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In many practically important problems which rely on particles’ transport in realistic corrugated
channels, one is interested to know the probability that either of the extremities, (e.g., the one
containing a chemically active site, or connected to a broader channel), is reached before the other
one. In mathematical literature, the latter are called the ”splitting” probabilities (SPs). Here,
within the Fick-Jacobs approach, we study analytically the SPs as functions of system’s parameters
for dynamics in three-dimensional corrugated channels, confronting standard diffusion and active
Brownian motion. Our analysis reveals some similarities in the behavior and also some markedly
different features, which can be seen as fingerprints of the activity of particles.

Transport of particles in narrow corrugated channels is
an important area of research which has attracted a great
deal of attention within the recent several decades (see
e.g., Ref. [1] for areview). In part, such an interest is due
to the relevance to various realistic physical, biophysical
and chemical systems, as well applications in nanotech-
nology and nanomedicine, e.g., for manufacturing of ar-
tificial molecular nanofilters. To name just a few exam-
ples, we mention transport in porins [2, 3], in nuclear
pores [4-6], in microtubules [7] and dendritic spines [8],
transport of microswimmers in capillaries [9, 10], translo-
cation of polymers in pores [11-13] and their sequencing
in nanopore-based devices [14], as well as in microfluidics
[15, 16].

The problem of random transport in corrugated chan-
nels is clearly also a challenge for the theoretical analysis
- it is too complicated to be solved analytically in full de-
tail and one therefore seeks approximate approaches that
are justified in particular limits. Most of the available
analytical descriptions rely on the so-called Fick-Jacobs
approach [17, 18] and its subsequent generalizations (see,
e.g., [19-23]). In essence, this approach amounts to a re-
duction of the original multidimensional problem to a
one-dimensional diffusion in presence of some potential,
which mimics in an effective way a spatial variation of
the confining boundaries. In some cases, this approxi-
mation is physically meaningful and provides an insight
into the behavior of important characteristic properties,
e.g., currents across the channel, the mean first-passage
times to some positions and quantifying fluctuations of
the first-passage times [24]. In other systems, in which,
e.g., diffusion in the direction perpendicular to the main
axis of the channel is important [25], other approaches
are to be developed.

In many important situations one is interested in un-
derstanding the behavior of the properties which charac-
terize a kind of a ”"broken symmetry” in otherwise sym-
metric dynamics : in particular, of the probability that
a particle injected at some position within the channel
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FIG. 1: Top: A colloidal particle in a simple varying-section
channel with fore-aft symmetry. Bottom: the effective piece-
wise linear potential A(z) within the Fick-Jacobs approach
and the corresponding overall barrier AA.

reaches first its prescribed extremity without having ever
reached the opposite one. This particle can be a tracer
within a channel that is attached to a broader pathway
to which all the channels are connected, or it can be a
chemically active molecule which needs to react with a
target site placed at either of the extremities. In math-
ematical and physical literature (see, e.g., [26, 27]) such
probabilities - the so-called splitting probabilities - have
been analyzed in details in various settings, with and
without an external potential (see, e.g. [28]), providing
an important complementary insight into the dynamical
behavior.

In the present paper, we study analytically the behav-
ior of splitting probabilities (SPs) as functions of system’s
parameters for transport in narrow corrugated channels,
in terms of a suitably generalized Fick-Jacobs approach.
In regard to the dynamics, we confront two different
transport mechanisms - standard Brownian motion and



active Brownian motion, capitalizing for the latter case
on the theoretical framework developed in recent [29-35].
For passive diffusion we obtain exact expressions for the
SPs for channels of an arbitrary periodic shape. For the
active case for which the dynamic equations have a much
more cumbersome form [29-35], we resort to a numeri-
cal analysis. Our theoretical findings demonstrate that
the SPs are quite sensitive to both the geometry of the
channel and the activity of the particles. In particular,
for active particles the SPs exhibit a spectacular non-
monotonous dependence on the amplitude of the corru-
gation of the channel when the magnitude of the entropic
force emerging due to a confinement becomes comparable
to the propulsive force. This effect is absent for a passive
Brownian motion.

Passive particles. Consider a particle that starts at
ro and undergoes a passive Brownian motion within an
axially-symmetric three-dimensional channel with imper-
meable periodically-corrugated boundaries. It is conve-
nient to use the cylindric coordinates (r,z), where the
z-axis coincides with the main axis of the channel, while
r is the radial coordinate. A local thickness of the chan-
nel at point = is defined by h(z) and hence, r < h(z). In
view of the symmetry, the particle’s position probability
density function p(r,t) and therefore all other properties
derived from it are independent of the polar angle. We
focus on the SPs - the probabilities that the particle first
reaches either of the extremities © = £L/2 of the channel
(see Fig. 1) without ever hitting the other one.

We first write down the advection-diffusion equation
that governs the time evolution of the particle’s position
probability density function p(r,t) :

plr.t) = V- [DVp(r,t) + DBp(r, ) VW ()] (1)

where r is the position of a particle, D is the diffusion
coefficient, 37! = kgT is the inverse thermal energy, kg
is the Boltzmann constant, T - the absolute temperature
and W (r) is the particle-wall interaction potential,

Lwﬂ_{ww,r<mw

. (2)
0, otherwise.

If a local thickness of the channel is a slowly varying

function of the z-coordinate, such that d,h(z) < 1, it is

possible to write down the probability density function

in the following approximate factorized form (see, e.g.,

(36]),

o= BW ()
plrst) = p(2,t) —gaey 3)

where

is the local free energy and hg is the mean cross-section of
the channel. Upon integrating over the radial coordinate,
we cast Eq. (3) into the form:

p(x,t) = 0; [DOyp(x,t) + DBp(z,1)0, A(z))] (5)

Such a reduction of the original three-dimensional prob-
lem to a one-dimensional diffusion in presence of an ef-
fective potential (which, in fact, is the local free en-
ergy defined in Eq. (4)) is called the Fick-Jacobs ap-
proach [20, 37, 38] and its range of applicability is well-
understood [39-48]. This approach has provided an in-
sight into the behavior of quite diverse confined systems,
including colloidal particles [42, 49], flow of charged flu-
ids [50-54], of polymers [24, 55, 56], of rigid rods [57], sys-
tems with chemical reactions [58], and pattern-forming
ones [59].

We quantify next the SP E, - the probability that
the particle first reaches = L/2 without ever touching
x = —L/2. This SP has the form (see e.g. [28])

T— T+

E+_T+—|—T,’ E__TJr—i—T,’ (6)
where 7+ = poL/|J| and |J£| are the magnitudes of the
steady-state currents from xg to the extremities z = L/2
and z = —L/2, respectively. Note that the SP E_ (i.e.,
the probability that the particle first reaches x = —L/2
without ever touching x = L/2) is simply defined by
E_ == 1 - E+.

Solving Eq. (5), we determine the steady-state currents
J=+ (see appendix) and hence, the functions 71 to get

o L/2
T_ = To/ PAD qr .y = 7'0/ PA@ dy - (7)
-L/2

Zo

with 70 = (L/D)e PAX). Expressions (7) totally de-
fine the SPs Ei. They are fairly general and hold
for arbitrary A(z), i.e., confining boundaries of arbi-
trary (sufficiently smooth) shapes. In the trivial case
A(z) = 0, we find from Eq. (7) that the functions
T+ = L(L/2 % x0) /D and hence, recover the well-known
result [26]
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We will use Eq. (8) in what follows as a point of refer-
ence - all departures from a simple linear behavior are
indicative of the effects of the confining boundaries.

In order to get an idea of the dependence of the SPs
on the overall barrier AA (see Fig. 1), consider a simple
form of the free energy :

529 (o +4). k<0,

A () <<

BA(x) = { (9)

ol

We note parenthetically that such a simple piece-wise lin-
ear form has provided qualitatively reliable predictions
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FIG. 2: Ei as functions of the staring point xzo/L. Panel
(a): BAA = 1.0 (blue), 3.0 (cyan) and 10.0 (red). Panel (b):
BAA = —1.0 (blue), —3.0 (cyan) and —10.0 (red). Solid lines
stand for F whereas dashed lines for F_.

on the behavior of the mean first-passage times through
a finite channel in case of ions in a charged confine-
ment [36].

Fig.2 displays the SPs E. as functions of the start-
ing point zy in the case of a fore-aft symmetric chan-
nel. We observe that for moderate values of the barrier,
BAA = +£1, i.e., for a mild corrugation the SPs exhibit
an almost linear dependence on z( (see blue curves in
Fig. 2). For larger values of 8|AA|, the corrugation of
the channel starts to play a major role and entails an
essential departure from the linear dependence. We see
that upon an increase of SAA to larger positive values,
E, and E_ attain an S-shaped form which becomes pro-
gressively more steep in the vicinity of = 0 the larger
BAA is. Recall that for SAA > 0 the potential has a
maximum at £ = 0 meaning that the channel has a bot-
tleneck at this position. In consequence, when xy even
only slightly exceeds 0, it becomes much more probable
for a particle to reach the right extremity because the
bottleneck does not permit to reach the left one. Con-
versely, for SAA < 0 the channel is widest at z = 0. In
this case, if a particle starts in a broad part of the chan-
nel, it first diffuses there for a long time effectively ”for-
getting” about its actual starting point. Moreover, since
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FIG. 3: E4 as function of the entropic barrier SAA and
zo/L = 0.1 (blue), 0.2 (cyan) and 0.4 (red). Solid lines stand
for E4+ whereas dashed lines - for E_.

in this case the channel narrows close to the extremities,
there emerge effective entropic barriers (see, e.g., [60])
which the particle has to overcome in order to reach any
of the extremities. As a consequence, a passage to the ex-
tremity may necessitate repeated unsuccessful attempts
to overpass the entropic barrier, which attempts are in-
terspersed with the excursions in the broad part of the
channel. A combined effect of these two factors results
in a very weak dependence of EL on z(, which behavior
we indeed observe in the panel (b) of Fig. 2.

Next, we examine the dependence of Fy on the mag-
nitude of the barrier SA A for a few values of the starting
position zg. Figure 3 shows that for SAA > 1 (i.e., for a
strong entropic repulsion from the bottleneck at x = 0)
the SPs are either (almost) equal to zero or to unity,
meaning that the particle most likely reaches first the
closest extremity and never gets to the opposite one. In
contrast, for SAA <« —1 (i.e., for an entropic repulsion
from the extremities) the barrier to overcome becomes
very high and a particle has to undertake many attempts
to cross the barrier before it actually does it. As a con-
sequence, for large negative SAA the SPs EFy ~ 0.5.

It is important to emphasize that within the Fick-
Jacobs approach, many characteristic properties of a par-
ticle diffusing in a channel, such as charge, elastic moduli,
deformability, are effectively encoded in the free energy
barrier AA[24, 53, 55, 61]. For example, for uncharged
particles which are much smaller than the channel bottle-
neck (i.e., point-like particles) we have SAA < 3 where
BAA = 3 implies that the maximal cross-section of the
channel is ~ 30 times the radius of the bottleneck. In
contrast, for charged ions it is feasible to have SAA ~ 10
when electrostatic potential at the walls is Be¢ ~ 10 [53].
Finally, for deformable objects, like polymers, one may
have a very large effective barrier BAA ~ 100 [24, 55, 62].

Active particles. The case of particles that propel
themselves through the channels, e.g., of ”active” col-
loids, is most challenging, because a local violations of



the equilibrium may lead to quite a different scenario as
compared to the case of a passive Brownian motion. To
set-up the scene, consider first a simple situation in which
the non-interacting particles move with a constant veloc-
ity either to the left or to the right in a one-dimensional
system and interchange the sign of the velocity at ran-
dom, at a constant rate . In such a model the time
evolution of the densities p,(x,t) and py(z,t) of active
particles moving to the left or to the right, respectively,
is described by [57]:

/)T = Daz [@cﬂ? + 6PTaxA($) + 5pTFact] — apy + apy
Py = DOy [0py + Bp10xA(x) — Bp Fact] + apy —apy

where F,.; is the propulsive force. These equations are
to be solved subject to the boundary conditions im-
posed at the extremities : py (z = z9) = po/2 and
pr.i(z = £%) = 0. A straightforward analysis [57] shows
that the dynamical behavior is characterized by two di-
mensionless parameters: the Péclet number Pe = SF, R
and the reduced hopping rate I' = aR?/D. In particu-
lar, for a Janus swimmer [57] the hopping between two
states stems from a rotational diffusion of the particle and
I', = 3/4. For other types of swimmers (e.g., bacteria),
the hopping rates can be much smaller. Rewriting the
equations in dimensionless form (but keeping the same
notations), and setting the length scale to L, we have
that the particle probability densities p = py 1(pT +p1)
and ¢ = py ' (pr — p,) obey, in the steady state,

Pel
0= 0,[0,p + BAAPD,alz) + %qﬁ],
Pel 2 (10

while the boundary conditions take the form

p(x0) = po, p(£1/2) = 0, ¢(x0) = 0,¢(+1/2) = 0. (11)

Here a(z) is a piecewise-linear function such that a(0) =
1 and a(+1/2) = 0.

Note that the reduced channel length L/R appears in
the equations only in a combination with Pe and I'. This
means that the SPs for various channel lengths can be ob-
tained by taking the solution at fixed L/R and changing
Pe and I' accordingly. In the following we use L/R=10.

Consider first a channel with a constant cross-section
(AA = 0) - the simplest case for which, however, the SPs
have not been determined as yet. Upon some straightfor-
ward algebra (see the Suppl. Mat., Eqs.(S30) to (S42))
it is possible to derive closed-form expressions for the
currents Jy and hence, for the SPs which we depict in
Fig. 4. We infer from Fig. 4(a) that upon an increase of
Pe the SPs E1 become (almost) independent of the start-
ing point, except when the latter appears close to the
extremities. This resembles the behavior which we ob-
served for a passive particle in a channel with AA < 0 for
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FIG. 4: E4 (solid curves) and E_ (dot-dashed curves) as
functions of zo/L. Panel (a): Fixed I' = 0.1, L/R = 10 and
varying Péclet number Pe = 0 (blue), 1 (cyan) and 5 (red).
Panel (b): Fixed Pe = 3 and ' = 0.01 (blue), 0.1 (cyan) and
1 (red).

which the bottlenecks (entropic barriers) are at the ex-
tremities and the largest cross-section is at x = 0. Here,
the origin of such a behavior is somewhat different : For
low values of I' the particle does not often change the
direction of its motion and travels towards the extremi-
ties of the channel ballistically. Consequently, the larger
the propulsive force (and hence, Pe) is, the less sensitive
are F1 to the starting point. In turn, in panel (b) we
plot F1 as functions of z¢/L with fixed Pe and three
different values of I'.  We realize that upon an increase
of I' the zg-dependence of the SPs approaches the lin-
ear dependence in Eq. (8) specific to a passive Brownian
motion in one-dimensional systems. This is, of course,
not counter-intuitive - the larger I' is, the more often
the particle changes the direction of its motion and the
dynamics becomes diffusive.

To get an additional insight into the behavior of ac-
tive particles in channels with a constant cross-section
we plot in Fig. 5 the SPs FEy as functions of I and Pe
for fixed xo/L = 0.35. Clearly, since the starting point is
close to the right extremity of the channel, one expects
that £, > E_. We observe that F, (E_) is a mono-
tonically decreasing (increasing) function of Pe. While



for small Pe (for which the particle’s dynamics is a pas-
sive Brownian motion) E; (E_) is rather large (small)
(B4 ~ 0.85 and E_ ~ 0.15), upon an increase of Pe dy-
namics becomes ballistic and both £, and E_ tend to
the same universal value 1/2, which is rather counter-
intuitive. Conversely, F; (F_) is a monotonically in-
creasing (decreasing) function of the rate I'. Interestingly
enough, in the small-I' limit the values of Ey (E_) are
markedly different for small and large values of Pe : for
Pe =1 the SP E, (E_) is noticeably higher (lower) than
1/2 (in fact, E_ ~ 0.4 and E; =~ 0.6), while for Pe = 5
and 10 we have E_ ~ E, ~ 1/2. In the limit I' — oo
the dynamics becomes diffusive and we recover the low
Péclet number behavior depicted in panel (a).
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FIG. 5: E (solid curves) and E_ (dot-dashed curves) for
zo/L = 0.35 in a channel with L/R = 10. Horizontal dashed
line defines the level Ey = E_ = 1/2. Panel (a): The SPs
are plotted as functions of the Péclet number for I' = 0.001
(blue), 0.1 (cyan) and 1 (red). Panel (b): The SPs are plotted
as functions of ' for Pe = 1 (blue), 5 (cyan) and 10 (red).

Lastly, we consider the most difficult case - the behav-
ior of the SPs for dynamics of active particles in a channel
with a varying cross-section, encoded in the effective po-
tential A(x). In this case, Eqs.(10) are too complicated
to be solved analytically and we resort to a numerical
analysis of these equations, which is done by using the
standard scipy library in Python (see Suppl. Mat.). Our
findings for the SP E_ are summarized in Figs. 6 and 7.

Fig. 6 displays the dependence of E_ (recall that
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FIG. 6: Panel (a): E_ as a function of the initial position
for BAA/Pe = 3 (blue), 10 (cyan) and 20 (red) and fixed
L = 10R. Solid lines indicate the respective behavior for
passive particles, circles - for active particles with Pe = 1 and
T = 0.1. Panel (b): The same for SAA/Pe = —3 (blue),
—10 (cyan) and —20 (red). The dashed curve depicts the
analytical solution for the active particles in a channel with a
constant cross-section.

E4 = 1—E_) on the initial position z for fixed Pe = 0.1,
I' = 3/4 (Janus colloid case) and varying AA. In this fig-
ure, circles present the results obtained numerically for
active swimmers, while solid curves - an analytical solu-
tion for passive particles. Fig. 6(a) demonstrates that
for positive AA (a bottleneck in the center), the behav-
ior of active swimmers is very different from that of pas-
sive particles, and depends strongly on the values of both
AA and Pe. For sufficiently large values of the param-
eter SAA/Pe (red circles), which limit is realized either
for large values of the barrier SAA or for small Pe, the
SP E_ for the active particles in channels with a varying
cross-section exhibits a characteristic S-shaped form with
a very steep dependence on xg close to the center of the
channel. This implies, that once xg only slightly exceeds
(or is less than) 0, the particle is (almost) certain to reach
the closest extremity without ever reaching the other one.
Numerically, the value of E_ appears to be very close to
the corresponding result for passive particles, which is, of
course, not a counter-intuitive behavior. In contrast, for
small BAA/Pe (blue circles), i.e., either for large values of
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FIG. 7: Splitting probabilities E+ for zo = 0.1L (panel (a))
and o = 0.4L (panel (b)) as function of BAA for active
particles with I' = 0.1 and Pe = 1 (blue), 3 (cyan) and 5
(red) in a channel with L = 10R. The black curves depict the
behavior in the passive case, i.e., for Pe = 0.

Pe or for small values of the entropic barrier, E_ appears
to be very close to our analytical prediction obtained for
active swimmers (dashed curve) moving in a constant
cross-section channels which also physically quite plau-
sible. Since the behavior in these limiting cases is very
different, in general, there is a strong dependence of F_
on SAA/Pe for the intermediate values of the system’s
parameters. We can therefore expect that particles with
different activities can behave very differently in such a
channel, especially if they start in the vicinity of the bot-
tleneck. For negative values of AA (entropic repulsion
from the extremities), which case is presented in Fig.
7(b), E_ depends weakly on the starting point, which
resembles the behavior observed earlier for passive parti-
cles. Further on, to highlight the difference between the
passive and the active cases, in Fig. 7 we plot Fi as
functions of the barrier AA in situations when a parti-
cle (passive or active) starts either close to the middle
of the channel, at £y = 0.1L, or close to the right ex-
tremity of the channel, xg = 0.4L. We observe that in
the active particles case the behavior of the SPs is indeed
very different from that of a passive one, especially when

the starting point is close to either of the extremities.
While in the situation when the starting point is close to
the middle of the channel (i.e., for zop = 0.1L) all curves
look very similar with the only difference that for Pe > 0
they become progressively (with an increase of Pe) more
shifted to the larger values of the barrier SAA, in case
when x¢ = 0.4L a remarkable non-monotonous behavior
as function of SAA emerges for active particles, mean-
ing that at some corrugation profiles the active parti-
cles more readily reach the right extremity. Interestingly
enough, the position of the local maximum (minimum) of
E, (E_) corresponds to —SAA ~ Pe/2, i.e., the entropic
force compensates the propulsive one. For passive parti-
cles E1 are monotonously increasing functions of SAA.

CONCLUSION

To conclude, we discussed here the behavior of the
splitting probabilities as functions of system’s parame-
ters for dynamics in three-dimensional axially-symmetric
channels with varying cross-sections. In a standard no-
tation, the splitting probability is the probability that
either of the extremities is reached before the opposite
one. In regard to the dynamical behavior, we focused
on two models of random transport - standard Brownian
motion and active Brownian motion.

Our analytical approach was based on a suitably gener-
alized Fick-Jacobs approximation, which reduces an orig-
inal three-dimensional model to a one-dimensional sys-
tem with a spatially-varying effective potential defined as
the local free energy. For standard diffusion, the latter
model is exactly solvable and we derive explicit expres-
sions for the splitting probabilities in arbitrarily shaped
channels. For active Brownian motion the dynamical
equations are more complicated and we find an analyt-
ical solution for constant cross-sections only. For more
general case of a spatially-varying cross-section we resort
to a numerical analysis.

Our analysis reveals some similarities in the behavior
of passive and active Brownian motions and also some
distinctly different features, which can be seen as finger-
prints of the activity of particles. A more detailed discus-
sion of the behavior in channels with a more complicated
geometry and more elaborate analytical analysis will be
presented elsewhere.
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Appendix

ACTIVE PARTICLES

Here we address the problem of the splitting probability of active colloids confined to move in 1D. Indeed, the
colloids can be in two possible states: moving left or moving right. Accordingly, the dynamics is controlled by the

following equations:

pr(x,t) = DOy [Ocpy (2, t) + Bor (2, 8)0:W () + Bpp (2, ) Fact] — apy(x,t) + apy(z,1)
m(x,t) = Do, [awpi(-ra t) + ﬁpi(agt)amW(x) - 5P¢(1', t)Fact] =+ Osz(m,t) - Ozpi(m,t)

where F,. accounts for the active motion and with boundary conditions

pr=g0) = 2
o= ) = 2
L
prle==£5) =0
L
ple==£5) =0

(S1)
(52)

(S3)
(S4)

(S5)

(S6)

In order to fulfill the above mentioned boundary conditions we split the problem into the left problem and the right

problem. Using
p(l‘,t) = pT(Ivt) + pi(mvt)
¢($,t) = pT(%,t) - pi(xvt)
we get
p(x,t) = DOy [0zp(x,t) + Bp(z,1)0: W (x) + Bd(@, t) Fact]
b(x,t) = DOy [0,0(x,t) 4+ B (x, )0 W () + Bp(a,t) Fact] — 2a¢p(xx)
At steady state we get
Op(x,t) + Bp(x, )0, W (x) + Bp(x,t)Foer = —J/D
DO, [0x0(x,t) + Bd(x, )0 W (x) + Bp(x,t) Fuct] = 2a¢p(x)
In the case in which 9, W (z) = 0 we get (see also EPL 134 (2), 20002):
Oep(x,t) = =J/D — Bop(x,t) Foct
026(2,) = BFact /D + ((BFue)” +20/D) ()

that should be solved with the boundary conditions

plz = m0) = po, plz==+%)=0
oz =10) =0, ¢(x= i%) =0
The general solution of ¢ reads
kxz —kx 5FactJ
¢(z) = Ae™ + B iz
with
Pe? + 2T
k =/ (BFact)” + 20/D = eR+
where we introduced the Péclet number and the dimensionless hopping rate
Fac R voR CYR2
Po= R = =55 =" T="5

and we used the Stokes-Einstein relations 5D = 1/+ with ~ the friction coefficient of the particle.

(S7)
(S8)

(S9)
(S10)

(S11)
(S12)

(S13)
(S14)

(S15)
(S16)

(S17)

(S18)

(S19)



Solution of the left problem

Here we have to solve

Orp—(x,t) = —=J_ /D — B(x,t) Foct (S20)
026_(x,t) = BFauJ_ /D + ((ﬁFm)Q + 2a/D) e (S21)

with the boundary conditions

p—(x=m0)=po, p_(x=-5)=0 (S22)
¢ (r=10)=0, p_(z=-5)=0 (S23)
Hence we have
—kx BFactJ— —kx
A7 =€ 0 [W — B,e 0:| (824)
Fac -~ 1— —k(zo+L/2)
B = Plac]- [1—c ] (525)
Dk2  ekL/2 _ o—k(2Y+L/2)
from which we have
6Factj— —k 1- e_k(IO+L/2) —2kY /BFactJ—
A= Dr2 |°© - okL/2 _ o—k(2Y+L/2)© = T Di2 A (526)
— ﬂFactJ— 1- e—k(10+L/2) _ BFactJ—
B = Dk2 ekL/2 _ o—k(2Y+L/2) | = D2 B- (827)
The general solution for p reads
J_ xr
p—(z) = ——=2a — BFou d(2)dz +TI_ (S28)
D —L)2

Substituting the formulas for A_ and B_ into the equation for p and imposing the boundary conditions we get

J_ L
I =———= 2
53 (S29)

J_ 2F2 L 2F2, (A B -
6 = o [(5 k2act _ 1) (xo + 5) _ 5 k;ct (TL (ekzo _ e—kL/Q) + ?L (6kL/2 _ 6—kzo)>:| (830)

where we used

/aco b(a)dz = % [A_ (6k10 _ e—kL/2) LB (ekL/2 _ e—kzg)} B 5?};] <x0 N g) ($31)

Solution of the right problem

Here we have to solve

0ups (1) = 7% — B0(a, 1) Fuc (532)
Doy (z,t) = BFGT?JJF + ((6Fact)2 + Qa/D) o(x) (933)

with the boundary conditions

) =0, (S34)
(S35)

p+(x = x0) = po, p+(z =
di(z=20) =0, ¢1(z=

ot~ ol
NS

Il

I
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Hence we have

BFm:tJJr
Dk?

— 5Factt]+ [1 - e—k(zn—L/Q)}

Ay = e o { - B+e*’“’0] (S36)

By ="p ki o k@v-L® (S37)
from which we have
BFoctJs [ _pa L= e Moo o] BFact s
Av=——Fpm ¢ "~ o—FL/Z _ o—k(2Y—L/2) ¢ = "z M+ (538)
ﬂFactJJr 1 - eik(z07L/2) BFactJJr
By = DEk2 | e—kL/2 _ o—k(2Y—-L/2) | —  Dk2 B, (539)
The general solution for p reads
J+ L/2
p+(2) =~z + fFoc ¢+ (2)dz + 111 (540)
Substituting the formulas for A_ and B_ into the equation for p and imposing the boundary conditions we get
Jy L
I, = %5 (S41)
Ji _ B*Fz., 1) (20— L n B*Fz., ﬁ (ekL/Q _ ekzo) T By (e—kzu _ e—kL/Q) - (S42)
DI\ k2 °7 3 2\ k k
where we used
L2 1 BEqerJ L
__t kzo _ kL/2 —kL/2 _ _—kaxo act _ L
5 (z)dx % {.A+ (e e ) + B4 (e e )] + iz <m0 2) (S43)
From J_ and Jy it is straightforward to define 74
polL
T_ =1 (S44)
|-
poL
i (S45)
P

and hence the splitting probabilities (see Eq. in the main text).

Numerical solution

For arbitrary A(z) Egs. (S1),(S2) can be solved numerically. To do so, we rewrite them in form of a system of
first-order differential equations:

Y’ = M(2)Y,
where Y = (p, p’, ¢, ¢') and
0 1 0 0
N R
(z) = 0 0 0 1 . (S46)
peL

0 (—2L%/R3)D —A'(x)

R
With boundary conditions for the left and the right problem:
Yl(zl:L/Q) = 07 Y3(:tL/2) =0 Yl(l‘()) = 1, Yg(io) =0.

This system has been solved numerically using the standard Python library scipy. All calculations have been
performed on a grid with IV, = 500 nodes. The numerical solution showed good agreement with analytical solution
for the case of passive particles in condfining potential and active particles in a flat channel (see Fig. S1).
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FIG. S1: Numerical (symbols) and analytical (solid curves) solution for E_ as function of z¢ for (a) passive particles and
varying SAA = —10,—5,5,10 and (b) active particles with L = 10R, Pe = 0.5 and I" = 0.1.
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ACTIVE PARTICLES
Here we address the problem of the splitting probability of active colloids confined to move in 1D. Indeed, the

colloids can be in two possible states: moving left or moving right. Accordingly, the dynamics is controlled by the
following equations:

pr(x,t) = DOy [0xpr(z, 1) + Bor (2, £)0: W (x) + Bpt (@, 1) Fact] — apr(z,t) + apy(z,1) (S1)
51(2,6) = DO, [0upy (2.2) + Bpy s )0W () — Bpy (1) Fac] + s (,) — apy () (52)

where Fj. accounts for the active motion and with boundary conditions

prla=m0) = (83)
pla=a0) = £ (54)
prlr=+7) = 0 (35)
prlr=+7) = 0 (36)

In order to fulfill the above mentioned boundary conditions we split the problem into the left problem and the right
problem. Using

p(,1) = py(2,1) + py(2, ) (s7)
¢($,t) = ,()T(‘T,t) - pi(fb,t) (88)
we get
p(x,t) = DOy [Oup(x,t) + Bp(x,1)0: W () + B(2, 1) Fact] (59)
Hw,t) = DO, [Du6(,t) + Bo(, )0, W (2) + Bp(, t) Foer] — 206(x) (510)
At steady state we get
Ozp(x,t) + Bp(x,t)0. W (x) + Bp(x,t) Foet = —J/D (S11)
DOy [0:¢(x,t) + Bo(w, )0 W (2) + Bp(x, 1) Fact] = 2a0(x) (512)
In the case in which 9, W (x) = 0 we get (see also EPL 134 (2), 20002):
Oep(x,t) = =J/D — Bp(x,t)Foct (S13)
2¢(x,t) = BFuud /D + ((5Fm)2 + 2a/D) é(z) (S14)

that should be solved with the boundary conditions

plz =x0) = po, plz =
T

=0 (S15)
¢($:$0):O7 ¢( = 0

(S16)



The general solution of ¢ reads

ﬁFactJ
Dk?

p(z) = Ae*® + Be™F® — (S17)

with

2
k= \/(BFaut)’ + 20/ D = @ (S18)

where we introduced the Péclet number and the dimensionless hopping rate

Fat R wR aR?

Pe = Foc = ) = 1
e = fF,uR D ) D (S19)
and we used the Stokes-Einstein relations 5D = 1/~ with ~ the friction coefficient of the particle.
Solution of the left problem
Here we have to solve
Opp—(x,t) = —J_ /D — B(x,t) Faet (S20)
026 (2,) = BFact /D + ((BFa)’ +20/D) 6(a) (S21)
with the boundary conditions
p-(z=x0) = po, p—(x=—%)=0 (822)
b_(x=130) =0, $_(x=—%£) =0 (523)
Hence we have
kx| BFactd— —kx
A_:ekU[Da;k;—B_eko (824)
Fac . 1— —k(zo+L/2)
p = PPl [1—c ] (S25)
DEk2  ekL/2 _ o—k(2Y+L/2)
from which we have
BFactjf —kx 1- eik(zOJrL/Q) —2kY ﬁFactJf
A =7 ¢ " "o © =z A= (526)
Fod_ [ 1— e k(@o+Ll/2) Foed_
p_ — Plac [ ¢ }:5 g (s27)
Dk2 ekL/2 _ o—k(2Y+L/2) D2
The general solution for p reads
J_ xr
p—(x) = ——=2a — BFaut d(z)dz + 11 (S28)
D —L/2

Substituting the formulas for A_ and B_ into the equation for p and imposing the boundary conditions we get

J_L
n=-757 (S29)
Jo

2F2, L\ BFiu (AL (he - B o))
== [(51& -t 71) <$0+§) 75}& ¢ (TL (ek o _e ch/2)Jr?L<€kL/27e k 0))} (S30)

where we used

/ o(w)da =

—L/2

[A, (emo B eka/2) B (ekL/z _ efkmo)] N 6%;7 <m0 N g) ($31)

=



Solution of the right problem

Here we have to solve

J.
amer(‘rvt) = 7% - ﬂ¢(xat)Fact

0204 (2,0) = LT o (3 + 20/D) 0(a)

with the boundary conditions

pi(z=z0) = po, pr(r=5%
pr(z=m0) =0, dp(x=7%5)=0.

Hence we have

FLIC ‘] —
A+ = 67’«[0 |:7/8 Dth + — B+€ kx0:|
B _ PRty [1- e~hlzo=L/2)]
T T T DEk2  o—kL/2 _ o—k(2Y-L/2)
from which we have
A, = M e kzo _ 1 — e kwomL/2) e—2kY | _ /BFactJ+A
+ Dk2 e—kL/2 _ o—k(2Y—L/2) Dk2 +
B, = BFacdy [ 1-e M0t ) BFuady g
+T T DRz e—kL/2 _ o—k(2Y-L/2)| — ~ pk2z -t

The general solution for p reads

L/2

J
p+(‘r):75+‘r+BFact ¢+(Z)dZ+H+

Substituting the formulas for A_ and B_ into the equation for p and imposing the boundary conditions we get

AL

]:[77
tT D2

Ji BEFZ., L BPFry (Av [ krs2 kao) L Bt (—keo kD)2 -
6—POK Rl G R el o G o R )

where we used

L/2

k Dk?

o

From J_ and J; it is straightforward to define 74

_ ol
|J-|

— poL
AVA

and hence the splitting probabilities (see Eq. in the main text).

Numerical solution

o(z)dx = ! [A+ (esz _ e’cL/Z) 1B, (6—kL/2 _ e—kzu)] " BFuctd (z

L
"3

)

(332)

(S33)

(S34)
(S35)

(S36)

(S37)

(S38)

(S39)

(S40)

(S41)

(S42)

(S43)

(S44)

(S45)

For arbitrary A(z) Egs. (S1),(S2) can be solved numerically. To do so, we rewrite them in form of a system of

first-order differential equations:

Y' = M(2)Y,



where Y = (p, p/, ¢, ¢') and

0 1 0 0
PeL
—A'(z) —A(x) ——-
M) = | 0 0 B ) (S46)
0 —% (202 /RIT —A'(x)

With boundary conditions for the left and the right problem:
Yi(£L/2) =0, Y3(£L/2)=0 Yi(ze)=1, Ys(ao)=0.

This system has been solved numerically using the standard Python library scipy. All calculations have been
performed on a grid with N, = 500 nodes. The numerical solution showed good agreement with analytical solution
for the case of passive particles in condfining potential and active particles in a flat channel (see Fig. S1).
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FIG. S1: Numerical (symbols) and analytical (solid curves) solution for E_ as function of z¢ for (a) passive particles and
varying SAA = —10,—5,5,10 and (b) active particles with L = 10R, Pe = 0.5 and I" = 0.1.
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