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Phase-separated liquid condensates can spatially organize and thereby regulate chemical pro-
cesses. However, the physicochemical mechanisms underlying such regulation remain elusive as the
intramolecular interactions responsible for phase separation give rise to a coupling between diffu-
sion and chemical reactions at non-dilute conditions. Here, we derive a theoretical framework that
decouples the phase separation of scaffold molecules from the reaction kinetics of diluted clients.
As a result, phase volume and client partitioning coefficients become control parameters, which
enables us to dissect the impact of phase-separated condensates on chemical reactions. We apply
this framework to two chemical processes and show how condensates affect the yield of reversible
chemical reactions and the initial rate of a simple assembly process. In both cases, we find an
optimal condensate volume at which the respective chemical reaction property is maximal. Our
work can be applied to experimentally quantify how condensed phases alter chemical processes in
systems biology and unravel the mechanisms of how biomolecular condensates regulate biochemistry

in living cells.

I. INTRODUCTION

Living cells are spatially organized by compartments
such as organelles [I] and protein-RNA condensates [2] 3].
While organelles like mitochondria are enclosed by mem-
branes, protein-RNA condensates lack a membrane and
are instead phase-separated biomolecular condensates
that coexist with the cyto- or nucleoplasm [4H7]. Both
types of compartments provide specific physicochemi-
cal environments that are required for the occurrence of
various chemical reactions and related biological func-
tions [8, [9). While membrane-bound organelles use ac-
tive membrane pumps to create such specific environ-
ments [I0HI2], phase-separated condensates differ in their
composition to the outside already at phase equilib-
rium [2] M3]. Owing to this composition difference,
reacting components partition differently between the
phases [I4HI6]. As a result, diffusion coefficients and re-
action rate coefficients are distinct to each phase [I7, [18].
The phase coexistence between a liquid condensate and
its surrounding phase was suggested to regulate various
chemical reactions in living cells and model systems in
the field of systems biology, such as protein aggregation
and phosphorylation [9] T9H23| 257 ].

However, when chemical reactions occur, they can give
rise to diffusive fluxes through the condensate interface
separating the phases of different composition [26H30].

Such diffusive fluxes affect phase coexistence, i.e., their
volumes and compositions. These changes, in turn, cre-
ate feedback on the kinetics of chemical reactions. This
mutual coupling between chemical and diffusive fluxes
makes it difficult to dissect the effects of phase-separated
condensates on chemical reactions and establish generic
underlying principles.

In biology, a terminology was established for proteins
that form biomolecular condensates in living cells [8] [31],
[32]. Such proteins were assigned to two classes: scaf-
folds or clients. The scaffold components are thought to
be the main components that “create” the condensates,
while the clients can simply “visit” the condensate by
partitioning without significantly affecting the properties
of the condensate. Clients typically participate in chem-
ical processes that are associated with biological func-
tions [8] [33] B4]. Strictly speaking, this class assignment
is, however, not possible in general due to the mutual cou-
pling between phase separation and chemical processes.

To bridge this gap, we developed a theoretical frame-
work to describe the chemical reactions of diluted clients
within phase-separated condensates. The diluted clients
interact with non-dilute scaffolds and solvents that
phase-separate into a condensate rich in scaffolds that
coexist with its surrounding scaffold-poor phase. How-
ever, consistent with the class assignment used in cell
biology, the clients cannot affect the properties of the
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FIG. 1: Schematic representation of a system with di-
lute reacting clients in the presence of a single spheri-
cal condensate. (a) The non-dilute scaffold component can
form a spherical condensate (phase I). The dilute clients (reac-
tant and product) partition between the condensed, scaffold-
rich phase and the scaffold-poor phase and undergo chemical
reactions in each phase indicated as I and II. In addition,
clients are exchanged between two phases via diffusion, main-
taining the partition equilibrium of clients. (b) Overview
of the different considered chemical processes. We study the
kinetics of each reaction with and without a condensate to de-
cipher how phase coexistence affects chemical reactions. We
distinguish between reactions that can relax toward chemical
equilibrium and reactions that are driven out of equilibrium
by the continuous supply of fuel energy, indicated by star
symbols in (a) and (b).

condensates. To illustrate the effects of condensates on
chemical processes, we consider simple but biologically
relevant chemical processes. In particular, we calculate
the yield of reversible chemical reactions and the initial
rates of a simple assembly process (see Fig. a,b)). Our
key finding is that reaction yields and initial rates can
be maximal for distinct condensate volumes. The pos-
sibility of tuning the system to this maximum suggests
the relevance of condensate size for the control of specific
chemical reactions in living cells.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK FOR
REACTING CLIENTS IN COEXISTING PHASES

In this section, we discuss a general theoretical frame-
work for chemical reactions regulated by liquid-like,
phase-separated condensates in an incompressible sys-
tem [29] B0]. This framework is derived for diluted com-
ponents that can undergo chemical reactions, which we
refer to as clients in the following. These clients are di-
luted relative to a scaffold component and the solvent.
The client volume fractions are non-zero such that chem-
ical reactions among clients can occur but are small com-

pared to the volume fractions of the scaffold and the sol-
vent. The scaffold and solvent are non-dilute and consid-
ered not to participate in the chemical reactions among
the clients; for simplicity, we neglect chemical reactions
between scaffold and solvent. The condensate is rich in
this scaffold component and labeled by I. The condensate
phase coexists with the scaffold-poor phase II. For sim-
plicity, we focus on one spherical condensate embedded
in a spherically symmetric finite system; see Fig. [2[a).
Using our framework, we will learn that clients’ kinetics
depend on the coexisting phases, while the latter remains
unaffected by the clients.

A. General theoretical framework

We consider an incompressible mixture of (N +2) com-
ponents including a non-reacting solvent (i = 0), a non-
reacting scaffold (¢ = 1) and N reacting clients. Incom-
pressibility corresponds to the case where each molecular
volume v; is constant. It implies that we can describe
the mixture’s composition by (N + 2) volume fraction
fields ¢;(x,t) with ¢ = 0,...,(N + 1), where x denotes
position and t time. Such volume fraction fields obey
oo =1— Z?Q{l i, which allows us to substitute the sol-
vent volume fraction ¢q in the following framework. The
time evolution of the volume fraction fields ¢;(x,t) of the
remaining (N + 1) components (i = 1,..., (N 4+ 1)) reads:

0ipi = =V - j; + 54, (1a)

with the diffusive fluxes using linear response [35] given
as:

Ji=— ZMikVﬂk : (1b)
k

Here, fi; is the exchange chemical potential of compo-
nent i, each calculated relative to the solvent. Moreover,
M;y. is the volume fraction-dependent, non-diagonal, and,
in general, non-symmetric mobility matrix. The non-
diagonal terms in M;; are called cross-coupling coeffi-
cients. Since the concentration of component ¢, v;¢; with
v; denoting its molecular volume, is the conjugate ther-
modynamic quantities to the exchange chemical poten-
tial fi;, the symmetric Onsager matrix is M;x/v; with
Omnsager’s reciprocal relationship M;pvy = My;v;.

The exchange chemical potentials can be expressed as
follows [30]:

fi({¢;}) = i) + kpTlog(7%({8;1)¢i) — kiV3¢i, (2)

where ji{ (T') is the exchange reference chemical potential,
7i({¢;},T) denotes the exchange activity coefficient and
T is temperature. The term proportional to log ¢; orig-
inates from the mixing entropy (Appendix . While
i@d(T) includes component-specific internal free energies
and a shift with respect to normal conditions, the ex-
change activity coefficient 7;({¢;},T) contains the inter-
actions between component ¢ and j. These exchange



activity coefficients describe how phase separation of
the scaffold component affects the chemical kinetics and
the difference to the dilute mass action law in homoge-
neous systems. Moreover, k; characterizes the free en-
ergy penalties for gradients in volume fractions ¢;, where
we have omitted cross-couplings for simplicity; see Ap-
pendix for a more detailed discussion.

The form of the mobility matrix M;; in Eq. can
be obtained by the following argument: In the dilute
limit of all components ¢ = 1, ..., (N + 1) relative to sol-
vent ¢ = 0, the diffusion matrix Dy = ), M;;0fir/0¢
inj;, =->,DaVe + M;;k;VV2¢; is independent of
composition. Thus, the mobility matrix Mj;; has to can-
cel the composition dependence arising from the entropic
contribution of the exchange chemical potential gradient,
—~T0(log ¢;)/0¢; (Eq. (2)). If we additionally aim for a
diagonal diffusion matrix without any cross-diffusion in
the dilute limit of all components i = 1,..., N + 1, i.e.,
D;; = my;kgT, we can choose the following form for the
mobility matrix [27]:

N+1 N+1
My =moigi(1—d1 — > &) + > mixio ,
i—2 i
-

Mik = *mikqbi(ybka Vi 7é ka

with m;; being mobility coefficients that obey due to
Onsager reciprocal relationship, m;pvry = mi;v;.

The general reaction scheme between the chemical
components C; can be written as

N+1 N+1

=2 =2
+

where the o7, are the stoichiometric coefficients for the
reactants and the products, respectively. Moreover, o =
1, ..., R labels the chemical reaction, and R is the total
number of chemical reactions in the system. The chem-
ical reaction rates for the reactive clients, s;, is given as
follows [30]:

R
S; = V; Z kaaiaHa ; (5&)
a=1

where 0, = 0, — 0;;, k,, is the composition-dependent
reaction rate coefficient of reaction o which can differ
between the phases I/II, v; is the molecular volume of
component ¢ and V' is the system volume. As the system
is incompressible, the chemical reactions have to conserve
volume, ie., Y .s; = 0 implying that ), oo = 0 for
each chemical reaction a. Moreover, H, is the reaction
force which can be expressed as follows:

N+1 20~ 2 T
i AR — KRV _
Hoz = I | l:exp <M NZBT >’Yi¢i:|

i:;H ~ (5b)
H [L? + iy — Iﬁiv2¢i _ o

- €xXp inT Yi®i .
i=2 B

Here, the first terms correspond to the gain contributions
for the products, while the second terms are the product’s
loss terms. Moreover, ﬂ% denotes a fuel energy supply
that maintains the system away from equilibrium. This
can be achieved by differing /liE, between the phases I/11.
Such a case could be realized by chemostats for fuel com-
ponents and their waste to which the fuel turns over; see
Ref. [30] for a more detailed discussion. Without fuel en-

ergy supply (ﬂ% = 0) and when the system is at phase

equilibrium (zz! = fil'), the reaction force Hy™ is phase-
independent [29].

B. Theoretical framework for diluted clients
1. Continuum description

When all clients ¢ = 2,..., (N + 1) are diluted relative
to the solvent (i = 0) and scaffold (¢ = 1) components,
their exchange activity coefficients, defined in Eq. ,
approach constant values for small client volume frac-
tions. Such values solely depend on the scaffold equilib-
rium volume fraction ¢; but not on the volume fraction
of other clients {¢;}. For a mean-field free energy in-
cluding a mixing entropy and interactions up to second
order in volume fractions (Eq. (A3])), the exchange activ-
ity coefficients defined via Eq. (2)) read for diluted clients
(derivation see Appendix [A]):

5 = ﬁ exp {mqﬁ()(u — Xo0i — Xm)} . (6)

where r; = v;/1y denotes the ratio of the i-th compo-
nent’s molecule volume v; relative to the solvent molecu-
lar volume vy. Moreover, the strength of molecular inter-
actions among the components is characterized by inter-
action parameters, i.e., between scaffold and solvent xo1,
scaffold with clients x1;, and solvent with clients xo;. The
client-client interactions do not appear in Eq. @ since
clients are dilute with respect to solvent and scaffold.
When in addition, the volume fraction of the scaffold be-
comes small (¢; — 0 in Eq. @), all exchange activity
coefficients of clients approach unity. Note that Eq. @
is also valid when considering free energies beyond mean-
field with interaction terms beyond second order in vol-
ume fractions. The reason is that it already captures the
leading order coupling between clients with scaffold and
solvent components (see Appendix [Al).

For diluted clients in a system with non-dilute scaf-
fold and solvent, Zivz'gl i << ¢1, cross-couplings between
clients and scaffolds/solvent vanish (My; = 0,7 > 1),
and the cross-couplings between clients are negligible
(M;; = 0,4,j > 1). Thus, the mobility matrix (Eq. (3))



becomes for diluted clients (¢ > 1):

My = mo1d1(1 — 1), (7a)
My; =0, (7b)
M = moidi(1 — ¢1) +miidigr (7c)
M;1 =0, (7d)
M =0, i#j>1. (7e)

Using Eq. , the time evolution of the scaffold volume
fraction follows a Cahn-Hilliard equation for a binary
mixture [36]:

D = V- [mmqsl(l - ¢1)(kBT ((;1 + %ggi) Vér

- nlvv%lﬂ : (8)

The kinetic equations for the clients i = 2, ..., (N +1) are
given by:

Orpi = =V -j; +si({65}) (9a)

with the reaction rate s;({¢;}) and the client flux

Ji = —vi(¢1,Vé1)di — Di(p1)V; . (9b)

We have neglected the contribution to the client flux
kiVV2¢; as the spatial transport of clients is well-
captured by the leading order diffusive flux that is pro-
portional to V¢;; see Appendix [B] for more details.

Due to phase separation between scaffold components
and solvent, clients are effectively subject to a drift ve-
locity v;(¢1, V). This effective drift arises from cross-
diffusion where clients are driven by gradients in scaffold
components, Vo [27]. Moreover, clients diffuse with dif-
fusion coefficients D;(¢1) that is set by the local scaffold
volume fraction (derivation see Appendix :

vi(¢1,Vor1) = Di(¢>1)% g;i Vo, (9¢c)
Di(¢1) = kT |moi(1 — ¢1) + m1i¢1| . (9d)

The effective drift velocities v; depend on the local diffu-
sion coefficients D;(¢1) highlighting once more their ori-
gin in cross-diffusion. The effective drift velocities also
depend on the thermodynamic parameters such as molec-
ular volumes v;, encoded in r; = v;/vp, and the interac-
tion parameters xi1; and xo;. These dependencies come
from the activity coefficients in Eq. via:

1 0% T

- = 7i(X1i — Xoi — Xo1) + 7 - 10
i 8¢1 z( 1z 7 1) (1 — ¢1) ( )

Note that the limit ¢; — 1 does not lead to a diver-

gence of the drift velocity because the system becomes

homogeneous and V¢, vanishes.

Our derivation shows that the time-dependent spatial
profiles of the scaffold ¢;(x,t) determine a spatiotem-
poral environment for clients undergoing diffusion and
chemical reactions. Note that the chemical reaction rates
s; for diluted clients are given by Eq. with the ex-
change activity coefficients 7; shown in Eq. that
solely depend on the scaffold volume fraction. The term
k;V2¢; in the reaction force H, can be neglected as it
solely creates a positive up-shift of the diffusion coeffi-
cient (to lowest order when expanding the exponential in
Eq. )

A key hallmark of the chemical kinetics in a mixture
that is composed of the scaffold, solvent, and diluted
clients is that the scaffold volume fraction evolves ac-
cording to Eq. completely independent of the client
volume fraction. In other words, the clients do not af-
fect the phase separation between the scaffold compo-
nent and solvent. However, the dynamic equations @D for
the clients depend on the scaffold volume fraction. Once
the scaffold volume fraction has settled in a stationary
state (0;¢1 = 0 in Eq. ), it exhibits a sigmoidal profile
with the plateaus equal to the scaffold volume fractions
at phase equilibrium ngIl/ H; see Fig. b). The respec-
tive plateau values determine the kinetic coefficients of
clients, such as reaction rate coefficients and diffusivi-
ties, in phase I and II. For a radially symmetric system
with the radial position 7, this stationary profile is ap-
proximately given as [26]

) = 5 (6 + o) — 6 — o) tamh (( — B)/N™)
()

where the interface width is

int K
= . 12
A \/(Xm —2)kpTvor; (12)

For simplicity, we considered the limit A" < R, allowing
us to neglect the effects related to the Laplace pressure
and the curvature of the condensate [36].

2. Stationary scaffold in thin interface model

Here, we discuss an approximation of the continuous
model for a scaffold volume fraction profile that is sta-
tionary (0;¢1 = 0 in Eq. ) with an interface width
that is thin compared to the scaffold-rich and poor bulk
phases, respectively, i.e., A" /R — 0. In this limit, the
continuous profile given by Eq. becomes a step pro-
file that jumps at the interface (Fig. 2(b); [37]). Sta-
tionarity of the scaffold profile that is independent of the
dilute clients implies that ¢; is constant in each phase.
Thus, the effective drift velocity v;(¢1, V1) and higher
order contributions to the client flux, VV2¢1, vanish in
Eq. . In the following, we consider a single, spher-
ical condensate of radius R in a radially symmetrical,
spherical domain of diameter 2L (r = (7,0, ¢) denote the
spherical coordinates).
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FIG. 2: Schematic representation of the system to
study how phase coexistence affects chemical reac-
tions of dilute clients. (a) We consider a spherical, conden-
sate of radius R, which is rich in scaffold components (phase I)
coexisting with a scaffold-poor phase (phase II). The system
is also spherical with radius L. (b) Stationary spatial profiles
of the scaffold ¢1(r) in the dilute limit of clients; continuum
model (grey dotted) and thin interface model (solid orange).

Away from the interface and for a stationary scaffold
profile ¢1(7), the dynamical equation for the dilute re-
acting clients in both phases I/II correspond to reaction-
diffusion equations:

8u;(rt) = DYIN26,(r 1) + s/ ({6;(r, 1)), (13)

where index ¢ = 2,...,(IN + 1), represents the individ-
ual clients in the system. Here, phase I is located
in 0 < r < R, while phase II extends in the range,
R < r < L. Moreover, sg/ " are the chemical reaction
rates for the i-th client, which is given in Eq. with re-
action rate coefficients k:Ia/ T and fuel energy supply [L?I/ 1
being phase-dependent. Note that Eq. is obtained
without expanding around the phase equilibrium volume
fractions [26], B0]. Client diffusion following Fick’s law
combined with, in general, non-linear chemical reaction
rates is a consequence of clients being diluted with re-
spect to the phase-separated scaffold and solvent com-
ponents. Furthermore, since the scaffold volume fraction

11/ g homogeneous in each phase, the diffusion coeffi-
cients of clients are constants that solely differ among the

phases:

11 kT mol‘(l — ¢){) + m11¢{> forO0<r<R,
Di =
kT m()i(l — d){l) + m1i¢111) forR<r< L.

(13b)

Note that the client diffusion constants Df* are indepen-
dent of client concentrations. Thus, they remain constant
during the chemical reaction kinetics of the clients, while
client profiles vary in time and space.

The reaction-diffusion equations of each component i
(Eq. ) are coupled via the boundary conditions at
the interface. At the interface r = R and the system

boundary r = L (Fig. [J[a)), we can write the following
boundary conditions for the clients’ dynamic Eq. (13al):

e Volume conservation of clients across the interface
implies that the radial fluxes across the interface,
e, J;, inside (r = R_) and outside (r = Ry ) of the
interface are equal,

€r 'ji|r:R_ = €y 'ji|r:R+ ) (13C)
where j; = —e, D{0,¢, is the flux and e, denotes
the radial unit vector.

e Local phase equilibrium at the interface leads to
client volume fractions inside and outside of the
interface that satisfy the partition coeflicient,

_ ¢i|r:R,

P = .
¢i|r=R+

(13d)

For diluted clients, the partition coefficients are
constant and are determined by the interaction
strength of clients with scaffold and solvent com-
ponents, as well as the volume fraction difference
of scaffold between inside and outside.

e For a system boundary at r = L that is imper-
meable for the clients, the diffusive flux of clients
vanishes:

erJilr=r =0. (13e)

e In the center of the spherical condensate at r = 0,
the flux has to vanish for each client:

€, 'ji|T:0 =0. (13f)

A solution of the volume fraction profile of a client
at different time points is shown in Fig. [ffa), where the
jump at the interface is set by its partition coefficient.
The details of the considered chemical processes are dis-
cussed in Sect. [TIl

8. Model at phase equilibrium

In this section, we discuss the case when clients dif-
fuse fast compared to their reaction, i.e., the reaction
rate coefficients corresponding to the linearized reaction
rates are small compared to the system’s slowest diffu-
sion rates, DZI-/ 1 /L. In this case, the phases are homoge-
neous and at phase equilibrium with respect to each other
at all times during the chemical kinetics. This limiting
case reduces the mathematical complexity of the theo-
retical description significantly, and chemical kinetics is
governed by ordinary differential equations [29] [38], [39],
similar to the classical mass action law kinetics in homo-
geneous systems.



At phase equilibrium, the client volume fractions (bi/ 1
in each phase I/II are homogeneous and satisfy the par-
tition coefficient,

o
:QTIZI'

Using the exchange chemical potential (Eq. ), the par-
titioning coefficients can be expressed at phase equilib-
rium in terms of exchange activity coefficients, P; =
A1 /4L For the discussed case of diluted clients (Eq. (6)),
the client partitioning coefficients are constants and,
thus, control parameters.

At phase equilibrium, the volume fractions of the
clients in the two phases I and II,

P; (14)

$i(t) = PiGi di(t) (15a)
& (1) = G di(t) (15b)

where
G(PL, VY = ! (15¢)

1+ (P -1)%

is the partitioning degree. The volume fractions of the
clients in the two phases can be expressed in terms of the
average client volume fraction as

_ '

6ilt) = 3 (vlcz%(t) + V”as?(t)) o (16)

where VTl denotes the respective phase volumes, and
V = VI + V' is the total volume. At phase equilibrium,
the phase volume V! = V(¢1 — ¢!1) /(¢! — ¢!1) is constant
and set by the average scaffold volume fraction, ¢;. Thus,
for the client dynamics, V1 is a control parameter.

The chemical reactions among clients change the aver-
age volume fractions of clients in time:

d - _
S 0it) = si{e;()}) (17)
where 5;(t) = (V'sl 4+ Vi) /V are the average chem-
ical reaction rates with the phase-dependent reaction
rates sg/H given in Eq. (§). Note that ¢£/II in si/I_I can
be substituted by the average volume fractions {¢;(t)}
using Egs. (15]). Thus the average reaction rates s; solely
depend on the average volume fractions {¢;(t)}.
Equation governs the chemical reaction of client
i at phase equilibrium. Compared to the thin interface
model (Sect. , the chemical kinetics is governed
by ordinary differential equations, and the diffusion co-
efficients no longer determine the dynamics of the client
volume fractions. The remaining parameters at phase

equilibrium are the reaction rate coeflicients ké/ H, the

fuel energies ﬂlkfn, the partition coefficients P;, and the

phase volumes V. Note that Eq. can describe

chemical kinetics maintained away from chemical equi-

librium by fuel energy [LIP{H.

III. APPLICATION OF THEORETICAL
FRAMEWORK

In the following two sections, we apply the theoreti-
cal framework discussed in Sect. [[] to reacting diluted
clients in two coexisting scaffold-rich and poor phases to
two different types of chemical reactions (see Fig. b)
for an overview). We determine the quantities relevant
for each chemical kinetics, such as stationary yields and
initial rates. We compare such quantities with and with-
out condensates and distinguish systems that are main-
tained away from chemical equilibrium by the fuel en-

ergy [L;/H and that can relax toward chemical equilibrium
~1/T1
(g =0).

In Sect. [[ITA] we ask how coexisting phases alter the
stationary states of reversible chemical reactions, while
in Sect. [[ITB] we analyze the effects of coexisting phases
on initial rates of irreversible assembly processes. To il-
lustrate the effects of coexisting phases on chemical reac-
tions, we focus on a single scaffold-rich condensate phase
of radius R that is located in the center of a finite spher-
ical symmetric container of radius L (Fig. 2f(a)).

A. Reversible chemical reactions controlled by a
scaffold-rich condensate

Here, we study reversible two state transitions between
g deactivated reactants A; (substrate) and the activated
product B with the reaction scheme

g ﬂI/II
Z A ———— B. (18)
spontaneous
i=1
Here, [L%H is the fuel energy that maintains the for-

ward reaction continuously away from chemical equi-
librium, while the backward reaction can relax sponta-
neously toward chemical equilibrium. Maintaining away
from chemical equilibrium is realized by considering dif-
ferent values of the fuel energy /]IF/H in each of the phases.
Special cases of the reaction scheme are the uni-
molecular reaction for g = 1 and the bi-molecular reac-
tion for g = 2. For simplicity, we consider a single prod-
uct. Below, we will discuss and compare the results ob-
tained for bi-molecular reactions (Fig.[3]) to uni-molecular
(Fig. [).

The bi-molecular reaction (¢ = 2) has two conserved
quantities, which we choose as ¥ = (¢4, + ¢4, + ¢5)
and ¥y = (¢4, — ¢a,). In our work, we consider in-
compressible systems and thereby restrict ourselves to
volume-conserving chemical reactions, requiring that the
chemical reaction rates obey:

/11 1/11
sA/l = 5142 , (19a)
si‘/ln + SIA/;I = —SIB/H . (19b)
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FIG. 3: Condensates strongly affect the steady state of bi-molecular reactions (A: + A2 = B). (a) Spatiotemporal
profiles of the product component, ¢5(r,t), relative to the conserved quantity 11 = (¢4, +da, +é5). The system initialized at
phase equilibrium (light gray) approaches a non-equilibrium steady state (blue, fix/kgT = 5). Dark gray depicts the profile at
an intermediate time ¢ = 1. Time is rescaled by t — ¢ k!, where k! is the reaction rate coefficient in phase I defined in Eq. ‘
(b) The spatial volume fraction profiles of the product at steady state for finite diffusivity values. When chemical reactions
are maintained away from equilibrium (solid, ik /kBT = 5), the profiles are spatially heterogeneous, while product volume
fractions are at thermodynamic equilibrium (dashed blue line, jix/kpT = 0). (c,d) The yield ) relative to the case without
condensate is maximal at a finite volume V'*. The maximal yield )" increases with increasing fuel energy supply i and the
faster diffusion compared to the chemical reactions (D; — o). (e,f) The maximal yield Y* increases when more substrate
partitions into the condensate and the faster the reactions are in the scaffold-rich condensate compared to the scaffold-poor
phase (ku/kI < 1). In this limit, the corresponding condensate volume decreases.

at the interface (Eq. (I3d))) but not necessarily inside the
phases.

Using the thin interface model for step-like and station-
ary scaffold profile, we numerically calculated the volume
fraction profiles of the activated product ¢ (r,t). The re-

i . i, . sults are shown in Fig. (a,b') for g = 2 and ir} Fig. a7b')
s =k MZZ 1 _exp T (Y5¢5)" (20)  for g = 1. We could also derive analytic solutions for uni-
VA B molecular reactions (g = 1); see Appendix D] for details.

_ _ ~1/11 U . .
'“?41 + M?qz + g ~ 111~ 111 Imt.lz?hz.mg the concen.tratlo.ns in ea.ch ph.ase at pha.se

+ exp (Va1 ¢a,) " (Fa,04,) > equilibrium, the chemical kinetics gives rise to spatial

kT . . .
gradients in each phase over time. For systems that are

o . e 111
where molecular volumes obey v4, /vg = 1/2 for i = 1,2 maintained away from chemical equilibrium (f P{ #0),
and k"' denote the reaction rate coefficients in phase  gradients in the phases and, thereby, fluxes between the

I and II. Moreover, ,—YJ/H are the constant exchange ac- phases persist in the non-equilibrium steady state.

tivity coefficients of the clients A; and B, which de-

For diluted clients A; (substrates) and B (product) at
phase equilibrium and for g = 2, the chemical reaction
rate of the product B reads

pends on the constant scaffold volume fraction Qﬁ/ T in

the respective phases. Note that at phase equilibrium 1. Condensates and non-equilibrium driving strongly
(Sect. , the activity coefficients of the two phases enhance the yield of reversible reactions

are coupled to each other via the partitioning coeflicients

P, = /51 (i = Ay, A, B) that are independent of To characterize the effects of phase-separated conden-

client volume fraction for diluted clients. In the case of  sates on chemical kinetics, we consider the yield at steady
the thin interface model (Sect. [[IB2]), the position and state (t — o0o) of the average volume fraction of the ac-
time-dependent client fields ¢;(r,t) satisfy partitioning tivated product, ¢p(co0). We define the relative yield as



the ratio of the yield in the presence of a condensate of
volume V! to the yield without a condensate (V! = 0):

¢5(00)|vi—g

The average volume fraction of each diluted client ¢;(occ)
at steady state is given by Eq. at phase equilib-
rium, and for the thin interface and continuum model,
it is given by ¢;(c0) = V"4 fOL drr?¢;(r,00) and V =
(4/3)mL? (Fig.[2(a)). In summary, the relative yield char-
acterizes how much the compartment volume V!, which
is controlled by the amount of scaffold ¢, regulates the
steady-state volume fraction of the product.

We find that for the passive case (,&%H = 0) and the

case with fuel energy supply (ugn # 0), the relative
yield Y can increase due to the presence of a phase-
separated condensate, i.e., J > 1; see Fig. c). An
exception is the uni-molecular reaction (g = 1), where )
monotonously decreases with increasing condensate vol-
ume for ﬂlF/H = 0 (dashed line in Fig. c)) The in-
crease of the relative yield depends on the value of fuel
energy jfir > 0. While the yield for passive systems with
bi-molecular reactions increases only weakly by having
a condensate (black dashed line in Fig. [3c)), chemical
reactions maintained away from equilibrium give rise to
a significantly more pronounced increase of the relative
yield Y. Specifically, the yield can increase by 100-fold
already for a fuel energy supply inside the condensate
fL (i = 0) that is a few kgT. For example, such an
amount of free energy can be provided by the hydrolysis
of ATP [40].

2. Mazimal yield in reversible reactions mediated by
condensates

A hallmark feature of our framework where clients are
diluted relative to scaffold and solvent components is that
the condensate volume V' is a control parameter. This
means that V! can be varied without being altered by
the clients’ chemical kinetics. Most importantly, we ex-
pect that the chemical kinetics of clients is affected when
varying the condensate volumes V!. When increasing
V! we find a maximum in the relative yield (Fig. (c,d)
and Fig. c,d)). The yield maximum Y* corresponds
to a specific optimal condensate volume V'* at which
V'(VH|y1« = 0. The existence of such a maximum re-
quires that the slope of the yield is positive at VI = 0,
and negative when the condensate volume is equal to the
system volume, V! = V. These conditions are sufficient
for a uni-molecular reaction (¢ = 1) and a bi-molecular
reaction (g = 2) since there is at most one maximum in
the interval (0,V!/V). The conditions for both cases are
given in the Appendix, Sect. and

For passive (i}, = 0), uni-molecular (g = 1) reactions
(see Fig. [4(c)), we find that there cannot be any maxi-
mum in yield. The yield monotonously increases or de-
creases with condensate volume V!, The reason for this
behavior is related to the linearity of the uni-molecular
reactions among diluted clients. Although partitioning
of a reactant from one to the other phase can alter the
chemical kinetics in each phase, there is no effect on the
kinetics of the average composition and thereby on the
relative yield (Eq. (21))). This is because the average
compositions are proportional to the volume-weighted re-
action rate coefficient, (Vk! + VUE)/V| that changes
monotonously with condensate volume V.

A maximum exists when uni-molecular (¢ = 1) re-
actions are maintained away from equilibrium (ﬂ} #0
in Fig. [4(c)), or when considering bi-molecular reactions
(9 = 2) (Fig. Blc)). In both cases, a non-linear volume
dependence is introduced, giving rise to two competing
effects that lead to a maximum in the yield as a function
of condensate volume. To understand this competition,
we discuss the effects of introducing a small scaffold-rich
condensate of volume V! /V < 1. To obtain a maximum
in the relative yield, the tiny condensate has to promote
the formation of product B for which we evaluate the
yield Y (Eq. ) Product formation is promoted by
a condensate when the reaction rate coefficients satisfy
E'/E' > 1. Thus, increasing condensate volume also
increases the product yield in the entire system. How-
ever, increasing condensate volume V! further toward
V! /V =1 leads to a decrease in the relative yield Y at
some point. This decrease in ) results from a decrease
in the rate of product formation sp due to a generic di-
lution effect inside the condensates when increasing the
condensate volume V! from a tiny volume to the vol-
ume of the system V. Dilution arises from a decrease
in substrate volume fraction inside the condensate from
Pa,dpa, — ¢a, for VI/V — 1. This effect is character-
ized by the partitioning degree (Eq. ) that decreases
from 1 to P;jl at VIV = 1.

We further observe that the relative yield ) is most
pronounced in the limit when client diffusion rates are
fast compared to reaction rate coefficients among clients
(Fig.[3[(d) and Fig.[#{d)). This case corresponds to clients
being at phase equilibrium during the reaction kinetics
and is well-fulfilled when the system size is smaller than
the reaction length scales (see Sect. for a more detailed
discussion). The reason why the yield is largest at phase
equilibrium can be understood by considering the oppo-
site limit, i.e., when client reactions become fast com-
pared to diffusion of clients (black solid line in Fig. [3[(d)
and Fig.[4{d)). In this case, there are still two phases with
different reaction rate coefficients k' and k' because the
scaffold component is phase-separated, providing distinct
domains for chemical reactions. However, as clients dif-
fuse slowly compared to their reactions, the bulk phases
cannot follow the relative partitioning at the interface.
Thus, introducing a condensate is of no benefit except
for the differences in the reaction rate coefficients. This
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FIG. 4: Condensates affect the steady-state turnover of uni-molecular reactions (A4; = B). (a) Spatiotemporal
profile of the product component, ¢g, relative to the conserved quantity, ¥» = (¢a, + ¢5). The system initialized at phase
equilibrium (light gray) approaches a non-equilibrium steady state (blue, fi%/kpT = 5). Dark gray depicts the profile at an
intermediate time ¢t = 0.075, where time is rescaled by ¢t — t k' with k' being the reaction rate coefficient in phase I. (b)
The spatial volume fraction profiles of the clients at steady state for a finite diffusivity value, Dg = 0.01. When chemical
reactions are maintained away from equilibrium (solid, ji%/kgT = 5), the profiles are spatially heterogeneous, while client
volume fractions are homogeneous at thermodynamic equilibrium (dashed, fi%/ksT = 0). (c,d) The yield Y relative to the
case without condensate is maximal at a finite volume V*. The maximal yield J* increases with increasing fuel energy supply
ji%> and the faster diffusivity (black dotted) compared to the chemical reactions. Importantly, there is no maximum for the
passive case corresponding to iy, = 0 for uni-molecular reactions (black dashed in (c)) and the limit of no diffusivity (black
solid in (d)). (e,f) The maximal yield Y* increases when less substrate A; partitions and the larger the reaction rate coefficient
in the condensate relative to the scaffold-poor phase, kH/kI < 1. The condensate volume corresponding to maximal yield gets
smaller for decreasing k™ /k! and partition coefficient Pa,.

B. Assembly processes controlled by a scaffold-rich
condensate

can only lead to a monotonous increase in yield with
condensate volume (for k' > k'!). Consistently, yields
become equal in both limits V!1/V = 0,1 since there is
no partitioning when there is no condensate or when it
occupies the full system volume V. Our studies show
that tiny condensates are optimal bioreactors. The vol-
ume corresponding to maximal yield, V1* decreases and
value of the maximal yield ) increases when condensates
favor more the formation of the product (k"/k! — 0 in
Fig. e,f) and @(e,f)). We also find that the larger the
partitioning coefficients of the substrate A;, the smaller
the volume at maximal yield, V*. Both trends support
the idea that biomolecular condensates in living cells,
which are usually much smaller than the system vol-
ume, can have significant effects on the yield of reversible
chemical reactions that are maintained away from chem-
ical equilibrium.

In this section, we use the framework developed in
Sec. [IT] to study a simple model for the assembly of
monomers to a nucleus composed of many monomers.
Such a process is abundant in living cells. Examples are
the polymerization of biofilaments and the aberrant ag-
gregation of misfolded proteins. Condensates were sug-
gested to control the formation of such nuclei. Here,
we study how the initial assembly rate of nucleus for-
mation is affected by a condensate of volume V. We
distinguish between a reversible assembly process that
can relax towards thermodynamic equilibrium and that
is maintained away by the fuel energy pp. We choose
the internal energy of the nucleating components higher
such that the backward pathway of the assembly process
is suppressed. In particular, at early times, this pathway
is negligible. We only include this pathway to obtain
a stationary state at long times that is consistent with
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FIG. 5: Condensates can speed up assembly processes. The temporal evolution of the average volume fraction of the
monomer A is shown for different assembly reaction orders, (a) n = 2 and (b) n = 3, for passive systems (ji%» = 0) and
assembly processes promoted by a fuel energy supply (fi% # 0) (dashed and solid lines respectively). Gray lines indicate the
initial decay of components A, ¢ (t) =t ¢a(t = 0). The initial rate ¢4 (t = 0) is analyzed in more detail in the following figure
panels. For both plots a and b, V! = 0.008 V. Time is rescaled by t — t k', where k! is the reaction rate coefficient in phase I
defined in Eq. (23). (c) The relative initial rate of assembly R (Eq. (24))) exhibits a maximum with condensate volume V', for
n = 2 and n = 3. The maximum results from a competition between the condensate-mediated promotion of assembly and a
dilution effect for very large condensate volumes; see Sect. for details. (d) Acceleration of the assembly process is most
pronounced at phase equilibrium (dotted line) where diffusion rates are fast compared to reaction rate coefficients. This is
evident in the slope of ¢4 (t) at early times t. (e) The condensate volume corresponding to maximal assembly rates decreases
for larger partitioning of the monomer, P4, while the ratio of reaction rate coefficients, k! / k!, has almost no impact. The
assembly reaction order in (e) and (f) is n = 2. (f) The maximum amplification in assembly rates increases with decreasing
ratio of reaction rate coefficients, k' /k'. Partitioning of monomers in the condensate phase doesn’t necessarily imply a higher
value of R.

where due to incompressibility the fraction of molecular

thermodynamics, i.e., a state with a non-vanishing vol-
ume fraction of assembly-prone monomers.

In this simple model for an assembly process, n iden-
tical monomeric components A reversibly form a nucleus
A,, composed of n monomers, where n is the assembly
reaction order. The corresponding reaction scheme is:
/11

I

nA A, (22)

suppressed
where [LE,/H is the phase-dependent fuel energy maintain-
ing the assembly process away from equilibrium. At
phase equilibrium, the corresponding chemical reaction
rates are

190 S ¥4 ¥
Sy = —Sa,
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volumes, v4, /va, is chosen to be equal to the assembly
reaction order n. The conserved quantity of this assembly
process is 1) = (¢4 + da,). Using Eq. in Eq. ,
we proceed to solve the system numerically. As initial
condition, we use ¢4, (t) = 0.012).

1. Condensates and non-equilibrium driving can strongly
accelerate assembly processes

To characterize the effects of phase-separated conden-
sates on the formation of assemblies, we consider the
initial (at time ¢ = 0) assembly rate of the monomeric
component A relative to the case without condensates

(VI =0):

R $4(0)

04l 24
$4(0)|vi—o 2



where - = d/dt denotes time derivative. We compare
initial assembly rates for different assembly reaction or-
ders n = 2 and n = 3, respectively. We find that the
initial rate of assembly increases with assembly reaction
order n (Fig. [ffa,b,c)). This trend applies to the case
with and without condensates. We can calculate the dy-
namics of the monomer volume fraction for intermediate
time scales, i.e., for timescales when a significant frac-
tion of monomers have assembled but the system has not
yet reached the stationary state. We find that such in-
termediate times the monomer volume fraction decays
algebraically, i.e., ¢4 (t) o< /(1= where the exponent
of the power-law is set by the assembly coefficient (inset
of Fig. a,b); details see Appendix. .

A key finding is that the presence of a fuel energy
supply jil. strongly accelerates the assembly process; see
Figs. a,b,d). To show this, we distinguish the case when
assembly is maintained away from equilibrium (fl # 0)
and when assembly occurs in a passive system (il = 0).
Since the backward pathway is suppressed, in particular
at early times, the acceleration of assembly is a result
of an effective increase of the monomer chemical poten-
tial by the fuel energy fil, inside the condensates. These
effects are most pronounced when diffusion is fast com-
pared to the assembly process (Fig. d))

2. Mazimal acceleration of assembly processes mediated by
condensates

The acceleration of the assembly rate depends on con-
densate volume (Fig. [§|(c)). The acceleration relative to
the case without condensate is maximal at a specific, op-
timal volume V1*. At this volume, the relative increase
in assembly rate can be significant compared to the case
without condensates. This acceleration can be amplified
even further to more than a hundredfold if the system is
maintained away from equilibrium (it > 0).

The condensate volume at which the assembly rate is
maximal, V1*, and the corresponding assembly rate R*
depend on the relative assembly rate constants k' /£ and
the partition coefficient of the monomers P4 (Fig.[5{e.f)).
We find that the optimal volume V'* is mostly deter-
mined by monomer partitioning P4 and that V'* de-
creases with increasing P4. The maximal assembly rate
R* is however strongly affected by both P4 and k™ /KL, Tt
is larger the higher the assembly rate constant inside, k',
compared to outside, £, and the smaller the partition
coefficient of monomers Pjy.

IV. CONCLUSION

Unraveling the physicochemical principles of how con-
densates regulate chemical processes is challenging due to
the interplay between chemical reactions and phase sep-
aration. To dissect the effects of condensates on chem-
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ical kinetics, we developed a general theoretical frame-
work for diluted clients undergoing chemical reactions in
a phase-separated environment where scaffold and sol-
vent components form a condensate. We derived the
equations governing chemical kinetics for diluted clients
and showed that they undergo chemical reactions in a
spatially heterogeneous environment determined by the
phase-separated scaffold component. This environment
gives rise to an effective drift that originates from cross-
diffusion. This drift drives the diffusive exchange through
the condensate interface while the clients follow reaction-
diffusion kinetics with phase-dependent transport coeffi-
cients. In the thin interface limit, the drift gives rise
to distinct boundary conditions at the condensate inter-
face. These boundary conditions entail the effects of how
a condensate affects chemical kinetics.

We illustrate the effects of a condensate on chemi-
cal processes by considering two examples, namely a re-
versible reaction between a substrate and product and
an assembly process from a substrate to a product. We
determined the product yield for the reversible reactions
and initial rates for the assembly process. A key finding is
that both quantities can be maximal at a specific conden-
sate volume. This maximum results from a competition
of the condensate promoting the formation of products
and a dilution effect of the substrate inside the conden-
sate. We also found that when diffusion is fast compared
to chemical processes (i.e., the system is at phase equi-
librium) and when maintaining chemical processes away
from chemical equilibrium, the effects of condensates on
chemical kinetics can be amplified significantly.

Regulating yields and initial speeds of chemical pro-
cesses is key in biological systems. For example, cells
have to silence expression upon stress [4I] or control
the formation of biofilaments [42] and aberrant aggre-
gates [43]. From a physical chemistry perspective, con-
densates have a great propensity to provide switch-like
mechanisms between regimes strongly differing in the
properties of chemical processes. This switch can for
example be achieved by cycles of condensate formation
and dissolution. In particular, since chemical processes in
cells are maintained away from equilibrium, such switches
can be extraordinarily pronounced, according to our the-
oretical studies.

Condensate-mediated switches may have also played
an important role in the molecular origin of life. The non-
dilute environments leading to condensed phases should
have been abundant at Early Earth, as non-dilute con-
ditions can be easily created through drying [44H46] or
freezing processes [47]. In particular, in the presence of
cycles (temperature, salt, etc.), switching the speed of
chemical processes could have provided selection mecha-
nisms for specific molecules that are based on the physical
non-equilibrium conditions [48§].

Future applications of our theoretical framework might
address questions in systems with extremely many com-
ponents, such as mixtures composed of DNA and RNA
differing in their sequences [49]. In such systems, most



sequences are diluted enabling to describe the reaction
kinetics among sequences as diluted clients. Moreover,
our framework could be used to systematically study
the Turing patterns [50, [61] in systems with coexisting
phases [52].
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Appendix A: Diluted clients in a phase-separated
system

In this section, we derive the conditions for phase equi-
librium for a mixture composed of non-dilute scaffold
and solvent components, and diluted clients that undergo
chemical reactions. Conceptionally, it is key to define the
meaning of client components being diluted in a chemi-
cally reactive mixture.

1. Thermodynamics and phase equilibrium of a
(N + 2)-component mixture

Due to the incompressibility condition Zij\sgl i = 1,

the (N + 2)-component mixture can be described by
(N + 2) volume fractions ¢;, whereby ¢ = 0 denotes the
solvent, ¢ = 1 denotes the scaffold, and i = 2, ..., (N + 1)
label the N dilute clients components. The solvent
volume fraction can be substituted by the relationship,
do=1-— Zf\’;;l i, leading to (N + 1) independent vol-
ume fractions. The thermodynamics of this (N + 2)-
component mixture is governed by the Helmholtz free
energy density of the form:

N+1 R
f=fot+ Y 5V Vo,

i,7=0

(A1)
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where fj is the homogeneous Helmholtz free energy den-
sity that solely depends on the volume fractions of all
components, ¢;. The term &;; in Eq. character-
izes the free energy costs due to gradients in volume
fractions. For simplicity, we neglect cross couplings,
ie., Ry; = 0 for ¢ # j, using K;; = 0;5k;. Note that
the free energy costs k; also contribute to the chemi-
cal reaction rates s; (Eq. (5))). However, since x; > 0,
this contribution solely shifts up the diffusion coefficient
D; = M;; Y, 0pi/0¢; — D; + k4, and can thus be ne-
glected in the following.

Phase equilibrium between two homogeneous phases I
and IT in the (N + 2)-component mixture are governed
by the balance of the exchange chemical potentials ﬂi/ 1
and the osmotic pressures II'/IT between the phases:

mi({5}) = ({85 ]) (A2a)
m =1 + %7 : (A2b)

The homogeneity of phases implies that the gradient-free
energy cost vanishes and thus the exchange chemical po-
tential can be calculated via fi; = 1;0fy/0¢;, and the
osmotic pressure is given by II = —fy + Zf\:{l difli | Vi.
Here, v; is the molecular volume of component ¢. The re-
placement of the solvent volume fraction implies (N + 1)
balance equations for the exchange chemical potentials
fi; with i = 1,...,(N + 1) (Eq. (A24)). Moreover, the
exchange chemical potential measures the chemical po-
tentials relative to the solvent component, ¢ = 0. The
volume of phase I is set by the average volume fractions
¢; by the relationship VI/V = (¢; — #!1) / (¢} — #11), with
VIV =1 - V1)V, where V is the system volume.

To illustrate the implications when NN reacting clients
are diluted, we consider the following mean-field, homo-
geneous free energy density of the form:

knT N+1¢ N+1 X N+1

B i ij

== [Z log(é) + D 2J¢i¢j+2wi¢i],
i=0 i,j=0 i=0

(A3)
where 1; = v; /1 is the fraction of molecular volumes v;.
Moreover, the first term represents the entropic contri-
bution of all components. The second term describes the
mutual interactions among all components with pair-wise
interaction parameter, x;;. The homogeneous free energy
density fy does not depend on the solvent volume fraction
¢p due to ¢g =1 — Zf\gl .- Note that ¢y has not been
explicitly replaced in Eq. for presentation purposes.
We remark that our framework for diluted and reacting
clients is also valid for free energies that take into ac-
count interactions beyond mean-field; the mean-field free
energy above is only chosen for simplicity.

Using Eq. , the exchange chemical potentials read

v;0fo/0¢; = kpT [1 — 1 + 1i(w; — wo + Xoi)]
+ kpT log(¥:¢:) -

(A4)



Moreover, the exchange activity coefficients have the fol-
lowing form:

) N+1
5 = NI P Z ri(Xij — Xoi — X0j)®P;
(=250 &) j=1

(A5)
Comparing the two relationships above with the general
form of the exchange chemical potential Eq. , noting
that the exchange chemical potential for spatially het-
erogeneous system reads ji; = v;0fy/0¢; — k;V2¢;, the
reference chemical potentials are iy = kpT[1—r;+r;(w;—
wo + X04)]-

For an ideal solution and components having a non-
zero molecular volume, x;; = 0, and thus, the exchange

activity coefficient 3, = (1 — Z;V:ll ¢;)~". Note that
only for ideal mixtures composed of point particles where
all volume fractions except the one of the solvent vanish

to zero, y; = 1.

2. Thermodynamics of N diluted clients

In this section, we derive approximate conditions for
phase equilibrium (Eq. ) and approximate expres-
sions for the exchange activity coefficient (Eq. (A5))
when the N reacting clients (i = 2,..., N 4+ 1) are di-
luted compared to scaffold component (i = 1) and solvent
(¢ = 0). Diluted means that the client volume fractions
¢; are much smaller than the volume fractions of scaffold
and solvent, ¢1 and ¢g, respectively:

d)i < ¢0 ’ ¢1 )

i=2,. (N+1). (A6)

a. Limit of vanishing client volume fractions

We first discuss the limit of zero volume fraction of the
client components, i.e., ¢;/¢p1 — 0 for i = 2,...,(N + 1),
and where the volume fraction of the scaffold approaches
¢1 — (1 — ¢p). From Eq. , the client exchange ac-

tivities for vanishing client volume fractions become:

Vil {p, =0y = ﬁ exp [ri (X1 — Xo0i — Xo1)91] ,
(A7)
where {¢; = 0} is an abbreviation for all client volume
fractions being zero, {¢2 = 0, ..., #n4+1 = 0}. Moreover,
r; = v;/1g, where v; are molecular volume of component
7.

At phase equilibrium (Eq. ), the definition of
the partitioning coefficients, P; = ¢!/¢!, can be ex-
pressed in terms of the exchange activity coefficients,
P, = 4/3! [29]. For vanishing client volume fraction,
the partitioning coefficients solely depend on the scaffold
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volume fraction ¢;'" and read:
1 oboNT
P. L= (1)
z|{¢; T—o} 1_ ¢111,0

x explri(¢r” — ¢

(A8)

)(Xxo1 + Xoi — Xx1i)] -

This expression can be rewritten using the phase equilib-
rium condition for the scaffold component (i} = il):

ri—riy/T
P| /11 = 1= d){ 1

Hey =0} 1— ol
11,0

L0
x explri (¢ — ¢y

(A9)

)(x0i — x1i) +1 =171,

For equal molecular volumes of scaffold and solvent (vg =
vy, implying vy = 1, the partitioning coefficients in the
dilute limit were derived recently [38, [53]:
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Pi|{¢§/11:0} = exp[ri(¢; 1 (A10)

)(x0i — X14)] -

In summary, the exchange activity coefficients and the
partitioning coefficients each approach constant values
for ¢; = 0 (i = 2,..., N + 1) that are independent of the
client volume fractions {¢;}.

b. Phase equilibrium conditions for small client volume
fractions: Systematic expansion

Before we perform a systematic expansion, we shortly
review the physical and mathematical reasoning of what
equations should be expanded. A first choice could be
the dynamic equations governing diffusive transport and
chemical reactions (Eq. ) Expanding such equations
is always possible around any set of volume fractions.
Expanding up to the n-th order, one obtains a set of cou-
pled partial differential equations of order n in the vol-
ume fractions. In particular, an expansion up to the first
of the dynamic equations would also linearize chemical
reactions. The validity of this linearization is restricted
to spatial variations of client volume fractions that are
small deviations from the expansion point. Larger devi-
ation from the expansion point may lead to nonphysical
results such as negative volume fractions. Another rea-
son against the expansion of the dynamic equations is
that the effects of clients being diluted should already
be accessible on the level of the thermodynamic condi-
tions. Note that the conditions for phase equilibrium gov-
ern the boundary conditions in the thin interface model
(Sect. and the dynamics of the average volume
fractions when diffusion is fast compared to chemical
rates (Sect. [[IB3).

An alternative could be the expansion of the chemi-
cal potentials since their spatial gradients drive diffusive
fluxes and their differences between chemical states drive
chemical reactions. However, once the expansion point
in volume fractions approaches zero, each chemical po-
tential diverges due to the logarithmic dependence in ¢;



(Eq. ) In other words, an expansion of the chemi-
cal potentials around zero volume fraction is not defined.
Expanding only the non-diverging interaction terms re-
mains conceptionally unsatisfactory [38].

Another possibility is to expand the phase equilibrium
conditions around zero client volume fractions. At phase
equilibrium, the equality of chemical potentials cancels
the divergence. Using Eq. and the equilibrium condi-
tions (A2a)), one gets log(¢;/¢t') = log(¥;'/7;), which
has no divergence for vanishing average client volume
fraction (¢; — 0) since ¢! ~ ¢; and ¢! ~ @;. In
particular, for the client volume fractions ¢; — 0 with
i=2,...,(N+1), /3! become the constant partition
coefficients P;|(5 _oy (Eq. (A§)) that do not depend on
the client volume fractions.

In summary, expanding the equilibrium condi-
tions (A2)) or, equivalently, the partitioning coefficients
Pi(¢1, 02, ..., 0n+1) for small average client volume frac-
tions ¢; appears as the most general procedure. For
clients ¢ = 2,...,(N + 1) with ¢; — 0, not only the par-
tition coefficient approaches a constant, but also the ex-
change activity coefficients become constants in this limit
(Eq. ) Thus, equivalently, exchange activity coeffi-
cients can be expanded systematically.

Now we continue with the systematic expansion by ex-
pressing the equilibrium volume fractions in each phase
qby " and the phase volume V! as a function of the aver-

age volume fractions for the scaffold ¢;, and the clients

(bI‘/H I/H((bla ¢27 LX) ¢N+l)
V (¢1a¢27')¢N+1)

In the following, we expand the client average volume
fraction {¢;} around zero average volume fraction {¢; =
0} (i =2,..,N+1). Consistently, the zeroth order of this
expansion will lead to the results discussed in Sect.

In linear order, the scaffold equilibrium volume fraction
can be written as

N+1
I/11 1/11,0 I1/11 7 -
oM ="+ Mg+ 0(6:)?,

(A12a)
i=2
where we abbreviated the zeroth order qbl/ HO, and
1/11

the linear expansion coeflicients are defined as o' =
1/11
ony 96i(5,=03-
/11

The coefficients «;" are derived by linearizing both
sides of Eq. (A2b]). Moreover, we use the chemical poten-
tial balance (Eq. (A2al)), and express changes of the scaf-

fold volume fractions gbIl
¢1/11

with client volume fractions

in terms of ¢; by utilizing the zeroth order partition

14

coefficients P = Pil(5,—0y (i = 2,..., N +1) [54]:

j2

( {¢l}_0)_azl+( *

o (¢1, {9} = 0) = o'

Hvrove
1
VLoV

(A12D)

21+(

where the coefficients

1-1/P) I,
_ L r'(¢11‘0£¢1i11’0)) (1 B (’510)
a; = _¢1 ( 4)110)

+ 61" = 200} (1- 61")
(Al2c)
) PP —1 _ IO
_ o T (AXZ * rr-(¢§’”—¢¥’°)> (1 ¢ )
1 1 1_ L0 .
( ¢1 )+¢HO 2X01¢¥’0 (1_¢111,o>
(A12d)

In the equations above, we abbreviate

Axi = X1 — Xoi — Xo1 - (A13)
Fig. [6[a,b) shows how the volume fraction of the scaffold
component in each phase, q’)ll/ I}, behaves for increasing
average client volume fraction ¢o. The horizontal dotted
line is the zeroth order ¢11/ H’O, the dashed line the linear
order 11/ 1 "and the orange line is the full numerical
solution to Eq. (A2]).

The client equilibrium volume fractions (i = 2, ..., N +
1) can be expanded as follows:

N41 o, I/II
=y o 5) (A14)
' g, |
i=2 77 =0}
N+1 /11
1 82h; _ :
+ 35 —— ¢¢k+0¢137
2 4=, 06,00 ¢ o0 j (¢4)

where the zeroth order vanishes, i.e. hI/H( 59, {p; = 0}).

Thus, we introduce the fraction gzbi/ ! /¢; that is finite
when evaluating the limit of zero client volume fractions:

(bI_/II Py

?

b 06 244

1N+1 62h£/n
0900,

¢+ O(i)”.
{¢1}=0

(A15)

We see that the zeroth order in the expansion in client
volume fractions gives a linear order leading term. In
other words, there is an order shift due to exclusively
expanding around zero client volume fractions. Thus,
the n — th order for the scaffold expansion (Eq. )
corresponds to a (n+1)—th order in the client expansion.
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FIG. 6: Deviations to dilute limit of clients. We quantify the effects of a non-diluted client component (i = 2) on the
equilibrium volume fractions of scaffold ¢1/ ! (a,b) The zeroth order ¢y/""° (dilute limit) is shown by the horizontal dotted

line, while the dashed line is the linear order correction ¢y

1/11,1

. The orange line corresponds to the full numerical solution to

Eq. , indicating a good agreement of the linear order correction up to volume fraction around 0.1. For the shown curves,
the zeroth order becomes a good approximation for a client volume fraction below 0.01. (c¢) We show the relative difference in
the client’s exchange activity coefﬁcient, A%, (Eq. (A184), as a function of client volume fraction ¢2. The dashed line shows
the relative linear correction, ¢2/(4373) (Eq. (AI8D)), and the blue solid line results from numerically solving Eq. (A2)). The
parameters are: XOl =3, xo2 = —1, x12 =0, (bl =0. 05 The volume fraction scale (Eq. (| m obtained for these parameters

is ¢35 = 0.344 and ¥

The expansion of the condensate phase volume V7 can
be written as:

VI VI’O N+1 a ~ ~
V=T X 55|, OB
Pil{aiy=0
¢O 11,0 N+1
=10 no+2m¢1+0 6%, (Al6a)
¢1 1 =2
where the coefficients
( 11, 0)
= W (A16b)
( 1 ’O) 1 } I
[
( 110)2 ( 11,07 111,0)

The expressions of ai/n are obtained from Eq. (A12b)).
The exchange activity coefficient of all components can
be expanded up to the first order around {¢; = 0}:

exp (727’1)(01(;5(1)) (Al7a)

|
e

+Z m ?ﬁ@aﬂkwmwi
+ O(¢-)

Yi = a d)o) exp (ri¢{ Ax;) (A17b)
+ Ni:l W (1—2(1—¢))x05) ¢;
+ O(%),

with clients labeled by i = 2,.., (N + 1).

— 0.95246. Ajs — 1% for g = 3.27 - 102,

To illustrate the validity of the expansion, we consider
one client (i = 2) in a homogeneous mixture that is also
composed of solvent (i = 0) and scaffold (i = 1). To ac-
cess when the zeroth order in the average client volume
fraction (¢ = 0; see Sect. is a good approximation,
we define the linearly approximated exchange activity co-
efficient relative to its zeroth order:

~1 _ 70
A;YQ = w ’
Y2
where the first order of the client exchange activity coef-
ficient is

(A18a)

Vo = o + b2/ (A18D)
with 79 = (1 — ¢?)7"2 exp (r2¢{Ax2) being the the ze-
roth order according to Eq. m Note that Axs is

given in Eq. m When decreasing the client volume
fraction below the volume fraction scale,

-1

exp (r2$7Axa) — #?)x02)

T2 5
(1=

taking the zeroth order of the client activity coefficient
becomes a good approximation,i.e., Jo ~ 78 for ¢ < ¢3,
respectively. In this case, the activity coefficient is con-
stant and equal to Eq. ( . Moreover, the partition co-
efficient is also constant and equal to Eq. . Fig. @(c
confirms that below the volume scale, ¢3 < ¢35, the rel-
ative deviation of the client activity coeﬂicient becomes
negligible, i.e., A¥y = 1% for ¢y = (39¢3)/100.

o5 = (1-201 (A19)

Appendix B: Continuum model for diluted clients

Using linear response for the diffusive fluxes (Eq. (| .
and the mobility matrix (Eq. @ the fluxes of the scaf-



fold (¢ = 1) and the clients i = 2, ..., (N + 1) are:

ji1=—mo1d1(1 = ¢1)Vi,

Ji = —|moidi(1 — ¢1) +mu1idspr | Vi .

We express the exchange chemical potentials for scaffold
i1 and client fi; in terms of the exchange activity coef-
ficients in the limit of vanishing client volume fraction
(Eq. )7 which solely depends on the scaffold volume
fraction ¢1:

1 1 6’71
Vi = kBT[q51 - 8¢J Vo1 — k1 VV3¢ (B2)
Al 1oy
Vi = kBT[ 0+ 5 w] , (B3)

where we have dropped the higher-order gradient contri-
bution to the client flux, —x;VV?2¢;. This contribution
can be neglected since the diluted clients i = 2, ..., (N+1)
cannot phase-separate and do not form an interface.
Thus, the spatial transport of clients is well captured

J

)
exp (,’j;‘;) Y, Pa, Ca, {Za Vek® exp (k
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by the leading order diffusive flux that is proportional to

V¢;. Using Eq. (A7), we obtain Egs. and @D in the
main text.

Appendix C: Condition for maximal yield for
reversible chemical reactions

Here we give the solutions for reversible chemical re-
actions controlled by a scaffold-rich condensate and the
system being at phase equilibrium. We determine the
average product client volume fraction ¢(cc) in the sta-
tionary state (¢t — oo) and compare it to the average vol-
ume fraction of the homogeneous reference system where
the compartment volume is zero (V! = 0). We use such
averages to obtain conditions for when the relative yield
is maximal.

1. TUni-molecular scheme

For an uni-molecular reaction (g =
product client volume fraction reads:

1) the average

)]

¢p(c0) =

where ¥ = (¢4, + ¢B) is the conserved quantity of the
uni-molecular reaction. For vanishing condensate volume
(V! =0), the equation above simplifies:

Ao, HiE ) _
i exp <HAk1B;F> Ya,
00)|y1—g = .
¢5(00)|vi=o TR ERY V1
exp inT YA, +exp ( ) YB

(C2)

To obtain conditions for the existence of a maximum

in the relative yield Y(V') (Eq. (21))) as a function of the

condensate /Volume V', we consider the slope of the rela-

tive field, '. We evaluate this slope at the limits, V! — 0

and VI — 1, respectively. If the relative yield does not

have multiple extrema, the conditions of a maximum is
given as:

YWVYV)y>0 for VYV o0,

, (C3)
Y(WVYv)y<o for VYV 1.

exp <;:;}> ’YAlPA1CA1 {Z Vekaexp (k T)} +exp(

) Y PBCB X, Vke]

(

These conditions can be expressed as:

il (eXp<~I )_1> for VIV =0,

<

k! (Pa, — Pg)

R exp ( ) (Pa, — Pg)

7T < D (exp (’:%T) - 1) for VIV —1.
(C1)

A graphical illustration of these conditions for a vary-
ing fraction of the reactlon rate coefficients k' /k! and
fuel supply energy fil. is shown in Fig. E If such
conditions are satisfied, a maximum in relatlve yield ex-
ists at a particular Value of the relative condensate vol-
ume V!/V. When chemical reactions are not maintained
away from equilibrium (fil, = 0), the conditions reduce
to k' (P4, — Pg) < 0 and k'(P4, — Pg) > 0. Both con-
ditions cannot be satisfied simultaneously. This implies
that for a uni-molecular reaction (g = 1) at equilibrium,
there are no maxima in the relative yield as a function of
relative condensate volume V1/V (see Flg I(c . How-
ever, for non-vanishing fuel energy supply ik, the yield as
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FIG. 7: Graphical representation of the conditions for a maximum in product yield ). The conditions are shown
for the uni-molecular reaction ((a), g = 1) and the bi-molecular reaction ((b), g = 2). We vary the fraction of the reaction rate
coefficients k™ /k' and fuel supply energy fi%. A yield maximum exits only in the orange shaded domain where both conditions

(Egs. (C4)) for g = 1) and (Egs. (C11) for g = 2 are satisfied.

a function of V1/V can develop a pronounced maximum.
This maximum already occurs at smaller volumes if more
substrate A; partitions into the condensate and if the
condensate phase I favors the production of the product
(k' /K decreases) compared to phase IT (see Fig. 4fc-f)).

2. Bi-molecular scheme

For the second case of a fuel-driven bi-molecular re-
action (g = 2), the reaction rates for the substrates A;
read

x(rt
5% (r, 1) sB(r?)
i 2
a 1B A, +a, + la%‘
=k — ) - o Pee PR
[exp (kBT> exp( e
(C5)
There are two conserved quantities, i.e., ¥, = (¢4, +

ba,+65) and g = (¢4, — ¢a,). The solution at steady
state ¢ (c0) obeys the condition Zle fa, + fir = [ip.
Using the conserved quantities, this condition can be

J

~1
[kl (exp <k’“‘FT> - 1> + K1 =Y Pa, + Pp)
B -

written as:
=0 =0 _ =0 7
F5(00) = exp (it Fas ~Fp ) (¥ + Yo — dp(c0)
b kpT 2
(Lt (co)
The root where 0 < ¢p(o0) < 1 is
Gp(00) = 20 + 1 —\JAC2 140 +9%,  (CT)
where the coeflicient
C = exp (u%l + i, — u%) TsPsCs
ksT H?:l ’7,I4iPAi CA'i
(C8)

Za Va koz
S Voo exp ()
To solve for the existence of a maximum in the relative

yield, we determine the slope of the Eq. . When
evaluating at, VI — /V0, we find:

X

=0
i _
2€Xp<k T) PBVBJrHeXp(k T>P A,

A%—232, i%

(C9)

=0
4 exXp <I€BT
(o

) (e Xp (kBT> Pph + [17_, exp (: ) PA{YAJM) Ppip ,
Pah)? ’ 1/’2)

>0,
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while when calculating at V!/V — 1, we obtain:

[kl exp (kﬂIT> ((Pa,(Pa, + P(Pa, —1))) — Pa,Pp) + k' Py, P4, Pp (1 — exp <kl;FT>)]

Hp I ﬂo
l 2exp(k T)’YBJreXp(k T>Hexp(k T>7A

A%—23; A, — i AR—23, 0%, —A% \ _
4exp (BkBTAF) (eXp( S F) 75 +11 1%4)

H'L' (:)/1147 )2

(C10)

—y + + 13 ‘|<0.

For the present choice of parameters, the terms within the second round brackets in Eq. (C9) and Eq. (C10]), respec-
tively, is always positive. Thus, the sufficient conditions for the existence of a maximum reduce to:

=T
K <exp (&) - 1) > k! (Z Pa, — Pg — 1) at VIV =0, (Clla)
~1
klexp ( L£- ) (Pa, (Pa, + P5(Pa, — 1)) — Pa,Pg) > k" (exp L N R VIV 1. (C11b)
kT kT
[
~T I I

In summary, if the conditions above are satisfied, then a oL (r) = Q€xp (/”LF/kBT) (D4, C1 + DpCh)
maximum exists as a function of condensate volume V. (aD}; exp (ﬂ%/ k?BT) + BDIL;I)
See Fig. b) for a graphical illustration of these condi- - DIA1 (aC} exp (/Z}:/kBT) — BC) sinh(r/1)

tions for varying fraction of the reaction rate coefficients, ; — : —
k1 /K and fuel supply energy fil.. Interestingly, when (aD exp (i /kpT) + BDY, ) r/l

ity = 0, the conditions above can still be satisfied for the (D1b)
considered case of a bi-molecular reaction (g = 2).

PBﬁ(DHI (03 + 7’04) + Dg(05 + 7“06))

11 _
) = T (P Dl + PaBD,)
DY(P4,aCs — PpBCs5)) exp(—r /1)
il i
Appendix D: Analytic solutions of thin interface (PayaDp + P BDAl) "
model for reversible uni-molecular chemical DY (P4, aCy — PpBCs)) sinh(r/I1)
reactions (PAI OcDIBI, + PBﬂDH ) T/ZH ’
(D1c)
Here, we provide analytical solutions for the stationary
concentration fields of diffusive clients undergoing uni-
molecular reactions, with which the resul.ts of Fig. a— . PAla(Dﬂ{l(Cs +7Cy) + DY(Cs5 + 1Cp))
d) have been produced. From the stationary case of g(r) = T i
Eq. 7 we can derive radial symmetric volume frac- r(Pa,aDy + PpBDy,)
tions for Ay and B in three spatial dimensions as DX(P4,aC3 — PpBC5)) exp(—r/IM)
(Pa,aDY + PgBDY ) T
_ DB(Pa,aCy — PpfCs)) sinh(r/I'")
DY Cy + DL - ;
oY (r) = Iﬁ( Tt S 2) - (Pa, oD} + PppDY ) /I
(aD}yexp (% /ksT) + DY) (D1d)
Dy(aC) exp (i /ksT) — 5Cs) sinh(r/11)
(aDY exp ([L%/kBT) + [3Df41) r/it 7 where a = exp(ﬂgh/kBT)’_y}41 and 8 = exp(% /kpT)75.

(Dla)  Furthermore, we have introduced the reaction-diffusion



length scales

D4 D%

1o =

ka[ & exp(k T)VB—&-D" exp <W> 'yAl]

(D2)
Due to the linearity of Eq. , we can find these solu-
tions as linear combinations of solutions of the Laplace
equation and the radial symmetric spherical Bessel prob-
lem, leading in principle to eight coefficients C;, which
have to be determined via boundary conditions. How-
ever, to avoid any singularities at the droplet cen-
ter, thereby fulfilling Eq. , we have omitted the
1/r solution of the Laplace equation and the Spheri-
cal Bessel function of the second kind and zeroth order
(x exp(—r)/r) in phase I. The remanding coefficients
C1,...,Cg are determined by the conditions Eq. .

Eq. (139).

Appendix E: Scaling laws of monomer assembly
kinetic

The generic form of the dynamic equation of an irre-
versible assembly process with assembly order n reads for
the average volume fractions (definition see Eq. (16])) of
the assembly A,, and the monomers A:

G, (£) = ket () — G, ()" = —da(t) .

For the case when the scaffold component phase separates
with a non-zero fuel energy fi%. in phase I, we can use the
assembly rate given in Eq. and write the effective
rate at phase equilibrium as:

(E1)

1%
%;(vfb“exp(ﬂ%/kBT)cz

x VI  exp (i /kpT) + (V = VHK],

ket = (E2)

where (; is the partitioning degree defined in Eq. .
In a homogeneous system that can be achieved in our
model by V! = 0 (implying that ¢ = 1), keg =
(va, /va)(va(é1))™ exp(i’ /ksT)k, where k denotes the
assembly rate coefficient in the homogeneous system.
The solution of the generic dynamic equation

(Eq. (E1)) is given as:

oatt) = ((n=1) (Kt + w1>)< . (E)

where the conserved quantity of the assembly process is
VY =(¢a+da,)

On long time-scales, we see that the average monomer
volume fraction decays as ¢ 4 (t) ~ t='/(=1  Specifically,
for n = 2, ¢a(t) ~ t~! while for n =3, gf)A( )~ t1/2,
These trends are confirmed by solving the model for the

19

fip/kBT =5

FIG. 8: Long-time behavior in assembly reactions. The
long-time of the decreasibg monomer voluem fraction ¢ (t) is
shown for the assembly orders n = 2 and 3. To illustrate the
power-law decay, we use a log-log representation, confirming
the respective power laws of ¢t~ and t /2. We use [LIF/ICBT =
5 as in Fig. a,b), where show a lin-lin representation of the
same curve.

reversible assembly process in the presence of compart-
ments (see section [I11 B m the corresponding results are
shown in Fig. Note that for even longer times, ¢/v
will approach a non-zero plateau value due to the re-
versible pathway from the assembly A, to the monomer
A. However, by choosing the reference chemical potential
such that the assembly A, is strongly favored over the

—0
monomer A, i.e., exp (“ ) < exp (k , the plateau

emerges at much longer time scales as deplcted in Fig.

Appendix F: Parameters



Quantities Values
Fig.2b:
To,T1 1, 1
Xo1 3
K1 15.1072
Fig.3:
T0,T1,T7A,/A2»TB 1,1,1,2
V1,92 1,0.2
X015 X0Ay5 X0A25 XOB 3,2.5,2,0
Pa,, Pa,, Pp 10, 10, 200
UJA17C()A27UJB _3.5, _3.5, ].
U 0.01
~ ~ ~ DII DII DH ~
D Dy, Di, 55,55, 56, DY
Fig.4:
T0,71,7A,/B 1,1,1
(G 1
X01, X0A;5 X0B 3,2.5,2
Pa,, Pp 500, 2
WA, WA, WB —4,0
K 0.01
b5t =0) 104
~ ~ ~ DII ~ ~
Dy, Dy, DY, D 8 Pl 3DY
Fig.5:
T0,T1,TA;TA5, T A3 17171a2a3
) 1074
X015, X0A5 X0A25 X0A3 372'5a272
Py, Pa,, Py, 10,10, 10
WA, WA, WA, 5.5,—7,-5
s 0.01
v -2
QZZAz/s (f = Q) ]1'3011 wﬁn ~
Dy,, Dy, Dy ot 525 2D,
Fig.6:
T0,71,7T2 1,1,1
X015 X02 X12 3,—-1,0
Fig.7:
Parameters Same as Figs. [4f and |3} respectively
Fig.8:
Parameters Same as Figs. (a) and (b)
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