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Abstract

In this chapter, we review our recent work on first passage time (FPT)
problems for absorption by a target whose interface is semipermeable. For
pedagogical reasons, we focus on a single Brownian particle searching for a
single target in a bounded domain. We begin by writing down the forward
diffusion equation for the target problem, and define various quantities of
interest such as the survival probability, absorption flux, and the FPT den-
sity. We also present a general method of solution based on Green’s func-
tions and the spectral decomposition of so-called Dirichlet-to-Neumann
(D-to-N) operators. We then use an encounter-based approach to extend
the theory to the case of non-Markovian absorption within the target in-
terior. Encounter-based models consider the joint probability density or
generalized propagator for particle position and the amount of particle-
target contact time prior to absorption. In the case of a partially absorbing
target interior, the contact time is given by a Brownian functional known
as the occupation time. Finally, we develop a more general probabilis-
tic model of single-particle diffusion through semi-permeable interfaces,
by combining the encounter-based approach with so-called snapping out
Brownian motion (BM). Snapping out BM sews together successive rounds
of partially absorbing BMs that are restricted to either the interior or the
exterior of the semipermeable interface. The rule for terminating each
round is implemented using encounter-based model of partially absorbing
BM. We show that this results in a time-dependent permeability that can
be heavy-tailed.

1 Introduction

A classical example of a target problem is shown in Fig. 1. A Brownian parti-
cle or searcher is confined within some bounded domain Ω ⊂ Rd that contains
an interior target U ⊂ Ω. Assuming that the exterior boundary ∂Ω is totally
reflecting, one is typically interested in calculating the statistics of the first pas-
sage time (FPT) for the particle to be absorbed by (find) the target. The details
will depend on the nature of the target and its surface interface ∂U . The most
common scenario is shown in Fig. 1(a), where ∂U is a partially reactive surface.
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Figure 1: Diffusion of a particle (searcher) in a bounded domain Ω with U ⊂ Ω ⊂
Rd. (a) Partially reactive interface ∂U in which the probability of absorption
depends on the particle-surface encounter time (boundary local time). (b) Semi-
permeable interface ∂U with a partially absorbing target interior or trap U . The
particle can now enter and exit the target. The probability flux across ∂U is
continuous, but there is a jump discontinuity in the probability density that
depends on the permeability of ∂U . The probability of particle absorption
depends on the amount of time spent within U (occupation time).

That is, whenever the particle encounters the target boundary, it is absorbed
at some constant rate κ0 or reflected back into the domain Ω\U . (In the limit
κ0 → ∞, the interface ∂U becomes totally absorbing.) An alternative scenario
is illustrated in Fig. 1(b), where ∂U now acts as a semipermeable membrane
surrounding a partially absorbing target U . The particle flux across the inter-
face is continuous but there is a jump discontinuity in the density. Whenever
the particle diffuses within U , it is absorbed at some constant rate γ. One no-
table example of the latter scenario is the lateral diffusion of neurotransmitter
receptors within the plasma membrane of a neuron. The partially absorbing
traps correspond to local synaptic trapping regions that bind receptors to scaf-
folding proteins, followed by internalization of the receptors via endocytosis
[1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6]. Treating the synaptic interfaces as semi-permeable membranes
is motivated by the so-called partitioned fluid-mosaic model of the plasma mem-
brane [7], in which confinement domains are formed by a fluctuating network of
cytoskeletal fence proteins combined with transmembrane picket proteins that
act as fence posts.

In this chapter, we review our recent work on FPT problems for absorption
by a target U whose interface ∂U is semipermeable. For pedagogical reasons, we
focus on a single Brownian particle searching for a single target in a bounded
domain. We begin by writing down the forward diffusion equation for the target
problem shown in Fig. 1(b), and define various quantities of interest such as the
survival probability, absorption flux, and the FPT density (see section 2). We
then present a general method of solution based on Green’s functions and the
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spectral decomposition of so-called Dirichlet-to-Neumann (D-to-N) operators.
Such methods have previously been applied to the target problem of Fig. 1(a)
[8, 9] and the target problem of Fig. 1(b) when the interface ∂U is transparent
[10]. In the multidimensional case (d > 1), ∂U is a finite-dimensional compact
surface and the D-to-N operators have countably infinite spectra. This means
that the solution of the diffusion equation takes the form of an infinite series
that requires inverting an infinite-dimensional matrix. In section 4, we consider
the simpler problem of diffusion in the interval Ω = [−L′, L] with a partially
absorbing subinterval U = [−L′, 0) and a semipermeable membrane at x = 0.
The D-to-N operators reduce to scalar multipliers, which allows us to derive
an explicit formula for the mean FPT (MFPT) as a function of the interface
permeability.

In section 5, we use an encounter-based approach to extend the theory of
partial absorption within the target U . Encounter-based models consider the
joint probability density or generalized propagator for particle position and the
amount of particle-target contact time prior to absorption [9, 10, 11, 12]. Ab-
sorption occurs when the contact time exceeds a random threshold. If the prob-
ability distribution of the latter is an exponential function, then one recovers the
Markovian example of absorption at a constant rate, whereas a non-exponential
distribution signifies non-Markovian absorption. In the case of a partially ab-
sorbing target U (surface ∂U) the contact time is given by a Brownian functional
known as the occupation time (boundary local time). We illustrate the theory
using the 1D example of section 4. In particular, we derive an explicit expression
for the MFPT that depends on various moments of the occupation time thresh-
old distribution. Finally, in section 6, we develop a more general probabilistic
model of single-particle diffusion through semi-permeable interfaces, by combin-
ing the encounter-based approach with so-called snapping out Brownian motion
(BM) [13, 14, 15]. The latter was originally formulated for 1D single-particle
diffusion through a semipermeable barrier [16, 17, 18], but has recently been
extended to higher spatial dimensions [14]. Snapping out BM sews together
successive rounds of partially absorbing BMs that are restricted to either the
interior or the exterior of ∂U . The rule for terminating each round is imple-
mented using the encounter-based model of partially absorbing BM introduced
in Ref. [9]. We show that this results in a time-dependent permeability that
can be heavy-tailed.

2 Single target with a semipermeable interface

Consider the single target problem shown in Fig. 1(b), in which a semiperme-
able interface ∂U surrounds a partially absorbing interior U , with ∂U+ (∂U−)
denoting the side approached from outside (inside) U . Let p(x, t|x0) denote
the probability density that the particle position Xt is in a neighborhood of
x ∈ Ω\U at time t, given that it started at x0. That is, p(x, t|x0)dx = P[x <
Xt < x + dx|X0 = x0]. Denote the corresponding probability density within U
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by q(x, t|x0). The forward diffusion equation takes the form

∂p(x, t|x0)

∂t
= D∇2p(x, t|x0), x ∈ Ω\U , ∇p · n = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω,(2.1a)

∂q(x, t|x0)

∂t
= D∇2q(x, t|x0) − γq(x, t|x0), x ∈ U , (2.1b)

where γ is the rate at which the particle is absorbed within the target U . These
are supplemented by the semipermeable boundary conditions

D∇p(x+, t|x0) · n0 = D∇q(x−, t|x0) · n0 ≡ −J (x, t|x0) (2.1c)

J (x, t|x0) = κ

[
(1 − α)p(x+, t|x0) − αq(x−, t|x0)

]
, x± ∈ ∂U±,

(2.1d)

where J (x, t|x0) is the continuous inward flux across the point x ∈ ∂U , κ is
the permeability of the interface ∂U , and α ∈ [0, 1] specifies a directional bias
with α = 1/2 the unbiased case. (One could also take the diffusivities within
Ω\U and U to be different.) Equations (2.1c) and (2.1d) are one version of the
well-known Kedem-Katchalsky (KK) equations [19, 20, 21]. Note that in the
limit κ → ∞ with α = 1/2, the interface is transparent and we obtain the pair
of continuity equations

D∇p(x+, t|x0) · n0 = D∇q(x−, t|x0) · n0, p(x+, t|x0) = q(x−, t|x0) (2.2)

for x± ∈ ∂U± On the other hand, if κ = 0, then the interface is totally reflecting
on both sides. Finally, if the particle started outside the domain U , then in the
limit γ → ∞ the particle is absorbed as soon as it hits the target boundary,
see Fig. 1(a). Hence, we recover a totally absorbing target with p evolving
according to equations (2.1a) such that p(x, t|x0) = 0 for all x ∈ ∂U .

Consider the survival probability that the particle hasn’t been absorbed by
the target in the time interval [0, t], having started at x0 [22]:

S(x0, t) =

∫

Ω\U

p(x, t|x0)dx +

∫

U

q(x, t|x0)dx. (2.3)

Differentiating both sides of this equation with respect to t and using equations
(2.1a)-(2.1d) together with the divergence theorem gives

∂S(x0, t)

∂t
= D

∫

∂U+

∇p(x, t|x0) · n0dσ −D

∫

∂U−

∇q(x, t|x0) · n0dσ

−γ
∫

U

q(x, t|x0)dx. (2.4)

Continuity of the flux across the interface implies that the first two terms on
the right-hand side cancel, so that

∂S(x0, t)

∂t
= −γ

∫

U

q(x, t|x0)dx ≡ −J(x0, t), (2.5)
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where J(x0, t) is the total absorption flux within U . It follows that we can
identify J(x0, t) with the FPT density f(x0, t). In particular, the moments of
the FPT density can be written as

E[T n] =

∫ ∞

0

J(x0, t)t
ndt = lim

s→0

(
− ∂

∂s

)n ∫ ∞

0

e−stJ(x0, t)dt

= lim
s→0

(
− ∂

∂s

)n
J̃(x0, s), (2.6)

where J̃(x0, s) is the Laplace transformed flux. In other words, the latter acts
as the moment generating function for the FPT density. Finally, the Laplace
transformed fluxes J̃(x0, s) and J̃ (x, t|x0) can be related as follows. First,
equation (2.5) implies

∂J(x0, t)

∂t
= γD

∫

U

∇2q(x, t|x0)dx − γJ(x0, t)

= γ

∫

∂U

J (x, t|x0)dx− γJ(x0, t), (2.7)

where J (x, t|x0) = −∇q(x, t|x0) ·n0. Laplace transforming equation (2.7) with
respect to t and using the initial condition J(x0, 0) = 0 for x0 /∈ U , we have

(s+ γ)J̃(x0, s) = γ

∫

∂U

J̃ (x, s|x0)dx. (2.8)

In particular, for all x0 /∈ U

T (x0) ≡ − ∂

∂s
J̃(x0, s)

∣∣∣∣
s=0

=
1

γ
−
∫

∂U

∂sJ̃ (x, 0|x0)dx. (2.9)

Finally, in order to determine J̃(x0, s), it is necessary to solve the forward
diffusion equation in Laplace space:

D∇2p̃(x, s|x0) − sp̃(x, s|x0) = −δ(x− x0), x,x0 ∈ Ω\U , (2.10a)

−∇p̃(x, s|x0) · n = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω, (2.10b)

D∇2q̃(x, s|x0) − (s+ γ)q̃(x, s|x0) = 0, x ∈ U (2.10c)

D∇p̃(x+, s|x0) · n0 = D∇q̃(x−, s|x0) · n0 ≡ −J̃ (x, s|x0) (2.10d)

J̃ (x, s|x0) = κ

[
(1 − α)p̃(x, s|x0) − αq̃(x, s|x0)

]
, x ∈ ∂U . (2.10e)

For the sake of illustration, we have taken x0 ∈ Ω\U .

3 Green’s functions and spectral decompositions

As highlighted in the previous section, one way to calculate the moments of the
FPT density for a partially absorbing target ∂U is to solve the forward diffusion
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equation in Laplace space, which yields the Laplace transformed target flux
J̃(x0, s). In the case of a partially absorbing interface ∂U , a general method for
solving the corresponding Robin BVP is based on a spectral decomposition of a
so-called Dirichelt-to-Neumann (D-to-N) operator [9]. The analogous spectral
analysis for a semi-permeable interface ∂U is considerably more involved when
d ≥ 2. This is true even in the infinite permeability limit κ → ∞ with α =
1/2, for which the interface U becomes completely transparent. The latter
example was analyzed in Ref. [10] by replacing the continuity equations (2.2)
with the inhomogeneous Dirichlet conditions (in Laplace space) p̃(x, s|x0) =
q̃(x, s|x0) = f(x, s) for all x ∈ ∂U . Here we consider the case of finite κ. The
first step is to replace the semipermeable boundary conditions (2.1d,e) with a
pair of Dirichlet conditions p̃(x, s|x0) = f(x, t) and q̃(x, s|x0) = f(x, s) for the
unknown functions f, f . The general solution of equations (2.10a)–(2.10c) can
then be written in the form

p̃(x, s|x0) = F(x, s) +G(x, s|x0), x ∈ Ω\U , q̃(x, s|x0) = F(x, s), x ∈ U ,
(3.1)

where

F(x, s) = −D
∫

∂U

∂σ′G(x′, s|x)f(x′, s)dx′, (3.2a)

F(x, s) = D

∫

∂U

∂σ′G(x′, s+ γ|x)f(x′, s)dx′, (3.2b)

and ∂σ′ = ∇x′ · n0. We have introduced the modified Helmholtz Green’s func-
tions G and G for the two domains Uc = Ω\U and U , respectively:

D∇2G(x, s|x′) − sG(x, s|x′) = −δ(x− x′), x,x′ ∈ Ω\U , (3.3a)

G(x, s|x′) = 0, x ∈ ∂U , ∇G(x, s|x′) · n = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω, (3.3b)

D∇2G(x, s|x′) − sG(x, s|x′) = −δ(x− x′), x,x′ ∈ U , (3.3c)

G(x, s|x′) = 0, x ∈ ∂U . (3.3d)

The Green’s functions have dimensions of [time]/[Length]d

The unknown functions f, f are determined by substituting the solutions
(3.1a,b) into equations (2.10d,e):

 Ls[f ](x, s) + ∂σG(x, s|x0) = − Ls+γ [f ](x, s), (3.4a)

 Ls[f ](x, s) + ∂σG(x, s|x0) = − κ

D

[
(1 − α)f(x, s) − αf(x, s)

]
, x ∈ ∂U ,

(3.4b)

where  Ls and  Ls are the D-to-N operators

 Ls[f ](x, s) = −D∂σ
∫

∂U

∂σ′G(x′, s|x)f(x′, s)dx′, (3.5a)

 Ls[f ](x, s) = −D∂σ
∫

∂U

∂σ′G(x′, s|x)f(x′, s)dx′. (3.5b)
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acting on the space L2(∂U). The D-to-N operators  Ls and  Ls both have discrete
spectra. That is, there exist countable sets of eigenvalues λn(s), λn(s) and
eigenfunctions vn(x, s), vn(x, s) satisfying (for fixed s)

 Lsvn(x, s) = λn(s)vn(x, s),  Lsvn(x, s) = λn(s)vn(x, s). (3.6)

We can now solve equations (3.4) by introducing the eigenfunction expansions

f(x, s) =
∞∑

m=0

fm(s)vm(x, s), f(x, s) =
∞∑

m=0

fm(s)vm(x, s) (3.7)

Substituting equation (3.7) into (3.4) and taking the inner product with the
adjoint eigenfunctions v∗n(x, s) yields the following matrix equations for the co-
efficients fm, fm:

λn(s)fn(s) − gn(s) = −
∑

m≥1

Hnm(s+ γ)fm(s), (3.8a)

λn(s)fn(s) − gn(s) = −κ
[
(1 − α)fn(s) − αfn(s)

]
(3.8b)

where

gn(s) = −
∫

∂U

v∗n(x, s)∂σG(x, s|x0)dx =
1

D
V∗
n(x0, s), (3.9a)

Fn(s) = D

∫

∂U

v∗n(x, s)Vn(x, s)dx, Fn(s) = D

∫

∂U

v∗n(x, s)Vn(x, s)dx,

(3.9b)

Hnm(s) = D

∫

∂U

v∗n(x, s)∂σVm(x, s)dx. (3.9c)

Here Vn and Vn are defined according to

Vn(x, s) = −D
∫

∂U

vn(x′, s)∂σ′G(x′, s|x)dx′, (3.10a)

Vn(x, s) = D

∫

∂U

vn(x′, s)∂σ′G(x′, s|x)dx′. (3.10b)

Equation (3.8b) implies that

fn(s) =
1

κα

[
(λn(s) + κ(1 − α))fn(s) − gn(s)

]
. (3.11)

Introducing the vectors f(s) = (fn(s), n ≥ 0) and g(s) = (gn(s), n ≥ 0), we can
now formally write the solution of equation (3.8a) as

f(s) =

[
M(s) +

1

κα
H(s+ γ) [M(s) + κ(1 − α)I]

]−1 [
I +

1

κα
H(s+ γ)

]
g(s)

≡ Λ−1
1 (s)Λ2(s)g(s), (3.12)
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where H(s) is the matrix with elementsHnm(s) and M(s) = diag(λ1(s), λ2(s) . . .).
Finally, substituting equation (3.12) into equations (3.1) gives

p̃(x, s|x0) = G(x, s|x0) +
1

D

∑

n,m

Vn(x, s)

[
Λ−1

1 (s)Λ2(s)

]

nm

V∗
m(x0, s), x ∈ Ω\U ,

(3.13a)

q̃(x, s|x0) =
1

Dκα

∑

n,m

Vn(x, s+ γ)

(
λn(s) + κ(1 − α)

)[
Λ−1

1 (s)Λ2(s)

]

nm

V∗
m(x0, s)

− 1

Dκα

∑

n

Vn(x, s+ γ)V∗
n(x0, s), x ∈ U . (3.13b)

There are two distinct challenges in using the spectral decompositions (3.13)

to determine the flux J̃(x0, s), and hence the FPT statistics, when d ≥ 2:

(i) Obtaining the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the D-to-N operators. One
higher-dimensional example where the spectral decompositions of  Ls and  Ls are
known exactly is a partially absorbing sphere [8]. The rotational symmetry of
U means that if  Ls and  Ls are expressed in spherical polar coordinates (r, θ, φ),
then the eigenfunctions are given by spherical harmonics, and are independent
of the Laplace variable s and the radius r:

vnm(θ, φ) = vnm(θ, φ) =
1

R
Y mn (θ, φ), n ≥ 0, |m| ≤ n. (3.14)

From orthogonality, it follows that the adjoint eigenfunctions are

v∗nm(θ, φ) = v∗nm(θ, φ) = (−1)m
1

R
Y −m
n (θ, φ). (3.15)

(Note that eigenfunctions are labeled by the pair of indices (nm).) The corre-
sponding eigenvalues are [8]

λn(s) = −β(s)
k′n(β(s)R)

kn(β(s)R)
, λn(s) = β(s)

i′n(β(s)R)

in(β(s)R)
, (3.16)

where β(s) =
√
s/D, and in(x), kn(x) are modified spherical Bessel functions of

the first and second kind, respectively. Since the nth eigenvalue is independent
of m, it has a multiplicity 2n+ 1. It is also possible to compute the projections
of the boundary fluxes in (3.10) by using appropriate series expansions of the
corresponding Green’s functions [9].

(ii) Numerically truncating the infinite series expansions in equations (3.13) and
inverting the matrix Λ1(s).
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4 Partially absorbing interval with a semiper-

meable barrier

In the case of a one-dimensional (1D) substrate, the D-to-N operators reduce
to scalar multipliers so that the difficulties of higher dimensional interfaces are
avoided. As a simple illustration of this, consider a particle diffusing in the
interval Ω = [−L′, L] with a partially absorbing subinterval U = [−L′, 0) and a
semipermeable membrane at x = 0, see Fig. 2. It follows that ∂Ω = {−L′, L}
and ∂U = {0}. The 1D version of equations (2.1) takes the form

∂p(x, t|x0)

∂t
= D

∂2p(x, t|x0)

∂x2
, x ∈ (0, L), ∂xp(L, t|x0) = 0, , (4.1a)

∂q(x, t|x0)

∂t
= D

∂2q(x, t|x0)

∂x2
− γq(x, t|x0), x ∈ (−L′, 0), (4.1b)

together with the semipermeable boundary conditions

D∂xp(0
+, t|x0) = D∂xq(0

−, t|x0) ≡ −J (x0, t) (4.1c)

J (x0, t) = κ

[
(1 − α)p(0+, t|x0) − αq(0−, t|x0)

]
. (4.1d)

The general solution (3.1) in Laplace space becomes

p̃(x, s|x0) = D ∂x′G(x′, s|x)|x′=0 f(s) +G(x, s|x0), x, x0 ∈ (0, L], (4.2a)

q̃(x, s|x0) = −D ∂x′G(x′, s+ γ|x)
∣∣
x′=0

f(s), x ∈ [−L′, 0), (4.2b)

for the unknown functions f, f . Note that ∂σ′ = −∂x′ . Equation (3.3a) for the
modified Helmholtz Green’s function G(x, s|x0) reduces to

D
d2

dx2
G(x, s|x0) − sG(x, s|x0) = −δ(x− x0), 0 < x, x0 < L, (4.3a)

G(0, s|x0) = 0,
d

dx
G(L, s|x0)

∣∣∣∣
x=L

= 0. (4.3b)

The explicit solution is G = GL where

GL(x, s|x0) =
Θ(x0 − x)g(x, s)ĝ(x0, s) + (x− x0)g(x0, s)ĝ(x, s)√

sD cosh(β(s)L)
, (4.4)

x = L

x0

x = 0

reflectingreflecting

x = -L'

Figure 2: Partially absorbing substrate in 1D with U = [−L′, 0] and Ω\U =
[0, L].
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β(s) =
√
s/D and

g(x, s) = sinhβ(s)x, and ĝ(x, s) = cosh[β(s)(L − x)]. (4.5)

Similarly, G(x, s|x0) = GL′(−x, s| − x0) for x, x0 ∈ [−L′, 0). It also follows that

D ∂x′G(x′, s|x)|x′=0 =
cosh(β(s)[L − x]

cosh(β(s)L)
, (4.6a)

−D ∂x′G(x′, s+ γ|x)
∣∣
x′=0

=
cosh(β(s+ γ)[L′ + x]

cosh(β(s)L′)
. (4.6b)

Substituting for the Green’s functions into equations (3.5) and setting ∂σ =
−∂x etc., we find that

 Ls[f ](s) ≡ −Df(s) ∂x∂x′G(x′, s|x)|x=x′=0 = f(s)

√
s

D
tanh(

√
s/DL), (4.7a)

 Ls[f ](s) ≡ −Df(s) ∂x∂x′G(x′, s|x)
∣∣
x=x′=0

= f(s)β(s) tanh(β(s)L′). (4.7b)

We deduce that for 1D diffusion, the D-to-N operators reduce to scalars with
single eigenvalues λ(s) = β(s) tanh(β(s)L) and λ(s) = β(s) tanh(β(s)L′). The
unknown functions f, f are then determined from the 1D version of equations
(3.4):

f(s)β(s) tanh(β(s)L) − ∂xG(0, s|x0) = −f(s)β(s+ γ) tanh(β(s+ γ)L′),

(4.8a)

f(s)β(s) tanh(β(s)L) − ∂xG(0, s|x0) = − κ

D

[
(1 − α)f(s) − αf(s)

]
. (4.8b)

After some algebra, we find that

f(s) = Λ(s)f(s), f(s) =
1

DΦ(s)

coshβ(s)(L − x0)

coshβ(s)L
(4.9)

where

Λ(s, γ) =
1 − α

α

1

1 + κ−1[D/α]β(s+ γ) tanh(β(s+ γ)L′)
, (4.10a)

Φ(s, γ) = β(s) tanh(β(s)L) +
1 − α

α

β(s+ γ) tanh(β(s+ γ)L′)

1 + κ−1[D/α]β(s+ γ) tanh(β(s+ γ)L′)
.

(4.10b)

In the specific case x0 = 0+, the full solution has the particularly simple
form

p̃(x, s|0+) =
1

Φ(s, γ)D

coshβ(s)(L − x)

coshβ(s)L
, x ∈ [0, L], (4.11a)

q̃(x, s|0+) =
Λ(s, γ)

Φ(s, γ)D

coshβ(s+ γ)(L′ + x)

coshβ(s+ γ)L′
, x ∈ [−L′, 0], (4.11b)
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From the 1D version of equation (2.9), the MFPT for absorption is

T (0+) =
1

γ
− ∂sJ̃ (0), (4.12)

with

J̃ (s) = κ

[
(1 − α)p̃(0, s|0+) − αq̃(0, s|0+)

]
=

κ

DΦ(s, γ)

[
(1 − α) − αΛ(s, γ)

]

(4.13)

Substituting for Φ(s, γ) and Λ(s, γ) gives

J̃ (s) =
1 − α

α

1

β(s) tanh(β(s)L)

[
1

β(s+ γ) tanh(β(s+ γ)L′)
+ D
ακ

]
+ 1 − α

α

.

(4.14)

Hence, the MFPT for finite κ is

T (0+) =
α

1 − α

L√
γD tanh(

√
γ/DL′)

+
L

(1 − α)κ
+

1

γ
. (4.15)

The final term on the right-hand side is the expected time for absorption when
the particle is within the target, whereas the first two terms is the mean time
spent outside the target, where no absorption can occur. The latter includes
the contribution L/(1 − α)κ associated with the effective “resistance” of the
semi-permeable membrane to particle influx.

5 Encounter-based model of a partially absorb-

ing target

So far we have assumed that the absorption rate γ is a constant. However,
various absorption-based reactions are better modeled in terms of a reactiv-
ity that is a function of the amount of contact time between a particle and a
target [23, 24]. That is, the substrate may need to be progressively activated
by repeated encounters with a diffusing particle, or an initially highly reactive
substrate may become less active due to multiple interactions with the particle
(passivation). Recently, a so-called encounter-based approach has been devel-
oped for analyzing a more general class of partially absorbing surfaces ∂U [9, 11],
and partially absorbing interiors U with totally permeable interfaces [12, 10].
Here we extend the latter to the case of a semipermeable interface ∂U .

5.1 Occupation time propagator

The basic idea of the encounter-based approach is to consider the joint proba-
bility density or generalized propagator P (x, a, t) for the pair (Xt,At), where

11



At is a Brownian functional that specifies the amount of contact time with the
target over the time interval [0, t] (in the absence of absorption). In the case of
an interior target or trap U , the functional At is identified with the occupation
time [25]

At =

∫ t

0

IU (Xτ )dτ. (5.1)

Here IU (x) denotes the indicator function of the set U ⊂ Ω, that is, IU (x) = 1
if x ∈ U and is zero otherwise. The effects of partial absorption are then
incorporated by introducing the stopping time T = inf{t > 0 : At > Â}, with

Â a randomly distributed occupation time threshold. Given the probability
distribution Ψ(a) = P[Â > a], the marginal probability density for particle
position is defined according to

pΨ(x, t)dx = P[Xt ∈ (x,x + dx), t < T ].

Since At is a nondecreasing process, the condition t < T is equivalent to the
condition At < Â. This implies that

pΨ(x, t)dx = P[Xt ∈ (x,x + dx), At < Â]

=

∫ ∞

0

da ψ(a)P[Xt ∈ (x,x + dx), At < a]

=

∫ ∞

0

da ψ(a)

∫ a

0

da′[P (x, a′, t)dx],

where ψ(a) = −Ψ′(a) and P (x, a, t) denotes the joint probability density for the
pair (Xt,At). Using the identity

∫ ∞

0

dv f(v)

∫ v

0

dv′ g(v′) =

∫ ∞

0

dv′ g(v′)

∫ ∞

v′
dv f(v)

for arbitrary integrable functions f, g, it follows that

pΨ(x, t) =

∫ ∞

0

Ψ(a)P (x, a, t)da. (5.2)

Let P (x, a, t|x0) denote the occupation time propagator under the initial
conditions X0 = x0 and A0 = 0. It follows that

P (x, a, t|x0) =

〈
δ (a−At)

〉Xt=x

X0=x0

, (5.3)

where expectation is taken with respect to all random paths realized by Xτ

between X0 = x0 and Xt = x. Using the Feynman-Kac formula, it can be
shown that away from the boundaries ∂Ω and ∂U±, the propagator satisfies a
BVP of the form [10]

∂P (x, a, t|x0)

∂t
= D∇2P (x, a, t|x0) − IU (x)

∂P

∂a
(x, a, t|x0) − δ(a)IU (x)P (x, 0, t|x0),

(5.4a)
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for all x ∈ Ω. Since the reflecting boundary condition on ∂Ω and the semiper-
meable boundary conditions across ∂U are independent of the occupation time,
they also hold for the propagator. We thus have the following BVP for the
occupation time propagator:

∂P (x, a, t|x0)

∂t
= D∇2P (x, a, t|x0), x ∈ Ω\U , (5.5a)

∇P (x, a, t|x0) · n = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω, (5.5b)

∂Q(x, a, t|x0)

∂t
+
∂Q(x, a, t|x0)

∂a
= D∇2Q(x, a, t|x0) − δ(a)Q(x, 0, t|x0) (5.5c)

for x ∈ U , and

D∇P (x, a, t|x0) · n0 = D∇Q(x, a, t|x0) · n0 ≡ −J (x, a, t|x0) (5.5d)

J (x, a, t|x0) = κ

[
(1 − α)P (x, a, t|x0) − αQ(x, a, t|x0)

]
, x ∈ ∂U .

(5.5e)

We now denote the propagator within the target U by Q. The initial conditions
are P (x, a, 0|x0) = δ(x − x0)δ(a), Q(x, a, 0|x0) = 0, assuming that the particle
starts in the non-absorbing region. (The analysis is easily modified if x0 ∈
U .) One interesting observation is that equation (5.5c) takes the form of an
age-structured model, reflecting the fact that whenever the particle is within
the target interior U , the occupation time At increases at the same rate as
the absolute time t. (Age-structured models are typically found within the
context of birth-death processes in ecology and cell biology, where the birth and
death rates of individual organisms and cells depend on their age [26, 27, 28].)
Finally, note that the term involving the Dirac delta function δ(a) in equation
(5.5c) ensures that the probability of being in the boundary layer is zero if the
occupation time is zero.

5.2 Marginal probability density and flux

Laplace transforming equations (5.5a,c) with respect to a and setting

P̃ (x, z, t|x0) =

∫ ∞

0

e−zaP (x, a, t|x0)da, Q̃(x, z, t|x0) =

∫ ∞

0

e−zaQ(x, a, t|x0)da,

(5.6)

yields

∂P̃ (x, z, t|x0)

∂t
= D∇2P̃ (x, z, t|x0), x ∈ Ω\U , (5.7a)

∂Q̃(x, z, t|x0)

∂t
= D∇2Q̃(x, z, t|x0) − zQ̃(x, z, t|x0), x ∈ U , (5.7b)

together with the Laplace transformed versions of the boundary conditions
(5.5b,d,e). We thus recover the BVP (2.1) for diffusion in a domain with a
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partially absorbing trap U with a constant rate of absorption z. This estab-
lishes that the original BVP for a partially absorbing trap with a constant
absorption rate z is recovered by taking the occupation time threshold to be
an exponential random variable. That is, Ψ(a) = e−za. In other words, the
marginal density p(x, t|x0) for a constant absorption rate z is equivalent to the

Laplace transform P̃ (x, z, t|x0) of the occupation time propagator. Assuming
that the inverse Laplace transform exists, we have the general result

pΨ(x, t) =

∫ ∞

0

Ψ(a) LT−1[P̃ ](x, a, t)]da. (5.8)

The general probabilistic framework for analyzing single-particle diffusion in
partially absorbing media is summarized in the commutative diagram of Fig.
3. One of the challenges of implementing the encounter-based method is that
solutions of the classical BVP with a constant rate of absorption z tend to have
a non-trivial parametric dependence on the Laplace variable z, which makes
it difficult to calculate the inverse transform. This is clear from the spectral
decomposition given by equations (3.13) on replacing γ by the Laplace variable
z. (In contrast, solving the Robin BVP for a reactive surface in terms of the
spectrum of an associated D-to-N operator yields a series expansion that is
easily inverted with respect to the Laplace variable z conjugate to the boundary
contact time or local time [9, 11].) In order to invert the z-Laplace transforms
term by term in equations (3.13), we require these infinite series to be uniformly
convergent. Assuming that this is the case, one then has to determine how many
terms in the series are required in order to obtain a given level of accuracy for
quantities of interest such as the MFPT. After taking the s→ 0 limit, accuracy
will depend on the choice of the stopping time distribution Ψ. That is, although
the spectral decomposition of the propagator is independent of Ψ, the numerical
truncation of the corresponding expansion of the MFPT will be Ψ-dependent.

Finally, note that the statistics of the FPT density for non-exponential Ψ
proceeds along analogous lines to the exponential case. In particular, the FPT
moment generator is given by the Laplace transform of the target flux JΨ(x,0 , t).
The generalized survival probability is

SΨ(x0, t) =

∫

Ω\U

pΨ(x, t|x0)dx +

∫

U

qΨ(x, t|x0)dx, (5.9)

with

pΨ(x, t) =

∫ ∞

0

Ψ(a)P (x, a, t)da, qΨ(x, t) =

∫ ∞

0

Ψ(a)Q(x, a, t)da. (5.10)

Differentiating with respect to t and using equations (5.5a) and (5.5c) gives

∂SΨ(x0, t)

∂t
= D

∫

Ω\U

∇2pΨ(x, t|x0)dx +D

∫

U

∇2qΨ(x, t|x0)dx

−
∫

U

∫ ∞

0

ψ(a)Q(x, a, t|x0)da dx. (5.11)
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P(x,z,t)

BVP (constant absorption)

P(x,a,t)
Ψ(a)

pΨ(x,t)

Ψ(a) = exponential

inverse LT

~

generalized

propagator

Figure 3: Diagram illustrating the encounter-based framework for diffusion in a
domain with a partially absorbing target. The solution of the BVP in the case
of a constant absorption rate γ generates the Laplace transform P̃ (x, z, t) of the
occupation time propagator P (x, a, t). The inverse LT determines the marginal
probability density pΨ(x, t) according to equation (5.8)

Applying the divergence theorem to the first two integrals on the right-hand
side, imposing the Neumann boundary condition on ∂Ω and flux continuity at
∂U shows that these two integrals cancel. The result is then

∂SΨ(x0, t)

∂t
= −

∫

U

∫ ∞

0

ψ(a)Q(x, a, t|x0)da dx ≡ −JΨ(x0, t). (5.12)

In the exponential case, ψ(a) = γe−γa, we recover equation (2.5).

5.3 One-dimensional substrate

Let us return to the 1D example of section 4. Equation (4.11b) implies that

Q̃(x, z, s|0+) =
Λ(s, z)

Φ(s, z)D

coshβ(s+ z)(L′ + x)

coshβ(s+ z)L′
, x ∈ [−L′, 0], (5.13)

In order to determine the flux J̃Ψ(0+, s) given by Laplace transforming the
1D version of equation (5.12) with respect to t, we need to calculate the in-
verse Laplace transform of equation (5.13) with respect to z. This is relatively
straightforward in the limit L′ → ∞, since tanh(

√
(s+ z)/DL′) → 1 and

Q̃(x, z, s|0+) =
[(1 − α)/αD]eβ(s+z)x

β(s) tanh(β(s)L)

[
1 +

Dβ(s+ z)
κα

]
+ 1 − α

α β(s+ z)

(5.14)

for x ∈ (−∞, 0]. Integrating with respect to x then gives
∫ 0

−∞

Q̃(x, z, s|0+)dx =
[(1 − α)/α]

Dβ(s) tanh(β(s)L)
[
β(s+ z) + s+ z

κα

]
+ 1 − α

α (s+ z)
.

(5.15)
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We thus find that

T (0+) = −∂sJ̃Ψ(0+, 0) = −
∫ ∞

0

daψ(a)LT−1

[∫ 0

−∞

∂sQ̃(x, z, 0|0+)dx

]
.

(5.16)

Differentiating equation (5.15) with respect to s, we find that

T (0+) =

∫ ∞

0

daψ(a)LT−1

[
1

z2

(
1 +

αL

1 − α

(√
z

D
+

z

κα

))]

=

∫ ∞

0

daψ(a)

[
a+

αL

1 − α

(
2

√
a

πD
+

1

κα

)]

= E[a] +
2αLE[

√
a]

[1 − α]
√
πD

+
L

[1 − α]κ
. (5.17)

A few comments are in order. First, in the case of the exponential density
ψ(a) = γe−γa, we have E[a] = γ−1 and E[

√
a] =

√
π/γ/2. Hence, equation

(5.17) reduces to equation (4.15) in the limit L′ → ∞. Second, the κ-dependent
term is independent of the occupation time distribution Ψ. Finally, in the case
of a non-exponential distribution Ψ, the MFPT only exists if the corresponding
moments E[a] and E[

√
a] are finite.

6 Snapping out Brownian motion for semiper-

meable interfaces

The encounter-based framework for absorbing targets can also be used to de-
velop a more general probabilistic model of single-particle diffusion through
semi-permeable interfaces, by combining it with so-called snapping out Brow-
nian motion (BM) [13, 14, 15]. The latter was originally formulated for 1D
single-particle diffusion through a semipermeable barrier [16, 17, 18], but has
recently been extended to higher spatial dimensions [14]. In order to present
the basic theory, we ignore the effects of absorption by setting γ = 0. Snapping
out BM sews together successive rounds of partially reflecting BM that are re-
stricted to either the interior or the exterior of ∂U , see Fig. 4. Suppose that
the particle starts in the domain Uc = Ω\U (U). It realizes reflected BM until
it is killed when its local time on ∂U+ (∂U−) is greater than an exponentially
distributed random threshold. (This is analogous to the killing of BM when
the occupation time At spent within a target interior U exceeds an exponen-
tially distributed random threshold, signifying an absorption event, see section
5.) Let y ∈ ∂U denote the point on the boundary where killing occurs. The
stochastic process immediately restarts as a new round of partially reflected
BM, either from y+ into Uc or from y− into U . These two possibilities occur
with the probabilities α and 1−α, respectively. Subsequent rounds of partially
reflected BM are generated in the same way. We thus have a stochastic process
on the set G = U ∪ Uc. It can be proven that the probability density of sample
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paths generated by snapping out BM evolves according to equations (2.1a) and
(2.1b) for γ = 0, together with the semipermeable boundary conditions (2.1c)
and (2.1d) [16, 13, 14]. (One version of the proof for the 1D case is given in
section 6.3.) For simplicity, we set α = 1/2 in the following.

6.1 Partially reflected BMs in U and U c

Consider a Brownian particle diffusing in the bounded domain Uc, see Fig. 4(b)
with ∂U+ totally reflecting. Let Xt denote the position of the particle at time
t. In order to write down a stochastic differential equation (SDE) for Xt, we
introduce the boundary local time [29, 30, 31, 32, 25]

ℓ+t = lim
ǫ→0

D

ǫ

∫ t

0

Θ(ǫ− dist(Xτ , ∂U+))dτ, (6.1)

where Θ is the Heaviside function, and dist(Xτ , ∂U+) denotes the shortest Eu-
clidean distance of Xτ from the boundary ∂U+. The corresponding SDE takes
the form

dXt =
√

2DdWt − n0(Xt)dℓ
+
t , (6.2)

where Wt is a d-dimensional Brownian motion and n0(Xt) is the inward unit
normal at the point Xt ∈ ∂U . The differential dℓ+t can be expressed in terms of
a Dirac delta function:

dℓ+t = Ddt

(∫

∂U+

δ(Xt − y)dy

)
. (6.3)

Partially reflected BM in U is then obtained by stopping the stochastic process
Xt when the local time ℓ+t exceeds a random exponentially distributed threshold

ℓ̂+ [9]. That is, the particle is absorbed somewhere on ∂U+ at the stopping time

T + = inf{t > 0 : ℓ+t > ℓ̂+}, P[ℓ̂+ > ℓ] = e−κ0ℓ/D. (6.4)

∂U+  

U 

n0∂U-  

Uc
 

x0

∂U-

U

Uc

x0

∂U+

(c)(b)(a)

Figure 4: Decomposition of (a) snapping out BM into two partially reflected
BMs corresponding to (b) Xt ∈ Uc and (c) Xt ∈ U , respectively.
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Consider the local time propagator P (x, ℓ, t|x0) for the pair (Xt, ℓt), which
evolves according to [9]

∂P (x, ℓ, t|x0)

∂t
= D∇2P (x, ℓ, t|x0), x ∈ Ω\U , ∇P (x, ℓ, t|x0) · n = 0, x ∈ ∂Uc,

(6.5a)

−D∇P (x, ℓ, t|x0) · n0 = DP (x, ℓ = 0, t|x0) δ(ℓ) + D
∂

∂ℓ
P (x, ℓ, t|x0),x ∈ ∂U .

(6.5b)

This can be derived using a Feynman-Kac formula along analogous lines to the
occupation time propagator of section 5, see Ref. [10]. Equations (6.5) are
supplemented by the initial condition P (x, ℓ, 0|x0) = δ(x − x0)δ(ℓ). Laplace
transforming the local time BVP (6.5) with respect to ℓ and setting

P̃ (x, ω, t|x0) =

∫ ∞

0

e−ωℓP (x, ℓ, t|x0)dℓ (6.6)

yields

∂P̃ (x, ω, t|x0)

∂t
= D∇2P̃ (x, ω, t|x0), x ∈ Ω\U , ∇P̃ (x, ω, t|x0) · n = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω,

(6.7a)

−∇P̃ (x, ω, t|x0) · n0 = ωP̃(x, ω, t|x0), x ∈ ∂U+, (6.7b)

and P̃ (x, ω, 0|x0) = δ(x− x0). We see that equation (6.7b) is a classical Robin
boundary condition on ∂U+ with a constant reactivity κ0 = ωD. Hence, the
Robin boundary condition is equivalent to an exponential law for the local time
threshold ℓ̂+. Following Ref. [9], we now modify the rule for killing each round

of partially reflected BM by taking ℓ̂+ to have a non-exponential distribution
Ψ+(ℓ). We then define the corresponding marginal probability density according
to

pΨ+(x, t|x0) =

∫ ∞

0

Ψ+(ℓ)P (x, ℓ, t|x0)dℓ, x ∈ Uc. (6.8)

Multiplying both sides of the boundary condition (6.5b) by Ψ(ℓ) and integrating
by parts with respect to ℓ shows that

jΨ+(x, t|x0) ≡ −D∇pΨ+(x, t|x0) · n0 = D

∫ ∞

0

ψ(ℓ)P (x, ℓ, t|x0)dℓ, x ∈ ∂U+,(6.9)

with ψ+(ℓ) = −Ψ+′
(ℓ). We have used equation (6.5b) and the identity Ψ+(0) =

1. Integrating with respect to points on the boundary then gives

JΨ
+ (x0, s) =

∫

∂U

jΨ+(x, t|x0)dσ ≡ D

∫

∂U

[∫ ∞

0

ψ+(ℓ)P (x, ℓ, t|x0)dℓ

]
dσ. (6.10)
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Finally, we can determine P (x, ℓ, t|x0) by inverting the solution P̃ (x, ω, t|x0) to
the Robin BVP with respect to ω, which is the local time analog of equation
(5.8). In other words, a commutative diagram of the form shown in Fig. 3 also
applies to the local time propagator.

An analogous construction holds for partially reflected BM in U , see Fig.
4(c). Given the local time

ℓ−t = lim
ǫ→0

D

ǫ

∫ t

0

H(ǫ− dist(Xτ , ∂U−))dτ, (6.11)

and stopping time

T − = inf{t > 0 : ℓ−t > ℓ̂−}, P[ℓ̂− > ℓ] = e−κ0ℓ/D, (6.12)

we introduce the local time propagator Q(x, ℓ, t|x0), which evolves according to

∂Q(x, ℓ, t|x0)

∂t
= D∇2Q(x, ℓ, t|x0), x ∈ U , (6.13a)

D∇Q(x, ℓ, t|x0) · n0 = DQ(x, ℓ = 0, t|x0) δ(ℓ) +D
∂

∂ℓ
Q(x, ℓ, t|x0),x ∈ ∂U .

(6.13b)

Laplace transforming with respect to ℓ yields the following Robin BVP:

∂Q̃(x, ω, t|x0)

∂t
= D∇2Q̃(x, ω, t|x0), x ∈ U , (6.14a)

∇Q̃(x, ω, t|x0) · n0 = ωQ̃(x, ω, t|x0), x ∈ ∂U , (6.14b)

and Q̃(x, ω, 0|x0) = δ(x−x0) assuming that x0 ∈ U . Finally, given a local time
threshold distribution Ψ−(ℓ), the generalized marginal density is

pΨ−(x, t|x0) =

∫ ∞

0

Ψ−(ℓ)Q(x, ℓ, t|x0)dℓ, x ∈ U . (6.15)

6.2 Renewal equations for snapping out BM

The crucial step in formulating snapping out BM is sewing together successive
rounds of partially reflected BM. As we have recently shown [12, 14], this can
be achieved by constructing renewal equations that relate the full probability
density ρΨ of snapping out BM to the corresponding probability densities pΨ±.
First, it is convenient to consider a distribution of initial conditions by setting

pΨ+(x, t) =

∫

Uc

[∫ ∞

0

Ψ+(ℓ)P (x, ℓ, t|x0)dℓ

]
h(x0)dx0, x ∈ Uc, (6.16a)

pΨ−(y, t) =

∫

U

[∫ ∞

0

Ψ−(ℓ)Q(y, ℓ, t|y0)dℓ

]
h(y0)dy0, y ∈ U , (6.16b)
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with ∫

Uc

h(x0)dx0 +

∫

U

h(y0)dy0 = 1. (6.17)

Denote the probability density of generalized snapping out BM given x0 = G

by ρΨ(x, t|x0) and set

ρΨ(x, t) =

∫

Uc

ρΨ(x, t|x0)h(x0)dx0 +

∫

U

ρΨ(x, t|y0)h(y0)dy0. (6.18)

It can then be shown that ρΨ(x, t) satisfies the first renewal equation [14]

ρΨ(x, t) = IUc(x)pΨ+(x, t) + IU (x)pΨ−(x, t) +
κ

2

∫ t

0

dτ

∫

∂U

dz (6.19)

×
[
ρΨ(x, t− τ |z+) + ρΨ(x, t− τ |z−)

]
fΨ(z, τ)

for x ∈ G. In addition, fΨ(z, τ) is the FPT density for the particle to be killed
at time τ and a point z ∈ U for the given distribution of initial conditions. That
is,

fΨ(z, τ) =

∫

Uc

jΨ+ (z+, t|x0)h(x0)dx0 +

∫

U

jΨ−(z−, t|y0)h(y0)dy0. (6.20)

The first two terms on the right-hand side of equation (6.19) represent all sample
trajectories that have never been absorbed by the boundaries ∂U+ and ∂U−,
respectively. The integrand for a given z ∈ ∂U represents all trajectories that
were first absorbed (stopped) at time τ and position z, and then switched to
either the domain Uc or U with probability 1/2, after which multiple killing
events can occur before reaching x at time t. The probability that the first
stopping event occurred at z in the interval (τ, τ + dτ) is fΨ(z, τ)dτ . Finally, it
is necessary to integrate with respect to all first stopping positions z.

Laplace transforming the renewal equation (6.19) with respect to time t and
using the convolution theorem gives

ρ̃Ψ(x, s) = IUc(x)p̃Ψ+(x, s) + IU (x)p̃Ψ−(x, s) +
κ

2

∫

∂U

dz (6.21)

×
[
ρ̃Ψ(x, s|z+) + ρ̃Ψ(x, s|z−)

]
f̃Ψ(z, s).

In order to determine the factor ρ̃Ψ(x, s|z+)+ ρ̃Ψ(x, s|z−) we set g(x0) = δ(x0−
z+) and g(y0) = δ(y0 − z−) in equations (6.16), (6.18) and (6.20). This gives

ρ̃Ψ(x, s|z+) + ρ̃Ψ(x, s|z−) = IUc(x)p̃Ψ+(x, s|z+) + IU (x)p̃Ψ−(x, s|z−)

+
κ

2

∫

∂U

dz

[
ρ̃Ψ(x, s|z+) + ρ̃Ψ(x, s|z−)

][
j̃Ψ+(z+, s|z+) + j̃Ψ−(z−, s|z−)

]
.

(6.22)

For general geometries, solving this implicit integral equation for ρ̃Ψ(x, s|z+) +
ρ̃Ψ(x, s|z−) is nontrivial. Therefore, we will illustrate the theory using a 1D
interface.
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6.3 Snapping out BM in an interval

Let us return to the 1D example shown in Fig. 2 with zero absorption (γ = 0).
After Laplace transforming with respect to t, the 1D version of equations (6.7)
becomes

D
∂2P̃ (x, ω, s|x0)

∂x2
− sP̃ (x, ω, s|x0) = −δ(x− x0), (6.23a)

∂xP̃ (0, ω, s|x0) = ωP̃ (0, ω, s|x0), ∂xP̃ (L, ω, s|x0) = 0, (6.23b)

with 0 < x, x0 < L. We can identify P̃ (x, ω, s|x0) as a Green’s function of the
modified Helmholtz equation on [0, L], similar to G of equation (4.3) but with
different boundary conditions

P̃ (x, ω, s|x0) =





AL(ω, s)g(x, ω, s)ĝL(x0, ω, s), 0 ≤ x ≤ x0

AL(ω, s)g(x0, ω, s)ĝ(x, ω, s), x0 ≤ x ≤ L
(6.24)

with

g(x, ω, s) =

√
sD cosh(β(s)x) + ωD sinh(β(s)x)√

sD + ωD
, ĝL(x, s) = cosh(β(s)(L − x))

(6.25)

and

AL(ω, s) =
1√
sD

√
sD + ωD√

sD sinh(β(s)L) + ωD cosh(β(s)L)
. (6.26)

Similarly, Q̃(x, ω, s|x0) satisfies equations (6.23) for L→ L′ and x, x0 → −x,−x0.
Hence,

Q̃(x, ω, s|x0) =





AL′(ω, s)g(−x, ω, s)ĝL′(−x0, ω, s), x0 ≤ x ≤ 0

AL′(ω, s)g(−x0, ω, s)ĝL′(−x, ω, s), x ≤ x0 ≤ 0
(6.27)

The Laplace transformed propagators have simple poles in the complex ω-
plane and can thus be inverted straightforwardly. For the sake of illustration,
suppose that x0 = 0. Then

P̃ (x, ω, s|0) =
cosh(β(s)(L − x))√

sD sinh(β(s)L) + ωD cosh(β(s)L)
, (6.28a)

Q̃(x, ω, s|0) =
cosh(β(s)(L′ + x))√

sD sinh(β(s)L′) + ωD cosh(β(s)L′)
, (6.28b)

and

P̃ (x, ℓ, s|0) =
cosh(β(s)(L − x))

D cosh(β(s)L)
exp [−ℓβ(s) tanh(β(s)L)] , (6.29a)

Q̃(x, ℓ, s|0) =
cosh(β(s)(L′ + x))

D cosh(β(s)L′)
exp [−ℓβ(s) tanh(β(s)L′)] . (6.29b)
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The corresponding marginal probability densities are thus

p̃Ψ+(x, s|0+) =
cosh(β(s)(L − x))

D cosh(β(s)L)
Ψ̃+ [β(s) tanh(β(s)L)] , (6.30a)

p̃Ψ−(x, s|0−) =
cosh(β(s)(L′ + x))

D cosh(β(s)L′)
Ψ̃− [β(s) tanh(β(s)L′)] . (6.30b)

Similarly, the flux densities j̃Ψ±(x, s|0) are obtained by replacing Ψ̃± with Dψ̃±,
where

ψ̃±(s) = 1 − sΨ̃±(s). (6.31)

The 1D version of equation (6.18) for pΨ(x, t) on x ∈ G is

pΨ(x, t) = Θ(x)

∫ L

0

[∫ ∞

0

Ψ+(ℓ)P (x, ℓ, t|x0)dℓ

]
h(x0)dx0

+ Θ(−x)

∫ 0

−∞

[∫ ∞

0

Ψ−(ℓ)Q(x, ℓ, t|y0)dℓ

]
g(y0)dy0. (6.32)

Similarly, the 1D version of the first renewal equation (6.19) takes the form

ρΨ(x, t) = pΨ(x, t) +
1

2

∫ t

0

[ρΨ(x, t− τ |0+) + ρΨ(x, t− τ |0−)]fΨ(τ)dτ (6.33)

for x ∈ G. Laplace transforming with respect to time t then gives

ρ̃Ψ(x, s) = p̃Ψ(x, s) +
1

2
[ρ̃Ψ(x, s|0+) + ρ̃Ψ(x, s|0−)]f̃Ψ(s), x ∈ G. (6.34)

The factor ρ̃Ψ(x, s|0+) + ρ̃Ψ(x, s|0−) can now be determined by setting g(x0) =
[δ(x0 − 0+) + δ(x− 0−)]/2 in equation (6.34):

ρ̃Ψ(x, s|0+) + ρ̃Ψ(x, s|0−) = Θ(x)p̃Ψ+(x, s|0+) + Θ(−x)p̃Ψ−(x, s|0−)

+
1

2
[ρ̃Ψ(x, s|0+) + ρ̃Ψ(x, s|0−)]

[
j̃Ψ+(0+, s|0+) + j̃Ψ−(0−, s|0−)

]

which can be arranged to yield the result

ρ̃Ψ(x, s|0+) + ρ̃Ψ(x, s|0−) =
Θ(x)p̃Ψ+(x, s|0+) + Θ(−x)p̃Ψ−(x, s|0−)

1 − [̃jΨ+(0+, s|0+) + j̃Ψ−(0−, s|0−)]/2
.

Substituting back into equations (6.22) yields the explicit solution

ρ̃Ψ(x, s) = p̃Ψ(x, s) +
Θ(x)p̃Ψ+(x, s|0+) + Θ(−x)p̃Ψ−(x, s|0−)

1 − [̃jΨ+(0+, s|0+) + j̃Ψ−(0−, s|0−)]/2
f̃Ψ(s), x ∈ G.

(6.35)

Further simplification occurs if we take Ψ+ = Ψ− and L,L′ → ∞, such that

p̃Ψ±(x, s|0) =
1

D
e−β(s)|x|Ψ̃(β(s)), j̃Ψ±(x, s|0) = e−β(s)|x|ψ̃(β(s)), (6.36)
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We then find that

ρ̃Ψ(x, s) = p̃Ψ(x, s) +
e−β(s)|x|

2
√
sD

ΓΨ(s), x ∈ G, (6.37)

where

ΓΨ(s) ≡ f̃Ψ(s) = D∂xp̃
Ψ(0+, s) −D∂xp̃

Ψ(0−, s)

= ψ̃(β(s))

[∫ ∞

0

e−β(s)x0h(x0)dx0 +

∫ 0

−∞

eβ(s)x0h(x0)dx0

]
. (6.38)

Since the propagator satisfies the diffusion equation in the bulk of the do-
main, the density ρΨ(x, t) does too. The remaining issue concerns the boundary
condition at the interface. We proceed along the lines of Ref. [12]. First, it fol-
lows from equation (6.37) that

ρ̃Ψ(x, s) + ρ̃Ψ(−x, s) = p̃Ψ(x, s) + p̃Ψ(−x, s) +
e−β(s)|x|√

sD
ΓΨ(s), (6.39a)

ρ̃Ψ(x, s) − ρ̃Ψ(−x, s) = p̃Ψ(x, s) − p̃Ψ(−x, s), (6.39b)

and

D∂xρ̃
Ψ(0+, s) −D∂xρ̃

Ψ(0−, s) = D∂xp̃
Ψ(0+, s) −D∂xp̃

Ψ(0−, s) − ΓΨ(s),
(6.40a)

D∂xρ̃
Ψ(0+, s) +D∂xρ̃

Ψ(0−, s) = D∂xp̃
Ψ(0+, s) +D∂xp̃

Ψ(0−, s). (6.40b)

Equations (6.38) and (6.40a) establish that ∂xρ̃
Ψ(0+, s) = ∂xρ̃

Ψ(0−, s). In other
words, the flux through the membrane is continuous, as it is in the standard
permeable boundary conditions (4.1c,d). Equation (6.40b) then implies that

2D∂xρ̃
Ψ(0±, s) = ψ̃(β(s))

[∫ ∞

0

e−β(s)x0h(x0)dx0 −
∫ 0

−∞

eβ(s)x0h(x0)dx0

]

=
Dψ̃(β(s))

Ψ̃(β(s))
[p̃Ψ(0+, s) − p̃Ψ(0−, s)]

=
Dψ̃(β(s))

Ψ̃(β(s))
[ρ̃Ψ(0+, s) − ρ̃Ψ(0−, s)]. (6.41)

The final line follows from equation (6.39b).
In the exponential case Ψ(ℓ) = e−ω0ℓ, we have ψ(ℓ) = ω0Ψ(ℓ), and we recover

the semipermeable boundary conditions of equations (4.1c,d) with permeabil-
ity κ = ω0D and α = 1/2. For non-exponential distributions, the boundary
condition involves a time-dependent permeability. More specifically, setting

κ̃(s) =
Dψ̃(β(s))

Ψ̃(β(s))
(6.42)

23



and using the convolution theorem, the boundary condition in the time domain
takes the form

2D∂xρ
Ψ(0±, t) =

∫ t

0

κ(τ)[ρΨ(0+, t− τ) − ρΨ(0−, t− τ)]dτ. (6.43)

For the sake of illustration, suppose that ψ(ℓ) is given by the gamma distribu-
tion:

ψ(ℓ) =
ω0(ω0ℓ)

µ−1e−ω0ℓ

Γ(µ)
, µ > 0, (6.44)

where Γ(µ) is the gamma function. Here ω0 determines the effective absorption
rate and µ characterizes the deviation of ψ(ℓ) from the exponential case µ = 1.
The corresponding Laplace transforms are

ψ̃(z) =

(
ω0

ω0 + z

)µ
, Ψ̃(z) =

1 − ψ̃(z)

z
(6.45)

If µ < 1 (µ > 1) then ψ(ℓ) decreases more rapidly (slowly) as a function of the
local time ℓ. Substituting the gamma distribution into equation (6.42) yields

κ̃(s) =

√
sDωµ0

(ω0 + β(s))µ − ωµ0
. (6.46)

If µ = 1 then κ̃(s) = ω0D = κ0 and κ(τ) = ω0δ(τ). An example of µ 6= 1 that
has a simple inverse Laplace transform is µ = 2:

κ̃(s) =
Dω2

0

2ω0 + β(s)
=

κ20

2κ0 +
√
sD

(6.47)
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Figure 5: Plot of permeability function κ(t) as a function of time t for various
values of ω0 with D = 10 (solid curves) and D = 1 dashed curves.
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and

κ(τ) =
κ20√
D

[
1√
πτ

− 2κ0√
D

e4κ
2
0τ/Derfc(2κ0

√
τ/D)

]
, (6.48)

where erfc(x) = (2/
√
π)

∫∞

x
e−y

2

dy is the complementary error function. Exam-
ple plots of κ(τ) are shown in Fig. 5. It can be seen that κ is a monotonically
decreasing function of time whose rate of decay depends on κ0 and D. Asymp-
totically expanding erfc(x) in equation (6.48) using the formula

erfc(x) ∼ 1√
π

e−x
2

∞∑

k=0

(−1)k
(2k)!

22kk!

1

x2k+1
, (6.49)

shows that κ(t) is heavy-tailed with

κ(t) ∼
√
D

π

1

8t3/2
, t→ ∞, (6.50)

6.4 Absorbing target

So far in our discussion of snapping out BM we have ignored absorption within
the target U . If absorption is included, then each round of partially reflected
BM within U has two distinct killing events: either the particle is first absorbed
on ∂U , after which snapping out BM continues in the normal fashion, or the
particle is first absorbed within the interior U , after which the stochastic process
is terminated. A single round of BM within U thus becomes a competition
between two absorbing targets, namely, the boundary ∂U and the interior U .
Certain care has to be taken in treating these two targets as independent, since
U is an open set whose closure includes ∂U . One way to deal with this situation
would be to introduce a boundary layer around ∂U , within which the particle can
only be absorbed by ∂U . This is also consistent with how one would numerically
calculate the boundary local time. Here we ignore such details, and simply
consider the dual-aspect propagator Q(x, ℓ, a, t|x0) for the pair (ℓ−t ,At) with
At the occupation time within U , see equation (5.1).

The evolution equation forQ(x, ℓ, a, t|x0) is obtained by combining equations
(6.13a) and (5.5c):

∂Q(x, ℓ, a, t|x0)

∂t
+
∂Q(x, ℓ, a, t|x0)

∂a
= D∇2Q(x, ℓ, a, t|x0) − δ(a)Q(x, ℓ, a = 0, t|x0),

x ∈ U , (6.51a)

D∇Q(x, ℓ, a, t|x0) · n0 = DQ(x, ℓ = 0, a, t|x0) δ(ℓ) +D
∂

∂ℓ
Q(x, ℓ, a, t|x0),x ∈ ∂U .

(6.51b)

Let Ψ1(ℓ) and Ψ2(a) denote the threshold distributions for the local time and
occupation time, respectively. Following along similar lines to our previous
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examples, the associated marginal probability density is

qΨ1,Ψ2(x, t|x0) =

∫ ∞

0

dℓΨ1(ℓ)

∫ ∞

0

daΨ2(a)Q(x, ℓ, a, t|x0)

=

∫ ∞

0

dℓΨ1(ℓ)

∫ ∞

0

daΨ2(a)LT−1
ω LT−1

z Q̃(x, ω, z, t|x0), (6.52)

with

∂Q̃(x, ω, z, t|x0)

∂t
= D∇2Q̃(x, ω, z, t|x0) − γQ̃(x, ω, z, t|x0), (6.53a)

∇Q̃(x, ω, z, t|x0) · n0 = ωQ̃(x, ω, z, t|x0), x ∈ ∂U . (6.53b)

The corresponding marginal fluxes are as follows:

JΨ1,Ψ2

1 (x0, t) ≡ D

∫

∂U

∇qΨ1,Ψ2(x, t|x0) · n0dx

= D

∫

∂U

{∫ ∞

0

dℓ ψ1(ℓ)

∫ ∞

0

daΨ2(a)Q(x, ℓ, a, t|x0)

}
dx, (6.54)

JΨ1,Ψ2

2 (x0, t) = D

∫

U

{∫ ∞

0

dℓΨ1(ℓ)

∫ ∞

0

daψ2(a)Q(x, ℓ, a, t|x0)

}
dx. (6.55)

The stochastic process is killed as soon as one of the contact times exceeds
its corresponding threshold, which occurs at the stopping time T = min{τ1, τ2}
with

τ1 = inf{t > 0 : ℓt > ℓ̂}, τ2 = inf{t > 0 : At > Â}. (6.56)

Since there are now two effective targets, we have to introduce the associated
splitting probabilities πΨ1,Ψ2

j (x0) and conditional FPT densities fΨ1,Ψ2

j (x0, t)
for j = 1, 2. These are defined according to

πΨ1,Ψ2

j (x0) =

∫ ∞

0

JΨ1,Ψ2

j (x0, t)dt, fΨ1,Ψ2

j (x0, t) =
JΨ1,Ψ2

j (x0, t)

πΨ1,Ψ2

j (x0)
. (6.57)

We can now define snapping out BM with absorption using the conditional
FPTs. In particular, the first renewal equation still holds with Ψ → (Ψ1,Ψ2)

and the FPT density fψ replaced by πΨ1,Ψ2

j fΨ1,Ψ2

j .

7 Discussion

In this paper we considered the FPT problem for a single target U in a bounded
domain whose interior is partially absorbing and whose boundary ∂U is a semi-
permeable interface, see Fig. 1(b). We described several scenarios of increasing
complexity.
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1. A classical semi-permeable membrane U with permeability κ and bias α,
and a constant rate of absorption γ within U . We showed that one way to
solve the FPT problem was in terms of the spectral properties of a pair of
D-to-N operators.

2. A classical semi-permeable membrane U and a non-Markovian process of
absorption within U . We used an encounter-based method to formulate the
absorption process in terms of a random threshold-crossing condition for
the occupation time within U . If the probability density of the occupation
time threshold is an exponential, then one recovers the case of a constant
rate of absorption. On the other hand, a non-exponential density leads
to a non-Markovian form of absorption. The resulting MFPT depends on
various moments of the occupation time threshold.

3. It is also possible to generalize the classical model of a semi-permeable
membrane by formulating single-particle diffusion in terms of snapping
out BM. Snapping out BM latter sews together successive rounds of par-
tially reflecting BM that are restricted to either the interior or the exterior
of ∂U . Each round of partially reflected BM is killed when the boundary
local time on the current side of the semi-permeable interface exceeds a
randomly generated local time threshold. If the probability density of the
latter is exponential, then the classical case of constant permeability is
recovered. On the other hand, a non-exponential density leads to a time-
dependent permeability that tends to be heavy-tailed. It is also possible
to combine snapping out BM with a non-Markovian absorption mecha-
nism by keeping track of both the boundary local time on ∂U− and the
occupation time within the interior U .

There are a number of natural generalizations of the single target problem
considered here.

(i) Multiple targets with semipermeable interfaces in Rd. As we highlighted
in this paper, solving the FPT problem for a single target in 2D or 3D is
non-trivial even for simplified geometries. The analysis becomes even more
difficult in the case of multiple targets, where one has to calculate splitting
probabilities and conditional FPTs. However, considerable simplification
occurs in the small-target limit, since one can then use matched asymptotic
expansions and Green’s function methods. More specifically, an inner or
local solution is constructed in an O(ǫ) neighborhood of each target, where
ǫ characterizes the relative size of each target compared to the size of the
search domain. (The inner solution ignores the effects of other targets and
treats the search domain as Rd.) The inner solution is then matched to an
outer or global solution that is valid away from each neighborhood. For
details see Ref. [6] for 2D and Ref. [15] for 3D.

(ii) Numerical methods. In this paper, we focused on analytical methods for
solving the target problem with semi-permeable interfaces. If one is also
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interested in studying single-particle trajectories, then it is necessary to
construct efficient numerical schemes for simulating snapping out BM.
Along these lines, we have recently developed a fast Monte Carlo algorithm
for solving multi-dimensional snapping out BM for multiple interfaces,
which combines a walk-on-spheres method with an efficient numerical
scheme for calculating boundary local times [34]. The numerical methods
were shown to have high accuracy when compared to solutions obtained
from matched asymptotic analysis in the small-target regime. Note that
there are also a number of alternative computational schemes for solving
1D diffusion problems in heterogeneous media with semi-permeable inter-
faces [35, 36, 37]. However, these do not generate exact sample trajectories
of snapping out BM.

(iii) Biophysical mechanisms. Finally, from a modeling perspective, it would be
interesting to identify plausible biophysical mechanisms underlying non-
Markovian models of semi-permeable membranes. It is known that various
surface-based reactions are better modeled in terms of a reactivity that is
a function of the local time. For example, the surface may become pro-
gressively activated by repeated encounters with a diffusing particle, or
an initially highly reactive surface may become less active due to multiple
interactions with the particle (passivation) [23, 24]. One potential appli-
cation is synaptic receptor trafficking in neurons [6], where the clustering
of receptors within postsynaptic domains can be modeled in terms of a
diffusion-trapping model. In this example, the boundary of the postsynap-
tic domain could be treated as an asymmetric semipermeable membrane
that is likely to involve non-Markovian components due to the complexity
of the crowded molecular environment.

References

[1] Bressloff PC, Earnshaw BA. 2006 A biophysical model of AMPA receptor
trafficking and its regulation during LTP/LTD. J. Neurosci.26, 12362-
12373

[2] Holcman D, Triller A. 2006. Modeling synaptic dynamics driven by recep-
tor lateral diffusion. Biophys. J. 91, 2405-2415 (2006).

[3] Bressloff, P. C., Earnshaw, B. A.,Ward, M. J.: Diffusion of protein recep-
tors on a cylindrical dendritic membrane with partially absorbing traps.
SIAM J. Appl. Math. 68 1223-1246 (2008).

[4] Czondor K, Mondin M, Garcia M, Heine M, Frischknecht R, Choquet D,
Sibarita JB, Thoumine OR. 2012 A unified quantitative model of AMPA
receptor trafficking at synapses. Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. USA 109 3522-3527

[5] Schumm RD, Bressloff PC 2022 Local accumulation times in a diffusion-
trapping model of synaptic receptor dynamics. Phys. Rev. E 105 064407

28



[6] Bressloff PC 2023 2D interfacial diffusion model of inhibitory synaptic
receptor dynamics. Proc. Roy. Soc. A 479 20220831 (2023).

[7] Kusumi A, Nakada C, Ritchie K, Murase K, Suzuki K, Murakoshi H, Kasai
RS, Kondo J, Fujiwara T. 2005 Paradigm shift of the plasma membrane
concept from the two-dimensional continuum fluid to the partitioned fluid:
high-speed single-molecule tracking of membrane molecules Annu. Rev.

Biophys. Biomol. Struct. 34 351

[8] Grebenkov DS 2019 Spectral theory of imperfect diffusion-controlled re-
actions on heterogeneous catalytic surfaces J. Chem. Phys. 151, 104108

[9] Grebenkov DS 2020 Paradigm shift in diffusion-mediated surface phenom-
ena. Phys. Rev. Lett. 125 078102

[10] Bressloff PC 2022 Spectral theory of diffusion in partially absorbing media.
Proc. Roy. Soc. A 478 20220319

[11] Grebenkov DS 2022 An encounter-based approach for restricted diffusion
with a gradient drift. J. Phys. A. 55 045203

[12] Bressloff PC 2022 Diffusion-mediated absorption by partially reactive tar-
gets: Brownian functionals and generalized propagators. J. Phys. A. 55
205001

[13] Bressloff PC 2022 A probabilistic model of diffusion through a semiper-
meable barrier, Proc. R. Soc. A 4

¯
78 20220615.

[14] Bressloff PC 2023 Renewal equations for single-particle diffusion through
a semipermeable interface Phys. Rev. E 107 (2023) 014110.

[15] Bressloff PC 2023 Renewal equations for single-particle diffusion in multi-
layered media. SIAM J. Appl. Math. 83 1518-1545.

[16] Lejay A 2016 The snapping out brownian motion The Annals of Applied

Probability 26 1727-1742.

[17] Lejay A 2018 Monte Carlo estimation of the mean residence time in cells
surrounded by thin layers. Mathematics and Computers in Simulation 143

65-77

[18] Bobrowski A 2021 Semigroup-theoretic approach to diffusion in thin layers
separated by semi-permeable membranes. J. Evol. Equ. 21 1019-1057

[19] Kedem O, Katchalsky A (1958) Thermodynamic analysis of the perme-
ability of biological membrane to non-electrolytes. Biochim. Biophys. Acta

27 229-246.

[20] Katchalsky A, Kedem O 1962 Thermodynamics of flow processes in bio-
logical systems. Biophys. J. 2 53-78.

29



[21] Kargol A, Kargol M, Przestalski S 1996 The Kedem-Katchalsky equations
as applied for describing substance transport across biological membranes.
Cell. Mol. Biol. Lett. 2 117-124.

[22] Redner S 2001 A Guide to First-Passage Processes. Cambridge University
Press, Cambridge, UK.

[23] Bartholomew CH 2001 Mechanisms of catalyst deactivation, Appl. Catal.
A: Gen. 212, 17-60

[24] Filoche M, Grebenkov DS, Andrade Jr JS, Sapoval B 2008 Passivation
of irregular surfaces accessed by diffusion. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 105,
7636-7640

[25] Majumdar SN 2005 Brownian functionals in physics and computer science.
Curr. Sci. 89 2076-2092

[26] McKendrick AG 1925 Applications of mathematics to medical problems.
Proc. Edinb. Math. Soc. 44 98

[27] Von Foerster H 1959 Some remarks on changing populations, in The Ki-

netics of Cellular Proliferation. edited by F. Stohlman, Jr. Grune and
Stratton, New York

[28] Iannelli M, Milner F 2017 The basic approach to age-structured population

dynamics: models, methods and numerics. Lecture notes on mathematical
modelling in the life sciences. Springer (2017)
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