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Abstract

Cellular networks are often composed of thin tubules connecting much larger node compartments.
These structures serve for active or diffusion transport of proteins. Examples are glial networks in
the brain, the endoplasmic reticulum in cells or dendritic spines located on dendrites. In this latter
case, a large ball forming the head is connected by a narrow passage. In all cases, how the transport
of molecules, ions or proteins is regulated determines the time scale of chemical reactions or signal
transduction. In the present study, based on modeling diffusion in three dimensions, we compute the
mean time for a Brownian particle to reach a narrow target inside such a composite network made of
tubules connected to spherical nodes. We derive asymptotic formulas by solving a mixed Neumann-
Dirichlet boundary value problem with small Dirichlet part. We first consider the general case of
a network domain organized in a 2-D lattice structure that consists of spherical ball compartments
connected via narrow cylindrical passages. For a single target located on the boundary of one of
the spherical domains, we derive a sparse linear system of equations for each Mean First Passage
Time (MFPT) averaged over the different compartments. We then consider a composite domain
consisting of a spherical head-like domain connected to a large cylinder via another narrow cylindrical
neck. For Brownian particles starting within the narrow neck, we derive asymptotic formulas for
the MFPT to reach a target on the spherical head. When diffusing particles can be absorbed upon
hitting additional absorbing boundaries of the large cylinder, we derive asymptotic formulas for the
probability and conditional MFPT to reach a target. We compare these formulas with numerical
solutions of the mixed boundary value problem and with Brownian simulations, allowing to explore
the range of parameters. To conclude, the present analysis reveals that the mean arrival time, driven
by diffusion in heterogeneous networks, is controlled by the sizes of the target and the narrow passages,
as well as the size of the containers at each node.

1 Introduction

This manuscript describes a general approach to compute the mean time of a Brownian particle to reach
a small target located inside a node of network made of narrow tubes connecting round balls (nodes). In
that case, there is no possible reduction of the network three-dimensional geometry to a uniform narrow
tube-shaped domains [1I, 2], B [4], where the network structure converges, as the size of the tubule tends
to zero, to a reduced one dimensional discrete graph embedded within the tube-shaped domains. We now
start with some motivations arising from cell biology.

The hundreds of billions cells in the brain such as neurons, blood vessels or astrocytes [5l, 6] are organized
in interacting networks. Astrocytes are connected by tiny passages (connexin gap junction) [7, 8] allowing
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the passive diffusion of small particles (Fig. ) between the round cells. A key question remains to clarify
the speed of potassium redistribution, calcium activation or energy recycling. Another example concerns
the endoplasmic reticulum, a cellular organelle [6], where nanometer tubules (Fig. ) connect cisterna for
the transport and maturation of proteins circulating in the network. At cellular scale, we shall mention
dendritic spines (Fig. [I]C), composed by spherical head connected to a narrow cylindrical neck [9, 10, 1]
to the dendrite. The common denominators of these examples is that bulk compartments are connected
by narrow passages. How these structures regulate molecular trafficking and diffusion remains unclear.
The context associated to computing asymptotic formula for the arrival time of a Brownian particle

(A) Astrocytic network (B) Endoplasmic reticulum network (C) Dendritic spines
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Figure 1: Biological networks illustrating composite domains. A: Network of astrocytes in the
brain is made of ball (red network) connected by narrow passage (courtesy of N. Rouach): a pipette delivers
here a fluorescent dyes that diffuse passively inside the network. B: Endoplasmic reticulum network, where
round nodes (cisterna) are connected by narrow cylinders (courtesy of V. Kriechbaumer). C: Dendritic
spines (white arrow) consist of a round head connecting a dendrite by a thin neck (courtesy of E. Korkotian).

initially located at a point X inside a bounded domain €2 to a target (a narrow absorbing window 024 of
radius A) is the narrow escape theory [12] 13} 14 [15] 16}, 17, 18], where most of the boundary is a reflective
surface. The Mean First Passage Time (MFPT) T'(X), averaged over realizations is solution of the mixed
boundary value problem [19]

AT(X)=—-—, XeQ, (1.1)

where D is the diffusion coefficient of the underlying Brownian motion, with the boundary conditions

If the Dirichlet part is small enough compared to the boundary size, with [0Q4] < |0€2| and there are
no smaller scale in the domain such as narrow passages [16], asymptotic analysis reveals that the leading
order term of the expansion, outside a boundary layer near the absorbing window,

9

(X)~ 105 (13)

and thus the MFPT does not depend on the initial position, and for multiple well-spaced exits
is divided by the total number of windows. In fact the MFPT behaves as the reciprocal of the first
eigenvalue of the Laplacian with mixed Neumann-Dirichlet boundary conditions, with such singularly
perturbed eigenvalue problems studied in [20} 21], 22 23| 24].

However the formula ceases to be valid when the window is connected to the main bulk compartment
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via a narrow cylindrical neck (of radius A as well), and rather than 7' ~ O(1/A) the scaling law T ~
O(1/A?) is obtained for the MFPT [25], 26]. This yields much longer escape times, despite the fact that
diffusion within narrow passages essentially happens in 1-D and could be thought as facilitated. Brownian
particles can indeed diffuse in and out of the narrow passage several times, thus making the event of finding
the target rare.
In this article, we study the narrow escape theory on networks made of composite domains, where large
3-D compartments alternate with narrow almost one-dimensional structures. We will formulate the mixed
boundary value problem — on the two different domains illustrated in Fig. , and we shall derive
asymptotic formulas for the MFPT highlighting the role played by narrow passages in controlling diffusion
time scales. We shall focus on computing the diffusion time scales for such domains avoiding any singular
limit as the radius of the narrow tubes tends to zero: the mixed boundary value problem — is
instead solved assuming radial symmetry within the narrow cylindrical passages, thereby yielding 1-D
solutions.

We will consider first a general composite network domain where large spherical compartments are
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Figure 2: A: Example of a network domain of balls connected by narrow cylinders, organized in a 2-D
lattice. B: Idealized geometrical representation of a dendritic spine, composed of a spherical head connected
to a large cylinder via a narrow cylindrical neck. Both panels show a 2-D frontview, and starting from a
position X we give a few possible Brownian trajectories.

organized in a 2-D lattice structure, with narrow cylinders connecting each node and with a single absorbing
target, as shown in Fig. 2JA. For this case we will derive a sparse system of linear equations for the different
MFPTs averaged over each compartment. Then we will consider a specific composite domain consisting of
a spherical ball with multiple well-spaced absorbing targets, connected to a large cylindrical compartment
via a narrow cylindrical passage as shown in Fig. [2B. For such a geometry inspired by the structure of the
dendritic spine [9], we derive first explicit asymptotic formula for the MFPT assuming no loss from the
large cylindrical bottom compartment (i.e. the opposite caps are reflecting). We then impose absorbing
boundary conditions on the two flat boundaries of this large compartment, and compute the splitting
probability to reach any targets located on the head boundary first, as well as the conditional MFPT.
The manuscript is organized as follows. We summarize after this paragraph the main asymptotic formulas
derived in this manuscript. In Section §3| we solve the narrow escape problem on a composite network
domain with 2-D lattice structure. In Section §4 we consider the dendritic spine geometry, for which
explicit asymptotic formulas for the MFPT are derived. Finally, we briefly summarize our results in
Section in the context of cellular biology. We also mention extensions that could warrant further
investigation.



2 Main asymptotic formulas derived in this manuscript

(A) 3-D composite domain (B) 2-D slice for Y =0
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Figure 3:  A: Schematic representation of a dendritic spine geometry consisting of a spherical head
connecting a dendritic with a cylindrical neck. B: 2-D frontview containing the main parameters of the
model.

2.1 Composite network domain

We consider a network domain consisting of M by N 3-D balls of radius R connected by narrow cylinders
of radius R, and length L,, with a single narrow absorbing window of radius A on the last spherical
compartment. For such a rectangular lattice structure, the main result of Section §3|is a matrix equation
for the vector T € RMY representing MFPTs averaged over each of the M N network compartments:

4AL,

T = (]D)M@]N"‘IM@DN_W—R%

—1
(ehi ®en) (e)] ® e%)T) =, (2.1)

with 2 € RMYN given by

AL R? (& .
=" 3D (ZeM) ®

i=1
72 M-1 N
—ﬁ((;(e}w—l—eﬁ) 2 eh)@(ZeJ)—
i—2 =1

where D is the diffusion coefficient. Here the vectors ei, fori =1,..., M and e{v for j=1,..., N form the
standard orthonormal Cartesian basis in R™ and RY respectively, while D;; € RM*M and Dy € RV*V
are tridiagonal matrices corresponding to the 1-D discrete Laplacian with reflecting boundary conditions,
and ® is the Kronecker product.

[1]

(2.2)

(i M) ® (el + e%>) ,

=1

N —



2.2 Dendritic spine geometry

For a composite domain €2 consisting of a ball of radius R connected to a large cylinder of radius R4 and
length Ly via a narrow cylindrical neck of radius R,, and length L,,, and with n, narrow absorbing targets
of radius A on the head boundary (see Fig. [3), we find in Section [4] the following asymptotic formula for
the MFPT,

Q] LyR: L.R2\ = L,L4R? L.R:\ ZL4R: 7 R?
T (Z) ~ 1 n 14— ) 1 n) (23
(2)% 1onat R, 1T 2 )T DR \" LR DRZ \" ' 2L.R? (2:3)

where the starting point Z, with 0 < Z < L,,, measures the distance from the large cylindrical dendrite
(Fig.|3) and || = @ + mR2L, + mR3L, is the volume of the entire composite domain. Here A and R,
are two small geometrical parameters satisfying the inequality

max {A, Rn} < min {R, Rd, Ln, Ld} y (24)

and we refer to equation for a refined approximation.

When the flat boundaries of the large cylindrical dendrite (see Fig.[3]) are absorbing, we derive an expression
for the splitting probability of trajectories that are reaching any targets before being absorbed within the
cylindrical dendrite:

Z
Ly, TR,
Rn + 4An,

P,(2) , for0<Z<L,. (2.5)

o

In that case we also obtain the approximation below for the conditional MFPT

T.(2) ~ 1 TR () Lo 3RaLi 3RALN Lh () Lo Ra
"9 4 ey ml \ 3D Ap, R, 8RS ' 4R® D 6R, Ly

Z? 2
——<1+ Z), for0<”Z<1L,.
L+ %

3 Composite network domains

3.1 Definition of composite network domains

The composite network domain 2 made of a rectangular lattice with M rows and N columns is composed
of 3-D balls connected by narrow cylindrical passages (Fig. . Each node is made of a spherical ball B;;
of radius R centered at the point X;;,

Bij ={ X | [|X = Xjjl| < R} (3.1)

with¢=1,2,...,M and j = 1,2,..., N. Horizontal narrow cylindrical neck passages H;; of length L,, and
radius R,, connecting the nodes B;; and B;(j;1) are defined as

Hy; = {X = (X,Y,2) ‘ VY?+(Z ~ Z;)? < Ry, Xij + R < X < Xy - R} (3.2)

withi=1,2,...,M and j =1,2,..., N — 1, and vertical narrow cylindrical neck passages V;; connecting
the nodes B;; and B;11); are defined as
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withi=1,2,...,M—1landj=12 .. N.
Using these definition, the composite domain 2 as

Q= (U, UL, By) u (U, U Hyy) U (U U, V) (3.4)

On the boundary of the last node 0Bj;y, there is a narrow circular absorbing window 024 of radius A
centered in X 4, such that the full boundary of the composite domain can be decomposed as

00 = 99, U 904, (3.5)

where 02, is the reflecting part and 02,4 is absorbing. In the present manuscript, the absorbing windows
are well-separated from the narrow cylindrical passages connecting to the rest of the network. The dynamics

Composite network domain {2 - 00y

] M(
@
V- YN
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V11 Vin.

Figure 4: A rectangular lattice composite network domain. Each ball of radius R is connected to
its nearest neighbors via four narrow cylindrical passages. The last lattice element B);y contains a narrow
circular absorbing window 9€24 of radius A.

DI

inside the network is classical diffusion made of Brownian particles W (7), with diffusion coefficient D (no
drift). The first escape time from the narrow absorbing target 024 when starting in X € ) is

7x = min {7 | W (1) € 924 conditioned on W (0) = X} . (3.6)

The Mean First Passage Time (MFPT) T(X) is defined as the average over several realizations T'(X) =
E(7x), and it is solution of the Dynkin’s mixed boundary value problem

DAT(X)=-1, forX eQ, (3.7)
with boundary conditions
87;’::():0, for X € 0Q,, T(X)=0, forX €0Qy. (3.8)
In what follows, we shall derive a system of equations for the average MFPTs defined as
T, = ! / T(X)dX , (3.9)
1Bij| /b,

in the asymptotic limit of narrow cylindrical passages and absorbing window, such that

AR, L,, and R,<R,L,. (3.10)
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3.2 Deriving a linear system of equations for the MFPT in a composite
network
Before deriving the linear system satisfied by the average MFPT, we proceed to a non-dimensionalization

of (3.7) and (3.8) by using the common radius R of the ball elements, assumed to be of the same order of
the length of the cylindrical passages, i. e. with R ~ O(L,). We define the nondimensional variables

X D Q
x=(x,y,2) = = t(x) = ET(R:E) , withe ew= = (3.11)
with the composite domain w defined as the following union,

w = (Uit Uil bij) U (UL U5 ) U (U5 UL

Vi) (3.12)

where each b;; is a unit ball centered at the points ;; = X;;/R, while each h;; and v;; are narrow horizontal
and vertical cylindrical passages of radius r, = R,/R and length [,, = L,/R. Finally the boundary dw
is decomposed into a reflecting part dw, and a narrow absorbing window dw, centered in ¢, = X,/R of
radius @ = A/R. Hence we seek to solve the dimensionless mixed boundary-value problem

At(x) =—-1, forx€w, (3.13)

subject to

ot(x)
on

by deriving a linear system of equations for the average MFPT ¢;; for each compartment,

=0, forxe€idw.,, tx)=0, forxé€iw,, (3.14)

_ 1
10ij] Jo,,

fori = 1,...,M and j = 1,...,N. We first proceed by reducing the dynamics through the narrow
cylindrical passages to 1-D diffusion, yielding the approximation

thy;(x) =t(x), forx=(2,9,2) € hy, t,,(2)=tx), forx=(1,y,2)€v;. (3.16)

For each subdomain b;;, we then introduce the Neumann-Green’s function G(z, y) solution of

1
AGy(x;y) = ™k for x € b;;,y € 0b;;, ainGs(a:;y) =0(x—y), forx,yecib;, (3.17)
]
and with fbij G4(x;y)dx = 0, which expands as
1
Gs(x;y) = ——+O((og(||lz—vy|)), O<|]z—y| K1, 3.18
@) =gy +Olog(lo—gl) . 0<la ] (3.18)

near the singular diagonal y = @. When i # N and j # M we apply Green’s identity to (3.13)), (3.14) and
(3.17) and obtain

W:)dx L0 (3.19)

n

thij (Iij + 1) = Z—i— / Gs ((.’E, XLij + (1, 0, O)T)
8bijﬁ8hij

which is readily evaluated using the integral computation from equation (A.21)) of Appendix ,

+ O(r2 log(r,)) + O(r2) (3.20)

LB:.’L'Z']'—FI

d
_thij (I)

thy (T + 1) = tij + 7 .
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and finally by only keeping the average ¢;; and dropping higher-order terms we get
thy (@i + 1) =15+ O(ry,) . (3.21)
Similarly, we obtain for the other directions,
thy (i) — 1) = tigp) + O(rn) s to,(zij +1) =1 + O(ry),  to, (26415 — 1) = tat1); + O(10) .(3.22)

In the one dimensional limit in (3.16)), along with the boundary conditions given in (3.21)) and (3.22)) from
which the O(r,) terms were neglected, we get the boundary value problems below,

d2thij (LL')
dx?

forj=1,...,N—1, and

=—1, fora;+1<a<zigy—1, tn;(wy+1) =% ta,(Tige) —1) =Ly, (3.23)

M——l for z;; + 1 <2< zupn; — 1, to (2 +1) =1, to, (2ae1; — 1) = tus,; - (3.24)
o =L forzytl e <z — L by (et 1) = by (e — D = e (3
fori=1,..., N — 1. The solutions to (3.23)) and (3.24) are
thij (.Z’) =
2 tigen — iy T+ Ty ) | fi(@igey — 1) — gy (e +1) (@ + D(@igen) — 1) (3.25)
+x + + )
2 n 2 L 2
and
tvij (Z) =
22 tarny =ty | 2tz | G(zarny = D) = Farng(zg + 1) (2 + D2y — 1) (3:26)
D) +z ;i + 5 + ] - 5 .

One condition to connect the various constant is to use the divergence theorem over each subdomain b;;
for i # 1, M and j # 1, N which yields
r, (tﬁuj (@i + 1) =ty (@ — )+, (2 +1) =ty (255 — 1)) = —bi (3.27)

Y(i-1)j

which becomes

— bij|ly, , ,
ti(j—i-l) + ti(j—l) + t(i+1)j + t(i—l)j - 4tij = —% — 2[72” for ¢ = 2, ceey M — 1, ] = 2, ce ,N —1. (328)

Similarly near the edges of the network we get the equations below

_ _ 3 .

tio +tr1)1 + ti—n1 — 3t = — 2 5 2, i=2,...,M—1, (3.29)
_ binll, 3 .

tin—1) T taryn Hta—nny — 3tin = —% - 5@27,7 i=2,...,M—1, (3.30)
. biill, 3 ‘

tl(j+1) + tl(jfl) + tgj - 3t1j = —% — 5 727,7 ] = 2, ceey N — 1, (331)
‘ij“n 39 .

tM(j+1) + tM(j71) + t(Mfl)j - 3th = —W - §ln7 ] = 2, e ,N — 1, (332)



while near each corner of the network, we obtain

- b1l
fo1 + b1y — 2011 = —% 12, (3.33)

r2 barilln
l—n (t(M—1)1 +tar2 — 2ta1) = —I 7]:[;2| — 12, (3.34)
ton + tyv_1) — 261y = — R [ (3.35)

Finally, when i = M and j = N, we use the classical Weber’s solution [27] to approximate the flux out of
the narrow absorbing window Owy,

9 i) = ¢
on'"" T ez -z

where C' is an unknown constant, that we determine using Green’s identity evaluated at the center of the
exit window a,:

for x € dw, , (3.36)

Gs(z;y)

Owa \/a2 — ||z — x4

Using the identity ¢(z,) = 0 as well as result (A.16]) from Appendix[A] we get the asymptotic relation,

t(a:a) - M‘i‘ C

dz + O(r2). (3.37)

0=Tarw + cg + O(alog(a)) + O(r2). (3.38)
and thus
C= —%M + O(alog(a)) + O(r?). (3.39)
Finally, upon applying the divergence theorem over the domain b,y we get
2 (8 arn = 1)+t (@an — 1)) + 27aC = = by, (3.40)
which becomes
tar—yn + tarv—1) — (2 + L:%) tun = —% —12, (3.41)

after substituting the relation (3.39)) and neglecting higher-order terms. We then define the vector t € RM¥
of unknowns as

S [ [ .\ T
t= (tn, ooyt tigs oo iy taan)gy - t(v—1)s TN, - tMN) ; (3.42)

and derive the following sparse system of linear equations,

4al,,
(DM @Iy + Iy @Dy — 75“2 (et ®en) (en ® e%)T> t=¢. (3.43)

Since |b;;| = 47 /3 the right-hand side £ can be written as



where ® is the Kronecker product, Iy € RM*M and Iy € RV*Y are identity matrices, e}, € R for
i=1,2,..., Mand el € RN for j =1, 2, ..., N are the standard cartesian basis vectors. Moreover, Dy,
is a M by M tridiagonal matrix corresponding to the discrete one-dimensional Laplacian and defined as

1 1 0 --0 0 0
1 -21 --- 0 0 0

Dy=|: =+ -+ + | eR"MM (3.45)
0 0 0 1 -2 1
0 0 0 0O 1 -1

and similarly for Dy € RV*V,

When the normalized radius of the absorbing window is zero a = 0, the linear system becomes
singular: on the left-hand side we get the two-dimensional discrete Laplacian operator with reflecting
boundary conditions, whose solution is defined up to a constant. Hence we have derived a discrete version
of the mixed Neumann-Dirichlet elliptic PDE problem for the MFPT time on a composite network domain
with a 2-D lattice structure.

Finally to account for multiple exit sites, i.e. with an absorbing target well-separated from the narrow
passages on each spherical node, we simply need to replace the rank-one perturbation matrix from ([3.43|)
by the identity matrix to obtain

4al,,

2
r,

(DM®IN+IM®]D)N— ]M®]N)t:£. (3.46)

3.3 One-dimensional lattice structure

When M = 1, the lattice structure becomes one-dimensional (Fig. and using the identities Iy = 0,
I, =1 and e} = 1, the linear system ([3.43) simplifies to

N

daly, N, N\T 4l
(DN — F(?N (GN) ) t= —@ (347)

n
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Figure 5: A composite network domain with one-dimensional lattice structure, composed of N unit balls
and N — 1 narrow cylindrical passages each of length [,,.

3.4 Numerical solutions of a mixed boundary-value problem for the MFPT
in a network

In this section, we compare solutions of the linear systems ((3.43)) and (3.47) to direct numerical simulations

of the mixed boundary-value problem ({3.13) and (3.14) performed with COMSOL [28]. Two different

network domains are considered, one consisting of M = 3 rows with N = 5 columns (Fig. @ and the other
of a chain of N = 10 ball compartments (Fig. . The results, given in SI units, are comparable for both
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cases.

The average escape times are affected by geometrical parameters of the network, as illustrated in Fig. [6B-C
and Fig. [B-C where we vary the radius and the length of the narrow passages. A good agreement is
obtained between the numerical and asymptotic solutions, although a discrepancy is observed in Fig.
and Fig. [6C when the networks are densely packed, i.e. with the length L,, being small. Indeed for this
parameter range we have R, ~ O(L,) and the cylindrical passages are no longer narrow, explaining why
the asymptotic theory ceases to be valid. Furthermore we find in Fig. [B and Fig. that the average
MFPT TTJ decreases with the narrow passage radius R,,, with the exception of the compartment containing
the narrow exit window 0€24. Indeed, for Brownian particles starting within Bj;y, bigger radius R,, leads
to longer search times since they can escape more easily through the narrow passages instead of directly
reaching the absorbing target. Interestingly when the radius R, is large the different curves for each
average MFPTs merge, indicating little influence from the location of the initial compartment.

Composite network domain with 2-D lattice structure

3 —~ 104
A B . x10 B §10 ——Numerics
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& W 11
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15 e =
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1 @ N
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05 <> 3,5 __/
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C 23500 7 D= = T
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<2500 - T ~-—---==
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= —— Numerics =
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2 1000 = — -Asymptotic -
A 2
: T35 =
N ., e == < A2
1 0 10 -
10 10 10

Narrow passage length L,, (um) Window radius A (pm)

Figure 6: Composite network domain with 2-D lattice structure. A: 2-D frontview of the

MFPT T'(X) computed numerically by solving (3.7) and (3.8) with COMSOL, for a network with 3 x 5
compartments. Parameter values are D = 0.35 ym?/ms, R = 0.5um, L, = 0.5um, R, = 0.05um and

A = 0.01 pm. The remaining panels show the average MFPT within the compartments B, ;, By 3 and Bs s
as a function of the radius R,, (B) and length L, (C) of the narrow passages, and the target radius A (D).

4 Time scale of diffusion between a dendrite and a dendritic
spine

In this section we study a specific 3-D composite domain inspired by the structure of the dendritic spines

located on neuronal cells (Figs. [2| and , for which we propose to derive explicit asymptotic solutions for
the mean first passage times.

The domain €2 is divided into three compartments (Fig. ,
Q=0Q,UQ, Uy,

where the spherical head compartment {2, has radius R and is parametrized as

O ={X=(XY,2) | X*+Y?+(Z-L,- R)?< R*}. (4.2)
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Composite network domain with 1-D lattice structure
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Figure 7: Composite network domain with 1-D lattice structure. A: 2-D frontview of the

MFPT T(X) computed numerically by solving (3.7)) and (3.8) with COMSOL, for a network with 1 x 10
compartments. Parameter values are D = 0.35 um?/ms, R = 0.5um, L, = 0.5um, R, = 0.05 um and

A =0.01 um. The remaining panels show the average MFPT within the compartments By, By and By, as
a function of the radius R, (B) and length L,, (C) of the narrow passages, and the target radius A (D).

The cylindrical dendrite 2; has a radius R; and length Ly. Finally, €2, corresponding to the narrow

cylindrical neck of radius R,, and length L, connecting the head to the dendrite. The two cylinders are
parametrized as

{X =(X,Y,2) \X2+Y2<RQando<Z<L} (4.3)
:{ = (X,Y,2)

Ly L
(0,0,0) is conveniently located at the bottom of the cylindrical neck. Since the

cylindrical neck 2, acts as a narrow passage between the dendrite {2; and the spherical head €2, we
imposes the conditions

where the origin X =

R, R,
S| d ="« 1. 45
5 <1, an 7 < (4.5)

The entrance and the exit of the narrow passage are defined as
00,N0Y={X=(X,Y,2) | Z=0and X*+Y*< R.} , (46)
00 Ny ={X=(X,Y,2) |Z=L,and X*+Y* < R2} , '

The boundary 0f) is everywhere reflective except for a collection of n, identical narrow targets 0€2;; of
radius A, located on the spherical boundary and thus defined as

A
O = {X € || X = X, <A}, forj=1,....n,, with T <1, (4.7)

Brownian particles can escape either from the two planar boundaries of the dendritic cylinder €, (blue
line in Fig. [§) or from circular planar absorbing disks, parametrized by

00y = {X ~ (X,Y,Z)

L
X:(—1)J7d, Y2+(Z+Rd)2§R§}, j=1,2. (4.8)
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For a starting point X within the domain 2, we recall the definition of the splitting probability P(X) of

(X)=0

aIQ,Lj
Q4 R,
,Ld _______________________________ l ___________________ .,
L\_/D%[P(X)T(X)] - A[P(X)T(i:o/'i

Figure 8: Schematic diagram of a spine connected to a cylindrical dendrite. The composite
domain €2 consists of a spherical ball of radius R on top of a narrow cylindrical passage of radius R,, and
length L,,, whose bottom end is connected to a larger cylindrical compartment of radius Ry and length L.

reaching the narrow targets 0€2;; before escaping from the dendrite. It is defined by

P(X) = Prob {Tj,‘( < ng} , (4.9)

where 7':)4( and 7'% are random times
7'51( = inf {7 such that W (7) € UJ2,0Q,;|W(0) = X } , (4.10)
7'% = inf {7 such that W(r) € U7_;0Q4|W(0) = X } , (4.11)

where W (7) is the underlying Brownian motion. The splitting probability P(X) is solution of the Laplace’s
equation [29, 30} 31]

DAP(X)=0, X e, (4.12)

with mixed boundary conditions

P(X)=1, X eUj,00;, {(—DJ’D% + A] P(X)—=0, X ey,
0

Da_'I’LP(X> -0, Xe 89\ {U?;lthj U oy U anQ} ,

where D is the diffusion coefficient of the underlying Brownian motion, A measures the permeability of the
boundary caps 9€14;, and n is the unit normal vector to the boundary 9€2. The Conditional Mean First
Passage Time T'(X) is defined by

(4.13)

T(X) :E{T§(|T§( <75 X(0) zx} (4.14)
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and satisfies [29] [30], B31]

DAIP(X)T(X)] = -P(X), X eQ, (4.15)
with boundary conditions
P(X)T(X)=0, X €Ul 0, {(—1)@8% + A} [P(X)T(X)] =0, X e€dQy, j=1, 2(11 "
D%[P(X)T(X)] =0, X €0\ {Uj,00; U Ui} |

We will now either assume that the boundary of the dendritic domain is reflective, for which the permeabil-
ity parameter vanishes A = 0, or we will set A = oo thereby yielding perfectly absorbing planar boundaries
of the dendritic cylinder.

4.1 Non-dimensionalization and matching conditions

We define the dimensionless variables by normalizing with the radius R of the spherical domain €2, so
that
P(Rx) D

X Q
x=(r,y,2) = T p(x) = B t(x) = ﬁT(Rw), forx e w= ik (4.17)

where Py = 1 is the characteristic splitting probability, and
w = wp Uw, Uwy (4.18)

is the rescaled composite domain with associated dimensionless geometrical parameters

A R, L, Ry Ly
- = L= — — == == 4.19
““r TR TR (4.19)
Then by defining the dimensionless membrane permeability as A = RA/D the mixed boundary-value

problems (4.12)-(4.16]) become

Ap(z) =0, zew, plx)=1, =ecUj 0wy,

0 P . (4.20)
(-1) . + Al p(x) =0, x€ dwy, %p(x) =0, x€dw\ {szlawhj U dwgr U &udg} ,
for the splitting probability p(x). Similarly, the normalized conditional time satisfies
Alp(z)t(z)] = —p(z), Tcw, pE)t(x)=0, = €Uj 0w,
o, 0 . (4.21)
(—1)J% + A [p(@)t(x)] =0, x€ dwy, 8—n[p(m)t(m)] =0, x€dw\ {UszlaWhj U dwgy U (9wd2} ,

for the conditional mean first passage time ¢(x). We shall use the function
v(x) = t(x)p(x), (4.22)
such that the mixed boundary value problem (4.21]) becomes

Av(z) = —p(z), TzE€w, v(r)=0, x€Ui 0wy,

0 0

2 ae@=0, wean, 2 (123)

U(&?) =0, xe€ aw\ {U?;l&uhj U dwg U 8wd2} .
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Next we decompose (4.20) and (4.22) into three subproblems on each specific domain section wy, w, and
wy. Within the cylindrical dendrite wy, we look for a solution of

Apg(x) =0, Avg(x) = —pa(x), forx € wy, (4.24)

satisfying the boundary conditions

ipd(m) =0, ivd(alc) =0, «€ dwy\{0w,Udws Uwam} ,

on on (4.25)
) 0 ‘

{(—1)]% + )\] pa(x) =0, [(—1)]% + )\} vi(x) =0, =€ dwy .

At the intersection boundary between the dendrite and the neck, we impose continuity matching conditions:
po(x) =pa(x) and v,(x) =v4(x), x € dw, NIwy, (4.26)

and similarly the flux should be continuous

0 0 0 0
a—npd(az) = &pn(m) . and a—nvd(w) = @Uﬂ(m) L x € 0w, N Owy . (4.27)

Here p,(x) and v,(x) are the splitting probability and within the neck section we have
Ap,(x) =0, Av,(x)=—p,(x), forxew,, (4.28)

along with no-flux boundary conditions on the curved cylindrical boundary,

0 0
8—npn(w) =0, a—nvn(a}) =0, «€dw,\{0wgUdwy} . (4.29)

Additional matching conditions are imposed at the top of the neck, where it intersects with the spherical
head,

pn(x) =pp(x) and ov,(x) =vp(x), = € Ow, NJIwy,
0 0 0 0 (4.30)

%ph(w) = —&pn(a}) and %vh(m) = —&vn(m) , T € 0w, Now, .

z=lp

where pp,(x) and v, () are the splitting probability and the function vy, restricted to the head section wy,
satisfies

App(x) =0, Avp(x) = —pp(x), forx € wy,, (4.31)

subject to mixed Neumann-Dirichlet boundary conditions

0 0 "
%ph(w) =0, %vh(a}) =0, x€dw,\ {Uj;l(?whj U (%Jn} ,

pr(x) =1, wv(z)=0, x €U 0w;.

(4.32)

4.2 Fully reflective dendrite boundaries

When the membrane permeability ratio A = RA/D = 0 vanishes, diffusing particles cannot escape from
the dendrite and thus the splitting probability is p(x) = 1. We first define

xy=(0,0,0), x,=(0,0,1,), (4.33)
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as the centers of the circular disks Ow, N dwy and Odw, N dwy connecting the narrow passage of radius
rn between the dendrite and the spherical head. Next, the solution v,(z) in the thin cylindrical neck is
radially symmetric and satisfies the following boundary value problem

d2

wvn(z) =-1, 0<z< ln7 Un(o) = Ud(md), Un(ln) = Uh(mh) )
Evn . = a—nvd(m) ,  for x € dw, Nowy, Evn . = —8—nvh(m) ,  for z € 0w, N owy,,
where z corresponds to the distance from the dendrite. The solution is readily found to be
1 l 22
vn(2) = va(a) + T (vp(xn) — va(xq)) + 2) 5 (4.35)

Next, by applying the divergence theorem we show in Appendix [B] that the exit flux from the dendrite
must satisfy

—nvd(az) = ——=, x€ 0w, Nwy (4.36)

and thus upon using the matching condition, we get

d

1 ln |wd\
_Un — —_—
dz

7 (on(@n) —va(xa)) + 5 = =

- (4.37)

5
2z=0 Ty

At the intersection Ow,, N Owy,, we obtain the asymptotic behavior result (Appendix |A]) for small r,:

1 ] d
wy| — 72
4an, & " d

which becomes upon using the matching condition

vh(a:h) =

) (1 — %log(a) + O(a)) — dizvh i

. <7"n - %IOg(rn) + 0(r3)>(4.38)

=ln

on(@n) = (ln;‘n _ 71"_ (on(@n) — vd(md») ( 47;7;; (1- ~ log(a) + O) +1- 3 log(ra) + O(”)) (4.30)

|

+— (1 - %log(a) + O(a)> :

4dan,

Then, upon solving (4.37)) and (4.39) for vy(x4) and vy,(xy), we obtain

va(Tq) = Wl (1 - %log(a) + O(a)) + Ly, (|wd’ + 1) (1 — %" log(ry,) + O(%)) 2 (% n |Wd|) 7

|wn|

vp(xy) = lwrl (1 — %log(a) + O(a)> +1,r, (|Z—d’ + 1) (1 — %" log(r,) + O(rn)) ,

where |w]| is the volume of the composite domain

47
lw| = |wa| + |wn| + |wa| = 3 +7ril, + 7rily, (4.40)

and thus within the neck v, (z), we have

jwi

(1 — Log(a) + O(a)) F L <||5Z|| + 1) (1 - % log(ry) + O(Tn))
()
lwn| 2 2

16

vn(z) - 4an

4 l2 ( |wd|>
|wn|

(4.41)




Since the splitting probability satisfies p,(z) = 1 we simply need to multiply (4.41)) by the factor R?/D to
obtain the formula for the MFPT T,,(Z) with all the dimensional parameters,

Q| A (A A\\ LR (. L.R R.. (R, R,
T.(2) = (1- L g (2 4 1 n) (1= e (10 ftn
"= on A\ e\ k) TO\R)) T oR, U L2 e\ 7 )T\ R i)

LulaRg (| IaBo  ZLRG (| ZR;
DR? 2L 2 DR? 2L R2

) , for0<Z<L,,
where |Q| = @ + mR2L, + mRAL, is the volume of the entire composite domain.

4.3 Computing the splitting probability when particles in the dendrite can
be lost

We now analyze the case where Brownian particles are absorbed by the circular planar boundaries of the
dendrite, which is obtained by taking the surface permeability to be A = co. We study the fraction of
these particles that reaches a narrow target (the splitting probability). Given that they have reached the
targets, we compute the conditional mean first passage time.

We first seek an asymptotic approximation for the splitting probability p(«). In the thin cylindrical neck
), the splitting probability p,(z) satisfies the boundary value problem

d2
@pn(Z) =0, 0<z<1l,, pu0)=pa(xa), pnlln)=rpn(xH),
d o d o (4.43)
@pn » — G—de(m), T € Ow, N Owy Epn . = —6—nph(az) ., X € Jw, Nowy,
which readily solves as
z
Pn(2) = (pr(xn) — pa(Ta)) — + pa(xa), 0<2 <1, (4.44)

L

Here py(x4) and pp(xy) are the splitting probabilities at the bottom and top sections of the neck, whose
expressions are obtained by an asymptotic expansion (Appendix [A|and . The results are

d Tn
pa(xa) = Pe| = (pn(xh) — pa(xq)) —, (4.45)
z z=0 ln
and
(@) =1- 2L o ) = 1 T () — pala)) 1 (1.46)
Pr\Th) = dzpn . dan, n| = A Pr\Th Pda( g dan, ) .

where we only kept the leading order terms in @ < 1 and r, < 1. Upon solving equations (4.45) and
(4.46)) we find

1 1+ iﬂ . ln T
pa(xq) = PR pr(xy) = . ~ with p=2+ . + Tan, (4.47)
and thus we get within the neck
1+ =
pn(z) = TT", 0<z<1,. (4.48)

The probability of reaching a single specific target Owy; is recovered after dividing by the total number n,.
Finally, the dimensional formula associated to (4.48)) is given by

1+ £ R\’ A
_ n Zn = <Z<Ly. .
P.(2) 2+%+ﬂRn+O<(R) log(R) , for0< Z <L, (4.49)

4An,
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4.4 Conditional MFPTs for particles absorbed by the dendrite

We now solve for the conditional mean first passage time in the thin cylindrical neck limit: the function
v, (2) satisfies the boundary value problem

d? 1+ 2
@vn(z) = —pn(z) = —T", <z<ly, v(0)=wv4(xq), vp(ln)=vn(xp),
(4.50)
iv = 3v (), «€dw,Ndw iv = —ﬁv (), «€dw,Ndw
dz "|._, On AT " iz nz:ln on M " o

where vy(xy) and vy, () are solutions within the dendrite and head compartments respectively. After
integrating with respect to the distance Z from the dendrite, we get

1 ln+ Zz_i_i
w@=w@d+@%m@w—wmm+——@»z—(LJE),Ostm

1

(4.51)
1
Keeping the leading order terms in a and r, from equations (|A.33)) and - we get
d r brn 4 b
va(xq) L I (vn(xn) — va(xq)) l" +-2 6 (4.52)
z2=0 n H
as well as
(on) = o (bl — ) -
Vp( X w — —Up T, | — 5 Un Tn
AR dan, mlPh T, — dz

z=lp

~ Jwnlpn

lnr 12
= 2 e - ~+1) .
dan, ( ! L, (vn(@n) vd(md”) <4cm i )

T

(4.53)
Here py, is the average splitting probability over the head domain wy,, whose leading order approximation
is

_y 2 d
Ph = 4an, dzpn

2+
_{_ ™

= , (4.54)
L, dan, p W

as obtained from formula (A.19) of Appendix [A] Then, upon solving and ([4.53) for vy(zq) and
vp (), we obtain

1 Jwnl (242 ar2 @l 3 2 ral,
va(@q) = ~ + + + 2y ,
p\ dan, \  p 2|wn|p It

(4.55)
lwnlp ) Grap [
as well as
N L I AT AN
r_ w 7’_ T n ’/Trn n n n Tnbn Tn
op () = i + + + + oy 2 T bm (4.56)
po \dan, \  p 20wplp  fwnlp ) 6o op p 1t
For 0 < z < [,,, this therefore yields

L+ 2wy 24+ 3.2 32 I3 2 rn %—1—62—3
» — Tn Tn n'n n-n n n ne'n o Tn 7 457
vn(2) . (46”% . + S + ” + + =+ — (4.57)
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where the volume of the head is |wy| = 47/3. To recover the conditional mean first passage times for an
arbitrary starting point within the neck, we divide by the splitting probability to obtain

vn(2) lwn| 2+ ii 3r,l2  3ril, 3 2 r.l, 22 2
tnl2) =" = - t e+ Lot -= (1 . (4.58
(2) o (2) <4anr ( ; + 8 + i + 6rn#+ p + p AR = (4.58)

which reduces to

1 |wn| I, 3r,2  3ril, [3 ) 22 2
tn(z) = p IR R LTANTALTI ) IR Y £ SRS ) ey . (4.59
(2) S (4anr(+rn+ Rl R s G\ 1= ) - (459)

This yields for a particle starting at the intersection of the neck with the dendrite

1 |wn| I, 3r,2 3ril, 3 9
t = 24—+ —2 4 —"— 4] nln | 4.60
i(Tq) 2+%+%(4anr(+m+ s Ty )t Tt (4.60)
and for those starting at the upper neck cross section, we have
1 |wn| I, 3rp,2 3ril, 3 9 [2 2
t = 24 — 4+ —— 4 —"— L+ nln | — 2| 1 .(4.61
n(@n) 2+%+%(4anr(+m+ s Ty ) T Tt G +1+f~—” (4.61)

Finally we set T,,(Z) = R?/Dt,(Z/R) and obtain the conditional MFPT formula equivalent to (4.59) with
dimensional units:

T.(Z) = ! i 2+ﬁ+3R”L%+3RZL” +L—i 14 Lo S
24 Loy 2B \ 3D A, R, 8RS 4R? D 6R, L,

7Z? 2 A
—— |1 Ol — for0<Z<L,.
6D<+1+R%>+ (Og(R)>, or 0 <2<

4.5 Asymptotic formulas versus numerical simulations

(4.62)

We now compare the asymptotic formulas for the splitting probability and the conditional MFPT against
numerical solutions of the mixed boundary value problems and performed with COMSOL
[28]. Additional stochastic simulations are also performed, but only for the case where Brownian particles
are absorbed upon hitting the lateral boundaries of the cylindrical dendrite. All results are shown with
dimensional units and the parameter values are summarized in Table [I}

We first consider in Fig. [0]the case where no particles are lost from the dendrite, i.e. A = 0 and the splitting
probability is P(X) = 1. Then we set A = oo and analyze how the narrow exits radius, as well as the
length and the radius of the cylindrical neck, affect the splitting probability and the conditional MFPT
(Fig. . Finally for all the numerical experiments either n, = 1, 5 or 50 targets are added to the
spherical boundary 0€.

4.6 Case A=0

When A = 0 the splitting probability is P(X ) = 1 and Brownian particles can only escape from the dendrite
through the narrow cylindrical neck. We show that adding more targets on the head boundary 0¢2), reduces
the average search times by an equivalent factor: when they are well-spaced, twice as many targets halve
the MFPT. Also the average search time decreases linearly as the starting point Z approaches the spherical
head (Fig. @A) We then set the initial position at Z = L,, and perform a sweep of the different parameters
characterizing the geometry of the dendritic spine (Fig. —F). Our asymptotic analysis predicts that
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Table 1: List of parameter values

Parameter Symbol Value Non-dim. parameter Non-dim. value
Spine head radius R 0.5 ym R/R 1
Spine neck radius R, 0.15 um rn = R,/R 0.3
Spine neck length L, 0.5 pm l,=L,/R 1
Dendrite radius Ry 1 pm rq = Rq/R 2
Dendrite length L, 5 pm la=Lg4/R 10
Circular target radius A 0.01 pm a=A/R 0.02
Number of targets n, 50 — —
Diffusion coefficient D 350 pm?s~! — —

increasing the volume of the dendrite yields longer average escape times (Fig. —C). We recover the usual
1/A reciprocity relation [15] as the targets radius A increases, as shown in Fig. [OD.

Finally, we report in Fig. [JE-F that the MFPT T},(L,,) is not significantly affected by neck length variations,
while we obtain the 1/R? dependency as the radius of the narrow passage is increased, a relation also
obtained for calcium ions that are reaching the bottom of the neck [25] 26]. In each plot, we find a good
agreement between the asymptotic solution (dashed curve) and the numerical solution (full curve).

Role of the geometry on the MFPT (A = 0)
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Figure 9: Effects of the geometry on the MFPT, case A =0. (A): MFPT T,(Z) as a function of
the distance Z from the dendrite. (B)-(C): We set Z = L, and vary the length L; and the radius R, of
the cylindrical dendrite. (D): The MFPT T,,(L,) is instead shown as a function of the target radius A.
(E)-(F): Parameter sweeps of the narrow cylindrical neck of length L,, and radius R,, are performed. The
dashed and full curves correspond to the asymptotic and COMSOL numerical solutions.

4.7 Case A =

We now turn to the case where Brownian particles are absorbed upon hitting the lateral boundaries of the
cylindrical dendrite 0€24; and 0€4. First, because we conditioned on the particles reaching any targets on
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the boundary of the head, the MFPT decays drastically from a few hundreds to a few tens of milliseconds
when comparing both A = 0 and A = oo cases. We find that the splitting probability increases linearly with
the distance Z from the dendrite, as shown in Fig. [I0B. However this is little variations of the conditional
MFPT (Fig. [10C).

The splitting probability increases with the target radius A, while the conditional MFPT behaves as
O(1/A) as expected from the asymptotic formula (4.61)) (Fig. [LOE)-F).

Finally, we analyze how the geometry of the narrow cylindrical neck affects the splitting probability and
the conditional MFPT (Fig. . Upon setting Z = L,, as the initial position, we find that the splitting
probability increases with the neck length L,,, while it decreases with the neck radius R,,. Similar behaviors
are obtained for the conditional MFPT T,,(L,,) in Fig. and F, although we remark that for large number
of targets varying the neck dimensions does not influence the mean binding times significantly.
Interestingly modifying the starting point from the top to the base of the neck only provides qualitatively
different behavior for the splitting probability, as shown in Fig. where we remark that increasing the
length of the neck yields a smaller probability of reaching any targets. For small target numbers, we
obtain that the splitting probability P,(0) behaves non-monotonically as the radius of the neck increases
(Fig. [12E): there is an intermediate R,, value on the range [0.01, 0.3] um for which the splitting probability
is maximized. For a large number of targets this maximum is achieved for physiologically non-realistic
neck radius values.

Finally, we remark that the stochastic simulation results agree qualitatively with the asymptotic solutions
(Fig. |10] and as well as the numerical solutions of the mixed boundary-value problem obtained with
COMSOL. The discrepancy observed tends to shrink for larger target numbers, and also as the target and
neck radii increase.

Splitting robablhty and conditional MFPT (A = o0)
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Figure 10: The top panels give the splitting probability P,(Z) (B) and the conditional MFPT T,,(Z) (C)
within the narrow cylindrical neck, as a function of the distance Z from the dendrite. In panels (D)-(F),
we set Z = L, and show the same quantity as a function of the narrow target radius A. In each panel
we show the asymptotic solution (dashed-curved), the COMSOL numerical solution (full curve) and the
stochastic simulation results (dot-dashed curve, with the vertical bars indicating the standard deviation)
for three target numbers: n, =1 (black), n, =5 (blue) and n, = 50 (red).
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Splitting probability and conditional MFPT é:A“: occand Z = L)
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Figure 11: In the top panels we set Z = L, and give the splitting probability P,(L,) (B) and the
conditional MFPT T,,(L,,) (C) as a function of the neck length L,,. In panels (D)-(F) we show the same
quantity as a function of the neck radius R,. In each panel we show the asymptotic solution (dashed-
curved), the COMSOL numerical solution (full curve) and the stochastic simulation results (dot-dashed
curve, with the vertical bars indicating the standard deviation) for three target numbers: n, = 1 (black),

n, =5 (blue) and n, = 50 (red).
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Splitting probability and conditional MFPT (A = coand Z = 0)
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Figure 12: In the top panels we set Z = 0 and give the splitting probability P, (0) (B) and the conditional
MFPT T,,(0) (C) as a function of the neck length L,. In panels (D)-(F) we show the same quantity as a
function of the neck radius R,. In each panel we only show the asymptotic solution (dashed-curved) for
three target numbers: n, = 1 (black), n, =5 (blue) and n, = 50 (red).

5 Discussion and concluding remarks

In this manuscript, we modeled diffusion in heterogeneous network with large spherical nodes and thin
cylindrical tubules. We derived asymptotic formulas for the mean time a Brownian particle takes to escape
from various 3-D composite domains, i.e. with both large and short scales, with reflecting boundaries
everywhere except for a collection of narrow absorbing windows. We formulated the mixed Neumann-
Dirichlet boundary value problem for the Mean First Passage Time (MFPT) T'(X) on a composite network
domain with M by N identical ball compartments connected by narrow cylinders (section .

Using asymptotic analysis we derived a sparse linear system of equations for the MFPT averaged over
each compartment, that can be solved numerically. In the absence of absorbing targets, the linear system
is singular and consists of a tridiagonal matrix analogous to the 2-D discrete Laplacian with reflecting
boundary conditions. For a single target, there is an additional rank-one perturbation matrix that is
linearly proportional to the target radius and narrow passage length, and which scales as the reciprocal
of the square of the radius of the narrow passage. Then we considered a composite domain consisting of
a sphere with multiple well-spaced absorbing targets (section §4| ), that is connected to a large cylindrical
compartment by a narrow cylindrical neck (Fig. ) For Brownian particles starting at the bottom of
the neck, we obtain the formula

xRS |, wR2L, , mR%L,
Sttt A A L,R? L, R?
LR ) ) B )
5.1

Dn,A TR R DR, Lq4R? 4R R
L. L 2 2
L LalaBi (1 LaELY
DR? 2L4R?
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Thus the MFPT scales with the total volume of the composite domain, as the reciprocal of the targets
size, and also as the reciprocal of the square of the radius of the narrow passage. Using parameter values
gathered in Table [I we obtain a numerical value T,,(0) ~ 450ms for the diffusion timescale from the
dendrite to a small target located in the spine head.

When the larger cylindrical compartment (dendrite) is neglected (Fig. [13B), or simply no passage is
possible (imposed by a mitochondria in the context of a neuron), which is equivalent to imposing reflecting
boundary conditions at the bottom section of the narrow neck, then the formula reduces to

T(O)—<%+WRZLH> PRGNy (G B R 7 R TR (0 W (5.2)
T T DA & e\ R D AR R 2D’ '

which leads to the numerical approximation 7,,(0) &~ 1.41 ms, which is nearly 300 times faster than for the
full geometry case. Interestingly there is no singular term in 1/R? compared to equation

In case of partial absorption due to the presence of an organelle, we thus expect a time that can be
modulated between few to hundreds of milliseconds. This time scale is relevant for quantifying the diffusion
of ATP molecules generated by mitochondria and that needs to translocate into dendritic spine to maintain
energy integrity.

We also analyzed the case where Brownian particles can be absorbed upon hitting the two opposite flat
boundaries of the large cylindrical compartment. We derived a formula for the splitting probability of
reaching the head and binding to the absorbing targets,

1
P,(0) = —ﬂ ~0.18, (5.3)
2k
and also the corresponding conditional MFPT,
1 TR? L, 3R,L? 3R:L, L? L, R,
T,(0 24+ — & = — ] ) = 0.98ms (5.4
(0) = 2+ Loy 2l (BDAnT( R+8R3+4R3) D( 6R+L>) ms {5.4)

for particles starting at the base of the neck (Z = 0). Hence, nearly one out of five particles will reach
the head and bind to the targets, for an average diffusion time of one millisecond, of the same order of
magnitude as predicted by the formula .

Finally, it would be valuable to derive higher-order asymptotic formulas revealing the role of the organi-
zation of the absorbing windows on the MFPT. Such expansions were developed for the unit ball [I5] using
strong localized perturbation theory. Another possible extension would be to develop a narrow escape
theory for more general composite network domains than the ones considered in Section §3| with different
number of connections per each node, narrow passages of various lengths that could not necessarily be
oriented perpendicularly to each node, and also with multiple exit sites, potentially located on several
spherical compartments.
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A Appendix: Mixed boundary-value problems in the unit ball

In this appendix we restrict our analysis of the composite domain to the spherical section wy, defined as
the unit ball wy, = {x € R*|||z|| < 1} with its center conveniently shifted to the origin. On the boundary
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Figure 13: Schematic diagram of the dendritic spine. A: Full geometry with the ball of radius
R with the two cylindrical compartments. B: Simplified geometry where the large bottom cylindrical
compartment is neglected. The Brownian path in black indicates a successful trajectory reaching a target
starting from the neck base.

there are n, narrow circular targets of equal radius a and centered in x; € Jwy,, defined as
Owpj = {x € Owy |||z — || <a}, j=1,2...n,. (A.1)

An additional window or radius r,, corresponding to the intersection between the spherical boundary Ow,
and the narrow passage Ow,, is centered around the South Pole x; as

Owp, N 0wy, = {x € Jwy, | || — xn|| < rut. (A.2)
We then recall the mixed boundary-value problems satisfied by the splitting probability py (),

App(x) =0, xE€wy, pplx)=1, =x€ Uz Owny

0 . 0 d (A.3)
%ph(w) =0, x€dw\ {szl&uhj U awn} , %ph(a:) = —apn(z) . , @ € Jw, Nowy,
and by the intermediate variable vy (),
Avh(az) = —ph(az) , & E€wy, Uh(CIS) =0, xe€ U}‘;l(’?whj ,
0 - 0 d (A.4)
%vh(:ﬁ) =0, x€dw,\ {szl&uhj Udw,} | a—nvh(:c) = —Evn(z) L x € Jw, N Owy, .

Our aim is to derive asymptotic approximations for the splitting probability p, (@) and the intermediate
variable v, (ay,) valid in the limit of small, well-separated, narrow passage and targets. That is, we assume
a < 1landr, <1, as well as ||z, — ;|| ~ O(1) and ||z; — ;|| for j # i. We employ Green’s function
methods and thus introduce the Neumann Green’s function Gs(x;y), where the singularity y is located
on the boundary Owy, and which satisfies

AGs(m7y):_a mEmeEaWh;
|w]
9 (A.5)
a—nGs(w;y) =0(x—y), T,y€dwp; / Gs(z;y)dr =0, y € dwy,
and that can be expanded as
1 1
Gi(zy) = —log(lz—yl)+0(@1), 0<|z-yl <1, (A.6)

or|le —y|| 4
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near the singular diagonal y = x.
Finally because of the small radius limit a < 1, we can approximate the normal derivatives at each target
Owp; with the classical Weber’s solution [27],

) = — e () = e
o [r=n PR TN e e

for || — x;|| < a and € Jwy, ,(A.7)

where B; and C; are unknown constants controlling the exit flux.

Splitting probability p,(x). We first apply the divergence theorem to the Poisson’s equation (A.3)) to
obtain the following compatibility condition

0 d
0= /Wh a—mph(:c)dw = —Epn(z) )

T2 + Z/ | a%ph(:c)dm, (A.8)

and then by defining r = || — x;|| as the distance from the center of the window Owy;, we can compute
the integral

0 “ rdr
— pp(x)dx = 27B; | ——— = 27aB;, A9
\/8whj anph( ) m J \/O\ /a2 _ 7"2 a J ( )

and thus the compatibility condition (A.8]) is reduced to the constraint

2
n

ZB_gg() (A.10)

z2=ly

Next, we recall Green’s identity

/ (Go(@: ) Ao (@) — pa(@)AC (@i ) d — /8 (Gs<w;y>%ph<w>—m(w%ww;y)) dz (A1)

and then upon substituting (A.3]) and (A.5]), we obtain that for any y on dwy, pi(y) satisfies

_d s Gs(x;y)
pr(y) =Dn — —va(2) / Gs(x;y)dx + B; dx , (A.12)
dz 2=l,, Y OwpNOwp, ; ! Owp,j \/(l2 - ||33 - $j||2
where the average value py, is defined by
o 1
Dn = —/ pr(x)dex . (A.13)
|wnl S,

By then setting y = @; within (A.12)) and because py(x) = 1 on each absorbing target, we get

d s Gs(x; ;)
1 =pn — —vn(2) / Gs(x;x;)de + Y B dx (A.14)
dz 2=l,, J OwnNiwy, ]Zl ’ owpj \/a2 - ||33 - mj||2
which is readily approximated by
d B;Gy(z;y) i
1=pn— —vn(2) mriGy(xn; ;) dx + Y Bjj2raGs(x;;x;),  (A.15)
dz ", o V@2 — [z — @[] Z ’ ’

J#i
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since the windows are well separated, i.e. ||z, — x;|| ~ O(1) and ||x; — x;|| ~ O(1) for i # j.
Next, we employ the expansion for the Green’s function (A.6) to compute the singular integral over the

small patch 0€,; as
Gs(x;y) /“ 1 1 rdr
de =2 — = —1 o) | ——
v=2 |\ T I og(r) + O(1) —,

duns \/ 0@ = [l — |2 at—r (A.16)

T a
T
5~ 5 losa) +0(a),
and thus equation (A.15) reduces to
d
1=p,— %vn(z) r2Gy(zn; ;) + B <§ - §log( a) + O(a ) ZB 2maGy(x; ;). (A7)
z=ln, j=1

J#i
By then summing (A.17)) from i = 1 to n,., substituting the constraint (A.10|), and dropping higher order

terms, we obtain

r? d

=MPht 5 P pn(z )‘ <z S 10g(a)> +0(r2), (A.18)

oy, V22

from which we establish that the average splitting probability satisfies

mr? d

a
pr=1-—n Zp (1= Z10g(a)) 2). Al
F= 1 g )| (1= Tos(o) + 00 (A19)
Finally, upon setting y = @, in (A.12) we obtain
. d -
pr(xn) =Pn — —pn(2) / Gs(z; xp)dr + Z 2maB;Gs(x;; ) , (A.20)
dz 2=l,, J OwnNdwy, =

and then computing the surface integral over dwy N dw,, yields

(A.21)

from which we obtain that

d

pr(n) =1 — SPalz z)

- ( 2 (1 — —log(a )) + 7 <1 - %n log(rn)>) +0(r2), (A.22)

4an,

where we used the expression for pj given in (A.19)).

Intermediate variable v,(x). Similarly as for the splitting probability we first establish the Poisson’s
compatibility condition of the boundary-value problem (A.4]), here given by

= 1 [d ) _
jZICj =5 (Evn(z) . s — |wh|ph> . (A.23)
Next, from Green’s identity we derive that
_ d - Gy(x;y)
un(y) =5 + / Gs(x;y)pn(x)de — —uv,(2) / Gs(x;y)dr + C; dfA .24
W, dZ z=ln OwpnNOw, ; ! a‘-’-"hj \/a2 - Hw - w]HQ
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where once again the average value vy, is defined as

1
Uy = —/ vp(x)de . (A.25)
|wil Ju,
By then neglecting the integral term,
/ Gs(x; y)pn(x)de %/ Gs(x;y)de =0, (A.26)
Wh Wh

since at leading order the splitting probability equals one, we find that, upon setting y = x; within (|A.24)
and using the absorbing boundary conditions,

d

- GS(ZL', "-Bz)
- Evn('z)

0= / Gs(x; x;)dx + dz (A.27)
2 Sy VT ai?

S

which readily approximates as

mr2Gy(zp; ;) + C; (— —5 log( )+ O(a ) + ZC’ 2raGy(xj; ),  (A.28)

z=ln j=1
J#i

because the narrow windows are well separated. By next summing (A.28) from i = 1 to n,, substituting
the constraint (A.23)), and dropping higher order terms we get

0 =n,u, + ﬁ (m"i dilzvn(z) . - |wh|p_h) (g - glog(a) + O(a)) ) (A.29)
from which we can solve for the average value
— 1 d a 0
U, = Tan. (|wh|ph —7r? d—vn(z) Z_ln) (1 - 10g(a)> +0(a”). (A.30)
Setting finally y = ), within yields
vn (@) = T — dilzvn<z) B /6 . Go(z; ) da + JZI C; . WQG_S(H’;”_’ILJ_ H2da: . (A3
which readily approximates as
_d
vp(xy) =05 — EUTL(Z) . (rn Zlog(rn) +O(r ) JZ;QWCLC iGs(xj; ), (A.32)

and then by substituting the average value (A.30|) and dropping higher order terms we get

3 ( wrt (1 — %log(a)) + 7 <1 — %” log(rn)>) + O(aYA.33)

o) = P (1 Copa)) - L)

4an,

28



B Appendix: Boundary layer analysis in the vicinity of the
neck

In this Appendix, we proceed to a boundary layer analysis in the dendrite near the intersection with the
neck. We consider a cylindrical domain of length [; and radius ry, parametrized as

la

M<x<—
=9

5 < , 0<r<ry, O§¢<27T}, (B.1)

wa={ (o) |-
where (x,r, ¢) are cylindrical polar coordinates defined as

r=x, r=+/(z+714)?+y>, gb:arctan(z—i_rd). (B.2)
Y

On the boundary dw; and centered at the origin, there is a narrow circular window of radius r, and
centered at the origin,

Own N Owg = {(r4, ¢, x) € Owy | (rag)” +2° <12} | (B.3)

that corresponds to the intersection between the dendrite and the neck. The two opposite planar boundaries
Owgp and Owgs are defined as

Owdj:{(x,r,gb)e(?wd x:(—l)j%d, 0<r<ry, 0§qb<27r}, ji=12, (B.4)
Next, within w, we solve
Apg(z,r,0) =0, Avg(z,7,0) = —palz,7,0), for (r,¢,z) € wy, (B.5)

where A denotes the Laplacian in cylindrical polar coordinates

PP 10 1

A=getart e Tras

subject to Robin boundary conditions on the planar boundary sections,

{(—l)j% + )\} pa(x,r,¢) = {(—l)j% + )\} vi(z,r,¢0) =0, for (x,r,¢) € Owy, j=1,2, (B.7)

while no-flux boundary conditions are imposed on the curved section,

0

arpd

0

or

=0, for (z,rq, @) € Owy\Ow, , (B.8)

T=Trq T=Trq

except for a narrow circular opening of radius r, centered at the origin where a Neumann flux condition
holds, thereby yielding

0

or Pd

and gvd

o , for (z,7r4,¢) € Owg N Owy, . (B.9)

z=0

r=rq z=0 r=rq

Here the flux boundary condition comes out of the matching condition with the narrow passage w, that
connects the dendrite to the spherical head.
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Fully reflective boundary (A = 0). For this case the splitting probability is p; = 1 and a relation for
the exit flux through the narrow opening is readily derived using the divergence theorem,

—|wa| = /Wd Avg(x)dx = - —aivd(m)d:c =2 %vn . (B.10)
and thus we find
d |wal
——Up = —-——7. B.11

Absorbing boundary conditions (A = 00). We now set A = oo within (B.7) and derive a leading
order approximation for the splitting probability pg(x,r, ¢) and the intermediate variable vg(x,r, ¢) under
the following assumption

rn<L1l, lg~O(), r4~0(1). (B.12)
By first neglecting the flux through the narrow window opening we get the outer problem

Apg(r,p,z) =0,  Avg(r, ¢, x) = —pa(r, ¢, ), (B.13)

subject to absorbing boundary conditions on the two planar boundaries and no-flux boundary conditions
on the curved boundary section,

0

pd|m:i%d = Ud|z::t%d =0, oy

~0, (B.14)

r=rq

and thus at leading order we obtain the trivial solution pg; = vg = 0.
Next, near the narrow passage Odw, N dwy we parametrize the inner region using a set of local cartesian
coordinates given by
Tqg—T r x
n= d ) Slzigbu S = —, <B15)

Tn Tn T'n

and then by defining the inner variable P(n, s, $2) as
P(n, s1,52) = pa (rnx, Td — Ny, %) ; (B.16)
d

we find that equation (B.5)) becomes

2 2 2
i<ap+ap+ap>+0<i>=0, (B.17)

2 2 2 2
r2 \ On Osy  0s;5 Tn

while the boundary conditions (B.8)) and are reduced to
1 OP

Tn ON

d

10
L oy<1, 197

By o =0, si+s5>1. (B.18)

n=0

n=0

Away from the inner region the splitting probability vanishes, and thus we impose the far-field condition

P—ps=0, as y/n2+s2+s%— 0. (B.19)
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Upon dropping the error term from (B.17]) we get the leading order inner problem, given by
0*P  0*P  O*P

=0 B.20
on? + 0s? + 0s3 ( )
subject to
oP d 9 o oP 9 9
- n —Dn , <1l, — =0, > 1, B.21
an o dzp . 51155 an o 511 55 ( )

and P = 0 at infinity. This corresponds to a steady-state diffusion problem in the infinite half-space, with
a heat source supplied onto the unit disk, and its solution is given in [32] as

< dm
z:O/O e ], <m\/s%+3§) Ji(m )m : (B.22)

where J,,(m) is the usual Bessel function of order n.
By defining next V(n, s1, s2) as the second inner variable, we find that it satisfies

1 [(0%V 0>V 0%V 1 o .
2 — | =- —mn 2 2
r2 (8772 + 052 + 85%) +0 (Tn) Tnl/o e " Jy (rm/s1 +52) Ji(m)— ot (B.23)
subject to the same boundary conditions as in (B.18)),
10V d

P(n, s1,82) = T —Dn

dz

= —u, =0 246251 B.24
Tn 8’[7 T]ZO dzv b) Sl+82 7 ( )

z=0 B 7 T'n @n

and far-field conditions ¥V — vg = 0 as /12 + s7 + s2 — oo. Then by multiplying (B.23]) with 2 and ne-
glecting higher order terms, we obtain the exact same leading order problem as for the splitting probability,

which solves as
& d
/ e ™ J (m\/sf - s%) Ji(m)— m (B.25)
2=0+J0 m

To investigate how solution decay within the dendrite, starting from the center point neck, we set s; =
s9 = 0 and upon computing the integral

/00 e Ji(m) dm = S N (B.26)

m T L

and transforming back to cylindrical polar coordinates, we obtain the asymptotic relations

d
V(n,s1,82) =y %vn

r2 d 2
pa(r,0,0 —Pn and  vg(r,0,0 —Up, ” (B.27
g ) dz a0 Ta — 1T+ (ra—1)2+712 al )= dz |, _grqg—1+ (rg —r)2+12 )

On the boundary when r = ry we therefore get

d
pa(rq,0,0) = TPal T and  wvg(rg,0,0) = 0 (B.28)
z=0 z=0

while at the center of the dendrite, when r = 0,

0,0,0) = 2 Iy d v4(0,0,0) i (B.29)
y Yy = 7 Pn an (% , U, = —Uy . .
b & o rat A2 ! Az "\ g+ /312
which reduces to
d r? d r?

0,0,0 —Dn —— d 0,0,0) = —u, - B.30
(0,0,0) ' 0 2rq and . vq( ) dz' 0 2rq ( )

because r,, < r4.
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Appendix: Stochastic simulation algorithm

In the results of Fig[l0] and we simulated the diffusion of particles as Brownian motion in a confined
geometry shown in Fig. We implement the Smoluchowski limit of Langevin’s equation: X = v/2Duw.
Here, w is the Wiener white noise delta-correlated in time as well as in space. X = (X,Y] Z)T is the
position of a particle at time ¢. This motion of particles is simulated using the Euler’s scheme: X, =

X,

1+Vv2DAt-n, where 7 is a three-dimensional normal random variable generated by the NumPy library

of Python, similar to [I0]. The probabilities and binding times are calculated over realisations with 500
particles, with a discrete time-step of At = 107 "s.
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