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Abstract

In this paper we present a mathematical study of particle diffusion inside and outside a spherical biological
cell that has been exposed on one side to a propagating planar diffusive front. The media inside and
outside the spherical cell are differentiated by their respective diffusion constants. A closed form, large-
time, asymptotic solution is derived by the combined means of Laplace transform, separation of variables
and asymptotic series development. The solution process is assisted by means of an effective far-field
boundary condition, which is instrumental in resolving the conflict of planar and spherical geometries.
The focus of the paper is on a numerical comparison to determine the accuracy of the asymptotic solution
relative to a fully numerical solution obtained using the finite element method. The asymptotic solution
is shown to be highly effective in capturing the dynamic behaviour of the system, both internal and
external to the cell, under a range of diffusive conditions.
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1 Introduction

The phenomenon of diffusion has its classical origin in the 3D movement of particles in liquids or gases
driven by a concentration gradient [1]. More recently, the principles underlying diffusion manifest themselves
in other applied fields, such as sociology and economics, as well as in other circumstances in chemistry
and physics. A practical example in biotechnology where diffusion is a key driving process is in molecular
communication in which organic molecules become the carriers of information between cells [2]. Another
example application may also be highlighted: with the advent of nanotechnology, engineered nanoparticles
are used as drug delivery agents [3].
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Accompanying these diverse applications is an increased number of complex, diffusive scenarios. The spe-
cific complexity of interest arises in cell-cell and particle-cell communication: a cell being exposed to the
diffusing agents from one direction. In a recent review, Ashraf et al. [4] pointed out that different outcomes
could result from different analysis methods for the same system. In the same vein, different conclusions are
possible, about a cell’s propensity to take up particles from its environment, depending on the nature of
exposure. Circumstantial support for this can be gleaned from experimental studies featuring a directional
dependence of exposure [5]. The more frequently encountered situation, in nature and likely also in the lab-
oratory, is arguably that of unidirectional exposure, which calls into question the relevance of many model
calculations. Early studies [1, 6–8], adopted the simplifying assumption of spherical symmetry. This simpli-
fying assumption, if used in modern experimental situations would inevitably lead to a misrepresentation of
a cell’s own involvement in particle uptake.

Recent modelling efforts to quantify (nano)particle uptake by biological cells that circumvent the spherical
symmetry assumption have varied from spatially featureless, multiprocess kinetic models [9, 10], to fully
numerical, 3D simulation models [11–13]. Schäfer and collaborators [14, 15] expounded a so-called transfer
function model, describing diffusion within a spherical biological cell subject to general time and position
dependent boundary conditions on its semipermeable surface. The transfer function model was based on
a Laplace transform-eigenfunction expansion method. Despite the generality of the method ensued by the
arbitrary temporally- and spatially-dependent boundary condition applied to the cell’s surface, the method
falls short of the needs of the present problem. The specific case, addressed herein and in [16], of a semi-
permeable biological cell exposed to a field of diffusing particles generated by a planar source located in the
unbounded, exterior domain, requires the concurrent solution of the exterior diffusion problem in order to
satisfy the continuity conditions on the cell surface.

In [16] a closed-form, approximate solution of this combined diffusion problem was presented. The solu-
tion supported the hypothesis that the time dependence as nanoparticle uptake would explicitly reflect the
unidirectional (as opposed to isotropic) nature of exposure. Moreover, it was shown that only through a
scaling or modulation of this time dependence did the properties of the cell itself (its permeability, internal
diffusion constant and its capacity to absorb particles) come into play. A comparison with a correspond-
ing isotropic model, for the same cell’s affinity, illustrated the importance of a proper consideration of the
external condition in determining a cell’s response to externally supplied substances.

Due to space restrictions, no assessment of the accuracy of the asymptotic solution was included in [16]. Also
absent was a detailed study of either the internal or external time and space dependent diffusion process. We
address these two deficiencies in this paper. It will be seen that the asymptotic expressions derived for the
large-time particle concentration inside and around the cell are remarkably accurate when compared with
a full numerical solution of the same system using the finite element method (FEM). The qualitative and
quantitative agreement gives confidence to the subsequent application of the asymptotic solution to derived
quantities of experimental relevance.

This report of our comparative study is organized as follows. In the next section we outline the physical
problem under study and its representative mathematical model. The solution of the mathematical problem
is summarized in Section 3, while full mathematical details are relegated to Appendices. The solution quoted
here are fully equivalent to, but expressed more succinctly than, the explicit asymptotic expression given
in [16]. The alternative format here is arguably more advantageous for numerical purposes. Particulars about
the FEM calculations are provided in Section 3.3. In Section 4 we compare full numerical (FEM) solutions of
the problem with our numerically implemented asymptotic solution, under a range of parametric conditions.
Both sets of results are shown as qualitative, 2D heat maps, while specific quantitative accuracy measures of
the approximation are given in accompanying tables. The paper concludes in Section 5 with some summary
remarks and suggestions for future work.

2 Method

2.1 The Physical Problem

Figure 1 depicts the physical circumstances of the system we are modelling. We follow the variable notation
introduced in [16]. A single biological cell (Region II) of spherical radius a and internal diffusion constant
DII is located in a liquid medium (Region I) characterized by a diffusion constant DI . A distance z0 ≫ a
away from the biological cell centre is a planar boundary to an infinite half-space reservoir of particle solutes,
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Figure 1 The physical system being modelled. A reservoir of particles at concentration C0 lies in the infinite half-space z ≥ z0
and produces a diffusive front (indicated schematically by the horizontal dashed lines) directed toward down (z < z0) in the
direction Nsurf = (0, 0,−1), and encounters a spherical cell of radius a ≪ z0 centered at the origin of a Cartesian coordinate
system, (0, 0, 0). The outward pointing unit vector normal to the biological cell is defined as N = r̂.

held at a fixed number concentration of C0. Initially, both the cell interior and the cell exterior, below the
planar boundary of the reservoir, are free of particles. Over time the solutes diffuse into Region I, initially
as a plane diffusive front which approaches the cell (Region II), as illustrated by the thin dotted lines in
Figure 1. As the diffusive front approaches the biological cell the concentration contours (the level sets of
particle concentration) bend toward the cell to eventually match the cell’s curvature. The particles then
diffuse into the cell and propagate internally either more slowly or faster than they would in the cell exterior,
depending on the magnitude of the ratio A = DI/DII .

2.2 The Mathematical Model

For convenience, the biological cell is positioned at the origin (r = (x, y, z) = (0, 0, 0)) of a 3D coordinate
system. Adopting the usual coordinate structure, the interface of the particle reservoir is located at z = z0,
with the plane having the normal unit vector, Nsurf = (0, 0,−1), directed into Region I. We denote the local
concentration of solute particles at time t in the exterior medium, z < z0, by cI(r, t) , while the concentration
interior to the cell at time t is cII(r, t).

Although more general cell properties were considered in [16], for the purposes of this report we shall simply
adopt the conditions of continuity of particle concentration and normal particle flux at the infinitesimally
thin cell boundary, but otherwise assume arbitrary diffusion constants, DI and DII . The governing equations
in the two regions are thus,

∂cI
∂t

= DI∇2cI = DI

[
1

r2
∂

∂r

(
r2
∂cI
∂r

)
+

1

r2 sinϕ

∂

∂ϕ

(
sinϕ

∂cI
∂ϕ

)
+

1

r2 sin2 ϕ

∂2cI
∂θ2

]
, (1)

r > a, ϕ ∈ [0, π], θ ∈ [0, 2π], t > 0,

∂cII
∂t

= DII∇2cII = DII

[
1

r2
∂

∂r

(
r2
∂cII
∂r

)
+

1

r2 sinϕ

∂

∂ϕ

(
sinϕ

∂cII
∂ϕ

)
+

1

r2 sin2 ϕ

∂2cII
∂θ2

]
, (2)

r < a, ϕ ∈ [0, π], θ ∈ [0, 2π], t > 0.
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These are complemented by initial and boundary conditions to ensure a unique solution. The initial condition
specifies that both regions are devoid of particles at time t = 0:{

cI(r, t = 0) = 0, in Region I,
cII(r, t = 0) = 0, in Region II.

(3)

One boundary condition represents the continuity of the normal components of the solute surface fluxes
across the cell boundary, r = |r| = a:

[N · (−DII∇cII)] (r = a, ϕ, t) = [N · (−DI∇cI)] (r = a, ϕ, t), ϕ ∈ [0, π], t > 0, (4)

where N = r̂ is the outward pointing unit normal to the biological cell boundary r = a (Figure 1). The
second boundary condition describes the condition of continuity of the concentration across the cell surface.:

cII(r = a, ϕ, t) = cI(r = a, ϕ, t), ϕ ∈ [0, π], t > 0. (5)

The final boundary conditions reflect, on the one hand, the continual provision of solutes at the interface
with the particle reservoir, at z = z0 and on the other hand, the fact that far from both the cell and the
plane source, the concentration of solutes approaches zero:

{
cI(r, t) = C0, z = z0, x, y ∈ R2, t > 0,
cI(r, t) −→ 0, z → −∞, x, y ∈ R2, t > 0.

(6)

2.3 Non-dimensional System of Equations

To simplify both the mathematical analysis and the numerical study to follow we introduce the following
dimensionless variables and parameters,

r̃ =
r

a
; ρ =

r

a
; τ =

DIIt

a2
; C1 =

cI
C0

; C2 =
cII
C0

; b =
z0
a
; A =

DI

DII
. (7)

Noting also that axisymmetry eliminates any dependence on the azimuthal angle, θ, the governing equations
reduce to

∂C1

∂τ
=

[
1

ρ2
∂

∂ρ

(
ρ2
∂C1

∂ρ

)
+

1

ρ2 sinϕ

∂

∂ϕ

(
sinϕ

∂C1

∂ϕ

)]
, ρ > 1, (8)

∂C2

∂τ
= A

[
1

ρ2
∂

∂ρ

(
ρ2
∂C2

∂ρ

)
+

1

ρ2 sinϕ

∂

∂ϕ

(
sinϕ

∂C2

∂ϕ

)]
, 0 < ρ < 1, (9)

for ϕ ∈ [0, π], τ > 0. In addition, we state the non-dimensional versions of the continuity conditions at the
cell surface,


∂C2

∂ρ
(ρ = 1, ϕ, τ) = A

∂C1

∂ρ
(ρ = 1, ϕ, τ),

C2(ρ = 1, ϕ, τ) = C1(ρ = 1, ϕ, τ),
ϕ ∈ [0, π], τ > 0. (10)

Finally, we have the far field conditions which, pointedly, are expressed in Cartesian geometry,

{
C1(r̃, τ) = 1, z̃ = b,
C1(r̃, τ) −→ 0, z̃ → −∞,

(x̃, ỹ) ∈ R2, τ > 0, (11)

where we have used the important dimensionless parameters, A and b, introduced above.
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2.4 Re-specification of the Far-field Boundary Condition

In reducing the problem to one displaying axisymmetry (with no dependence on azimuthal angle), the
first of Eqs (11) nevertheless introduces a conflict of spherical and planar geometries. We may resolve this
conflict by noting that to a very good approximation the biological cell will not have any influence on the
concentration at points far from the cell. Hence, if the radius of the biological cell were very much smaller
than the distance between the planar source and the cell centre, a ≪ z0, the time-dependent concentration
of diffusing particles on the surface of a virtual (i.e., fictitious) sphere of radius R satisfying z0 ≥ R≫ a, will
be that determined by unidirectional diffusion alone. This is likely a better approximation when diffusion
in the cell interior (DII) is slower than diffusion in the external medium (DI). In short, this suggests an
alternative to boundary conditions Eqs (11).

It is easily shown that, for particle propagation from the planar source in the direction of negative z (z ≤ z0),
the solution of the dimensionless, unidirectional diffusion problem (with respect to independent variables t
and z),


∂C1,∞

∂τ
= A

∂2C1,∞

∂z̃2
, for z̃ < b, τ > 0,

C1,∞(z̃, τ) = 1, for z̃ = b, τ ≥ 0,
C1,∞(z̃, τ) −→ 0, as z̃ −→ −∞, τ ≥ 0,

(12)

is [1],

C1,∞(z̃, τ) =

(
1− erf

(
(b− z̃)√
4Aτ

))
, −∞ < z̃ ≤ b, τ ≥ 0, (13)

where erf(y) =
2√
π

∫ y

0
e−x2

dx is the error function [17]. Consequently, the pair of boundary conditions in

Eq. (11) may be replaced with a single, inhomogeneous boundary condition at the virtual sphere ρ = X =
R/a≫ 1:

C1(ρ = X,ϕ, τ) = C1,∞(X cosϕ, τ), ϕ ∈ [0, π], τ > 0. (14)

3 Asymptotic and Numerical Solution of the Diffusion Problem

3.1 Asymptotic approximation

The re-defined temporal-spatial diffusion problem is amenable to a Laplace transform / separation-
of-variables solution approach. With a Laplace transform with respect to the time variable defined
as [18],

Cς(ρ, ϕ : p) = L {Cς} =

∫ ∞

0

e−pτCς(ρ, ϕ, τ)dτ, ς = 1, 2, (15)

the governing equations and boundary conditions become, for ϕ ∈ [0, π],

pC1 =

[
1

ρ2
∂

∂ρ

(
ρ2
∂C1

∂ρ

)
+

1

ρ2 sinϕ

∂

∂ϕ

(
sinϕ

∂C1

∂ϕ

)]
, 1 < ρ < X,

p

A
C2 =

[
1

ρ2
∂

∂ρ

(
ρ2
∂C2

∂ρ

)
+

1

ρ2 sinϕ

∂

∂ϕ

(
sinϕ

∂C2

∂ϕ

)]
, 0 < ρ < 1,

C1(X,ϕ, p) = C1,∞(X cosϕ, p),

∂C2

∂ρ
(1, ϕ, p) = A

∂C1

∂ρ
(1, ϕ, p),

C2(1, ϕ, p) = C1(1, ϕ, p).

(16)

In Eq. (16), p is the Laplace parameter corresponding to dimensionless time τ , and we have utilized the
initial conditions, Eq. (3) in the transform of the time derivative.
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It may readily be confirmed that the separation-of-variables solution of Eq. (16) is given by{
C1(ρ, ϕ, p) =

∑∞
n=0

[
Anin

(
ρ
√
p/A

)
+Bnkn

(
ρ
√
p/A

)]
Pn(cosϕ), 1 ≤ ρ ≤ X,

C2(ρ, ϕ, p) =
∑∞

n=0Dnin
(
ρ
√
p
)
Pn(cosϕ), 0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1,

(17)

for ϕ ∈ [0, π].

In Eq. (17) in and kn are the modified spherical Bessel functions of the first and second kind, of order
n [17, 19],

in(z) =

√
π

2z
In+1/2(z) ; kn(z) =

√
2

πz
Kn+1/2(z), (18)

with In+1/2 and Kn+1/2 being the fractional order, modified Bessel functions of first and second kind.
Furthermore, to obtain a finite solution defined on the closed interval [0, π] we retain only Pn(cosϕ), the
Legendre polynomials of the first kind [17].

The expansion coefficients, An, Bn, and Dn, are chosen to satisfy the Laplace-transformed boundary condi-
tions in Eq (16). Upon substituting the separation-of-variables solution, Eq. (17), into Eq. (16) and invoking
orthogonality of Legendre functions we obtain a 3 × 3 linear algebraic system of equations which may be
readily solved. The details of this process, while not complex, are lengthy and so are relegated to Appendices.
Some explicit results are also given in [16].

In order to return to the temporal domain, the solution in the Laplace transformed domain must be inverted.
This is achieved through evaluating complex contour integrals of the Bromwich-type [18],

Cς(ρ, ϕ, τ) = L−1
{
Cς

}
=

1

2πi

∫ σ+i∞

σ−i∞
Cς(ρ, ϕ, p)e

pτdp, ς = 1, 2. (19)

Inserting our separation-of-variables solution, C1(ρ, ϕ, p) and C2(ρ, ϕ, p), into Eq. (19) we obtain, at least
formally, the eigenfunction expansions,

C1(ρ, ϕ, τ) =

∞∑
n=0

L−1
{
Anin

(
ρ
√
p/A

)
+Bnkn

(
ρ
√
p/A

)}
Pn(cosϕ), 1 ≤ ρ ≤ X. (20)

C2(ρ, ϕ, τ) =

∞∑
n=0

L−1 {Dnin (ρ
√
p)}Pn(cosϕ), 0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1. (21)

The above Laplace inversions are arguably impossible to achieve explicitly for all times τ since the Laplace
parameter not only appears in the arguments of the explicit Bessel functions, it also appears deeply embedded
in the coefficients An, Bn and Dn. Consequently, as a compromise solution we seek only an asymptotic
approximation valid for large times. The derivation of this asymptotic approximation is outlined in the
Appendices (see also Section 3.2 of [16]). The final approximate solutions take the form of a double series
valid for 0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1 and a double series valid for 1 ≤ ρ ≤ X. In each double series, the “outer” index
denotes the order of the Legendre polynomial in the eigenfunction series expansion and hence represents the
angular dependence, while the “inner” index denotes the order of the asymptotic approximation in time τ
(for a given n). The explicit forms of these double series are exemplified by Eq. (27) in [16] for the time and
space dependent particle concentration in the biological cell interior. For our purposes here, of numerical
implementation, it suffices to simply represent the Legendre eigenfunction series in the forms

C1 =

∞∑
n=0

∞∑
k=0

ν
(n)
k g(−X/

√
A, k + n/2− 1, τ)Pn(cos(ϕ)), (22)

and

C2 =

∞∑
n=0

∞∑
k=0

ψ
(n)
k g(−X/

√
A, k + n/2− 1, τ)Pn(cos(ϕ)), (23)

where the time-and space-dependent factors, g(x,m, τ), and the constants, ν
(n)
k and ψ

(n)
k , are derived in

B.1 and B.2, and defined by Eqs (B.75), (B.85), and (B.71), respectively. The g(x,m, τ) functions involve
confluent hypergeometric functions, which can be developed into asymptotic series in the time variable.
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Figure 2 An illustration of the finite element method discretization mesh, here with b = 2, Q1 = 6 and Q2 = 4. In our
practical implementation we have generally adopted the dimensions Q1 = 50 and Q2 = 20, and with b = X = 10. The biological
cell periphery is indicated by the yellow half-circle, and the cell exterior and interior are denoted F1 and F2, respectively.

∂C1,2

∂x̃

∣∣∣∣
x̃=0

= 0

C1|z̃=b = 1

∂C1

∂x̃

∣∣∣∣
x̃=Q2

= 0

∂C1

∂z̃

∣∣∣∣
z̃=(b−Q1)

= 0

3.2 Numerical implementation of asymptotic solution

Although they may be developed to arbitrary order, for the practical purpose of numerical implementation
we truncate the double series given in Eqs (22) and (23). After some exploration we found that a good
balance of computational accuracy and computational efficiency could be achieved (see further comments
below) by considering terms up to and including k = 2 and n = 5, for the inner and outer summations,
respectively. Hence, the finite double summation approximations, which are formally only valid for large
times, that we’ve implemented in our comparison with the fully numerical finite element solution, are

C1 ≈
5∑

n=0

2∑
k=0

ν
(n)
k g(−X/

√
A, k + n/2− 1, τ)Pn(cos(ϕ)), 1 ≤ ρ ≤ X, 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ π, (24)

for outside the cell, and

C2 ≈
5∑

n=0

2∑
k=0

ψ
(n)
k g(−X/

√
A, k + n/2− 1, τ)Pn(cos(ϕ)), 0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1, 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ π, (25)

for inside the cell.

For the explicit cases we examined it was found that terms of higher order than n = 5 in the Legendre function
expansions contributed negligibly to the approximation. The terms corresponding to n = 5 for k = 0, 1, 2
have a maximum magnitude of 10−4 for those values of τ examined in the case of A > 1, and a maximum

magnitude of 0.1 for the corresponding case of A < 1. The first three terms of ψ
(n)
k and ν

(n)
k each contribute

significantly to the approximations. If we omit the ψ
(n)
2 and ν

(n)
2 terms, the resulting approximations are

less accurate for a given τ , but as τ increases the solutions nevertheless converge to the same degree of
approximation one finds with the k = 2 terms included. The process of explicitly computing the first three

terms of ψ
(n)
k and ν

(n)
k is explained in Appendix B. Naturally, the convergence behaviour and accuracy of

the approximate solutions will depend on the specific values of X, A and ρ that are assigned.
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Figure 3 Non-dimensional particle distributions inside and outside the cell predicted by the asymptotic approximation for
A = 1, and b = X = 2.

In the numerical comparison below we can only consider the two regions relevant to the asymptotic approx-
imations, which are summarized in Appendices B.1 & B.2. That is, the numerical comparison pertains only
to the region defined by the inequality 0 < ρ < X.

In the figures appearing in the next section we highlight contour lines which are curves joining points of
equal concentration. These are the iso-contours. With the help of these one can readily appreciate (visualize)
the time-dependent progress of the diffusive front.

3.3 Finite element solution

As a benchmark solution with which to compare our asymptotic solution, we used the “Partial Differential
Equation Toolbox” in Matlab to solve the system described in Section 2. The transient-axisymmetric

analysis module is used to exploit the azimuthal symmetry of the system around the z-axis. Moreover, it is
sufficient to apply the finite element method to one half of the system cross-section, here taken to be the
xz-plane. The spatial variables for this non-dimensional cross-section are defined as in Section 2.3,

x̃ =
x

a
, z̃ =

z

a
. (26)

Figure 2 shows a simple example of the elements generated by the PDE toolbox in Matlab. The element
edges labeled E7 and E8, between z̃ = −1 and z̃ = +1, represent the boundary of our biological cell. We
maintain a constant concentration condition, C1 = 1, along the boundary edge E2, which denotes the planar
boundary generating the diffusive front. Along edges E1 and E3 we impose the condition of zero normal
flux, ∂C1/∂x̃ = 0 and ∂C1/∂z̃ = 0, respectively. The latter boundary conditions are required since the
PDE toolbox is incapable of treating infinite domain systems. Along the central, axis of symmetry we also
impose a zero gradient condition, ∂C1,2/∂x̃ = 0. These boundary conditions and their locations are shown
in Figure 2. To best model the present infinite system, we capture as large an external region as possible.
We define parameters Q1 (the length of E1) and Q2 (the length of E3) as being the length and breadth,
respectively, of a subset of the actual infinite spatial domain. Relevant edges are labeled E1 to E8, and the
exterior and interior regions are denoted F1 and F2, respectively.

The FEM implementation involves a parameter hm which is the maximum distance between nodes; the
smaller is hm, the greater is the resolution.
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4 Results and Discussion

4.1 Preliminary remarks

Before beginning a detailed numerical study, it is useful to establish the qualitative bounds within which we
anticipate the asymptotic approximation to be valid. These qualitative confines of the model help to give a
broader perspective to the specific quantitative comparison to follow. With the adopted model assumptions,
and subsequent approximations made in the solution process, we anticipate the following limitations on
accuracy.

Consider first the influence of the virtual sphere boundary. For all times if X is chosen such that X ≳ O(1)
then the asymptotic solution will cease to have meaning since the biological cell’s presence will invariably
affect the particle concentration at the position of the virtual sphere’s boundary at ρ = X. The concentration
distribution around the latter boundary will then be different at all times from those values assumed by the
1D planar solution, upon which the far field boundary condition is based. However, at the same time it has
to be acknowledged that since a FEM simulation is necessarily also confined to a finite domain and hence is
itself burdened by effective/approximate outer boundary conditions, it may be difficult to conclude from a
comparison alone where and when, or even if, a deficiency exists on the part of the asymptotic solution. To
avoid or at least minimize any ambiguity, the majority of the results presented below were obtained assuming
a radii ratio of X = 10. Nevertheless, for completeness, we also consider a few cases for which the ratio X
is as little as 2.

A second consideration is that of time. Since the mathematical exercise produced a large-time, asymptotic
solution we should anticipate that numerical inaccuracies will emerge in a numerical implementation for short
and potentially medium times, revealed in a comparable FEM calculation. In other words, the numerical
implementation will in general likely be in error for non-dimensional times τ ≪ 1 and potentially even for
τ ≈ O(1). It is in this second consideration, other factors being equal, that the FEM solution will be useful
in revealing any errors. Since this latter prospect is an important focus of this paper, we shall compare the
two numerical works for a range of non-dimensional times.

Given the first of the aforementioned two qualitative points we may ensure greatest numerical accuracy in
the asymptotic approximation by setting X = b, which also conveniently reduces the extent of parameter
space we are to explore to that of two dimensions. For the most part we adopt this choice; the only exception
being our study of the effect of reducing the size of the virtual sphere boundary. Our investigation comprises
a semi-quantitative, side-by-side comparison of temporal snapshots of particle distributions (in the form of
heat maps) produced by the two methods. On a more quantitative level, for each graphical comparison we
include an accompanying table of L∞, L1 and L2 measures 1:

L∞ = sup {|Casym − CFEM|} ,
L1 =

1

m

∑
m |Casym − CFEM| ,

L2 =

√
1

m

∑
m |Casym − CFEM|2,

(27)

where CFEM and Casym denote the (dimensionless) concentrations predicted by the FEM and asymptotic
solution methods, respectively. The indicated supremum and summations in Eq (27) extend either over the
biological cell interior, or the biological cell exterior (but within the virtual sphere of radius ρ = X). The
number of discrete points sampled inside the biological cell was set at m = 50, while external to the cell and
within the virtual sphere ρ = X, m = 4472 points were sampled unless otherwise indicated. Invariably, the
non-dimensional spatial domain simulated in the FEM calculations was a rectangle of size Q1×Q2 = 50×20
containing one half of the total, mirror-symmetric region, with a non-dimensional grid dimension (i.e., the
maximum distance between FEM nodes) of hm = 0.2.

4.2 Numerical comparison

As a convenient first test case, capitalizing on the assumed continuity of both concentration and normal flux
across the membrane, we set the diffusion ratio to unity A = 1 so that the rates of diffusion inside and outside

1Relative as opposed to absolute measures could also be considered. However, as particle concentrations were of order 1 in the cases
quantified (except at very short times) no greater appreciation of accuracy is achieved by including both sets of measures.
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Figure 4 Comparison of non-dimensional particle distributions inside and outside the biological cell predicted by the asymp-
totic approximation (left) and FEM simulation (right) for A = 50, and b = X = 10, at a non-dimensional time of τ = 0.1. The
FEM simulation region is a rectangle of dimensions Q1 ×Q2 = 50× 20 with a grid spacing of hm = 0.2.

τ 0.1 0.25 0.5 0.75 1 3
L1(ρ < 1) 1.79×10−2 6.25×10−3 2.73×10−3 8.51×10−5 3.18×10−4 7.60×10−5

L2(ρ < 1) 2.32×10−2 8.20×10−3 3.54×10−3 1.24×10−4 4.06×10−4 8.30×10−5

L∞(ρ < 1) 4.50×10−2 1.61×10−2 6.87×10−3 3.49×10−4 9.30×10−4 1.93×10−4

L1(1 < ρ < X) 2.44×10−2 4.14×10−3 7.09×10−4 2.67×10−4 1.56×10−4 6.66×10−5

L2(1 < ρ < X) 5.13×10−2 6.99×10−3 1.18×10−3 4.81×10−4 2.61×10−4 8.23×10−5

L∞(1 < ρ < X) 2.65×10−1 3.32×10−2 5.44×10−3 2.38×10−3 1.15×10−3 1.63×10−4

Table 1 Mean error measures (L1, L2, and L∞) as a function of non-dimensional time τ , inside and
outside the cell. The calculations were based on the case A = 50, b = X = 10, and for FEM grid
dimensions of Q1 ×Q2 = 50× 20 and a grid spacing of h = 0.2.

the biological cell are equal. Under these conditions we would expect the cell, in principle, to be effectively
transparent to the planar front. Consequently, we would expect the two predictions of particle concentration
(FEM and asymptotic) to be consistent with the trivial case of the biological cell being completely absent.
Thus, we would expect the particle iso-contours (contours joining points of equal concentration) to be parallel
to each other and moreover parallel to the plane source of particles that produced them. These iso-contours
would hence travel in the direction perpendicular to the planar source. These expectations are indeed realized
as can be seen from the contours shown in Figure 3 for the particle distributions at three non-dimensional
times. Incidentally, as a further test of the model’s resilience we have here set the virtual sphere boundary
to X = b = 2. The FEM solution, which is not shown, is graphically indistinguishable from the asymptotic
results shown in Figure 3.

For a diffusion constant ratio of A = 50 (diffusion inside the biological cell is 50 times slower than diffusion
outside the cell), we show in Figures 4-5 a sequence of snap-shots of these distributions from short to large
dimensionless times. Confirming the second of our two qualitative expectations, we see that at τ = 0.1 (Figure
4) there is an obvious discrepancy between the two results, with the asymptotic theory falsely predicting an
accumulation of particles inside the cell, despite the absence of particles in the cell exterior. However, by
τ = 0.25 (data not shown), the prediction is already qualitatively in line with the FEM results, both inside
and outside the biological cell. The agreement naturally improves as τ increases (Figure 5): from τ = 0.75
to τ = 3 in which interval the asymptotic solution is all but identical to the FEM solution. The improved
agreement is confirmed quantitatively in Table 1 which shows a L∞ error of 1.9 × 10−4 inside the cell and
a L∞ error of 1.6× 10−4 outside the cell at τ = 3. Both L1 and L2 error measures are comparable (to each
other) and suggest, when compared with the L∞ measure, that the maximum errors highlighted by L∞ are
highly localized.

The slower rate of diffusion inside the biological cell compared with diffusion outside (A = 50 ⇒ DII =
DI/50) leads to an initial build-up in the particle concentration in the anterior half of the cell (ϕ ≈ 0) (this
is certainly the case inside, but also outside, although to a lesser extent) so those profiles or iso-contours
appear to lead those outside (i.e., are further along in z̃ (see, for example, the C = 0.3 iso-contour at τ = 0.75
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or the C = 0.4 iso-contour at τ = 1 in Figure 5). However, in the posterior half of the cell (ϕ ≈ π), both
inside and outside, the roles are reversed, with the external iso-contours leading (in z̃) the corresponding
internal iso-contours. This is evidenced by the C = 0.2 concentration iso-contour at τ = 0.75 or the C = 0.25
iso-contour at τ = 1 in Figure 5. The external concentration gradient downstream and to the side of the
cell, possesses a significant vector component in the direction toward the axis of symmetry, driving particles
toward the cell’s shadow region. With time and distance (downstream of the cell) the profile cross-sections
tend once again to be linear, corresponding to the asymptotic, unidirectional planar front (see the C = 0.2
contour at τ = 1, middle pair of panels in Figure 5). These behaviorial details are captured by both the
asymptotic approximation and the FEM simulation. It is noteworthy that the tendency for the iso-contours
to regain the planar form is consistent with and validates the use of the effective virtual sphere boundary
condition at X, which takes on the value of the unidirectional solution, Eq (13), for all ϕ ∈ [0, π].

For the case A = 1/50 (DII = 50DI) diffusion inside the biological cell is faster than diffusion outside.
Consequently, the relationship between iso-contour profiles inside and outside is somewhat the reverse of
the case found with A = 50, but is not a mirror reversal. Nevertheless, as we see from Figure 6, the more
rapid particle movement inside the cell results in a depletion zone in the cell anterior region (ϕ ≈ 0) and a
build-up of particle concentration in the posterior region (ϕ ≈ π), by those particles that have been more
rapidly transported through the cell. This more rapid internal movement is responsible for an accumulation of
particles in the cell’s shadow region. This higher level of accumulation generates a concentration gradient with
a significant vector component directed away from the symmetry axis, which of course tends to equilibrate
concentrations everywhere; the iso-contours some cell radii further downstream, again tend to be planar.
However, this occurs at a slower rate overall compared with the A = 50 example. In the cases shown,
the diffusive propagation inside the cell is so rapid that no contours of the representative concentration
increments are included.

In this case of internal diffusion being 50 times faster than external diffusion, agreement between the
asymptotic theory and the FEM simulation still occurs but at significantly larger dimensionless times. The
non-dimensional times required to obtain the same level of agreement as in the preceding case of A = 50
are here two to four orders of magnitude greater that unity (compare the times of the entries with roughly
equivalent accuracies (L1 and L2 measures) in Table 1 and Table 2).

The significant difference in time orders is somewhat deceptive. In our numerical simulation we had followed
the lead of Philip [7] and Mild [8] and defined a dimensionless time based on the diffusion constant of
the cell’s interior, τ = DIIt/a

2. Consequently, the orders of magnitude difference in non-dimensional time
may be explained by noting that for the same physical time, t, other things being equal, the ratio of the
dimensionless times in the two cases studied give

τA>1

τA<1
=

0.02D1t

a2

50D1t

a2

=
1

2500
.

Hence, in terms of non-dimensional times, scaled as we have done, we would expect a three order of magnitude
large τ disparity for the same t value. Equivalently stated, from Tables 1 and 2 we see, for example, almost
identical accuracy was achieved in the outer region at τ = 0.25 in the case of A = 50, as at τ = 625 in the
case of A = 1/50. These levels of accuracy occurred approximately at

tA>1 =
τA>1a

2

DI/A
≈ 0.25a2

DI/50
= 12.5

a2

DI
,

in the case of A = 50, and

tA<1 =
τA<1a

2

DI/A
≈ 625a2

50DI
= 12.5

a2

DI
,

in the case of A = 1/50. That is, the same level of agreement occurring at widely different non-dimensional
times actually occur at the same real time.

Finally, to return to the first qualitative point raised at the beginning of this section, we investigate the
effect of reducing the radius of our effective, virtual sphere boundary, X.

Keeping fixed the distance to the physical source (b = 10) the effect on the particle distribution at τ = 0.75
for A = 50, of decreasing boundary radius, X = 5, 2.5, 2 is demonstrated in Figure 7. In theory, the
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Figure 5 Comparison of non-dimensional particle distributions inside and outside the cell predicted by the asymptotic ap-
proximation (left) and FEM simulation (right) for A = 50, b = X = 10, and, top to bottom, at non-dimensional times of
τ = 0.75, 1, and 3. The FEM simulation cell is a rectangle of dimensions Q1 ×Q2 = 50× 20 with a grid spacing of hm = 0.2.

most accurate example with this parameter set assumes X = 10, this (along with the benchmark FEM
results) was shown in Figure 5. As we had chosen to maintain the figure scale for comparison purposes, the
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Figure 6 Comparison of non-dimensional particle distributions inside and outside the cell predicted by the asymptotic ap-
proximation (left) and FEM simulation (right) for A = 1/50, b = X = 10, and, top to bottom, at non-dimensional times of
τ = 1250, 2500, and 7500. The FEM simulation cell is a rectangle of dimensions Q1 × Q2 = 50 × 20 with a grid spacing of
hm = 0.2.

cases for which X < 3 highlight the absence of perturbation solution data outside the virtual boundary.
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τ 250 625 1250 1875 2500 7500
L1(ρ < 1) 8.93×10−6 2.51×10−6 5.20×10−6 3.02×10−6 1.73×10−5 8.64×10−5

L2(ρ < 1) 1.01×10−5 3.03×10−6 5.48×10−6 3.53×10−6 5.75×10−5 8.64×10−5

L∞(ρ < 1) 1.75×10−6 8.80×10−6 1.03×10−5 1.07×10−5 2.57×10−5 9.38×10−5

L1(1 < ρ < X) 2.44×10−2 4.14×10−3 6.68×10−4 2.30×10−4 1.85×10−4 1.30×10−4

L2(1 < ρ < X) 5.13×10−2 6.99×10−3 1.14×10−3 4.34×10−4 2.58×10−4 1.72×10−4

L∞(1 < ρ < X) 2.65×10−1 3.33×10−2 5.44×10−3 2.38×10−3 1.15×10−3 4.41×10−4

Table 2 Mean error measures (L1, L2, and L∞) as a function of non-dimensional time τ , inside and
outside the cell. The calculations were based on the case A = 1/50, b = X = 10, and for FEM grid
dimensions of Q1 ×Q2 = 50× 20 and a grid spacing of h = 0.2.

Figure 7 The effect of reducing the radius of outer, virtual sphere boundary on the non-dimensional particle distributions
inside and outside the biological cell predicted by the asymptotic approximation. We show the case for A = 50, and b = 10, at
a fixed non-dimensional time of τ = 0.75. The cases shown, from left to right, correspond to non-dimensional outer boundary
radii of X = 5, 2.5, and 2. The most accurate asymptotic calculation, other things being equal, as well as the FEM benchmark
result, is shown in Figure 5.

X 10 7.5 5 2.5 2
m (exterior) 4472 2495 1069 229 132
L1(ρ < 1) 8.51×10−5 7.97×10−5 1.16×10−4 8.99×10−4 1.80×10−3

L2(ρ < 1) 1.24×10−4 1.22×10−4 1.59×10−4 1.10×10−3 2.12×10−3

L∞(ρ < 1) 3.49×10−4 3.27×10−4 4.19×10−4 2.20×10−3 4.20×10−3

L1(1 < ρ < X) 2.67×10−4 1.46×10−4 3.60×10−4 1.90×10−3 3.20×10−3

L2(1 < ρ < X) 4.81×10−4 1.86×10−4 4.15×10−4 2.08×10−3 3.53×10−3

L∞(1 < ρ < X) 2.38×10−3 6.34×10−4 8.23×10−4 3.60×10−3 5.70×10−3

Table 3 Mean error measures (L1, L2, and L∞) inside and outside the cell as a
function of radius of outer, virtual spherical boundary X. The calculations were based on
the case A = 50, b = 10, and at a non-dimensional time of τ = 0.75. The number of
interior points sampled is fixed at m = 50.

At the boundary, ρ = X, and beyond, the presupposition is for the particle distribution to be that of the
unidirectional diffusion, Eq (13). A qualitative indicator of support for the validity of this assumption is a
zero slope of the iso-contours there. From Figure 5 this qualitative support is present for X = 10. Now in
Figure 7 it is also apparently the case for X = 5. However, for X = 2.5 the iso-contours already show a
nonzero slope at the virtual sphere boundary indicating that although the concentration values at ρ = X
are those of the unidirectional solution, there is a discontinuity in the slope in the z-direction. Consequently,
for this radius at least there is a failure to merge smoothly with the unidirectional solution. Interestingly,
we see from Table 3, that the accuracy of the asymptotic solution, relative to the FEM solution (which is
independent of X), does not improve significantly for virtual sphere radii larger than X = 5, indicating that
it is not necessary to adopt the greatest possible sphere size to achieve reasonable accuracy.
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5 Summary and Concluding Remarks

The asymptotic solution to the problem of particle diffusion in and around a spherical cell exposed to a plane
source of particles is compared with a fully numerical solutions using the finite element method. We have
indicated regimes in which the asymptotic solution is expected to perform poorly or fail altogether, as well
as those regimes when it is expected to be accurate. The arguments have been confirmed by the numerical
comparison with the FEM solutions. In fact, the asymptotic solution is shown to be surprisingly accurate
over a considerable range of system parameters, even when the Legendre series is truncated at n = 5 and
the asymptotic series is truncated at k = 2.

We found that good agreement, often to four decimal places, between the asymptotic approximation and
the FEM solution occurred at considerably different non-dimensional times for different A values. However,
it was also found that these different non-dimensional times were in correspondence with the relative values
of the diffusion constants, and agreement occurred at the same physical time.

The principal aim achieved in this work was the demonstration of good agreement between our asymptotic
solution and a conventional, finite element solution of the diffusion equations. The agreement validates the
use of the asymptotic solution expression (explicitly presented in [16]), instead of less convenient tables of
numerical values, to determine derived quantities that are accessible experimentally. On this last note, an
explicit example application is considered in [20].

An experimental detail, not yet explored theoretically but clearly warranted as indicated by the experimen-
tal studies, was the influence of gravity in the diffusion process. It was found by experiment [5] that the
orientation of the source-to-cell line relative to the direction of the gravitational force affected the rate at
which nanoparticles accumulated in cells. Thus, it remains to include sedimentation in a future model. Such
a theoretical analysis of the combined effect of sedimentation and diffusion would ascertain to what degree
and in what form sedimentation affects the time dependent accumulation of nanoparticles in a spherical cell.
We shall pursue this problem and will report on our findings, including a comparison with experimental
data, in a separate publication.
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.

A Separation of Variables Solution in the Laplace Domain

The function C2,

C2 =

∞∑
n=0

(Dnin(ρ
√
p) + Enkn(ρ

√
p))Pn(cos(ϕ)), (A.28)

describes the Laplace transformed concentration inside the cell. Analogously, the function C1,

C1 =

∞∑
n=0

(Anin(ρ
√
p/A) +Bnkn(ρ

√
p/A))Pn(cos(ϕ)), (A.29)

represents the Laplace transformed concentration outside the cell. To fully determine these solutions we
enforce the boundary conditions in the Laplace domain to determine the coefficients An, Bn, Dn and En.
For example, we observe that to eliminate the singularity at the origin ρ = 0 we require

En = 0, n = 0, 1, 2, . . . , (A.30)

Furthermore, to ensure continuity of concentration across the cell surface (at ρ = 1) we require,

Anin(
√
p/A) +Bnkn(

√
p/A) = Dnin(

√
p) n = 0, 1, 2, . . . . (A.31)

Similarly, to ensure continuity of the flux density across the cell surface we require,

√
A
(
Ani

′
n(
√
p/A) +Bnk

′
n(
√
p/A)

)
= Dni

′
n(
√
p) (A.32)

where for brevity we define

i′n(x) =
∂(in(x))

∂x
, k′n(x) =

∂(kn(x))

∂x
, n = 0, 1, 2, . . . . (A.33)

Finally, we impose the far-field condition on the virtual spherical boundary, X. Utilising the expression
known as the plane-wave expansion which can be found in [17](Eq. 10.1.47), yields

Anin(X
√
p/A) +Bnkn(X

√
p/A) =

(2n+ 1)

p
e−b

√
p/Ain(X

√
p/A), n = 0, 1, . . . . (A.34)

Equations A.31, A.32 & A.34 form a system of three linear equations in the unknown parameters An, Bn

and Dn.

To solve this system we first introduce the quantities,2

σl = in(xl), ωl = kn(xl), σ′
l =

∂(in(xl))

∂xl
, ω′

l =
∂(kn(xl))

∂xl
, l = 1, 2, . . . , 5 (A.35)

where

{x1, x2, . . . , x5} = {√p, ρ√p,
√
p

A
, ρ

√
p

A
, X

√
p

A
}. (A.36)

Solving the system of linear equations in terms of these new quantities, we obtain

An =
( (2n+ 1)

p
e−b

√
p
A

) −(σ′
1ω3 −

√
Aσ1ω

′
3)σ5

ω5(σ′
1σ3 −

√
Aσ1σ′

3)− σ5(σ′
1ω3 −

√
Aσ1ω′

3)
, (A.37)

Bn =
( (2n+ 1)

p
e−b

√
p
A

) (σ′
1σ3 −

√
Aσ1σ

′
3)σ5

ω5(σ′
1σ3 −

√
Aσ1σ′

3)− σ5(σ′
1ω3 −

√
Aσ1ω′

3)
, (A.38)

2Many of the following parameters and variables should additionally carry the index “n”. However, in the interest of clarity we have
suppressed the n. The reader should be mindful of the implicit dependence.
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Dn =
( (2n+ 1)

p
e−b

√
p
A

) √
A(σ′

3ω3 − σ3ω
′
3)σ5

ω5(σ′
1σ3 −

√
Aσ1σ′

3)− σ5(σ′
1ω3 −

√
Aσ1ω′

3)
. (A.39)

To summarize, the transformed solutions, C1 and C2, for the concentration outside and inside the cell,
respectively, are

C2 =

∞∑
n=0

V nPn(cos(ϕ)), (A.40)

where

V n =
( (2n+ 1)

p
e−b

√
p
A

) √
A(σ′

3ω3 − σ3ω
′
3)σ5σ2

ω5(σ′
1σ3 −

√
Aσ1σ′

3)− σ5(σ′
1ω3 −

√
Aσ1ω′

3)
(A.41)

and

C1 =

∞∑
n=0

UnPn(cos(ϕ)), (A.42)

with

Un =
( (2n+ 1)

p
e−b

√
p
A

)−(σ′
1ω3 −

√
Aσ1ω

′
3)σ5σ4 + (σ′

1σ3 −
√
Aσ1σ

′
3)σ5ω4

ω5(σ′
1σ3 −

√
Aσ1σ′

3)− σ5(σ′
1ω3 −

√
Aσ1ω′

3)
. (A.43)
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.

B Asymptotic Approximation

The solutions in the Laplace domain given by Eqs. A.40–A.43 are complicated given the appearance of the
Laplace parameter in the arguments of the modified spherical Bessel functions and in the majority of factors
multiplying the Bessel functions. Consequently, achieving a closed form expression for the inverse Laplace
transform is highly unlikely. Instead, as a compromise solution we proceed with an asymptotic analysis.

It is known that the Laplace transform f(p) of a function as p→ 0 corresponds to an approximation for f(τ)
valid for τ → ∞. This principle is discussed by Hahn and Özisik [21] and is used by Philip [7] and Mild [8].
A similar concept is formulated by Carslaw and Jaeger [22]. We shall take advantage of this fact to obtain
asymptotic approximations to the Laplace inverse of Eqs. A.40–A.43 valid for large times.

B.1 Large-time, asymptotic approximation for the concentration inside the cell

We begin by developing a series expansion of C2 as p → 0. We rewrite Eqs. A.40 & A.41 in terms of our
new quantities, Eqs. A.35 & A.36,

C2 =

∞∑
n=0

V nPn(cos(ϕ)), V n =
( (2n+ 1)

p
e−b

√
p
A

)Ω1

Ω2
(B.44)

where

Ω1 =
√
A(σ′

3ω3 − σ3ω
′
3)σ5σ2, (B.45)

Ω2 = ω5(σ
′
1σ3 −

√
Aσ1σ

′
3)− σ5(σ

′
1ω3 −

√
Aσ1ω

′
3). (B.46)

We first determine an expansion for 1/Ω2. We introduce the quantities

βl = i−n(xl), β′
l =

∂(i−n(xl))

∂xl
, l = 1, 2, . . . , 5 (B.47)

where i−n(z) is the negative order modified spherical Bessel function of the first kind and with xl as defined
in Eq. A.36. Using Eq. C.92 (in C.1), we have

ωl =
(−1)n+1

π

2
(σl − βl) (B.48)

and

ω′
l =

(−1)n+1
π

2
(σ′

l − β′
l). (B.49)

We substitute Eqs. B.48 & B.49 into Eq. B.46, to obtain

Ω2 =
(−1)n+1

π

2
(β5(

√
Aσ1σ

′
3 − σ′

1σ3)− σ5(
√
Aσ1β

′
3 − σ′

1β3)). (B.50)

We now introduce an expansion for each σl, which are the modified spherical Bessel functions of the first
kind, using Eq. C.94:

σl = (
√
p)n

∞∑
k=0

σl,k (
√
p)2k (B.51)

where

σl,k =
a(n, k)(xl)

2k+n

(
√
p)2k+n

, k = 0, 1, . . . , (B.52)

a(n, k), defined in Eq. C.95 are coefficients that are independent of p. We note that σl,k are the coefficients of
(
√
p)2k+n in the expansion for in(xl) using Equation C.94. We observe that xl (Equation A.36) is comprised of√
p in the numerator, for each l. The factor of

√
p is eliminated from σl,k by the (

√
p)2k+n in the denominator
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of Equation B.52. Hence, σl,k for all values of k and l are independent of p. Similarly, we introduce expansions
for σ′

l, βl and β
′
l using Equations C.94, C.96 & C.97

σ′
l = (

√
p)(n−1)

∞∑
k=0

σ′
l,k (

√
p)2k, βl = (

√
p)−(n+1)

∞∑
k=0

βl,k (
√
p)2k, (B.53)

β′
l = (

√
p)−(n+2)

∞∑
k=0

βl,k (
√
p)2k, l = 1, 2, . . . , 5 (B.54)

where

σ′
l,k =

a(n, k)(2k + n)(xl)
2k+(n−1)

(
√
p)2k+(n−1)

, βl,k =
b(n, k)(xl)

2k−(n+1)

(
√
p)2k−(n+1)

, (B.55)

β′
l,k =

b(n, k)(2k − n− 1)(xl)
2k−(n+2)

(
√
p)2k−(n+2)

, k = 0, 1, ... . (B.56)

Analogous to σl,k, we observe that σ′
l,k, βl,k and β′

l,k are not dependent on p for all values of l and k.
Substituting Eqs. B.51, B.53 & B.54 into Eq. B.50, we obtain

Ω2 =
(−1)n+1

π pn/2−1

2
(Φ1 − Φ2) (B.57)

where

Φ1 =
( ∞∑

k=0

β5,k p
k
)(√

A
( ∞∑

k=0

σ1,k p
k
)( ∞∑

k=0

σ′
3,k p

k
)
−
( ∞∑

k=0

σ′
1,k p

k
)( ∞∑

k=0

σ3,k p
k
))

, (B.58)

Φ2 =
( ∞∑

k=0

σ5,k p
k
)(√

A
( ∞∑

k=0

σ1,k p
k
)( ∞∑

k=0

β′
3,k p

k
)
−
( ∞∑

k=0

σ′
1,k p

k
)( ∞∑

k=0

β3,k p
k
))

. (B.59)

The expressions for Φ1 and Φ2 are composed of terms which are products of three series in p. Using the
triple Cauchy product formula from Eq. C.101, we get the single series for the denominator in Eq. B.44

Ω2 = pn/2−1
∞∑
k=0

γk p
k (B.60)

where

γk =
(−1)n+1

π

2

k∑
i=0

i∑
j=0

β5,k−i(
√
Aσ1,i−j σ

′
3,j − σ′

1,i−j σ3,j)− σ5,k−i(
√
Aσ1,i−j β

′
3,j − σ′

1,i−j β3,j). (B.61)

Manipulating Eq. B.60, we obtain the expression

1

Ω2
=
p(1−n/2)

γ0

(
1 +

∞∑
k=1

γk
γ0
pk
)−1

(B.62)

Using the geometric series expansion [21], the last equation may be re-written as

1

Ω2
= p(1−n/2)

∞∑
r=0

(−1)r

γ0

( ∞∑
k=1

γk
γ0
pk
)r

= p(1−n/2)
∞∑
k=0

µk p
k, (B.63)

which is valid for small values of p since

∣∣∣ ∞∑
k=1

γk
γ0
pk
∣∣∣ < 1, as p→ 0. (B.64)
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We determine the first four terms of µk,

µ0 =
1

γ0
, µ1 = −γ1

γ20
, µ2 =

γ21
γ30

− γ2
γ20
, µ3 = −γ

3
1

γ40
+ 2

γ1γ2
γ30

− γ3
γ20

. (B.65)

We now develop a series expansion for Ω1 in the numerator of Eq. B.44. We observe that the term σ′
3ω3−σ3ω′

3

in Eq. B.45 is the Wronskian of in(x3) and kn(x3) with x3 =
√
p/A. Hence, using Eq. C.93, we find

σ′
3ω3 − σ3ω

′
3 = −πA

2p
. (B.66)

Substitution of this into Eq. B.45, we get

Ω1 = −A
3/2
π

2p
σ5σ2. (B.67)

Using Eq. B.51, we obtain

Ω1 = −A
3/2
π

2
pn−1

( ∞∑
k=0

σ5,k p
k
)( ∞∑

k=0

σ2,k p
k
)
. (B.68)

We substitute Eqs. B.63 & B.68 into B.44, to get our Legendre coefficient functions,

V n = − (2n+ 1)A3/2
π

2
e−b

√
p
A pn/2−1

( ∞∑
k=0

µk p
k
)( ∞∑

k=0

σ5,k p
k
)( ∞∑

k=0

σ2,k p
k
)
. (B.69)

Using the triple Cauchy product formula Eq. C.101, we arrive at the final series expansion

V n = e−b
√

p
A pn/2−1

∞∑
k=0

ψ
(n)
k pk, (B.70)

where

ψ
(n)
k = − (2n+ 1)A3/2

π

2

k∑
i=0

i∑
j=0

µk−i σ5,i−j σ2,j , n = 0, 1, 2 . . . . (B.71)

We note that the radial dependence is contained in the factor σ2,j , but more importantly, none of these
factors contain p. We now proceed to determine the inverse Laplace transform of C2, using Eqs. B.44 & B.70,

L−1{C2} =

∞∑
n=0

L−1{V n}Pn(cos(ϕ)). (B.72)

where

L−1{V n} =

∞∑
k=0

ψ
(n)
k L−1{e−b

√
p
A pk+n/2−1} . (B.73)

The inverse Laplace transform of an arbitrary term in the series, e−b
√

p
A pk+n/2−1, can now be determined for

all values of n and k using Eq. C.103. Performing the said inverse we arrive at our sought after asymptotic
formula,

C2 =

∞∑
n=0

∞∑
k=0

ψ
(n)
k g(−b/

√
A, k + n/2− 1, τ)Pn(cos(ϕ)) (B.74)

where

g(x,m, τ) =

22





τ−m

 1F1

(
m+ 1; 1

2 ;−
x2

4τ

)
τΓ(−m)

−
x 1F1

(
m+ 3

2 ;
3
2 ;−

x2

4τ

)
τ3/2Γ

(
−m− 1

2

)
 if m ≤ −1,

−
x τ−m−3/2

1F1

(
m+ 3

2 ;
3
2 ;−

x2

4τ

)
Γ
(
−m− 1

2

) if m = 0, 1, 2, . . . ,

τ−m−1
1F1

(
m+ 1; 1

2 ;−
x2

4τ

)
Γ(−m)

if m = i+ 1/2, i = −1, 0, 1, 2, . . . ,

(B.75)

and 1F1 is the confluent hypergeometric function of the first kind [18].

The explicit forms of the ψ
(n)
k are very large due to the consecutive Cauchy products required for its com-

putation. In the remainder of this section we consider an approximation to Equation B.74, by considering
just the k = 0 term of the inner summation. Hence, we get

C2 ≈
∞∑

n=0

ψ
(n)
0 g(−b/

√
A,n/2− 1, τ)Pn(cos(ϕ)) . (B.76)

Using Eqs. B.52, B.55, B.56, B.61, B.65, B.71 & C.95, we obtain

ψ
(n)
0 =

√
π 2−nA1−n

2 X1+2n ρn (1 + 2n)

Γ
(
1
2 + n

)
(AX1+2n + n (A+AX1+2n +X1+2n − 1))

. (B.77)

In Section 3.2 we examine a better approximation of Eq. B.74 by considering ψ
(n)
k for k = 0, 1, 2.

B.2 Large-time, asymptotic approximation for the concentration outside the cell

We find the expansion for C1 as p→ 0 in a similar way to the procedure followed in B.1. We write Eqs. A.42
& A.43 using new quantities,

C1 =

∞∑
n=0

UnPn(cos(ϕ)), Un =
( (2n+ 1)

p
e−b

√
p
A

)Ω3

Ω2
(B.78)

where

Ω3 = −(σ′
1ω3 −

√
Aσ1ω

′
3)σ5σ4 + (σ′

1σ3 −
√
Aσ1σ

′
3)σ5ω4, (B.79)

and where Ω2 is defined by Eq. B.46. To determine an expansion for Ω3, we first substitute Eqs. B.48 & B.49
into the above expression of Ω3 to get,

Ω3 =
(−1)n+1

π

2
((σ′

1β3 −
√
Aσ1β

′
3)σ4 − (σ′

1σ3 −
√
Aσ1 σ3)β4)σ5 . (B.80)

Then using the expansions defined by Eqs. B.51, B.53 & B.54, and evaluating the product of these expansions
using the quadruple Cauchy product (Eq. C.102), we get

Ω3 = pn−1
∞∑
k=0

αk p
k (B.81)

where

αk =
(−1)n+1

π

2
×

k∑
i=0

i∑
j=0

j∑
l=0

σ5,k−i((σ
′
1,i−jβ3,j−l −

√
Aσ1,i−jβ

′
3,j−l)σ4,l − (σ′

1,i−jσ3,j−l −
√
Aσ1,i−j σ3,j−l)β4,l), (B.82)
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where σl,k, σ
′
l,k, βl,k and β′

l,k are defined by Eqs. B.52, B.55 & B.56. Substituting Eqs. B.63 & B.81 into
Eq. B.78, we have

Un = (2n+ 1)pn/2−1e−b
√

p
A

( ∞∑
k=0

αk p
k
)( ∞∑

k=0

µk p
k
)

(B.83)

where µk, again appears, defined by Eq. B.63, the first four terms of which are explicitly stated in Eq. B.65.
Evaluating Eq. B.83 using the Cauchy product,

Un = pn/2−1e−b
√

p
A

∞∑
k=0

ν
(n)
k pk (B.84)

where the coefficients

ν
(n)
k = (2n+ 1)

k∑
i=0

αk−i µi , (B.85)

are independent of p. We are now in a position to determine the inverse Laplace transform of C1 using
Eq. B.84. From Eq. B.78, we have

L−1{C1} =

∞∑
n=0

L−1{Un}Pn(cos(ϕ)). (B.86)

where

L−1{Un} =

∞∑
k=0

ν
(n)
k L−1{e−b

√
p
A pk+n/2−1} . (B.87)

The inverse Laplace transform of e−b
√

p
A pk+n/2−1 can be determined for all values of n and k using Eq. C.103.

Hence we have

C1 =

∞∑
n=0

∞∑
k=0

ν
(n)
k g(−b/

√
A, k + n/2− 1, τ)Pn(cos(ϕ)) (B.88)

where g(x,m, τ) is again defined by Eq. B.75. The explicit forms of the series coefficients, ν
(n)
k , for arbitrary

k and n are very large due the consecutive Cauchy products required in the computation. To conclude this
section, however, we may consider a simple approximation to Equation B.88 by considering just the k = 0
term for the inner summation. Hence, we get

C1 ≈
∞∑

n=0

ν
(n)
0 g(−b/

√
A,n/2− 1, τ)Pn(cos(ϕ)) . (B.89)

Using Eqs. B.52, B.55, B.56, B.61, B.65, B.82, B.85 & C.95, we find that

ν
(n)
0 =

√
π 2−1−nX1+2n

(
n
(
A+Aρ1+2n + ρ1+2n − 1

)
+Aρ1+2n

)
(1 + 2n)

An/2 ρ1+n Γ
(
3
2 + n

)
(AX1+2n + n (A+AX1+2n +X1+2n − 1))

. (B.90)

In Section 3.2 we examine a better approximation of Eq. B.88 by considering ν
(n)
k for k = 0, 1, 2.
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C Further Required Results

C.1 Modified spherical Bessel functions

The modified spherical Bessel functions of the first and second kind are in(z) ( i−n(z) is of negative order)
and kn(z). We use the definitions used by Olver et al. [23],

in(z) =

√
π

2z
In+1/2(z), i−n(z) =

√
π

2z
I−n−1/2(z), kn(z) =

√
π

2z
Kn+1/2(z), (C.91)

where Im(z) and Km(z) are the modified Bessel functions of the first and second kind of order m. We can
relate kn(z) to in(z) and i−n(z) using the formula [23] (Eq. 10.47.11),

kn(z) =
(−1)n+1

π

2
(in(z)− i−n(z)). (C.92)

The Wronskian of in(z) and kn(z) is known to be [23] (Eq. 10.50.2),

i′n(z)kn(z)− in(z)k
′
n(z) = − π

2z2
. (C.93)

C.2 Series expansions

The series expansions of in(z) and i−n(z) in [23] (Eq. 10.53.3 & 10.53.4) are here denoted

in(z) = zn
∞∑
k=0

a(n, k)z2k, i−n(z) = z−n−1
∞∑
k=0

b(n, k)z2k (C.94)

where

a(n, k) =
1

2kk!(2n+ 2k + 1)!!
, b(n, k) =


(−1)n+k(2n− 2k − 1)!!

2kk!
, for k ≤ n,

1

2kk!(2k − 2n− 1)!!
, for k > n.

(C.95)

Similarly, we have expressions of i′n(z) and i
′
−n(z),

i′n(z) =
∂(in(z))

∂z
i′n(z) = zn−1

∞∑
k=0

(2k + n)a(n, k)z2k, (C.96)

i′−n(z) =
∂(i−n(z))

∂z
i′−n(z) = z−n−2

∞∑
k=0

(2k − n− 1)b(n, k)z2k, (C.97)

where the coefficients a(n, k) and b(n, k) are defined by Eq. C.95.

C.3 Multiple Cauchy products

We determine the product of three series. Let,

P3 =
( ∞∑

k=0

ak z
k
)( ∞∑

k=0

bk z
k
)( ∞∑

k=0

ck z
k
)
. (C.98)
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Considering just the last two series,

P3 =
( ∞∑

k=0

ak z
k
)( ∞∑

k=0

ek z
k
)
, ek =

k∑
j=0

bk−j cj , (C.99)

where ek was determined by the usual Cauchy product.Using this operation again, we get

P3 =

∞∑
k=0

( k∑
i=0

ak−i ei

)
zk. (C.100)

Substituting Eq. C.99, we obtain the triple Cauchy product formula

P3 =

∞∑
k=0

( k∑
i=0

i∑
j=0

ak−i bi−j cj

)
zk . (C.101)

Similarly, for the case of a product of four series, we have the quadruple Cauchy product formula,

( ∞∑
k=0

akz
k
)( ∞∑

k=0

bkz
k
)( ∞∑

k=0

ckz
k
)( ∞∑

k=0

dkz
k
)
=

∞∑
k=0

( k∑
i=0

i∑
j=0

j∑
l=0

ak−i bi−j cj−l dl

)
zk . (C.102)

C.4 Laplace inverse of expansions

Equation C.103 below is used to document the inverse Laplace transform of the expansions developed in
B. We have,

L−1{e−x
√
ppm} =

τ−m

 1F1

(
m+ 1; 1

2 ;−
x2

4τ

)
τΓ(−m)

−
x 1F1

(
m+ 3

2 ;
3
2 ;−

x2

4τ

)
τ3/2Γ

(
−m− 1

2

)
 if m ≤ −1,

−
x τ−m−3/2

1F1

(
m+ 3

2 ;
3
2 ;−

x2

4τ

)
Γ
(
−m− 1

2

) if m = 0, 1, 2, . . . ,

τ−m−1
1F1

(
m+ 1; 1

2 ;−
x2

4τ

)
Γ(−m)

if m = i+ 1/2, i = −1, 0, 1, 2, . . . ,

(C.103)

where

1F1(a; b; z) =

∞∑
k=0

Γ(a+ k)Γ(b)

Γ(b+ k)Γ(a)Γ(k + 1)
zk, (C.104)

x > 0, p is the Laplace parameter and 1F1 is the confluent hypergeometric function of the first kind [24].
Equation C.103 was determined using the function InverseLaplaceTransform by Wolfram Mathemat-
ica [25]. The expression condenses to a more comprehensible expressions for specific values ofm. For instance,
m = −1

L−1{e−x
√
pp−1} = 1F1

(
0;

1

2
;−x

2

4τ

)
−
x 1F1

(
1
2 ;

3
2 ;−

x2

4τ

)
√
τπ

. (C.105)

Using formulas in [23] (Eq. 13.6.3 & 13.6.7) we observe

L−1{e−x
√
pp−1} = erfc

(
x

2
√
τ

)
, (C.106)

which agrees with the expressions in [1, 21].
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