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Abstract 

Resistive pulse sensing has been widely used to characterize and count single particles in 

solution moving through channels under an electric bias, with nanoscale pores more recently 

providing enough spatial resolution for nucleic acid sequencing at the single-molecule level. At its 

core, this technique relies on measuring the drop in ionic current through the pore induced by the 

passage of a molecule and, through conductance models, translating the blockage signal to 

molecular dimensions. However, there exists no model considering the resistive contributions of the 

pore exterior, i.e. the access regions, when obstructed by a molecule. This is becoming increasingly 

important for low aspect ratio pores, with the advent of 2D materials and ultrathin membranes. In 

this work, a general method by which to model the resistance of the access regions of a pore in the 

presence of an insulating obstruction is presented. Thin oblate spheroidal slices are used to partition 

access regions and infer their conductance when blocked by differently shaped objects. We show 

that our model accurately estimates the blocked-state conductance of 2D and finite-length pores as 

a function of the distance from the pore in the presence of simple obstructions geometries (e.g. 

cylindrical and spherical objects) or complex structures (i.e. sequence of simple obstruction sub-

units). The model is further shown to capture off-axis effects by predicting deeper blockages for 

obstructions offset from the pore’s central axis. A web-based tool is created to predict the electrical 

signatures of a wide range of molecule geometries translocating through differently shaped pores. 

The introduced model will help guide experimental designs and thus presents a straightforward way 

to extend the quantification of the resistive pulse technique at the nanoscale.    
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Resistive pulse sensing is a well-established single-particle detection method that relies on 

measuring the reduction of current induced by the passage of an object through a fluid-embedded 

channel across which a potential difference is applied (Fig. 1a).1–6 Since the current blockage 

amplitude is closely related to the volume of the current-obstructing object, microchannels have 

been used to count and size cells, viruses and colloidal particles.1,2 More recently, nanopores have 

pushed the resolution of this technique further by sensing single molecules of DNA, and proteins as 

well as other nanostructures for different sequencing, diagnostics or next-generation information 

storage applications.3–8  

At the heart of nanopore sensing and more generally the resistive pulse method, 

mathematical models are required to transduce blockage amplitudes into molecular dimensions so 

as to characterize and identify translocating objects.9,10 For cylindrical pores whose length 𝐿𝑝  is 

much larger than their diameter 𝑑𝑝, the potential drop Δ𝑉 occurs almost entirely inside the channel, 

and as such the electric field inside the pore is estimated to be constant 𝐸 = Δ𝑉/𝐿𝑝. Under these 

conditions, the interior of the channel can be partitioned into circular slices of thickness 𝑑𝑧, and an 

accurate estimate of the channel resistance can be obtained by summing up the z-dependent 

resistance 𝑑𝑅(𝑧) of each slice:  

𝑅 = ∫𝑑𝑅 (𝑧) =
1

𝜎
∫

𝑑𝑧

𝐴(𝑧)

𝐿𝑝
2

−
𝐿𝑝
2

 (1) 

Here, 𝜎 and 𝐴(𝑧) denote the bulk conductivity and the z-dependent conductive area of each circular 

slice. Equation 1 can either be applied to open pores, or to pores blocked by an insulating obstruction. 

For example, a linear polymer with cylindrical cross-section of radius 𝑟𝑐 passing through a cylindrical 

pore of radius 𝑟𝑝, simply results in 𝐴(𝑧) = 𝜋(𝑟𝑝
2 − 𝑟𝑐). Equation 1 is generalizable to non-cylindrical 

obstructions and pores, and has been improved upon for specific use cases.10 An important result 
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from Eq. 1 is that the resistance change Δ𝑅 upon the introduction a molecule of volume 𝒱𝑚𝑜𝑙 inside 

a pore channel of volume 𝒱𝑝𝑜𝑟𝑒  with an open pore resistance of 𝑅𝑜 is well approximated by Δ𝑅/𝑅𝑜 ≈

Δ𝐺/𝐺𝑜 ≈ 𝒱𝑜𝑏𝑠/𝒱𝑝𝑜𝑟𝑒  for 𝒱𝑚𝑜𝑙 ≪ 𝒱𝑝𝑜𝑟𝑒, where 𝐺 = 𝑅−1 is the corresponding pore conductance. This 

simple relation has been extensively used for sizing particles from the amplitude of the induced 

transient resistive pulses.  

This slicing technique (Eq. 1) is however non-applicable to low aspect ratio pores (𝑟𝑝 ≥ 𝐿𝑝) 

for which resistive contributions from outside the pore cannot be ignored due to the significant 

electric field and voltage drop occurring in this access region. Although some models have 

addressed specific blockage scenarios,11–16 there currently exists no generalizable approach akin to 

Equation 1 for modeling the conductance of a partially blocked access regions that would be 

applicable to ultra-thin pores.9 Such a model would be highly valuable in predicting electrical 

signatures from a wide range of translocating molecules, including cases of long obstructions that 

reside partially in the access regions even when inside the pore, or for obstructions entirely in the 

access regions, such as molecules approaching a pore.  

 
Figure 1. a) Oblate spheroidal coordinates used to map the access regions of a 2D pore. Constant-𝜇 and 

constant-𝜈 surfaces correspond to oblate spheroids and hyperboloid surfaces. Equipotential surfaces can be 
mapped to constant-𝜇 oblate spheroids.  b) Access region blocked by a cylindrical obstruction and divided 
into open (green) and blocked (red) oblate spheroidal segments. Blocked access resistance is obtained by 
partitioning region into spheroidal slices of thickness 𝑑𝜇 (blue). c) Normalized conductance values during 

different translocation stages for a cylindrical obstruction through a 2D pore, with corresponding partitioning. 
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In this work, we expand on existing modeling methods (e.g. Equation 1) and introduce a 

general framework to estimate the conductance of the access region of a channel in the presence of 

a wide range of insulating blocking objects (i.e. obstructions) by using thin oblate spheroidal slices 

to partition this access region (Figure 1b). We first demonstrate how this approach can be used to 

estimate the conductance of pores in 2D membranes in the presence of insulating obstructions with 

simple geometries such as cylinders, spheres, truncated cones, and ellipsoids at a distance 𝑧𝑜 from 

a pore (Figure 1c). These results can be useful for predicting electrical signatures from DNA, proteins 

and other translocating molecules with simple geometries. To address effects of off-axis passage, 

we derive numerically solvable expressions describing the radial dependence of cylinders and 

spheres located away from the pore’s central axis. To illustrate the model’s practical utility in 

modeling complex translocation blockades from molecules used in many sensing applications, we 

then show solutions for the resistance of more complex obstructions assembled from simple 

geometrical units. Finite-length pores can be modeled by using a combination of oblate spheroidal 

slices in the access regions, and circular slices inside the pore (Eq. 1), thus treating the access 

regions and the pore channel as resistors in series. Importantly, finite element simulations are 

performed to assess the accuracy and limitations of the method, thus outlining conditions in which 

the model should be used. Due to the intricacy of most equations shown, a web-based tool is made 

available to predict the electrical signatures of any user-defined blocking object, which can be used 

in turn to optimize the nanopore architecture enhancing the sensing resolution for a particular 

application.  

 

 

 



5 / 56 

Oblate Spheroidal Framework for 2D membranes 

Following Farahpour et al.,17 we use the oblate spheroidal variables 𝜇 ∈ [−∞,∞], 𝜈 ∈ [0, 𝜋/2] 

and 𝜙 ∈ [0, 2𝜋]  to map the access region of a pore, which are defined through the following 

transformations with cartesian coordinates (𝜇, 𝜈, 𝜙) → (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧): 

𝑥 = 𝑟𝑝 cosh𝜇 cos 𝜈 cos𝜙 
𝑦 = 𝑟𝑝 cosh𝜇 cos 𝜈 sin𝜙 (2) 

𝑧 = 𝑟𝑝 sinh𝜇 sin 𝜈 

Note that the radial distance from the z axis, 𝜌, can be calculated to be 𝜌 = 𝑟𝑝 cosh𝜇 cos 𝜈 (Fig. 1a). 

Importantly, by defining 𝑟𝑝  as the pore radius, this coordinate system naturally maps the access 

region: constant-𝜇  surfaces form oblate spheroids with semi-axes of 𝑟𝑝 sinh 𝜇  along 𝑧̂ , and of 

𝑟𝑝 cosh𝜇 along 𝜌̂, where the 𝜇 = 0 surface corresponds to a disk of radius 𝑟𝑝 at the pore mouth, and 

the 𝜇 → ±∞ surface to infinitely large hemispheres.  

 To isolate and model the electrical response of access regions, we first study pores in 2D 

membranes which, by definition, exclude contributions from the pores’ interior. For an open pore of 

radius 𝑟𝑝 in a 2D membrane, the Laplace equation ∇2𝑉 = 0 can be solved under the assumption that 

the electric potential 𝑉(𝜇)  depends solely on 𝜇 , or equivalently that equipotential surfaces form 

constant-𝜇  oblate spheroids. Using boundary conditions of 𝑉(𝜇 → ±∞) = ±Δ𝑉/2  and 𝑉(0) = 0 , 

which corresponds to the field between a circular electrode at the pore mouth and an infinitely large 

hemisphere electrode, an expression for the access region electric field is found: 

𝐸⃗ 𝑜(𝜇, 𝜈) = −
1

ℎ𝜇

𝑑𝑉

𝑑𝜇
𝜇̂ =

Δ𝑉

𝜋𝑟𝑝 cosh𝜇 √sinh
2 𝜇 + sin2 𝜈

𝜇̂ (3) 

Here ℎ𝜇  denotes one of the three scaling factors for oblate spheroidal coordinates, where ℎ𝜇 = ℎ𝜈 =

𝑟𝑝√sinh
2 𝜇 + sin2 𝜈 and ℎ𝜙 = 𝑟𝑝 cosh𝜇 cos 𝜈. See Section S1 of the SI for a full derivation of Eq. 3.  
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 Expanding on the method of Equation 1, the resistance of a pore in a 2D membrane can be 

calculated by first partitioning its access regions into an infinite number of oblate spheroidal slices 

of thickness 𝑑𝜇.18 As per Ohm’s law, the infinitesimal resistance 𝑑𝑅(𝜇) of each slice can be obtained 

by calculating the ratio of the potential difference across the slice, 𝑑𝑉(𝜇) = 𝐸⃗ ∙ 𝑑ℓ⃗ , and the current 

through the slice, 𝐼(𝜇) = ∫ ∫ 𝜎𝐸⃗ ∙ 𝑑𝑆 
𝑆

 , where 𝜎  denotes conductivity. A rigorous expression for the 

access resistance of a pore partially blocked by a translocating molecule requires an exact solution 

for 𝐸⃗ , which in most scenarios is highly arduous or impossible to obtain. To estimate 𝑑𝑅(𝜇), we thus 

introduce the assumption that 𝐸⃗ ≈ 𝐸⃗ 𝑜 = 𝐸𝑜𝜇̂, i.e. the electric field is well approximated by that of the 

open pore (Equation 3). If a current-blocking molecule’s surface is delimited by 𝜈 = 𝜈𝑜(𝜇, 𝜙) (Fig. 1b), 

then the infinitesimal resistance is approximated as: 

𝑑𝑅(𝜇) =
𝐸⃗ ∙ 𝑑ℓ⃗ 

∫ ∫𝜎𝐸⃗ ∙ 𝑑𝑆 
≈

𝐸𝑜ℎ𝜇𝑑𝜇

∫ ∫ 𝜎𝐸𝑜ℎ𝜈ℎ𝜙 𝑑𝜈𝑑𝜙
𝜈𝑜(𝜇,𝜙)

0

2𝜋

0

=
𝑑𝜇

∫ ∫ 𝜎ℎ𝜙 𝑑𝜈𝑑𝜙
𝜈𝑜(𝜇,𝜙)

0

2𝜋

0

 (4) 

Assuming a uniform conductivity and an insulating obstruction that is rotationally symmetric about 

the z-axis, the above expression can be integrated to estimate the resistance between two delimiting 

oblate spheroid surfaces: 

𝑅𝑜𝑏𝑠𝑡
′ (𝜇1, 𝜇2) = ∫ 𝑑𝑅(𝜇)

𝜇2

𝜇1

=
1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫

sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇

√1 −
𝜌𝑜
2(𝜇)

𝑟𝑝
2 sech2 𝜇

𝜇2

𝜇1

 (5)
 

Note in the above that 𝜌𝑜(𝜇)  denotes the 𝜌 -parametrization of the obstruction’s surface, which 

delimits the region over which the current density 𝜎𝐸 is integrated (Fig. 1b). The expression for the 

resistance of an open region delimited by oblate spheroids intersecting 𝑧 = 𝑧1  and 𝑧2  is readily 

obtained by setting 𝜌0 = 0 in Eq. 5: 

𝑅𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑒(𝑧1, 𝑧2) =
1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝
[tan−1 (

𝑧2
𝑟𝑝
) − tan−1 (

𝑧1
𝑟𝑝
)] (6) 



7 / 56 

Note importantly that in the open pore limit, we find 𝑅𝑜(0,∞) = 1/4𝜎𝑟𝑝 which corresponds to the 

access resistance expression determined by Hall.19   

As depicted in Figure 1b, by separating the access region into different blocked and open 

oblate spheroidal domains, the conductance of a 2D pore in the presence of an obstruction 𝐺𝑏
𝑜𝑏𝑠𝑡 of 

finite size can be calculated as the inverse of the sum of the resistances of the blocked interval, 𝑅𝑜𝑏𝑠𝑡
′ , 

and the open segments above and below the pore 

𝐺𝑏
𝑜𝑏𝑠𝑡 = 𝑅𝑏

−1 = [𝑅𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑒
𝑏𝑜𝑡𝑡𝑜𝑚 + 𝑅𝑜𝑏𝑠𝑡

′ + 𝑅𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑒
𝑡𝑜𝑝

]
−1
 (7) 

and the corresponding conductance blockage is simply Δ𝐺 = 𝐺𝑜 − 𝐺𝑏
𝑜𝑏𝑠𝑡 , where 𝐺𝑜 = 2𝜎𝑟𝑝  is the 

open-pore conductance.  Solving Equations 5-7 represents a general method by which to calculate 

the blocked-state conductance of 2D membranes, which requires: i) determining the 𝜇 delimitations 

of blocked and open regions to use as integration bounds of Equations 5-6, ii) calculating the 𝜌 -

parametrization of the obstruction surface, 𝜌𝑜(𝜇) , to find an expression for the integrand of 𝑅𝑜𝑏𝑠𝑡
′  

(Equation 5), and iii)  analytically or numerically calculating the solution to 𝑅𝑜𝑏𝑠𝑡
′ , and inserting this 

result into the blocked-state equation (Equation 7). The rest of this work showcases how to evaluate 

Equations 5-7 for channels and translocating objects of various geometries.   

Cylindrical Obstruction 

To model the conductance of a 2D pore blocked by a rigid linear polymer like double-stranded 

DNA, we first consider an insulating cylinder of radius 𝑟𝑐 and of finite length 𝐿𝑐 and half-length ℓ𝑐 ≡

𝐿𝑐/2 centered inside a 2D pore of radius 𝑟𝑝, as shown above Figure 2a. Here, the obstructed region is 

delimited by 𝜇± = sinh−1(±ℓ𝑐/𝑟𝑝), and the cylinder surface is trivially parametrized by 𝜌𝑜(𝜇) = 𝑟𝑐. 

Inserting those values into Equation 5, the resistance of the segment obstructed by a finite-length 

cylinder 𝑅𝑐𝑦𝑙
′  can be calculated: 
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𝑅𝑐𝑦𝑙
′ (ℓ𝑐 , 𝑟𝑐) =

1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫

sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇

√1 −
𝑟𝑐
2

𝑟𝑝
2 sech

2 𝜇

sinh−1(
ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝
)

sinh−1(
−ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

)

 

=
1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫

𝑑𝜃

√1 −
𝑟𝑐
2

𝑟𝑝
2 sin

2 𝜃

𝜋
2
−tan−1(

−ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

)

𝜋
2
−tan−1(

ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝
)

 

𝑅′𝑐𝑦𝑙(ℓ𝑐 , 𝑟𝑐) =
1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝
[𝐹 (

𝜋

2
− tan−1 (

−ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝
) ,
𝑟𝑐
𝑟𝑝
) − 𝐹 (

𝜋

2
− tan−1 (

ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝
) ,
𝑟𝑐
𝑟𝑝
)] (8) 

Note that Equation 8 was obtained using the variable substitution tanh 𝜇 = cos 𝜃, and that 

the function 𝐹(𝜑, 𝑘)  denotes the incomplete elliptic integral of the first kind and is defined as 

𝐹(𝜑, 𝑘) = ∫ (1 − 𝑘2 sin2 𝜃)−1/2
𝜑

0
𝑑𝜃. From Equation 8, a closed-form expression for the blocked state 

conductance of the 2D system, 𝐺𝑏
𝑐𝑦𝑙, normalized by the corresponding open-pore conductance 𝐺𝑜 =

2𝜎𝑟𝑝 , can be obtained by considering the additional contributions from the unobstructed oblate 

spheroidal segments (Eq. 6-7): 

𝐺𝑏
𝑐𝑦𝑙

𝐺𝑜
(𝑟𝑐, ℓ𝑐) = [1 −

2

𝜋
tan−1 (

ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝
) +

1

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
+ tan−1 (

ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝
) ,
𝑟𝑐
𝑟𝑝
) −

1

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
− tan−1 (

ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝
) ,
𝑟𝑐
𝑟𝑝
)]

−1

 (9) 

Figure 2a and its inset plot the dependence of 𝐺𝑏
𝑐𝑦𝑙
/𝐺𝑜 on 𝑟𝑐 (for fixed length 𝐿𝑐 = 5𝑟𝑝), and of 

𝐺𝑏
𝑐𝑦𝑙
/𝐺𝑜 on 𝐿𝑐 (for fixed radius 𝑟𝑐 = 0.5𝑟𝑝), respectively. To evaluate the model accuracy, results from 

finite element simulations performed with identical system dimensions (see Methods) are plotted 

alongside predictions from Equation 9. Figure 2b plots the error percentage measured between 

simulations and Equation 9 and shows that the error monotonically increases as 𝑟𝑐/𝑟𝑝 → 1, and is 

highest for shorter 𝐿𝑐, but it is typically <5% for the practical cases of dsDNA (≥ 20 bp) through a ≥ 3 

nm pore.  
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Figure 2. Dependence of normalized conductance 𝐺𝑏/𝐺𝑜  on obstruction dimensions and distance from a 2D 

pore. Lines are from model predictions, whereas points are from finite element simulations. A normalized 
conductance of 1 is when Gb = G0, i.e. the pore is unobstructed, whereas a value of 0 represents a fully 

blocked access region. a) 𝐺𝑏/𝐺𝑜  vs cylindrical obstruction radius 𝑟𝑐. Inset shows dependence of 𝐺𝑏/𝐺𝑜  on 
cylindrical obstruction length 𝐿𝑐. b) Absolute error percentage between modelled and simulated 𝐺𝑏/𝐺𝑜  

values from (a). c) 𝐺𝑏/𝐺𝑜  vs 𝑧𝑜 for cylindrical obstruction of radius 𝑟𝑐 = 0.5𝑟𝑝  and different lengths 𝐿𝑝.  
d) Absolute error percentage between modelled and simulated 𝐺𝑏/𝐺𝑜  values from (c). e) 𝐺𝑏/𝐺𝑜  vs centered 

(𝑧𝑜 = 0) spherical obstruction radius 𝑟𝑠. f) Absolute error percentage between modelled and simulated 𝐺𝑏/𝐺𝑜  
values from (e). g) 𝐺𝑏/𝐺𝑜  vs 𝑧𝑜 for spherical obstructions of different radii. h) Absolute error percentage 

between modelled and simulated 𝐺𝑏/𝐺𝑜  values from (g).   

We note that the normalized conductance blockage Δ𝐺𝑐𝑦𝑙/𝐺𝑜 = (𝐺𝑜 − 𝐺𝑏
𝑐𝑦𝑙
)/𝐺𝑜  can be 

calculated from Equation 9, from which it can be shown that Δ𝐺𝑐𝑦𝑙/𝐺𝑜 scales proportionally to the 

ratio 𝑟𝑐2/𝑟𝑝2 in the limit of ultra long and thin cylinders, i.e. 𝑟𝑐 ≪ 𝑟𝑝 ≪ 𝐿𝑐: 

Δ𝐺𝑐𝑦𝑙

𝐺𝑜
(𝑟𝑐 ≪ 𝑟𝑝 ≪ ℓ𝑐) ≈

1

4

𝑟𝑐
2

𝑟𝑝
2 =

1

3

2𝜋𝑟𝑐
2𝑟𝑝

8
3𝜋𝑟𝑝

3
=
1

3

𝒱𝑐𝑦𝑙

𝒱𝑎𝑐𝑐
 (10) 

The last term of Eq. 10 shows that just like for very long pores (Eq. 1), the fractional blockage is related 

to the volume ratio 𝒱𝑐𝑦𝑙/𝒱𝑎𝑐𝑐. Here 𝒱𝑎𝑐𝑐 denotes the volume of the 2D-pore sensing region, defined 
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as a constant-𝜇 oblate spheroid with dimension 𝑟𝑝 along the z axis, and 𝒱𝑐𝑦𝑙 denotes the volume of 

the cylindrical obstruction contained within the sensing region (see Figure S1 of the SI).  

Now, to model the conductance when cylindrically-shaped linear polymers like dsDNA are 

approaching a 2D pore of radius 𝑟𝑝, we consider an insulating cylinder of radius 𝑟𝑐 and of finite length 

𝐿𝐶  along the pore’s central z-axis, with its center located a distance 𝑧𝑜 above the pore, as depicted 

above Fig. 2c. Given the blocked region delimitation of 𝜇± = sinh−1((𝑧𝑜 ± ℓ𝑐)/𝑟𝑝)  and the trivial 

parametrization of 𝜌𝑜(𝜇) = 𝑟𝑐, a closed-form expression for the conductance of the blocked system 

can be obtained with similar manipulations to that of Equation 9 (see Section S2 of the SI for the full 

derivation): 

𝐺𝑏
𝑐𝑦𝑙

𝐺𝑜
(𝑟𝑐 , ℓ𝑐 , 𝑧𝑜) = [1 +

1

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

) −
1

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

) 

+
1

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
+ tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

) ,
𝑟𝑐
𝑟𝑝
) −

1

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
− tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

) ,
𝑟𝑐
𝑟𝑝
)]

−1

(11) 

Figure 2c plots the 𝑧𝑜-dependence of Equation 11, where the five plotted curves correspond 

to cylinder lengths of 𝐿𝑐/𝑟𝑝 = 1, 2, 5, 10, 20, and fixed radius of 𝑟𝑐 = 0.5𝑟𝑝. Data obtained from finite 

element simulations in identical conditions are color-matched and plotted as individual points 

alongside the corresponding model predictions (continuous line). Figure 2d shows that Equation 11 

is highly accurate, with consistent <2% error measurements.  

We note that Equations 8-11 treat the cylinder extremities as oblate spheroidal surfaces 

instead of flat disks. Section S3 of the Supporting Information shows how to properly consider flat 

extremities, the solution of which even allows solutions for cylinders larger than pores, i.e. 𝑟𝑐 > 𝑟𝑝, 

further generalizing the treatment of cylindrical obstructions. 
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Spherical Obstruction 

 To model the conductance of pores in the presence of an insulating object well approximated 

by spheres, such as viruses, nanoparticles, or globular proteins, we now consider a sphere of radius 

𝑟𝑠 centered inside a 2D pore of radius 𝑟𝑝, as shown above Figure 2e.  As detailed in section S4 of the 

SI, inserting the right boundaries and parametrization in Equations 5-7, a closed-form expression for 

the conductance of the 2D pore blocked by a spherical obstruction, 𝐺𝑏
𝑠𝑝ℎ, is obtained: 

𝐺𝑏
𝑠𝑝ℎ

𝐺𝑜
(𝑟𝑠) = [1 −

2

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑟𝑠
𝑟𝑝
) +

2

𝜋

𝑟𝑝
𝑟𝑠
tanh−1 (

𝑟𝑠
2

𝑟𝑝
2)]

−1

 (12) 

Figure 2e shows the dependence of 𝐺𝑏
𝑠𝑝ℎ

/𝐺𝑜  on 𝑟𝑠  from Equation 12, and plots the 

corresponding values obtained from finite element simulations. The 𝑟𝑠  dependence of 𝐺𝑏
𝑠𝑝ℎ

/𝐺𝑜  is 

well captured by Equation 12, as shown in Figure 2f, which plots the error percentages between 

simulations and model predictions. Sub-15% error percentages were measured through the range of 

sphere radii explored (𝑟𝑠 < 0.99𝑟𝑝), notably with errors < 5% observed for spheres with 𝑟𝑠 < 0.8𝑟𝑝.  

As per long channels and cylindrical obstructions (Eq. 10), the normalized blockage 

Δ𝐺𝑠𝑝ℎ/𝐺𝑜 = (𝐺𝑜 − 𝐺𝑏
𝑠𝑝ℎ

)/𝐺𝑜  can be calculated from Eq. 12 and related to the volume ratio of the 

spherical obstruction and the access region volume 𝒱𝑠𝑝ℎ/𝒱𝑎𝑐𝑐 for spheres with radii much smaller 

than that of the pore (𝑟𝑠 ≪ 𝑟𝑝): 

Δ𝐺𝑠𝑝ℎ

𝐺𝑜
(𝑟𝑠 ≪ 𝑟𝑝) ≈

2

3𝜋

𝑟𝑠
3

𝑟𝑝
3 =

4

3𝜋

4𝜋
3 𝑟𝑠

3

8𝜋
3 𝑟𝑝

3
=

4

3𝜋

𝒱𝑠𝑝ℎ

𝒱𝑎𝑐𝑐
 (13) 

To model the access conductance as spherical objects approach and traverse 2D pores, we 

now consider an insulating sphere of radius 𝑟𝑠  whose center lies along the 𝑧 -axis at a distance 𝑧𝑜 
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from a 2D pore of radius 𝑟𝑝 (Figure 2g). Section S4 details the derivation for the conductance of the 

obstructed 2D pore system, 𝐺𝑏
𝑠𝑝ℎ(𝑧𝑜, 𝑟𝑠): 

(
𝐺𝑏
𝑠𝑝ℎ

𝐺𝑜
)

−1

= 1 +
1

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 − 𝑟𝑠
𝑟𝑝

) −
1

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 + 𝑟𝑠
𝑟𝑝

) 

+
1

𝜋
∫

sech2 𝜇 𝑑𝜇

√1 −
𝑟𝑠
2 + 𝑧𝑜

2

𝑟𝑝
2 sech2 𝜇 + 2

𝑧𝑜
2

𝑟𝑝
2 − 2

𝑧𝑜
𝑟𝑝
tanh𝜇√1 +

𝑧𝑜
2

𝑟𝑝
2 −

𝑟𝑠
2

𝑟𝑝
2 sech

2 𝜇

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜+𝑟𝑠
𝑟𝑝

)

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜−𝑟𝑠
𝑟𝑝

)

(14)

 

 Although Eq. 14 presents no closed form solution, it can be numerically integrated. Figure 2g 

shows the 𝑧𝑜 dependence of 𝐺𝑏
𝑠𝑝ℎ

/𝐺𝑜 for spheres with radii 𝑟𝑠/𝑟𝑝 = 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8 and plots finite-

element simulations performed at various 𝑧𝑜  values. As in the 𝑧𝑜 = 0  case, the error percentage 

calculated between simulations and model predictions is biggest for larger spheres, as shown in 

Figure 2h. Moreover, like longer cylindrical obstructions (Fig. 2d), the error is not maximal for 𝑧𝑜 = 0, 

but instead between 𝑧𝑜 = 0 and 𝑧𝑜 = 𝑟𝑝. 

 Note that the oblate spheroidal slice method presented in this work is applicable to any 

rotationally symmetric obstruction whose surface is parametrizable by 𝜈𝑜(𝜇)  or 𝜌𝑜(𝜇) . To 

demonstrate the generality of the approach, the conductance of 2D pores in the presence of 

ellipsoidal and conical obstructions centered in the pore (𝑧𝑜 = 0) as well as positioned above the 

pore (𝑧𝑜 ≠ 0) are derived and illustrated in Section S5 of the SI. Non-rotationally symmetric scenarios 

can also be considered, as demonstrated by section S6 of the SI which shows the calculation for a 

wedged cylinder. 
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Off-Axis Effects  

Because of the non-uniform electric field (Eq. 3) inside the pore, off-axis translocations are 

known to result in deeper blockades,20–26 yet other than the computationally demanding three-

dimensional finite-element analysis, no mathematical treatment of this phenomenon currently 

exists, which would be a beneficial tool for properly interpreting individual blockades and predicting 

blockage distributions of real-world experiments. Here, we consider the off-axis effects of cylindrical 

and spherical obstructions positioned a distance 𝑟𝑜 away from the central axis of the pore.  

To model the off-axis effects for 2D pores in the presence of rigid linear polymers such as 

dsDNA, we first consider an infinitely long cylindrical obstruction of radius 𝑟𝑐, whose central axis is 

located at a distance of 𝜌 = 𝑟𝑜  away from the pore center (Figure 3a). The equation for the 𝜙 -

dependent obstruction surface parametrization is shown in Section S7 of the SI, which demonstrates 

that the conditions 𝑟𝑜 < 𝑟𝑐 and 𝑟𝑜 > 𝑟𝑐 need to be treated separately, since the 𝜈 integration domain 

for 𝑟𝑜 < 𝑟𝑐 is a single interval, whereas the 𝑟𝑜 > 𝑟𝑐 scenarios result in two distinct intervals over which 

to integrate (Fig. 3a):  

(
𝐺𝑏
𝑐𝑦𝑙

𝐺𝑜
(𝑟𝑜))

−1

=

{
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 2∫

sech𝜇

∫ √1 −
𝜌+
2

𝑟𝑝2
(𝜙) sech2 𝜇 𝑑𝜙

2𝜋

0

𝑑𝜇
∞

−∞

,

2∫
sech𝜇

2𝜋 + ∫ [√1 −
𝜌+
2

𝑟𝑝2
sech2 𝜇 − √1 −

𝜌−2

𝑟𝑝2
sech2 𝜇] 𝑑𝜙

sin−1(
𝑟𝑐
𝑟𝑜
)

−sin−1(
𝑟𝑐
𝑟𝑜
)

𝑑𝜇
∞

−∞

,
   

for 𝑟𝑜 ≤ 𝑟𝑐
⬚
⬚

for 𝑟𝑜 > 𝑟𝑐

(15) 

Here the 𝜌+ and 𝜌− are the 𝜙-dependent surface parametrizations of the infinitely long cylinders (see 

Fig. 3a), the expressions of which are found in equation S50 of the SI.  
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Figure 3. a)  Schematic representation of 2D pores in the presence of off-centered obstructions at a distance  
𝑟𝑜  from the pore center. b) Normalized change in a 2D pore conductance blocked state versus normalized 

distance away from the pore center for four infinitely long cylindrical obstruction with different radii 
compared to the pore size (20, 40, 60, 80%). 𝑟𝑜 = 0 corresponds to the centered case, 𝑟𝑜 = 𝑟𝑝 − 𝑟𝑐  

corresponds to the pore in contact with the pore wall. c) For spherical obstruction. Continuous lines 
correspond to model predictions and individual points to calculations from finite element simulations. The 

greyed-out areas correspond to regions in the domain of Eqs. 15 where 𝑟𝑜 > 𝑟𝑝 − 𝑟𝑐,𝑠. 
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 Although Equation 15 presents no closed-form solution, it can be numerically integrated, as 

displayed in Figure 3b which plots the dependence of the blocked state conductance 𝐺𝑏
𝑐𝑦𝑙
/𝐺𝑜 on the 

radial position 𝑟𝑜 away from the pore center for different cylinder radii. Finite element simulations 

were performed to assess the accuracy of Equation 15 and are also plotted in Figure 3b. Equation 15 

captures the off-axis dependence well, with larger 𝑟𝑜 values resulting in deeper blockades (lower 𝐺𝑏  

values) for a given cylinder radius. For example, Eq. 15 predicts that a dsDNA (𝑟𝑐 = 1.1 𝑛𝑚) inside a 

pore with 𝑟𝑝 = 5.5 𝑛𝑚 could increase its blockage amplitude Δ𝐺 by ~50% by going from the pore’s 

center to the pore wall, with smaller pores seeing smaller blockage fluctuation. A more quantitative 

comparison between simulations and Eq. 15 is shown in Section S7 of the SI.   

Off-axis effects of spherical obstructions in 2D pores can also be modelled, though the 

manipulations are more involved in this case due to the spherical surface parametrization 𝜌𝑜(𝜇, 𝜙) 

depending both on 𝜙 and 𝜇, unlike for cylinders. Figure 3c summarizes the results derived in Section 

S7 of the SI by plotting blockade state conductance values, 𝐺𝑏
𝑠𝑝ℎ

/𝐺𝑜, predicted by the model and 

simulated by finite element analysis for different values of 𝑟𝑜 and different sphere sizes. Although the 

absolute conductance values are less accurate for spheres than for cylinders, as per the 𝑟𝑜 = 0 case 

(Figure 2), the increase in blockage amplitude Δ𝐺  with respect to 𝑟𝑜 = 0  is better captured by the 

spherical obstruction model, as further discussed in Section S7 of the SI.  

Structured Obstruction 

The development of many pore sensing schemes makes use of DNA-protein structures or 

nanostructured DNA to create more uniquely identifiable signals or molecular barcodes.27–32 

Predicting the signals generated by the translocation of these complex molecular structures for a 

given pore dimension is of high practical importance to successfully guide experimental design. To 

this end, we now show how to address the conductance of complex obstructions made up of a series 
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of simpler obstruction units, as pictured in Figure 4a. This is achieved by further partitioning the 

obstructed oblate segment into multiple smaller segments allowing the treatment of each 

obstruction sub-unit individually (Fig. 4a). For example, if 𝑧𝑜 is the vertical distance between the 2D 

pore of radius 𝑟𝑝 and the center of the complex molecule made up of 𝑁 simpler units and of total 

length 𝐿𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑝 = 2ℓ𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑝, then the conductance of the system is simply: 

𝐺𝑏
𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑝

𝐺𝑜
(𝑧𝑜) = [1 +

1

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑝

𝑟𝑝
) −

1

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑝

𝑟𝑝
) +∑𝑅𝑖

′(𝜇𝑖− , 𝜇𝑖+)

𝑁

𝑖=1

]

−1

 (16) 

Here 𝑅𝑖
′(𝜇𝑖−, 𝜇𝑖+)  denotes the resistance of the 𝑖𝑡ℎ  blocked segment delimited by 𝜇𝑖−  and 𝜇𝑖+  , and 

other terms of Equation 16 originate from the open segment above and below the complex 

obstruction (Eq. 6). We note particularly that the treatment of complex obstructions made up of 

cylindrical sub-units of different sizes results in closed form solutions due to Eq. 9 being an analytic 

function. 

Figures 4b-d show signals, i.e. 𝐺𝑏
𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑝

/𝐺𝑜  vs. 𝑧𝑜  traces, produced by the translocation of 

differently designed blocking structures as calculated from Eq. 16 (black) and compared to finite 

element simulations (red). Figure 4b shows the calculated electrical signature of twenty-three 

stacked cylinders designed to emulate the signal from a barcoded DNA design, i.e. eleven bit-like 

cylinders with radii 𝑟0 = 0.3𝑟𝑝 and 𝑟1 = 0.4𝑟𝑝 equally spaced along the backbone of a long cylinder of 

radius 𝑟𝑐 = 0.2𝑟𝑝. Similarly, Figure 4c shows the conductance signals of a sequence of eight spheres, 

with two of radius 𝑟𝑠 = 0.85𝑟𝑝 and six of 𝑟𝑠 = 0.7𝑟𝑝. To show that different sub-unit types can be used 

to make up complex obstructions, Figure 4d plots the conductance z-mapping of a series of cylinders 

( 𝑟𝑐 = 0.2𝑟𝑝 , 𝐿𝑐 = 10𝑟𝑝 ) and spheres ( 𝑟𝑠 = 0.5𝑟𝑝  and 0.7𝑟𝑝 ). As expected from the discussion 

surrounding cylindrical and spherical obstructions (Figure 2), strong agreement is observed between 

model predictions and simulations for smaller structured objects – predictions with larger structures 
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deviate more significantly from the simulated conductance values (while still capturing well the 

shape of the expected traces).  

 
Figure 4. a) Oblate spheroidal partitioning of a structured obstruction made up of multiple simple 

geometrical units. b) z-dependence of 𝐺𝑏/𝐺𝑜  for a sequence of cylinders, with three types of cylinders (𝑟𝑐 , 𝐿𝑐  =  
𝑟𝑖 , 𝐿𝑖  for i = 1,2,3) mimicking the design of a DNA barcode. c) z-dependence of 𝐺𝑏/𝐺𝑜  for a string of beads with 
𝑟𝑠 = 0.85𝑟𝑝 or 𝑟𝑠 = 0.7𝑟𝑝 d) z-dependence of 𝐺𝑏/𝐺𝑜  for a complex obstruction made up of cylinders (𝑟𝑐 = 0.2𝑟𝑝, 

𝐿𝑐 = 10𝑟𝑝) and spheres (𝑟𝑠 = 0.5𝑟𝑝, 𝑟𝑠 = 0.7𝑟𝑝).  
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To demonstrate the generality of Equation 16, Section S8 of the SI shows the traces of various 

complex blocking structures, with different sequences of sub-unit geometries. Notably, we show 

that by modeling biomolecules as a sequence of simple sub-units in series, 𝐺𝑏
𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑝 vs 𝑧𝑜 traces can 

be obtained through Eq. 16 which, under a constant-velocity assumption, resemble temporal current 

traces measured in real experiments. We have made a web-based tool implementing Eq. 16 to 

predict the conductance signals of any user-defined blocking structure,33 which we believe can 

assist in designing structured biomolecules to be efficiently sensed with nanopores, or conversely 

optimizing pore diameter and shape (discussed below) to better resolve a given molecular design.    

Finite-Length Nanopores 

 In addition to modeling pore conductance in 2D membranes, oblate spheroidal slices can be 

used to treat the access resistances (𝑅𝑎𝑐𝑐
𝑡𝑜𝑝 and 𝑅𝑎𝑐𝑐𝑏𝑜𝑡) of finite-length pores, as a natural extension of 

the circular slices used to calculate the resistance within a cylindrical channel (𝑅𝑐ℎ𝑎𝑛𝑛𝑒𝑙, see Eq. 1). 

This is of practical significance since many nanopore devices used in experimental work rely on large 

(𝑟𝑝 > 5 𝑛𝑚 ) nanopores fabricated in thin (0.3-20 nm) membranes, resulting in important access 

resistance contributions.34–41 The general expression modeling the total resistance (access and 

channel) of a finite pore of length 𝐿𝑝 ≡ 2ℓ𝑝 with a rotationally symmetric geometry described by a z-

dependent radius 𝑟𝑝(𝑧) can thus be approximated by treating the two contributions in series: 

𝑅𝑏 = 𝑅𝑎𝑐𝑐
𝑏𝑜𝑡 + 𝑅𝑐ℎ𝑎𝑛𝑛𝑒𝑙 + 𝑅𝑎𝑐𝑐

𝑡𝑜𝑝 

=
1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝(−ℓ𝑝)
∫

sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇

√1 −
𝜌𝑜
2(𝜇)

𝑟𝑝
2 sech2 𝜇

0

−∞

+
1

𝜋𝜎
∫

𝑑𝑧

𝑟𝑝
2(𝑧) − 𝑟𝑜

2(𝑧)

ℓ𝑝

−ℓ𝑝

           +
1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝(ℓ𝑝)
∫

sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇

√1 −
𝜌𝑜
2(𝜇)

𝑟𝑝
2 sech2 𝜇

∞

0

 (17)
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Here, 𝜌𝑜(𝜇) and 𝑟𝑜(𝑧) denote the radial parametrization of the obstruction surface outside and inside 

the pore respectively, with the trivial case of 𝜌𝑜(𝜇) = 𝑟𝑜(𝑧) = 𝑟𝑐 for cylinders, and 𝜇 = 0 corresponds 

to the membrane surface in the first and third integral term. Solving Equation 17 for a pore in the 

presence of an insulating molecule requires segmenting each access and channel region into 

blocked and open segments, naturally separating solutions of Equation 17 into a minimum of three 

regimes, depending on if the obstruction is: i) completely in one access region, ii) partially inside the 

pore and one of the access regions, or iii) completely inside the pore, if shorter than the pore, or 

partially in both access regions at once and fully inside the pore if longer than pore. Note that more 

conditions arise for non-symmetric pores (in z) or obstructions.  

From Equation 17 and the corresponding treatment described above, closed-form 

𝑧𝑜-mappings, mimicking the electrical signature during translocation, can be obtained for cylindrical 

obstructions of length 𝐿𝑐 and radius 𝑟𝑐 through different rotationally symmetric channels or pores of 

length 𝐿𝑝 . For example, Figure 5a-c plots 𝑧𝑜 -mappings of a cylindrical object (𝑟𝑐 = 0.5𝑟𝑝  and 𝐿𝑐 =

20𝑟𝑝) passing through cylindrical, hyperboloidal, and conical shaped pores, the solutions of which 

are explicitly written out in Section S9 of the SI. Two mappings are shown per figure panel, 

corresponding to two different sets of dimensions tested for each pore shape. Corresponding 

conductance values calculated from finite element simulations are plotted as individual points 

alongside the 𝑧𝑜 -mappings calculated from Equation 17. Generally, good agreement is found 

between model predictions and simulation values, although better agreement is found for smaller 

obstruction volumes and for pore radii that vary smoothly along the z-axis, as is generally expected 

when working with circular slices (Eq. 1).10,18 Additionally, as with 2D membranes, numerical 

solutions can be obtained for spheres as well as any other obstruction geometry treated in previous 

sections, as calculated in Section S9 of the SI and demonstrated in Figure 5d which shows the 

numerical solutions to Equation 17 for a sphere of radius 𝑟𝑠 = 0.5 passing through cylindrical pores 
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of two different lengths, with one being thinner than the sphere diameter (green) and one longer 

(blue). Although only simple obstructions are shown in Figure 5, complex geometries can also be 

considered as per Eq. 16 and Figure 4, which can further help elucidate the effect of pore shape on 

the conductance signal for a given molecule, and thus a further demonstration of the usefulness of 

the presented model.  

 
Figure 5. Conductance of finite length pores of various shapes during the translocation of a cylindrical 

obstruction (𝑟𝑐 , 𝐿𝑐) = (0.5𝑟𝑝 , 20𝑟𝑝): a) cylindrical pores with lengths 𝐿𝑝 = 0.5𝑟𝑝  (blue) and 𝐿𝑝 = 10𝑟𝑝  (green), 
showing different aspect ratios; b) hyperboloidal pores with 𝐿𝑝 = 4𝑟𝑝  and external radii 𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡 = 5𝑟𝑖𝑛  (blue) and 

𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡 = 1.5𝑟𝑖𝑛  (green), showing different pore tapers;  c) conical pores with dimensions (𝐿𝑝, 𝑟2) = (5𝑟1, 2𝑟1) in 

blue, and (𝐿𝑝 , 𝑟2) = (25𝑟1, 10𝑟1) in green, emulating conical pores or pipette-like dimensions. d) A spherical 

obstruction (𝑟𝑠 = 0.5𝑟𝑝) going through cylindrical pores of length 𝐿𝑝 = 10𝑟𝑝  (blue) and 𝐿𝑝 = 0.5𝑟𝑝  (green), i.e. 
through membranes thicker and thinner than the sphere, respectively. 

 

Through the oblate spheroidal treatment of the space outside a pore, we have introduced a 

general framework by which the resistance of the access regions blocked by an object can be 

modeled. This approach presents itself as a natural extension to the circular slice method commonly 

used to model resistances of channel interiors (Eq. 1).9  The applicability of the method is exemplified 

by the various scenarios (obstruction and pore geometries) and physical phenomena (e.g. off-axis 

effects) it successfully estimates, as assessed through comparison to finite element analyses. Of 
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particular interest, the modeling of complex molecular structures as a sequence of geometrically 

simple blocking units (i.e., cylinders, spheres, etc.), allows the calculation of conductance traces as 

a function of the distance from the pore for predicting the shape of the current traces from actual 

experiments. However, it should be noted that in addition to inexact field treatment being a source of 

error, the model is purely geometric in nature and ignores electrokinetic effects that can arise in real 

experiments, especially in low salt conditions (< 1 M concentrations) or on weakly charged objects.42 

Moreover, except for cylindrical obstructions and centered spheres, many obstructions present no 

closed-form solutions and must be integrated numerically, the computation of which still represents 

a significant decrease in complexity compared to 2D or 3D finite element analysis simulations. 

Nevertheless, the methods presented herein represent a very useful first step towards obtaining 

more accurate and generally applicable models for blocked access regions, recently described as 

being in their infancy9. With the rapidly advancing micro- and nano-fabrication techniques resulting 

in thinner membranes with access-resistance dominated sensing conditions, we believe the 

introduced technique and web-based tool can greatly assist researchers in sizing molecules, for 

protein fingerprinting and nanoparticle sensing applications, or for optimally designing complex 

biomolecules for barcoding multiplexing applications.    

 

Methods 

Simulations: Finite element simulations were performed with the Electric Currents Module 

of COMSOL Multiphysics 5.1. In its open state, a nanopore was modeled as a channel of radius 𝑟𝑝 in 

an insulating membrane of either zero or finite thickness 𝐿𝑝  (a.k.a. pore length), centred inside a 

cylindrical meshing domain of length 10 μm and diameter 5 μm. In its blocked state, an insulating 

region with dimensions matching those of the particular obstruction being modeled was added to 
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the system at the desired coordinates (𝑟𝑜, 𝑧𝑜). Solutions to Poisson’s equation were found within the 

finite-resistivity regions (defined by constant conductivity 𝜎 ) of a given geometry, using boundary 

conditions of 0.2 and 0 V at the top and bottom surfaces of the meshing domain, respectively (Δ𝑉 =

𝑉𝑡𝑜𝑝 − 𝑉𝑏𝑜𝑡𝑡𝑜𝑚). The resulting electrical conductance of the system was evaluated in both open and 

blocked states such that the numerical solver converged as the mesh size was reduced. The 

normalized conductance 𝐺/𝜎 was calculated by integrating the current density 𝐽 across the planar 

top boundary to find the total current 𝐼 through the system and then dividing this value by the defined 

transmembrane potential (𝐺 = 𝐼/Δ𝑉) and conductivity. 
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S1. Electric Field in a 2D pore 

Oblate spheroidal coordinates (𝜇, 𝜈, 𝜙) are described by the following transformations with 
cartesian coordinates (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧): 

𝑥 = 𝑟𝑝 cosh𝜇 cos 𝜈 cos𝜙 
𝑦 = 𝑟𝑝 cosh 𝜇 cos 𝜈 sin𝜙 (S1) 
𝑧 = 𝑟𝑝 sinh𝜇 sin 𝜈 

As discussed in the main text, the electric potential 𝑉 between a disk electrode of radius 𝑟𝑝 
and an infinitely large hemispherical electrode is assumed to depend solely on 𝜇 . Under the 
boundary conditions 𝑉(0) = 0 and 𝑉(±∞) = ±Δ𝑉/2, and assuming no net charge in the system, a 
solution for 𝑉(𝜇) can be found by solving the curvilinear Laplacian equation: 

0 = ∇2𝑉 

0 =
1

ℎ𝜇ℎ𝜈ℎ𝜙

𝜕

𝜕𝜇
(
ℎ𝜈ℎ𝜙

ℎ𝜇

𝜕𝑉

𝜕𝜇
) 

0 =
1

𝑟𝑝
3(sinh2 𝜇 + sin2 𝜈) cosh𝜇 cos 𝜈

𝜕

𝜕𝜇
(𝑟𝑝 cosh𝜇 cos 𝜈

𝜕𝑉

𝜕𝜇
) 

0 =
𝜕

𝜕𝜇
(cosh𝜇

𝜕𝑉

𝜕𝜇
) 

c1 = cosh𝜇
𝜕𝑉(𝜇)

𝜕𝜇
 

𝑉(𝜇) = 𝑐1∫
𝑑𝜇

cosh𝜇
 

𝑉(𝜇) = 𝑐1 tan
−1(sinh𝜇) + 𝑐2 

𝑉(𝜇) =
Δ𝑉

𝜋
tan−1(sinh𝜇) (S2) 

Note here that ℎ𝜇 , ℎ𝜈  and ℎ𝜙  are scaling factors defined as ℎ𝑢 = √(
𝜕𝑥

𝜕𝑢
)
2
+ (

𝜕𝑦

𝜕𝑢
)
2
+ (

𝜕𝑧

𝜕𝑢
)
2

  for  

𝑢 = 𝜇, 𝜈, 𝜙, evaluated as: 

ℎ𝜇 = 𝑟𝑝√sinh
2 𝜇 + sin2 𝜈 

ℎ𝜈 = 𝑟𝑝√sinh
2 𝜇 + sin2 𝜈  (S3) 

ℎ𝜙 = 𝑟𝑝 cosh𝜇 cos 𝜈 

 The electric field can be calculated from Equations S2 and S3: 

𝐸⃗ (𝜇, 𝜈) = −
1

ℎ𝜇

𝜕𝑉

𝜕𝜇
𝜇̂ = −

Δ𝑉

𝜋𝑟𝑝

sech𝜇

√sinh2 𝜇 + sin2 𝜈
𝜇̂ (S4) 

Note that since 𝑉(𝜇) depends only on 𝜇, the electric field is directed along 𝜇̂ (See Figure 1a of main 
text), and its magnitude 𝐸𝑜 = ‖𝐸⃗ ‖ depends on both 𝜇 and 𝜈, due to the introduction of the ℎ𝜇  scaling 
factor in Equation S3. 
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S2. Finite Cylindrical Obstruction – z dependence 

Consider an insulating cylinder of radius 𝑟𝑐  and of finite length 𝐿𝑐 = 2ℓ𝑐  with its center 
located a distance 𝑧𝑜 away from a 2D pore of radius 𝑟𝑝. Inserting the obstructed region delimitation 
of 𝜇± = sinh−1((𝑧𝑜 ± ℓ𝑐)/𝑟𝑝) and the trivial parametrization of 𝜌𝑜(𝜇) = 𝑟𝑐 into the expression for the 
obstructed segment (Equation 5 in main text) results in: 

𝑅𝑐𝑦𝑙
′ (𝑟𝑐, ℓ𝑐 , 𝑧𝑜) =

1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫

sech𝜇

√1 −
𝑟𝑐
2

𝑟𝑝
2 sech

2 𝜇

𝑑𝜇
sinh−1(

𝑧𝑜+ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

)

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜−ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

)

 

=
1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫

𝑑𝜃

√1 −
𝑟𝑐
2

𝑟𝑝
2 sin

2 𝜃

𝜋
2
−tan−1(

𝑧𝑜−ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

)

𝜋
2
−tan−1(

𝑧𝑜+ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

)

 

=
1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝
[𝐹 (

𝜋

2
− tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

) ,
𝑟𝑐
𝑟𝑝
) − 𝐹 (

𝜋

2
− tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

) ,
𝑟𝑐
𝑟𝑝
)] (S5) 

Equation S4 is obtained from the variable substitution tanh 𝜇 = cos 𝜃, resulting in sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇 = −𝑑𝜃, 
and from identities of inverse trigonometric functions:  

𝜃|𝜇=sinh−1(𝑥) = cos−1(tanh(sinh−1(𝑥))) 

= cos−1 (
𝑥

√1 + 𝑥2
) 

=
𝜋

2
− sin−1 (

𝑥

√1 + 𝑥2
) 

=
𝜋

2
− tan−1 𝑥 (S6) 

As noted in the main text the function 𝐹(𝜑, 𝑘) is the incomplete elliptic integral of the first kind and is 
defined as 𝐹(𝜑, 𝑘) = ∫ (1 − 𝑘2 sin2 𝜃)−1/2 𝑑𝜃

𝜑

0
.  

The resistance of the unobstructed segments above and under the cylinder can be calculated: 

𝑅𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑒(𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐 , 𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐) = 𝑅𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑒
𝑏𝑜𝑡 + 𝑅𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑒

𝑡𝑜𝑝
 

=
1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫ sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇
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𝑧𝑜−ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

)

−∞

+
1
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∞
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𝑟𝑝

)
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[tan−1(sinh𝜇)]−∞
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𝑧𝑜−ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

)

+
1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝
[tan−1(sinh𝜇)]

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜+ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

)

∞  

=
1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝
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𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝
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𝜋

2
) +

1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝
(
𝜋

2
− tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

)) 

=
1

2𝜎𝑟𝑝
[1 +

1

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

) −
1

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

)] (S7) 

 

From Equations S4 and S6, an expression for the conductance of the entire 2D pore system 
in the presence of a cylindrical obstruction of finite length is found:   
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𝐺𝑏
𝑐𝑦𝑙

𝐺𝑜
(𝑟𝑐 , ℓ𝑐 , 𝑧𝑜) = [1 +

1

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

) −
1

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

) 

+
1

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
− tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

) ,
𝑟𝑐
𝑟𝑝
) −

1

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
− tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

) ,
𝑟𝑐
𝑟𝑝
)]

−1

(S8) 

Here 𝐺𝑜 = 2𝜎𝑟𝑝 is the open 2D pore conductance. Figure S2 plots Equation S7 against the normalized 
distance 𝑧𝑜/(ℓ𝑐 + 𝑟𝑝), for which a value of ±1 corresponds the closest extremity of the cylinder being 
at a distance 𝑟𝑝 from the pore mouth. Although each trace corresponds to a different cylinder length, 
all traces appear to converge near 𝑧𝑜 = ℓ𝑐 + 𝑟𝑝, thus indicating that the dimension of the sensing 
volume of a 2D pore is on the order of 𝑟𝑝 along the z-axis.   

 
Figure S1. a) z-dependence of 2D pore conductance in the presence cylindrical obstructions of 

various lengths 𝐿𝑐, of fixed radius 𝑟𝑐 = 0.5𝑟𝑝, with their center at a distance 𝑧𝑜 from the pore center.  
b) Sketch demonstrating the interpretations of 𝒱sensing and 𝒱cyl as the volumes of the 2D pore 

sensing volume, and the volume of the cylinder contained with it, respectively.  

Additionally, when evaluated for long cylinders (ℓ𝑐 ≫ 𝑟𝑝) centered inside a pore (𝑧 = 0), Equation S7 
reduces to a simpler form involving the complete elliptic integral of the first kind 𝐾(𝑘), related to the 

incomplete elliptic integral of the first kind through 𝐾(𝑘) = 𝐹 (
𝜋

2
, 𝑘).  

𝐺𝑏
𝑐𝑦𝑙

𝐺𝑜
(𝑟𝑐 , ℓ𝑐 ≫ 𝑟𝑝, 𝑧𝑜 = 0) = [

1

𝜋
𝐹 (𝜋,

𝑟𝑐
𝑟𝑝
)]

−1

 

= [
2

𝜋
𝐾 (

𝑟𝑐
𝑟𝑝
)]

−1

 

= [1 +
1

4

𝑟𝑐
2

𝑟𝑝
2 +

9

64

𝑟𝑐
4

𝑟𝑝
4 +⋯]

−1

 

= 1 −
1

4

𝑟𝑐
2

𝑟𝑝
2 −

9

64

𝑟𝑐
4

𝑟𝑝
4 +⋯ (S9) 

The final expression of Equation S8 used the known relationship 2𝐾(𝑘) = 𝐹(𝜋, 𝑘)  and the series 
expansion of 𝐾(𝑘) around 𝑘 = 0, the first terms of which are written.   
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For small values of cylinder radii, 𝑟𝑐 ≪ 𝑟𝑝 , Equation S8 indicates that the fractional 
conductance blockage Δ𝐺/𝐺𝑜 = 1 − 𝐺𝑐𝑦𝑙/𝐺𝑜 is proportional to 𝑟𝑐2/𝑟𝑝2: 

Δ𝐺𝑐𝑦𝑙

𝐺𝑜
(𝑟𝑐 ≪ 𝑟𝑝 ≪ ℓ𝑐 , 𝑧𝑜 = 0) ≈

1

4

𝑟𝑐
2

𝑟𝑝
2 =

1

3

2𝜋𝑟𝑐
2𝑟𝑝

8
3
𝜋𝑟𝑝

3
=
1

3

𝒱cyl

𝒱sensing
(S10) 

Multiplying 𝑟𝑐2  and 𝑟𝑝2  by 2𝜋𝑟𝑝/3 , we note interestingly that the fractional blockade Δ𝐺/𝐺𝑜  is 
proportional to the ratio of 𝒱cyl and 𝒱sensing, where 𝒱sensing is the volume of the oblate spheroid with 
semi-axis  𝑟𝑝 along 𝑧 (which from now on we designate as the “sensing region”), and 𝒱cyl is the partial 
volume of the cylinder contained within the sensing volume.  

S3. Treatment of Flat Cylindrical Obstruction Extremities 

 
Figure S2. a) Sketch showing how cylindrical obstructions are treated as having oblate spheroidal 

extremities in the main text. b) Sketches demonstrating the two independent treatments required to 
address flat extremities of cylindrical obstructions outside the pore (i) or inside the pore (ii). 

The treatment of cylindrical obstructions in the main text inherently assumes cylinder 
extremities are curved and follow the shape of the oblate spheroidal surface delimiting the 
obstructed segment, as depicted in Figure S2a. Cylinders with radii similar in size to that of the pore 
therefore have their extremities significantly deformed, with the scenario of 𝑟𝑐 > 𝑟𝑝  even being 
untreatable. A more thorough treatment of cylindrical obstructions requires segmenting the access 
region into more domains, depending on whether constant-𝜇 oblate spheroidal slices intersect with 
the cylinder’s bottom, side, top, or any combination of those, as demonstrated in Figure S2b. Two 
different scenarios must be considered: i) the cylinder is completely outside the pore or ii) the 
cylinder is partially inside the pore.  

Outside the pore (|𝑧𝑜| > ℓ𝑐) 

 When the cylinder is completely outside the pore, as displayed in Figure S2b-i, the obstructed 
volume has to be separated into three independently treated oblate spheroidal segments 
corresponding to resistances 𝑅′𝑜𝑏𝑠

𝑏𝑜𝑡, 𝑅′𝑜𝑏𝑠
𝑠𝑖𝑑𝑒, and 𝑅′𝑜𝑏𝑠

𝑠𝑖𝑑𝑒−𝑡𝑜𝑝, in addition to the unobstructed resistive 
contributions: 

𝐺𝑏
𝑐𝑦𝑙(𝑟𝑐 , ℓ𝑐 , 𝑧𝑜) = [𝑅𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑒

𝑏𝑜𝑡 + 𝑅′𝑐𝑦𝑙
𝑏𝑜𝑡 + 𝑅′𝑐𝑦𝑙

𝑠𝑖𝑑𝑒 + 𝑅′𝑐𝑦𝑙
𝑠𝑖𝑑𝑒−𝑡𝑜𝑝

+ 𝑅𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑒
𝑡𝑜𝑝

]
−1
 (S11) 

 Before determining expressions for each term in Eq. S10, let us first determine the values of 
𝜇  delimiting the different integration domains. Generally, for a cylinder edge located at 𝑧 , this is 
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achieved by calculating for what value of 𝜇 a constant-𝜇 oblate spheroid intersects with a cylinder 
edge (𝜌, 𝑧) = (𝑟𝑐 , 𝑧): 

𝑟𝑐
2

cosh2 𝜇
+

𝑧2

sinh2 𝜇
= 𝑟𝑝

2 (S12) 

Equation S11 can be rewritten as 

0 = 𝑟𝑝
2(sinh2 𝜇)2 + (𝑟𝑝

2 − 𝑟𝑐
2 − 𝑧2) sinh2 𝜇 − 𝑧2 

Which can be solved for sinh2 𝜇 using the quadratic formula: 

sinh2 𝜇 =
−𝑟𝑝

2 + 𝑟𝑐
2 + 𝑧2 +√(𝑟𝑝

2 − 𝑟𝑐
2 − 𝑧2)

2
+ 4𝑟𝑝

2𝑧2

2𝑟𝑝
2  (S13)

 

An expression for 𝜇𝑙𝑖𝑚(𝑧), the value of 𝜇 delimiting the integration domains, is found: 

𝜇𝑙𝑖𝑚(𝑧) = sinh−1

(

 
𝑧

𝑟𝑝
√
1

2
(1 −

𝑟𝑝
2 − 𝑟𝑐

2

𝑧2
+√(

𝑟𝑝
2 − 𝑟𝑐

2

𝑧2
− 1)

2

+ 4
𝑟𝑝
2

𝑧2
)

)

 = sinh−1 (
𝑧

𝑟𝑝
𝜉(𝑧)) (S14) 

 First consider the 𝑅′𝑐𝑦𝑙
𝑏𝑜𝑡 contribution, corresponding to the region where oblate spheroids at 

𝜇  intersect solely with the bottom extremity of the cylindrical obstruction. From the coordinate 
transforms (Eq. S1), the fixed-𝑧 horizontal bottom extremity is parametrized as: 

sin 𝜈 =
𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝 sinh 𝜇

 (S15) 

The resistance for the domain accounting for the flat bottom of the cylindrical obstruction is thus: 

𝑅′𝑐𝑦𝑙
𝑏𝑜𝑡 =

1

2𝜎𝜋𝑟𝑝
∫

sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇

sin 𝜈

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜−ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

𝜉(𝑧𝑜−ℓ𝑐))

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜−ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

)

 

=
1

2𝜎𝜋(𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐)
∫

sinh𝜇 𝑑𝜇

cosh𝜇

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜−ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

𝜉(𝑧𝑜−ℓ𝑐))

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜−ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

)

 

=
1

2𝜎𝜋(𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐)
[ln(cosh 𝜇)]

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜−ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

)

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜−ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

𝜉(𝑧𝑜−ℓ𝑐))

 

𝑅′𝑐𝑦𝑙
𝑏𝑜𝑡 =

1

4𝜎𝜋(𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐)
ln

(

 
 
1 + (

𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

𝜉(𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐))

2

1 + (
𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

)
2

)

 
 
 (S16) 
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Now consider the 𝑅′𝑐𝑦𝑙
𝑠𝑖𝑑𝑒  contribution, corresponding to the region where constant- 𝜇 

surfaces intersect only with the side of the cylinder, which is trivially parametrized by 𝜌𝑜(𝜇) = 𝑟𝑐, as 

per the main text, and delimited by 𝜇 = sinh−1 (
𝑧𝑜−ℓ𝑐

𝑟𝑝
𝜉(𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐)) and 𝜇 = sinh−1 (

𝑧𝑜+ℓ𝑐

𝑟𝑝
): 

𝑅′𝑐𝑦𝑙
𝑠𝑖𝑑𝑒 =

1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫

sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇

√1 −
𝑟𝑐
2

𝑟𝑝
2 sech

2 𝜇

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜+ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

)

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜−ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

𝜉(𝑧𝑜−ℓ𝑐))

 

=
1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫

𝑑𝜃

√1 −
𝑟𝑐
2

𝑟𝑝
2 sin

2 𝜃

𝜋
2
−tan−1(

𝑧𝑜−ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

𝜉(𝑧𝑜−ℓ𝑐))

𝜋
2
−tan−1(

𝑧𝑜+ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

)

 

=
1

2𝜎𝑟𝑝
[
1

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
− tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

𝜉(𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐)) ,
𝑟𝑐
𝑟𝑝
) −

1

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
− tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

) ,
𝑟𝑐
𝑟𝑝
)] (S17) 

𝑅′𝑐𝑦𝑙
𝑠𝑖𝑑𝑒−𝑡𝑜𝑝, the last obstructed contribution, accounts for the region where oblate spheroidal slices 

intersect both with the side of the cylinder and its top (Fig. S2). Note, as a result, that the 𝜈 integral in 
the 𝑑𝑅 calculation thus must be split into two integration domains:  

𝑅′𝑐𝑦𝑙
𝑠𝑖𝑑𝑒−𝑡𝑜𝑝

=
1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫

sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇

∫ cos 𝜈 𝑑𝜈
𝜈𝑠𝑖𝑑𝑒
0

+ ∫ cos 𝜈 𝑑𝜈
𝜋
2
𝜈𝑡𝑜𝑝

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜+ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

𝜉(𝑧𝑜+ℓ𝑐))

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜+ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

)

 

=
1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫

sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇

1 −
𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝 sinh𝜇

+ √1 −
𝑟𝑐
2

𝑟𝑝
2 sech

2 𝜇

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜+ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

𝜉(𝑧𝑜+ℓ𝑐))

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜+ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

)

 (S18)
 

Lastly, the resistance of the unobstructed regions is calculated as: 

𝑅𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑒 = 𝑅𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑒
𝑏𝑜𝑡 + 𝑅𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑒

𝑡𝑜𝑝  

=
1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫ sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇
sinh−1(

𝑧𝑜−ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

)

−∞

+
1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫ sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇
∞

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜+ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

𝜉(𝑧𝑜+ℓ𝑐))

 

=
1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝
(tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

) +
𝜋

2
) +

1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝
(
𝜋

2
− tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

𝜉(𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐))) 

=
1

2𝜎𝑟𝑝
[1 +

1

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

) −
1

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

𝜉(𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐))] (S19) 

Inside the pore (|𝑧𝑜| ≤ ℓ𝑐) 

Again, as per Figure S1 and similarly to Equation S10, the resistances of five separate 
domains need to be considered when calculating the conductance of flat-ended obstructions 
bridging across the membrane:  
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𝐺𝑐𝑦𝑙
𝑏 (𝑟𝑐, ℓ𝑐 , 𝑧𝑜) = [𝑅𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑒

𝑏𝑜𝑡 + 𝑅′𝑐𝑦𝑙
𝑏𝑜𝑡−𝑠𝑖𝑑𝑒 + 𝑅′𝑐𝑦𝑙

𝑠𝑖𝑑𝑒 + 𝑅′𝑐𝑦𝑙
𝑠𝑖𝑑𝑒−𝑡𝑜𝑝

+ 𝑅𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑒
𝑡𝑜𝑝

]
−1
 (S20) 

Similarly to the |𝑧𝑜| > ℓ𝑐 case, the resistance of the unobstructed regions is found to be: 

 

𝑅𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑒
𝑏𝑜𝑡 + 𝑅𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑒

𝑡𝑜𝑝
=

1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫ sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇
sinh−1(

𝑧𝑜−ℓ𝑐 
𝑟𝑝

𝜉(𝑧𝑜−ℓ𝑐))

−∞

+
1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫ sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇
∞

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜+ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

𝜉(𝑧𝑜+ℓ𝑐))

 

=
1

2𝜎𝑟𝑝
[1 +

1

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐  

𝑟𝑝
𝜉(𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐)) −

1

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐  

𝑟𝑝
𝜉(𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐))] (S21) 

The 𝑅′𝑐𝑦𝑙
𝑏𝑜𝑡−𝑠𝑖𝑑𝑒 terms accounts for the segment where oblate spheroidal slices intersect both with the 

side of the cylinder and its bottom (Fig. S2). As a result, the 𝜈 integral in the 𝑑𝑅 calculation must again 
be split into two integration domains:  

𝑅′𝑐𝑦𝑙
𝑏𝑜𝑡−𝑠𝑖𝑑𝑒 =

1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫

sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇

[sin 𝜈]0
𝜈𝑠𝑖𝑑𝑒 + [sin 𝜈]𝜈𝑏𝑜𝑡

𝜋
2

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜−ℓ𝑐 
𝑟𝑝

)

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜−ℓ𝑐 
𝑟𝑝

𝜉(𝑧𝑜−ℓ𝑐))

 

=
1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫

sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇

1 −
𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝 sinh𝜇

+ √1 −
𝑟𝑐
2

𝑟𝑝
2 sech

2 𝜇

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜−ℓ𝑐 
𝑟𝑝

)

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜−ℓ𝑐 
𝑟𝑝

𝜉(𝑧𝑜−ℓ𝑐))

 (S22)
 

The 𝑅′𝑐𝑦𝑙
𝑠𝑖𝑑𝑒 terms accounts for the segment where oblate spheroidal slices intersect only with the side 

of the cylinder (Fig. S2), and is delimited by 𝜇± = sinh−1 (
𝑧𝑜±ℓ𝑐

𝑟𝑝
):  

𝑅′𝑐𝑦𝑙
𝑠𝑖𝑑𝑒 =

1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫

sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇

√1 −
𝑟𝑐
2

𝑟𝑝
2 sech

2 𝜇

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜+ℓ𝑐 
𝑟𝑝

)

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜−ℓ𝑐 
𝑟𝑝

)

 

=
1

2𝜎𝑟𝑝
[
1

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
− tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

)) −
1

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
− tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

))] (S23) 

The 𝑅′𝑐𝑦𝑙
𝑠𝑖𝑑𝑒−𝑡𝑜𝑝 terms accounts for the segment where oblate spheroidal slices intersect both with the 

side of the cylinder and its top (Fig. S2):  

𝑅′𝑐𝑦𝑙
𝑠𝑖𝑑𝑒−𝑡𝑜𝑝

=
1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫

sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇

[sin 𝜈]0
𝜈𝑠𝑖𝑑𝑒 + [sin 𝜈]𝜈𝑡𝑜𝑝

𝜋
2

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜+ℓ𝑐 
𝑟𝑝

𝜉(𝑧𝑜+ℓ𝑐))

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜+ℓ𝑐 
𝑟𝑝

)

 

=
1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫

sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇

1 −
𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝 sinh𝜇

+ √1 −
𝑟𝑐
2

𝑟𝑝
2 sech

2 𝜇

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜+ℓ𝑐 
𝑟𝑝

𝜉(𝑧𝑜+ℓ𝑐))

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜+ℓ𝑐 
𝑟𝑝

)

 (S24)
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We note that the above equations do not apply for very thin and wide cylinders whose treatment 
requires the consideration of an oblate spheroidal segment in which constant-𝜇 surfaces intersect 
both the bottom and top surfaces of the cylinders.  

 Figure S3 plots Equation S10 for cylinders of length 𝐿𝑐 = 10𝑟𝑝 with radii smaller and larger 
than the pore radius. For 𝑟𝑐 ≥ 𝑟𝑝, the conductance is zero when 𝑧𝑜 ≤ 𝐿𝑐/2, as expected.  

 

 

Figure S3. 𝑧-dependence of 2D pore conductance in the presence of cylinders of different 
radii and fixed length 𝐿𝑐 = 10𝑟𝑝. 

S4. Spherical Obstruction 

Here the full derivation of a spherical obstruction in a 2D pore is presented.  

Centered case (𝑧𝑜 = 0) 

The equation describing the surface of the spherical obstruction is 𝑟𝑠2 = 𝜌2 + 𝑧2, from which 
an expression for 𝑧2 = 𝑟𝑠

2 − 𝜌2  is obtained and inserted into the equation of a constant-𝜇  oblate 
spheroid: 

1 =
𝜌2

𝑟𝑝
2 cosh2 𝜇

+
𝑟𝑠
2 − 𝜌2

𝑟𝑝
2 sinh2 𝜇

 (S25) 

Through simple manipulations, an expression for the 𝜌-parametrization can be obtained: 

𝜌𝑜
2 = (𝑟𝑠

2 − 𝑟𝑝
2 sinh2 𝜇) cosh2 𝜇 (S26) 

The resistance of the oblate spheroidal segment containing the spherical obstruction is thus: 

𝑅𝑠𝑝ℎ
′ (𝑟𝑠) =

1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫

sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇

√1 −
𝑟𝑠
2 − 𝑟𝑝

2 sinh2 𝜇

𝑟𝑝
2

sinh−1(
𝑟𝑠
𝑟𝑝
)

sinh−1(
−𝑟𝑠
𝑟𝑝

)
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=
1

𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫

sech2 𝜇 𝑑𝜇

√1 −
𝑟𝑠
2

𝑟𝑝
2√

1 +
𝑟𝑠
2/𝑟𝑝

2

1 −
𝑟𝑠
2

𝑟𝑝
2

tanh2 𝜇

sinh−1(
𝑟𝑠
𝑟𝑝
)

0

 

=
1

𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑠
[
 
 
 

sinh−1

(

 
𝑟𝑠 𝑟𝑝⁄

√1 − 𝑟𝑠
2 𝑟𝑝

2⁄

tanh(𝜇)

)

 

]
 
 
 

0

sinh−1(
𝑟𝑠
𝑟𝑝
)

 

=
1

𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑠
(

 sinh−1

(

 
𝑟𝑠
2/𝑟𝑝

2

√1 − (𝑟𝑠
2/𝑟𝑝

2)
2

)

 

)

  

 

⇒ 𝑅𝑠𝑝ℎ
′ (𝑟𝑠) =

1

𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑠
tanh−1 (

𝑟𝑠
2

𝑟𝑝
2) (S27) 

By including the contribution from the unobstructed segments (Equation 6, main text), the 
conductance of a 2D nanopore in the presence of a centered spherical obstruction is: 

𝐺𝑏
𝑠𝑝ℎ

𝐺𝑜
(𝑟𝑠) = [1 −

2

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑟𝑠
𝑟𝑝
) +

2

𝜋

𝑟𝑝

𝑟𝑠
tanh−1 (

𝑟𝑠
2

𝑟𝑝
2)]

−1

 (S28) 

 

Non-Centered case (𝑧𝑜 ≠ 0) 

The surface of the sphere translated along the 𝑧 axis by 𝑧𝑜 is described by the equation: 

𝜌2 + (𝑧 − 𝑧𝑜)
2 = 𝑟𝑠

2 (S29) 

From Equation S28, an expression for 𝑧2 can be obtained, and inserted into the constant-𝜇 oblate 
spheroidal equation: 

𝜌2

𝑟𝑝
2 cosh2 𝜇

+
𝑟𝑠
2 − 𝜌2 + 2𝑧𝑜√𝑟𝑠

2 − 𝜌2 + 𝑧𝑜
2

𝑟𝑝
2 sinh2 𝜇

= 1 (S30) 

Equation S29 can be rewritten as a quadratic equation with respect to 𝜌2 sech2 𝜇: 

0 = 𝜌4 sech4 𝜇 − (2(𝑟𝑠
2 + 𝑧0

2 − 𝑟𝑝
2 sinh2 𝜇) − 4𝑧0

2 cosh2 𝜇)𝜌2 sech2 𝜇 

+((𝑟𝑠
2 + 𝑧0

2 − 𝑟𝑝
2 sinh2 𝜇)

2
− 4𝑧0

2𝑟𝑠
2) (S31) 

Inserting the positive quadratic formula solution for 𝜌2 sech2 𝜇 into Equation 5 of the main text, i.e. 

𝑑𝑅 = (2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝)
−1
/√1 − 𝜌2 sech2 𝜇 /𝑟𝑝

2, results in an expression for the resistance of the obstructed 

oblate spheroidal segment: 
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𝑅𝑠𝑝ℎ
′

𝑅𝑜
(𝑟𝑠, 𝑧𝑜) =

1

𝜋
∫

sech2 𝜇 𝑑𝜇

√1 −
𝑟𝑠
2 + 𝑧𝑜

2

𝑟𝑝
2 sech2 𝜇 + 2

𝑧𝑜
2

𝑟𝑝
2 − 2

𝑧𝑜
𝑟𝑝
tanh𝜇√1 +

𝑧𝑜
2

𝑟𝑝
2 −

𝑟𝑠
2

𝑟𝑝
2 sech

2 𝜇

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜+𝑟𝑠
𝑟𝑝

)

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜−𝑟𝑠
𝑟𝑝

)

(S32)

 

Here, 𝑅𝑜 = 1/2𝜎𝑟𝑝 is the resistance of an open 2D pore. The contributions from the two unobstructed 
segments can above and below the sphere can also be considered (as before, e.g. see Eq. S6): 

𝑅𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑒(𝑟𝑠, 𝑧𝑜) = 𝑅𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑒
𝑏𝑜𝑡 + 𝑅𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑒

𝑡𝑜𝑝
 

=
1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫ sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇
sinh−1(

𝑧𝑜−𝑟𝑠
𝑟𝑝

)

−∞

+
1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫ sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇
∞

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜+𝑟𝑠
𝑟𝑝

)

 

=
1

2𝜎𝑟𝑝
(1 +

1

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 − 𝑟𝑠
𝑟𝑝

) −
1

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 + 𝑟𝑠
𝑟𝑝

)) (S33) 

The general expression for the conductance of a 2D pore in the presence of a spherical obstruction 
of radius 𝑟𝑠 at a distance 𝑧𝑜 from the pore center is thus: 

(
𝐺𝑏
𝑠𝑝ℎ

𝐺𝑜
)

−1

= 1 +
1

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 − 𝑟𝑠
𝑟𝑝

) −
1

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 + 𝑟𝑠
𝑟𝑝

) 

                           +
1

𝜋
∫

sech2 𝜇 𝑑𝜇

√1 −
𝑟𝑠2 + 𝑧𝑜2

𝑟𝑝2
sech2 𝜇 + 2

𝑧𝑜2

𝑟𝑝2
− 2

𝑧𝑜
𝑟𝑝
tanh𝜇√1 +

𝑧𝑜2

𝑟𝑝2
−
𝑟𝑠2

𝑟𝑝2
sech2 𝜇

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜+𝑟𝑠
𝑟𝑝

)

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜−𝑟𝑠
𝑟𝑝

)

(S34)

 

Equation S33 is plotted in Figure 2c of the main text alongside conductance values from 
corresponding finite element simulations. Interestingly, we note that unlike with cylinders, no special 
treatment is required for spheres bigger than the pores, as demonstrated in Figure S4 which plots 
examples of Equation S33 for both 𝑟𝑠 < 𝑟𝑝  and  𝑟𝑠 ≥ 𝑟𝑝. 

 
Figure S4. 𝑧-dependence of the conductance of 2D pores in the presence of spherical obstructions 

of various radii.  
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S5. Rotationally Symmetric Obstructions – More Examples 

 
Figure S5. Conductance of a 2D pore in the presence of an obstruction with (a) an ellipsoidal 

geometry and (b) with a truncated conical geometry. 

Prolate Ellipsoid Centered Inside a 2D Pore 

The surface of an ellipsoid at a distance 𝑧𝑜 from a 2D pore with dimensions 𝑎 along the 𝜌-axis 
and 𝑏 along the 𝑧-axis is described by the equation: 

𝜌2

𝑎2
+
(𝑧 − 𝑧𝑜)

2

𝑏2
= 1 (S35) 

The 𝜌𝑜(𝜇) parameterization of the ellipsoid obstruction is found by isolating for 𝑧2 in Equation S34 
and inserting the expression into the equation of a constant-𝜇 surface, resulting in (for 𝑧𝑜 = 0):  

𝜌𝑜
2(𝜇) =

sinh2 𝜇 −
𝑏2

𝑟𝑝
2

sinh2 𝜇 −
𝑏2

𝑎2
cosh2 𝜇

𝑟𝑝
2 cosh2 𝜇 (S36) 

The corresponding expression for the resistance of the oblate spheroidal segment containing the 
ellipsoidal obstruction is thus:  

𝑅𝑒𝑙𝑙𝑖𝑝𝑠𝑒
′ (𝑎, 𝑏) =

1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫

sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇

√1 −

sinh2 𝜇 −
𝑏2

𝑟𝑝
2

sinh2 𝜇 −
𝑏2

𝑎2
cosh2 𝜇

sinh−1(
𝑏
𝑟𝑝
)

sinh−1(−
𝑏
𝑟𝑝
)

 

=
1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫

√1 −
𝑎2

𝑏2
tanh2 𝜇

√1 −
𝑎2

𝑟𝑝
2 sech

2 𝜇

sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇
sinh−1(

𝑏
𝑟𝑝
)

sinh−1(−
𝑏
𝑟𝑝
)

 (S37) 

Equation S36 presents no closed form solution, however, note that in the two limits of 𝑎 = 𝑏 and 𝑏 →
∞, 𝑅𝑒𝑙𝑙𝑖𝑝𝑠𝑒

′ (𝜇) corresponds exactly to the expressions for the spherical obstruction (Equation S26), 
and the infinitely long cylindrical obstruction (Equation S8), respectively. The resistance of a 
nanopore obstructed by a centered ellipsoid is therefore: 
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𝐺𝑏
𝑒𝑙𝑙𝑖𝑝𝑠𝑒

𝐺𝑜
(𝑎, 𝑏) =

[
 
 
 
 
 

1 −
2

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑏

𝑟𝑝
) +

1

𝜋
∫

√1 −
𝑎2

𝑏2
tanh2 𝜇

√1 −
𝑎2

𝑟𝑝
2 sech

2 𝜇

 sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇
sinh−1(

𝑏
𝑟𝑝
)

sinh−1(−
𝑏
𝑟𝑝
)

]
 
 
 
 
 
−1

 (S38) 

Prolate Ellipsoid Centered at distance 𝒛𝒐from a 2D Pore 

 Let an ellipsoid of semi-axes 𝑎  and 𝑏  along the 𝜌  and 𝑧  dimensions, respectively, have its 
center be at a distance 𝑧𝑜  from a 2D nanopore. Its surface can be parametrized by finding its 
intersection points with constant-𝜇 ellipses, as was done above. Doing so results in the following 
expression for the resistance of a punctured ellipsoidal slice:  
𝑅𝑒𝑙𝑙𝑖𝑝𝑠𝑒
′

𝑅𝑜
= 2𝜎𝑟𝑝∫𝑑𝑅(𝜇) 

=
1

𝜋
∫

sech 𝜇 𝑑𝜇

√
  
  
  
  
  

1 +

(tanh2 𝜇 −
𝑏2

𝑎2
) (
𝑏2 + 𝑧𝑜2

𝑟𝑝2
− sinh2 𝜇) + 2

𝑧𝑜2𝑏2

𝑟𝑝2𝑎2
− sign(𝜇)2

𝑧𝑜𝑏
𝑟𝑝𝑎

√(tanh2 𝜇 −
𝑏2

𝑎2
) (
𝑏2 + 𝑧𝑜2

𝑟𝑝2
− sinh2 𝜇) +

𝑧𝑜2𝑏2

𝑟𝑝2𝑎2
+
𝑎2

𝑟𝑝2
(tanh2 𝜇 −

𝑏2

𝑎2
)
2

(tanh2 𝜇 −
𝑏2

𝑎2
)
2

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜+𝑏
𝑟𝑝

)

sinh−1(
𝑧𝑜−𝑏
𝑟𝑝

)

 (S39)

 

The total resistance in the system can be expressed as: 

𝑅𝑏
𝑒𝑙𝑙𝑖𝑝𝑠𝑒(𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑧𝑜) = 𝑅𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑒(−∞, 𝑧𝑜 − 𝑏) + 𝑅𝑒𝑙𝑙𝑖𝑝𝑠𝑒

′ + 𝑅𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑒(𝑧𝑜 + 𝑏,∞) (S40) 

and the normalized blocked-state conductance can be expressed as: 

𝐺𝑏
𝑒𝑙𝑙𝑖𝑝𝑠𝑒

𝐺𝑜
(𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑧𝑜) = [1 +

1

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 − 𝑏

𝑟𝑝
) −

1

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 + 𝑏

𝑟𝑝
) +

𝑅𝑒𝑙𝑙𝑖𝑝𝑠𝑒
′

𝑅𝑜
]

−1

 (S41) 

The z dependence of Equation S40 is plotted in Figure S5a for an ellipsoid of dimension 𝑎 = 0.85𝑟𝑝 
and 𝑏 = 4𝑟𝑝. 

Truncated Cone   

Here we consider a truncated cone of length 𝐿𝑐𝑜 = 2ℓ𝑐𝑜, centered at 𝑧𝑜 with one of its faces 
located at 𝑧 = 𝑧𝜊 − ℓ𝑐  having radius 𝑟1  and the other located at 𝑧 = 𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐𝑜  with radius 𝑟2 . The 
surface of the conical section is parametrized by the following equation: 

𝜌𝑜(𝑧) =
𝑟2 − 𝑟1
2ℓ𝑐𝑜

(𝑧 − 𝑧𝑜) +
𝑟1 + 𝑟2
2

 (S42) 

The parametrization of 𝜌𝑜 with respect to 𝜇 can be found by isolating 𝑧 from the above and 
inserting this result into the expression of a constant- 𝜇  surface, as before. The infinitesimal 
resistance of an oblate spheroidal slice containing the obstruction can then be found using Equation 
5 in the main text:  

𝑑𝑅𝑐𝑜
′ (𝜇) =

1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝

sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇

√
  
  
  
  
  
 

1 −

(
2ℓ𝑐𝑜
𝑟2 − 𝑟1

(ℓ𝑐𝑜
𝑟2 + 𝑟1
𝑟2 − 𝑟1

− 𝑧𝑜) + sign(𝜇(𝑟2 − 𝑟1))√(tanh
2 𝜇 +

4ℓ𝑐𝑜
2

(𝑟2 − 𝑟1)
2) 𝑟𝑝

2 sinh2 𝜇 − tanh2 𝜇 (𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐𝑜
𝑟2 + 𝑟1
𝑟2 − 𝑟1

)
2

)

2

𝑟𝑝
2 cosh2 𝜇 (tanh2 𝜇 +

4ℓ𝑐𝑜
2

(𝑟2 − 𝑟1)
2)

2

 (S43)

 

The total resistance in the system can be expressed as: 
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𝑅𝑏
𝑐𝑜(𝑟1, 𝑟2, ℓ𝑐𝑜, 𝑧𝑜) = 𝑅𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑒(−∞, 𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐𝑜) + ∫ 𝑑𝑅𝑐𝑜

′ (𝜇)
sinh−1

𝑧𝑜+ℓ𝑐𝑜
𝑟𝑝

sinh−1
𝑧𝑜−ℓ𝑐𝑜
𝑟𝑝

+ 𝑅𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑒(𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐𝑜, ∞) (S44) 

and the normalized blocked-state conductance as: 

𝐺𝑏
𝑐𝑜

𝐺𝑜
= [1 +

1

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐𝑜
𝑟𝑝

) −
1

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐𝑜
𝑟𝑝

) + 2𝜎𝑟𝑝∫ 𝑑𝑅𝑐𝑜
′ (𝜇)

sinh−1
𝑧𝑜+ℓ𝑐𝑜
𝑟𝑝

sinh−1
𝑧𝑜−ℓ𝑐𝑜
𝑟𝑝

]

−1

 (S45) 

The z dependence of Equation S44 is plotted in Figure S5b for a truncated cone of dimension 
 𝑟1 = 0.8𝑟𝑝, 𝑟2 = 0.4𝑟𝑝 and 𝐿𝑐𝑜 = 2ℓ𝑐𝑜 = 25𝑟𝑝. 

 

S6. Rotationally Asymmetric Obstructions – Wedged Cylinder 

 
Figure S6. Conductance of a 2D pore in the presence of a wedged cylindrical obstruction. 

 Consider the simple rotationally asymmetric case of a wedged cylinder of length  
𝐿𝑤𝑑𝑔 = 2ℓ𝑤𝑑𝑔, whose surface is defined as: 

𝜌𝑜(𝜙) = {
𝑟1,
𝑟2,
    
for 𝜙𝑐/2 < 𝜙 < 2𝜋 − 𝜙𝑐/2
for − 𝜙𝑐/2 < 𝜙 < 𝜙𝑐/2

 (S46) 

The resistance of the punctured oblate spheroidal slice at 𝜇 can be calculated as: 

𝑑𝑅𝑤𝑒𝑑𝑔𝑒
′ (𝜇) =

1

𝜎𝑟𝑝

sech𝜇

∫ √1 −
𝑟1
2

𝑟𝑝
2 sech

2 𝜇 𝑑𝜙
2𝜋−𝜙𝑐/2

𝜙𝑐/2
+ ∫ √1 −

𝑟2
2

𝑟𝑝
2 sech

2 𝜇 𝑑𝜙
𝜙𝑐/2

−𝜙𝑐/2

 

=
1

2𝜎𝜋𝑟𝑝

sech 𝜇

(1 −
𝜙𝑐
2𝜋)√1 −

𝑟1
2

𝑟𝑝
2 sech

2 𝜇 +
𝜙𝑐
2𝜋√1 −

𝑟2
2

𝑟𝑝
2 sech

2 𝜇

 (S47)
 

The total resistance in the system can be expressed as: 

𝑅𝑏
𝑤𝑒𝑑𝑔𝑒

(𝑟1, 𝑟2, 𝜙𝑐 , ℓ𝑤𝑑𝑔, 𝑧𝑜) = 𝑅𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑒(−∞, 𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑤𝑑𝑔) + 𝑅𝑤𝑒𝑑𝑔𝑒
′ + 𝑅𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑒(𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑤𝑑𝑔,∞) (S48) 



40 / 56 

and the normalized blocked-state conductance can be expressed as: 

𝐺𝑏
𝑤𝑒𝑑𝑔𝑒

𝐺𝑜
= [1 +

1

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑤
𝑟𝑝

) −
1

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑤
𝑟𝑝

) + 2𝜎𝑟𝑝∫ 𝑑𝑅𝑤𝑒𝑑𝑔𝑒
′ (𝜇)

sinh−1
𝑧𝑜+ℓ𝑤
𝑟𝑝

sinh−1
𝑧𝑜−ℓ𝑤
𝑟𝑝

]

−1

 (S49) 

 

S7. Rotationally Asymmetric Obstructions – Off-Axis Effects 

Off-Centered Cylinder 

 
Figure S7. Cross-sectional view of the x-y plane showing the geometrical parameters of a 2D pore 

in the presence of an infinitely long cylindrical obstruction at a distance 𝑟𝑜 from the pore center.   

Consider an infinitely long cylindrical obstruction of radius 𝑟𝑐, lying parallel to the 𝑧 axis, but 
centred at a distance 𝑟𝑜 away from the central pore axis, as per Figure S7. The parametrization of the 
obstruction’s surface is found by calculating the distance 𝜌𝑜 at which the constant-𝜙 planes and the 
cylindrical obstruction intersect. As per Figure S7, this can be achieved using the trigonometry of the 
system cross-section in the 𝑧 = 0 plane: 

𝜌±(𝜙) = 𝑟𝑜 cos𝜙 ± √𝑟𝑐
2 − 𝑟𝑜

2 sin2𝜙 (S50) 

Note that the scenarios for which 𝑟𝑜 < 𝑟𝑐 and 𝑟𝑜 > 𝑟𝑐 need to be treated separately. For 𝑟𝑜 < 𝑟𝑐, the 
resistance of the obstructed system is found to be: 

𝑅𝑐𝑦𝑙
′ (𝑟𝑜 < 𝑟𝑐) =

1

𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫

sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇

∫ [sin 𝜈]0
𝜈𝑜(𝜙)𝑑𝜙

2𝜋

0

∞

−∞

 

=
1

𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫

sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇

∫ √1 −
𝜌+
2(𝜙)

𝑟𝑝
2 sech2 𝜇 𝑑𝜙

2𝜋

0

∞

−∞

 



41 / 56 

=
1

𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫

sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇

∫ √1 − (
𝑟𝑜
𝑟𝑝
cos𝜙 + √

𝑟𝑐
2

𝑟𝑝
2 −

𝑟𝑜
2

𝑟𝑝
2 sin

2𝜙)

2

sech2 𝜇 𝑑𝜙
2𝜋

0

∞

−∞

 (S51)

 

 

For 𝑟𝑜 > 𝑟𝑐, the resistance calculation involves integrating over two distinct 𝜈 domains, and thereby 
using both the 𝜌+ and 𝜌− solutions of Equation S49. Moreover, note that not all constant-𝜙 planes 
intersect the cylindrical obstruction, only those within the angles |𝜙| < 𝜙𝑐 = sin−1(𝑟𝑐/𝑟𝑜): 

𝑅𝑐𝑦𝑙
′ (𝑟𝑜 > 𝑟𝑐) =

1

𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫

sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇

∫ [sin 𝜈]0

𝜋
2𝑑𝜙

2𝜋−𝜙𝑐
𝜙𝑐

+ ∫ ([sin 𝜈]0
𝜈+(𝜙) + [sin 𝜈]

𝜈−(𝜙)

𝜋
2 )𝑑𝜙

𝜙𝑐
−𝜙𝑐

∞

−∞

 

=
1

𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫

sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇

2𝜋 − 2𝜙𝑐 + ∫ (√1 −
𝜌+
2

𝑟𝑝
2 sech

2 𝜇 + 1 − √1 −
𝜌−2

𝑟𝑝
2 sech

2 𝜇)𝑑𝜙
𝜙𝑐
−𝜙𝑐

∞

−∞

 

=
1

𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫

sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇

2𝜋 + ∫ (√1 −
𝜌+
2

𝑟𝑝
2 sech

2 𝜇 − √1 −
𝜌−
2

𝑟𝑝
2 sech

2 𝜇)𝑑𝜙
sin−1(

𝑟𝑐
𝑟𝑜
)

− sin−1(
𝑟𝑐
𝑟𝑜
)

∞

−∞

 (S52)

 

 

 Equation 17 of the main text thus denotes the blocked-state conductance, i.e. inverse values 
of Equations S50 and S51 normalized by the open pore conductance 2𝜎𝑟𝑝. As in Figure 3b of the main 
text, Figure S8a plots the dependence of the normalized conductance on 𝑟𝑜 for different values of 
𝑟𝑐/𝑟𝑝. Figure S8b plots the extra blockage arising from 𝑟𝑜 > 0 values, calculated as the percentage of 
extra conductance in the 𝑟𝑜 = 0 case as compared to 𝑟𝑜 ≠ 0.  

 
Figure S8. Off-axis effects for infinitely long cylindrical obstructions. a) Dependence of normalized 

blocked-state conductance 𝐺𝑏
𝑐𝑦𝑙
/𝐺𝑜 on radial position of cylinder inside pore 𝑟𝑜. b) Extra 
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conductance induced by centred cylinder position 𝑟𝑜 = 0, compared to off-axis  𝑟𝑜 ≠ 0. All 
individual points are values calculated from finite element simulations, whereas continuous curves 

are from Equations S50-S51.  

 

Off-Centered Sphere 

 
Figure S9. a) 𝑧 = 0 cross-section sketch showing the simple trigonometry required to characterize 

the intersection circles resulting from the presence of a vertically centred spherical obstruction in a 
2D pore using 𝑟±. b) Sketch depicting the number of intersection points between the surface of a 

circle and an ellipse.   

Unlike infinitely long cylindrical obstructions, the surface parametrization of spherical 
obstructions is not solely dependent on 𝜇, as is now discussed. First note that the intersection of 
constant-𝜙 planes with the sphere surface is a circle. The intersection of constant-𝜙 with constant-
𝜇 oblate spheroids is instead an ellipse. Finding the parametrization 𝜌𝑜(𝜙, 𝜇) of the spherical surface 
therefore relies on finding the intersection point(s) between these 𝜙 -characteristic circles and 
ellipses.  

Let us first characterize the circle resulting from the intersection of the 𝜙 -plane with the 
vertically centred (𝑧𝑜 = 0) spherical obstruction. As shown in Figure S9a, the problem is again solved 
using simple trigonometry while considering the 𝑧 = 0  plane cross-section. We can thus find 𝑟± , 
defined as the intersection points of the 𝜙-plane and the sphere in the 𝑧 = 0 plane: 

𝑟± = 𝑟𝑜 cos𝜙 ± √𝑟𝑠
2 − 𝑟𝑜

2 sin2𝜙 (S53) 

The 𝜙-dependent radius 𝑟𝑐𝑠 of the intersection circle as well as its mean radial distance from the pore 
center 𝑟𝑐𝑜 can be calculated from 𝑟±: 

𝑟𝑐𝑠(𝜙) =
𝑟+ − 𝑟−
2

= √𝑟𝑠
2 − 𝑟𝑜

2 sin2𝜙 (S54) 

𝑟𝑐𝑜(𝜙) =
𝑟− + 𝑟+
2

= 𝑟𝑜 cos𝜙 (S55) 

The surface of the intersection circle in the constant-𝜙 plane is thus described by: 

(𝜌 − 𝑟𝑐𝑜(𝜙))
2
+ 𝑧2 = 𝑟𝑐𝑠

2  (S56) 
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The parametrization 𝜌𝑜(𝜇, 𝜙) of the sphere surface is found by isolating 𝑧2 and inserting it into the 
equation for the surface of a constant-𝜇 oblate spheroid: 

𝜌±(𝜇, 𝜙) = 𝑟𝑐𝑜(𝜙) cosh
2 𝜇 ± √(𝑟𝑐𝑜

2 (𝜙) − 𝑟𝑝
2) cosh2 𝜇 sinh2 𝜇 + 𝑟𝑐𝑠

2 cosh2 𝜇 (S57) 

Note that just like cylindrical obstructions, there can be one or two intersections points, as denoted 
by the positive and negative signs of Equation S56. Unlike for cylinders however, the number of 
intersection points to consider is not only dependent on 𝑟𝑜 but also on 𝜇, as shown in Figure S9b. For 
𝑟𝑜 > 𝑟𝑠 there are always two intersection points, i.e. two  𝜈 intervals over which to integrate, whereas 
for 𝑟𝑜 < 𝑟𝑠, there is a value of 𝜇 = 𝜇𝑙  that delimits the oblate spheroidal segments with one or two 
intersection points. Two intersections are considered when both 𝜌± are positive, and so 𝜇𝑙  is found 
by setting 𝜌− = 0: 

0 = 𝑟𝑜 cos𝜙 cosh
2 𝜇𝑙 −√(𝑟𝑜

2 cos2𝜙 − 𝑟𝑝
2) cosh2 𝜇𝑙 sinh

2 𝜇𝑙 + (𝑟𝑠
2 − 𝑟𝑜

2 sin2𝜙) cosh2 𝜇𝑙  

0 = 𝑟𝑜 cos𝜙 cosh𝜇𝑙 −√(𝑟𝑜
2 cos2𝜙 − 𝑟𝑝

2) sinh2 𝜇𝑙 + (𝑟𝑠
2 − 𝑟𝑜

2 sin2𝜙) 

0 = 𝑟𝑜
2 cos2𝜙 cosh2 𝜇𝑙 − 𝑟𝑜

2 cos2𝜙 sinh2 𝜇𝑙 + 𝑟𝑝
2 sinh2 𝜇𝑙 − 𝑟𝑠

2 + 𝑟𝑜
2 sin2𝜙 

sinh2 𝜇𝑙 =
𝑟𝑠
2 − 𝑟𝑜

2

𝑟𝑝
2  

⟹ 𝜇𝑙 = sinh−1(√
𝑟𝑠
2 − 𝑟𝑜

2

𝑟𝑝
2 ) (S58) 

Note that 𝜇𝑙  is independent of 𝜙, an important requirement for the slice method to function properly.  

Now, we note that the 𝜙 interval spanned by the obstruction depends both on 𝑟𝑜 and on the 
𝜇-value of a slice, i.e. |𝜙| < 𝜙𝑚𝑎𝑥(𝑟𝑜, 𝜇). The limiting value 𝜙𝑚𝑎𝑥(𝑟𝑜, 𝜇) is found by setting 
𝜌−(𝜇, 𝜙𝑚𝑎𝑥) = 𝜌+(𝜇, 𝜙𝑚𝑎𝑥), which results in: 

0 = √(𝑟𝑜
2 cos2𝜙𝑚𝑎𝑥 − 𝑟𝑝

2) cosh2 𝜇 sinh2 𝜇 + (𝑟𝑠
2 − 𝑟𝑜

2 sin2𝜙𝑚𝑎𝑥) cosh
2 𝜇 

0 = 𝑟𝑜
2 cos2𝜙𝑚𝑎𝑥 sinh

2 𝜇 − 𝑟𝑝
2 sinh2 𝜇 + 𝑟𝑠

2 − 𝑟𝑜
2 sin2𝜙𝑚𝑎𝑥 

0 = (𝑟𝑜
2 − 𝑟𝑝

2) sinh2 𝜇 + 𝑟𝑠
2 − 𝑟𝑜

2 sin2𝜙𝑚𝑎𝑥 cosh
2 𝜇 

sin2𝜙𝑚𝑎𝑥 = (1 −
𝑟𝑝
2

𝑟𝑜
2) tanh

2 𝜇 +
𝑟𝑠
2

𝑟𝑜
2 sech

2 𝜇 

⟹𝜙𝑚𝑎𝑥 = sin−1(√(1 −
𝑟𝑝2 + 𝑟𝑠2

𝑟𝑜2
) tanh2 𝜇 +

𝑟𝑠2

𝑟𝑜2
) (S59) 

 Lastly, we find the maximal 𝜇 -value containing the sphere, 𝜇𝑚𝑎𝑥 , in order to delimit the 
obstructed and unobstructed 𝜇-integrals. 𝜇𝑚𝑎𝑥 is found by setting both 𝜌− = 𝜌+ and 𝜙 = 0: 
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𝜇𝑚𝑎𝑥 = sinh−1(√
𝑟𝑠
2

𝑟𝑝
2 − 𝑟𝑜

2) (S60) 

For 𝑟𝑜 > 𝑟𝑠, the resistance of the obstructed oblate spheroidal segment is therefore: 

   𝑅′𝑠𝑝ℎ(𝑟𝑜 > 𝑟𝑠) =
2

𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫

sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇

∫ [sin 𝜈]0

𝜋
22𝜋−𝜙𝑚𝑎𝑥

𝜙𝑚𝑎𝑥
𝑑𝜙 + ∫ ([sin 𝜈]0

𝜈+ + [sin 𝜈]𝜈−

𝜋
2 )𝑑𝜙

𝜙𝑚𝑎𝑥

−𝜙𝑚𝑎𝑥

𝜇𝑚𝑎𝑥

0

 

=
2

𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫

sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇

2𝜋 + ∫ (√1 −
𝜌+
2

𝑟𝑝
2 sech

2 𝜇 − √1 −
𝜌−
2

𝑟𝑝
2 sech

2 𝜇)𝑑𝜙
𝜙𝑚𝑎𝑥

−𝜙𝑚𝑎𝑥

sinh−1

(

 𝑟𝑠

√𝑟𝑝
2−𝑟𝑜

2

)

 

0

 (S61) 

And for 𝑟𝑜 < 𝑟𝑠: 

𝑅′𝑠𝑝ℎ(𝑟𝑜 < 𝑟𝑠) =
2

𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫

sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇

∫ √1 −
𝜌+
2

𝑟𝑝2
sech2 𝜇 𝑑𝜙

2𝜋

0

sinh−1(
√𝑟𝑠

2−𝑟𝑜
2

𝑟𝑝
)

0

 

+
2

𝜎𝑟𝑝
∫

sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇

2𝜋 + ∫ (√1 −
𝜌+
2

𝑟𝑝2
sech2 𝜇 − √1 −

𝜌−2

𝑟𝑝2
sech2 𝜇)𝑑𝜙

𝜙𝑚𝑎𝑥

−𝜙𝑚𝑎𝑥

sinh−1

(

 𝑟𝑠

√𝑟𝑝
2−𝑟𝑜

2

)

 

sinh−1(
√𝑟𝑠

2−𝑟𝑜
2

𝑟𝑝
)

 (S62) 

The conductance of the entire system considers the contributions from the unobstructed segments: 

𝐺𝑏
𝑠𝑝ℎ

𝐺𝑜
(𝑟𝑜, 𝑟𝑠) =

[
 
 
 

1 −
2

𝜋
tan−1

(

 
𝑟𝑠

√𝑟𝑝
2 − 𝑟𝑜

2

)

 + 2𝜎𝑟𝑝𝑅𝑠𝑝ℎ
′ (𝑟𝑜, 𝑟𝑠)

]
 
 
 
−1

 (S63) 

 The dependence of Equation S62 on 𝑟𝑜/𝑟𝑝 is plotted in Figure S10a for different sphere radii 
alongside the corresponding values obtained from finite-element simulations. Figure S10b further 
plots the predicted and simulated excess conductance at 𝑟𝑜 = 0  compared to nonzero 𝑟𝑜  values. 
Interestingly, although the absolute values predicted from equation S62 are in worse agreement with 
the simulations than those of cylinders (Fig. S8a), the relative 𝑟𝑜-dependence compared to a centred 
obstruction is better captured for spheres than for cylinders, as evidenced by the closer spacing 
between modelled and simulated values in Figure S10b (compare to Fig. S8b).  
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Figure S10. Off-axis effects for vertically centred spherical obstructions. a) Dependence of 

normalized blocked-state conductance 𝐺𝑏
𝑠𝑝ℎ

/𝐺𝑜 on radial position 𝑟𝑜 of the sphere inside the pore. 
b) Extra conductance induced by centred sphere position 𝑟𝑜 = 0, compared to off-axis 𝑟𝑜 ≠ 0. All 

individual points are values calculated from finite element simulations, whereas continuous curves 
are from Equations S60-S62.  

 

S8. Complex Obstruction – More Examples 

As discussed in the main text (Figure 4), the presented modeling framework allows for 
predicting the shape of signals from real-life complex molecules by first modeling them as a 
sequence of sub-units with simple geometries. Here, we show a few examples to demonstrate how 
this can be applied to various types of molecules. 

 

 

Side Chains on Scaffold 

 We first show how to address modeling the nanopore signals of molecules used in scaffold-
assisted sensing, wherein molecules of interest such as RNA, proteins, or biomarkers are bound 
along an extended double-stranded DNA backbone and produce an additional transient blockage 
during their passage through the pore. Here, we model the passage of a cylindrical backbone  
𝑟𝑐 = 0.4𝑟𝑝, with 7 equidistant side chains of length 𝐿𝑠𝑖𝑑𝑒 = 10𝑟𝑝 separated by 𝐿𝑠𝑝𝑎𝑐𝑒 = 100𝑟𝑝. Figure 
S11 shows three different methods to model sidechains: i) as cylinders with radii 𝑟𝑠𝑖𝑑𝑒 = 0.6𝑟𝑝, ii) as 
wedged cylinders with 𝑟1 = 0.4𝑟𝑝, 𝑟2 = 0.83𝑟𝑝, 𝜙𝑠𝑖𝑑𝑒 = 3𝜋/4, and iii) as ellipsoids with 𝑎 = 𝐿𝑠𝑖𝑑𝑒  and 
𝑏 = 0.6𝑟𝑝. These specific values were chosen so that the maximal cross-sectional area of each type 
of side chain would be kept constant.   
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Figure S11. Different ways of modeling seven sidechains along a cylindrical scaffold: a) cylindrical, 
b) wedged cylinder, and c) ellipsoidal obstructions. In each case, the modeled conductance 

blockages 𝐺𝑏  are plotted as a function of the distance 𝑧𝑜 of the scaffold centre from the 2D pore 
opening (radius 𝑟𝑝). 

Shooting Stars 

Here, we model real-world DNA nanostructures as a series of simple sub-structures and, 
motivated by the discussion of a constant-velocity approximation surrounding Equation 18 in the 
main text, compare their predicted conductance 𝑧-mappings to experimentally acquired time traces 
of corresponding translocation events. Figure S12 shows the current traces induced by the passage 
of two DNA nanostructures through a nanopore of diameter 𝑑𝑝 = 2𝑟𝑝 = 13 𝑛𝑚  and length  
𝐿𝑝 = 12 𝑛𝑚, from prior work.1 The nanostructures are made up of a single 12-arm DNA star attached 
to double-stranded DNA tails with lengths of 1.8 and 6.2 kilo-base pairs (kbp), and can be modeled 

as two cylinders of corresponding radii of 𝑟𝑐𝑡𝑎𝑖𝑙 = 2.2 nm  and 𝑟𝑐𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑟 = √6 × 2.2 nm = 5.4 nm  (i.e. 

same cross-sectional area as six DNA fragments) and lengths 𝐿𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑟 = 48 bp × 0.34
nm

bp
= 16.3 nm 

and 𝐿𝑡𝑎𝑖𝑙 = 1.8 kbp = 0.61 μm  or 6.2 kbp = 2.1 μm . The closed-form conductance 𝑧 -mappings 
calculated for both structures in a 2D pore of size 2𝑟𝑝 = 13  nm are also shown in Figure S12 and 
although the modelled and experimental 𝑥 scales (position vs. time) and pore geometries (2D vs. 3D) 
inherently differ in nature, the 𝑧-mappings calculated from Eq. 18 qualitatively capture the overall 
shape of experimental traces.  
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Figure S12. Modeling shooting star DNA nanostructures to predict their conductance blockages. 

Current traces (conductance blockage vs. time) were obtained from translocations of shooting 
stars through a nanopore of diameter 𝑑𝑝 = 2𝑟𝑝 = 13 nm and thickness of 𝐿𝑝 = 12 nm 1, while  

𝑧-mappings (conductance blockage vs. position) were calculated through Eq. 18 in the main text by 
approximating the nanostructures as two cylinders in series (dimensions 𝑟𝑐𝑡𝑎𝑖𝑙 = 2.2 nm,  

 𝐿𝑡𝑎𝑖𝑙 = 0.61/2.1 μm and 𝑟𝑐𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑟 = 5.4 nm,  𝐿𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑟 = 16.3 nm) passing through a 2D pore of diameter 
𝑑𝑝 = 13 nm.   

Spatial Resolution Limit for Molecular Design 

 
Figure S13. Inherent resolution limit demonstrated with a) short barcode-like cylinders in series 

(𝑟𝑐𝑤𝑖𝑑𝑒 = 0.3𝑟𝑝, 𝑟𝑐𝑛𝑎𝑟𝑟𝑜𝑤 = 0.2𝑟𝑝, ℓ𝑐 = 2𝑟𝑝), and b) spheres in series. 

We now comment on the intrinsic 𝑧 -resolution limit of the components of a complex 
obstruction, imposed by the non-zero sensing volume of a 2D pore. Figure S13a shows the 
conductance trace of a barcode-like obstruction made up of five cylinders in series, with two wider 
but shorter (𝑟𝑐𝑤𝑖𝑑𝑒 = 0.3𝑟𝑝 , 𝐿𝑐 = 2ℓ𝑐 = 4𝑟𝑝 ) sub-units separated by 𝐿𝑠𝑒𝑝 = 2ℓ𝑠𝑒𝑝  along a backbone 
with 𝑟𝑐𝑛𝑎𝑟𝑟𝑜𝑤 = 0.2𝑟𝑝. By changing the value of ℓ𝑠𝑒𝑝, Figure S13 shows the that the larger diameter 
features are harder to resolve within a 𝑧-mapping when they are separated by less than 2𝑟𝑝, again 
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implying that the sensing volume of a 2D pore of radius 𝑟𝑝  has dimension 2𝑟𝑝  in the 𝑧  direction. 
Similarly, Figure S13b shows the conductance 𝑧-mappings expected from a series of four identical 
spheres with radii ranging between 𝑟𝑠 = 0.5𝑟𝑝 and 𝑟𝑠 = 0.9𝑟𝑝. Although spheres that take up most of 
the sensing volume (𝑟𝑠 ≈ 𝑟𝑝) can be identified individually, strings of smaller spheres result in traces 
without obviously identifiable sub-unit characteristics. The observations from Figure S13 provide 
useful insights with regards to designing molecules with information contained in their substructure 
to be sensed with pores.  

 

Insects Wearing Hats 

 
Figure S14. Extra demonstration of blockade predictions for complex obstructions by modeling 
simple sub-units in series. Conductance expected during the passage through a 2D pore of a) 

Caterpillar wearing a top hat; b) Butterfly wearing a boater hat; c) Dragonfly wearing a witch hat; d) 
Bee wearing a fedora hat. 

 

S9. Finite-Length Pore Equations 

 As discussed in the main text, the oblate spheroidal resistive slice method can also be 
applied to estimate the access resistance of finite-length pores. The total conductance of a pore of 
radius 𝑟𝑝  and length 𝐿𝑝 = 2ℓ𝑝  is thus calculated by considering the contributions from the two 
access regions and channel region in series: 

 

𝐺𝑏 = [𝑅𝑎𝑐𝑐
𝑏𝑜𝑡 + 𝑅𝑝𝑜𝑟𝑒 + 𝑅𝑎𝑐𝑐

𝑡𝑜𝑝
]
−1

 

= [∫ 𝑑𝑅𝑎𝑐𝑐
𝑏𝑜𝑡(𝜇)

0

−∞

+∫ 𝑑𝑅𝑝𝑜𝑟𝑒(𝑧)
ℓ𝑝

−ℓ𝑝

+∫ 𝑑𝑅𝑎𝑐𝑐
𝑡𝑜𝑝(𝜇)

∞

0

]

−1

 (S64) 
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Figure S15. Method for modeling conductance of finite-length pores: oblate spheroidal slices 

outside the pore and circular slices inside the pore. a) Cylindrical obstruction in a cylindrical pore. 
b) Cylindrical obstruction in a hyperboloidal pore. c) Cylindrical obstruction in a conical pore. d) 

Spherical obstruction in a cylindrical pore.   

 

For the simple scenario of a cylindrical obstruction of radius 𝑟𝑐  and length 𝐿𝑐 = 2ℓ𝑐  at a 
distance of 𝑧𝑜  from a pore with a 𝑧 -dependent radial profile of 𝑟𝑝(𝑧) , and of length 𝐿𝑝 = 2ℓ𝑝 , the 
terms of equation S63 can be further segmented into obstructed and unobstructed regions. For this 
reason, the resistance calculation needs to be broken down into five scenarios, depending on 
whether the cylindrical obstruction is: i) completely in the top access region ( 𝑧𝑜 > ℓ𝑝 + ℓ𝑐  ),  
ii) partially in the pore and the top access region (|ℓ𝑝 − ℓ𝑐| < 𝑧𝑜 < ℓ𝑝 + ℓ𝑐), iii) entirely inside the pore 
(ℓ𝑐 − ℓ𝑝 < 𝑧𝑜 < ℓ𝑝 − ℓ𝑐  for ℓ𝑐 < ℓ𝑝 ) or partially inside the top access region, pore, and bottom 
access region (ℓ𝑝 − ℓ𝑐 < 𝑧𝑜 < ℓ𝑐 − ℓ𝑝 for ℓ𝑐 > ℓ𝑝), iv) partially in the pore and the bottom access 
region (−ℓ𝑝 − ℓ𝑐 < 𝑧𝑜 < −|ℓ𝑝 − ℓ𝑐|), or v) entirely in the bottom access region (𝑧𝑜 < −ℓ𝑝 − ℓ𝑐). Note 
that in the case of 𝑧-symmetric pore shapes, the number of scenarios to consider drops to three. Let 
us now consider the solutions for cylindrical obstructions in channels of various rotationally 
symmetric shapes.  

 

Finite Cylinder in Cylindrical Pore 

 We first consider a cylindrical pore with a radial profile trivially parametrized as 𝑟𝑝(𝑧) = 𝑟𝑝. 
Note that the access region contributions are identical to Equation 10 from the main text, only with a 
translation in 𝑧𝑜  of ±ℓ𝑝  due to the presence of the membrane. The infinitesimal resistance of thin 
obstructed slices inside and outside the pore are thus calculated as: 

𝑑𝑅′𝑝𝑜𝑟𝑒(𝑧) =
𝑑𝑧

𝜎𝜋(𝑟𝑝
2 − 𝑟𝑐

2)
 (S65) 

𝑑𝑅′𝑎𝑐𝑐(𝜇) =
sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝√1−
𝑟𝑐
2

𝑟𝑝
2 sech

2 𝜇

 (S66)
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Open-Pore  

𝑅𝑜 =
2ℓ𝑝

𝜎𝜋𝑟𝑝
2 +

1

2𝜎𝑟𝑝
 (S67) 

Cylinder Outside the pore (ℓ𝑝 + ℓ𝑐 < |𝑧𝑜|) : 

  

𝑅𝑏(𝑧) =
2ℓ𝑝

𝜎𝜋𝑟𝑝
2 +

1

2𝜎𝑟𝑝
[1 +

1

𝜋
tan−1 (

|𝑧𝑜| − ℓ𝑝 − ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

) −
1

𝜋
tan−1 (

|𝑧𝑜| − ℓ𝑝 + ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

) 

+
1

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
− tan−1 (

|𝑧𝑜| − ℓ𝑝 − ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

) ,
𝑟𝑐
𝑟𝑝
) −

1

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
− tan−1 (

|𝑧𝑜| − ℓ𝑝 + ℓ𝑐
𝑟𝑝

) ,
𝑟𝑐
𝑟𝑝
)] (S68) 

 

Cylinder Partially inside the pore (|ℓ𝑝 − ℓ𝑐| < |𝑧𝑜| < ℓ𝑝 + ℓ𝑐): 

𝑅𝑏(𝑧𝑜) =
ℓ𝑝 − |𝑧𝑜| + ℓ𝑐

𝜎𝜋(𝑟𝑝
2 − 𝑟𝑐

2)
+
ℓ𝑝 + |𝑧𝑜| − ℓ𝑐

𝜎𝜋𝑟𝑝
2 +

1

2𝜎𝑟𝑝
[1 −

1

𝜋
tan−1 (

|𝑧𝑜| + ℓ𝑐 − ℓ𝑝 

𝑟𝑝
) 

+
1

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
,
𝑟𝑐
𝑟𝑝
)−

1

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
− tan−1 (

|𝑧𝑜| + ℓ𝑐 − ℓ𝑝
𝑟𝑝

) ,
𝑟𝑐
𝑟𝑝
)] (S69) 

Long cylinder (ℓ𝑐 > ℓ𝑝) inside the pore (0 < |𝑧𝑜| < ℓ𝑐 − ℓ𝑝): 

𝑅𝑏(𝑧𝑜) =
2ℓ𝑝

𝜎𝜋(𝑟𝑝
2 − 𝑟𝑐

2)
+

1

2𝜎𝑟𝑝
[1 +

1

𝜋
tan−1 (

|𝑧𝑜| − ℓ𝑐 + ℓ𝑝
𝑟𝑝

) −
1

𝜋
tan−1 (

|𝑧𝑜| + ℓ𝑐 − ℓ𝑝
𝑟𝑝

) 

+
1

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
− tan−1 (

|𝑧𝑜| − ℓ𝑐 + ℓ𝑝
𝑟𝑝

) ,
𝑟𝑐
𝑟𝑝
) −

1

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
− tan−1 (

|𝑧𝑜| + ℓ𝑐 − ℓ𝑝
𝑟𝑝

) ,
𝑟𝑐
𝑟𝑝
)] (S70) 

Short cylinder (ℓ𝑐 < ℓ𝑝) inside the pore (0 < |𝑧𝑜| < ℓ𝑝 − ℓ𝑐): 

𝑅𝑏(𝑧𝑜) =
2ℓ𝑐

𝜎𝜋(𝑟𝑝
2 − 𝑟𝑐

2)
+
2(ℓ𝑝 − ℓ𝑐)

𝜎𝜋𝑟𝑝
2 +

1

2𝜎𝑟𝑝
 (S71) 

Interactive Desmos plot (for 𝑧𝑜 = 0): https://www.desmos.com/calculator/vocbsxz6yn  

Very long cylinder (ℓ𝑐 ≫ ℓ𝑝) centered inside pore: 

As it is relevant for semiflexible linear polymers with a persistence length longer than that of 
the pore, such as for double stranded DNA in a nanoscale pore, we also note the solution for very 
long cylindrical obstructions (ℓ𝑐 ≫ ℓ𝑝): 

𝑅𝑏 =
2ℓ𝑝

𝜎𝜋(𝑟𝑝
2 − 𝑟𝑐

2)
+

2
𝜋𝐾 (

𝑟𝑐
𝑟𝑝
)

2𝜎𝑟𝑝
 (S72) 

Here 𝐾(𝑘) = 𝐹 (
𝜋

2
, 𝑘) is the complete elliptic integral of the first kind. Equation S71 and its accuracy 

in various conditions has been evaluated and discussed extensively in a recent publication.2 

 

https://www.desmos.com/calculator/vocbsxz6yn
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Finite Cylinder in Hyperboloidal Pore 

 We now consider a cylindrical obstruction of length 𝐿𝑐 = 2ℓ𝑐 and radius 𝑟𝑐 passing through a 
hyperboloidal pore of length 𝐿𝑝 = 2ℓ𝑝  characterized by its inner and outer radii 𝑟𝑖𝑛  and 𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡  (See 
Figure S15) described by the following parametrization: 

𝑟𝑝
2(𝑧) = 𝑟𝑖𝑛

2 +
𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
2 − 𝑟𝑖𝑛

2

ℓ𝑝
2 𝑧2 (S73) 

The infinitesimal resistance of thin obstructed slices inside and outside the pore are calculated as: 

𝑑𝑅′𝑝𝑜𝑟𝑒(𝑧) =
𝑑𝑧

𝜎𝜋 (𝑟𝑖𝑛
2 − 𝑟𝑐

2 +
𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
2 − 𝑟𝑖𝑛

2

ℓ𝑝
2 𝑧2)

 (S74)
 

𝑑𝑅′𝑎𝑐𝑐(𝜇) =
sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡√1+
𝑟𝑐
2

𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡 
2 sech2 𝜇

 (S75)
 

Open-Pore  

𝑅𝑜 =
2ℓ𝑝

𝜎𝜋𝑟𝑖𝑛√𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
2 − 𝑟𝑖𝑛

2

tan−1√
𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
2

𝑟𝑖𝑛
2 − 1 +

1

2𝜎𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
 (S76) 

Cylinder Outside the pore (ℓ𝑝 + ℓ𝑐 < |𝑧𝑜|) : 

𝑅𝑏(𝑧𝑜) =
2ℓ𝑝

𝜎𝜋𝑟𝑖𝑛√𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
2 − 𝑟𝑖𝑛

2

tan−1√
𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
2

𝑟𝑖𝑛
2 − 1 

+
1

2𝜎𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
[1 +

1

𝜋
tan−1 (

|𝑧𝑜| − ℓ𝑐 − ℓ𝑝

𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
) −

1

𝜋
tan−1 (

|𝑧𝑜| + ℓ𝑐 − ℓ𝑝

𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
) 

+
1

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
− tan−1 (

|𝑧𝑜| − ℓ𝑝 − ℓ𝑐

𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
) ,

𝑟𝑐
𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡

) −
1

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
− tan−1 (

|𝑧𝑜| − ℓ𝑝 + ℓ𝑐

𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
) ,

𝑟𝑐
𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡

)] (S77) 

Cylinder Partially inside the pore (|ℓ𝑝 − ℓ𝑐| < |𝑧𝑜| < ℓ𝑝 + ℓ𝑐): 

𝑅𝑏(𝑧𝑜) =
ℓ𝑝

𝜎𝜋√𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
2 − 𝑟𝑖𝑛

2
[
1

𝑟𝑖𝑛
tan−1(√

𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
2

𝑟𝑖𝑛
2 − 1(

|𝑧𝑜|𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐
ℓ𝑝

))+
1

𝑟𝑖𝑛
tan−1 (√

𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
2

𝑟𝑖𝑛
2 − 1) 

+
1

√𝑟𝑖𝑛
2 − 𝑟𝑐

2
tan−1 (√

𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
2 − 𝑟𝑖𝑛

2

𝑟𝑖𝑛
2 − 𝑟𝑐

2
) −

1

√𝑟𝑖𝑛
2 − 𝑟𝑐

2
tan−1(√

𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
2 − 𝑟𝑖𝑛

2

𝑟𝑖𝑛
2 − 𝑟𝑐

2
(
|𝑧𝑜| − ℓ𝑐

ℓ𝑝
))] 

+
1

2𝜎𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
[1 −

1

𝜋
tan−1 (

|𝑧𝑜| + ℓ𝑐 − ℓ𝑝

𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
) +

1

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
,
𝑟𝑐
𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡

) 

−
1

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
− tan−1 (

|𝑧𝑜| + ℓ𝑐 − ℓ𝑝

𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
) ,

𝑟𝑐
𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡

)]                                                                                                (S78) 
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Long cylinder (ℓ𝑐 > ℓ𝑝) inside the pore (|𝑧𝑜| < ℓ𝑐 − ℓ𝑝): 

𝑅𝑏(𝑧𝑜) =
2ℓ𝑝

𝜎𝜋√(𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
2 − 𝑟𝑖𝑛

2 )(𝑟𝑖𝑛
2 − 𝑟𝑐

2)
tan−1 (√

𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
2 − 𝑟𝑖𝑛

2

𝑟𝑖𝑛
2 − 𝑟𝑐

2
)

+
1

2𝜎𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
[1 +

1

𝜋
tan−1 (

|𝑧𝑜| − ℓ𝑐 + ℓ𝑝

𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
) −

1

𝜋
tan−1 (

|𝑧𝑜| + ℓ𝑐 − ℓ𝑝

𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
)

+
1

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
− tan−1 (

|𝑧𝑜| − ℓ𝑐 + ℓ𝑝

𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
) ,

𝑟𝑐

𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
) −

1

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
− tan−1 (

|𝑧𝑜| + ℓ𝑐 − ℓ𝑝

𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
) ,

𝑟𝑐

𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
)]           (S79) 

 

Short cylinder (ℓ𝑐 < ℓ𝑝) inside the pore (|𝑧𝑜| < ℓ𝑝 − ℓ𝑐): 

𝑅𝑏(𝑧𝑜) =
1

2𝜎𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
+

𝐿

𝜎𝜋√𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
2 − 𝑟𝑖𝑛

2
[
2

𝑟𝑖𝑛
tan−1 (√

𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
2 − 𝑟𝑖𝑛

2

𝑟𝑖𝑛
2 ) +

1

𝑟𝑖𝑛
tan−1(√

𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
2

𝑟𝑖𝑛
2 − 1(

|𝑧𝑜| − ℓ𝑐

ℓ𝑝
)) 

−
1

𝑟𝑖𝑛
tan−1(√

𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
2

𝑟𝑖𝑛
2 − 1(

|𝑧𝑜| + ℓ𝑐

ℓ𝑝
)) −

1

√𝑟𝑖𝑛
2 − 𝑟𝑐

2
tan−1(√

𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
2 − 𝑟𝑖𝑛

2

𝑟𝑖𝑛
2 − 𝑟𝑐

2
(
|𝑧𝑜| − ℓ𝑐

ℓ𝑝
)) 

+
1

√𝑟𝑖𝑛
2 − 𝑟𝑐

2
tan−1(√

𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
2 − 𝑟𝑖𝑛

2

𝑟𝑖𝑛
2 − 𝑟𝑐

2
(
|𝑧𝑜| + ℓ𝑐

ℓ𝑝
))] (S80) 

Interactive Desmos plot (for 𝑧𝑜 = 0): https://www.desmos.com/calculator/lymjxdn9kj 

Very long cylinder (ℓ𝑐 ≫ ℓ𝑝) centered inside pore: 

𝑅𝑏(𝑧𝑜 = 0) =
2ℓ𝑝

𝜎𝜋√(𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
2 − 𝑟𝑖𝑛

2 )(𝑟𝑖𝑛
2 − 𝑟𝑐

2)

tan−1(√
𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
2 − 𝑟𝑖𝑛

2

𝑟𝑖𝑛
2 − 𝑟𝑐

2 )+

2
𝜋𝐾 (

𝑟𝑐
𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡

)

2𝜎𝑟𝑜𝑢𝑡
 (S81) 

 

Finite Cylinder in Conical Pore 

 We now consider a cylindrical obstruction of length 𝐿𝑐 = 2ℓ𝑐 and radius 𝑟𝑐 passing through a 
conical pore of length 𝐿𝑝 = 2ℓ𝑝 characterized by its lower and upper radii 𝑟1 and 𝑟2 (See Figure S15) 
described with the following parametrization: 

𝑟𝑝(𝑧) =
𝑟2 − 𝑟1
2ℓ𝑝

𝑧 +
𝑟1 + 𝑟2
2

 (S82) 

The infinitesimal resistance of thin obstructed slices inside and outside the pore are calculated as: 

𝑑𝑅′𝑝𝑜𝑟𝑒(𝑧) =
𝑑𝑧

𝜎𝜋 ((
𝑟2 − 𝑟1
2ℓ𝑝

𝑧 +
𝑟1 + 𝑟2
2 )

2

− 𝑟𝑐
2)

 (S83)
 

https://www.desmos.com/calculator/lymjxdn9kj
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𝑑𝑅′𝑎𝑐𝑐
𝑡𝑜𝑝(𝜇) =

sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇

2𝜋𝜎𝑟2√1+
𝑟𝑐
2

𝑟2
2 sech

2 𝜇

 (S84)
 

𝑑𝑅′𝑎𝑐𝑐
𝑏𝑜𝑡(𝜇) =

sech𝜇 𝑑𝜇

2𝜋𝜎𝑟1√1+
𝑟𝑐
2

𝑟1
2 sech

2 𝜇

 (S85)
 

Open-Pore  

𝑅𝑜 =
1

4𝜎𝑟1
+

1

4𝜎𝑟2
+

2ℓ𝑝
𝜋𝜎𝑟1𝑟2

 (S86) 

Cylinder above the pore (ℓ𝑝 + ℓ𝑐 < 𝑧𝑜) : 

𝑅𝑏(𝑧𝑜) =
1

4𝜎𝑟1
+

2ℓ𝑝

𝜋𝜎𝑟1𝑟2
 

+
1

4𝜎𝑟2
[1 +

2

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐 − ℓ𝑝

𝑟2
) −

2

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐 − ℓ𝑝

𝑟2
) 

+
2

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
− tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐 − ℓ𝑝

𝑟2
) ,
𝑟𝑐
𝑟2
) −

2

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
− tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐 − ℓ𝑝

𝑟2
) ,
𝑟𝑐
𝑟2
)] (S87) 

Cylinder above and partially inside the pore (|ℓ𝑐 − ℓ𝑝| < 𝑧𝑜 < ℓ𝑝 + ℓ𝑐): 

𝑅𝑏(𝑧𝑜) =
1

4𝜎𝑟1
+

2ℓ𝑝

𝜋𝜎(𝑟2 − 𝑟1)
[
1

𝑟1
−

2
𝑟2 − 𝑟1
ℓ𝑝

(𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐) + 𝑟1 + 𝑟2
 

+
1

2𝑟𝑐
ln(

(𝑟2 − 𝑟𝑐) (
𝑟2 − 𝑟1
ℓ𝑝

(𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐) + 𝑟1 + 𝑟2 + 2𝑟𝑐)

(𝑟2 + 𝑟𝑐) (
𝑟2 − 𝑟1
ℓ𝑝

(𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐) + 𝑟1 + 𝑟2 − 2𝑟𝑐)
)] 

+
1

4𝜎𝑟2
[1 −

2

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐 − ℓ𝑝

𝑟2
) +

2

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
,
𝑟𝑐
𝑟2
) 

−
2

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
− tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐 − ℓ𝑝
𝑟2

) ,
𝑟𝑐
𝑟2
)] (S88) 

Long cylinder (ℓ𝑐 > ℓ𝑝) inside the pore (|𝑧𝑜| < ℓ𝑐 − ℓ𝑝): 

𝑅𝑏(𝑧𝑜) =
1

4𝜎𝑟1
(1 +

2

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐 + ℓ𝑝
𝑟1

) +
2

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
− tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐 + ℓ𝑝
𝑟1

) ,
𝑟𝑐
𝑟1
) −

2

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
,
𝑟𝑐
𝑟1
)) 

+
1

4𝜎𝑟2
(1 −

2

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐 − ℓ𝑝
𝑟2

) −
2

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
− tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐 − ℓ𝑝
𝑟2

) ,
𝑟𝑐
𝑟2
) +

2

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
,
𝑟𝑐
𝑟2
)) 

+
ℓ𝑝

𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑐(𝑟2 − 𝑟1)
ln (

(𝑟2 − 𝑟𝑐)(𝑟1 + 𝑟𝑐)

(𝑟2 + 𝑟𝑐)(𝑟1 − 𝑟𝑐)
)                                                                                          (S89) 
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Short cylinder (ℓ𝑐 < ℓ𝑝) inside the pore (|𝑧𝑜| < ℓ𝑝 − ℓ𝑐): 

𝑅𝑏(𝑧𝑜) =
2ℓ𝑝

𝜋𝜎(𝑟2 − 𝑟1)
[
1

𝑟1
−
1

𝑟2
+

2
𝑟2 − 𝑟1
ℓ𝑝

(𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐) + 𝑟1 + 𝑟2
−

2
𝑟2 − 𝑟1
ℓ𝑝

(𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐) + 𝑟1 + 𝑟2
 

+
1

2𝑟𝑐
ln(

(
𝑟2 − 𝑟1
ℓ𝑝

(𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐) + 𝑟1 + 𝑟2 − 2𝑟𝑐)(
𝑟2 − 𝑟1
ℓ𝑝

(𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐) + 𝑟1 + 𝑟2 + 2𝑟𝑐)

(
𝑟2 − 𝑟1
ℓ𝑝

(𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐) + 𝑟1 + 𝑟2 + 2𝑟𝑐)(
𝑟2 − 𝑟1
ℓ𝑝

(𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐) + 𝑟1 + 𝑟2 − 2𝑟𝑐)
)] 

+
1

4𝜎𝑟1
+

1

4𝜎𝑟2
                                                                                                                                (S90) 

 

Cylinder under and partially inside the pore (−|ℓ𝑐 − ℓ𝑝| > 𝑧𝑜 > −(ℓ𝑝 + ℓ𝑐)): 

𝑅𝑏(𝑧𝑜) =
1

4𝜎𝑟2
+

2ℓ𝑝
𝜋𝜎(𝑟2 − 𝑟1)

[
2

𝑟2 − 𝑟1
ℓ𝑝

(𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐) + 𝑟1 + 𝑟2
−
1

𝑟2
 

+
1

2𝑟𝑐
ln(

(
𝑟2 − 𝑟1
ℓ𝑝

(𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐) + 𝑟1 + 𝑟2 − 2𝑟𝑐) (𝑟1 + 𝑟𝑐)

(
𝑟2 − 𝑟1
ℓ𝑝

(𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐) + 𝑟1 + 𝑟2 + 2𝑟𝑐) (𝑟1 − 𝑟𝑐)
)] 

+
1

4𝜎𝑟1
[1 +

2

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐 + ℓ𝑝

𝑟1
) −

2

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
,
𝑟𝑐
𝑟1
) 

+
2

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
− tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐 + ℓ𝑝

𝑟1
) ,
𝑟𝑐
𝑟1
)]                                                                               (S91) 

Cylinder under the pore (𝑧𝑜 < −(ℓ𝑝 + ℓ𝑐)): 

𝑅𝑏(𝑧𝑜) =
2ℓ𝑝
𝜋𝜎𝑟1𝑟2

+
1

4𝜎𝑟2
 

+
1

4𝜎𝑟1
[1 +

2

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐 + ℓ𝑝

𝑟1
) −

2

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐 + ℓ𝑝

𝑟1
) 

+
2

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
− tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑐 + ℓ𝑝
𝑟1

) ,
𝑟𝑐
𝑟1
) −

2

𝜋
𝐹 (

𝜋

2
− tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 + ℓ𝑐 + ℓ𝑝
𝑟1

) ,
𝑟𝑐
𝑟1
)] (S92) 

 

Interactive Desmos plot (for 𝑧𝑜 = 0): https://www.desmos.com/calculator/xewxe1svij  

Very long cylinder (ℓ𝑐 ≫ ℓ𝑝) centered inside pore: 

𝑅𝑏 =
𝐾 (

𝑟𝑐
𝑟1
)

2𝜋𝜎𝑟1
+
𝐾 (

𝑟𝑐
𝑟2
)

2𝜋𝜎𝑟2
+

ℓ𝑝

𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑐(𝑟2 − 𝑟1)
ln (

(𝑟2 − 𝑟𝑐)(𝑟1 + 𝑟𝑐)

(𝑟2 + 𝑟𝑐)(𝑟1 − 𝑟𝑐)
) (S93) 

 

https://www.desmos.com/calculator/xewxe1svij
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Sphere in Cylindrical Pore  

 As discussed in Section S4, the infinitesimal resistance of a constant-𝜇  oblate spheroidal 
slice in the presence of a spherical obstruction (radius 𝑟𝑠 ) at a distance of 𝑧𝑜  from a pore in a 2D 
membrane is (see Eq. S31): 

𝑑𝑅′2𝐷(𝑧𝑜) =
1

2𝜋𝜎𝑟𝑝

sech2 𝜇 𝑑𝜇

√1 −
𝑟𝑠
2 + 𝑧𝑜

2

𝑟𝑝
2 sech2 𝜇 + 2

𝑧𝑜
2

𝑟𝑝
2 − 2

𝑧𝑜
𝑟𝑝
tanh 𝜇√1 +

𝑧𝑜
2

𝑟𝑝
2 −

𝑟𝑠
2

𝑟𝑝
2 sech

2 𝜇

 (S94)

 

When treating oblate spheroidal slices in the access regions of finite-length pores, Equation S93 
can be adapted through a corresponding 𝑧-translation: 

𝑑𝑅′𝑎𝑐𝑐(𝑧𝑜) = 𝑑𝑅′2𝐷(|𝑧𝑜| − ℓ𝑝) (S95) 

The surface of the spherical obstruction is parametrized with 𝑟𝑜2 = 𝑟𝑠
2 − (𝑧 − 𝑧𝑜)

2 , and thus the 
resistance of an obstructed circular slice inside the pore is evaluated as: 

𝑑𝑅′𝑝𝑜𝑟𝑒(𝑧𝑜) =
𝑑𝑧

𝜎𝜋(𝑟𝑝
2 − 𝑟𝑠

2 + (𝑧 − 𝑧𝑜)
2)
=

1

𝜎𝜋(𝑟𝑝
2 − 𝑟𝑠

2)

𝑑𝑧

1 +
(𝑧 − 𝑧𝑜)

2

𝑟𝑝
2 − 𝑟𝑠

2

 (S96)
 

Sphere outside pore (ℓ𝑝 + 𝑟𝑠 < |𝑧𝑜|) : 

  

𝑅𝑏(𝑧𝑜) =
2ℓ𝑝

𝜎𝜋𝑟𝑝
2 +∫ 𝑑𝑅′2𝐷(|𝑧𝑜| − ℓ𝑝)

sinh−1(
|𝑧𝑜|+𝑟𝑠−ℓ𝑝

𝑟𝑝
)

sinh−1(
|𝑧𝑜|−𝑟𝑠−ℓ𝑝

𝑟𝑝
)

 

+
1

2𝜎𝑟𝑝
[1 −

1

𝜋
tan−1 (

|𝑧𝑜| + 𝑟𝑠 − ℓ𝑝

𝑟𝑝
) +

1

𝜋
tan−1 (

|𝑧𝑜| − 𝑟𝑠 − ℓ𝑝

𝑟𝑝
)] (S97) 

Sphere partially inside pore (|ℓ𝑝 − 𝑟𝑠| < |𝑧𝑜| < ℓ𝑝 + 𝑟𝑠): 

𝑅𝑏(𝑧𝑜)  =
ℓ𝑝 + |𝑧𝑜| − 𝑟𝑠

𝜎𝜋𝑟𝑝
2 +

1

2𝜎𝑟𝑝
(1 −

1

𝜋
tan−1 (

|𝑧𝑜| + 𝑟𝑠 − ℓ𝑝

𝑟𝑝
)) 

+
1

𝜎𝜋√𝑟𝑝
2 − 𝑟𝑠

2

(

 tan−1

(

 
ℓ𝑝 − |𝑧𝑜|

√𝑟𝑝
2 − 𝑟𝑠

2

)

 + sin−1 (
𝑟𝑠
𝑟𝑝
)

)

  

+∫ 𝑑𝑅′2𝐷(|𝑧𝑜| − ℓ𝑝)
sinh−1(

|𝑧𝑜|+𝑟𝑠−ℓ𝑝
𝑟𝑝

)

0

 (S98) 
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Large sphere (𝑟𝑠 > ℓ𝑝) inside the pore (|𝑧𝑜| < 𝑟𝑠 − ℓ𝑝): 

𝑅𝑏(𝑧𝑜) =
1

2𝜎𝑟𝑝
(1 +

1

𝜋
tan−1 (

𝑧𝑜 − 𝑟𝑠 + ℓ𝑝
𝑟𝑝

) +
1

𝜋
tan−1 (

−𝑧𝑜 − 𝑟𝑠 + ℓ𝑝
𝑟𝑝

)) 

+∫ 𝑑𝑅′2𝐷(−𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑝)
sinh−1(

−𝑧𝑜+𝑟𝑠−ℓ𝑝
𝑟𝑝

)

0

+∫ 𝑑𝑅′2𝐷(𝑧𝑜 − ℓ𝑝)
sinh−1(

𝑧𝑜+𝑟𝑠−ℓ𝑝
𝑟𝑝

)

0

 

+
1

𝜎𝜋√𝑟𝑝
2 − 𝑟𝑠

2

(

 tan−1

(

 
ℓ𝑝 − 𝑧𝑜

√𝑟𝑝
2 − 𝑟𝑠

2

)

 + tan−1

(

 
ℓ𝑝 + 𝑧𝑜

√𝑟𝑝
2 − 𝑟𝑠

2

)

 

)

  (S99) 

Small sphere (𝑟𝑠 < ℓ𝑝) inside the pore (|𝑧𝑜| < ℓ𝑝 − 𝑟𝑠): 

𝑅𝑏(𝑧𝑜) =
1

2𝜎𝑟𝑝
+
2ℓ𝑝 − 2𝑟𝑠

𝜎𝜋𝑟𝑝
2 +

2

𝜎𝜋√𝑟𝑝
2 − 𝑟𝑠

2

sin−1 (
𝑟𝑠
𝑟𝑝
) (S100) 

Interactive Desmos plot (for 𝑧𝑜 = 0): https://www.desmos.com/calculator/zvan4euncv  
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