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The nonlinear electrokinetic response of ionic solutions is important in nanofluidics. However, quantitatively
understanding the mechanisms is still a challenging problem because of a lack of analytic approaches. Here,
a general framework for calculating the nonlinear electrokinetic coefficients of strongly confined electrolytes
is constructed using a perturbation scheme of the pressure and voltage differences across a nanochannel.
The theory is applied to an electrically neutral nanochannel filled with electrolytes, and analytic expressions
for the first- and third-order electrokinetic coefficients are obtained. We demonstrate that the combination
of high hydrodynamic permeability and ion-wall friction plays an essential role in nonlinear electrokinetics.
Furthermore, we analytically demonstrate that the external flow induces uniform excess charge inside the

nanochannel.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent developments in the technology to manipu-
late, manufacture, and fabricate atoms and molecules
at the nanoscale level enable the production of nanoflu-
idic devices that exhibit excellent transport and elec-
trokinetic properties™™ 9 One of the examples is the
ultra-high hydrodynamic permeability of water flowing
through carbon nanotubes™ The carbon surface was
experimentally demonstrated to be hydrophobic, with
the slip length on the micrometer scale3® A large zeta
potential” and anomalous conductance® of electrolytes
confined in nanochannels are also useful for achieving en-
ergy conversion at high efficiency. In addition to these
linear responses, electrolyte solutions in strong confine-
ments, typically sub- or few nanometers, exhibit unique
nonlinear electrokinetics @105l Tn strong confinements,
the streaming current depends on the applied voltage
and the applied pressure difference. More precisely, the
ionic current response has a component proportional
to (Ap)(Ay)? and (Ap)?(Av), where Ap is the ap-
plied pressure difference, and Aty is the applied volt-
age difference™ . This unique non-linearity is essen-
tially different from the previously reported nonlinear
electrokinetics™ @1 because in previous studies, the fo-
cus was on the electro-osmotic/phoretic velocity propor-
tional to (Av)? and (Aw)?, where Ap and A are not
nonlinearly coupled. Janus particles exhibit a quadratic
dependence of the electrokinetic flow ~ (A)? because
the induced charge on the particle surface is linear with
Ay 2U The cubic dependence of the electrophoretic mo-
bility is a result of strong surface conduction in the spher-
ical geometry 1821

Phenomenological nonlinear polynomials for electroki-
netic flux were first suggested for glass membranes, ion-
exchange membranes, and animal membranes®? How-
ever, these experimental data exhibit complex depen-
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dence rather than simple polynomial nonlinear depen-
dence of the applied pressure and voltage. Nevertheless,
the recent nanofluidic measurements on the streaming
current™Y excellently fit parabolic curves represented by
~ (Ap)? or ~ (Aw)?, implying that there should exist a
novel fundamental physical mechanism of the nonlinear
responses. At present, numerical simulation of electro-
hydrodynamic equations including high hydrodynamic
permeability, ion-wall friction, and energy barriers inside
the nanochannels can reproduce the quadratic responses
of the streaming current on the applied pressure or the
voltage ™ but the analytic calculation of each nonlinear
electrokinetic coefficient is still lacking.

Here, we construct a general framework to solve elec-
trohydrodynamic equation by perturbation theory with
the applied pressure and voltage difference. By applying
this framework to a confined electrolyte solution in an
uncharged nanochannel, the linear and nonlinear elec-
trokinetic coefficients are analytically calculated. The
obtained analytic expression has a simple form in the
limit of a long channel, and these equations demonstrate
that the combination of the high hydrodynamic perme-
ability and ion-wall friction is the necessary condition
for experimentally measurable nonlinear responses. Fur-
thermore, we investigate how the electrostatic potential
profiles along the channel coordinate respond to the per-
turbations in the applied voltage and water flow. Calcu-
lation of the induced charge density demonstrates that
water flow induces uniform effective charges that are
quadratic with the applied voltage and the water flow.
The flow-induced charge inside the nanochannel is a cru-
cial factor of the third-order electrokinetics in our model.
In the end, we discuss the application of the theory to
the previous experiments? Although all of the quan-
tities in the theory cannot be determined by the lim-
ited experimental data, the single carbon nanotube ex-
hibits the dimensionless nonlinear electrokinetic coeffi-
cients in the order of 103 to 10, which is significantly
large. Such large nonlinear electrokinetics suggests the
combination of large hydrodynamic permeability and ion-
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FIG. 1. Nanochannel connected with reservoirs filled with
monovalent electrolyte solution. The pressure difference, Ap,
and the voltage difference, A, can be externally applied,
whereas the solution flux, @), and the ionic current, I, are
measurable.

wall friction in the nanochannels. Furthermore, the joint
length between the nanochannel and reservoirs is found
to be important to quantifying the nonlinear electroki-
netic coefficients, whereas the experimental definition of
the joint length has not been investigated in the previous
nanochannel experiments.

1II. MODEL
A. 1-dimensional electrohydrodynamic equations

The model is similar to those suggested to consider
the confinement effect in nanochannels™. We consider
an uncharged nanochannel connected with two reservoirs
filled with electrolyte solutions as illustrated in Fig.
The system is assumed to be axisymmetric with respect
to the z-axis, and the surface of the nanochannel and
reservoirs is given by R(z). In the nanochannel region,
R(x) = Ry is constant, where Ry is the radius of the
nanochannel, and L is the length of the nanochannel.
The electrolyte is monovalent and fully dissociated in
the solution with the dielectric constant £ and the vis-
cosity 1. The electrolyte concentration in the reservoirs
is set at pg, and the system is stored at the tempera-
ture T. The cations and anions are assumed to have
the same diffusion constant D in the reservoirs and the
nanochannel, but we can easily release this assumption.
The inhomogeneity of the ion concentration, the elec-
trostatic potential, and ion and water velocity fields in
the radial and angular coordinates are neglected, and

their inhomogeneity is only considered in the axial di-
rection. Furthermore, the ionic volume interactions?? are
neglected even though the salt concentration is high, and
anisotropy and reduction of the dielectric constant inside
the nanochannel®® are neglected. In the nanotube, the
ions feel the energy barrier due to the different solvation
structure from bulk, but this is omitted because we con-
sider the high salinity where the electrostatic screening
reduces the energy barrier®?. These simplifications yield
a set of electro-hydrodynamic equations for the pressure
field p(x), the water velocity field vy (z), the ion velocity
field v;(z) (i = £ denotes cation and anion), the i type
ion concentration p;(z), and the electrostatic potential
Y(x) given as follows:

—— [*R(z)*vu(2)] =0, (1)

_% [7R(2)?pi(x)vi(x)] = 0, (2)

_dz(/j) = > pi(w)&i(x)[vw (7)) — vi(z)]
it
72A0(Z)IU xTr) =
R(z) w(z) =0, (3)
_Cg;z — &i()[vi(x) — v ()] = Ni(z)vi(z) =0,  (4)

ﬁ% [seoR(x)2CZC¢(m)] = —eizziqmi(x)’ (5)

where &;(x) is the friction coeflicient between ion and
water, Ao(x) is the friction coefficient between water and
wall per surface area, \;(z) is the friction coefficient be-
tween ion and wall, €y is the vacuum permittivity, e is
the elementary charge, and ¢;(= +1) is the valence of the
ions. The electrochemical potential of ions, yu; is defined
by

wi(z) = kgTln M + eqi(x), (6)
Po

where kg is the Boltzmann constant. Eqs. [I] and [2] are
the continuity equations for the water flux and the ionic
flux. Egs. [3] and [ are the force balance equations for
water and ions, whereas eq. [j] is the Poisson equation.
A similar model was first introduced for explaining non-
linear electrokinetics in the subnanometer channels” and
also in a single carbon nanotubed! Egs. [3| and |4] can
be derived by the Onsager variational principlé?® as de-
scribed in supplementary material.

For analytical tractability, we introduce the profile of
the ionic diffusion constant D;(x) and the profile of the
ionic friction ratio 3;(x) as follows:

_ ksT
Dil@) = &i(x) + Ni(z)’ @
fie) = ) (®)

&i(z) + Nifz)



Furthermore, in this study, we consider a specific geom-
etry R(z) explicitly given by:

Ry for |z| <

R(x) = ; (9)

|z|—L/2
25

| N

Rpe for |z| >
where Ry is the radius of the nanochannel, L is the
nanochannel length and ¢ is the characteristic length at
the joint between the nanochannel and reservoirs. In ad-
dition, we use a sharp step function for A\g(x) and 5;(x)
given by:

n, L
Yo(w) = 202 ~Ja)), (10)
Bile) = @it (- adlel —5), (1)

where 7 is the solution viscosity, b is the slip length of
the nanochannel, and «; is the ion-wall friction ratio.
The case of a; = 1 corresponds to no ion-wall friction
force, and the case of a; = 0 corresponds to only ion-wall
friction (no ion-water friction). Furthermore, we use the
homogeneous diffusion profile D (z) = D_(x) = D for
both cations and anions. This limitation can be eas-
ily released in the following analytical calculation. The
boundary conditions of the equations are:

p(~H) = —p(i) = L. (12)
v(-H) = v =57, (13)
pi(—H) = pi(H) = po, (14)

where H is half of the system size, Ap is the applied
pressure difference, and A4 is the applied voltage.

B. Derivation of the integro-differential Poisson equation

In this section, we derive an integro-differential Poisson
equation, eq. 27] from eqs. [[] to [}l The similar method
was first introduced in Ref. [I0. Egs. [[] and 2] are directly
solved by introducing the three integral constants: the
water flux, @), and the ¢ type ionic current, J;. The water
velocity and ionic currents are solved as:

_Q
vy (x) = TR (15)
po)la) = (16)

At first, we introduce the effective potential, W;(z), and

the effective concentration, ¢;(x), as

TRZ [T Bi(a)
L J, mR(z")?

Wi(z) = qip(x) — Pe dz', (17)

= o) wie), (18)
Po

where the Péclet number Pe is defined by:
QL
TRID’

Solving eq. [] with respect to the ionic velocity v;, and
plugging egs. [[7 and [1§] into v;, we obtain:

Pe =

(19)

Uz(x) - 7&(15) I )\z(x) dr + ﬂz(x)vw('r) - cl(a:) dr’
(20)
Because J; = mR?(x)p;(z)v;(z) = const., we obtain:
. . oWi(z)
de; _ J; e (21)

dz ~— poD wR(z)?

Eq. can be solved with the boundary conditions
pi(—H) = po and p(—H) = Ap/2, as:

4;A¢+p;Pe Ji
ci(r) =e 2 — i(x), 22
(x) @) (22)
where

TR [ B(z")dx'

pPi = LO ﬁ( ), P (23)
—m mR(z')

e 24
50 = [ S 2y

The boundary conditions, p;(H) = po and ¢(H) =
—Ap/2, yield

c(H) = eWilH) — e—(inanPe)/?’ (25)

and solving eqs. [22] and [25] with respect to J; gives
2p0D . . qiAp +p;Pe

sinh .
fi(H) 2
Therefore, eqgs. [I] to [§] can be converted into a single
integro-differential Poisson equation rewritten as:

_ 1 4 24| N (e W @)
K2R(z)? dx [R(m) dx} v= 2;%02(@6 ’

(21)
where k? = 2e?pg/eeokpT, ci(x), fi(x), and W;(z) are
defined by egs. and

For given @ (or Pe) and Ay, eq. yields the electro-
static potential profile ¢(x). The individual ionic current,
Ji, can be calculated by eqs. and and the ionic
current is given by:

Ji =

(26)

I=e) g (28)

The pressure distribution can be calculated by integrat-
ing eq. 3l as:
T 2X0(2") Q ’
= — d
PO == | R ~R@pR™
_ ksT /x 2 Bi@) (pi(2)Q — Ji) ,
D J, mR(z")? ’

(29)

and the pressure difference is given by Ap = p(—H) —
p(H).



I1l. PERTURBATION THEORY

The applied voltage and pressure difference, Ay and
Ap, generate the ionic current I and the solution flux
@ across the nanochannel. We consider the perturbation
expansion of the fluxes as functions of the fields given by:

i o (AP)" (Aw)’"’ (30)

n! m!
n+m=0

S AP @a"

7 R2

D
L

Q

7w R2
I = D—2
€pPo I

o n! m!
where AP = Ap/poksT and Ay = eAYp/kpT
are the dimensionless pressure difference and
applied voltage, respectively. The summa-
tion Y% _, denotes the sum of the terms
(n,m) = (0,0), (1,0),(0,1),(2,0),(1,1),(0,2),---.

QY and I{ are zero by definition. Q}, QY, I}, and I are
the linear electrokinetic coefficients, whereas Q},, and I},
for n+m > 2 are the nonlinear electrokinetic coefficients.
In this study, we obtain the analytic expressions of the
electrokinetic coefficients up to the order of n +m = 3.
Detailed derivation of the framework of the perturbation
theory is explained in the following sections.

A. Derivation of expanded Poisson equations

In this section, we derive expanded Poisson equations
of each order (n,m). To solve eq. 27| by the perturbation
theory, it is necessary to expand eq. with respect to
Pe and Ap not AP and Ayp. At first, we expand p(z),
Wi;(z), and ¢;(x) with respect to Pe and Ay,

o (Pe)" (Ap)™
0= P At S @)
e (o (PE)" (Ap)™
Wi = 3 W@ EESAE )
= Pe)™ (Ap)™
ci(z) = n;_oci;@(m)( ;!) ( nf') . (34)
Using eq the expanded W;, (x) is given by:
% (T) for (n,m) # (1,0),
) TRg [T Bia)
Wlm(x) - Q1<p0(x)_ L 0 FR(Z‘I)de (35)
for (n,m) = (1,0).
To calculate ¢;” (x), we need to expand f;(z) as:
L & Pe)" (Ap)™
A S oL i JEEY)

ﬂ-RO n+m=0

Then, we obtain the expansion for f;(z)/f;(H),

filz) _ fio(2)
filH)  fig(H)

fio(x) Pe + fil(x)

Ty R

Ap+---, (37)

where we use f;5(H) = fi)(H) = 0. Then, we obtain
¢ (x) up to the second order n +m = 2,

cig(z) = 1, (38)
cbe) = ni (-1 (39)
) = a5 - i), (40)
edl@) = 5 - 2pihfi(a), (41)
ele) = P2 —ahfiy(e) —pihfia),  (42)
@) = 1 - 2hf). (43)

where h = 1/ f;0(H) is i-independent. For convenience of
the following analysis, we define a functional F[xz;g(x)]
by:

Flz; g(x)] =

TRy> /I g(z")dx' (44)

L J_ymR(z)%
Then, we obtain the expressions for f;,, (z) up to the
second order given by:

(=}

io(x) = F(x;1), (45)
fio(m) = F(z;Wig()), (46)
fil(@) = F(z;Wil(x)), (47)
fig(@) = F(a; Wig(x) + Wig(x)?), (48)
fil(@) = F(a; Wii(z) + Wig(x)Wi(2)),  (49)
fia(@) = F(a; Wig(x) + Wi (2)?), (50)

where we use W;)(x) = 0. For the zeroth order, ¢;)(x) =
1 and W;3(z) = qipd(z) give the zeroth-order Poisson
equation (usual Poisson-Boltzmann equation),

1 d del () )

" IRr? 0 = sinh ¢, 51
K/QRQ(.T) dx |: (iC) dx SIN g ( )
with the boundary condition ¢3(—H) = ¢§(H) = 0. The
solution of eq. is ¢3(z) = 0. The higher order ex-
panded Poisson equations are given by:

1 d [RQ(x)dgoi(:v)} .

m Iz P (T), (52)

where p? (z) = 2 3, ¢;ipi (2) is induced charge density,

and the expressions for p;7 (z) up to the second order are



given by:
pio(x) = cig(x) — Wig(2), (53)
pif(x) = cif(x) = Wil(x), (54)
pig(x) = cip(@) = 2¢i5(x)Wig(x) — Wig (a) + Wig(2)?,
(55)
pir(z) = cil(z) = ciglz)Wil(z) — e} () Wig ()
~Wit(z) + Wil (&) Wig (@), (56)

pis(x) = () — 260 ()Wl (x) — Wid(x) + Wit (2)°.
(57)

In the derivation of egs. |53 to we use ¢;)(z) = 1
Wib(z) = 0, and

)

Vi@ — 1 + Wik (z)Pe + W, (x) A
(Pe)?
2
+ [Wig(2) Wil (x) £ Wiy ()] (Pe) (Ag)

P = wdw) B

+ [Wig(2)? + Wig ()]

The boundary conditions of eq. are on(—H) =
o (H) = 0 for (n,m) # (0,1) and ¢)(~H) = —p{(H) =
1/2 for (n,m) = (0,1). Because p(z) (n +m > 1)
has a linear term —¢, (z), we can extract the source
term of the linear differential equations by S7 (z) =

pr(x) + ¢k (x) which are given by:
Sh() = 3
2 T AN ol
< Jesdle) - e+ T [ 2 00,
(59)
$9(w) = 5 [e+ @) — e 2@)] (60)
Sa(@) =Y T [ed(@) + Wid(@)” - 20 (@)Wid ()]
i=+
(61)
Sta) =3 5 [l (@) + Wig() Wil ()
i=%
—cig(x)Wil (2) — i3 () Wig(2)] (62)
$9(x) =D 5 [ed(@) + Wil (2)? — 26 (@)Wl (@)
i=%

(63)

B. Solution of expanded Poisson equation in each order

The first-order and the second-order Poisson equations
are obtained as:

! d{Rg(mds@mw)} .

K2R2(z) dx

m | g (@) = ~Sp(a), (64

Further calculation yields analytical expressions for
Si(x) and S9(z) as follows:

L
—sgn(z) [—%hut(w)} , for |z| > 3
So(z) = (65)
O hot' 2 for |z| < L
ot 2
1
—sgn(z) {2 - hut(m)} , for |z| > g
Si(z) = {66)
h for |« < £
i or |z] < 3

_|z|-L/2 H—L/2

where 09 = ), qjoj, v =0/L, t(x) =e” 3 —e >
and ¢ = t(£). Using this notation, we have h =
1/(1 4+ 2vt’). For (n,m) = (1,0) and (0,1) we obtain
the approximated solutions,

)

po(r) = Sp(x),
Pi(z) = SP(a).

The exact solution is given by supplementary material.

Using the approximate solutions for ¢} (x) and ?(x),
the analytical expressions for S3(x), Si(x), and S9(x)
are obtained as follows:

2 — L
MhzyQt(x)Q, for |z| > —,
4 2
Si(z) = UO(Q_Ul)hut’— 00(2 —01) h2ut’m—2 (69)
8 2 LQ?L
£ =
or |z| < 5
2 — L
TgthVQt(xV, for |x| > 3
st = § 2 2 )
— 01 — 01,9 x
3 huvt' — Th thﬁ, for |z| < 5
Sg($> =0, (71)

where 01 = ), o;. For (n,m) = (2,0),(1,1), and (0,2),
we obtain the approximated solutions,

¢o(x) = S3(a), (72
pi(z) = Si(x), (73
©9(x) 0. (74

Derivation of the exact solution is described in supple-
mentary material. Using eqgs. the induced charge
density po (z) of each order inside the nanochannel is



obtained as:

phla) = 0, (75)
Pla) = 0, (76)
p) = Pl )
o) = 2t (78)
pY(a) = 0. (79)

After obtaining ¢ (z) and p? (z) up to the second
order, we can calculate Ap? and J;; up to the third
order. The individual ionic current J; defined in eq.
is expanded with respect to Pe and Ay as:

_oTRE - () (Ap)™
n+m=0
We also calculate Ap!» which is defined by:
.- (Pe)" (Ap)™
Ap(Pe, Ap) = pokpT Z Apr, - S (81)

n+m=0

Explicit formulae for J;\, and Ap!, are available in sup-
plementary material.

Because our framework of the perturbation theory is
based on the expansion with Pe and Ay, we need to
change the variables into AP and Ay. The detailed pro-
cedure and explicit formulae for @7, and I}, are given in
supplementary material.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In this section, we investigate typical parameter sets of
nanochannels and compare full numerical solutions with
analytical results of the perturbation theory. Fig.[2]shows
the voltage-dependent streaming current Iy, (Ap, Ay) =
I(Ap, Ay) — I(0,Ap) which was recently measured in
the experiments @ The ion-wall frictions are set at
ay = 0.002 and o~ = 0.001. Other parameters are
set at L = lpum, Ry = 1lnm, D = 2 x 1077 m?/s,
n=1mPa/s, T = 300K, ¢ =80, po = 1M, 6 = 250 nm,
and 2H = 1.25um. The lines are calculated analyti-
cally up to the terms of n + m = 3 of eq. 31} and the
points are obtained by numerically solving the electro-
hydrodynamic equations. The different color represents
the different voltage Ay = 0, 25, 50, 75, and 100 mV.
The analytical lines perfectly agree with the points ob-
tained numerically, indicating that our analytic theory
is correct. In the low hydrodynamic permeability case
(a) b = 1nm, the nonlinear streaming current is not so
drastic, whereas in the high hydrodynamic permeabil-
ity case (b) b = 10 um, the streaming current exhibits
a quadratic dependence on the applied pressure differ-
ence. Because the numerical solution includes higher-
order terms n + m > 3, these terms are found to be
negligible in this condition.
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FIG. 2. The voltage-dependent streaming currents
Ly (Ap, Avp) are plotted for (a) low hydrodynamic perme-
ability b = 1nm and (b) high hydrodynamic permeability
b = 10 um. The points are numerically obtained by solving
eq. 27, whereas the lines are eq. 3] with analytically obtained
coefficients up to n +m = 3. The different color represents
Ay =0, 25, 50, 75, and 100mV.

Although the analytical expressions for all of the elec-
trokinetic coefficients up to the third order are compli-
cated (egs. S39-S50 in supplementary material), we take
a long-channel limit, v = 6/L — 0, and the infinite sys-
tem size (2H — o0) to derive simplified analytic expres-
sions. Leading terms of the linear coefficients, Q, Q¥Y,

I&, and 1Y, are obtained as follows:

Qo = K, (82)
QY = Iy = K(ay —a-), (83)
I =2+ K(ay —a_)? (84)

where K (> 0) is the non-dimensional hydrodynamic per-
meation coefficient, which is given by:

1 -1
? = Peosm + Zal(l - ai)’ (85)

and Peosn = poksT Rob/2nD denotes the hydrody-
namic permeation coefficient without the effect of ion-
wall friction. The ion-wall friction modifies the hydro-
dynamic permeation coefficient from Peygy, to K. Sim-
ilarly, the ionic conductance IY is modified from 2 to
2+ K (ay —a_)? due to the ion-wall friction. Because Q}
and I are diagonal components of the macroscopic trans-
port matrix, they are never negative as a result of posi-
tive entropy production. The coefficients of the electro-
osmosis and streaming current are the same, QY = I},
reflecting the Onsager reciprocal relation. Interestingly,
even though the nanochannel is uncharged in this model,
the electro-osmotic mobility (or the zeta potential) is
non-zero. When the anions are more bounded to the
nanochannel than the cations, i.e. ay > a_, it is in-
tuitive that the zeta potential becomes negative due to
the difference between the ion-wall frictions. In experi-
ments, the nanochannel /water interface is considered to
be spontaneously charged due to the friction asymmetry
as well as the ion adsorption.



All the second-order coefficients, Q3, Q1, QY, 12, I,
and I9, are strictly zero because of the symmetric geom-
etry of the nanochannel. All the third-order coefficients
are proportional to ¢/L in the lowest order. Neglecting
the higher order terms (6/L)?, the analytical expressions
for the water flux are obtained as follows:

K* 1)
Qg = —70102(2—01)? (86)
3 )
Q? = 60001(2—01) (1_3K02)Z (87)
K3 0
Q% = 1590 01(2_01)(2_3K02>f (88)
K3 0
Qg = 700301(2_01)(1_K02)Z7 (89)

where 09 =) . @;(1 — ), and for the ionic current,

K? 0

I = TU()01(2_01) (1_K‘72)Z’ (90)
) K? 2 J
I} = 5012 01) 2+ Koy’ (4= 3Kaw)] 7. (9)

2

5

I; = B —0001(2—01) [4+ Koo*(5 — 3Ko3)] f

2
Ig = 700201(2—01) [2+K002(2—K02)] %(93)

Eqgs. [86] to[03]show that all the third order coefficients are
proportional to 2—oy, and K?2. This clearly demonstrates
that the large hydrodynamic permeation, K > 1, is nec-
essary for strong third-order responses. Furthermore,
zero ion-wall friction (07 = ay + o~ = 2) remove all
the third-order responses. According to the Onsager re-
ciprocal relation for nonlinear transport/2? the relations:
=13, Q) =I?, and QY = I}, are expected. However,
these relations do not hold in egs. to [93| because our
framework includes the responses of the induced charge
density for n+m = 2, which is discussed in the next para-
graph. In fact, these relation did not hold in the previous
membrane experiments, 22 and thus, we think our theory
correctly reflects the properties of nonlinear responses.
In Fig. |3 we plot analytically calculated ¢l (z) and
ol (z). The first order term ¢j(z) and ) (x) exhibit
linear slopes inside the nanochannel (Fig. [3hb), indicat-
ing that the linear response does not affect the induced
charge, ol (x), (Fig. Bk). The (A)? term of o(x), ¢3(x),
is zero (Fig. Bf), indicating that the external electric
field without the flux does not induce the charge inside
the nanochannel. However, the other second-order po-
tentials, ¢Z(z) and l(x), exhibit parabolas inside the
nanochannel (Fig. B{d), demonstrating that the exter-
nal flow @ induces the uniform electrification inside the
nanochannel (Fig. [3f) because Pe is linear with Q (see
eq. . Although the sign and the magnitude of the
induced charge due to the external flow @ are compli-
cated, the induced charge inside the nanochannel is pro-
portional to 2—o7 (see egs. and. This fact provides
intuitive understanding of the nonlinear electrokinetics:

T T T T 05 T T T T T
wo(T) ©3()
] ] ] (Ia) -0.5 ‘(bl) ] ] ] ]
w5(z)
0 0 > 1
(©) d)¥o(), pi(x)
T T T T T T T T
po(x), pS(z), p3(x) ®
0 0
(€) pa(z), p1()
-500 -250 0 250 500 -500 -250 0 250 500
T (nm) T (nm)
FIG. 3. Analytically calculated ¢, (z) and pyy,(x) for

)
n+m = 1 and 2. (a) The profile of p§(x), (b) ol (z), (c ) 05 (z)
(d) ¥3(z) and i (@), (¢) po(@), i (), and p3(x), (£) p(x) and
pi(z). The vertical axes are arbitrary unit except for ©?(x).
For po( ) and pl( ), we plot R(x)~ Qd”; [R( ) z] SO( ) be-
cause they are proportional to it. The used parameters are
the same as Fig.

TABLE I. Linear and nonlinear electrokinetic coefficients ex-
tracted from the previous nanochannel experimentsi”. The
electrokinetic coefficients, I,},, are converted from the exper-
imental data. The numbers refer those described in Supple-
mentary Information of Ref. [0l The salt concentration is
po = 1M and pH = 5.5. Extraction detail is described in
supplementary material.

L K I I L, I3
#2 ~ (48 ~ 0* 4000 ~oa~q§|
#3 ~ 0% 32 ~ 0* 93000 ~

a

negligibly small compared to I 12
b negligibly small compared to I ?

the third-order electrokinetics in the nanochannel is at-
tributed to the uniform induced charge proportional to
Pe? and Pe - Ayp. In terms of the external fields AP and
A, the induced charge inside the nanochannel is pro-
portional to (AP)"*(Ap)™ with n +m = 2 because @
is linearly coupled with Ay and AP in the lowest or-
der. As a result, the electrokinetic flows, I and @, have
a nonlinear term (AP)"(Ap)™ with n 4+ m = 3.
Discussion about relevant experimentst! is crucially
important for the theoretical work. In Ref. [10] the
measurements of the streaming current were performed
in a single carbon nanotube with a radius 2nm and
a length about 1pm® where the ionic current ex-
hibits a quadratic dependence on the pressure differ-
ence, (Ap)?A¢. In their paper, this quadratic depen-
dence was qualitatively explained by the similar electro-
hydrodynamic model with the energy-barrier effect due
to the confinement 1 Here, we quantitatively discuss this



experiment by the ion-wall friction.

Table. |I| lists the electrokinetic coefficients, I}, ex-
tracted from Ref. [I0. The ionic current of the single
carbon nanotube with varied Ay and Ap = 0 was per-
fectly linear with A in the range of —50mV to 50mV,
suggesting 1Y is negligible compared to I7. Furthermore,
the voltage-dependent streaming current, Iy, (Ap, Ay) =
I(Ap, AY) — I1(0, Av)) exhibits the parabolic dependence
on Ap, and the linear streaming current was negligible
for finite Av. Therefore, I}, I3, I3 are negligible com-
pared to IZ. To extract the friction parameters K and a;
from I}, it is clear that the characteristic length at the
joint between the nanochannel and reservoirs is signifi-
cantly responsible for the determination of the nonlinear
electrokinetics. The importance of the joint length § has
not been recognized so far, and how long the effective §
is in the actual experiment remains unknown. The ob-
tained dimensionless conductance, IY, is in the order of
10, suggesting that our theory yields K ~ 10? from eq.
because |og| = |4 — a_| < 1. Furthermore, the nonlin-
ear coefficient 17 is in the order of 10® to 10°, which is a
significantly strong nonlinear response. Using eq.[91] this
is achieved only when K > 1 and o7 # 0 nor 2. A com-
plete fit of all the friction parameters in the model with
the experimental data is exciting, and more experiments
on the water flow () are necessary.

V. SUMMARY

We have constructed the perturbation theory to calcu-
late the nonlinear electrokinetic coefficients of confined
electrolyte solution in a nanochannel. The theory is
applied to the model electro-hydrodynamic equations,
which include the water-wall and ion-wall friction effects.
The linear and nonlinear electrokinetic coefficients up to
the third order are analytically calculated, and simple
analytical expressions for the electrokinetic coefficients
are obtained in the long channel limit. Furthermore, the
responses of the electrostatic potential profiles along the
nanochannel are analytically obtained, which reveals that
the uniform flow-induced charge inside the nanochannel
is attributed to the ion-wall friction. As a result, the in-
duced charge inside the channel has a quadratic depen-
dence on the external fields, and thus, the third-order
nonlinear electrokinetics emerges.

Our framework is general, and thus, it is easy to in-
clude non-uniform diffusion profiles under confinement.
In this study, additional relevant effects, namely, the
asymmetric geometry of the nanochannel, the fixed sur-
face charge on the nanochannel surface, and the energy
barrier of ions inside the nanochannel, are not considered
within the model. Further inclusion of these effects and
quantitative comparison of the water flows and ionic cur-
rents between theory and experiments could be a fruitful
frontier of future nanofluidics research.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

See supplementary material for derivation of electrohy-
drodynamic equations via Onsager variational principle,
the exact solution of expanded Poisson equations, calcu-
lation of Ap?, and J;,, up to n+m = 3 and conversion to
Qr and I, and analysis on the previous experimental
data.
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VI. DERIVATION OF ELECTROHYDRODYNAMIC EQUATIONS VIA ONSAGER VARIATIONAL PRINCIPLE

Egs. 3 and 4 in the main article can be derived by the Onsager variational principle®! by minimizing a functional
Rvi(x), vy (x)] with respect to v;(x) and vy (x). The function R is defined by

Rlvi(x), vw(z)] = %/ lz pi [€i(vi — vw)® + Nvf] TR(2)® + Avi2nR(z) | dz
(s1)

Jr;t/zi:piHﬂTR(z)?dz/p(z)C;i [WR(QS)2UW] dz,

where the first term is the dissipation function, the second term is the time derivative of the free energy, and the last
term is the constraint of the incompressible condition, eq. 1.

VIl. THE EXACT SOLUTION OF EXPANDED POISSON EQUATIONS

The expanded Poisson equations can be written in the form of

1 d d
- ~ IR 2 7 n _.n _ _Sn 2
R R ] (o)~ elhle) = ~siia) (52)
. 9 o lzl=L/2 2 _H-L/2 . .
Using R(z)? = Rge™ s = R§/(t +to), where to = e~ s, the differential operator can be represented by
t+to)? d? L
H;io)— for |z| > —,
1 d 5 d K202 dt? 2
———— |R(x)*—| = (S3)
K2R(z)? dx dx 2
14 for |z| < L
k2 dx? o=
Because eq. [S2|is an ordinary linear differential equation, the exact solution can be formally written by
Pm(r) = ep(@) + pg(@), (S4)

where ¢, () is the particular solution of eq. and g () is the general solution for the homogeneous equation. The
general solution of the homogeneous differential equation is given by

ki (zl-L/2) _k_(el-L/2) L
Le 5 +A_e 3 for |z| > 2

pe(z) = (S5)
¢ cosh(kz) for [2] < L
) or |z| < =
O cosh(kL/2) 2’

where ky = (1++/1+4k26%)/2 and A+ and A are adjustable constants. The particular solution ¢ (x) is generally
not necessary to satisfies all the boundary conditions. The boundary conditions are ¢'(0) = 0, ¢(H) = 0, and the
continuity of p(x) and ¢'(x) at x = L/2. The adjustable constants Ay and Aj are determined to satisfies the boundary
conditions, and we obtain

ep(H) + Ater + Aty = 0, (S6)
L
AQOP(§> + A+ + A = AOa (87)

L ki A k_A_ L
Agp’p(i) - % = Aprtanh (2) , (S8)



where
App(3) = oz +0) (5 ~0), (59)
AGH(Z) = eh(E +0) — (2 —0). (510)

When the salt concentration is high enough for kL > 1 and k6 > 1, the general solution, ¢g(x) is almost zero
except for near the boundary = +H and +L/2. Therefore, even if ¢, (z) is added to satisfy the boundary condition,
1g(x) usually does not significantly affect the charge distribution, the water flux, and the ionic currents. Direct
substitution can confirm that p}(z) = Si(z) and ¢9(x) = SY(z) are the particular solution of the expanded Poisson
equations. However, these particular solutions do not satisfy the continuity of ¢™'(x) at z = +L/2. Thus, we need
to sum @4 () to obtain the exact solution, but it is negligible to calculate the electrokinetic transport coefficients.

For (n,m) = (2,0) and (1,1), the particular solution is

S () + m&—l—tof for |z| > g
oola) = o ) (s11)
Sr(x) — /-anLQ for |z| < 3
where the coefficient A}, is given by
00(2 — o1)hv

5 for (n,m) = (2,0),
An = (S12)
W for (n,m) = (1,1).

Because this particular solution does not satisfies the boundary conditions, we need to add g (x
A and Ag. However, in the case of KL > 1 and k6 > 1, not only g, (x) but also ¢, () — S () (
eq. [S11)) are negligible. Thus, we can approximate the solutions by p?(x) = Si(x) and pi(z ) S3

) with appropriate
the second term of

().

VIIl. CALCULATION OF Ap?, AND J;", UP TO n+m = 3 AND CONVERSION TO Q”, AND I,

Using the definition of J; and the approximated solution of ¢ (), we obtain J;, up to the third-order as

Jig = JZO =Jiy = Jig = (S13)
Jz(1) = qih, (815)
3

Jig = %h— 3pih® fi (H), (S16)

2 _ quz 2 2,1
Ji = h —qih fzo( ) = 2pih” fiy (H), (517)
Jis = %h — 20:1° fi} (H) — pih®f3(H). (s18)
J§ = Sh =3k f5(H), (519)

where analytical expressions for fi3(H), fii(H), and f;3(H) are as follows:

. 2 — . 2 !
fii(H) = %hut'(l +uvt') + h(a,—l—1+1/t) + %(ai +2vt’) [y + 2vt’ + h(a; + oqvt’)],  (S20)
fii(H) = ql’g [h (o +ovt’) + vt [(2 — o1 + 60;) (1 + vt') + 2vt' (3 + 4vt’) — qioohvt’ (3 + 2vt')]],  (S21)
14 2vt/

F8(H) = = (522



The pressure difference is calculated as follows:

(Pe)"** (Ap)™

Pe+kpTpo Y F(H; Bi(w)pin () ——=—T1— = ksTpo D piimy

i,m,m i,m,m

2Dn
Rob

Ap =

Further calculation yields Ap}}, up to the third order,
Apy = Apg = Ap; = Aph =0,

2Dn
Apl = Ej (1= b))+ —— L
Po Z, pil °>+p0kBTROb’
Ap) = *E pidid,

Ap}

3" [BF (H: Bi(x)pid(@)) — pidid] .
Api = _ZPiJi%,
Apy = *ZPiJié,
Ap§ = —Zpijig,

where F (H; 3;(z)p;3(x)) are obtained as

(2 — Ul)th/

F (H; Bi(x)pig(x)) = B [ai(or + 6ut') + 4°t?] .

(523)

(S24)
(S25)

(S26)
(S27)
(S28)
(S29)

(S30)

(S31)

Obtained J; and Ap? are the electrokinetic coefficients in the expansion of Pe and A¢p. It is necessary to convert
m m (p
Jir, and Ap? into Q7 and I7 in the expansion of AP and Ap. AP as a function of Pe and A up to the third order

is given by
Ap)3 Ap)? Pe)? Pe)?
AP(Pe, Ap) = Ap(ngp—F Apg( ép) ] + [Ap(l) + Apé( ;’0) Pe + [Ap%Aga] ( 2) + [Apg} ( 3|)
The Taylor expansion of Pe as a function of AP is given by
1 as 5 3a% —ajaz 3
Pe = ;l(AP — ao) — WIB(AP_ ao) + W(AP — ao) y
where
0 0 (Ap)?
ap = APlpe=o = ApjAp + Apy 6
dAP (Ap)?
_ — A 1 A 1
“ dPe |p._ Po £ 2P 2
d?>AP
= —_— == A QA 5
= dP62 Pe=0 P12¢
d3*AP
a3 = —= = Ap3.
3 dP63 - Po
Because

o 0 (AP (Ap)™
Pe = Z OQm n! m!
n+m=

(932)

(S33)

(S34)

(S35)
(S36)

(S37)

(S38)



expansion of eq. using eqs. gives

Q= K (S39)
Q = —K'Apg, (S41)
2 3 2 4 3 0
QT = —K°Apy + K" ApyApy, (542)
1 _ 2 1 3 2 0 4 3 02
Qo = —K"Ap; + 2K ApiAp) — K*Apj(Apy)°, (S43)
QF = —KApS +3K*ApbAp) — 3K°Ap?(Ap))* + K*Ap§(Ap)?, (S44)
where K = 1/Ap}. Therefore, using eqs. we obtain I given by
Iy = ZQiJi(l)Q(lh (545)
=g (@ + 7)., ($46)
I§ = ZQi (JiéQS + JiS(Qé)g) ) (S47)
1= " a (Jib@3 + Q)% + Jid(@Qb)*QY) (548)
I = > a (Jio@5 + JiQ4 + 2J3Q0Q% + JiiQ5(Q9)?) (S49)
I = ) ai (JiQ3 + Ji§ +375Q0 + 373 (Q)* + Ji5(@QY)°) - ($50)

IX. ANALYSIS ON THE PREVIOUS EXPERIMENTAL DATA

In Ref. [S2] the ionic current across a single carbon nanotube is measured. The current exhibits a quadratic
dependence on the applied pressure difference as

I(Ap, AY) = pAp + [Go + G2(Ap)?] Ay, (S51)

where p Ap term is negligible compared to the quadratic term G2(Ap)?Asp. The converted electrokinetic coefficients,
I and I}, are obtained as follows:

kgT L
Y= B 2 G, S52
1 €2POD 7TR02 0 ( )
2ksT)3py L
=" G S53
1 €2D 7TR02 2, ( )

where pg = 1M, T = 300K, D = 2.0 x 107°m?/s, L = 1um, and Ry = 2nm. Table [I| lists the phenomenological
parameters, Go and G, extracted from carbon nanotube 2 and 3 in Supplementary Information of Ref. [S2| and the
converted electrokinetic coefficients, IY and I?.

TABLE 1. The electrokinetic parameters in single carbon nanotubes.=2

0o (M) Go (nS) G2 (nS/bar?) Iy I3
1 4.5 0.3 48 4000
1 3 7.0 32 93000

[S1]M. Doi, “Onsager’s variational principle in soft matter,” J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 23, 284118 (2011).
[S2]A. Marcotte, T. Mouterde, A. Nigués, A. Siria, and L. Bocquet, “Mechanically activated ionic transport across single-digit carbon
nanotubes,” Nature Materials 19, 1057-1061 (2020).
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