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1 Maxwell’s Equations

We briefly revisit the fundamental equations governing the field of electrodynamics; a comprehensive
treatment of the electrodynamics of continuous media can be found in Ref. [1]. Let é and b denote the
electric and magnetic field and let d and h denote the charge and current potential. Furthermore,
let ¢ and 5 be the total charge density and current density. The quantities ¢ and k are the
corresponding counterparts on a surface of discontinuity, namely the surface charge density and
current. In a domain B C R?, Maxwell’s equations can be written as

div(d)=q, VEeB, (1)
curllh) —d; =35, VzeB, (2)
div(b) =0, VEehB, (3)
curl(é) +b; =0, VEelB. (4)

As in the main text, the check symbol is used to distinguish the electric field and positions from
their corresponding counterparts in the dimensionally-reduced theory, as they are the only quantities
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that appear in both theories. On a surface of discontinuity & with normal 72, moving at velocity v,
Maxwell’s equations give rise to the jump conditions

n-[dj=c, VE£eS§,
nx[h]+v-nldl=k, VZeS§,
n-[bj=0, VeSS,
nx[e]+v-nfb]=0, VeS.

Here, [o] = (o) — (o)~ denotes the jump across the surface of discontinuity, where (8)* indicates
evaluation in the bulk domain above and below the surface of discontinuity. The superscript “+”
refers to the side to which 7 points, and “—" refers to the opposing side. A more detailed discussion
about jump conditions at surfaces of discontinuities can be found in Ref. |2].

Equations (1)—(8) are not well-posed—there are more unknowns than equations. Thus, we
assume there exists an aether frame in which the so-called aether relations hold,

d= Eoé 5 (9>
1

h=—b, 10
Ho (10

where g and pg denote universal constants, often referred to as permittivity and permeability of free
space. As discussed by Kovetz [1], these relations hold true in any aether frame and are independent
of the material occupying the point under consideration. With the aether relations, Eqgs. (9) and
(10), Egs. (1)—(8) become well-posed. We emphasize here that the charge densities ¢ and o as well
as the charge current densities 7 and k refer to the total charge and current densities.

To account for a material specific response to external fields, we split the charge and current
densities into free and bound contributions:

¢=q+q, (11)
o =o0¢+o0yp , (12)
J=Jt+, (13)
k=ki+ky, (14)

where the subscripts “f” and “b” denote free and bound quantities, respectively. Correspondingly,
we split the charge and current potentials into free and bound contributions:

d:df_p7 (]‘5)
h=hi+m (16)

where p and m denote the polarization and magnetization field, respectively, and the negative sign
in front of p is purely conventional. Equations (1) and (2) can be derived from charge conserva-
tion such that they hold for both the free and bound fields separately. Therefore, equivalently to
Egs. (1), (2), (5), and (6), we find

div(ds) = ¢ , VE€B, (17)
Curl(hf) — df7t =3, VEeB, (18)



A-ld]=o , VEes, (19)
n X [he] + 0 -nfdi] =ke, VEES. (20)

The remaining Maxwell’s equations are unaffected by the split into free and bound fields. However,
we note that the aether relations, Egs. (9) and (10), do not apply to the free fields. Therefore, the
problem is currently not well-posed and requires additional constitutive relations.

Before introducing constitutive relations for the polarization and magnetization fields, we spe-
cialize Egs. (3), (4), (7), (8) and (17)—(20) to the case of electrostatics. The electrostatic equations
can be derived by assuming that d¢, by, j¢, ©, and k¢ vanish identically everywhere [1]. In order
to decouple Egs. (17)—(20) from Egs. (3), (4), (7), and (8), we assume that the charge densities g¢
and oy, and polarization p are independent of the magnetic field b. According to the framework of
linear irreversible thermodynamics, the latter condition implies that the magnetization m has to
vanish [3], yielding the electrostatic equations

div(d)) =q , VEeB, (21)
curllé) =0, Veeb, (22)
n-ld]=0, VEES, (23)
nx[e]=0, Vzes§. (24)

The approach described in the above paragraph to derive the electrostatic equations is restrictive.
However, the electrostatic equations are also valid under an appropriate separation of time scales [4].
Let ¢ denote a characteristic length scale and 7 a characteristic dynamical time scale associated with
a phenomena that one wishes to study. Non-dimensionalization of Maxwell’s equations shows that
Te = €0/0c is the characteristic charge relaxation time scale, where o, is the conductivity, and
Tm = Hoocl? is the magnetic diffusion time scale [4]. If £2/c? < 72, where c is the speed of light,
and 7, > T, Maxwell’s equations decouple and simplify to the electrostatic equations Eqs. (21)—(24)
as discussed in detail in Ref. [4].

To close Egs. (21)—(24), we introduce the constitutive relation of a linear dielectric [3],
p=(c—ep)é. (25)
Using Eq. (15), we then find
di =cé . (26)

Therefore, the electrostatic equations, Egs. (21)—(24), become

div(ee) = ¢ , VEEB, (27)
curl(é) =0 , VzeB, (28)
n-le€)=0¢, VEES, (29)
nx[e =0, VEeS. (30)

Both in the bulk domain B and on the surface of discontinuity S, Egs. (27)—-(30) yield four
equations for three unknowns. According to the Helmholtz decomposition however, every sufficiently
smooth vector field can be decomposed into a curl-free field and a divergence-free field,

é= —grad(gfv)) + curl(A) , (31)



Figure 1: Schematic of the setup used for our derivation. We consider a shell-like body M with
thickness § that separates the two bulk domains Bt and B~.

where ¢ and A are some scalar and vector fields, respectively. Furthermore, according to Eq. (27)
and (28), we can set, without loss of generality, A = 0, such that we are left with

—eNp=¢q; , VEEB, (32)
—n - [egrad(¢)] = or, VZES, (33)
(=0 . vaes, (34)

where we now identify ¢ as the electric potential. Equation (34) is not derived here but follows
from the integral form of Coulomb’s law for continuous charges [5]. Furthermore, we assume that
the permittivity is constant in the bulk domain B and omit the condition following from Eq. (30)
as it is trivially satisfied due to Eq. (34). Equations (32)—(34) serve as the starting point for the
derivation of the (2 + d)-dimensional theory, where we will omit the subscript f for free quantities
for brevity.

2 Derivation of an Effective Surface Equation for Gauss’ Law

In this section, a detailed derivation of the (2 + J)-dimensional theory for the electrostatics of thin
films is provided. We begin by revisiting the three-dimensional theory governing the electrostatics
of thin films and subsequently apply the dimension reduction procedure introduced in Sec. 3.2 of
the main text.

2.1 Governing Equations

The equations governing the electrostatics of a thin film, schematically shown in Fig. 1, are given
by

A¢p- = —qp-/ep- , VE € B, (35)
[4] =0 , VeSS, (36)

nt . [eé] =0~ , YzeS (37)
eMAdy =0 , Ve eM, (38)
n -[ee] =0 , Yz eSSt (39)



[6] =0 , Veest, (40)
Adp+ = —qp+ Jep+ , V& € BT . (41)

The superscripts + indicate quantities above and below the membrane (Fig. 1), the subscripts B*
and M indicate the two bulk domains and membrane, respectively, n* denotes the normal to ST,
and all other symbols carry the same meaning as in Sec. 1. The check symbol is used on some
quantities to distinguish them from their counterparts in the dimensionally-reduced theory.

Equations (35)—(41) are closed with the boundary conditions on the lateral surface S| with
outward-pointing normal v,

om=odu, YEESp, (42)
—v- grad(qBM) =e , VEE N, (43)

where ¢y and € are the prescribed potential and electric field, respectively, and S =SpUSN
and Sp N SN = 0. The remaining boundary conditions for ¢g= are of no consequence for the
derivation of the dimensionally-reduced theory and are thus omitted here.

2.2 Differential Geometry Preliminaries

In the following derivations, vectors and tensors are denoted by bold letters and matrices are denoted
using square brackets. Subscripts and superscripts indicate covariant and contravariant components,
respectively, and repeated sub- and superscripts imply Einstein’s summation convention. The ten-
sors considered in this article are symmetric such that the order of co- and contravariant components
is inconsequential and is therefore not explicitly indicated. Greek indices take values {1,2} while
Latin indices take values {1,2,3}. For some function f, the short-hand notation f({%) implies
f (C L (2) and an analogous short-hand notation is used with Latin indices. Partial derivatives are
denoted by a comma, covariant derivatives of a vector are denoted by a vertical bar, and surface
covariant derivatives of vectors and tensors are denoted by colons and semicolons, respectively.

We begin by recalling that the assumption of Kirchhoff-Love kinematics implies the position
vector & can be expressed as

z = 200 (0(C*) + onP(0(cY)) | (44)

where g denotes a point on the mid-surface, n is the normal to the mid-surface, P; (0((3)) is
the i*h Chebsyhev polynomial, and 6 : = — (—1,1) maps from the parametric domain Z onto the
domain of the Chebyshev polynomials. Furthermore, recall that the coefficients ¢ and n depend
on the mid-plane parametrization ¢®. In the following, we omit, where convenient, the 0" order
Chebsyhev polynomial, Py(6) = 1, and the explicit dependence of § on (3.

Using Eq. (44), we can now define the in-plane, covariant basis vectors as

Ox
9o = 37@ (45)
= an + gn,apl(e) (46)
=aq — gbgagpl(m : (47)



where we defined a, = 0x(/9(“ and used the Weingarten formula with the curvature tensor
components by, = @, - 1 and the contravariant metric tensor a’®, such that bg = ba7a75 . The
third basis vector is calculated to be

ox
g3 = 87@ =n, (48)

implying that nt = i~ = n. Restricting the basis vectors in Egs. (47) and (48) to the mid-surface
yields

goz’Cs:O =aq, (49)
gg‘cgzo =n. (50)

Therefore, we identify {a,,n} as the basis on the mid-surface, satisfying a,, - n = 0.

In curvilinear coordinates, the Laplacian of the potential ¢ can be written as [6]
Ad=¢,l; 97 (51)
= (¢U - Ffjtﬁk) 97, (52)

where éz = 9¢ /¢, qu\ ; is the covariant derivative of ¢ ;, g = g’ - g is the contravariant metric,
and Ffj is the Christoffel symbol of the second kind, defined as

IY=gi;-9" . (53)
Here, g* denotes the contravariant basis vector, related to the covariant basis vectors by
g"=d"gr . (54)

From [gij ] = [gij]_l and Eq. (47), it becomes apparent that ¢¥/, g* and Ffj are rational
polynomials. This complicates evaluation of the inner products required in the proposed dimension
reduction method. Therefore, we find approximate, non-rational polynomial expressions for these
quantities, requiring the truncation of small terms using the geometric properties of the thin film.
To that end, we introduce the principal curvatures of a surface, denoted by k,. Furthermore, we
define the mean and Gaussian curvatures as the trace and determinant of the curvature tensor b:

1
H=_trb, (55)

K =detb, (56)

where tr and det denote the trace and determinant, respectively. The mean and Gaussian curvatures
are related to the principal curvatures by

1
H = 3 (k1 + K2) (57)
K = k1Ko . (58)

We now make the assumption that the principal curvatures are small compared to the thickness of
the thin film, i.e.

(bra)* < 1, (59)



as is often found for lipid membranes. While Eq. (59) also implies
(GH? <1, (60)
FPK| <1, (61)

the former two inequalities do not imply Eq. (59). However, Eq. (59) allows us to further simplify
our derivations in the following.

In particular, we need to estimate the order of magnitude of the curvature tensor b. Denoting
the orthonormal eigenvectors of b by I, = 1%, the spectral decomposition of the curvature tensor
becomes

2
b=> kaola ®@la . (62)
a=1

Using Eq. (62), we can estimate the order of magnitude of b acting on an arbitrary symmetric tensor
A= Ag l¢ ® lg. Taking the inner product of A and b, we find

2
(6b)*: A= (6ka) AT, (63)
a=1

where the colon indicates a double contraction. Similarly, we find
Ip: A= A%, (64)

where Iy = a, ® a® = l, ® [ is the unit tensor on the tangent plane to Sg. The quantities in
Egs. (63) and (64) are invariant, implying

(6b)*: A< Iy: A. (65)

Next, we derive an order of magnitude estimate for the components of the curvature tensor.
The Cayley-Hamilton theorem applied to the curvature tensor reads |6]

b> —2Hb+KIp =0 . (66)
Multiplying Eq. (66) through by §%b and substituting Eq. (66) back, we find
§°b® — 6 (4H? — K) b+ 25° HKIy = 0 . (67)

With Egs. (60) and (61), Eq. (67) is an estimate of the order of magnitude of the cube of the
curvature tensor when compared to b and I. In the remainder of the derivation, we often discard
small terms using Egs. (60), (61), (65), and (67). For notational simplicity, the omitted terms are
replaced by O((dk)"™) for some integer n and k = max,(|kq|) to indicate the order of truncation.

We are now equipped to find an approximate polynomial expression for g¥. Equations (47)
and (48) yield

gy — Fggﬂ] (1)] 7 (68)



and consequently

g = [[gag]_l ?] ’ (69)

such that we only have to concern ourselves with finding an expression for the in-plane metric
gap and its inverse. For notational convenience, the following derivation is expressed in standard
polynomial form rather than Chebyshev polynomials. From Eq. (47), we then obtain

52
G = Gag — Obapl + Zbgbwﬂ? : (70)
Taking the determinant of the metric yields
det (gag) = det (ang) (1 — 2H0) + 0((5K)2) : (71)

and Taylor-expanding the inverse of the determinant of the metric yields

11
det (gap) ~ det (anp)

(1+ 2H60) + 0((5H)2) : (72)
Using [ga/g]_1 = [go‘ﬁ], Cramer’s rule, and Eq. (72), the contravariant metric becomes

e det(lwsmgwﬁé (1+ 2006+ 0((68)?)) . (73)

where €*? is the unit alternator, defined as

0 1
af _
eW = [_1 0} . (74)
Simplifying Eq. (73) further yields
apf af af 302 afpn2 2
g7 = a4 5670 4 Z-Hb +O<(5m)) (75)

where the Cayley-Hamilton theorem was used [7].

We obtain an expression for the contravariant basis vectors by substituting Eq. (75) into Eq. (54)
and using Eq. (66), yielding

o _ o« 5ba B 52Hb°‘ B o((5k)2 76
9" =a" + jbga” + Ba~|—<(n)) (76)
a 52 a B d a, f 52 a3 2
Furthermore, from Eq. (69), it immediately follows that

g=gs=n. (78)

Given approximate expressions for ¢/ and g*, we are left with finding approximate expressions
for the Christoffel symbols I‘fj With Egs. (46), (76) and (78), the dot product in Eq. (53) can



be evaluated. However, considering the structure of ¢®?, we only require the following Christoffel
symbols to evaluate Eq. (52):

. = o _ ébw 0 — ﬁbu o2 — ﬁHb“ b193 + (’)((5/@)2> (79)
af = tap T plap” T Ty Paspu 4wt ’
1)
Tap = bag — 5040150 (80)
[33=0, (51
Ty =T =0. 2

In Eq. (79), OFZéﬁ = @q,p - @’ denotes the Christoffel symbol on the mid-surface and a semicolon

indicates the surface covariant derivative of a tensor. Moreover, to obtain Eqs. (79) and (80), we
used Eq. (67), the relations

n3=0, (83)
ng-n=>0, (84)

as well as
nos =~ (thas) (85)
= — (0 gas + b3, *T5za. +blbsam ) | (86)

implying
nag-a’ + “Togb) = —bY 5. (87)

2.3 Dimension Reduction

We now apply the dimension reduction procedure introduced in Sec. 3.2 of the main text to find
the dimensionally-reduced equation corresponding to Eq. (38). This requires evaluating Eq. (52)
using the expressions for the inverse metric and Christoffel symbols derived in Sec. 2.2 as well as
the expansion of the potential introduced in Sec. 4 of the main text:

¢ = ¢oPo(0) + ¢1P1(0) + 2 Pa(6) . (88)

The partial derivatives appearing in Eq. (52) evaluate to

¢,08 = 00,08P0(0) + d1,05P1(0) + ¢2,05P2(0) (89)
¢33 = g@ : (90)

and multiplication by the metric tensor yields
af 0 af 352 af 0 af 30° aypB 2
9760 % doap (a7 + BHDY ) + 20761 05+ T 005+ O((06)) . (91)

16
933 = 57¢2 ; (92)



where £ indicates that the expression following the equal sign is truncated after the &** Chebyshev
polynomial. In Eq. (91), the term highlighted in orange is negligible based on Egs. (65) and (66).
Next, the Christoffel symbol terms in Eq. (52) are expanded as

¢’7Flﬁ - (gbo”YPO(e) + ¢ 'ypl( )+ ¢2,7P2(9)) X
af _8 aﬁu 0() 70{;54‘% 3% 1()
52 53

—g Vasbi2(0) — T HU 0L P (9)+O<(5”)2>> (93)

0 7 82 30° by 2 9%
PO(H) ¢0:'Y F - 7bo¢ ,Bb ¢1774 a B + Hba HohgY (’252:7 16 Ol 5bﬂ
362 362
Py(0) { P05 (bﬂy 5+ g Hb, bZ) + 1, <0F7 - wbg,glﬂ)

0
_(752774( -|- Hb of u)}

52 5 52
Py(6) {—¢0778bg;ﬁbg — 17 (bg;ﬁ + 2HbZ;BbZ> + oy (‘)FV R bgﬁb

[[v

}

+0((r)?) , (99)
and
6ar%s = (5nm0(0) + 50am0))
(baﬁpo(e) — 2 (2Hbys ~ Kay) P1(0)> (95)
— Py(6) {iqslbaﬁ 2y (2Hb, Kaaﬁ)} +
PL(O) {¢1 (2Hbos — Kans) + ?(ﬁQbag} +
Py(0){—2¢2 (2Hbop — Kaag)} - (96)

Contraction with the metric tensor then yields
By T 2¢ 0F7 —62b” by af  30% prpaB ) _ 6 by 4+ 2k Y ) pes
g Pylag = POy g Vel a 4 4 \ P 16 11 9%;8%1
(S 362 a 362 o
P14 {—4 (b” + 5 Hb“ﬂbz> ( A+ 3 Hb B)
6 367 3 2
af [ Oy 1 39 o Y ) noopy
+ b < L5 St 5bg> = LH? (8], + SHY b)) }

52
qﬁm{ Tghssbr (M + 3 gpos )

10



(52 B 52 362 B 0 52 2
-3 (bg;ﬁ + 7lﬂlb’oj;ﬁbz> + g HY < Tl — §bg;5bz>}+ O((én) )
(97)
52 52
_ 0 af of
= %0y {< Flg - 865;5192) a = szt;ﬁb }
O (v 307 K af 5a[3 oy 352#
¢177{—4 (ba,ﬁ—i_SHba,ﬁblz a +§b Faﬁ_ﬁba,ﬁblz
52 52 362
20 { = gthtin®® = G000+ 2 HOT | 0 (100)7) (09

and
2
Qa'gﬁb,BFiB = o1 {6ba5 <aaﬁ + %Hbaﬁ> + %bmbgbaﬂ }
e 2 o o 2 o
¢2 {_Qbavbg <“ ?+ S Hb ﬁ) + 4bapb™ — 2 HVPboyb } +0((6r)°)  (99)
4H
= T?Z)l +4 (2H2 —K)¢a+ +(9<(5,.;)2> ’ (100)

where the terms highlighted in orange can again be neglected based on Egs. (65) and (66).
Using Egs. (91), (92), (98), and (100) in Eq. (52), the Laplacian of the potential is expressed as

0 2 16
Ad = do.apa®” + G0 B1as + TG0 Wb20s + 52
0 52 52
b0,y {( Tos — 5 o;abi ) a®? — b 507 } -
é 52 ) 52
D1, {_Z (bl;ﬁ + %HbZ;BbZ) a®? + 5b°F <OFZ¢ - %bg;gbZ)} -
52 52 362 770
by {00 gbla® — GboPY 5 + B HOTT o0 |
4H
- 56— 4 (2H2 — K) 6 +O((6n)°) (101)
s 4 16 2
= A%y — SHo1 + 5500+ O((00)?) | (102)
where the surface Laplacian is defined as A%y = (¢o,a). 5 a®?, with the colon indicating the surface
covariant derivative of a vector. The term highlighted in green is small based on Egs. (60) and (61)
and the terms highlighted in blue are negligible based on dimensional arguments. Namely, we
assume there exists a characteristic in-plane length scale £ over which the curvature and potential
vary, satisfying
(602 < 1. (103)

Using Egs. (59) and (103) and noting that Eq. (101) is invariant, non-dimensionalization allows us
to neglect all terms highlighted in blue in Eq. (101). Also note that Eq. (102) is truncated at first

11



polynomial order which is equivalent to taking the inner product of the Laplacian with the zeroth
order Chebyshev polynomial. Therefore, we can write the zeroth order contribution of Eq. (38) as

M 0(CY) — ACwBI(CVH + 5 Crial(¢®) =0, (104)

where Cy; = e)/6 is the membrane capacitance per unit area.

Equation (104) has three unknowns, the coefficients ¢g, ¢1, and ¢2. As discussed in Sec. 4 of
the main text, the jump conditions in Eqs. (37) and (39) are used to find expressions for ¢ and ¢s.
To this end, we substitute the potential expansion, Eq. (88), into Egs. (37) and (39), yielding

25M

——5 (01(C%) +42(¢7)) = —ot +n-ept|st (105)
BN (01(¢7) — 4ol = o+ s (106

where ep+|g+ is the bulk electric field at the top and bottom bounding surfaces S*. Solving
Egs. (105) and (106) for ¢ and ¢9 yields

(") = g (- fene) ~ J o~ 7)) | (107
52(0%) = g (0 nel™ = (7 +07)) . (108)

where <5BeB)M = %(EB+EB+|3+ + ep-ep-|s-) and [[EBQB]]M = ep+ep+|s+ — €p-€p-|s- denote

averages and jumps across the membrane, respectively. Equations (104), (107), and (108) are
independent of the parametric direction (3 and therefore, constitute the (2 + §)-dimensional theory.

Finally, we derive effective boundary conditions corresponding to the three-dimensional bound-
ary conditions in Eqs. (42) and (43). Expressing the expansion of the prescribed potential in terms
of Chebyshev polynomials as

o =Y omiPi(0) (109)
=0

and taking the inner product of Eq. (42) with the zeroth order Chebsyhev polynomial yields
¢o=dmo, VEES D - (110)

For the Neumann boundary condition in Eq. (43), we first note that the assumption of Kirchhoff-
Love kinematics implies that the outward pointing normal (see Fig. 1) can be written as

v=1%, , (111)
where v, is independent of (3. Therefore, we find

v -grad(¢) = (qﬁ’i gi) - (V%aq) (112)
=" (¢o,P0(0) + ¢1,8P1L(0) + d2,8P2(0)) x
<(5§ + Tﬂbg) Py(6) + gbﬁPl(a) + (ibegPQ(G)) + o(((mf) (113)

12



) 52
L e <¢o,ﬁ (55 + S HY > + Z¢1,Bb§ + E@,Bbfbl + O((5/‘6)2>> : (114)

where the term highlighted in orange can be neglected using Eqgs. (65) and (66). Expanding the
prescribed electric field as € = > ;2 €;P;(f) and taking the inner product of Eq. (114) with the
zeroth order Chebyshev polynomial, Eq. (43) reduces to

§ 52
- (cbo,a + Zcbl,gbﬁ + méz,gbﬁbg> =é , (115)

where the equality only holds to order O((5/<;)2>. When applying Eq. (115), we assume that ¢; and

¢ are determined by Egs. (107) and (108), respectively. Alternatively, they could be determined
by using the inner product of Eq. (43) with the first and second order Chebshev polynomial.

3 Derivation of Analytical Solutions

In the following, the analytical solutions to the exact and (24¢)-dimensional theories used in Sec. 5.1
of the main text are derived. For the flat geometry, the (2 + §)-dimensional theory is exact but for
the cylinder and sphere, it deviates from the exact theory. Due to the curvature of the cylinder and
sphere, the potential in the interior of the membrane does not just vary linearly and is thus not
captured exactly by the (2 + §)-dimensional theory. However, the error in the (2 + 0)-dimensional
theory decreases quadratically with increasing radius of the geometry.

3.1 Flat Geometry

Consider the flat geometry described in Sec. 5.1.1 of the main text. The governing equations for
the three-dimensional theory are

- =0, Vre(-§/2—L",-4/2) (116)
d$2 - 9 €T 9 9
d’dm

= —5/2,6/2 11
a2 =0 e (-9/25/%), (117)
d2¢B+ +
1o =0, Vee(9/2,6/2+1%), (118)

together with the boundary conditions

ddn_
- Z’i —e, x=-0/2—L, (119)
g+ =0, z=06/2+LT, (120)
and interface conditions
gBB— = QBM , T = _5/2 ) (121)
dén dg-\ _
<6M e EB 1z =0 , x=-0/2, (122)

13



éM = (ZBBJF y L= 5/2 ) (123>

d¢EB+ d(iM +
_ _ — =46/2. 124
(5B dz EM da:) o y X 5/ ( )
Defining
=22 (125)
€B

we can construct the piecewise solution for the exact theory as

_l’_ —
¢3B:—ex+e<g<i—1>+L+>+§B(0++a)+6€0;A, (126)
; e o\ (4 L+ L\ b0
O
@BF(_e_;(aua)) (x— (L* +6/2)) . (128)

The governing equations of the (2 + §)-dimensional theory, Eqgs. (104) and Gauss’ law in the
bulk domains, simplify to

Pop- _ 0, Vee(=§/2—L",-5/2) (129)
a2 " ’ ’

p2=0, =0, (130)

T =0, Vr€(6/2,6/2+L%). (131)

while the equations for ¢ and ¢9, Egs. (107) and (108), read

B [ dop+ dop- 1, .
9 — P 132
d dop-
~16Cyi¢y = —en ( i? = ﬁi 5> — (ot +07), (133)
2 T2

which enforce, by construction, the jump conditions in Eqs. (122) and (124), leaving us with the
conditions for potential continuity on S*:

¢p-=¢Mm , T= _5/2 > (134>

oM =¢p+, T=06/2. (135)

The boundary conditions for the (2 + §)-dimensional theory remain as in the three-dimensional
theory and are thus given by Egs. (119) and (120).

The solutions in the bulk domains coincide with Eqs. (116) and (128), respectively, and are thus

omitted here. In the membrane, the solution is defined by the three coefficients

+ —
do=e( vt )+ (ot r o) 4T (136)
0 2 B 2Cn
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0 (e o
2,2 137
n=-3(5+2) (137
$p2=0, (138)
and the expansion of the potential
¢ = goPo(0) + 1 P1(0) + p2P2(0) . (139)
The dimensionless coordinate 6 can be expressed as
2z
=" 14
5 ) ( 0)
and, by recalling the definition of the first three Chebyshev polynomials
Pi=1, (141)
pP=6, (142)
Py =201, (143)

the expression for the potential in Eq. (139) yields the same result as the three-dimensional theory,

Eq. (127).

3.2 Cylinders

Consider the cylindrical geometry described in Sec. 5.1.2 of the main text. With R§ = Ro£6/2,
the governing equations for the three-dimensional theory in cylindrical coordinates are

d dop-

el — . 144
o " ar 0, Vre(Ra,Ry), (144)
d déum — pt
- — 14
U 0, Vre(Ry,Ry), (145)
d_dop- N
il — 14
o ar 0, Vre(Ry,Rg), (146)
together with the interface conditions
bp-=¢m , T=Ry, (147)
dn dfg-\ e
(é‘M ar EB ar =0 , r=Ry, (148)
gBM = gZ)B"" , TI'= (J)r ) (149)
dep+ ddu
—<5B 3 M dr>:0+ , r=R{. (150)
Additionally, the potential is fixed to be zero at Rg > Rg and the electric field is imposed at
0<Ra<Ry:
dop-
—?i —é, r=Ra, (151)
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¢+ =0, r=Rg. (152)

The general form of the solution is

¢p- = —eRalnr+ B~ , (153)
o =Clnr+ D, (154)
dp+ = AT lnRLE : (155)

with the remaining coefficients, determined using Eqs. (147)—(150),

> - - +
B = <€RA+ROJ> ln};()_—{—éRAlnRO

X EM 0
1
—1In ZO 2N ZE (Rgo™ +Ryo™) , (156)
. 1
AT = —eRp — - (Raaf + R(J{UJF) ) (157)
B
X EM
D= < Ry 4 07 > In Rj — (éRA b1 (Rt + Ra—)> Wl (159)
X EM 0 eg * ! 0 Ry,
For the dimensionally-reduced theory, the governing equations are
d d(;SBf _
il - 1
dr a 0, Vre(Ra,Ry), (160)
2C
7M $1 1 C'M¢2 . T=2Ro, (161)
d dﬁbB— +
— = 162
o o ~ 00 Ve (B, Re) (162)

where we used H = —1/(2Ry). Similar to the flat geometry, the coefficients ¢, and ¢9 are given by
the equations

dép+ deép- 1 _
20M¢1 = +=(c"—-07), (163)
2 ( dr Ro+8 dr Ro—$ 2( )
d deép-
16Cvio2 = eB ( ?3* - ﬁB ) + (ot +07) . (164)
r Ro-&-g r Ro—%

As before, the jump conditions are satisfied by construction such that we only have to ensure
continuity of the potential:

d)B_ = ¢M 5 r= Ra s (165)
oM =g+ , =Ry . (166)

The boundary conditions remain as in the exact theory and are thus given by Eqs. (151) and (152).
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The general form of the solutions to Egs. (160)—(162) is

¢p- = —eRpalnr+ B~ (167)

oM = ¢oFPo(0) + 1 PL(0) + 2 Pa(0) (168)

bp+ = AT lnL 7 (169)
Rg

with the coefficients, determined using Eqgs. (163)—(166),

eRpd ) _
po=——"—"F@8BRy—0)+—— (0 (8Rp—9
16xRy Ry ( ) 16 Ry (" )
~(eRra+ - (Rfot+Ryo™) | In By (170)
B 0 0 RE ’
_ 9 R~ o
¢1 _ _R05<2€EBRA_+ +RO g ) ’ (171)
ERAD? 0o~
go=—n0 4 %7 (172)
16xRy Ry~ 16C\ Ry
_ T,
AT = —eRp — - (Ryo~ +Rjo™) (173)
_ 5 _
B = eRA_RO+ ROU+ +eRyIn Ry
RT 1. RS _
—In R—;eRA - In R—(; (RjoT +Ryo™) . (174)

Comparison of the bulk solutions of the three-dimensional and (2+0)-dimensional theories shows
exact agreement for r > Ry, i.e. ¢+ = dp+. However, for r < RJ, the (2 + §)-dimensional theory
is not exact. Defining the non-dimensional curvature as

4]

= 175
S (175)

I
the error between the exact and (24 6)-dimensional theories scales quadratically with p for r < Ry,
ie. ¢p- — Ppp- = O(,uz), consistent with the assumption in Eq. (59). For comparison within the
membrane, the exact potential is expressed as

- eRn  Ryo~ r _ | _ R§
= — In{— ] — — (R, R, In — . 176
oM < . + o >D<R5r> <6RA+€B( 00+ Ryo ) nRE (176)

Evaluating the inner product of Eq. (176) proves difficult such that we instead expand the first
logarithmic term:

In <}%> —In (W) (177)
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Given that 7 < 1, the constant, linear, and quadratic contribution are, respectively,

Tra
—Z <1+M>n:_1n(1+u):—u+0(u2), (179)
r N
n21<1+ﬂ> "y (180)
> TL*]. " 2__#72 2
nz_:l <1+u> 0F = -5 0% (181)

Thus, the constant part of Eq. (176) can be written as

eRAS  Rjdo~ [ 1 o RS
—(eRa+— (Rjo™ + R, In—% . 182
2ROX+2EMRO © A+EB( 07 + OU) HRE ( )
while the linear term takes the form
SRAS — 5o
_eRA _RO o , (183)
2R0X QEMR()
and the quadratic term becomes
_ 2 — 2
€RA52 R, 6 02 . (184)
By rewriting the (2 + ¢)-dimensional solution in standard polynomial form, i.e.
dM = G0 — G2 + 16 + 2¢26° , (185)
the constant contribution of the (2 + ¢)-dimensional solution evaluates to
eRAOR Roo~
do— 2= o 0 (1-8)+ 20 (1-4)
2xRy Ry 2 20m R, 2
~(era+ - (Rfot+Ryo™) |In By (186)
€B 0 0 RE '

Comparing Eq. (186) to Eq. (182), Eq. (171) to Eq. (183), and Eq. (172) to Eq. (184) shows that
the error between the exact and (2 4 §)-dimensional theories scales as O(/ﬂ), again consistent with
Eq. (59).

3.3 Spheres

Consider the spherical geometry described in Sec. 5.1.3 of the main text. The governing equations
for the three-dimensional theory in spherical coordinates are

2 A B

dT 3 =0 Vre(BaRy), (187)
odon _ ot

dr dr 0, vre(Ry,Ryg), (188)
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d ,dé~

—r’—— =0, Vre(R{,Rg). 189

ar  dr » Vr € (Ry, Rp) (189)
The interface and boundary conditions remain as in the cylindrical case and are thus given by
Egs. (147)—(152). Upon applying the boundary conditions, Eqgs. (151) and (152), the general form
of the solution becomes

I éR} + B, (190)
qEM:—erD, (191)
ot = ;}; (JiE - 1> : (192)
with the remaining constants determined using the interface conditions, Eqs. (147)~(150):
At = ;3 (o (BD)® +0™ (By)*) + e} (193)
B = e (T (0)°) - e (0Re R R)
- &B];(% (R¢ — Re) (a+ (R + 0~ (RO—)Q) . (194)
é=—€”f—;(1%a>2, (195)
gy (e 5 7)) -
— (ijgg? (a+ (RE) + 0~ (R5)2> . (196)

For the dimensionally-reduced theory, the governing equations are

d ,do™ _
@T ? =0 s Vr € (RA,RO ) y (197)
4 16
Cri— 1+ —Cug2 =0, r =Ry, (198)
Ry o
d ,do~ +
el — 1
dT‘T dr 0 ) Vr e (RO 7RE) 5 ( 99)
where we have used H = —1/Ry. The interface conditions, the governing equations for ¢; and ¢a,

as well as the boundary conditions remain the same as in the cylindrical case and are thus given by
Egs. (163)—(166). After applying the boundary conditions, the general form of the solution reads

o = e}? +B™, (200)

oM = G FPo(0) + @1 PL(0) + p2 Pa(0) (201)
AT (Rg

q§+ = R—E (T — 1) , (202)
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with the remaining coefficients determined using Eqgs. (163)—(166):

g (e (Ba) ) e
T T8 (Rot+0) \ \Ry) " en Ry (Ro +0) R
R()RS_ (Ra_ —RE) (0’+ +07) 5R06Ri R()U*
€B (Ro + 5) Rg 2y (RO 4 5) (Ra)g 2C\ (R() + (5)
§ (Rf — Rg) Ry 2 t oo
(Ro +6) Rg (Ry) B
(SROQR?A Roo~
b = — _ 7 (204)
2y (Ro+6) (Ry)?  2Cm (Ro+9)
5%eR% oo~
¢o = A + : (205)
8x (Ro+6) (Ry)?  8Cwm (Ro+9)
Ro—0) (RY)? (RH)ot (RT)*(Ro—6)o~
A+=€Ri(0 )(0)2+(0)U+(0)(0 )o 7 (206)
(Ro+0) (Ry) €B e (Ro + 6)
B _ OB R} o~ _eRiRO_(;(RaL>2
(Ro+0) \(Ry)*x &) Re Ro+0\Ry
§Ro RS _Ry—6
— eR% - —% (R} — Rg <a++a ) . (207)
(B +0) (By)? oty (4~ 1) Ro+0

The functional forms of the solution of the exact and (2 + §)-dimensional theories coincide in the
bulk domains such that it is sufficient to compare the coefficients AT and A1 as well as B~ and
B~ . Expanding the respective expressions around p = 0 shows that AT and B~ are accurate up to
order O(p?), with p defined in Eq. (175).

To compare the solutions within the membrane, we expand the exact solution in Eq. (191)
around p = 0:

om = ~—+D (208)
C .
-~ 4D 209
Ro(L+p0) © (209)
__¢ (=1)* uko* + D . (210)
Ro (=

The series converges for |u| < |#|~!, which is satisfied since # € (—1,1) and |u| < 1. Therefore, we
identify the constant part of ¢y as _R% + D and comparison to ¢y — ¢2 shows that the constant
contribution of the (2 + §)-dimensional theory is accurate up to order (’)(uz). Similarly, we can

compare R%M to ¢1 and —1%/12 to %qﬁg, also revealing accuray to order (’)(;ﬂ) as expected by the
assumptions of the (2 + J)-dimensional theory.
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