ion number
densities are

δρ+ = A+e−(kD−u4 )x +B+e
u
2 x

δρ− = −A−
[
1− w+ − w−

kD

]
e−(kD−u4 )x +B−e

u
2 x .

(A11)

where Eqs. A3 require A+ = A− and B+ = B−. The lat-
ter equality demonstrates that the ion density distribu-
tion associated with the velocity dependent length-scale
2/u is neutral, which corresponds to the weak charge im-
balance limit we consider in the main text.

2. Ion density and electric potential profiles

We now apply the weak charge imbalance approxima-
tion |ρ+ − ρ−| � (ρ+ + ρ−) to the problem of a single
active periodic membrane presented in the main text. We
write the Nernst-Planck equations as

J± = kBTK
±
(
∓ q

kBT
ρ ∂xφ− ∂xρ

)
+ vρ . (A12)

Eliminating φ further yields

∂xρ =
ρ

λ
− J+/K+ + J−/K−

2kBT
(A13)

where λ = 2kBTK
+K−/(v(K+ +K−)). Solution of this

equation

ρ(x) =
1

v

J+/K+ + J−/K−

1/K+ + 1/K−
+ Ce

x
λ , (A14)

where C is an integration constant. Now, we use this
result and the difference of the two equations to obtain

∂xφ =
1

2q

[
v

(
1

K+
− 1

K−

)
− J+/K+ − J−/K−

ρ(x)

]
(A15)

which is straightforward to integrate and we find
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q(φ(x)− φ(0))

kBT
=−

(
K+ −K−

K+ +K−
+

J+

K+ − J−

K−

J+

K+ + J−

K−

)
x

λ
+

J+

K+ − J−

K−

J+

K+ + J−

K−

ln

(
ρ(x)

ρ(0)

)
. (A16)

3. Two membranes in a channel

Here we outline the main equations required to solve
the system of two active membranes in a periodic channel
discussed in the main text. Six equations describing the
two active membranes read

J+ = −J0 + δJ + ν

(
kBT ln

(
ρA
ρB

)
− q (φB − φA)

)
(A17)

J− = ν

(
kBT ln

(
ρA
ρB

)
+ q (φB − φA)

)
(A18)

v = ξ̄

(
PA − PB − 2kBT

(
ρA − ρB −

NR
2Vc

))
(A19)

J+ = J0 + δJ + ν

(
kBT ln

(
ρC
ρD

)
− q (φD − φC)

)
(A20)

J− = ν

(
kBT ln

(
ρC
ρD

)
+ q (φD − φC)

)
(A21)

v = ξ̄

(
PC − PD − 2kBT

(
ρC +

NR
2Vc
− ρD

))
(A22)

Now, we sum the two water flux equations to obtain

2v

ξ̄
= PA − PD + PC − PB − 2kBT (ρA − ρB + ρC − ρD) ,

(A23)

where pressure differences inside and outside of the
cell are PA − PD = −vLwηw/(aw)2 and PC − PB =
−vLcηc/(ac)2. We expect any pressure difference across
the membranes to be negligible as compared to osmotic
pressure differences. Therefore, we find

v = −kBT
ξ

(ρA − ρB + ρC − ρD) , (A24)

where 2/ξ2 = 2/ξ̄ + Lwηw/(aw)2 + Lcηc/(ac)2. Now,
adding up all ion flux equations and applying Eq. A24
we find

J+ + J− = 2vρ0 (1 + θ2) , (A25)

where θ2 = K/(ξLρ0). Note that we do not explictly
account for the osmotic contributions of the resident
molecules since they can be included in the term ξ2, as
explained in Appendix A 4 below.

We now rewrite the original six membrane equations
as remaining five independent equations

J+ + J− = δJ + νkBT ln

(
ρAρC
ρBρD

)
(A26)

ρA + ρD = ρB + ρC +
NR
Vc

(A27)

ρBρC = ρAρDe
−J0
νkBT (A28)

J+ − J− = δJ + qν (φC − φB + φA − φD) (A29)

J0 = −qν (φC + φB − φA − φD) . (A30)

Now, recalling that

q(φC − φB)

kBT
=
J+ − J−

J+ + J−

(
ln

(
ρC
ρB

)
− Pec

)
, (A31)

q(φA − φD)

kBT
=
J+ − J−

J+ + J−

(
ln

(
ρC
ρB

)
− Pew

)
, (A32)

we find an simple expression for ion number currents dif-
ference as a function of solvent velocity

J+ − J− =
(J+ + J−)δJ

νkBTPe + δJ

=
2ρ0(1 + θ2)vδJ

νL
K v + δJ

(A33)

To obtain analytical solution of these equations we now
proceed by considering the limit δJ � J0 and Pe� 1 in
which we expand ion density profiles to the lowest order
and obtain Eqs. 31 and 32 in the main text.

4. Contribution of neutral ion species to osmotic
pressure differences

Current of neutral molecules JR in a fluid flowing at
velocity v follows

JR = −kBTKR∂xρR + vρR , (A34)

where ρR and KR are density and mobility of the
molecules, respectively. Therefore, their spatial profile
is of the form

ρR(x) =
JR
v

+ CRe
x
λR , (A35)

where CR is an integration constant and λR = kBTKR/v.
For resident molecules in a cell which cannot leave the cell
JR = 0 and the ratio of ρR at the two sides of a cell of
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length Lc is exp (PeR), where PeR = Lc/λR is the Peclet
number of resident molecules.

Contribution from resident molecules to osmotic pres-
sure differences discussed below Eq. A23 would be rep-
resented by a term in Eq. A23 that is linear in fluid
velocity

kBT (ρR(0)− ρR(Lc)) = −kBT
NRL

c

λRV

= −vL
cNR

KRV
.

(A36)

Therefore, this effect can be absorbed in the effective
value of ξ2 as

2

ξ2
=

2

ξ
+
Lwηw

(aw)2
+
Lcηc

(ac)2
+
NRL

c

KRV
. (A37)

Using ρR ' 1026m−3 (150mM), Lc ' 10−5m and
mobility of the ion species (which might be too high
for large molecules) KR ' 3 · 1011m2J−1s−1 we find
NRL

c/(KRV ) ' 3 · 109mPa−1s−1, which is well below
the lowest estimated value of 2/ξ = 2 · 1011 we use in the
main text.

5. Contribution of electroosmotic effects to cellular
pumping

Here we take into account electroosmotic effects and
we solve the system of equations describing the two ac-
tive membranes in a periodic channel to estimate their
contribution to the overall flow. Six equations that de-
scribe the ion and water fluxes across the two membranes
read

J+ = −J0 + δJ + ν

[
kBT ln

ρA
ρB
− q (φB − φA)

]
(A38)

J− = ν

[
kBT ln

ρA
ρB

+ q (φB − φA)

]
(A39)

v = ξ

[
PA − PB − 2kBT

(
ρA − ρB −

NR
2Vc

)]
(A40)

J+ = J0 + δJ + ν

[
kBT ln

ρC
ρD
− q (φD − φC)

]
(A41)

J− = ν

[
kBT ln

ρC
ρD

+ q (φD − φC)

]
(A42)

v = ξ

[
PC − PD − 2kBT

(
ρC − ρD +

NR
2Vc

)]
(A43)

Bulk solvent flow with electroosmosis are given by

v = −(PC − PB)
a2
c

ηcLc
− γ φC − φB

Lc
, (A44)

v = −(PA − PD)
a2
w

ηwLw
(A45)

Electric potential differences are given by

q

kBT
(φC − φB) =

J+ − J−

J+ + J−

[
ln
ρC
ρB
− Pec

]
(A46)

q

kBT
(φA − φD) =

J+ − J−

J+ + J−

[
ln
ρA
ρD
− Pew

]
(A47)

Ion density differences are given by

ρC − ρB = Pec
(
ρc0 −

J+ + J−

2v

)
(A48)

ρA − ρD = Pew
(
ρw0 −

J+ + J−

2v

)
(A49)

Sum of ion currents can be written in two ways, first
using Eqs. A38, A39, A41 and A42

J+ + J− =
1

α1

(
νL

K
v + δJ

)
(A50)

where

α1 = 1 + ψc + ψw (A51)

ψc,w =
νLc,w

2Kρc,w0

(A52)

and second using Eqs. A40, A43, A48 and A49

J+ + J− = 2ρ0v (1 + θ2) +
Kηc

La2
c

γ (φC − φB) (A53)

where

θ2 =
K

ξ2Lρ0
(A54)

Now, we can write density differences as:

ρC − ρB = α3v + β3δJ (A55)

ρA − ρD = α4v + β4δJ (A56)

where

α3 =
ρc0
TK

(
Lc − ψcL

α1

)
(A57)

β3 = − Lc

2TKα1
(A58)

α4 =
ρw0
TK

(
Lw − ψwL

α1

)
(A59)

β4 = − Lw

2TKα1
(A60)

Linearising the logarithms of densities in electric po-
tential equations we find

J+ − J− = δJ
α5v + β5δJ

α5v + β5δJ
(A61)
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where

α5 =
νL

α1K
(A62)

β5 =
1

α1
(A63)

α5 =
νL

Kα1
(α1 − 1)− νT

(
α3

ρc0
+
α4

ρw0

)
=
νL

K
(A64)

β5 =
1

α1
− νT

(
β3

ρc0
+
β4

ρw0

)
= 1 . (A65)

We next note that this leads to a simpler expression

J+ − J− =
1

α1
δJ . (A66)

Finally, we can use Eq. A46 in Eq. A53 and eliminate
ion current sum and difference using Eqs. A50, A61 as
well as ion desnity difference using Eq. A55 to find

v =
1 + ηcLc

2a2
cρ
c
0L

γ
q

2α1ρ0(1 + θ2)− νL
K

δJ . (A67)

Here, the relative contribution from the electroosmo-
sis can be estimated by evaluating ηcLcγ/(2a2

cρ
c
0Lq) ≈

0.025, where we have used L = Lc, ac = 5nm, ρ0 =
5·1025m−3 and γ = 10−8m2/(V s) [22, 27]. Therefore, we

can neglect the contribution of electroosomosis in the cal-
culation of the flow generated by pumping of ions across
a membrane.

Appendix B: Model for ion pumps

We introduce a simple model for ion transport across
a membrane that contains active ion pumps. A single
pump in this model consist of two membrane states A
and B. Ions can bind from the solution on one side of
membrane to the state A and from the other side of the
membrane to the state B. Corresponding binding and
unbinding rates kOn

A,B and kOff
A,B satisfy detailed balance

ρA,Bk
On
A,B

kOff
A,B

= e
−

∆EA,B−µA,B
kBT , (B1)

where ∆EA,B are energies of binding to the membrane
and µA,B is a chemical potential. We denote the transi-
tion rates between states A and B as r(A → B) = rAB
and r(B → A) = rBA. States A and B can contain ei-
ther one or zero ions and therefore there are four possible
states of the system (a, b), a, b ∈ (0, 1). Probabilities of
finding the system in one of these states are determined
by the transition rates

∂tP0,0 = −
(
ρAk

On
A + ρBk

On
B

)
P0,0 + kOff

A P1,0 + kOff
B P0,1 (B2)

∂tP1,0 = ρAk
On
A P0,0 −

(
kOff
A + rAB

)
P1,0 + rBAP0,1 + kOff

B P1,1 (B3)

∂tP0,1 = ρBk
On
B P0,0 + rABP1,0 −

(
kOff
B + rBA

)
P0,1 + kOff

A P1,1 (B4)

∂tP1,1 = ρBk
OnP1,0 + ρAk

OnP0,1 −
(
kOff
A + kOff

B

)
P1,1 . (B5)

This system of equations has 3 degrees of freedom be-
cause

P0,0 + P1,0 + P0,1 + P1,1 = 1 . (B6)

The ion transport rate can be expressed as

Ja = P1,0rAB − P0,1rBA . (B7)

In the steady state we find

Ja =
ρAk

Off
B kOn

A rAB − ρBkOff
A kOn

B rBA

kOff
A kOff

B + kOff
A rBA + kOff

B rAB + ρAkOn
A

(
kOff
B + rAB + rBA

)
+ ρBkOn

B

(
kOff
A + rAB + rBA

) (B8)

For simplicity we consider kOff
A = kOff

B and kOn
A = kOn

B

Ja =
kOn

kOff

ρArAB − ρBrBA[
1 + (ρA + ρB) k

On

kOff

] [
1 + rAB+rBA

kOff

] . (B9)

Now, we include the electric potential difference across
the membrane in the model by specifying transition rates
rAB and rBA. When pumps in the membrane are not ac-
tive and the membrane is in thermodynamic equilibrium,
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the transition rates satisfy

req.
AB

req.
BA

= e
−q φB−φA

kBT , (B10)

where φA,B are electric potentials at the two sides of
membrane.

To specify the absolute values of equilibrium rates we
introduce a parameter r0

req.
AB = r0e

−q φB−φA
2kBT (B11)

req.
BA = r0e

q
φB−φA
2kBT (B12)

Consumption of fuel by the ion pumps produces an
additional contribution to the transition rates

rAB = r0e
−q φB−φA

2kBT + rae
−q φB−φA

2kBT
+

∆µATP
kBT (B13)

rBA = r0e
q
φB−φA
2kBT + rae

q
φB−φA
2kBT

−∆µATP
kBT . (B14)

Here, ∆µATP is the energy released by consumption of
an ATP molecule and ra sets the magnitude of active
pumping rate.

The description of ion pumping by Eq. 7 corre-
sponding to a saturated regime, where the the pumping
rate is insensitive to ∆µATP. Such regime is obtained
when transport is strongly biased, ρArAB � ρBrBA
and rAB � rBA, and transport is limited by the ion
unbinding rate, (ρA + ρB)kOn/kOff � 1 together with
(rAB + rBA)/kOff � 1. In this limit we find

Ja '
ρA

ρA + ρB
kOff ' 1

2
kOff . (B15)

We use this equation as an approximation for physiolog-
ical conditions where ρA ' ρB and rAB � rBA. The
latter follows from φB − φA � ∆µATP using the phys-
iological values. The ion pump strengths in Eq. 7 are
therefore J±0 = σ±J±a , where σ± are ion pump area den-
sities and J±a ion transport rates.
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