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First-passage processes and the target-based accumulation of resources

Paul C. Bressloff
Department of Mathematics, University of Utah 155 South 1400 East, Salt Lake City, UT 84112

Random search for one or more targets in a bounded domain occurs widely in nature, with
examples ranging from animal foraging to the transport of vesicles within cells. Most theoretical
studies take a searcher-centric viewpoint, focusing on the first passage time (FTP) problem to
find a target. This single search-and-capture event then triggers a downstream process or provides
the searcher with some resource such as food. In this paper we take a target-centric viewpoint,
by considering the accumulation of resources in one or more targets due to multiple rounds of
search-and-capture events combined with resource degradation; whenever a searcher finds a target
it delivers a resource packet to the target, after which it escapes and returns to its initial position.
The searcher is then resupplied with cargo and a new search process is initiated after a random
delay. It has previously been show how queuing theory can be used to derive general expressions for
the steady-state mean and variance of the resulting resource distributions. Here we apply the theory
to some classical FPT problems involving diffusion in simple geometries with absorbing boundaries,
including concentric spheres, wedge domains, and branching networks. In each case, we determine
how the resulting Fano factor depends on the degradation rate, the delay distribution, and various
geometric parameters. We thus establish that the Fano factor can deviate significantly from Poisson
statistics and exhibits a non-trivial dependence on model parameters, including non-monotonicity
and crossover behavior. This indicates the non-trivial nature of the higher-order statistics of resource
accumulation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Random search strategies are found throughout the
natural world as a way of efficiently searching for one or
more targets of unknown location. Examples include ani-
mals foraging for food or shelter [1–3], proteins searching
for particular sites on DNA [4–7], biochemical reaction ki-
netics [8, 9], motor-driven intracellular transport of vesi-
cles [10–12], and cytoneme-based morphogen transport
[13–16]. Most theoretical studies of these search pro-
cesses take a searcher-centric viewpoint, focusing on the
first passage time (FTP) problem to find a target. This
single search-and-capture event then triggers a down-
stream process or provides the searcher with some re-
source such as food or shelter. An alternative approach
is to take a target-centric viewpoint, whereby one keeps
track of the accumulation of resources in the targets due
to multiple rounds of search-and-capture events. In this
case, whenever a searcher finds a target it delivers a re-
source packet to the target, after which it escapes and
returns to its initial position. The searcher is then resup-
plied with cargo and a new search process is initiated.

We have recently shown [16–19] how the steady-state
distribution of resources accumulated by one or more tar-
gets can be determined by reformulating a search-and-
capture model as a queuing process [20, 21]. Renewal
theory can then be used to calculate moments of the dis-
tribution of resources in steady state, which are expressed
in terms of the Laplace transform of the probability fluxes
into the set of targets under a single round of search-and-
capture. The probability fluxes correspond to the (con-
ditional) FPT densities of the search process. Our previ-
ous work has mainly focused on one-dimensional search
problems and the effects of stochastic resetting. How-
ever, the basic framework applies to any search process.

Therefore, in this paper, we apply the theory to a va-
riety of classical FPT problems, involving diffusion in
simple geometries with one or more absorbing bound-
aries, including concentric spheres, wedge domains, and
branching networks. In each case, we first solve the FPT
problem or state results from the literature. Identifying
each absorbing boundary with a corresponding target,
we then use the solution to the FPT problem to deter-
mine the steady-state mean and variance of the distri-
bution of resources. Finally, we investigate the depen-
dence of the corresponding Fano factor (variance/mean)
on the degradation rate, distribution of delays, and var-
ious geometric parameters. In particular, we establish
that significant deviations from Poisson statistics can oc-
cur, with the Fano factor exhibiting non-monotonic and
crossover behavior. The general theoretical framework
is introduced in section II and then applied to a pair of
concentric spheres (section III), a wedge domain (section
IV), a network with a single side-branch (section V), and
a semi-infinite Cayley tree (section VI).

II. ACCUMULATION OF RESOURCES UNDER

MULTIPLE SEARCH-AND-CAPTURE EVENTS

Consider a bounded domain U ⊂ R
d with an interior

boundary ∂U1 and an exterior boundary ∂U2, see Fig. 1.
Suppose that both boundaries are totally absorbing and
thus act as a pair of targets. (One could also consider
the simpler case of a single target by taking one of the
boundaries to be reflecting, or include multiple interior
targets.) Suppose that a particle (searcher) is subject to
Brownian motion in U . The probability density p(x, t|x0)
for the particle to be at position x at time t, having
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FIG. 1. Brownian particle searching in a bounded domain U

with absorbing interior and exterior boundaries ∂Uk, k = 1, 2.
Here n1,2 denote normals to the boundaries.

started at x0, evolves according to the diffusion equation

∂p(x, t|x0)

∂t
= D∇2p(x, t|x0) = −∇ · J(x, t|x0), (2.1)

where J = −D∇p is the probability flux. This is supple-
mented by the boundary condition

p(x, t|x0) = 0, x ∈
2⋃

j=1

∂Uj, (2.2)

and the initial condition p(x, 0|x0) = δ(x− x0).
Let Tk(x0) denote the FPT that the particle is cap-

tured by the k-th target, with Tk(x0) = ∞ indicating
that it is not captured. Define Πk(x0, t) to be the prob-
ability that the particle is captured by the k-th target
after time t, given that it started at x0:

Πk(x0, t) = P[t < Tk(x0) <∞] =

∫ ∞

t

Jk(x0, t
′)dt′,

(2.3)
where

Jk(x0, t) =

∫

∂Uk

J(σ, t|x0) · ndσ. (2.4)

Note that the normal n to the boundary ∂Uk is always
taken to point from inside to outside the search domain,
see Fig. 1. Moreover, differentiating Eq. (2.3) and taking
Laplace transforms implies that

sΠ̃k(x0, s)− πk(x0) = −J̃k(x0, s). (2.5)

The splitting probability πk(x0) and conditional MFPT
Tk(x0) for the particle to be captured by the k-th target
are then

πk(x0) = Πk(x0, 0) =

∫ ∞

0

Jk(x0, t)dt = J̃k(x0, 0),

(2.6)

and

Tk(x0) = E[Tk|Tk <∞] =
1

πk(x0)

∫ ∞

0

Πk(x0, t)dt

= − 1

πk(x0)

∂J̃k(x0, s)

∂s

∣∣∣∣∣
s=0

. (2.7)

We will assume that
∑

k=1,2 πk(x0) = 1, which implies
that the particle is eventually captured by a target with
probability one. Finally, note that integrating equation
(2.1) with respect to x and t implies that the survival
probability up to time t is

Q(x0, t) =

∫

U

p(x, t|x0)dx =
∑

k=1,2

Πk(x0, t). (2.8)

In Laplace space,

sQ̃(x0, s) = 1−
∑

k=1,2

J̃k(x0, s). (2.9)

Now suppose that, rather than being permanently ab-
sorbed or captured by a target on the boundary, the par-
ticle delivers a discrete packet of some resource to the
target and then returns to x0, initiating another round of
search-and-capture. We will refer to the delivery of a sin-
gle packet as a capture event. The sequence of events re-
sulting from multiple rounds of search-and-capture leads
to an accumulation of packets within the targets, which
we assume is counteracted by degradation at some rate
γ. This is illustrated in Fig. 2 for the finite interval. We
will assume that the total time for the particle to unload
its cargo, return to x0 and start a new search process
is given by the random variable τ̂ , which for simplicity
is taken to be independent of the particular absorbing
boundary. (This is reasonable if the sum of the mean
loading and unloading times is much larger than a typi-
cal return time.) If ρ(τ̂ ) denotes the waiting time density
of the delay τ̂ , then the conditional first passage time
density for delivery of a packet to the j-th target is

Fj(∆) =

∫ ∆

0

fj(t)ρ(∆− t)dt, (2.10)

where fj(t) = Jj(t)/πj is the conditional first passage
time density for a single search-and-capture event with-
out delays. (For notational simplicity, we drop the ex-
plicit dependence on the initial position x0.) Laplace
transforming the convolution equation then yields

F̃j(s) = f̃j(s)ρ̃(s). (2.11)

As we have shown elsewhere [16–19], the steady-state
distribution of resources accumulated by the targets can
be determined by reformulating the model as a queuing
process [20, 21]. Here we simply state the results for the
steady-state mean and variance. Let Mk be the steady-
state number of resource packets in the k-th target. The
mean is then

Mk =
πk

γ
∑

j=1,2 πj(Tj + τcap)
=

πk
γ(T + τcap)

, (2.12)
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FIG. 2. Multiple search-and-capture events for a particle
searching for a pair of exterior targets located at the ends
of the finite interval x ∈ [0, L]. Each time the particle
reaches (finds) a target it delivers a discrete packet of re-
sources (capture event) and then returns to its initial posi-
tion x0, 0 < x0 < L, where it is loaded with another packet
and the process repeats. The delay time τ̂ between a capture
event and initiation of a new search is generated from a wait-
ing time density ρ(τ̂). (The lines with arrows do not represent
actual trajectories.) The sequence of capture events results in
an accumulation of resource packets within each target, which
is counteracted by degradation at some rate γ.

where τcap =
∫∞

0 ρ(τ)dτ is the mean loading/unloading
time and T =

∑
j=1,2 πjTj is the unconditional MFPT.

Eq. (2.12) is consistent with the observation that T+τcap
is the mean time for one successful delivery of a packet
to any one of the targets and initiation of a new round of
search-and-capture. Hence, its inverse is the mean rate of
capture events and πk is the fraction that are delivered to
the k-th target (over many trials). (Note that Eq. (2.12)
is known as Little’s law in the queuing theory literature
[23] and applies more generally.) The dependence of the
mean Mk on the target label k specifies the steady-state
allocation of resources across the set of targets. It will
depend on the details of the particular search process
(2.1), the geometry of the domain U , the initial position
x0, and the rate of degradation γ. Similarly, the variance
of the number of resource packets is

Var[Mk] =Mk

[
πkF̃k(γ)

1−∑
j=1,2 πjF̃j(γ)

+ 1−Mk

]
.

(2.13)

Finally, noting that πkF̃k(γ) = ρ̃(γ)J̃k(γ) and using Eq.
(2.9) yields

Var[Mk] =Mk

[
ρ̃(γ)J̃k(γ)

1− ρ̃(γ)[1− γQ̃(γ)]
+ 1−Mk

]
.

(2.14)

The above results straightforwardly extend to N targets,
N ≥ 1, with π1 = 1 if N = 1.
Both the mean and variance vanish in the fast degrada-

tion limit γ → ∞, since resources delivered to the targets
are immediately degraded so that there is no accumula-
tion. On the other hand, in the limit of slow degradation
(γ → 0), the mean and variance both become infinite.
(There is no stationary state when γ = 0.) Rather than
working with the variance, however, it is more convenient
to consider the Fano factor

FFk =
Var[Mk]

Mk

= 1 +
ρ̃(γ)J̃k(γ)

1− ρ̃(γ)[1− γQ̃(γ)]
−Mk.

(2.15)
It immediately follows that

lim
γ→∞

FFk = 1. (2.16)

The Fano factor is a natural quantity to consider in the
case of a queuing process, since the latter is an example of
a counting process that tracks discrete events. The best
known example of a counting process is the Poisson pro-
cess, which is Markovian and has a Fano factor of one. In
applications this is often used as a baseline to character-
ize the level of noise in a counting process. For example,
neural variability in experiments is typically specified in
terms of the statistics of spike counts over some fixed
time interval, and compared to an underlying inhomoge-
neous Poisson process [24]. Often Fano factors greater
than one are observed, indicative of some form of spike
bursting [25]. Fano factors greater than unity are also a
signature of protein bursting in gene networks [26–28].
One important point to emphasize is that we consider

ensemble or trial averages in this paper. However, as-
suming that the stochastic process is ergodic, one would
obtain identical statistics by observing temporal varia-
tions in target resources. Finally, note that an alterna-
tive measure of noise is the coefficient of variation, which
for the k-th target is defined according to

CVk =
Var[Mk]

M
2

k

. (2.17)

Given the asymptotic behavior of FFk, we find that

lim
γ→0

CVk = 0, lim
γ→∞

CVk = ∞.

III. DIFFUSIVE SEARCH BETWEEN

CONCENTRIC SPHERES

As our first example, consider the classical problem
of diffusive search between two concentric d-dimensional
spheres of radii R1 and R2, respectively, with R2 > R1,
see Fig. 4 and Ref. [22]. In the 1D case this reduces
to the problem of diffusive search in a finite interval of
length L = R2 − R1 with absorbing boundaries at the
ends x = 0, L.
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FIG. 3. (a) Search domain consisting of the region between a
pair of concentric d-dimensional spheres of radii R1, R2. (b)
In 1D the search domain reduces to a finite interval of length
L = R2 −R1 with absorbing boundaries at x = 0, L.

A. Splitting probabilities and unconditional MFPT

Using radial symmetry, Eq. (2.1) reduces to the 1D
equation

∂p(r, t|r0)
∂t

= D

[
∂2p(r, t|r0)

∂r2
+
d− 1

r

∂p(r, t|r0)
∂r

]
,

(3.1a)
where r represents the radial coordinate. This is, supple-
mented by the boundary conditions

p(R1, t|r0) = 0 = p(R2, t|r0), (3.1b)

and the initial condition

p(r, 0|r0) =
δ(r − r0)

Ωdr
d−1
0

, (3.2)

with Ωd the surface area of the d-dimensional unit sphere.
That is, the initial condition is uniformly distributed
around the spherical surface of radius r0. Laplace trans-
forming the radial diffusion equation gives

D

[
∂2p̃(r, s|r0)

∂r2
+
d− 1

r

∂p̃(r, s|r0)
∂r

]
− sp̃(r, s|r0)

= −δ(r − r0)

Ωdr
d−1
0

, (3.3a)

supplemented by the boundary conditions

p̃(R1, s|r0) = 0 = p̃(R2, s|r0). (3.3b)

The solution of Eq. (3.3) is carried out in Ref. [22], and
one finds

p̃(r, s|r0) =
(rr0)

ν

DΩd

Cν(r, R1; s)Cν(r0, R2; s)

Cν(R1, R2; s)
, r < r0,

p̃(r, s|r0) =
(rr0)

ν

DΩd

Cν(r0, R1; s)Cν(r, R2; s)

Cν(R1, R2; s)
, r > r0,

(3.4)

where ν = 1− d/2,

Cν(a, b; s)

= Iν(
√
s/Da)Kν(

√
s/Db)− Iν(

√
s/Db)Kν(

√
s/Da),

and Iν and Kν are the modified Bessel functions of the
first and second kind, respectively.
The FPT properties can now be obtained by integrat-

ing the probability flux over the surface boundary of each
sphere and taking Laplace transforms. Hence, for the in-
ner target of radius R1,

J̃1(r0, s) = DΩdR
d−1
1

∂p̃(r, s|r0)
∂r

∣∣∣∣
r=R1

=

(
r0
R1

)ν
Cν(r0, R2; s)

Cν(R1, R2; s)
. (3.5a)

Similarly, for the outer target of radius R2,

J̃2(r0, s) = −DΩdR
d−1
2

∂p̃(r, s|r0)
∂r

∣∣∣∣
r=R2

= −
(
r0
R2

)ν
Cν(r0, R1; s)

Cν(R1, R2; s)
. (3.5b)

We have used the Bessel function identities

I ′ν(r) = −ν
r
Iν(r) + Iν−1(r),

K ′
ν(r) = −ν

r
Kν(r)−Kν−1(r),

which imply that

∂Cν(r, y; s)

∂r

∣∣∣∣
y=r

= Iν−1(r)Kν(r) + Iν(r)Kν−1(r) =
1

r
.

It follows from Eq. (2.6) that the splitting probability
πk(r0), k = 1, 2, for being captured by the inner and
outer spherical boundaries is given by

πk(r0) = lim
s→0

J̃k(r0, s). (3.6)

Hence [22],

π2(r0) =





1− (R1/r0)
d−2

1− (R1/R2)
d−2 d 6= 2

,
ln(R2/r0)
ln(R2/R1)

d = 2

(3.7)

with π1(r0) = 1 − π2(r0). The Laplace transform

Π̃k(r0, r) is then obtained from Eq. (2.5). Finally, the
Laplace transform of the survival probability is

Q̃(r0, s) = Π̃1(r0, s) + Π̃2(r0, s) (3.8)

=
1

s

[
1− J̃1(r0, s)− J̃2(r0, s)

]

=
1

s

[
1 +

(
r0
R2

)ν
Cν(r0, R1)

Cν(R1, R2)
−
(
r0
R1

)ν
Cν(r0, R2)

Cν(R1, R2)

]
,
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FIG. 4. Plots of (a) splitting probabilities πk of inner (k = 1) and outer (k = 2) spheres and (b) unconditional MFPT T as a
function of the initial position r0 for d = 1, 2, 3. Other parameters are D = 1, R1 = 1, R3 = 3. Green dots in (a) indicate the
initial location where the splitting probabilities in the two targets are balanced.

and the conditional FPTs are

f̃k(r0, s) =
J̃k(r0, s)

πk(r0)
. (3.9)

In Fig. 4 we plot the splitting probabilities πk, k =
1, 2, and the unconditional MFPT T as a function of the
initial position r0 for d = 1, 2, 3. As expected, π2(R1) =
0, π2(R2) = 1 and T (R1,2) = 0. The 1D case has a
reflection symmetry about the midpoint (R1 + R2)/2,
that is, πk(r0) = πk(L−r0) for L = R2−R1 and similarly
for T . On the other hand, in higher dimensions the curves
are skewed towards the inner sphere, since it has a smaller
surface area and is thus a less effective trap compared to
the outer sphere.

B. Mean and Fano factor of resource distribution

We now use Eqs. (3.5), (3.7) and (3.9) to determine
the steady-state mean and Fano factor of the resource
distribution between the two targets, which are given by
Eqs. (2.12) and (2.15), respectively. Since T vanishes
at the boundaries, it follows from Eq. (2.12) that the
means Mk are singular at the boundaries in the absence
of a capture delay. This reflects the fact that without any
delays, the frequency at which the particle loads and un-
loads resources becomes unbounded, which is physically
unrealistic. In order to remove this singular behavior, we
take τcap > 0. Since the Fano factor depends on ρ̃(s), we
need to specify the density ρ(τ) for capture delays. For
the sake of illustration, we consider the Gamma distri-
bution

ρ(τ) =
1

Γ(β)aβ
τβ−1e−τ/a, (3.10)

with mean τcap = βa and variance Var[τ ] = βa2. This
choice of ρ(τ) allows us to vary the mean and variance of

ρ(τ) independently by varying a and β. (The case β = 1
corresponds to an exponential density). The correspond-
ing Laplace transform is

ρ̃(s) =
1

(1 + sa)β
=

1

(1 + sτcap/β)β
. (3.11)

We also assume that after each capture event, the parti-
cle returns to a random location on the circle of radius r0,
consistent with Eq. (3.2). For the given FPT problem,
we explore how Mk and FFk depend on model param-
eters such as the initial radius r0, the dimension d, the
degradation rate γ, and the delay parameters τcap, β.
In Fig. 5 we show sample plots of the steady-state ac-

cumulation rate λk = γMk and the Fano factor FFk as
a function of the radius r0 for d = 1, 3. The parameters
of the Gamma distribution are τcap = 0.1 and β = 1.
We find that the accumulation rate increases (decreases)
with the dimension d for the outer (inner) sphere and is
a monotonic function of r0. On the other hand, the Fano
factor is a non-monotonic function of the initial location
and its dependence on d is the opposite of the accumula-
tion rate. Moreover, the Fano factor tends to be greater
than unity for initial locations close to a target, and less
than unity at more distal locations, at least in the given
parameter regime. In Fig. 6 we further explore the de-
pendence of the Fano factor on various model parame-
ters. Fig. 6(a) shows how varying the degradation rate γ
changes the Fano factor. Consistent with the analysis of
section II, FFk approaches unity for large γ, that is, the
curves flatten. Moreover, the curves converge in the limit
γ → 0. Another result is that there is a crossover in the
dependence of FFk on γ, whereby FFk is an increasing
function of γ for distal starting radii r0 and a decreas-
ing function of γ for proximal r0. Fig. 6(b) illustrates
how the Fano factor depends on the parameters τcap and
β of the gamma distribution (3.10). In general, we find
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FIG. 5. Plot of steady-state (a) accumulation rate λk = γMk and (b) Fano factor FFk in the k-th sphere as a function of the
initial position r0 for dimensions d = 1, 3, γ = 1, τcap = 0.1 and β = 1. Other parameters are as in Fig. 4.
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FIG. 6. (a) Plot of steady-state Fano factor FFk in the k-th sphere as a function of the initial position r0 for various degradation
rates γ and τcap = 0.1, β = 1, d = 3. (b) Plot of steady-state Fano factor FF1 in the inner sphere as a function of the initial
position r0 for various gamma distributions ρ(τ ) and γ = 1. Thick (thin) curves correspond to τcap = 0.1 (τcap = 1). Other
parameters are as in Fig. 5.

that reducing β for fixed τcap (increasing the variance of
the capture delay τ) can significantly increase the Fano
factor for initial positions close to the target. A similar
result holds for the outer sphere.

Note that one counter-intuitive feature of the resource
distribution model is that the steady-state mean number
of resources in a given target can actually be enhanced
by the presence of one or more competing targets. This is
illustrated in Fig. 7, where we plot the accumulation rate
λ1 in the inner sphere (d = 3) as a function of τcap and
increasing radius R2 of the outer sphere. It can be seen
that reducing competition by increasing R2 can decrease
λ1. On the other hand, increasing the time-cost following
delivery of resources by increasing τcap, say, reverses the
effects of competition.

IV. DIFFUSIVE SEARCH IN A WEDGE

DOMAIN

As our second example, consider a particle diffusing in
a two-dimensional wedge domain that subtends an angle
Θ, see Fig. 8. The diffusion equation for p = p(r, θ, t) in
polar coordinates takes the form

∂p

∂t
= D

(
∂2p

∂r2
+

1

r

∂p

∂r
+

1

r2
∂2p

∂θ2

)
, (4.1)

with 0 < r <∞ and 0 < θ < Θ. The absorbing boundary
conditions take the form

p(r, 0, t) = 0 = p(r,Θ, t), 0 < r <∞. (4.2)
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FIG. 7. Plot of accumulation rate λ1 in the inner sphere as a
function of the mean delay τcap for various outer radii, d = 3,
and r0 = 2.5. Other parameters are as in Fig. 5.

Analogous to the previous example, we assume that the
initial position of the particle is taken has a fixed ra-
dial coordinate r0 and an angle θ0 this is randomly cho-
sen with a probability density weighted by the factor
sin(πθ/Θ). That is,

p(r, θ, 0) = π sin(πθ/Θ)
δ(r − r0)

2Θr0
. (4.3)

This means that the particle is equally likely to be cap-
tured by either boundary, and the Fourier decomposition
of the solution reduces to a single term [22]. Laplace
transforming the diffusion equation and using separation
of variables we find that

p̃(r, θ, s) = R(r, s) sin(πθ/Θ), (4.4)

with R satisfying

d2R

dr2
+

1

r

dR

dr
−
(
s

D
+
ν2

r2

)
R = −ν δ(r − r0)

2Dr0
, (4.5)

Θ r0 θ

FIG. 8. A two-dimensional wedge with opening angle Θ and
absorbing boundaries.

and ν = π/Θ. It follows that R is a one-dimensional
Green’s function, which can be calculated using standard
methods [22]:

R(r, s) =





ν
2D Iν(

√
s/Dr)Kν(

√
s/Dr0), r < r0

ν
2D Iν(

√
s/Dr0)Kν(

√
s/Dr), r > r0

.

(4.6)
The Laplace transform of the probability fluxes into

the boundaries at θ = 0,Θ are equal:

J̃0(r, s) =
D

r

∂p̃(r, θ, s)

∂θ

∣∣∣∣
θ=0

=
Dν

r
R(r, s), (4.7a)

J̃Θ(r, s) = − D

r

∂p̃(r, θ, s)

∂θ

∣∣∣∣
θ=Θ

=
Dν

r
R(r, s). (4.7b)

The total flux into each boundary is thus

J̃(s) = Dν

∫ ∞

0

R(r, s)

r
dr (4.8)

=
ν2

2

(∫ r0

0

Iν(
√
s/Dr)Kν(

√
s/Dr0)

r
dr

+

∫ ∞

r0

Iν(
√
s/Dr0)Kν(

√
s/Dr)

r
dr

)
.

Identifying J̃(s) with the Laplace transformed condi-

tional FPT density f̃(s) for each boundary, we can use
Eqs. (2.12) and (2.15) to show that the steady-state
mean and Fano factor of resource accumulation in each
target boundary are

M =
1

2γ(T + τcap)
, (4.9)

and

FF = 1 +
ρ̃(γ)J̃(γ)

1− 2ρ̃(γ)J̃(γ)
−M. (4.10)

We have used the fact that for two identical targets,

sQ̃(s) = 1 − 2J̃(s), see Eq. (2.9). In Fig. 9 we show
plots of the mean M in one of the targets as a func-
tion of ν = π/Θ and r0. As expected, increasing the
wedge angle Θ (decreasing ν) reduces the steady-state
mean due to the fact that, on average, the particle has
further to travel in order to hit a boundary. In the limit
Θ → 0, M → 1/(2γτcap), since T → 0. Similarly, the
mean is a decreasing function of the initial radial coordi-
nate r0. Plots of the Fano factor as a function of ν and
r0 are shown in Fig. 10. In common with the previous
example of concentric spheres, the Fano factor exhibits
a non-trivial dependence on model parameters, including
non-monotonicity and crossover behavior. Moreover, the
qualitative dependence on Θ differs significantly from the
dependence on r0, even though both yield similar behav-
iors in the case of the mean. This indicates that the non-
trivial nature of the higher-order statistics of resource
accumulation.
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V. SINGLE SIDE-BRANCH NETWORK

Another important class of FPT problems concerns dif-
fusion on networks. Here we consider the simple configu-
ration considered in [22] and shown in Fig. 11. A particle
diffuses on two backbone segments x ∈ I1 = (0, ℓ1) and
x ∈ I2 = (ℓ1, ℓ1 + ℓ2) with a side branch of length ℓ3 at-
tached at x = ℓ1. Let pj denote the probability density
on the segment of length ℓj, with

∂pj
∂t

= D
∂2pj
∂x2

= −∂Jj
∂x

, x ∈ Ij , j = 1, 2, (5.1a)

and

∂p3
∂t

= D
∂2p3
∂y2

= −∂J3
∂y

, y ∈ (0, ℓ3). (5.1b)

These are supplemented by the boundary conditions

∂p1
∂x

(0, t) = 0, p2(L, t) = 0,
∂p3
∂y

(ℓ3, 0) = 0. (5.1c)

where L = ℓ1 + ℓ2. That is, the terminals at x = 0 and
y = ℓ3 are reflecting, while the terminal at x = L is
absorbing. Continuity of probability and conservation of
probability flux at the junction are ensured by imposing
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FIG. 11. Single side-branch network consisting of two back-
bone segments of lengths ℓ1, ℓ2 and a side branch of length
ℓ3. There is a single target at one terminal and reflecting
boundary conditions at the other two terminals.

the additional conditions

p1(ℓ1, t) = p2(ℓ1, t) = p3(0, t), (5.1d)

J1(ℓ1, t) = J2(ℓ1, t) + J3(0, t). (5.1e)

Suppose that a searcher starts at x = 0 and consider the
FPT to reach the target at x = L. The FPT density
f(t) is identical to the flux J2(L, t) through x = L. The
latter can be calculated in Laplace space and one finds
that [22]

f̃(s) =

(
cosh(

√
s/DL) (5.2)

+ cosh(
√
s/Dℓ1) sinh(

√
s/Dℓ2) tanh(

√
s/Dℓ3)

)−1

.

Moreover, Taylor expanding f̃(s) in s yields the moments
of the FPT density. In particular,

T =
1

D
(L2/2 + ℓ2ℓ3). (5.3)

Now suppose that there is a build up of resources at
the target due to multiple rounds of search and capture.
The steady-state mean is simply given by

M =
1

γ(T + τcap)
, (5.4)

and thus vanishes in the limit ℓ3 → ∞ since T → ∞.
Here we focus on the effect of the side branch on the
steady-state Fano factor, which takes the form

FF = 1 +
ρ̃(γ)f̃(γ)

1− ρ̃(γ)f̃(γ)
−M. (5.5)

We have used the fact that for a single target, sQ̃(s) =

1− J̃(s), see Eq. (2.9). In contrast to the mean, the Fano

factor tends to be an increasing function of ℓ3, approach-
ing a non-zero constant value in the limit ℓ3 → ∞, as
illustrated in Fig. 12 for the delay distribution (3.10). In
certain parameter regimes, the Fano factor is a unimodal
function of ℓ3 with a unique minimum, as illustrated in
Fig. 13. We also find that the Fano factor is a decreas-
ing function of γ for large ℓ3 and an increasing function
of γ for small ℓ3. An analogous crossover phenomenon
occurred in the case of concentric spheres, see Fig. 6(a).
Finally, as expected, the Fano factor is a decreasing func-
tion of β for all ℓ3, that is, smaller delay fluctuations
reduce the Fano factor.

So far we have taken the search process to be unbi-
ased. A directional bias can be including by assuming
that when the particle diffuses along the two backbone
segments it also has an advective component, whereas
pure diffusion occurs along the side branch [22]. Eqs.
(5.1b) then become

∂pj
∂t

= −v ∂pj
∂x

+D
∂2pj
∂x2

x ∈ Ij , j = 1, 2, (5.6)

with −vp1(0, t) + Dp′1(0, t) = 0 and p2(L, t) = 0. It
is still possible to obtain an analytic expression for the
Laplace transformed FPT density, which takes the form
(see appendix A)
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FIG. 12. Diffusive search-and-capture on the side branched
network, with ℓ1 = 1/3, ℓ2 = 2/3 and variable length ℓ3.
Plot of the steady-state mean M (monotonically decreasing
curves) and Fano factor as a function of the side branch length
ℓ3 and various delays τcap. Other parameter values are γ = 1,
β = 1 and D = 1.
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FIG. 14. Side branched network with ℓ1 = 1/3, ℓ2 = 2/3 and variable length ℓ3. Particle now has an advective component
with speed v on the backbone segments. (a) Plot of the MFPT T (thick curves) as a function of v for various lengths ℓ3 and
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∑
j=1,2,3 ℓj/v. (b) Plot of the steady-state mean M (monotonically decreasing

curves) and Fano factor as a function of the side branch length ℓ3 and various speeds v. Other parameter values are γ = 1,
τcap = 0.1, β = 1 and D = 1.

f̃(s) = − (v2/D + 4s) evℓ1/D

su(ℓ1)u(−ℓ2) +
√
sD tanh(

√
s/Dℓ3)u′(ℓ1)u(−ℓ2) +Du′(ℓ1)v(−ℓ2)

, µ± =
v ±

√
v2 + 4Ds

2D
, (5.7)

with

u(ℓ) = eµ+ℓ − eµ−
ℓ, v(ℓ) = µ−e

µ+ℓ − µ+e
µ
−
ℓ.

It can be checked that Eq. (5.2) is recovered in the limit

v → 0. The corresponding MFPT is T = −f̃ ′(0), and
plots of T as a function of ℓ3 are shown in Fig. 14(a).

Note that T → ∑3
j=1 ℓj/D in the limit v → ∞. As noted

in Ref. [22], this asymptotic limit is an example of the
so-called equal-time theorem for transport on networks.
The latter states that in the limit of large bias, the con-
tribution from each branch of the network is proportional
to its length (or volume).

In Fig. 14(b) we show example plots of the mean M
and Fano factor as a function of ℓ3 and various speeds
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v, following multiple rounds of search and capture. As
expected, the mean is an increasing function of v and a
decreasing function of ℓ3. On the other hand, the Fano
factor varies with v in an analogous fashion to its varia-
tion in 1/γ, see Fig. 13(a). That is, it shows crossover
behavior as ℓ3 is increased from zero and asymptotes to a
constant value in the limit ℓ3 → ∞ that is an increasing
function of v.

VI. ADVECTION-DIFFUSION ON A CAYLEY

TREE

As our final example, consider advection diffusion on
a semi-infinite Cayley tree Γ with coordination number
z. The example of z = 3 is shown in Fig. 15(a). We will
assume for simplicity that the drift velocity v, diffusiv-
ity D, and branch length L are identical throughout the
tree so that we can exploit the recursive nature of the
infinite tree. Suppose that there is a target at the ter-
minal (primary) node of the tree. We will calculate the
Laplace transform of the flux through the target using
the iterative method introduced in Ref. [29]. This will
then allow us to explore how the steady-state mean and
variance of the number of resources at the target depend
on parameters of the model.
Denote the first branch node opposite the terminal

branch k

Iα(k)

_

(b)

Gen 2

Gen 1
Gen 2

branch nodes

(a)

Gen 0

α(k)α'(k)

target

FIG. 15. (a) Semi-infinite Cayley tree with coordination num-
ber z = 3 and an absorbing target at the primary node. (b)
A branch node α(k) is shown in relation to the neighboring
branch node α′(k) closest to the primary node. The branch
segments extending out from α(k) in the positive direction
together comprise the set Īα(k).

node by α0. For every other branching node α ∈ Γ there
exists a unique direct path from α0 to α (one that does
not traverse any line segment more than once). We can
label each node α 6= α0 uniquely by the index k of the
final segment of the direct path from α0 to α so that the
branch node corresponding to a given segment label k
can be written α(k). We denote the other node of seg-
ment k by α′(k). Taking the primary branch to be k = 0,
it follows that α(0) = α0 and α′(0) is the terminal node.
We also introduce a direction on each segment of the tree
such that every direct path from α′(0) always moves in
the positive direction. Consider a single branching node
α ∈ Γ and label the set of segments radiating from it
by Iα. Let Īα denote the set of z − 1 line segments
k ∈ Iα that radiate from α in a positive direction, see
Fig. 15(b). Using these various definitions we can intro-
duce the idea of a generation. Take α0 to be the zeroth
generation. The first generation then consists of the set
of nodes Σ1 = {α(k), k ∈ Īα0

}, the second generation is
Σ2 = {α(l), l ∈ Īα, α ∈ Σ1} etc.
Denote the position coordinate along the i-th line seg-

ment by x, 0 ≤ x ≤ L, where L is the length of the seg-
ment and 0 ≤ i < ∞. Given the above labeling scheme
for nodes, we take x(α′(i)) = 0 and x(α(i)) = L. Let pi
denote the probability density on the i-th segment, which
evolves according to the Fokker-Planck equation

∂pi
∂t

= D
∂2pi
∂x2

− v
∂pi
∂x

, 0 < x < L. (6.1)

As a further simplification, we assume that the searcher
initiates its search on the primary branch so that

pi(x, 0|x0) = δ(x − x0)δi,0, 0 < x0 < L. (6.2)

This initial condition means that all branches of a given
generation are equivalent. Let J [pi] denote the corre-
sponding probability current or flux, which is taken to
be positive in the direction flowing away from the pri-
mary node at the soma:

J [p] ≡ −D∂p

∂x
+ vp. (6.3)

The open boundary condition on the primary branch is
p0(0, t|x0) = 0. At all branch nodes α ∈ Σn of the n-th
generation we impose the continuity conditions

pi(x(α), t|x0) = Φn(x0, t), for all i ∈ Iα, α ∈ Σn,
(6.4)

where the Φn(x0, t) are unknown functions, which will ul-
timately be determined by imposing current conservation
at each branch node:

∑

i∈Iα

J [pi(x(α), t|x0)] = 0. (6.5)

Note that for the upstream segment j /∈ Iα, x(α) = L
and the corresponding flux J [pj(L, t|x0)] flows into the
branch node, whereas for the remaining z − 1 down-
stream segments k ∈ Iα we have x(α) = 0 and the flux
J [pk(0, t|x0)] flows out of the branch node.
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A. Calculation of flux at terminal node

After Laplace transforming the above system of equa-
tions on the Cayley tree, we obtain the following system
of equations for any i such that α(i) ∈ Σn:

[
D
∂2

∂x2
− v

∂

∂x
− s

]
p̃i(x, s) = −δi,0δ(x− x0). (6.6)

together with the boundary conditions

p̃i(0, t) = Φ̃n−1(s), p̃i(L, t) = Φ̃n(s). (6.7)

Note that Φ̃−1 = 0. (For notational concvenience, we
drop the explicit dependence on the initial position x0.)
The solution in each branch is given by the correspond-
ing finite interval Green’s function G with homogeneous
boundary conditions supplemented by terms satisfying
the boundary conditions. That is,

p̃i(x, s) = −δi,0G(x, x0; s) + Φ̃n−1(s)F̂ (x, s)

+ Φ̃n(s)F (x, s) (6.8)

for α(i) ∈ Σn. The Green’s function G satisfies

[
D
∂2

∂x2
− v

∂

∂x
− s

]
G(x, y; s) = δ(x− y), (6.9)

with G(0, y; s) = 0 = G(L, y; s). Using standard methods,
the Green’s function is given by

G(x, y; s) =





ψ(x, s)ψ(y − L, s)
DW (s)

, 0 ≤ x ≤ y

ψ(x − L, s)ψ(y, s)
DW (s)

, y ≤ x ≤ L

, (6.10)

where

ψ(x, s) = eµ+(s)x − eµ−
(s)x, µ± =

v ±
√
v2 + 4Ds

2D
,

(6.11)

and W is the Wronskian

W (s) = ψ(y, s)ψ′(y − L, s)− ψ′(y, s)ψ(y − L, s),
(6.12)

which is independent of y. The functions F (x, s) and

F̂ (x, s) satisfy the homogeneous version of Eq. (6.6)
with boundary conditions F (0, s) = 0, F (L, s) = 1 and

F̂ (0, s) = 1, F̂ (L, s) = 0:

F (x, s) =
ψ(x, s)

ψ(L, s)
, F̂ (x, s) =

ψ(x − L, s)

ψ(−L, s) . (6.13)

The unknown functions Φn are determined by im-
posing the current conservation condition (6.5) at each
branch node and using the identity J [ΦnF ] = ΦnJ [F ],

which follows from the observation that Φn is x–
independent. At the zeroth generation node α0, the cur-
rent conservation equation is given by (suppressing the s
variable)

Φ0J [F ](L) (6.14)

= (z − 1)Φ1J [F ](0) + (z − 1)Φ0J [F̂ ](0) + X0,

where

X0 ≡ J [G](L), (6.15)

and at all branching nodes α ∈ Σn, 1 ≤ n we have

Φn−1J [F̂ ](L) + ΦnJ [F ](L) = (z − 1)Φn+1J [F ](0)

+ (z − 1)ΦnJ [F̂ ](0). (6.16)

Note that X0 depends on the source location x0 through
its dependence on the finite interval Green’s function G;
this then generates an x0–dependence of the functions
Φα

The four possible contributions to the probability flux
at any branch k 6= 0 are

g(s) ≡ J [F̂ ](L) =
ψ′(0, s)

ψ(−L, s) =
Dη(s)evL/2D

sinh(η(s)L)
, (6.17a)

h(s) ≡ J [F ](L) =
ψ′(L, s)

ψ(L, s)
= −Dη(s) coth(η(s)L) + v

2
(6.17b)

ḡ(s) ≡ J [F ](0) =
ψ′(0, s)

ψ(L, s)
= −Dη(s)e

−vL/2D

sinh(η(s)L)
(6.17c)

h̄(s) ≡ J [F̂ ](0) =
ψ′(−L, s)
ψ(−L, s) = Dη(s) coth(η(s)L) +

v

2
,

(6.17d)

where

η(s) =

√
v2 + 4Ds

2D
. (6.18)

Using these definitions the current conservation equa-
tions simplify to

−HΦ0 +GΦ1 = X0 (6.19)

for the first branch, and

gΦn−1 −HΦn +GΦn+1 = 0 (6.20)

for n > 0, where

H = (z − 1)h̄− h, G = −ḡ(z − 1). (6.21)

The second-order difference equation can be solved us-
ing the ansatz Φn = λnΦ0, which yields a quadratic equa-
tion for λ:

Gλ2 −Hλ+ g = 0. (6.22)
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Taking the smaller root, since the larger root is greater
than one and thus does not yield a bounded solution,
gives

λ =
1

2G

[
H −

√
H2 − 4gG

]
. (6.23)

It can be checked that λ is real since

H2 − 4gG >
z2(Dη)2 cosh2(ηL)

sinh2(ηL)
− 4(z − 1)(Dη)2

sinh2(ηL)

=
(Dη)2

sinh2(ηL)

(
z2 cosh2(ηL)− 4(z − 1)

)

>
(Dη)2

sinh2(ηL)
(z − 2)2 > 0.

In addition, λ < 1 since this inequality is equivalent to
the condition

H −
√
H2 − 4gG < 2G,

which can be rewritten as

(H − 2G)2 < H2 − 4gG =⇒ g +G < H,

and g + G < H . We now substitute the solution for Φ1

into Eq. (6.19) and rearrange to obtain the following

expression for Φ̃0:

Φ̃0 =
χ0

H − λG
. (6.24)

Having determined Φ̃0, the Laplace transform of the flux
into the terminal node takes the explicit form (after rein-

corporating the dependence on the initial position)

J̃(x0, s) = D
∂p̃0
∂x

(0, s|x0) = − D
∂G(x, x0; s)

∂x

∣∣∣∣
x=0

+D Φ̃0(x0, s)
∂F (x, s)

∂x

∣∣∣∣
x=0

. (6.25)

The function J̃(x0, s) determines the hitting probabil-
ity π and corresponding conditional MFPT T according
to

π(x0) = J̃(x0, 0), π(x0)T (x0) = −J̃ ′(x0, 0). (6.26)

Note that unbiased one-dimensional diffusion is transient
in one dimension (z = 2) and on a Cayley tree. This
means that π < 1 for v ≥ 0. On the other hand, there
exists a critical negative (inward) velocity vc, vc < 0,
such that π = 1 for v < vc. In other words, there is
a critical phase transition from recurrent to transient
transport. This transition point is identical to the so-
called localization-delocalization threshold [30]. In order
to define the latter, suppose that the particle starts at
the terminal node, pi(x, 0) = δi,0δ(x). The initially lo-
calized probability density will tend to diffuse away from
that origin, but this is counteracted by an inward veloc-
ity field on the tree. If, in steady state, the concentration
remaining at the origin has not decayed to zero, we say
the system is localized, otherwise it is delocalized. By
studying the steady-state solution it can be shown that
vc = − ln(z − 1). Hence vc = 0 for z = 2 (a semi-infinite
line), vc ≈ −0.69 for z = 3 and vc ≈ −1.1 for z = 4. The
existence of the recurrent-transient transition for the hit-
ting probability is confirmed in in Fig. 16. Note that for
v > vc, the hitting probability is a decreasing function of
both v and z.

B. Mean and Fano factor of resource distribution

Suppose that z = 3 and v < vc so that the particle
eventually finds the target with unit probability. We can

then substitute Eq. (6.25) for J̃(s) into Eqs. (5.4) and
(5.5) in order to determine the steady-state mean and
Fano factor for the number of resources delivered to the
target. In Fig. 17(a) we plot the mean and Fano factor as
a function of the velocity and various degradation rates
for z = 3. (Qualitatively similar results occur for other
coordination numbers z.) The mean is a monotonically
decreasing function of v and M → 0 as v → v−c (due to
T → ∞). On the other hand, the Fano is an increas-
ing function of v. In Fig. 17(b) we plot the mean and
Fano factor as a function of the initial position for various
velocities. As expected M decreases with increasing dis-
tance x0 from the target. In this case, the Fano factor is
a non-monotonic function of x0 for a range of velocities,
with the maximum increasing significantly as v → v−c .
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FIG. 17. Advection-diffusion on a semi-infinite Cayley tree. (a) Plots of steady state mean (thin curves) and Fano factor (thick
curves) as a function of the velocity v, v < −vc, for various degradation rates γ and x0 = 0.5. (b) Corresponding plots as a
function of the initial position x0 for γ = 1 and various velocities. Other parameters are D = 1, L = 1, z = 3, τcap = 1 and
β = 1.

VII. DISCUSSION

In this paper we investigated target resource accu-
mulation under multiple rounds of diffusive search-and-
capture events. Each event involved a FPT problem to
reach one or more absorbing boundaries (targets) of some
specified search domain. The steady-state mean and
Fano factor of the number of resources were expressed in
terms of the Laplace transformed probability fluxes into
the target(s). We considered a number of classical search
problems that involved relatively simple geometries: con-
centric spheres, a wedge domain, a side-branched network
(simple comb), and a semi-infinite Cayley tree. This al-
lowed us to explicitly calculate the probability fluxes in
Laplace space. A complementary approach is to consider
a more general search domain U with one or more interior
boundaries ∂Uk along the lines of Fig. 1. One can then
used asymptotic analysis to investigate the distribution
of resources in the small target limit [19].

One motivation for the target-centric perspective taken
in this paper is the intracellular transport of proteins
and lipids to the cell membrane and subcellular com-
partments such as the cell nucleus, endoplasmic reticu-
lum, and synapses along the axons of neurons [17]. For
example, within the context of Fig. 1, U could be identi-
fied with the cell cytoplasm, ∂U2 with the cell membrane,
and ∂U1 with the cell nucleus, say. Similarly, advection-
diffusion on a tree-like structure (section 6) has applica-
tions to the motor-driven transport of vesicles in the den-
drites of neurons. Although active transport is typically
modeled in terms of velocity jump processes, it is possi-
ble to reduce the latter to an effective advection-diffusion
process [29]. However, in order to further develop spe-
cific applications, it would be necessary to consider in
more detail the active mechanism by which a new search-

and-capture process is started following target capture.
(An analogous issue concerns single search-and-capture
processes with stochastic resetting [31].) In the exam-
ples, we assumed that the main contribution to the de-
lays between events arose from the unloading/loading of
resources, rather than the time for a searcher to return
to its initial loading position. In addition, for the first
two examples, we chose a distribution of initial positions
in order to exploit symmetries of the underling geometry;
radial symmetry in the case of concentric spheres. Else-
where, we consider more realistic resetting-after-capture
processes in the case of one-dimensional search processes
[17].

Another issue that is not addressed in this paper is how
resources are distributed within a spatially extended tar-
get such as the spherical boundaries in section III. If the
latter are interpreted as cellular membranes, then lat-
eral diffusion within each membrane would lead to a uni-
form distribution of resources. However, it is also possible
that resources are localized to specific subdomains of the
membrane, which would mean partitioning the boundary
into multiple target domains.

The particular example of advection-diffusion on a
Cayley tree (section VI) also has a number of possible
generalizations. First, in the analysis of localization-
delocalization transitions, more general results for the
phase transition were obtained by considering Cayley
trees with quenched disorder in the distribution of branch
velocities [30]. Second, it is possible to extend the
iterative method for solving the Laplace transformed
advection-diffusion equation to the case of finite trees
[29]. In this case, there exists multiple terminal nodes,
each of which could act as a target.

Finally, note that in this paper we focused on a sin-
gle searcher, whereas a more common scenario is to have
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many parallel searchers. However, our results carry over
to this case provided that the searchers are independent.
That is, suppose that there are N independent, identical
searchers. Statistical independence implies that both the
steady-state mean and variance scale of resources within
a target scale as N . Hence, the Fano factor is indepen-
dent of N , whereas the coefficient of variation scales as
CVk ∼ 1/

√
N . The latter indicates that the size of fluc-

tuations decreases as the number of searchers increases,
which is also a manifestation of the law-of-large numbers.

APPENDIX A: CALCULATION OF FPT

DENSITY FOR SIDE-BRANCHED NETWORK.

Write the solution for the Laplace transformed proba-
bility density in the three segments as

p̃1(x, s) = A1e
η+x +B1e

η
−
x, x ∈ (0, ℓ1),

p̃2(x, s) = A2

(
eη+(x−L) − eη−

(x−L)
)

= A2u(x− L), x ∈ (ℓ1, L),

p̃3(x, s) = A3 cosh(
√
s/D(ℓ3 − y), 0 < y < ℓ3.

We have already imposed the absorbing boundary con-
dition at x = L and the reflecting boundary condition
at y = ℓ3. The reflecting boundary condition at x = 0
implies that

∂p̃1
∂x

(0, s)− v

D
p̃1(0, s) = − 1

D
,

that is

(η+ − v/D)A1 + (η− − v/D)B1 = −1/D.

Using the identities η± − v/D = −η∓, we find

η−A1 + η+B1 = 1/D. (A.1)

Continuity of the solution at the junction yields the pair
of equations

A2u(−ℓ2) = A3 cosh(
√
s/Dℓ3), (A.2)

and

A1e
η+ℓ1 +B1e

η
−
ℓ1 = A2u(−ℓ2).

Using Eq. (A.1) to eliminate B1 then gives

A1u
′(ℓ1) +D−1eη−

L = η+u(−ℓ2)A2. (A.3)

Finally, imposing conservation of current at the junction,

∂p̃1
∂x

(ℓ1, s)−
v

D
p̃1(ℓ1, s) =

∂p̃2
∂x

(ℓ1, s)−
v

D
p̃2(ℓ1, s)

+
∂p̃3
∂y

(0, s).

Substituting the various solutions gives

(η+ − v/D)A1e
η+ℓ1 − (η− − v/D)B1e

η
−
ℓ1

= A2

[
(η+ − v/D)e−η+ℓ2 − (η− − v/D)e−η

−
ℓ2
]

−
√

s

D
A3 sinh(

√
s/Dℓ3).

Substituting for B1 and A3 using eqs. (A.1) and (A.2),
we have

η−u(ℓ1)A1 +D−1eη−
ℓ1 (A.4)

=

[√
s

D
tanh(

√
s/Dℓ3)u(−ℓ2) + v(−ℓ2)

]
A2,

with v(−ℓ2) = η−e
−η+ℓ2 − η+e

−η
−
ℓ2 .

We can now use Eqs. (A.3) and (A.4) to eliminate A1

and obtain the following expression for A2:

A2 =
eη−

ℓ1

D

u′(ℓ1)− η−u(ℓ1)[√
s/D tanh(

√
s/Dℓ3)u(−ℓ2) + v(−ℓ2)

]
u′(ℓ1)− η+η−u(ℓ1)u(−ℓ2)

=
(η+ − η−)e

[η
−
+η

−
]ℓ1

[√
sD tanh(

√
s/Dℓ3)u(−ℓ2) +Dv(−ℓ2)

]
u′(ℓ1) + su(ℓ1)u(−ℓ2)

. (A.5)

We have used η+η− = −s/D. Finally, noting that

J̃2(L, s) = −D∂p̃2
∂x

(L, s) = −D(η+ − η−)A2,

η+ + η− = v/D, and η+ − η− =
√
v2 + 4Ds/D, we obtain Eq. (5.7).
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