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One of the hypothesized functions of biomolecular condensates is to act as chemical reactors, where
chemical reactions can be modulated, i.e. accelerated or slowed down, while substrate molecules
enter and products exit from the condensate. Likewise, the components themselves that take part
in the architectural integrity of condensates might be modified by active (energy consuming, non-
equilibrium) processes, e.g. by ATPase chaperones or by kinases and phosphatases. In this work,
we study how the presence of spatial inhomogeneities, such as in the case of liquid-liquid phase
separation, affects active chemical reactions and results in the presence of directional flows of matter,
which are one of the hallmarks of non-equilibirum processes. We establish the minimal conditions
for the existence of such spatial currents, and we furthermore find that these fluxes are maximal at
the condensate interface. These results propose that some condensates might be most efficient as
chemical factories due to their interfaces rather than their volumes, and could suggest a possible
biological reason for the the observed abundance of small non-fusing condensates inside the cell,
thus maximizing their surface and the associated fluxes.

I. INTRODUCTION

Biomolecular condensates are membraneless cellular or-
ganelles that can specifically control their own composi-
tion, being enriched in some components and depleted
in others. This barrierless partitioning offers, besides
other properties, the possibility to concentrate specific
enzymes and their substrates, and to potentially accel-
erate the rates of the reactions they catalyze, possibly
resulting in fluxes of molecules both to and from con-
densates. Furthermore, the molecules that are struc-
turally responsible for the condensate formation might
themselves undergo transformations, driven by chemi-
cal reactions, that tune their conformational states and
their interactions, consequently modulating the conden-
sate properties. For example, Narayanan et al. [1] found
that ruvBL, an AAA+ ATPase, is involved in the size
control of Synphilin1 condensates and Guilhas et al. [2]
showed that the ATPase ParA is actively involved in pre-
venting the fusion of parABS condensates. Another typ-
ical hallmark of active processes, the presence of fluxes,
has been observed in the nucleolus, which is instrumental
to the assembly of ribosomes from rRNA [3]. Directional
mRNA fluxes have also been measured in nuclear speck-
les [4, 5]. There are several further systems where the
presence of fluxes is hypothesized because mRNA must
be sequentially modified while transiting from one con-
densate to another [6], e.g. between P-bodies and stress
granules [7]. The presence of fluxes dramatically under-
scores the necessity of non-equilibrium driving for the
molecular transformations taking place in condensates.

Physically, condensates are often modelled in the frame-
work of liquid-liquid phase separation, according to the
Flory-Huggins theory ([8], [9], [10]). This description is
only valid at equilibrium and must be extended to ac-
count for active effects. In most works (e.g., [10, 11]),
the kinetics is derived close to equilibrium from linearized

fluxes which depend on the chemical potentials of the
species, calculated from the free energy, and on the chem-
ical potential of the fuel.
A number of studies also investigates the interplay be-
tween active condensate maintenence and the presence
of fluxes [10–14], yet a clear analysis of the conditions
that are necessary for fluxes to be present, and of their
spatial structure, is still lacking. This is precisely what
we address in this work.
In Section II we describe in detail our mathematical
framework, where we derive and extend the customary
free-energy approach from a microscopic perspective. In
Section III, we show that the simple presence of activ-
ity is not sufficient for the presence of fluxes, and we
thus establish the minimal set of conditions that must
be satisfied in a cell (or chemical system) to maintain
steady-state spatial fluxes in the presence of an interface
between two phases. In Section IV, we study how these
fluxes depend on space and on some of the salient pa-
rameters of the system. We find that diffusive fluxes are
always maximal close to the interface, decreasing expo-
nentially away from it, with the decay governed by the
reaction-diffusion length. As a consequence, depending
on this length and on the condensate size, the entire con-
densate, or just a region close to its surface, contributes
to the fluxes, with relevant consequences on the current
view of these membraneless organelles as chemical facto-
ries.

II. DERIVATION OF THE FORMALISM

We model a system with a fixed number of particles, N ,
where each particle can be in any of K chemical states.
The different chemical states can correspond to, e.g., dif-
ferent protein conformations that change the way the
particles interact, and hence their preferences for either
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the condensate or the dilute phase. We assume that the
diffusion constant D does not depend on the chemical
state of the particle (this condition can be relaxed with-
out loss of generality of our results).
The total energy of the system comprises a contribution
from external potentials, V (x⃗i, σi), and a part due to
inter-particle interactions, U(x⃗i, x⃗j , σi, σj), both depend-
ing on the positions and states of the particles:

E(x⃗, σ⃗) =

N∑
i=1

V (x⃗i, σi) +

N−1∑
i=1

N∑
j=i+1

U(x⃗i, x⃗j , σi, σj) (1)

where x⃗ = (x⃗1, ..., x⃗N ) and σ⃗ = (σ1, ..., σN ) denote the
ensemble of particle positions and states, respectively,
and for the sake of simplicity, we are restricting the anal-
ysis to one- and two-body interactions.
We describe the system through the probability distribu-
tion P (x⃗, σ⃗, t), starting from the full N -particle Fokker-
Planck equation [15], which is a known approach for sin-
gle state systems undergoing phase separation and here
we endow particles with multiple internal states governed
by transition rates between each other:

∂tP (x⃗, σ⃗, t) =

N∑
i=1

[
D ∇i

[
∇iP (x⃗, σ⃗, t)

+ βP (x⃗, σ⃗, t)∇iE(x⃗, σ⃗)
]

+

K∑
{σ′

i}

(
kσ′

iσi
(x⃗)P (x⃗, σ⃗/i, σ

′
i, t)

− kσiσ′
i
(x⃗)P (x⃗, σ⃗/i, σi, t)

)]
(2)

where σ⃗/i = (σ1, ..., σi−1, σi+1, ..., σN ) indicates the set
of all chemical states apart from σi, and β = 1/(kBT ),
with kB the Boltzmann constant.
Under the assumption that all reactions can be seen as
activation processes over energy barriers, the rate of the
chemical transition of particle i from state σi to state σ′

i

via a transition state [σiσ
′
i] is

kσiσ′
i
(x⃗) = k0σiσ′

i
e−β[E(x⃗,σ⃗/i,[σiσ

′
i])−E(x⃗,σ⃗/i,σi)]e

βµf

σi→σ′
i ,

(3)
where, for clarity, we separated the state of the ith
particle from all the others. This rate is composed of
three factors. The first one, k0σiσ′

i
, is the intrinsic rate of

the transition as it would happen if the particle were not
affected by external interactions, and it depends on the
internal energies of each state and of the barrier. Yet,
in the presence of external potentials and interactions,
as detailed in Eq. 1, both the energies of the states
and of the barriers change (Fig. 1A), resulting in the
modifications captured by the second factor in (3). Here,
the rates take the customary Kramers form with an
energy barrier between σi and σ′

i, two local minima of
the modified energy landscape (see App. A for details).
Finally, the third factor describes the further modifica-
tion of the rate in the presence of an active process that

affects the reaction in selected directions, associated to

an effective chemical potential µf
σi→σ′

i
(where f stands

for fuel).

In general, we are interested in the evolution of the
concentrations of particles, which are just proportional
to their probabilities obtained by marginalizing the N -
body Fokker-Planck equation (2) over the coordinates
and states of all the particles that are not of interest:

P (x⃗i, σi, t) =
∑

{σj=1,...K}j ̸=i

∫ ∏
j ̸=i

dx⃗jP (x⃗, σ⃗, t) (4)

In the following, for brevity we define the notation∑∫
/i

≡
∑

{σj=1,...K}j ̸=i

∫ ∏
j ̸=i

dx⃗j . (5)

and we drop the vector sign for single-particle positions.
The consequent marginalization of Eq. (2) leads to the
following equation:

∂tP (xi, σi, t) = D ∇i

[
∇iP (xi, σi, t)

+ βP (xi, σi, t)
∑∫
/i

[
P (x⃗/i, σ⃗/i|xi, σi)∇iE(x⃗/i, xi, σ⃗/i, σi)

]

+

K∑
σ′
i ̸=σi

[
− keffσiσ′

i
(xi)P (xi, σi, t) + keffσ′

iσi
(xi)P (xi, σ

′
i, t)

]
(6)

where we have defined

keffσiσ′
i
(xi) =k0σiσ′

i

∑∫
/i

(
P (x⃗/i, σ⃗/i|xi, σi)

e−βE(x⃗/i,xi,σ⃗/i,[σiσ
′
i])+βE(x⃗/i,xi,σ⃗/i,σi)

) (7)

and we have used P (x⃗, σ⃗) = P (x⃗/i, σ⃗/i|xi, σi)P (xi, σi).
The presence of the conditional probability
P (x⃗/i, σ⃗/i|xi, σi) maintains the same complexity as
the full N -particle Fokker-Planck equation, and we
must thus use approximations to reduce it to a more
manageable form. While it is for sure not the only
possibility, here we are postulating that the N − 1
particles that we are tracing over adapt to the evolved
state of particle i with a much faster rate, eventually
settling in their equilibrium state given xi and σi.
As a consequence (see App. A),

P (x⃗/i, σ⃗/i|xi, σi) =
e−βE(x⃗/i,xi,σ⃗/i,σi)

Z(xi, σi)
(8)

where

Z(xi, σi) =
∑∫
/i

e−βE(x⃗/i,xi,σ⃗/i,σi). (9)
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From this partition function of N − 1 particles given the
state of particle i, we can define a corresponding condi-
tional free energy :

Fcond(xi, σi) = −kBT lnZ(xi, σi). (10)

We similarly define the barrier partition function

Z(xi, [σiσ
′
i]) =

∑∫
/i

e−βE(x⃗/i,xi,σ⃗/i,[σiσ
′
i])

= e−βFcond(xi,[σiσ
′
i]) . (11)

Using these expressions, after some trivial algebra the
effective transition rate Eq. (7) becomes

keffσi,σ′
i
(xi) = k0σi,σ′

i
e−β[Fcond(xi,[σiσ

′
i])−Fcond(xi,σi)] (12)

Taking into account that all particles in the same state
σ have the same probability distribution, and that their
concentration is c(x, σ) = NP (x, σ), Eq. (6) eventually
reduces to

∂tc(x, σ, t) = D ∇
[
∇c(x, σ, t)

+ βc(x, σ, t)∇Fcond(x, σ))
]

+

K∑
σ′ ̸=σ

[
− keffσσ′ (x)c(x, σ, t) + keffσ′σ (x)c(x, σ

′, t)
] (13)

as described in more detail in Appendix A. The diffu-
sive part of Eq.13 is the usual generalized Cahn-Hilliard
equation, where Fcond is the chemical potential, since it
is the derivative of the free energy with respect to the
concentration.
Note that the Kramers form of the rates with free
energies instead of energies emerges as a consequence
of choosing Kramers rates for the microscopic reactions
in the full, N -body description of the system. In this
respect, it is worth highlighting that while the ratio
between the forward and backward effective reaction
rates in Eq. (12) expectedly corresponds to the exponen-
tial of the free-energy difference, the form of the rates
themselves cannot be chosen arbitrarily with the sole
constraint of obeying detailed balance. Instead, a careful
treatment of the microscopic reaction is in principle
necessary to know which functional form the rates take.
In particular, we emphasise the relevance of the barrier,
as it will be shown in the remainder of the work to
play a crucial role. Furthermore, it is also worth noting
that the same free energy, Fcond(xi, σi), shaped by the
local environment, dictates both the chemical rates and
the drift force, underscoring the intimate connection
between the different parts of Eq. 13.

In this work, we are interested in the relation between
spatial inhomogeneities, non-equilibrium conditions and
the presence of spatially extended fluxes at steady state
(∂tc(x, σ) = 0). In what follows, without loss of general-
ity, we will describe one-dimensional systems in a finite
box of size 2L.

III. NECESSARY CONDITIONS FOR SPATIAL
FLUXES

While the full steady-state solution of the system must
satisfy Eq. (13) with ∂tc(x, σ) = 0, our strategy for this
Section is to solve first the chemical steady state locally,
and then check whether the ensuing solution also sep-
arately satisfies the purely diffusion-drift part. If that
is the case, then there are no spatially extended fluxes,
otherwise they are present by necessity.
Chemical reaction network without cycles: Let us first
consider a system in which particles can be in two states,
σ = {A,B}, such that the conversion of A into B is
fuelled by a chemical potential µA→B . The local purely
chemical steady state is

cA(x) = cB(x)
kBA(x)

kAB(x)

= cB(x)
k0BA

k0AB

e−β(FA(x)−FB(x))e−βµA→B .

(14)

where we have dropped ”cond” from the free energy and
written the chemical state in the subscript for the sake
of simplicity. It is important to stress that, in the ab-
sence of cycles, there can be no fluxes on the network at
steady-state, and the solution must respect the mathe-
matical detailed balance, even if there is an underlying
energy-consuming process (µA→B) driving some of the
transitions.
Substituting this relation in the steady-state Eq. 13 for
A, the chemical part vanishes by construction, and the
spatial part is solved by the same spatial no-flux solu-
tion that solves the equation for B (see Appendix B),
ultimately resulting in

cB(x) = c0e
−βFB(x)

cA(x) = c0e
−βFA(x)e−βµA→B (15)

where c0 is fixed by the overall normalisation. The pres-
ence of a non-equilibrium driving that does not depend
on space is thus not sufficient to generate fluxes because
it simply changes some apparent energies of the system
by a constant multiplicative term.
Similar arguments can be used in the case of more com-
plex chemical reaction networks, as long as they lack cy-
cles: the concentrations of the states on the leaves of the
network can be expressed in terms of the concentrations
of the nodes they are connected to, in analogy to (14),
restoring to the effective local detailed balance condition
used above The iteration of this procedure reduces all
equations to the equation of the root of the tree-like reac-
tion network (see Appendix C), which can then be solved
for spatial no-flux conditions. We have thus highlighted
the first requirement that is necessary for the presence
of spatially extended fluxes: the chemical reaction net-
work must have cycles. Yet, the presence of cycles is not
sufficient in itself for the presence of fluxes.
General chemical reaction networks: For a general chem-
ical reaction network, the local chemical steady-state for
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FIG. 1. The model. Left: Potential landscape of a chemical reaction changing state i to state j and vice versa. Dashed line
shows the potential landscape without the influence of the background potential. Middle: Active chemical cycle with three
chemical species. Right: Coarse-grained chemical cycle where one of the species is getting replaced by a second pathway with
different reaction rates than on the first one.

particles in state i can be written using the spanning-tree
form of the solution [16]:

cσ(x) =

∑
{T }

∏
l∈T k

σ
l (x)

N (x)
(16)

where {T } is the set of spanning trees over the network,
kσl is the rate of the reaction on the network edge l be-
longing to T , directed toward σ, and N (x) is a general
normalisation that does not depend on the state σ. Using
(12), after some algebra it is possible to write this expres-
sion relative to a reference state concentration (say, the
concentration of state 1) as

cσ(x) = c1(x)e
−β(Fσ(x)−F1(x))

∑
{T } e

−βµ1σ
∏

l∈T k
1
l (x)∑

{T }
∏

l∈T k1l (x)

= c1(x)e
−β(Fσ(x)−F1(x))S1σ(x) (17)

where µ1σ is the total chemical potential due to the
fuel accumulated over the chemical reaction pathway
from states 1 and σ (for the detailed derivation see
Appendix D).

According to Eq. (12), the product of the rates over the
edges of each spanning tree depends on the exponential of
the sum of all (free) energies, which is the same for each
tree and thus cancels in Eq. (17). Consequently S1σ(x)
depends only on the fuel chemical potentials associated
to the reactions, and on the barriers of the transitions.
Substituting this expression in the steady-state equation
for ci(x), the chemical reactions part vanishes by con-
struction, while the spatial part acts solely on the refer-
ence concentration, i.e., c1(x) in this case. The resulting
equation coincides with the stationary condition of c1(x),
and thus can be consistently solved, only if ∇S1σ(x) = 0,
that is, S1σ(x) is constant in space (Appendix D). This
condition is satisfied in three cases: i) the system is at
equilibrium (µ1σ = 0,∀σ) and thus S1σ(x) = 1, or ii) the
barriers do not depend on space, or iii) the barrier en-
ergies all depend on space in the same way, thus leading
to no spatial dependence when computing the rate (see

Eq. (17)). The two-state system and the cycle-less cases
are trivially recovered because there is only one span-
ning tree and, as such, the system satisfies an effective
equilibrium, as detailed above.
We can thus summarise the necessary requirements for
diffusive fluxes:

• Activity: At least one of the chemical reactions
has to be out of equilibrium.

• Chemical cycles: Without a chemical cycle, the
systems adjusts into a pseudo-equilibrium state.

The presence of activity and chemical cycles ensures that
there will be chemical fluxes, i.e., the chemical steady
state does not locally satisfy detailed balance. However,
these fluxes only govern the local conversion of species
and do not necessarily turn into spatial fluxes, unless a
third condition is satisfied:

• Spatial dependency of energies. The energy
landscape of the chemical reaction, and in partic-
ular the energy barriers of the transitions, must
depend on space.

The minimal system with a cycle contains three species,
A, B and C. This cycle can describe, for example, the
conversion of A into B via an active and a passive path-
way, so that the third species C represents a composite
state of A interacting with an enzyme. This three-state
system can be studied either as just sketched or coarse-
grained to a two-state system, with a passive pathway
and an active pathway that is absorbing all interaction
with the enzyme and the C state (see Appendix E and
Fig. 1). It is important to note that, in the presence
of multiple reaction pathways, a two-state system shows
cycles, and can thus exhibit fluxes.

IV. SPATIAL STRUCTURE OF THE FLUXES

Having established our formalism, we can now address
the problem of the structure of fluxes in the presence
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of a spatial partition of the system induced by non-
homogeneous free energies F (x, σ) and F (x, [σ′σ]). Here,
we assume that the functional space-dependent form
of the free energies is given as an external potential:
F (x, σ) = V (x, σ) and F (x, [σ′σ]) = V (x, [σ′σ]). From a
biological perspective, such a scenario might capture, for
example, the physics of a chemical reaction system where
the different molecules (e.g. substrates, enzymes and
products) are sensitive to the presence of phase-separated
(condensate) regions that can selectively attract or repel
them. Alternatively, the active maintenance of liquid-
liquid phase separation might be captured by our frame-
work, with the caveat that the inhomogeneous free ener-
gies would depend on some of the concentrations them-
selves, thus leading in principle to self-consistent equa-
tions. At steady-state, and within a certain degree of
approximation, we are confident that our conclusions are
valid also in this setting.
In what follows, we study a three-state system with the
states σ = {A,B,C}. To illustrate our results, we restrict
our analysis to the specific case when only one reaction,
from A to C, is actively driven.

A. Step potentials

As the simplest model for an interface we use a step po-
tential of the form

Vσ(x) = sσV
0
σΘ(x) (18)

where V 0
σ determines the amplitude of the potential, sσ

determines its sign and Θ(x) is the Heaviside Theta func-
tion. We write the energy of the barrier as

V[σσ′](x) = V 0
[σσ′](C[σσ′] +Θ(x)) (19)

with the offset C[σσ′] that guarantees that the energy bar-
riers are always higher than the initial and final energies
in the reactions, a condition necessary for the Kramers
approximation to be legitimate.
The analytical solutions for Eq. (13) are obtained by solv-
ing it for x < 0 and x > 0 separately and connecting the
solutions at x = 0 (for more details, see App. G). The
solution on the left of the interface reads:

c⃗L(x) = AL
0 v⃗

L
0 +

∑
i=1,2

AL
i cosh

(√
λL
i (x+ L)

)
v⃗Li (20)

and similarly on the right of the interface, where the ar-
gument of the hyperbolic cosine changes to x − L and
AL

i → AR
i are constants that are fixed by the bound-

ary conditions at the interface. The parameters λ
L/R
i for

i = 1, 2 are the two non-zero eigenvalues of the chemical
transition matrix on each side of the interface (the same
approach can be used to find spherically symmetric so-
lutions in three dimensions, which is more pertinent to
real condensates, see App. H).
Representative concentration profiles are shown in
Fig. 2A (the values of the used parameters are reported in

the figure caption). Because of the structure of the solu-
tion (20), the largest deviations from a constant solution
are found at the interface (inset in Fig. 2A), and as a con-
sequence the spatial fluxes, that for the step potential are
just the first derivatives of the concentrations, are max-
imal at the interface and decay away from it (Fig. 2B).
It is important to stress here that the absence of spatial
fluxes far away from the interface does not imply the ab-
sence of fluxes over the chemical reaction network (inset
in Fig. 2B). Rather, away from the interface reactions
are chemically compensated and there is no ”spill-over”
generating fluxes in space.

Since the potentials are constant on both sides of the in-
terface, there is no drift term, and as a consequence the
fluxes are purely diffusive and decay in space according
to the reaction-diffusion length lrdL/R, which is asymptot-

ically dominated by the smallest (non-zero) eigenvalue
of the rate matrix of the chemical reactions, lrdL/R =

(λ
L/R
min )

−1/2 (for simplicity, here we consider all diffu-
sion constants to be identical, and the reaction-diffusion
length is actually related to the diffusion-normalized
chemical rates matrix; the same treatment can be gen-
eralized to systems with state-dependent diffusion con-
stants. In regions where chemical rates are sufficiently
slow compared to the diffusive rate, the diffusive fluxes
show an almost linear behaviour from the system bound-
aries (x = ±L) to the interface x = 0 (Fig. 2C). This
result stems from Eq. (20): the fluxes are proportional
to the derivative of the concentrations, so they will be
proportional to sinh((x±L)/lrdL/R), which is roughly lin-

ear over the full spatial range if L/lrdL/R ≪ 1. In such a

situation, fluxes can “penetrate” fully in at least one of
the two regions.

The behavior of the fluxes with respect to the chemical
driving is shown in Fig. 2D, where we report their value at
the interface. Fluxes vanish at equilibrium (µA→C = 0),
as it must be, and increase (in absolute value) propor-
tionally to µA→C . While this relation is expected for
small values of µA→C as from a first-order perturbative
approach, it breaks down for higher values of µA→C , be-
coming non-monotonic: one of the fluxes (JA) vanishes
for large non-equilibrium driving, and one (JC) changes
signs, namely, it changes direction. Concomitantly, one
of the chemical species approaches extinction (Fig. 2E).
While this behavior can be understood because as µA→C

grows state A is depleted and thus it cannot give rise
to significant spatial fluxes, it highlights how, in more
general scenarios and for more complex chemical reac-
tion networks, the behavior for intermediate and large
driving can be highly non-trivial.

Since in most of the literature, spatial inhomogeneities
and chemical reactions are studied for two-state systems.
In Appendix E we show how to coarse-grain a three-state
chemical reaction network with cycles to a two-state ones,
with cycles due to the presence of two different reaction
pathways between the two remaining states, and we fur-
ther re-derive the results of this section for that setup.
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B. Sigmoidal potentials

To study the effects of a finite interface width, and to
create a more realistic model of a biological interface,
we turn to a sigmoidal potential V (x, σ) with the
functional form here of a hyperbolic tangent. This
choice, that introduces a smooth interface of controlled
width, is inspired by the profile of the interface of
phase-separated regions [10], which would provide the
relevant background energy for the molecules involved
in the chemical reaction network.

We thus choose potentials of the form

Vσ(x) = 0.5 V 0
σ (1 + sσ tanh(n · x)) (21)

where V 0
σ is controlling the potential amplitude and n is

its slope. The sign of the hyperbolic tangent is set by
sσ ∈ {−1, 1}. For the energy barriers, we choose

V[σ′σ](x) = 0.5 V 0
[σ′σ](C[σ′σ] + tanh(n · x)) (22)

where C[σ′σ] is an additional offset which guarantees that
the energy barriers are always higher than the initial and
final energies in the reactions, a condition necessary for
the Kramers approximation to be legitimate.
In the absence of analytical solutions of Eq. (13) with
these potentials, we solve it numerically (see Appendix
F for a description of the method). The resulting con-
centrations have, as expected, a sigmoidal shape, centred
at x = 0 (Fig. 3A), different from the equilibrium ones
(µAC = 0, Fig. 3A dashed lines). The behavior of the
concentrations as a function of the sharpness of the in-
terface is shown in Fig. 3B (only the results for the con-
centration of species A are shown) and expectedly, they
approach a limit profile for n → ∞, corresponding to
step potentials (here we have chosen the same n for all
species, while of course it could be different for each one
of them). As the interface becomes sharper the fluxes
also approach the step-function limit behaviour.
We again observe linear fluxes for the same parameter
regime of energies and energy barriers as for the step
function (Fig. 3D). This parameter range corresponds to
reaction-diffusion lengths much bigger than the system
size, highlighting the consistency with the solution with
the step potential.
In order to assess whether a smoother interface is in-
creasing or decreasing the net flux with respect to the
step potential case, we study the excess average total
flux magnitude. It is calculated as an integral of the ab-
solute flux value over the system length for a slope n
minus the same quantity for n → ∞ (step function). We
find that it is positive and proportional to n−t with expo-
nents t very close to 1 (for Fig. 3E, tA = 0.95, tB = 0.98,
tC = 0.87). This shows that a smoother interface corre-
sponds to higher spatial fluxes, a result that can possibly
be assessed in experimental observations of known active
condensates.

V. DISCUSSION

For condensates to act as chemical factories, there must
be an influx of substrates and outflux of products, imply-
ing that fluxes are necessarily present across their inter-
faces. Likewise, when structural components of conden-
sates are actively modified, so to change their state and
condensation propensity, outgoing and ingoing fluxes of
molecules in different states have to be expected.
Here we focused on a spatial description of the conden-
sates to explore the conditions that are necessary for the
presence of such fluxes, and their spatial structure. We
have found that two non-trivial conditions for the pres-
ence of fluxes are the presence of cycles in the chemical
reaction networks, and the space and state dependence
of the energy barriers governing the transition rates. Of
course, and more trivially, when these conditions are
met, fluxes are present only if reaction are driven away
from thermodynamic equilibrium by energy consumption
(some µσσ′ ̸= 0).
If this set of conditions is satisfied, then fluxes are
present, and are mostly localized at the condensate inter-
face, extending on both sides by, essentially, the reaction-
diffusion length lrd. As a consequence, regions of the
system that are far away (relative to lrd) from the in-
terface do not contribute to the transport of substrates
and products, because the non-equilibrium fluxes over
the chemical reaction network are fully chemically com-
pensated, and do not leak in space. Therefore, since only
a limited region close to the interface can act as a chem-
ical factory, it is tempting to speculate that maintaining
the size of condensates limited, instead of letting them
all coalesce as they would if they where just following the
laws of equilibrium thermodynamics, might be useful to
increase the overall condensate surface and the associated
effective reactive region. Furthermore, our results show
that the net flux is decreasing with increasing interface
slope, allowing to speculate that condensates functioning
as chemical factories will be characterized by a smooth,
fuzzy interface and negligible surface tension.
In this respect, renewed attention should be devoted to
studying the properties of condensates close to their in-
terfaces in more detail to better characterize their molec-
ular arrangements. Indeed, numerous works, both nu-
merical [17, 18] and experimental [4, 5, 19–21], have
shown that the surfaces of condensates have distinct
physical properties from the bulk and the surroundings
of the condensate. Furthermore, there is an increasing
number of observations that aggregation and fibril for-
mation rates are enhanced at the condensate interface
[22, 23, and others]. Simulations at different levels of
detail provide the same results ([18, 24]).
From a modelling perspective, our work shows the rel-
evance of accounting for the spatial dependence of the
chemical rates, as well as the explicit treatment of the
energy barriers. Some authors (e.g., [11, 25]) choose k0ij
and µi→j to be space-dependent, absorbing ϵij(x) and
Vi(x), respectively, into their definitions. Comparing to
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such works, it should be kept in mind how the constraints
we derived here are translated with differing definitions of
the variables. Furthermore, it is important to stress that
there is an intimate connection between the spatial and
chemical parts of the governing equation of the system,
Eq.13: space-dependent chemical transition rates should
be accompanied by corresponding drift terms.
While this work has been devoted to elucidating the
physical rules that are necessary for the appearance of
spatial fluxes, and we have started to highlight some of
their properties, it ultimately calls for a better experi-
mental characterization both of the biochemical networks
underlying active processes in phase-separated systems,
and of the interactions that determine the phase separa-
tion itself and, as a consequence, the perturbation of the
chemical rates. The consequent implementation of the
present findings in more detailed models, possibly closer
to biochemical/biological instances, will provide avenues
to understand the functional advantages of certain con-
densates, of their compositions and of their size distribu-
tions.
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D

B

FIG. 2. A: Concentration profiles of the three species for a step potential. Unless mentioned otherwise, we set the parameters
for all calculations to be EA = −0.5, EB = 2., EC = 2.5, EAB = 2., EBC = 2.5, EAC = 3., sB = sC = −sA = 1, µA→C = 2
and C[AB] = C[BC] = C[AC] = 0.5. Inset: Profiles of ‘excess’ concentration, calculated as the difference of the concentration
value at x and the concentration value at the respective boundary of the system. B: Spatial fluxes of the three species. Inset:
Chemical fluxes of the three species. C: Fluxes for EAB = 4., EBC = 4.5, EAC = 5., resulting in a linear profile for x > 0.
D: Diffusive fluxes at x = 0 as a function of chemical potential µA→C ≡ µ. E: Concentrations at x = L (solid) and x = −L
(dotted) as a function of µA→C , normalized to the respective equilibrium concentration values (µ = 0). As seen in A, ρ(x)
varies little on each side of the step, so it suffices to study its behaviour at the extremities of the box.
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B

C D E

A

FIG. 3. Sigmoidal potentials for the same parameters as the step potentials, with C[AB] = C[BC] = C[AC] = 3 (a change to
ensure the barrier potentials have the same values at the system boundaries). A: Comparison of the concentration profiles out
of equilibrium with the equilibrium case (dashed lines) for the three species A, B and C for nA = nB = nC = n = 1. B:
Concentration profiles of species A with different tanh slopes n. C: Flux profiles of species A with different tanh slopes n. D:
Concentration profiles of species A for EAB = 4., EBC = 4.5, EAC = 5., resulting in an approximately linear profile for x > 0.
E: Integral of the absolute value of the flux excess over the flux found for a step potential, averaged over the system length, as
a function of slope n. The dashed line shows the fit to the last 6 points of the function y(n) = na10b. The retrieved fitting
parameters a are very close to -1.
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Appendix A: Connecting a Fokker-Planck
description to a free energy description

In order to determine the conditional probability
P (x⃗/i, σ⃗/i|xi, σi), we study the system close to equilib-
rium, so that all particles but the one in consideration
are equilibrated. Then, we can connect the Fokker-
Planck description of the problem to a statistical physics
description [15]. For better readability, in this section
we denote P (xi, σi) = Pi, P/i = P (x⃗/i, σ⃗/i|xi, σi) and
Ei,σi ≡ E(x⃗/i, xi, σ⃗/i, σi). We write a general free energy
as the sum of internal energy, entropy and a normaliza-
tion factor for the conditional probability.

F [P ] =
∑
σi

∫
dxi

∑∫
/i

[
Ei,σi · P/iPi + kBTP/iPi · ln[P/iPi]

]
+ λ(x)(1−

∑∫
/i

P/i)

(A1)

Taking the variation of this term with respect to P/i, we
find:

P/i =
e
−βEi,σi

−1−β
λ(x)
Pi

Pi

(A2)

which we can re-write using the normalization condition:

P/i =
exp

[
− βEi,σi

]
Z(xi, σi)

(A3)

with the conditional partition function

Z(xi, σi) =
∑∫
/i

e−βEi,σi

(A4)

This is the full partition function for the remaining N−1
particles. The corresponding conditional free energy is
Fcond(xi, σi) = −kBT lnZ(xi, σi).
Plugging this expression in Eq. A1, the free energy be-
comes

F [Pi] =
∑
σi

∫
dxi

[
PiFcond(xi, σi) + kBTPi lnPi

]
= U [Pi]− TS[Pi] (A5)

where the last expression highlights the natural split of
the free energy into the internal energy and entropy for
particle i. We can use these results to re-express the
diffusive part of Eq. 6:

∂tPi = D ∇i

[
∇iPi + βPi

∑∫
/i

e−βEi,σi

Z(xi, σi)
∇iEi,σi

]
= D ∇i

[
Pi∇i

(
ln(Pi) + ln(Z(xi, σi))

)]
= D ∇i

[
Pi∇i

δF [Pi]

δPi

]
= D ∇i

[
∇iPi +∇i

δU [Pi]

δPi

]
(A6)

A full description of the system also requires us to specify

keffσiσ′
i
(xi) as a function of thermodynamic quantities. As

outlined in Section II, we apply Kramers approximation,
assuming that both the initial and the final points of
the chemical reaction form local minima in the energy
landscape along the reaction coordinate, separated by
the energy barrier which we denote as [σiσ

′
i]. Then:

keffσiσ′
i
(xi) = k0σiσ′

i

∑∫
/i

e
−βEi,[σiσ

′
i
]+βEi,σiP/i

= k0σiσ′
i
exp

[
− β

{
− 1

β
ln
[∑∫

/i

e
−βEi,[σiσ

′
i
]+βEi,σiP/i

]}]
(A7)

Consistently with the previous approximation, we use
again that all particles but the ith are in local equilib-
rium, and therefore we can express the conditional prob-
ability by Eq. A3. Inserting it in Eq. A7, the denomina-
tor of Eq. A3 cancels with one of the two energies from
Kramer’s rates.

keffσiσ′
i
(xi) = k0σiσ′

i
exp

[
− β

{
− 1

β
ln

[∑∫
/i

e
−βEi,[σiσ

′
i
]

Z(xi, σi)
]
]}]
(A8)

By analogy with Eq. A3, we can define the con-
ditional partition function of the energy barrier
and the corresponding conditional barrier free energy
Fcond(xi, [σiσ

′
i]) = −kBT lnZ(xi, [σiσ

′
i]). With this,

keffσiσ′
i
(xi) = k0σiσ′

i
exp {−β [Fcond(xi, [σiσ

′
i])− Fcond(xi, σi)]}

(A9)
Remarkably, the conditional free energies that modify the
transition rates in Eq.A9 can also be written as func-
tional derivatives of the internal energy, just as the drift
term, stressing the intimate connection between drift and
chemical reactions.
Since the probability Pi = P (xi, σi) is the same for all
particles in state σ = σi, we drop the index i and, us-
ing the previous results, we can rewrite the full reaction-
diffusion equation for the probability P (x, σ) as:

∂tP (x, σ) = D ∇
[
P (x, σ)∇ δF [P ]

δP (x, σ)

]
+

+
∑
σ′

[
keffσ′σ (x)P (x, σ′)− keffσσ′ (x)P (x, σ)

]
(A10)

where the usual form of the generalized Cahn-Hilliard
equation for the diffusive part.
To further emphasize the connection with the generalized
Cahn-Hilliard equation, it is possible to express Eq.A10
in terms of concentrations, by multiplying it by N and
using c(x, σ) = NP (x, σ). We obtain

∂tc(x, σ) = D ∇
[
c(x, σ)∇ δF [c]

δc(x, σ)

]
+

+
∑
σ′

[
keffσ′σ (x)c(x, σ

′)− keffσσ′ (x)c(x, σ)
]

(A11)
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where we have used that, apart from an irrelevant addi-
tive constant, Eq.A5 becomes

F [c] =
1

N

∑
σ

∫
dx

[
c(x, σ)Fcond(x, σ)+kBTc(x, σ) ln c(x, σ)

]
and that taking its functional derivative with respect to P
becomes, due to the 1/N term, the functional derivative
with respect to c. Furthermore, also the conditional free
energies in the exponent in Eq.A9 can also be written as
functional derivatives of the internal energy with respect
to concentrations, making Eq.A11 only dependent on c.
With this result, we can rewrite Eq. 6 as Eq. 13, as is
done in Section II.

Appendix B: Derivation of no-flux-condition for two
species out of equilibrium

For two species A and B, we can write the time evolution
of their concentrations as:

∂tcA(x) =D∂x[∂xcA(x) + βcA(x)∂xVA(x)]

− kABcA(x) + kBAcB(x)

∂tcB(x) =D∂x[∂xcB(x) + βcB(x)∂xVB(x)]

+ kABcA(x)− kBAcB(x)
(B1)

Solving the chemical part of the equation at steady state
out of equilibrium, we get:

cA(x)

cB(x)
=

kBA(x)

kAB(x)
=

k0BA

k0AB

e−β(VA(x)−VB(x)+µA→B) (B2)

We can express cB(x) as a function of cA(x):

cB(x) =
k0AB

k0BA

eβ(VA(x)−VB(x)+µA→B)cA(x) (B3)

We can plug this into Eq. B1 at steady state. The chem-
ical part of the equation disappears by construction, so
we are left only with the diffusive flux:

0 =
k0AB

k0BA

eβ(VA(x)−VB(x)+µA→B)

· ∂x[∂xcA(x) + βcA(x)∂xVA(x)]

(B4)

Canceling
k0
AB

k0
BA

eβ(VA(x)−VB(x)+µA→B) on both sides, we

recover the equation for cA(x). In this case, we can
find a steady-state solution without fluxes for cA(x) =
ĉAe

−βVA(x), which determines also the solution for

cB(x) = ĉA
k̂AB

k̂BA
e−βVB(x), where ĉA can be found through

the normalization. We find that the chemical and the
diffusive part of Eq. B1 are solved by the same probabili-
ties and hence there are no diffusive fluxes for two species
even when the system is out of equilibrium.

Appendix C: Calculating the flux-less case for a tree
system

For a chemical system without cycles, every two concen-
trations of neighbouring nodes σ and σ′ are connected
via the detailed balance:

c′σ(x) =
kσσ′(x)

kσ′σ(x)
cσ(x) (C1)

Therefore, any two concentrations for states σ and σ′ will
be connected as

c′σ(x) = Kσ′σ(x)cσ(x) (C2)

where Kσ′σ(x) is the product of the rate ratios for all
nodes along the path between σ and σ′.
Substituting Eq. C2 into Eq. 13 at steady state, we find
that the chemical part is always satisfied as detailed bal-
ance was obeyed all along the path. Therefore, we are
solving

0 = ∇
[
∇c′σ(x) + βc′σ(x)∇Fσ′(x))

]
(C3)

When we substitute Eq. C2, the first term becomes two:

∇Kσ′σ(x) · cσ(x) +Kσ′σ(x) · ∇cσ(x) (C4)

According to Eq. 12, the structure of Kσ′σ(x) is the
product of constant ratios of the relevant intrinsic tran-
sition rates and of the exponentials of the corresponding
free energies. If the same state appears both as a final
state for one reaction and an initial state for another,
its energy will enter in the exponentials with opposite
signs. Therefore, only e−β(Fσ′ (x)−Fσ(x)) will survive.
Substituting this into the first term of Eq. C4, we recover
βKσ′σ(x)cσ(x)∇[Fσ(x, σ) − Fσ′(x)]. Substituting this
back into Eq. C3, we find that the resulting equation
is identical to the equation for cσ(x). Therefore, for a
tree-like reaction structure, the solution never exhibits
fluxes as a consequence of the detailed balance for every
chemical reaction.

Appendix D: Calculating the flux-less case for a
system with cycles

For a reaction network structure with cycles, we can
use the Kirchhoff approach to express the concentration
cσ(x) through the products of all rates along all edges l
leading to this state, summed over all possible spanning
trees including it (T ) [16].

cσ(x) =

∑
{T }

∏
l∈T k

σ
l (x)

N (x)
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We can relate this concentration to another concentra-
tion, for example c1(x) via cσ(x) =

cσ(x)
c1(x)

c1(x). Then,

cσ(x) = c1(x)

∑
{T }

∏
l∈T k

σ
l (x)∑

{T }
∏

l∈T k
1
l (x)

= c1(x)

∑
{T }

∏
l∈T

kσ
l (x)

kσ
l (x)

∏
l∈T k1l (x)∑

{T }
∏

l∈T k
1
l (x)

(D1)

Note that every path can be divided into the path γT
σ1

that connects σ and 1 and sidebranches that are the same
whether one is looking at all edges leading to σ or to 1.
Therefore, for the ratio of rates we can replace the prod-
uct over l ∈ T by one over l ∈ γT

σ1. When substituting
the Kramer form of kσl (x) we find analogously to be-

fore,
∏

l∈γT
σ1

kσ
l (x)

k1
l (x)

= e−β(Fσ(x)−F1(x))e−βµl
σ1 , where the

free energy difference is independent of the taken path
and µl

σ1 is the total fuel chemical energy along the path.
Therefore, we obtain

cσ(x) = c1(x)e
−β(Fσ(x)−F1(x))S1σ(x) (D2)

where we identified

S1σ(x) =

∑
{T }

∏
l∈γT

σ1
e−βµl

σ1
∏

l∈T k1l (x)∑
{T }

∏
l∈T k

1
l (x)

(D3)

Substituting the Kramer form of k1l (x), we note how
every node except 1 will appear as an initial state in∏

l∈T k1l (x). Therefore, if we write Fσ′(x) = F b
σ′(x) +

F init
σ′ (x), where F b

σ′(x) is the energy of the barrier in this
direction along the edge and F init

σ′ (x) is the energy of the
initial state, then the product of all F init

σ′ (x) will cancel
and only the barrier energies will remain in Eq. D3:

S1σ(x) =

∑
{T }

∏
l∈γT

σ1
e−βµl

σ1
∏

l∈T e−βF b
l (x)e−βµl

1∑
{T }

∏
l∈T e

−βF b
l (x)e−βµl

1

(D4)
If the system is in equilibrium and all µ = 0, S1σ(x)
reduces to one and detailed balance is obeyed. Note that
if the energies of the barriers, F b

l (x) are constant, even if
offset from one another by a constant factor, S1σ(x) will
be a constant, affecting the distribution, but resulting in
a quasi-equilibrium state.
Now, plugging Eq. D2 into Eq. 13, we obtain

ċσ(x) =∇[c1(x)e
−β(Fσ(x)−F1(x))S1σ(x)]

+ c1e
−β(Fσ(x)−F1(x))S1σ(x)∇Fσ(x)

(D5)

which transforms into

ċσ(x) =S1σ(x)e
−β(Fσ(x)−F1(x))

[
∇c1(x) + βc1(x)∇F1(x)

]
+ c1(x)e

−β(Fσ(x)−F1(x))∇S1σ(x)

(D6)

The term in the square brackets is ċ1(x), therefore
ċ1(x) = 0 implies ċσ(x) = 0 only if ∇S1σ(x) = 0.

Appendix E: Coarse-graining three states into two
states with two pathways

Consider the chemical cycle in Fig. 1 in the case when C
is a state that is so short-lived, so that its chemical reac-
tions are much faster than its diffusion and it is always
in steady state with respect to A and B. In that case, we
can expess its concentration through the concentrations
of the other two species,

cC(x) =
kAC

kCA + kCB
cA(x) +

kBC

kCA + kCB
cB(x) (E1)

We can substitute this solution in the equations for cA(x)
and cB(x), which are not individually equilibrated:

∂tcA = −∂tcB

= −(kAB +
kACkCB

kCA + kCB
)cA + (kBA +

kBCkCA

kCA + kCB
)cB

(E2)

We can identify two pathways between A and B, where
one corresponds to the rates kAB and kBA, and the other
– to the rates

k̃AB =
kACkCB

kCA + kCB

k̃BA =
kBCkCA

kCA + kCB

(E3)

Substituting the definitions of the rates, we find

k̃AB =
e−β(VAC−VA)e−β(VBC−VC)

e−β(VAC−VC)
+ e−β(VBC−VC)eβµA→C

= eβVA
e−β(VAC+VCB−VC)

e−β(VAC−VC)
+ e−β(VBC−VC)eβµA→C

(E4)

where we can define the fraction in the last line to be
exp(−βṼAB), the energy barrier of the second pathway.
As this energy in general is not equal to VAB , we indeed
have two pathways that depend differently on the param-
eters of the system.
Note that this coarse-graining does not alter the affinity
of the cycle:

kAB k̃BA

kBAk̃AB

=
kABkBCkCA

kBAkACkCB
(E5)

Using this mapping, equation 13 can be solved analyti-
cally for a step potential (analogously to App. G):

JA = −JB

=



eeR+ϵL − eeL+ϵR

N (eβµ̃ − 1) sinh(qRL) sinh(qL(L+ x))

if − L ≤ x ≤ 0
−eeR+ϵL + eeL+ϵR

N (eβµ̃ − 1) sinh(qLL) sinh(qR(x− L))

if 0 ≤ x ≤ L

(E6)
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where eL/R and ϵL/R are the energy barriers along the
two different chemical pathways and N is the overall nor-
malisation factor. The factors qL and qR are the square
roots of the non-zero eigenvalues of the chemical tran-
sition matrix on the left and right side of the interface,
respectively. The fluxes disappear of course in the ab-
sence of non-equilibrium driving (µ̃ = 0), but also when
the energy barriers of the two pathways satisfy the con-
dition eR − eL = ϵR − ϵL, which corresponds to barriers
that do not depend on space or that do, but in the same
way for both pathways. This setting could actually be re-
mapped into a single pathway between A and B, which,
as shown in Section III, does not create diffusive fluxes
even away from equilibrium (see Appendix B).
The spatial decay of the fluxes on each side of the inter-
face is modulated only by the corresponding non-zero
eigenvalue of the chemical transition matrix, which is
(where i ∈ {L,R}):

q2i = k0ABe
−βei+βVA,i+βµ̃ + k0BAe

−βei+βVB,i+

k0ABe
−βϵi+βVA,i + k0BAe

−βϵi+βVB,i
(E7)

This result provides the reaction-diffusion length

lrdL/R =

√
D

qL/R
(E8)

For eigenvalues small enough that the argument of the
hyperbolic sinus is small over the whole intervals x ∈
[−L, 0] and x ∈ [0, L], the fluxes can be Taylor expanded
to the first order, consistent with the observed linear be-
haviour.

Appendix F: Numerical solution method

In order to solve Eq. 13 numerically, we convert dis-
cretize space and solve the equation in every point. To
do so, we construct a local stochastic matrix, the en-
tries of which include both terms coming from the dis-
cretized diffusion and terms accounting for the chemical
transformations. We then solve 0⃗ = M(x)ρ⃗(x), where
ρ⃗(x) = (ρA(1), ρA(2)...ρA(n), ρB(1), ...ρC(n)) for a sys-
tem discretized to n spatial points. The steady-state so-
lution of this equation is the non-zero eigenvector for the
zero eigenvalue of the resulting stochastic matrix. We ob-
tain it by dividing M into a reduced matrix Mred which
lacks the first row and first column of M and into the
vector b⃗, which is the first column of M without the first
entry. We can choose the first entry of ρ, corresponding
to the first (redundant) row of M, freely and we choose

it to be 1, so that ρ⃗ = (1, 0, ..., 0)T + ρ⃗′. Then, we find

that 0 = Mρ = b⃗(1, 0, ..., 0)T + Mredρ⃗′ and therefore

ρ⃗′ = −M−1
redb⃗. The final result is renormalized so that∑

σ∈{A,B,C}
∑

x ρσ(x) = 1.

In the numerical solution, we can choose the form of
the background potential to have an arbitrary functional
form as long as it does not vary too much within one
space unit.

Appendix G: Boundary conditions for step potential

On each side, the system of equations for the three species
can be represented by a stochastic matrix and written in
the basis given by its eigenvectors v⃗i. The concentration
then can be written in the eigenvector basis, denoted as
c̃(x). By construction, the matrix has one zero eigen-
value, λ0. For it, we are solving ∂xc̃0(x) = 0, while for
the other two eigenvalues we solve ∂2

xc̃i(x) = λi(x)c̃i(x),
where λi are the remaining two eigenvalues. In total,
there are twelve free parameters and twelve boundary
conditions. Of those, nine are coming from:

• the conservation of the total particle number (1
condition)

• no fluxes through the boundaries (at x = −L and
x = L) (6 conditions)

• the continuity of the fluxes at the interface (2 con-
ditions)

The last three boundary conditions come from the be-
haviour of the particles immediately at the interface [see
also 26, 27]. For a band around the interface with a width
ϵ → 0, the contribution of chemical reactions is negligible
and the dynamics of the particles is dominated by diffu-
sion. The probability of a particle crossing the interface
is therefore proportional to the ratio of the Boltzmann
factors on either side. Intuitively, it can be seen as the
rule to be obeyed by particles moving across the interface
without undergoing chemical transitions.
The exact condition can be derived by integrating Eq. 13
around the interface. One finds:

0 = D

∫ ϵ

−ϵ

(
∂xcα(x) + βcα(x)∂xVα(x)

)
dx

= D

∫ ϵ

−ϵ

e−βVα(x)∂x(cα(x)e
βVα(x))dx

(G1)

To fulfil this equation, cα(x) has to have the form cα(x) =
C exp(−βVα(x)) with a constant C. It follows that

cα(0+)

cα(0−)
=

exp(−βVα(0+))

exp(−βVα(0−))
(G2)

which provides the last three boundary conditions.

Appendix H: Spherical coordinates

A condensate inside the cell is better described as a
sphere in 3D. The fact that we are describing it in 1D does
not alter the results qualitatively, as we show here for the
solution of the problem for step potentials. We consider
a spherical condensate centered around the origin with
its interface at the radius R. The system is invariant un-
der rotation, so that c(r, θ, ϕ, σ) = c(r, σ). Then, we can
solve the vectorial form of Eq. 13

∂tc⃗(r) = 0 = D∇⃗(∇⃗c⃗(r) + β∇⃗V(r) c⃗(r)) +K(r)c⃗(r)
(H1)
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FIG. S1. Fluxes calculated for the step potential in 3D with
the same parameters as in 1D. The system length is 10, the
potential changes at R = 5.

where now the divergence is in spherical coordinates. We
proceed as in Section IV, changing the basis of Eq. H1 to
the one spanned by the eigenvectors of the chemical tran-
sition matrix K(r) and solving the equation on the left
and on the right of the interface, where the drift term is
equal to zero. For the non-zero eigenvalues, the left-hand
side becomes 1

r2 ∂r(r
2∂r c̃(r)), so we look for a solution of

the form of c̃(r) = f(r)/r, for which we retrieve the same
solutions as in the 1D case. Collecting all terms, the
concentration profile inside the interface is described by

cin(r) = Ain
0 v⃗in0 +

(
Ain

1+

r
eλ

in
1 r +

Ain
1−
r

e−λin
1 r

)
v⃗in1

+

(
Ain

2+

r
eλ

in
2 r +

Ain
2−
r

e−λin
2 r

)
v⃗in2

(H2)

and analogously outside of the interface. The bound-
ary conditions will be analogous to the ones for 1D, with
the difference that the no-flux conditions on the bound-
aries now transform into a no-flux condition at the outer
boundary and a no-sources condition at the origin. Tak-
ing this into account, the solution can be determined as
before. The result can be seen in Fig. S1. The fluxes still
are the largest at the interface and the 1D results remain
qualitatively unaltered.
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