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Abstract

The coupling of electric fields to the mechanics of lipid membranes gives rise to intriguing
electromechanical behavior, as, for example, evidenced by the deformation of lipid vesicles in
external electric fields. Electromechanical effects are relevant for many biological processes,
such as the propagation of action potentials in axons and the activation of mechanically-gated
ion channels. Currently, a theoretical framework describing the electromechanical behavior of
arbitrarily curved and deforming lipid membranes does not exist. Purely mechanical mod-
els commonly treat lipid membranes as two-dimensional surfaces, ignoring their finite thickness.
While holding analytical and numerical merit, this approach cannot describe the coupling of lipid
membranes to electric fields and is thus unsuitable for electromechanical models. In a sequence
of articles, we derive an effective surface theory of the electromechanics of lipid membranes,
named a (2 + δ)-dimensional theory, which has the advantages of surface descriptions while
accounting for finite thickness effects. The present article proposes a new, generic dimension-
reduction procedure relying on low-order spectral expansions. This procedure is applied to the
electrostatics of lipid membranes to obtain a (2 + δ)-dimensional theory that captures potential
differences across and electric fields within lipid membranes. This new model is tested on differ-
ent geometries relevant for lipid membranes, showing good agreement with the corresponding
three-dimensional electrostatics theory.
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1 Introduction

Lipid membranes separate the interior and exterior of a biological cell and its organelles, serving as
barriers that regulate the transport of proteins, ions, and other molecules. They exist in various,
dynamically-changing shapes, with radii of curvature ranging from tens to hundreds of nanometers.
In contrast, they are comprised of only two layers of lipid molecules, forming a bilayer structure
with a thickness of just 3− 5 nm. This makes lipid membranes exceptionally thin materials.

The thin, bilayer structure of lipid membranes gives rise to peculiar mechanical behavior. In-
plane stretch and out-of-plane bending indicate elastic behavior, while the in-plane flow of lipids
shows signatures of viscous behavior. In addition, lipid membranes exhibit an intricate coupling
between out-of-plane elastic deformations and in-plane viscous flows. Consequently, lipid membranes
are considered viscous-elastic materials [1–3].

Lipid membranes also exhibit coupled electrical and mechanical behavior. For instance, under
the action of an electric field, membrane vesicles deform into prolates, oblates, and other shapes
[4–10] and even form pores [6,8,9,11–17]. In addition, the bulk fluid surrounding lipid membranes is
often an electrolyte with varying ionic concentrations across the boundaries and within the interior
of cells and organelles. Such concentration differences can give rise to electro-osmotic flows and
expose lipid membranes to local electric fields, thereby inducing Maxwell stresses and deformations.

Understanding the electromechanics of lipid membranes is relevant across various disciplines.
For example, electroporation, the creation of pores by an external electric field, is employed in novel
procedures for non-thermal food processing, non-thermal tumor ablation, and the delivery of cancer
treatment drugs into cells [18–20]. Furthermore, electroporation of nearby lipid membranes leads
to their subsequent fusion. This so-called electrofusion is used to facilitate cell-hybridization [21]
and the creation of microreactors [9].

The electromechanics of lipid membranes is also essential for understanding many biological phe-
nomena. One fascinating example is the propagation of an action potential through an axon. Action
potentials constitute localized and transient depolarizations of the axon caused by ionic currents
through the lipid membrane. They travel along the axon to propagate signals—for example, between
sensory neurons and the brain [22]. Despite evidence of thermal and mechanical effects [23–28], the
perspective of action potentials as purely electric phenomena prevails. However, recent attempts
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challenge the purely electrical description by accounting for coupled thermodynamic, electrical and
mechanical aspects [29–31].

Theoretical models of the electromechanics of lipid membranes are indispensable to understand-
ing the above phenomena. They often involve long time scales and large length scales, necessitating
the development of continuum models. Due to their small thickness, continuum theories commonly
model lipid membranes as two-dimensional surfaces [3, 32, 33], an approach well-established for the
mechanics of lipid membranes. However, a surface description may not be suitable for the elec-
tromechanics of lipid membranes.

An electromechanical theory that treats lipid membranes as surfaces suffers from multiple short-
comings. First, surface descriptions do not resolve potential drops across lipid membranes but
instead yield continuous potentials—contradictory to what is observed in action potentials, for in-
stance. Second, arbitrary surface charge densities on the two interfaces between lipid membranes
and their surroundings cannot be accounted for correctly. Lastly, the electric field in the interior
of lipid membranes is not well-defined when treated as surfaces. Yet, the aforementioned aspects
are all required to capture the Maxwell stresses acting on lipid membranes. Hence, a suitable elec-
tromechanical theory cannot treat lipid membranes as surfaces but needs to resolve effects arising
from their finite thickness.

Three-dimensional models naturally account for the finite thickness of lipid membranes. How-
ever, three-dimensional models are complex and quickly become intractable for deforming geometries
—finding analytical solutions is often unwieldy, and even their numerical treatment is challenging.
In this work, we propose an effective two-dimensional theory to describe the electromechanics of
lipid membranes. Starting from a three-dimensional continuum picture, we introduce a new dimen-
sion reduction procedure using low-order spectral expansions. This approach leads to an effective
two-dimensional theory, which explicitly retains the thickness information required to capture po-
tential differences and Maxwell stresses. At the same time, the resulting equations are analytically
and numerically less challenging than those of three-dimensional models and can be analyzed using
the tools developed for two-dimensional surface theories. Thus, the proposed theory combines the
advantages of three-dimensional and surface descriptions of lipid membranes and is referred to as
the (2 + δ)-dimensional theory.

This article is the first in a series of three that derives the (2 + δ)-dimensional theory of the
electromechanics of lipid membranes. The series of articles is structured as follows.

Part 1: Electrostatics We introduce a new dimension reduction technique for partial differential
equations based on low-order spectral expansions of the solution. We then apply the dimension
reduction procedure to the electrostatics of thin films and show the effectiveness of the new,
dimensionally-reduced theory.

Part 2: Balance laws We apply the dimension reduction procedure to the three-dimensional me-
chanical balance laws of thin films, while accounting for Maxwell stresses arising from electric
fields. This yields dimensionally-reduced, constitutive model-independent mass, angular mo-
mentum, and linear momentum balance equations.

Part 3: Constitutive models We propose three-dimensional elastic and viscous constitutive mod-
els for lipid membranes and derive the governing equations of the (2 + δ)-dimensional theory
for the electromechanics of lipid membranes.
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The remainder of this article is structured as follows. In Sec. 2, we revisit the well-known
equations describing an electric field under quasi-static conditions and introduce the problem of a
thin film embedded in a bulk domain. In Sec. 3, we take an abstract perspective and introduce the
new dimension reduction procedure for a general differential equation. A more physically-inclined
reader may skip Sec. 3 and immediately proceed to Sec. 4, wherein we apply the proposed dimension
reduction method to the electrostatics of thin films. Section 5 concludes the article with analytical
and numerical comparisons of the three-dimensional and dimensionally-reduced electrostatic theories
for different geometries relevant for lipid membranes.

2 Electrostatics of a Thin Film

We begin this section by recalling the theory of continuum electrostatics with discontinuities [34].
Subsequently, we describe the electrostatics equations governing a thin film embedded in a three-
dimensional bulk domain.

Under the conditions of electrostatics, Maxwell’s equations for a linear dielectric material with
constant permittivity reduce to1 [34] (see SM, Sec. 1 for details)

εdiv(ě) = q , ∀x̌ ∈ B , (1)
curl(ě) = 0 , ∀x̌ ∈ B , (2)

n̄ · JεěK = σ , ∀x̌ ∈ S , (3)
n̄× JěK = 0 , ∀x̌ ∈ S , (4)

where B denotes the bulk domain, ε is the permittivity, ě is the electric field, and q is the free charge
density in B. Additionally, S denotes an oriented surface, with normal n̄ and surface charge density
σ, where the electric field is discontinuous. The notation J•K denotes the jump across a surface of
discontinuity, i.e. J•K = •+ − •−, where •± denotes the value above and below S, respectively.

By Helmholtz’ theorem [35], Eq. (2) is satisfied by construction if we define the electric potential
φ̌ such that

ě = −grad
(
φ̌
)
, (5)

which further simplifies Maxwell’s equations to

∆φ̌ = −q/ε , ∀x̌ ∈ B , (6)

Jφ̌K = 0 , ∀x̌ ∈ S , (7)

n̄ · Jεgrad
(
φ̌
)
K = −σ , ∀x̌ ∈ S , (8)

n̄× Jgrad
(
φ̌
)
K = 0 , ∀x̌ ∈ S , (9)

where ∆ denotes the Laplacian. Equation (6) is Gauss’ law written in terms of the potential and
Eq. (7) describes continuity of the potential across the surface of discontinuity. The latter follows
from Coulomb’s law for continuous charges [36]. According to Eq. (8), the normal component of

1Check symbols are used to distinguish corresponding quantities in the dimensionally-reduced theory, which do
not carry a dedicated symbol.
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the gradient of the electric potential is discontinuous at a surface of discontinuity while, according
to Eq. (9), components parallel to the surface of discontinuity are continuous. Note that, given
Eq. (7), Eq. (9) is trivially satisfied.

δ

S+

S−
S0

S||

M

B+

B−

n̄+

n̄−

ν

Figure 1: Schematic of a thin film M with thickness δ that
separates the two bulk domains B+ and B−.

Next, we consider a thin film with-
out any free charge in its interior, as is
the case for lipid membranes. The thin
film M has thickness δ and is embed-
ded in two bulk domains B± above and
below M, as shown in Fig. 1. The top
and bottom bounding surfaces ofM are
denoted by S± and are equipped with
surface charge densities σ±, making S±
surfaces of discontinuity. The outward-
pointing normal vectors on S± are de-
noted by n̄±. The three-dimensional
electrostatics equations are given by

∆φ̌B− = −qB−/εB− , ∀x̌ ∈ B− , (10)

Jφ̌K = 0 , ∀x̌ ∈ S− , (11)
n̄+ · JεěK = σ− , ∀x̌ ∈ S− , (12)

εM∆φ̌M = 0 , ∀x̌ ∈M , (13)
n̄− · JεěK = σ+ , ∀x̌ ∈ S+ , (14)

Jφ̌K = 0 , ∀x̌ ∈ S+ , (15)

∆φ̌B+ = −qB+/εB+ , ∀x̌ ∈ B+ , (16)

where εB± and εM are the permittivity of the bulk regions and thin film, respectively. The jump
conditions, Eqs. (12) and (14), are written in terms of electric fields for later notational convenience.
We close the problem with boundary conditions on the lateral surface S|| with outward-pointing
normal ν, as shown in Fig. 1:

φ̌M = φ̄M , ∀x̌ ∈ S||D , (17)

−ν · grad
(
φ̌M

)
= ē , ∀x̌ ∈ S||N , (18)

where S|| = S||D ∪ S||N, S||D ∩ S||N = ∅, and φ̄M and ē are the prescribed potential and electric field
component, respectively. The remaining boundary conditions for φ̌B± are of no consequence for the
dimension-reduction procedure and are thus omitted here.

In the following, we refer to Eqs. (10)–(16) as the three-dimensional theory. In comparison, an
effective, dimensionally-reduced theory replaces Gauss’ law on the three-dimensional thin filmM,
Eq. (13), by an approximately equivalent equation defined on the two-dimensional mid-surface of
M, denoted S0. To that end, the following section introduces a new dimension reduction procedure
that follows ideas used in spectral methods by expanding all unknowns and parameters in terms of
orthogonal polynomials.
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3 Spectral Dimension Reduction for Thin Films

In this section, we present a new, general approach to deriving dimensionally-reduced differential
equations defined on the mid-surface of a thin film. We begin by revisiting spectral expansions
in Sec. 3.1 and show how they can be used to derive dimensionally-reduced theories in Sec. 3.2.
Note that the remaining sections are self-contained and that the reader may immediately proceed
to Sec. 4 to find the dimensionally-reduced electrostatics equations.

3.1 Mathematical Preliminaries of Spectral Expansions

Let Pk(θ) : (a, b) → R, k ∈ N0, a, b ∈ R denote a real-valued polynomial and let P = {Pk(θ) : k ∈
N0} denote the corresponding set of polynomials. For two sufficiently well-behaved functions f(θ),
g(θ), θ ∈ (a, b), we define the weighted inner product

〈f(θ), g(θ)〉w =

∫
(a,b)

f(θ)g(θ)w(θ) dθ , (19)

where w(θ) denotes a weight function. If the polynomials in P satisfy the relation

〈Pk(θ), Pl(θ)〉w = ckδkl , ∀Pk, Pl ∈ P , (20)

we call P an orthogonal set of polynomials. In Eq. (20), ck is some positive constant and δkl denotes
the Kronecker delta. Let ||·||w =

√
〈·, ·〉w denote the norm induced by the inner product defined in

Eq. (19) and let L2
w denote the space of functions bounded in ||·||w.

The N th-order projection of any function f(θ) ∈ L2
w onto P, denoted by fP,N , is defined as

fP,N (θ) =
N∑
k=0

f̂kPk(θ) , (21)

where f̂k is the kth coefficient of the expansion and is given by

f̂k = 〈f(θ), Pk(θ)〉w . (22)

The set of polynomials P is complete with respect to the norm ||·||w if, for any f(θ) ∈ L2
w, [37]

lim
N→∞

||f(θ)− fP,N (θ)||w = 0 . (23)

Equation (21) in conjunction with Eq. (23) allows us to express functions in L2
w as

f(θ) =

∞∑
k=0

f̂kPk(θ) . (24)

Complete and orthogonal polynomials are commonly used in spectral methods to numerically
solve differential equations. In the following, we briefly revisit the basics of spectral methods required
for our method for dimension reduction; see Refs. [37–39] for more details. Let L(v(θ);p) : U → L2

w

denote a scalar-valued differential operator, where U is some space of sufficiently smooth functions
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defined on (a, b) and p = {pj}j=1,..,Np is a set of parameters. We write a generic differential equation
as

L(u(θ);p) = 0 , θ ∈ (a, b), u ∈ U , (25)

postponing any discussion on the application of boundary conditions to Sec. 3.2. Due to the com-
pleteness property of P in Eq. (23) and Eq. (24), we can expand the solution u(θ) as

u(θ) =

∞∑
k=0

ûkPk(θ) . (26)

Thus, finding the solution u(θ) is equivalent to finding the constant coefficients ûk. However, any
numerical approach requires truncating the expansion at some finite order N ∈ N,

uP,N (θ) =

N∑
k=0

ûN,kPk(θ) , (27)

where the subscript N on ûN,k indicates dependence on the truncation order N . The unknown
coefficients ûN,k in Eq. (27) are found by replacing u(θ) by uP,N (θ) in Eq. (25) and taking the inner
product with the lth polynomial, resulting in〈

L

(
N∑
k=0

ûN,kPk(θ);p

)
, Pl(θ)

〉
w

= 0 , ∀l ∈ [0, ..., N ] . (28)

This yields N + 1 equations for the N + 1 unknown coefficients {ûN,k}k=0,...,N . Since the spatial de-
pendence is entirely contained in the polynomials Pk(θ), any derivative can be carried out explicitly
and the N + 1 equations in Eq. (28) are no longer differential but algebraic equations, indepen-
dent of θ. Solving the system of algebraic equations resulting from Eq. (28) yields the coefficients
{ûN,k}k=0,...,N and hence, the approximate solution uP,N (θ).

3.2 Dimension Reduction Procedure for Thin Films Using Spectral Expansions

Before introducing the new dimension reduction procedure, we revisit the thin film setup described
in Sec. 2. The arbitrarily curved, thin film M has constant thickness δ and the mid-surface S0

dividesM into two parts of equal thickness. The mid-surface S0 is equipped with a normal vector
n and the superscripts “+” and “−” indicate quantities associated with the regions above and below
S0, as defined by the orientation of n. The top, bottom, and lateral bounding surfaces of M are
denoted by S+, S−, and S||, respectively (see Fig. 1). The lateral bounding surface can be expressed
as S|| = ∂S0 × (−δ/2, δ/2), where ∂S0 is the boundary of S0. The outward-pointing normal on S||
is denoted by ν, as shown in Fig. 1. Finally, the bodyM is embedded into three-dimensional bulk
domains, referred to as B+ aboveM and B− belowM.

The thin filmM is arbitrarily curved, making it convenient to formulate the proposed dimension
reduction method in a differential geometry framework. To this end, we introduce a parametriza-
tion of M. The mid-surface S0 is endowed with a two-dimensional, curvilinear parametrization{
ζ1, ζ2

}
∈ Ω as shown in Fig. 2, where Ω denotes the parametric domain, such that we can express

any position x0 ∈ S0 using the mapping χ0 : Ω → S0,
(
ζ1, ζ2

)
7→ x0. Parametrizing the full body

M requires a third parametric direction, ζ3 ∈ Ξ, where Ξ denotes the corresponding parametric do-
main. We can then express any position x ∈M using the mapping χ : Ω×Ξ→M,

(
ζ1, ζ2, ζ3

)
7→ x

with χ|ζ3=0 = χ0.
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S0

ζ1

ζ2

ex

ey

ez

x0

Figure 2: The mid-surface S0 is parametrized us-
ing the curvilinear coordinates {ζ1, ζ2} ∈ Ω.

We now discuss how spectral expansions can be
used to reduce a differential equation defined onM
to a differential equation defined on the mid-surface
S0. For simplicity, we will continue considering only
scalar-valued differential operators such as the Lapla-
cian, relevant for electrostatics. However, the ideas
presented here can be extended to vector-valued dif-
ferential differential operators, as will be discussed
in part 2 of this sequence of publications where the
mechanical balance laws are addressed.

Let u
(
ζi
)
∈ U denote a scalar-valued function

from a space of sufficiently smooth functions U de-
fined on Ω × Ξ, where we used the short-hand no-
tation ζi ≡ {ζ1, ζ2, ζ3} for the parametrization. As-
sume that u

(
ζi
)
satisfies the differential equation

L
(
u
(
ζi
)
;p
)

= 0 , ∀ζi ∈ Ω× Ξ , (29)

where L
(
u
(
ζi
)
,p
)
is now a partial differential operator. A set of appropriate boundary conditions

closes Eq. (29):

gm(u(ζα), ζα;p) = 0 , ∀ζi ∈ Ω× ∂±Ξ , m ∈ [1, ..., N∂Ξ] , (30)

hn
(
u
(
ζi
)
, ζi;p

)
= 0 , ∀ζi ∈ ∂kΩ× Ξ , n ∈ [1, ..., N∂Ω] , (31)

where we used the short-hand notation ζα ≡ {ζ1, ζ2}2. Here, gm denotes themth boundary condition
on either S+ or S− while hn denotes the nth boundary condition on Sn|| ⊆ S||. Note that the number
of boundary conditions, N∂Ξ and N∂Ω, is determined by the order of the differential operator.

With Eqs. (29)–(31) formulated in terms of the parametrization ζi, dimension reduction requires
eliminating dependence on the parametric direction ζ3, implying that the dimensionally-reduced
equations only depend on the mid-plane parametrization ζα. To this end, the key idea of our
proposed method is to express the solution u

(
ζi
)
as

u
(
ζi
)

=

∞∑
k=0

ûk(ζ
α)Pk

(
θ
(
ζ3
))
, (32)

where ûk(ζα) denotes the unknown coefficients of the spectral expansion, and θ is the mapping
θ : Ξ→ (a, b). It should be emphasized that the coefficients ûk(ζα) only depend on the parametriza-
tion of the mid-plane S0 and not on the parametric direction ζ3 associated with the thickness direc-
tion. Instead, the dependence on ζ3 is entirely contained in the polynomials Pk(θ). Similarly, the
parameters pj ∈ p may also depend on the parametrization ζi, and are thus similarly expanded as,

pj
(
ζi
)

=
∞∑
k=0

p̂jk(ζ
α)Pk

(
θ
(
ζ3
))
, (33)

2Greek and Latin letters are used to denote indices taking values {1, 2} and {1, 2, 3}, respectively
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where the coefficients p̂jk(ζα) are found by applying Eq. (22) along the thickness direction.
To obtain a finite order approximation, the solution expansion in Eq. (32) is truncated at order

Nu, which reduces Eq. (29) to

L

 Nu∑
k=0

ûk(ζ
α)Pk

(
θ
(
ζ3
))

;

{ ∞∑
k=0

p̂jk(ζ
α)Pk

(
θ
(
ζ3
))}

j=1,...,Np

 = 0 , ∀ζi ∈ Ω× Ξ . (34)

As in Eq. (28), we obtain the equations for the unknown coefficients ûk(ζα) by taking the inner
product with the lth order polynomial Pl and assuming weighted square integrability:〈

L

 Nu∑
k=0

ûk(ζ
α)Pk

(
θ
(
ζ3
))

;

{ ∞∑
k=0

p̂jk(ζ
α)Pk

(
θ
(
ζ3
))}

j=1,...,Np

, Pl(θ(ζ3
))〉

w

= 0 ,

∀ζα ∈ Ω , ∀l ∈ [0, ..., Nu] . (35)

In Eq. (35), any differentiation with respect to ζ3 can be carried out explicitly, allowing the eval-
uation of the inner product. Using the orthogonality condition in Eq. (20), Eq. (35) yields Nu + 1
partial differential equations that only depend on the mid-surface parametrization ζα. Thus, we
obtain a set of dimensionally-reduced differential equations for the Nu + 1 unknown coefficients
ûk(ζ

α) defined on the mid-surface of the thin filmM.
Due to the potential coupling between higher and lower order coefficients, the coefficients ûk(ζα)

in Eqs. (34) and (35) do not necessarily coincide with the coefficients of the series expansion in
Eq. (32). However, for notational simplicity, we use the same symbol ûk(ζα) throughout. We
further note that the series expansions of the parameters pj are retained in Eq. (35). However,
truncation of these series can often be physically motivated and might be necessary to obtain an
analytically tractable theory, as will be seen in Sec. 4 when applying the proposed method to the
electrostatics of thin films.

The original problem, Eq. (29), requires application of the boundary conditions in Eqs. (30)
and (31). However, taking the inner product in Eq. (35) eliminates the derivatives along the ζ3-
direction such that the boundary conditions in Eq. (30) need to be enforced by discarding N∂Ξ

equations from Eq. (35) and replacing them by the N∂Ξ boundary conditions in Eq. (30). This, in
fact, sets a limit on the minimum order of expansion of the solution, i.e. Nu ≥ N∂Ξ − 1. The N∂Ω

boundary conditions on the lateral boundary S|| in Eq. (31) are dimensionally-reduced analogously
to Eq. (35). Substituting the truncated expansion of the solution into Eq. (31) and taking the
inner product with the lth order polynomial Pl, assuming weighted square integrability, yields new
boundary conditions defined on the boundary of the mid-surface, ∂S0:〈

hi

 Nu∑
k=0

ûk(ζ
α)Pk

(
θ
(
ζ3
))
, ζi;

{ ∞∑
k=0

p̂jk(ζ
α)Pk

(
θ
(
ζ3
))}

j=1,...,Np

, Pl(θ(ζ3
))〉

w

= 0 ,

∀l ∈ [1, ..., N∂Ω] . (36)

This fully eliminates the parametric direction ζ3 from Eqs. (29)–(31) such that the dimensionally-
reduced problem is given by the first Nu + 1−N∂Ξ differential equations in Eq. (35), the boundary
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conditions on S± in Eq. (30), and the boundary conditions on ∂S0 in Eq. (36). In the following, we
refer to this dimensionally-reduced theory as a (2 + δ)-dimensional theory.

Note that when deriving a (2 + δ)-dimensional theory, Nu can, in principle, be chosen arbitrarily
large. However, the algebraic complexity significantly increases with the order of the expansion.
This can be seen in the detailed derivation of the (2 + δ)-dimensional theory of the electrostatics
of thin films in Sec. 2.3 of the SM. Hence, a (2 + δ)-dimensional theory generally only remains
analytically tractable for low-order expansions of the solution. Thus, for the proposed method
to yield meaningful results, we require the exact solution to be well-approximated by low-order
polynomials along the thickness. This, however, is a common and often reasonable approximation
for thin bodies, as considered here. Thus, given the validity of the low-order expansion of the
solution, our proposed method is exact and does not require additional approximations.

−1 −0.5 0 0.5 1
−1

−0.5

0

0.5

1

θ

P0

P1

P2

Figure 3: Plot of the first three Chebyeshev poly-
nomials.

For the remainder of this manuscript, we spe-
cialize our derivations to Chebyeshev polynomials.
Chebyeshev polynomials are defined on the interval
(a, b) = (−1, 1) and are orthogonal with respect to
the inner product in Eq. (19) when the weight func-
tion is

w(θ) =
1

π

1√
1− θ2

, θ ∈ (−1, 1) . (37)

The first three Chebyeshev polynomials are

P0(θ) = 1 , (38)
P1(θ) = θ , (39)

P2(θ) = 2θ2 − 1 , (40)

and are plotted in Fig. 3. Chebyshev polynomi-
als are commonly used in spectral methods and are
amenable to analytical derivations. However, the procedure presented in this section is sufficiently
general and can be similarly followed using any other set of complete and orthogonal polynomials
defined on a bounded domain.

4 A Dimensionally-Reduced Theory for the Electrostatics of Thin
Films

In this section, we present the (2 + δ)-dimensional theory of the electrostatics of thin films, obtained
by applying the dimension reduction procedure proposed in Sec. 3 to the problem setup in Sec. 2,
Eqs. (10)–(16). While the detailed derivations are shown in Sec. 2 of the SM, the key assumptions
of the (2 + δ)-dimensional theory are discussed here.

To obtain a dimensionally-reduced equation in place of Eq. (13), we introduce low-order ex-
pansions of the position vector x ∈ M and the electric potential in the membrane φM in terms of
Chebyeshev polynomials Pk:

x =

1∑
k=0

xk(ζ
α)Pk

(
θ
(
ζ3
))
, (41)
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φM =

2∑
k=0

φk(ζ
α)Pk

(
θ
(
ζ3
))
, (42)

where ζα ≡ {ζ1, ζ2} ∈ Ω indicates the parametrization of the mid-surface S0 with Ω being the
parametric domain, ζ3 ∈ (−δ/2, δ/2) is the parametrization along the thickness direction, and θ is
the mapping θ : (−δ/2, δ/2) → (−1, 1). In Eqs. (41) and (42), x and φM no longer carry a check
symbol to distinguish them from their respective exact quantities, x̌ and φ̌M. The order of expansion
of the position vector x is motivated by the common choice of Kirchhoff-Love kinematics, which is
suitable for thin materials such as lipid membranes. Kirchhoff-Love kinematics assumes that any
point along the normal to the mid-surface remains on the normal to the mid-surface and maintains
the same distance to the mid-surface upon deformation [40]. Using this kinematic assumption, the
expansion of the position vector becomes

x = x0P0

(
θ
(
ζ3
))

+
δ

2
nP1

(
θ
(
ζ3
))
, (43)

where x0 ∈ S0 denotes a point on the mid-surface and n is the normal vector of the mid-surface.
Equation (43) further implies n̄+ = −n̄− = n. According to the discussion in Sec. 3.2, the electric
potential must be expanded to at least first order to enforce two boundary conditions on the top
and bottom surfaces, S±, consistent with the differential order of Eq. (13). However, to preserve
the differential nature of Eq. (13), we expand the potential to second order. Furthermore, to make
the dimensionally-reduced theory tractable, we introduce two further crucial assumptions:

(δκ)2 � 1 , (44)

(δ/`)2 � 1 , (45)

where κ is the principal curvature with the largest magnitude and ` is a characteristic in-plane length
scale for the potential and curvature (see SM, Sec. 2.3 for details). Equation (44) implies that the
radius of curvature must be much larger than the thickness of the membrane, and Eq. (45) implies
that the potential and geometry of the thin film change over length scales much larger than the
thickness. Thus, Eqs. (44) and (45) are also conditions for the applicability of the theory proposed
here.

Using Eqs. (42)–(45), applying the dimension reduction method proposed in Sec. 3 to Eq. (13)
yields the dimensionally-reduced equation

εM∆sφ0(ζα)− 4CMφ1(ζα)H +
16

δ
CMφ2(ζα) = 0 , ∀ζα ∈ Ω , (46)

where CM = εM/δ is the membrane capacitance per unit area [41] and H is the mean curvature
of the mid-surface. The surface Laplacian is defined as ∆s (•) =

(
(•),α

)
:β
aαβ , where the colon

indicates the surface covariant derivative of a vector, aαβ denotes the contravariant components of
the identity tensor on the mid-surface, and Einstein’s summation convention is used (see SM, Sec. 2
for details).

We consider Eq. (46) as an equation for the coefficient φ0(ζα) and choose the coefficients φ1(ζα)
and φ2(ζα) such that some of the interface conditions on S± are satisfied. To that end, we can
select one of the interface conditions on S−, Eq. (11) or (12), and one of the interface conditions
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on S+, Eq. (14) or (15). The remaining two interface conditions need to be enforced as boundary
conditions for Eqs. (10) and (16) such that all interface conditions are satisfied. In this article,
we choose the jump conditions, Eqs. (12) and (14), to find expressions for φ1(ζα) and φ2(ζα), and
impose continuity of the potential, Eqs. (11) and (15), as boundary conditions in the two bulk
domains, Eqs. (10) and (16). As detailed in Sec. 2.3 of the SM, this choice yields

φ1(ζα) = − 1

2CM

(
n · 〈εBeB〉M −

1

2

(
σ+ − σ−

))
, ∀ζα ∈ Ω , (47)

φ2(ζα) = − 1

16CM

(
n · JεBeBKM −

(
σ+ + σ−

))
, ∀ζα ∈ Ω , (48)

where eB± is the electric field in B±, and 〈εBeB〉M = 1
2 (εB+eB+ |S+ + εB−eB− |S−) and JεBeBKM =

εB+eB+ |S+ − εB−eB− |S− denote averages and jumps across the thin filmM, respectively.
Deformations of the bodyM stretch and compress the bounding surfaces S±, leading to changes

in surface charge densities σ±. For a deforming body, it is thus convenient to express the surface
charge densities with respect to a flat reference configuration. Using expressions for the change of
surface area of S± under deformations, the surface charge densities are expressed as

σ± ≈ 1

J0
σ±0 (1±Hδ) , (49)

where J0 denotes the relative area change of the mid-surface with respect to a flat reference con-
figuration with charge densities σ±0 . Substituting these expressions into Eqs. (47) and (48), we
find

φ1(ζα) = − 1

2CM

(
n · 〈εBeB〉M −

1

2J0

(
σ+

0 − σ
−
0

)
− Hδ

2J0

(
σ+

0 + σ−0
))

, ∀ζα ∈ Ω , (50)

φ2(ζα) = − 1

16CM

(
n · JεBeBKM − 1

J0

(
σ+

0 + σ−0
)
− Hδ

J0

(
σ+

0 − σ
−
0

))
, ∀ζα ∈ Ω . (51)

While Eqs. (50) and (51) are more useful in practice, Eqs. (47) and (48) are used for simplicity in
the remainder of this article.

We now apply the dimension reduction procedure to the boundary conditions on S|| in Eqs. (17)
and (18). Upon expanding the prescribed potential, φ̄M =

∑∞
k=0 φ̄Mk(ζ

α)Pk
(
θ
(
ζ3
))
, Eq. (17) be-

comes

φ0(ζα) = φ̄M0(ζα) , ∀ζα ∈ ∂Ω0D , (52)

where ∂Ω0D is the part of the parametric domain corresponding to ∂S0D = ∂S0∩S||D. Similarly, with
the series expansion of the electric field component ē =

∑∞
k=0 ēk(ζ

α)Pk
(
θ
(
ζ3
))
, Eq. (18) becomes

−να
(
φ0,α(ζα) +

δ

4
φ1,β(ζα)bβα +

δ2

16
φ2,β(ζα)bβγb

γ
α

)
= ē0 , ∀ζα ∈ ∂Ω0N , (53)

where ∂Ω0N is the part of the parametric domain corresponding to ∂S0N = ∂S0 ∩ S||N, and να

and bβα are the components of ν and the curvature tensor, respectively, and Einstein’s summation
convention applies. A detailed derivation of Eqs. (52) and (53) is provided in Sec. 2.3 of the SM.
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3-dimensional theory (2 + δ)-dimensional theory

∆φ̌B− = −qB−/εB− x ∈ B− ∆φ̌B− = −qB−/εB− x ∈ B−

Jφ̌K = 0 x ∈ S− Jφ̌K = 0 x ∈ S−

n̄+ · JεěK = σ− x ∈ S− φ1 = − 1
2CM

(
n · 〈εBeB〉M − 1

2 (σ+ − σ−)
)

εM∆φ̌M = 0 x ∈M εM∆sφ0 − 4CMφ1H + 16
δ CMφ2 = 0 x ∈ S0

n̄− · JεěK = σ+ x ∈ S+ φ2 = − 1
16CM

(
n · JεBeBKM − (σ+ + σ−)

)
Jφ̌K = 0 x ∈ S+ Jφ̌K = 0 x ∈ S−

∆φ̌B+ = −qB+/εB+ x ∈ B+ ∆φ̌B+ = −qB+/εB+ x ∈ B+

Table 1: Corresponding equations between the three-dimensional and (2 + δ)-dimensional theories. Note
that the equations for φ1 and φ2 have not been assigned a location in the physical domain. This is due to
the electric field being evaluated on both S+ and S− in the expressions for φ1 and φ2.

Equations (10), (11), (15), (16), (46), (47), and (48) together with the boundary conditions Eq. (52)
and (53) form a closed set of equations that is independent of the parametric direction ζ3, while
explicitly preserving effects due to the finite thickness of M. This set of equations constitutes
the dimensionally-reduced, (2 + δ)-dimensional theory of the electrostatics of thin films and is
summarized in Tab. 1.

The expansion of the potential in Eq. (42) allows finding the potential drop across the thin film:

Jφ(ζα)KM = 2φ1(ζα) = − 1

CM

(
n · 〈εBeB〉M −

1

2

(
σ+ − σ−

))
, (54)

which is a generalization of an expression derived in Refs. [42–44]. Equation (54) can also be written
as

Jφ(ζα)KM =
Σeff(ζα)

CM
, (55)

with the effective surface charge density Σeff = −n · 〈εBe〉M + 1
2 (σ+ − σ−), indicating an analogy to

a parallel plate capacitor. Similarly, for two parallel, charged surfaces a distance δ apart and with
constant charge density q in the space between the plates, the second order Chebyshev coefficient of
the potential is φ̂2 = − Q

16C , where Q = qδ and C is the capacitance per unit area. This motivates
the definition of an effective charge density Qeff :

Qeff(ζα) = −16CMφ2(ζα) = n · JεBeBKM −
(
σ+ + σ−

)
. (56)

which, upon substitution in Eq. (46), yields

εM∆sφ0(ζα)− 4CMφ1(ζα)H =
Qeff(ζα)

δ
, ∀ζα ∈ Ω , (57)

where Qeff/δ appears like a charge density in Gauss’ law. From Eqs. (47) and (48) and the definition
of CM, we find that both φ1(ζα) and φ2(ζα) are O(δ) terms, suggesting that Qeff is O(1). Thus, for
Eq. (57) to remain well-posed in the limit of δ → 0, we require Qeff ∝ φ2(ζα)→ 0, implying

n · JεBeKM = σ+ + σ−, (58)
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S+

S−

S0

(a) Meshing with explicit thickness.

S0

(b) Meshing without explicit thickness.

Figure 4: When solving the (2 + δ)-dimensional theory numerically, a discretization that explicitly accounts
for the finite thickness of the membrane, as shown in (a), may be cumbersome to implement, in particular
for moving meshes. Alternatively, the mesh on the bounding surfaces, S− and S+, can be collapsed onto
the membrane mid-surface S0, as shown in (b).

which is the jump condition in Eq. (3) for a surface with charge density σ++σ−. The same condition
has been used for lipid membranes in Refs. [45,46]. However, we generally do not consider this limit
and instead work with the full expression in Eq. (46).

Lastly, note that we have defined Eqs. (46)–(48) on the mid-surface S0. However, the average
〈εBeB〉M and jump JεBeBKM in Eqs. (47) and (48), respectively, require evaluation of the electric field
on S+ and S− as shown in Fig. 4a. In practice, when solving the governing equations numerically,
the membrane could be treated as a surface such that the interface conditions would be enforced
on either side of S0 instead. This viewpoint is illustrated in Fig. 4b. Treating the lipid membrane
as a surface when creating the discretization introduces an error of order O(δκ). However, the
(2 + δ)-dimensional theory is truncated at order O

(
(δκ)2

)
, suggesting that the error resulting from

treating the lipid membrane as a surface can become dominant at large curvatures.

5 Comparison to Three-Dimensional Gauss Law

In this section, the accuracy of the (2 + δ)-dimensional theory is tested on flat geometries, cylinders,
and spheres, which are common lipid membrane geometries encountered in both theory and exper-
iments [7,47–50]. Section 5.1 considers examples with analytical solutions while Sec. 5.2 presents a
numerical comparison for examples without analytical solutions but relevant for lipid membranes.

5.1 Analytical Comparison

We begin by applying the (2 + δ)-dimensional theory to examples of thin films embedded in dielectric
bulk media with univariate potentials. In the interest of clarity, many of the details of the analytical
solutions are described in Sec. 3 of the SM. For the examples considered, we find that the pointwise,
relative error between the exact and (2 + δ)-dimensional theories does not exceed 2%. For cylinders
and spheres, the error decreases rapidly with increasing radius.
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B−

L−

B+

L+δ

S−
S+

(a) Flat geometry.

RA

RE

er ē
B− B+

R0

δ

S+

S−

(b) Cylinder and sphere.

Figure 5: Setup for the flat geometry (a), cylinder and sphere (b). The bulk domains are dielectric materials
without any free charge. On one boundary, an electric field is prescribed, while the potential is fixed on the
other.

5.1.1 Flat Geometry

Consider the flat, thin film shown in Fig. 5a where the potential only depends on the x-direction
and qB± = 0. The electric field is prescribed on the left-hand side boundary of the domain and the
potential is fixed on the right-hand side boundary of the domain:

−dφ̌B−

dx
= ē , x = −δ/2− L− , (59)

φ̌B+ = 0 , x = δ/2 + L+ .3 (60)

By simplifying Eq. (13), it becomes apparent that the solution to the exact theory is at most linear
in x within the thin film. Since linear solutions can be represented exactly in the (2+δ)-dimensional
theory, the (2 + δ)-dimensional theory recovers the exact solution. The governing equations and
solutions for both the exact and (2 + δ)-dimensional theory for this case can be found in Sec. 3.1 of
the SM.

5.1.2 Cylinders

The next example is similar to the one discussed in the previous section but with the flat geometry
replaced by a cylinder with mid-surface radius R0. The setup, depicted in Fig. 5b, is axisymmetric
and homogeneous along the cylinder’s axis such that the potential only depends on the radial
direction. Similar to before, we fix the potential to be zero at r = RE and impose the electric field
at r = RA > 0, with RE and RA shown in Fig. 5b:

−dφ̌B−

dr
= ē , r = RA , (61)

φ̌B+ = 0 , r = RE . (62)

3Equations (59) and (60) hold analogously for the (2 + δ)-dimensional theory.
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case ε∗M ε∗B σ+∗ σ−∗ ē∗ R∗A R∗E

A 1 1 1 −1 1 1 R∗0 + 10

B 2 80 1 100 −10 1 R∗0 + 10

Table 2: Non-dimensional quantities for the two analytical test cases for cylinders and spheres.

The simplified equations and corresponding solutions for both the three-dimensional and (2 + δ)-
dimensional theories are presented in Sec. 3.2 of the SM. In contrast to the flat geometry, the
potential is no longer linear within the membrane and the (2 + δ)-dimensional theory does not
reproduce the exact solution. To assess the differences between the exact and (2 + δ)-dimensional
solutions, we introduce the following non-dimensional quantities:

r∗ =
r

δ
, δ∗ = 1 , ε∗M =

εM

ε0
, ε∗B =

εB

ε0
,

φ∗ =
φε0

δσ+
, σ±∗ =

σ±

σ+
, ē∗ =

ēε0

σ+
.

This non-dimensionalization does not carry physical meaning but is merely chosen for convenience.
We consider two different parameter choices, cases A and B, defined in Tab. 2. For case A, the
dielectric constants are the same throughout the entire domain but the surface charge densities on
the inner and outer surface of the thin film differ in magnitude and sign. For case B, the dielectric
constants in the thin film and bulk domains differ, and the surface charge densities have different
magnitudes. The non-dimensional mid-surface radius R∗0 is varied and thus not listed in Tab. 2.
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(a) Cylinder, case A.
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(b) Cylinder, case B.

Figure 6: Comparison between the exact and (2 + δ)-dimensional theories on the cylinder for the two test
cases described in Tab. 2.

Figures 6a and 6b show the potential and error profiles for cases A and B, respectively, with
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R∗0 = 5 and the pointwise relative error defined as

E =
|φ̌∗ − φ∗|
|φ̌∗|

. (63)

The potential profiles from the exact and (2 + δ)-dimensional theory agree closely for both cases,
with a maximum error of less than 1%. We note that in Figs. 6a and 6b, the radius of the mid-surface
is only five times the thickness, even though, in the derivation of the (2 + δ)-dimensional theory,
we used the assumption that the thickness is small compared to the radius of curvature (Eq. (44)).
Figure 7a shows that the L2-error in the potential decreases quadratically with the non-dimensional
curvature µ,

µ =
δ/2

R0
, (64)

consistent with Eq. (44). In Sec. 3.2 of the SM, this result is confirmed by comparing the exact and
(2 + δ)-dimensional solutions analytically.

(a) Cylinder. (b) Sphere.

Figure 7: Dependence of the L2-error on the non-dimensional curvature µ = δ/(2R0) for the cylinder (a)
and sphere (b) for cases A and B. The error is found to reduce quadratically with µ.

5.1.3 Spheres

We consider a sphere with axisymmetry along both the azimuthal and polar angle, such that the po-
tential only depends on the radial direction, similar to the setup described for cylinders in Sec. 5.1.2,
Fig. 5b. The boundary conditions are the same as in Eqs. (61) and (62) and the governing equations
and corresponding solutions for both the exact and (2 + δ)-dimensional theory are shown in Sec. 3.3
of the SM. To compare the exact and (2 + δ)-dimensional solutions, we again consider the two test
cases in Tab. 2. For case A and B, the potential profiles and relative errors are plotted in Figs. 8a
and 8b, respectively. As for the cylindrical case, the pointwise, relative error does not exceed 1%
in either case and the L2-error decreases quadratically with the non-dimensional curvature µ, as
shown in Fig. 7b.
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Figure 8: Comparison between the exact and (2 + δ)-dimensional theories on the sphere for the two test
cases described in Tab. 2.

5.2 Numerical Solutions

σ±0

σ±0 + ∆σ±

Ls

Ls

L

s

σ
±

Figure 9: The surface charge density is changing from σ±0
to σ±0 + ∆σ± over a length L. Ls denotes the length of
the smooth transition region between the constant and
linearly varying surface charge density.

We now test the (2 + δ)-dimensional theory
numerically on examples without analytical
solutions but motivated by lipid membranes.
Namely, we consider flat, cylindrical, and
spherical lipid membranes—typical shapes in
biological systems—embedded in a symmet-
ric, monovalent electrolyte. The lipid mem-
branes are equipped with spatially varying
surface charge densities, modeling charged
lipids or charges accumulated on the inter-
faces between the electrolyte and lipid mem-
brane [51]. The surface charge densities are
screened by charges in the electrical double
layers in the electrolyte, as described by the
Poisson-Boltzmann equation [52]. Accord-
ingly, the charge densities in the bulk do-
mains, required in Eqs. (10) and (16), are
given by

q = −εBkBT

eλ2
D

sinh
eφ

kBT
, (65)

with e being the elementary charge and λD the Debye length, determined by the bulk electrolyte
concentration [52]. In physical systems, the surface charge densities on lipid membranes can vary
spatially, consequently leading to in-plane variations of the electric potential. To test the accuracy
of the (2 + δ)-dimensional theory under different characteristic in-plane length scales, we prescribe
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the surface charge densities by univariate functions along the direction s:

σ± = σ±0 +
1

2
∆σ±

1 +
ln
(

cosh L+2s
Ls

)
− ln

(
cosh L−2s

Ls

)
ln
(

cosh 5L
Ls

)
− ln

(
cosh 3L

Ls

)
 , (66)

schematically shown in Fig. 9. The surface charge densities change from their constant value σ±0
to varying linearly over a length L until reaching the constant value σ±0 + ∆σ±. The transition
between constant and linearly varying surface charge densities is smoothed over the length Ls. By
varying L and Ls, we can study the effects of different in-plane length scales on the accuracy of the
(2 + δ)-dimensional theory. A more detailed description of the setup is presented in the respective
geometry sections, Secs. 5.2.1–5.2.3. The differential equations governing the exact and (2 + δ)-
dimensional theories are solved using a second order finite difference scheme, with the interface
conditions evaluated on S±, as described in Fig. 4a.

5.2.1 Flat Geometry

σ+(x)

σ−(x)ex

ey
ez

(a) Schematic of a flat lipid membrane with spatially
varying surface charges on the top and bottom

surfaces.

(b) Potential profiles for constant surface charge
densities for the exact and (2 + δ)-dimensional

theories.

Figure 10: Schematic setup (a) and potential profiles (b) for the flat lipid membrane embedded in a sym-
metric, monovalent electrolyte. The exact and (2 + δ)-dimensional theories agree to machine precision.

Consider a flat lipid membrane whose mid-surface lies in the x-y-plane, schematically shown
in Fig. 10a. The surface charge densities vary only along the x-direction, i.e. x ≡ s in Eq. (66),
rendering the potential independent of the y-direction. The problem is subjected to the boundary
conditions

∂φ

∂z

∣∣∣∣
z=−δ/2−LB2

= 0 , φ
∣∣
z=δ/2+LB2

= 0 , (67)

∂φ

∂x

∣∣∣∣
x=0

= 0 ,
∂φ

∂x

∣∣∣∣
x=LB1

= 0 , (68)
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case σ+
0 [mC/m2] σ−0 [mC/m2] ∆σ+ [mC/m2] ∆σ− [mC/m2]

A 40 -40 0 0
B 1 -1 39 -39

Table 3: Surface charge densities on the top (σ+) and bottom (σ−) surface for cases A and B.

LB1 [nm] LB2 [nm] R0 [nm] δ [nm] L [nm] Ls [nm] εB [ε0] εM [ε0] λD [nm]

75 12 25 5 5 2.5 80 2 1

Table 4: Geometric and material parameters for the flat, cylindrical, and spherical test cases. The length
scales and parameters are typical for lipid membranes.

where LB1 is the domain size along the x-direction and LB2 is the domain size above and below
the membrane, with the mid-surface located at z = 0. We consider two different cases: In case A,
the charge densities are constant while in case B, the charge densities change from ±1 mC/m2 to
±40 mC/m2 along the x-direction, centered at x = LB2/2. The two cases A and B are summarized
in Tab. 3 and the remaining geometric and material parameters are listed in Tab. 4.

The potential profile corresponding to case A, shown in Fig. 10b, is linear within the membrane
and exponentially decays to zero in the bulk domains. Due to the non-zero surface charge density
and different permittivities in the bulk and membrane, the slope of the potential is discontinuous
on the top and bottom boundaries of the membrane. Since the solution is linear in the membrane,
the exact and (2 + δ)-dimensional theories agree to machine precision.

In Fig. 11, the results for case B are presented. Figure 11a (top) shows the potential in the
region of varying surface charge densities at discrete values of x. The exact theory is plotted with
full lines while the (2 + δ)-dimensional theory is plotted with dashed lines and ×-markers, revealing
excellent qualitative agreement between the exact and (2 + δ)-dimensional theories across all values
of x. Figure 11a (bottom) shows the corresponding relative, pointwise error, which remains below
≈ 20% throughout the entire domain. To find where the error is largest, Fig. 11b shows the potential
and error where the surface charge densities change from constant values of ±1 mC/m2 to varying
linearly along x. In this narrow transition region of length Ls, the potential is small and the
deviations from the exact solutions are large compared to other regions of the domain. However,
the qualitative behavior of the membrane is still well-captured by the (2 + δ)-dimensional theory.

According to Tab. 4, the length over which the surface charge densities vary linearly, L, as well
as the smoothing length, Ls, are on the order of the thickness δ. This violates the assumption of
the (2 + δ)-dimensional theory that the characteristic in-plane length scale is much larger than the
thickness, Eq. (45). This motivates examining the error in the (2 + δ)-dimensional theory under
varying Ls and L. Figure 12a shows that the L2-error decreases linearly with L while Ls = 2.5 nm is
fixed. To show that this is due to the decrease in the error in the transition region between constant
and linearly varying surface charge densities, Fig. 12b shows the L2-error along z as a function of
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(a) Potential profiles in the region of varying
surface charge densities.

(b) Potential profiles in the left transition region of
the varying surface charge densities.

Figure 11: Potential profiles (top) and relative errors (bottom) plotted at discrete values of x for case B of
the flat membrane. The full lines represent the exact theory and the dashed lines (nearly indistinguishable
in (a)) represent the (2 + δ)-dimensional theory. The error is only plotted down to 10−5. In (a), the values
of x are taken from the entire region of varying surface charge densities while (b) shows potential profiles
from the left transition region between constant and linearly varying surface charge densities.

x, defined as

Ez(x) =

√√√√√∫ δ/2+LB2
−δ/2−LB2

(
φ̌− φ

)2
dz∫ δ/2+LB2

−δ/2−LB2 φ̌
2 dz

, (69)

where we find that the peak in the error in the transition region decays quickly as L is increased.
Similarly, varying the smoothing length Ls while fixing L = 20 nm yields an error that decreases
with order 1/2 (Fig. 12c). As seen in Fig. 12d, this is again a result of the decrease in error in the
transition region between constant and linearly varying surface charge densities. Thus, we conclude
that the error of the (2 + δ)-dimensional theory becomes small when the characteristic in-plane
length scales become large compared to the thickness of the membrane.
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(a) Error in L2-norm for varying L. (b) Error in Ez-norm for varying L.

(c) Error in L2-norm for varying Ls. (d) Error in Ez-norm for varying Ls.

Figure 12: Error in the L2-norm for case B against varying L (a) and Ls (c) for all geometries and error in
the Ez-norm, as defined in Eq. (69), for the flat geometry ((b) and (d)). For the cylinder and sphere, the
mid-surface radius is fixed at R0 = 200 nm and for the case of varying Ls, the length over which the surface
charge densities vary linearly is fixed at L = 20 nm. The remaining parameters are given in Tabs. 3 and 4.
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(a) Schematic of a cylinder with spatially varying
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Figure 13: Schematic setup (a) and potential profiles (b) for the cylindrical lipid membrane embedded in a
symmetric, monovalent electrolyte.

5.2.2 Cylinder

Consider a cylindrical lipid membrane with mid-surface radius R0, schematically shown in Fig. 13a.
We choose a surface charge density that varies only along the z-direction of the cylinder such that
the setup is axisymmetric, i.e. s ≡ z in Eq. (66). The boundary conditions remain similar to the
flat case:

∂φ

∂r

∣∣∣∣
r=0

= 0 , φ
∣∣
r=R0+δ/2+LB2

= 0 , (70)

∂φ

∂z

∣∣∣∣
z=0

= 0 ,
∂φ

∂z

∣∣∣∣
z=LB1

= 0 . (71)

As compared to the flat case, however, the first boundary condition is replaced by a symmetry
condition in the center of the cylinder. All geometric and material properties remain as before and
are listed in Tabs. 3 and 4. Additionally, the mid-surface radius is fixed at R0 = 25 nm, unless
stated otherwise.

The potential profile for case A is shown in Fig. 13b (top). Due to the cylinder’s curvature, the
solution is no longer linear in the membrane and the (2+δ)-dimensional theory does not capture the
solution exactly. However, the relative error, plotted in Fig. 13b (bottom), does not exceed 0.2%.
Figure 14a shows that the L2-error decreases quadratically with increasing mid-surface radius R0.
This is consistent with the assumption of the (2+δ)-dimensional theory that the radius of curvature
is large compared to the thickness, Eq. (44).
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(a) Case A. (b) Case B.

Figure 14: Error convergence in the L2-norm with respect to the non-dimensional curvature µ = δ
2R0

for
cylinders and spheres for cases A (a) and B (b), with L = 20 nm and Ls = 10 nm. For case A, the expected
quadratic convergence is observed while for case B, the error saturates as a result of the dominating error
from the spatially varying surface charge densities.

In Fig. 15a (top), the potential profiles for case B are plotted at discrete values of z along the
cylinder. Again, the qualitative behavior of the potential is well approximated by the (2 + δ)-
dimensional theory. The relative error is plotted in Fig. 15a (bottom), and, as before, does not
exceed 20% anywhere in the domain despite the additional error introduced by the curvature of the
geometry. The largest error again appears in the transition region where the potential is small, as
is shown in Fig. 15b. Similar to the flat case, the L2-error decreases with order 1 and about 1/2
with increasing L and Ls, respectively, as shown in Figs. 12a and 12c. The error Ez(r) decreases
similarly to Figs. 12b and 12d and is thus omitted here. Therefore, we conclude, as before, that the
error is small when the characteristic in-plane length scale is large compared the thickness of the
membrane. Figure 14b shows how the error for case B changes with increasing radius, for L = 20 nm
and Ls = 10 nm. As compared to case A, the error does not converge quadratically but instead
saturates. This is a result of the error due to in-plane surface charge density changes dominating
over the error due to the curvature of the cylinder, and we expect the same scaling as in Fig. 14a
for smaller radii of curvature.

5.2.3 Spheres

Consider a sphere with mid-surface radius R0, shown schematically in Fig. 16a. The surface charge
density is chosen to only depend on the Θ-direction, i.e. s ≡ ΘR0 in Eq. (66), and is thus axisym-
metric along the Φ-direction. Similar to the cylindrical membrane, the problem is closed with the
boundary conditions

∂φ

∂r

∣∣∣∣
r=0

= 0 , φ
∣∣
r=R0+δ/2+LB2

= 0 , (72)
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(a) Potential profiles in the region of varying
surface charge densities.

(b) Potential profiles in the left transition region of
the varying surface charge densities.

Figure 15: Potential profiles (top) and relative errors (bottom) plotted at discrete values of x for case B of the
cylindrical membrane. The full lines represent the exact theory and the dashed lines (nearly indistinguishable
in (a)) represent the (2 + δ)-dimensional theory. The error is only plotted down to 10−5. In (a), the values
of x are taken from the entire region of varying surface charge densities while (b) shows profiles from the left
transition region between constant and linearly varying surface charge densities.

∂φ

∂Θ

∣∣∣∣
ΘR0=(πR0−LB1)/2

= 0 ,
∂φ

∂Θ

∣∣∣∣
ΘR0=(πR0+LB1)/2

= 0 . (73)

The radius of the sphere’s mid-surface is chosen as R0 = 25 nm and the remaining geometric and
material parameters are listed in Tabs. 3 and 4.

For case A, Fig. 16b (top) shows excellent qualitative agreement between the exact and (2 + δ)-
dimensional theories while Fig. 16b (bottom) shows that the relative error does not exceed 0.5%.
As with the cylinder, the error reduces quadratically with increasing radius, as shown in Fig. 14a.
For case B, the potential profiles for the exact and (2 + δ)-dimensional theories at discrete values
of Θ are plotted in Fig. 17a (top), showing good qualitative agreement. Figure 17a (bottom) shows
that the corresponding relative error does not exceed 10%, with the error again being largest in
the transition region, as seen in Fig. 17b. The decrease in error with increasing L, Ls, and R0

is consistent with the results for the flat and cylindrical geometries, as shown in Figs. 12a, 12c,
and 14b, respectively.
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Figure 16: Schematic setup (a) and potential profiles (b) for the spherical lipid membrane embedded in a
symmetric, monovalent electrolyte.

6 Conclusion and Outlook

A theory describing the electromechanics of lipid membranes requires resolving the electric potential
across their thickness. This requirement is incompatible with treating lipid membranes as strictly
two-dimensional surfaces, a common approach to modeling lipid membrane mechanics. Nonetheless,
surface theories have both analytical and numerical advantages, motivating the derivation of a novel,
effective surface theory for the electromechanics of lipid membranes in this sequence of articles.

We start from a three-dimensional model and propose a new dimension reduction procedure
that assumes a low-order solution expansion along the lipid membrane thickness. Expanding using
orthogonal polynomials allows us to derive new differential equations for the expansion coefficients.
These equations are not dependent on the thickness direction but account for the finite thickness
of lipid membranes. Therefore, we refer to such dimensionally-reduced, effective surface theory as
(2 + δ)-dimensional. Applying the proposed dimension reduction procedure to the electrostatics of
lipid membranes yields an effective surface form of Gauss’ law. Using both analytical and numerical
comparisons, we show excellent qualitative agreement between the three-dimensional and (2 + δ)-
dimensional theories. The two theories also show excellent quantitative agreement when the electric
potential changes over length scales larger than the lipid membrane thickness, consistent with the
assumptions of the theory.

Similar approaches to derive dimensionally-reduced theories for the electromechanics of thin
films were proposed by Green and Naghdi [53] and Khoma [54] based on Legendre polynomials.
However, the authors do not make their order of expansion precise, only giving general equations
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(a) Potential profiles in the region of varying
surface charge densities.

(b) Potential profiles in the left transition region of
the varying surface charge densities.

Figure 17: Potential profiles (top) and relative errors (bottom) plotted at discrete values of x for case B of the
spherical membrane. The full lines represent the exact theory and the dashed lines (nearly indistinguishable)
represent the (2 + δ)-dimensional theory. The error is only plotted down to 10−5. In (a), the values of x
are taken from the entire region of varying surface charge densities while (b) shows profiles from the left
transition region between constant and linearly varying surface charge densities.

for the expansion coefficients. This generality makes their theories largely intractable, and we are
unaware of any practical applications beyond the examples discussed in Ref. [53].

Edmiston and Steigmann [55] also derive a dimensionally-reduced theory for the electrostatics
of thin films but consider the limit of vanishing thickness, δ → 0. The authors assume equal and
opposite surface charge densities on S+ and S− and neglect fields external to the thin film. However,
their theory can be easily generalized to account for arbitrary surface charge densities and external
electric fields. This allows comparing the Edmiston-Steigmann theory to the (2 + δ)-dimensional
theory in the limit of vanishing thickness. In this limit, the (2 + δ)-dimensional theory produces
the same normal component of the electric field as the Edmiston-Steigmann theory. The φ2(ζα)
contribution in Eq. (46) does not appear in the Edmiston-Steigmann theory, which is expected
considering φ2(ζα) → 0 as δ → 0. However, the φ1(ζα) contribution in Eq. (46) is also absent in
the Edmiston-Steigmann theory even though it remains non-zero in the limit of vanishing thickness.
Thus, we find that generalizing the theory of Edmiston and Steigmann [55] does not correspond to
the (2 + δ)-dimensional theory in the limit of vanishing thickness.

The leaky dielectric model (LDM), originally devised by Melcher and Taylor for droplets in weak
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electrolytes [56,57], is often invoked to describe lipid vesicles in an external electric field [10,58]. The
LDM describes a droplet or vesicle with radius R much larger than the Debye length λD, exposed
to an electric field that is large compared to the thermal voltage (Baygents-Saville limit). The
Baygents-Saville limit allows for a macroscopic description that coarsegrains the genuine interface
and its diffuse layer into an effective interface [59, 60], thus not capturing electrokinetic effects on
the length scale of the diffuse layer. In contrast, the (2 + δ)-dimensional theory takes a microscopic
perspective and describes a material interface without making any assumption about the bulk fluid
domains. Hence, the LDM and (2 + δ)-dimensional theory describe electric field effects on different
length scales and are thus not comparable. Instead, the (2 + δ)-dimensional theory should serve
as a starting point for deriving the LDM for lipid vesicles, a derivation currently missing from the
literature.

Recently, Ma et al. [61] proposed a model similar to the LDM, specific to lipid vesicles but
valid in the strong electrolyte limit—as opposed to the LDM which is valid in the weak electrolyte
limit. Their microscopic electrostatics model assumes equal and opposite surface charge densities
and continuous electric displacements across the membrane. However, according to the (2 + δ)-
dimensional theory, the latter would only be valid in the limit of vanishing thickness. Furthermore,
their microscopic electrostatics model is not consistent with the potential drop derived in Eq. (54).
The effect of adopting the (2 + δ)-dimensional theory as a starting point in the derivation of the
model by Ma et al. [61] as well as the LDM (see [59,60,62–64]) currently remains an open question
and merits future investigation.

This article is the first in a series of three that systematically derives the governing equations
describing the electromechanics of lipid membranes. In subsequent articles, the dimension reduction
procedure proposed in this article is applied to the mechanical balance laws and appropriate con-
stitutive equations, yielding a complete and self-consistent theory of the electromechanics of lipid
membranes.
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