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Single Transition Layer in Mass-Conserving
Reaction-Diffusion Systems with Bistable
Nonlinearity

Masataka Kuwamura* , Takashi Teramoto' and Hideo Ikeda!

Abstract

Mass-conserving reaction-diffusion systems with bistable nonlinearity
are useful models for studying cell polarity formation, which is a key pro-
cess in cell division and differentiation. We rigorously show the existence
and stability of stationary solutions with a single internal transition layer
in such reaction-diffusion systems under general assumptions by the sin-
gular perturbation theory. Moreover, we present a meaningful model for
understanding the existence of an unstable transition layer solution; our
numerical simulations show that the unstable solution is a separatrix of
the dynamics of the model.
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1 Introduction

Reaction-diffusion systems are useful models for studying the mechanism of the
appearance of non-uniform patterns in various fields of science and technology.
In this paper, we consider the existence and stability of stationary solutions

with a single internal transition layer in the following reaction-diffusion system:

{ ug = €2Upy + f(u,v)

ve = Duvgy — f(u,v) (1.1)
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on an interval 0 < x < 1 under the Neumann boundary condition, where &
and D are positive constants satisfying 0 < € < D. The nonlinear term f is a
smooth cubic function such that the ODE u; = f(u,v) is bistable in u for each
fixed v. This type of reaction-diffusion system is proposed by [16] for studying
the wave-pinning phenomenon in cell division and differentiation: A transient
and localized stimulus to an unpolarized cell is spatially amplified to result in
a robust subdivision of the cell into two clearly defined regions, front and back.
In simple terms, this biological phenomenon can be mathematically interpreted
as the dynamics of where a traveling front solution starting from the edge
converges to a stationary solution with a single internal transition layer. In fact,
[16] 17] concluded that

{uT = Uz, + fu,v) 1.2)

vy = Duge — f(u,v)
has stable stationary solutions with a single internal transition layer under cer-
tain conditions by using a formal analysis and a perturbative argument against
the background of cell biology. Here, 7 = t/e represents the fast time scale as
compared to the time scale ¢, and the dynamics of is equivalent to that
of . They confirmed their theoretical results by numerical simulations for
(1.2) with specific nonlinear terms.
We note that is a typical example of reaction-diffusion systems

{ up = diuge + f(u,v) (1.3)
v = davgy — f(u,v),

where the nonlinear term f is an appropriate smooth function. They were
proposed by [8 23] as a conceptual model for studying cell polarity formation
which plays a key role in cell division and differentiation. We immediately find

that any (smooth) solution of (|1.3) satisfies

1 1
/ (u(z,0) + v(x,0)) de = / (u(z,t) + v(z,t)) dx
0 0

under the Neumann or periodic boundary conditions. Therefore, (1.3|) are called
the mass-conserving reaction-diffusion systems [I]. Similarly, we immediately
find that any (smooth) stationary solution of (1.3) satisfies

dyu(z) + dov(z) = Const. (1.4)

under the Neumann or periodic boundary conditions. This fact suggests that
the asymptotic behavior of (1.3]) near stationary solutions can be similar to that

of scalar reaction-diffusion equations.



We should consider that or can include the dynamics which is
similar to the dynamics of scalar reaction-diffusion equations with cubic nonlin-
earity such as the Allen-Cahn equation. Recalling that the Allen-Cahn equation
exhibits metastable patterns with a single internal transition layer moving at
the speed of O(e~¢/¢) for some positive constant C' as shown in [2] [5 [10], we
wonder whether or not numerical solutions regarded as stable stationary so-
lutions in [I6], I7] are metastable patterns. In fact, metastable patterns are
often misidentified as stable stationary solutions in numerical simulations; this
would be a problem in the study of the bifurcation structure of mass conserv-
ing reaction-diffusion systems with bistable nonlinearity referring to numerical
simulations as seen in [I7]. Moreover, the formal analysis and perturbative argu-
ment by [I6] [I7] cannot distinguish stable stationary solutions from metastable
patterns. Therefore, it is necessary and important to give a rigorous proof of
the assertion that or has stable stationary solutions with a single
internal transition layer.

The purpose of this paper is to show the existence and stability of sta-
tionary solutions with a single internal transition layer in reaction-diffusion
systems under general assumptions by the singular perturbation method
[6, [7, 14, 21]. Our approach provides a new point of view for studying mass-
conserving reaction-diffusion systems. In fact, to the best of our knowledge,
existing mathematical analyses for mass-conserving reaction-diffusion systems
are concerned with localized unimodal patterns (spike solutions) under the in-
fluence of the ideas of the variational method [3] [ [O] 12| T3] [I8]. First, we

mention assumptions to obtain our main result.

Assumption 1.1 (A1) The ODE u; = f(u,v) is bistable in u for each fived
v el = (v,v). That is, f(u,v) = 0 has ezactly three roots h=(v) < h%(v) <
ht(v) for each v € I satisfying

fu(h*(v),v) <0 and fu(h°(v),v) > 0.

(A2) The function

ht(v)
J(v) = / flu,v)du (v el) (1.5)
h—(v)
has an isolated zero at v = v* € I such that
ht(v)
J (v*) = / fo(u,v*)du # 0. (1.6)
h=(v*)



(A3)
fulh*(v),0) < fuo(hF(v),0) (v eE).

The assumptions (A1), (A2) and (A3) were used in the formal analysis and
perturbative argument by [I7]. We emphasize that these assumptions can be

easily verified in many practical problems including those of [16] [I7]. Let

13 ::/0 (u(z,0) + v(x,0)) dx.

Then, the conservation law

1
/ (u(z,t) + v(z,t))de =€ (1.7)
0
holds. We choose £ in such a way that the following inequality holds:
h™(v*) +v* < & < hT(v*) +v*. (1.8)

Let us define

o h) (0w <aT)
Ule) = { hH*) (a* <z <1) (1.9)
and
Vix)=v" (0<x<1), (1.10)
where
oo ) =€ (1.11)

" ht(v*) — he(v¥)
satisfies 0 < z* < 1 by ([1.8]). We note that (L.11)) is derived from

1
/0 (U () + V* (@) de = €,

and that (U*(z), V*(x)) is the leading term of the outer approximation of sta-
tionary solutions constructed in Section 2.

In simple terms, our main result is summarized as follows:

Theorem 1.1 Assume (A1) and (A2). For any given £ satisfying (1.8), the
reaction-diffusion system (L.1)) has a family of stationary solutions (u®(x),v¢(z))
satisfying

1
/ (u®(z) +v°(x))dx = ¢ (1.12)
0
for small . They satisfy

lim u®(z) = U*(x) uniformly on [0,2" — o] U [z* + 0, 1]

e—0



} w,v)=0

u =hf(v‘)
(@) (b)

Figure 1: Schematic pictures of bistable nonlinearity and stationary solutions
with a single internal transition layer at the leading order. (a) The graph of
f(u,v) = 0 separates the (u,v)-plane into the upper-left and lower-right regions
of f > 0 and f < 0, respectively. Solid points on the graph indicate bistable
equilibria of the ODE w; = f(u,v) in u for v = v*. (b) The red and blue solid
lines show the profiles of U*(x) and V*(x), respectively. The dotted line shows
the profile of u®(z) around x = z*, which jumps up from h~(v*) to h™(v*) at

x = z* given by (1.11)).

for any o with 0 < o < min(x*,1 — 2*), and

lim v®(x) = V*(x) uniformly on [0, 1].

e—0

Moreover, under the assumptions (A1), (A2) and (A3), the stationary solutions
(uf(z),ve(z)) are stable if J' (v*) > 0.

Remark 1.1 As shown in Figure [[[b), u®(x) exhibits a single internal transi-
tion layer with O(1)-amplitude at = 2* when ¢ is sufficiently small. We note

that it exhibits a jump-up transition. If we take

e Rt (v*) (0 <z <z*)
Urle) = { h=(v) (" <z <1),

we can obtain a stationary solution whose u-component exhibits a jump-down

transition when ¢ is sufficiently small. It is stable if J'(v*) > 0.

Remark 1.2 Noting with (L.3), we immediately find £2u®(z) + Dvé (z) =
C(e), where C(e) denotes a constant independent of x. Therefore, we have
v¥(z) = (C(e) — e?u(x))/D, which implies that v®(z) exhibits a single internal
transition layer with O(g?)-amplitude at = z* when ¢ is sufficiently small (See,
Figures in Section 4). Moreover, it exhibits a jump-down (resp. jump-up)

transition if u®(x) exhibits a jump-up (resp. jump-down) transition.



The mathematically precise version of this theorem is presented by Theo-
rem [2.1] Corollary[2.1]and Theorem[3.2] They give a mathematical justification
for the results in [I6] [I7], which are obtained by a formal analysis and a pertur-
bative argument with the aid of numerical simulations.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In the next section, we con-
struct stationary solutions with a single internal transition layer by the matched
asymptotic expansion method [7] which was used for scalar reaction-diffusion
equations with bistable nonlinearity dependent on the spatial variable z. The
first key of our construction is to find a rule for recursively performing the
matched asymptotic expansion of any order under the constraint condition
. Moreover, the second key is to apply the implicit function theorem to
guarantee that the stationary solutions exactly satisfy the constraint condition
. In Section [3] we show the stability of the stationary solutions with a sin-
gle internal transition layer on the basis of the singular perturbation method by
[6, 21] which were used for reaction-diffusion systems with bistable nonlinearity
of FitzHugh-Nagumo type. Here, we cannot apply the Lax-Milgram theorem to
the singular limit eigenvalue problem (SLEP) for investigating the behavior of
a critical eigenvalue which essentially determines the stability of the stationary
solutions. In spite of this complication, we can give the precise characteriza-
tion of the critical eigenvalue due to a natural constrained condition derived
from the conservation law. Consequently, we can show the stability of the sta-
tionary solutions with a single internal transition layer under Assumption [I.T
when J'(v*) > 0. In Section 4, we present some examples of mass-conserving
reaction-diffusion systems which have a stationary solution with a single inter-
nal transition layer with the aid of numerical simulations. We show a precise
profile of the stationary solution, where the v-component also exhibits a tran-
sition layer at x = x* as well as the u-component. Moreover, our numerical
simulations show that the stationary solution is unstable if J'(v*) < 0, which
supports that the sign of J'(v*) gives the stability criterion of stationary solu-
tions with a single internal transition layer. Section [5]is devoted to concluding

remarks.



2 Existence of single transition layer solutions

In this section, we consider single transition layer solutions of
2ugy + f(u,v) =0,
fu-0) z € (0,1)
Dvww - f(U,U) = 0) (21)
(Ua; 02)(0) = (ue, ve)(1) = (0,0)
satisfying
1
e~ [ (@) +v(a)) ds (22)
0
for a given constant £ with (1.8) under the assumptions (A1) and (A2).
Since €2ugy + Dvgy = 0 by (2.1), noting the Neumann boundary condition,

we have
e?u+ Dv = C(e), (2.3)

where C(¢) is a constant dependent on €. Substituting v = (C(e) —?u)/D into
the first equation of (2.1)), and ([2.2)), we have a single equation for u

{ 2y + f(u, (C(e) —e?u)/D) =0, x € (0,1) 2.0

U, (0) = uz (1) =0,

and

= Cl(;) + <1 — €D2> /01 u(x; e)de, (2.5)

respectively. Though the problem is quite similar to the one that was
discussed in [7], there are two differences between them. First, the nonlinear
term f in does not depend on x explicitly, and second the extra condition
is added. We assume that a solution u of exhibits a sharp jump-up
transition layer at @ = z*(e) € (0,1).
To solve this problem, in Section we assume that C(e) and z*(g) are
represented by
C(e) =Cy+eCy, (Co/D €1) (2.6)

and
x*(e) = xo + ex, (2.7)

respectively for small € > 0, where I = (v,7) is given in the assumption (Al).
We note that Cy and g are to be determined by (A1), (A2) and in
and , respectively. Since we consider an approximate solution of up
to O(g), the error terms O(g?) do not appear in the right hand side of



and (2.7, i.e., C1 and x; are to be determined as functions of ¢, respectively,
in Section We divide the interval [0,1] into two subintervals [0, 2*(¢)] and
[x*(€), 1], and consider the following two boundary value problems:

{ 2Uyy + f(u, (C(e) —e?u)/D) =0, x € (0,2%(¢)) (2.8)
uz(0) =0, u(z*(¢)) = «
and ) )
{ Uy, + f(u, (C(e) — €%u)/D) =0, x € (z*(e),1) 29)
u(z*(e)) = a, ux(1) =0,

where « is an arbitrary fixed constant satisfying h=(Co/D) < a < h*(Co/D)
and Cy/D € I. By using the singular perturbation method used in [7], we show
the existence of solutions satisfying and . In Section we match
these solutions in C'-sense at & = z*(g), from which we find an approximate
solution of up to O(e) by determining the relations between C; and z; for
j = 0,1. Similarly, we use the equation , and obtain the other relations
between C; and z; for j = 0,1 in Section Finally, in Section using
the result in Sections and we determine the unknown constants C'(e)
and x*(¢) uniquely, and obtain the desired result about the existence of single
transition layer solutions.

Here, we again note the difference between our problem and that in [7]. In
[7], since the nonlinear term f does depend on x explicitly, *(¢) is determined
by the Cl-matching at x = 2*(¢) and then the condition is not necessary.
While in our problem , since f does not depend on x explicitly and contains
an unknown constant C(e), then to determine C'(¢) and z*(¢) uniquely we need
two relations; the Cl-matching at = z*(¢) and the condition (2.5). This
difference comes from the property of mass conservation.

We use the following function spaces with positive € in this section:

) ) 2 d k
czo,1] = {ue C#10,1] | kzoorg?%(l <€dm> u(x)| < oo},
20,1 = {ueC?0,1] ] ug(0) =0, uy(1) =0},
C200,1] = {ueC2[0,1] | uz(0) =0, u(l) =0},
C2100,1] = {ue C20,1] [ u(0) =0, uy(1) =0}.



2.1 Solutions of (2.8) and (2.9)

First, we consider the approximation of the solution of (2.8) up to O(e). Ap-

plying the change of variables = x*(g)y, we have

{ tuyy + (27(€))2f(u, (C(e) — e®u)/D) =0, y € (0,1)

2.10
uy(0) =0, u(l) = a. (2.10)

In order to construct the outer approximation of the solution of (2.10]), substi-
tuting
u(y) = Uy (y) + U7 (y) + O(?)

into (2.10]), and comparing each coefficients of powers of €, we have
f(Uy,Co/D) =0 (211)

and

foUr + [ C/D =0, (212)
where f, = fu(U, ,Co/D), fo = fu(Ui,Co/D). Since we consider a jump-up
solution at y = 1, it follows from ([2.11)) and (2.12]) that

Uy (y) = h™(Co/D) (2.13)

and

Ui (y;C1) = —=(fy /f.) - (C1/D) = h, (Co/D) - (C1/D), (2.14)
where we used the relation f,(h~(v),v)h, (v) + f,(h™(v),v) = 0 obtained by
the differentiation of f(h™(v),v) = 0 in v. It should be noted that U, (j = 0,1)
are constants independent of y. Since these outer approximations do not satisfy
the boundary condition at y = 1, we must consider the correction of the above
approximation to the solution of in a neighborhood of y = 1 with the aid

of the inner approximation given by

u(y) = Uy (y) + Uy (y;C1) + g (50) + 29y (427) + O(2). (2.15)

€ €

Introducing the stretched coordinate z = (y — 1) /e, and substituting (2.15) into
(2.10), and comparing each coeflicients of powers of €, we have

{ &5{ +aif = 0,_ z € (—oo,O)_ (2.16)
N (—o00) =0, N (0)=a~— Uy (1)
and . _
{ oy +adfoo; = Fy (2,Cr,11), 2 € (—00,0) (2.17)
1 (—00) =0, ¢7 (0) = ~Uy (1;C1), '



where the dot notation denotes d/dz, and
Fl_(Z, Cl,xl) = 72%01’1]‘77 — mngUl_(]-,Cl) — x%f}Cl/D,

[~ =f(h™(Co/D) + ¢5,Co/D), fi = fulh™(Co/D) + é5,Co/D),
and f; is similarly defined. From the assumptions (A1) and (A2), we find that
has a unique monotone increasing solution ¢ (z) since o > h~(Cy/D)
and Cy/D € I. Moreover, we see that the solution of is explicitly given
by

o7 (a5 o) = Uy (1509 L
%1(0) ! (2.18)
_ '72 [EE— s F1 ;Cl;xldd,
o )/z (éo (0))? /_w‘% (R Yd¢dn

Now, we put
U™ (y;e:Crma) = Uy (y) +eUp (y;Ch)
+0(y)do (Y2H) + 0)er (5 Cry ),
where 0(y) € C*°[0,1] is a cut-off function satisfying

0(y) =0, yel0,1/2]; Oy)=1, yel[3/41];
056(y) =1, ye(1/2,3/4).

(2.19)

Since U~ (y;&; Cy, 1) is an O(e) approximation to a solution of (2.10)), we set

a (y;e;Cry21) = U~ (y36;Cr 1) +er (y565C1, 1) (2.20)

and rewrite as the following form with respect to the remainder term r~:
er, + (2*(e))?f(U +er™,(Cle) —e*U™ —&*r7)/D)/e

+ EU@(y;E;Cl,xl) =0, ye(0,1) (2.21)

7, (0) =0, r=(1) = 0.

When we simply write (2.21]) as
T(r—;eCrx) = 0, (2.22)

T is a smooth mapping from 05270[0, 1] to C[0, 1], and then we have the following

lemma:

Lemma 2.1 For any given constants C} and x7, there exist g > 0, pg > 0,
and K > 0 such that for any € € (0,&9) and (C1,z1) € A,, = {(Ci,21) €
R? [ [(C1,21) = (CF,27)| < po},

10



(1) 1T(0s&; Cr,21)l|cpo,1) = o(1) uniformly in (C1,21) € Ay as e — 0;

(i) for any ri,me € C2,[0,1],

oT

H 7‘1,8 Cl,l‘l) Or— (T2;€; 01,171) < K||T1 — T2||C€2’0[0,1];

C?WU[O,I]HC[OJ]

< K.

C[O,l]—>C§10[O,1]

1
(0;¢;Ch,21)

w |

Moreover, the results (i)-(iii) hold also for 9T /0C, and T /0xy in place of T.

Since this lemma is proved by the argument similar to that of [14, Lemma
4.3], we omit the proof.

Owing to Lemma we can apply the implicit function theorem to ,
and thus obtain the following:

Proposition 2.1 There exist €1 > 0 and p; > 0 such that for any € € (0,e1)
and p € Ay, , there exists = (y;6;C1, 1) € C2,[0,1] satisfying

T(r~(y;e;Cr,21);6;Ch 1) = 0.

Moreover, r~(y;e;Ch,x1), Or—/0C:(y;&;C1,21) and Or~/dz1(y;e;Ch1,21) are
uniformly continuous with respect to (e,C1,x1) € (0,61) x A,, in C? 0l0,1]-

topology and satisfy

Hrf(y;5;01@1)”0;0[0,1]
;&5 0, , :
H (v Ch 1) c2 01 (= o(1) uniformly in (Ci,z1) € A, ase — 0.
(y75 Chxl)
35“ C2 [0,1]

Therefore, we obtain the solution of (2.8]) on [0, z*(¢)], which takes the form
u(z36;Cr 1) o= 1U (5056 Cr 1)
= Uy (325) + eUr (52553 C) + 0(525) ¢ (55 S)

+ e0( =7 )¢1 (Isf(s ;Ch, 1) +er” (Ic*(s),s, Cy, 1),
x € [0, z*(e)].

(2.23)

Next, we consider the solution of (2.9). Applying the change of variables
x=x*(e)+ (1 —z*(e))y, we have

{ uyy + (1= *(e))*f(u, (C(e) —*u)/D) =0, y€(0,1)

u(0) = a, uy(1) =0, (2.24)

11



where C(g) and z*(¢) are given by (2.6) and (2.7)), respectively. Applying the
same lines of argument as applied to (2.10]), we can obtain the outer approxi-

mation of
u(y) = Uy (y) + U7 (33 C1) + O(?),
where
Ug (y) = h*(Co/D) (2.25)
and
Ui (y; C1) = (5 /£5) - (C1/D) = h (Co/D) - (C1/D), (2.26)
and f,F = fu(Uy,Co/D), ff = fu(Us,Co/D). We note that U™ (j = 0,1) are
constants independent of y.
Similarly to the problem , since these outer approximations do not
satisfy the boundary condition at y = 0, we must consider the correction of

the above approximation in a neighborhood of y = 0 with the aid of the inner

approximation given by
u(y) = Uy (y) + Uy (y;C1) + g (£) + o1 (£) + O(e?). (2.27)

Introducing the stretched coordinate z = y/e, and substituting (2.27)) into
(2.24), and comparing each coefficients of powers of ¢, we have

g'iia' + (1 —20)2ft =0, ze(0,00)
2.28
{¢>g<o>:a—w<o>, 6 (00) = 0 (229
and . ~
{ of + (1 —m0)2ff¢f = Fif (2:C1 1), 2 € (0,00)
(2.29)
¢ (0) = —UT (0;C1), 7 (00) =0,

where the dot notation denotes d/dz, and
Ff(2C1ym) = 2(1 = wo)a1 f© = (1= 20)*fLUT(0;C1) = (1= w0)*f,S C1/D,

F* = f(*(Co/D) + ¢, Co/ D). fif = fulh*(Co/D) + 65, Co/ D),
and £ is similarly defined. From the assumptions (A1) and (A2), we find that
(2:28) has a unique monotone increasing solution ¢g (z) since a < h*(Cy/D)
and Cy/D € I. Moreover, we see that the solution of (2.29) is explicitly given
by

o1 (2;C1,21) = — U (0;Cr) =
HEehm) 1 1)%(0) (2.30)

— dt(z N S + (O
it [ pE | R o macn




Applying an argument similar to the above, we can find the solution @ (y; e; C1, 1)

of (2.24) as follows:

't (y;e;Cr 1) = U (y;6;Chroan) +ert (y; 6;C, 1),
Ut (y;e;C1,21) = Uy (y) + €Uyt (y; C1)

N (2.31)
+0(1—y)dg (L) +e0(1 - y)oi (4;Cr,21).
Here, r*(y;;C1, 1) € C2,(0,1] satisfies
[Ir* (ys &5 C1, x1)llez o)
8r+ g;C1,x1)
y’ b c2,01] (= o(1) uniformly in (Cy, 1) € A,, as e — 0.
ort
Ha(y§5§017931)
! C2al01]

Moreover, r*(y;e;Cy,21), Ort/0C:(y;e;C1,x1) and Ort/dz(y;e;Ch, 1) are
uniformly continuous with respect to (¢,C1,z1) € (0,e2) x A,, in C2,[0,1]-

topology, where 62 and po are positive constants. Thus, we obtain the solutions

of (2.9 . on [z*(g), 1] which takes the form
U+($;€;Cl,$1) _u+(TE5)7€ Olaxl)

= Uy (5253) +eUT (2515 C) + 0(255) ¢ (%)
+€9(1 aj*(s))¢i~_(ga :;*((55)10171‘1)"_67“ (y757017$1)5
x € [2%(e), 1].

(2.32)

2.2 (C'-matching at r = z*(¢)

We now consider the C'-matching of u~(x;¢;C,21) and ut (x;6;C1,21) at
x = x*(¢) to obtain the approximation of the solution of (2.4 up to O(e). Since
these two solutions are already continuous at x = 2*(g), we then determine the

values of C; and z; (j =0,1) in such a way that

D(e) = sx*(e)(l—x*(5)){%1;_(1:*(5);5; Cl,xl)—%uﬂx*(e);e; Ci,z1)} = ole)

holds for small € > 0. Noting that U;” and U ]+ are constants, it follows from
[£23) and E39) that
®(e) = e(l—a"(e){dg (0)/c + ¢y (0;Cr, 1) +0(1)}

— ex*(e){dg (0)/e + ¢ (0; C1,21) + (1)}
= <I>0 +€(I)1(01,I1) +O(€),

13



where
o = (1= 20)95 (0) = 206 (0), (2.33)
©1(Cr,21) = (1= 20)¢y (03 Cr, 1) — 1 (0) — 2o (0;Cr, 1) — 2195 (0).
First, we consider ® = (1 — z9)dy (0) — zodg (0) = 0. It follows from

that
0 .. . .
0 = [ {d5dy +aRsh (Co/D) + 65, Col D) Yz
| — 2 «
= M + 23 /h(c /D)f(u, Co/D)du

¢y (0) = 550\/—2 /h—(c P f(u,Co/D)du

Similarly, it follows from (2.28) that

ht( CO/D)
5E(0) = (1 - 20) / (u, Co/ D)du

Therefore, we have

which implies

2{E0(1 —CCO Co/D)

h*(Co/D)
h— (CO/D

where J = J(v) is given by (L5). Hence, noting the assumptions (A.1) and
(A.2), it follows from ([2.13)), (2.25) and @y = 0 that

Co=Dv* and Ui(y) = h*(v"). (2.34)

We note that though &y depends on both Cy and z(, the solution satisfying
®y = 0 is determined by only Cy = Dv* for any z¢ € (0,1). Moreover, we have

95 (0) = 330\/—2 e (2.35)
h=(v*)
ht (v )
od(0) = (1 — o) \/ / f(u, v™)du. (2.36)

Next, we consider ® (C1, 1) = (1—x0)d] (0; Ch, x1)—x10y (0)—z0d] (0;Ch, 1) —
z1¢¢ (0) = 0. Note the following relation:

and

0 ~ . 0 e .
/_ x%f;qsadz:—/_ oz =35 (0),
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where we used the relation ¢, + z2f; (i)& = 0 obtained by the differentiation
of the first equation of (2.16)) in z. Then, it follows from (2.18) that
0

. () 1 L .
67 (0:00m) = 0T O+ /_OCFl (25 Ch, 1)y dz
1

. O ~ .
-G (U;<1;01>¢a<0> 2 [ by

(2.37)

o . x(Q)CI o _ .
~agor ey [ frdpas= T [ frdga:)

1 @ ,TQCl «
= — —2x0x1/ f(u,v*)du — =2 fv(um*)du) .
o (0) ( he(v°) D Jh-@e

Similarly, it follows from (2.28]) and (2.30]) that

1 (0;Cy,21) = L —2(1 — zo)x ne f(u,v")du
1 y U1y, L1 ¢3_(0) 0 1 N )

1— 2020, [P
—|—7( g)) ! / folu,v*)du | .
Hence, by (2.37)) and (2.38]), we have

O1(Croa1) = (1=0)éy (0;C1,21) — 2165 (0) = o (03 Cr, 1) — w16 (0)
= K(xg)x1 + M(20)C1 + R(x0),

(2.38)

where

_wo(l—zo) [, [ T N
Ka) = ( 2 S ) 3 )
xo(l—x () ;
+W (2/ f(u,v*)du) — 93 (0),
0 (o3
23 (1 — z0) * .
M(zg) = — 2927 »(u, v™)du
o) Dy (0) </h<v*>f( ) )

U .

(2.39)

(2.40)
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and R(zg) = 0. Moreover, it follows from (2.35]), (2.36) and (2.39) that

a ht(v*)

—2(1 — 2x0)J (v*)

B a ht(v*)
\/—Q/h(v*)f(u, v*)du + \/2/04 flu,v*)du

where J(v) is given by (L1.5). This implies that ®; does not depend on x;.

Noting
ht(v*) el
/ flu,v*)du = 7/ f(u,v*)du
o h=(v*)

by J(v*) =0, it follows from (2.35)), (2.36) and (2.40) that
.’13()(1 — Xp

M(LL'()) = — = )
D\/—2/h_(v*)f(u7v )du

by (1.6). Therefore, it follows from (2.14)), (2.26) and ®; = 0 that
C1 = —R(z0)/M(z0) =0 and UZ(y;C1) =hF@w")C1/D=0. (2.41)

:07

ht(v*)
/ fo(u,v*)du #0
h=(v*)

2.3 Computation of (2.5

To complete the construction of the approximate solution of (2.4 satisfying
(2.5), we determine the values of C; and z; (j = 0,1) by the conservation law
(2.5)). Here, we put

C(e g2\ !
U(e) = é) + (1 - D) /0 u(z;e;Cyymy)da — €. (2.42)
(2.5)) is equivalent to ¥(e) = 0. Using (2.23)), (2.32)), (2.34) and (2.41), we have

1 z™ (e)
/ u(xz;e;Cpymy)de =
0

1
u” (z;e;Cp,m1)dx +/ ut (z;6;Cy, 21)dx,

0 x*(e)

(2.43)
where

z*(e) 1
/ u_(x;E;Cl,xl)d:E:x*(s){/ Uy + U +o(e))dy
0 0
0
+5/ (65 (2) + e67 (25 C1, 1) + o(e))d= }

0
= (xg +ex1 + 0(e)){h™ (v*) + eh, (v*)C1/D + 6/_ oo (2)dz + o(e)}
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and

/1 W (s O Yo = (1— x*(g)){/l(U; + U + oe))dy
z*(e) 0

be [T (656 + 201 (5 Crmn) + of0)iz)
0
= (1 -z —exy +o(e)){hT(v*) + ehf (v*)C1 /D + 5/000 o (2)dz + o(e)}.

Substituting (2.6) and (2.43)) into (2.42)), we have
U(e) = {v" +zoh™ (v*) + (1 = 20)h ™ (v7) — &}

0
+ E{moh;(v*)Cl/D—i—xo/ ¢ (2)dz + z1h™ (v")

+ (1 —2o)ht (v*)C1/D + (1 — o) /000 bg (2)dz — x1h+(v*)} + o(e)

= Uy +e¥(C1,21) + 0(e).
(2.44)
Comparing each coefficients of powers of € in , we have U; =0 (i =0,1).
Noting and h~(v*) < h*™(v*) by the assumption (A1), it follows from
Uy = 0 that
ht(v*) +v* — ¢

=x* = d 1. 2.45
To=2x ) — h (o) and 0< 2y < ( )

Moreover, it follows from ¥;(Cy,z1) = 0 that

{zohy (v*) + (1 = @o)hy (v*)}C1/D

_ {th(’U*) —h~ (U*)}fﬂl -+ Il(xo) = O, (246)

where o -
L (o) = 20 / 65 (2)dz= + (1 — z0) / o (2)dz
—00 0

is a function of xy. Since C7; = 0 by (2.41)), it follows from (2.46|) that z; is
uniquely determined by

Il(l‘o)
ht(v*) — h=(v*)’

(2.47)

T =

Thus, we see that (2.23) and (2.32) give the approximation of the solution of
E4) with (Z3).
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2.4 Determination of C'(¢) and z*(¢)
Finally, we determine C(¢) and z*(¢) uniquely such that (2.4]) with (2.5) have

a single transition layer solution u(x;¢) at the layer position z = x*(e).

First, the coefficients C; and z; (i = 0,1) are determined step by step as
follows: Cy (by ([2:34)) — ¢ (by (2.45)) — C1 (by [2.41)) — 21 (by (2.47)).
We note that ®(¢) = o(e) and ¥(e) = o(e); ® and ¥ are not identically zero for
these C7 and z.

Next, we set (C,2%) = (C1, 1) in Lemma[2.1] and consider C(e) = Co+eC4
and z(g) = wg + ;. We can take (Cy,7;) around (C},z}) so as to satisfy
®(e) =0 and ¥(e) = 0 as follows: Let us define ®*(Cy, Z1;¢) and ¥*(Cy, Z1;¢)
by ®(e) = e®*(C1,%1;¢) and ¥(e) = eU*(Cy,71;¢), respectively. We easily
find that there exist two positive constants § and e3(< min{ey,e2}) such that
®*(C1,71;¢) and ¥*(Cy,71;¢) are continuous in Cy € (CF — §,CF +0),71 €
(x3 — 6,25 +6) and ¢ € [0,e3), and are C'-functions of Cy and Z;. Moreover,

we can easily find that

oe* . . a%* . .
(I)*(Cfvxf;o) =0, 8@1 (0171'1;0) = M(xO)a 071 (01,1'1;0) =0,
* * * 6\1!* * * — * —+ *
(CF,a1:0) = 0, S (CF 2150 = (wohy () + (1 = @) (v)) /D,
1
8\11* * *, btk *
8.@1 (Clvxlao) =h (’U ) h (U )7

which implies that

a(d*, )

A = N ol = T + o) — b~ (v* .
B2 (Cri50) = Mlzo) (h* () ~ h™ (7)) # 0

Then, we can apply the implicit function theorem to ®*(Cy,Z1;¢) = 0 and
U*(Cy,#1;¢) = 0, and find that there exist C; = Cy(g) and Z; = 71 (¢) for ¢ €
[0, e3) satisfying C1(0) = Cf, 71(0) = z%, ®*(C1,Z1;¢) = 0, and ¥*(Cy, 7y5¢) =
0.

Substituting C; = C1(g) and z; = Z;1(¢) into (2.6), [2.7), and (2.32),

we obtain the following existence result:

Theorem 2.1 Suppose the assumptions (A1) and (A2). For any e € (0,¢e3),
there exists a family of solutions u®(z) € C2[0,1] of [@2.4) and [2.5). Further-
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more, the following estimate holds:

u®(x) — U_(xi;E;C'l(E),fl(E))

C2 ol0,2*(e)]

as € — 0.

Remark 2.1 In Section|2.1, we took Uy (y) = h™(Co/D) in (2.13) and Uy (y) =
h*t(Co/D) in (2.25)) as a jump-up solution. If we take U, (y) = ht(Co/D) in
2:13) and U (y) = h=(Co/D) in [2:25)), we can obtain a jump-down solution

ut(z) at x = x*(e).

Remark 2.2 We can perform the matched asymptotic expansion of any order
k, i.e., we can obtain a family of solutions u®(x) € 60'62[0, 1] of (2.4) and (2.5)

with the estimate

uf (x) — Uy (——s & C(e), 2k (€))

$*(E) C2 [0,z (e)]
xr—x*(e _
T R et MY G A ) — o)
—a*(e) 02, [z*().1]

as € — 0, where U, and U,j are the kth order approximate solutions given by

equations similar to (2.19) and (2.31]), respectively.
By using the relation v¢(z) = (C(¢) — e%u®(z))/D, we obtain

Corollary 2.1 For sufficiently small ¢ > 0, (1.1) has a family of stationary
solutions (u®(x), ve(z)) satistying (1.12)) with the following properties:
(i)

lim v*(z) = V*(x) (2.48)

e—0
uniformly on z € [0, 1], where V*(z) is given by (1.10]).
(i) For each o > 0 with 0 < 0 < min(z*,1 — z*),
lim u®(z) = U*(z) (2.49)

e—0
uniformly on z € [0,2* — o] U [z* + 0, 1], where U*(2) is given by (L.9).
(iii) Let a°(¢) = u®(z*(e) 4+ &¢) and v°(¢) = v*(x*(¢) + &¢), where ( = (x —
x*(g)) /e is the stretched coordinate around the C'-matching point = = z*(g).
Then, for each ¢ > 0,
lim °(¢) = v*

e—0
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and

lim @°(¢) = Q(¢)

e—0

uniformly on ¢ € [—0, 0], where Q(¢) satisfies
{ QCC + f(Qv'U*) = 0’ (2 50)

Q(£00) = h*(v*), Q(0) =h"(v*). '

Remark 2.3 Corollary 2.1(ii) shows that the u-component of the stationary
solution exhibits a jump-up transition with O(1)-amplitude when ¢ is sufficiently
small. In contrast, the v-component of the stationary solution exhibits a jump-
down transition with O(e?)-amplitude because v*(z) = (C(e) — ?u(z))/D
by , where C(g) defined by is constant. The matched asymptotic
expansion of the second order can give the coefficient of O(g?)-term of C(e),
which is lengthy and involved in general. However, in Section 3, we present a
simple example such that the O(g?)-term of the v-component of a stationary

solution can be clearly expressed.

Proof of Corollary (i) Since u®(z) is bounded, it follows from
and that lim. v (z) = lim._0(C(g) — e%u®(x))/D = v* uniformly on
z €[0,1].

(ii) It follows from (2.7)), (2.19), (2.34) and (2.45) that

lim U*(x*i(e);s;éme),m(s)) = b (v")

uniformly on z € [0,2* — o]. Similarly, we see that

lim (222

£—0 1—2(e) ;e;C1(e), &1(e)) = ht (v*)

uniformly on x € [z* 4 ¢, 1]. Therefore, we have by Theorem
(iii) It is clear that lim._,o 9°(¢) = v* uniformly on ¢ € [—o, o] because of the
assertion (i). When ¢ < 0, noting = z*(¢) +&(, v = 2*(¢)y, 2 = (y — 1) /e and
, we have

a6 (¢) = u (z*(e) + e¢;¢,Ci(e), 21(e)) = u (1 + ez, Ci(e), 71 (e))
U=(1+ez;¢e,C1(e),Z1(e)) + O(e) = Uy (1) + ¢y (2) + O(e)
h-

() + ¢5 () + O(e),

where u~, &=, U~ and ¢, are given by (2.23), (2.20), (2.19) and (2.16)), respec-
tively. On the other hand, applying the change of variable z = n/zq to (2.16)),
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we find that Q™ (n) := h™ (v*) + ¢y (n/xz0) satisfies
{ Quy + (@ U*)
Q™ (—o0) = h~( ) Q7(0) = h°(v*), @y (0) =y (0)/xo,
where we choose a@ = h%(v*) € (h™(v*),h"(v*)). Similarly, when ¢ > 0, we
have @°(¢) = h* (v*) + ¢g (¢/(1 —x0)) + O(¢), and find that Q*(n) := h+(v*) +
o3 (n/(1 — x0)) satisfies

,U*

*

{ + f(QF,v*) =0
QF(+00) = T (v7), QT(0) =hO(v*), Q(0) = &5 (0)/(1 — o).
We can obtain

) = { Q= (m (=0

QT (m (>0

satisfying the same equation as (2.50) by the C''-matching of Q= (1) and Q% (n)
at 7 = 0 because ¢q (0)/z¢ = ( )/(1 — xp) by ®¢ = 0, where ® is given by
. Since we can identify ¢ with n in the limit of ¢ — 0, by using a similar
argument in the proof of [2I, Lemma 1.1], we see that lim._,0 () = Q(¢)

uniformly on ¢ € [—o, 0], where Q(() satisfies (2.50). O

3 Stability analysis of transition layer solutions

In this section, we perform the stability analysis of (u®(x), v (z)) given by Corol-
lary under a constraint derived from the conservation law (|1.7)).
We consider the linearized eigenvalue problem

Lo0° = Xo05, &F = ( 5. ) ex, £ ( ik ) (3.1)
under the Neumann boundary condition, where f& = f,(u®(z),v%(x)), f& =
fo(u (2), 0% (2)),

9 2
L5 = g (@), (@), M® 1= Do f(u(a), v (@),

X={<so,w>eL2<o,1>xL2<o,1>|/O<sa+w>dx=0}, (3.2)

and the domain D(L?) is naturally defined. We note that the constrained con-
dition in the definition X is naturally derived from the conservation law (|1.7).

In this section, we use the notations
ful@) = fu(U(2), V7 (2)) and fi(z)= fu(U"(z),V"(2)), (3.3)
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where (U*(z),V*(z)) is given by (1.9) and (1.10). From the assumptions (A1)
and (A3), we have
falx) <0 (0<z<1) (3.4)
and
fole) = fu(x) >0 (0 <z <), (3.5)

respectively. Moreover, we denote the inner product in L2(0,1) by (-, -).

3.1 Preliminaries

We denote by 5 (j = 0,1,2---) the eigenvalues of L : L?(0,1) — L?(0,1)

under the Neumann boundary condition;
o(Lf) ={kj}iZ0, Ho>pi > >p5; = —00 (j—o0)

We note that V*(z) = v* satisfies V,*(2*) = 0, where V*(x) is given by
and V*(z) = lim._,ov°(z) by (2.48). Moreover, we note that f(h*(v*),v*) =
0 by the assumption (Al). Noting Corollary we see that the following
propositions are true by [6, Proposition 5.1] and [21] Corollary 1.3, Lemma 1.4
and Lemma 2.3].

Proposition 3.1 Under the assumptions (A1) and (A2), for sufficiently small
€ > 0, the following properties hold:

(i) Let ¢5(x) be the L%-normalized eigenfunction of L¢ corresponding to uf.
Then,

ps=0(e %) as e =0 (3.6)
for some C > 0, and
1t
lan - / G5 (@)da = k(W (v") — ™ (")), (3.7)
where
o —1/2
o= ([ auerac) (38)

and Q = Q(C) is the solution of (2.50]).
(ii) For each p € H'(0,1), we have

o ()5

. ¢8 e\ _ % *\ T/[. %
lim <p, (\/g 12 = Kp(a) T ("), (3.10)
where K* and J'(v*) are given by (3.8) and , respectively.

and
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Proposition 3.2 Under the assumptions (A1) and (A2), for sufficiently small
€ > 0, the following properties hold:

(i) There exist p. > 0 independent of € such that u5 < —p. < p§. Moreover,
(L — N)7tPe : L2(0,1) — L%*(0,1) is well-defined for any A € A = {\ €
C | ReA > —p. }, and

_ 1
0L =07 Poallee < rlalles forq € 20.1) (310

holds for any given p € (ug, —p+), where P is the orthonormal projection onto

the orthogonal complement of ¢g.
(ii) For g € L*=°(0,1) and A € A,

Eli_r%(LE —N7tPeg = f;(qé)x)_/\ strongly in L*(0,1). (3.12)

Moreover, the convergence in (3.12) is uniform with respect to A\ € A and q on
a H'-bounded set.

3.2 Properties of eigenvalues

Noting (3.4]), we define

v = min{ ., o inf (—fr(x))}/2 >0, (3.13)

<z<1
where 4, is given by Proposition [3.2(i), and f;(z) and f; (z) are given by (3.3).
We consider the eigenvalues of inA.={A€C|ReX>—v}.
Decomposing the first component of the eigenfuction of £¢ as ¢° = a®¢pj+w®,
the eigenvalue problem is rewritten as

af (g — X°) = —(¥%, f5¢%)

(LF — X®)w® = —P(fSy°) (3.14)

(M? — XY — fows = a f£5,
where (g, ¢§(x)) is the principal eigenpair of L¢, a® € C, w* satisfies (w®, ¢§) =
0, and P* is the orthogonal projection onto the orthogonal complement of ¢g.
We note that (¢°,9°) = (a®¢5+w®,1°) € X, which implies that the constrained

condition . L L
a® / ogdr + / wdx + / Yede =0 (3.15)

0 0 0
holds. This equation plays a key role to characterize a critical eigenvalue which

essentially determines the stability of the stationary solutions. Noting A°* €
A, C A, it follows from Proposition [3.2fi) that
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w® = —(LF — \°) 7L Pe(feyf). (3.16)
Substituting (3.16]) into the third equation in (3.14), we have

(M® = N)° + fo (L7 = X)L PE(fi97) = a” £ 5. (3.17)
In what follows, we suppose (°,9°) = 1. In fact, if ¢° = 0, then w® = 0

and o = 0 by (B7), (315) and (316).

Lemma 3.1 Under the assumptions (A1) and (A2), for each p € H*(0,1), we
have

fatfs
Ji— X
Proof. Noting ||[¢¢||r2 = 1, we have

‘/01 Yedx

Moreover, noting A° € A, C A, it follows from and (3.16) that

—(Dg, pa) + (= fo0° = AU +

Y,p)=o0(1) as e =>0. (3.18)

< [[98]lee = 1.

lwllzz = [[(L° = X) TP (700 |le < IV

I/\E— 4l

holds for any given p € (uj, —p). Since ReA® > —v > —pu, /2 by A° € A, we
have 5
w2 < ;Hff;:wEHL%

which implies

1
‘/ wédx
0

Since || f5||Le is uniformly bounded with respect to €, it follows from ([3.7)) and

(3.15) that
1 1 1
ae/ podz| = / wsdsr:—|—/ Yeda
0 0 0

and |a®] < C/+/e for sufficiently small e, where C' is a positive constant inde-
pendent of €. Thus, it follows from (3.9)) that

o 2650 = lalE | (. (2 )ff}

Thus, by using integration by parts, we obtain ) due to and -
O

2 2
< [z < ljllf&/fgllm < ITIIfSHLw

2
<1+ I\Ifillmo

o(l) as € = 0.
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Lemma 3.2 Under the assumptions (A1) and (A2), there exists a positive con-
stant R independent of € such that |A°| < R holds.

Proof. It follows from (3.18)) that

(DY) + (—fE0° — XU+ ffgfa U, 47) = o(1) as £ 0.
By using (¢°, %) = 1, we have
A = =DUE U5} — (507 0) + (2570 o) as =0,
Hence, noting A° € A, |(f50, )| < |[f5lo[[¥*]12: and [[¢]|12 = L, we have
—v < ReX = ~D{U5. 1) — (50", v) + Rel 207, 0) +o()
< el + Re( 50709 1) a5 € =0
and e
Im/\5:Im<f*f Yy ) +o(1) as e — 0.

Here, we assume that lim._,o |\°| = +00. Since
[fu = A1 = N =1l = I =l fallzee >0
holds for sufficiently small , noting ||¢)¢||2 = 1, we have

oL FollFE] s - Sl 15l
iyl 1“'—/ - S R .

as € — 0. This implies that |A°| is bounded for sufficiently small e, which leads

— 0

to a contradiction. Thus, we see that lim._,q |A*| < 400 holds. O

Under the assumptions (A1) and (A2), it follows from Lemmal[3.2] that there
are no eigenvalues in { A € C | ReA > —v, |A\| > R}, where v is given by (3.13).
In what follows, we consider eigenvalues in As = {A € C | ReA > =6, |A\| < R},
where § is an arbitrarily given constant satisfying 0 < § < v. Noting that A\¢
is continuous in € on a compact set Ag, we suppose that lim._,g A\® exists in As

because we are interested in the behavior of eigenvalues which determine the
stability of (uf(z),v®(x)).
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Theorem 3.1 Under the assumptions (A1), (A2) and (A3), any eigenvalue
A® € As, must satisfy
lim ReA® <0
e—=0
and
lim ReA® < 0 4f lim ImA® # 0,
e—0 e—0
fo(x) — fulx)

. 5 }>0.

where § = min{v, inf
0<z<

Proof. We note that d; is well-defined by (3.5) and (3.13)). It follows from
(3.18) that

g (> g (> g g fiflé): (> £
7<Dwxa¢x> + <7fy’l/) - A 'l/) + ﬂw ,1,[} > = 0(1) as € — O,
which implies
=7
Let a® = ReA® and 5° = ImA®. Then, we have

D( fm¢§->+)\5< ¢s,¢€>=0(1) as € — 0.

)‘E+(f5_ 5) e .\ (fg_f5)+as+iﬂe
() = Ot
_ <(OéE —fa)?+ foles — fa) + (B°) —if5 B
(@ = f1)% + (8°)?
as € — 0 because lim._,¢ f&(z) = f*(z) uniformly on z € [0,2* — o] U [z* + 0, 1]

for any o > 0 with 0 < 0 < min(z*,1 — z*) due to Corollary Let

ve, )

¥E, U ) +o(1)

Ki = (a = f)? + fi(a® = f2) + (8°)° and K3 :=(a® — f3)* + (8°)°.

Since a® > —d1 and (3.13) by A\° € As,, when ¢ is sufficiently small, it follows

from (3.4) that
of — fo>—fu/3=01/3

holds, which implies K5 > §2/9 > 0. Similarly, when ¢ is sufficiently small, it
follows from (3.5)) that

af +(f5 = fi) = o = {=(f7 = f)}
=aof —{=(fs = fDr+ (5 = 1)
> (fs = f2)/3=61/3
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on z € [0,2* — o] U [z* + 0,1] for any ¢ > 0 with 0 < ¢ < min(z*,1 — z*)
because lim._,o fS(x) = f(x) uniformly on = € [0,2* — o] U [z* + 0, 1] due to
Corollary 2.1] Therefore, we have

Ki = (o = fi{a® + (f5 = fa)} + (B6°)° 2 61/9 > 0

on z € [0,z* — o]U[z* 4 0, 1] for sufficiently small e. In addition, by Lemma
and ||f¢||z=~ = O(1) as € — 0, we have

KE
0<C < <—§¢E,¢E> < Cy (3.19)
K3
for sufficiently small €, where C; and Cs are independent of . Then, we have

/\E<)‘E+(f5_ 5) Kf_lfgﬁs
-1 K;

:a5<
€

+ipe{ - a€<%ws,w€> + <2ww>} +o(1) as &0,

UF, ) = (o +i6°)(

) + (B P(FEvv)

¥, ) + o(1)

which implies

D{z, ) +as(

T )+ (520 ) = o)

and
€

g —ar (vt ) + (o)} = o)
as € — 0. Therefore, we have

0"DUWE ) + {0 + (PN T ) =) (320

as ¢ — 0. Noting (3.19)), it follows from ([3.20) that

o, DY\ e (D )
<a +2<(KT/K§W,¢E>> e (2<<K;/K;>ws,w6>> e

as € — 0. In the limit of ¢ — 0, this equation seemingly expresses a circle

included in the left half plane in C, and the circle is tangential to the imaginary
axis at the origin. Thus, we obtain Theorem O
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Theorem 3.2 Under the assumptions (A1), (A2) and (A3), the stationary so-
lutions (u®(zx),ve(x)) are stable if J'(v*) > 0. i.e., any eigenvalue A° of the

linearized operator of (1.1) at (u(x),v(x)) in X given by (3.2) must satisfy
ReA® < 0 for sufficiently small e > 0 4f J' (v*) > 0.

Proof. By Theorem [3.] it suffices to prove that any eigenvalue A° € Ag,
satisfying lim._,g A°* = 0 must satisfy ReA®* < 0 for sufficiently small € > 0 if
J'(v*) > 0. It follows from (3.18) that

(DY, pr) =0 for Vp € Hl(O, 1),

where ¢* = lim._,¢ ¢°. Hence, noting (1°,1°) = 1, we have ¢* = 1. Moreover,
by (3.12)) and (3.16), we have w* = —f}/ f*, where w* = lim._,o w®. Therefore,
it follows from (3.7)) and (3.15) that

1 1
/ wdx + / Yedx
0 0

1 1
(>
— d
ﬁA%x1
RH(hES) =h= () Jo  fi
Thus, by (3.6, (3.10) and the first equation of (3.14]), we obtain
) W) = A (")

1

f*_ *

udm
I

as € — 0. Thus, by (3.4) and (3.5), we see that A° satisfying lim._,q A* = 0
must satisfy ReA® < 0 for sufficiently small € if J'(v*) > 0. O

lim a®yve = —lim

e—0 e—=0

e(k¥)

N = S, T + 4 W) ol (3:21)

Remark 3.1 Notice that gives the characterization of an eigenvalue sat-
isfying lime_,o0 A°* = 0. This eigenvalue is called the critical eigenvalue which
essentially determines the stability of (u®(z),v(x)). Although our result sug-
gests that the stationary solutions (us(x),ve(x)) are unstable if J'(v*) < 0, we
cannot conclude that it is true because we have not yet proved the existence of
the critical eigenvalue in As,. To prove this existence, we must consider the
solvability of with respect to ¥ when \* = O(g) as e — 0. In the case
of reaction-diffusion systems of FitzHugh-Nagumo type studied by [6, [21)], such
solvability problems can be solved by the Laz-Milgram theorem [19] which is the

most powerful and standard tool for solving the linear elliptic PDFEs. In contrast
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to their cases, to solve our problem by the Lax-Milgram theorem, we need the
higher order terms of the convergence rates of (3.9)) and (3.12)) in e, respectively.

These terms are to be investigated for future studies.

4 Examples

In this section, we present some helpful examples for understanding our results;
we consider on an interval 0 < x < 1 under the Neumann boundary
condition, where 0 < ¢ <« D and f(u,v) is a smooth function with bistable
nonlinearity. In our numerical simulations, the values of the diffusion coefficients

¢ and D are given by € = 0.01 and D = 1.0, respectively.

4.1 Stable case

We present mass-conserving reaction-diffusion systems with bistable nonlinear-
ity, which have stable stationary solutions with a single internal transition layer.
We note that their stability is guaranteed by Theorem |3.2] The profiles of the
stationary solutions in the figures in this subsection are numerically obtained
by applying the Newton method to ; the initial values of the iterations are

given by the final states of numerical solutions of the time evolutional PDE

(L.1).

Example 4.1 The first example is given by a simple cubic function
flu,v) =av —ulu—B)(u—1), (4.1)
where a and 8 are constants satisfying o > 0 and 0 < 5 < 1.

When f(u,v) =0, we have

1 dv fu
v= au(u —1(u—p8)=:g(u) and il
where f, = —3u?+2(8+1)u— . It is easy to see that the assumptions (A1) and
(A3) hold by f, = a. The ODE u; = f(u,v) is bistable in u for each v € (v,7)
with v = g(h*(v)) and ¥ = g(h™(v)) as seen in Figure a) and (b). Here,
ht(v) = (1+ B+ /p(B))/3 and h~(v) = (1 + B — \/p(B))/3 are the solutions
of f. =0, where p(8) =1— 3+ 2.

We immediately find that

h*(v)
J'(v) = / fo(u,v)du = a(h™(v) — h™(v)) > 0
h=(v)
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Figure 2: Stable stationary solutions with a single internal transition layer when
the bistable nonlinearity is given by the cubic function with a = 0.2. The
value of the conserved mass ¢ is given by & = 0.35. Panels (a) and (b) show
the graphs of f(u,v) = 0 for 8 = 0.5 and § = 0.3, respectively. Panels (c)
and (d) show the profiles of single transition layer solutions for 8 = 0.5 and
B = 0.3, respectively, where the red and blue solid lines indicate the u- and
v-components, respectively. The upper panels of (c) and (d) show that the
v-components of the stationary solutions appear to be spatially homogeneous.
However, the lower panels, enlarged views of the v-components show that they
exhibit a single internal transition layer at x = z*. The values of v* defined by
J(v) = 0 are given by v* = 0.0 for (¢) and v* = —0.164 for (d), respectively,
which are indicated by dotted lines. The layer positions are given by z* = 0.650
for (c) and a* &~ 0.422 for (d), respectively, which are indicated by broken lines.
These values can be obtained by when & = 0.35.

for all v € I. Moreover, we have

A
6

nt(0) 1
J(0>:/h f(u,O)du:—/0 U(u—l)(ufﬂ)duzl—g

—(0)
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by h~(0) = 0 and A (0) = 1.

When 8 = 1/2, it is easy to see that the assumption (A2) holds because
J(v*) = 0 and J'(v*) > 0 when v* = 0. In addition, by a formal matched
asymptotic expansion, we can give an approximate expression of a stationary

solution with a single internal transition layer

w (z) = % {1 + tanh (%)} +0(e)

and

e? z—z*
€ = [ h R— 3
vi(z) = 5D tan ( WP ) +0(e”),

where the layer position z* = 1 — £ is given by . The leading terms of
u®(x) and v¢(x) characterize the profile of the stationary solution in the upper
panel in Figure c). The O(e?) term of v¢(z) characterizes the transition layer
of the v-component of the stationary solution in the lower panel in Figure c).
This O(g2?) term is necessary to precisely obtain the profile of the stationary
solution, whereas it is not necessary to determine its stability as seen in Section
3.

When 8 # 1/2, we can factorize f(u,v) and f(u,7) into f(u,v) = (u —
h*t(v))2(h~ (v) — u) and f(u,) = (u— h~(D))%(hT (V) — u), respectively, where

h(v) = M and A (v) = M_

Then, we have

h* () 2
T = [ sy = £05 <o

and

ht (@) 2
J(0) = /h_() f(u,0)du = p(IBZ) > 0.

Therefore, we find that J(v*) = 0 and J'(v*) > 0 hold for some v* € I, which
implies that the assumption (A2) holds for 3 # 1/2. Figure[2d) shows a stable

stationary solution with a single internal transition layer, in which the value of
v* appears in (v,0) due to S # 1/2.

Example 4.2 The second example is given by a Hill type function

Flu,v) = </€ + “2) v—u, (4.2)

14 u?

where k is a positive constant satisfying 0 < x < 1/8.
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Figure 3: Stable stationary solutions with a single internal transition layer when
the bistable nonlinearity is given by the Hill type function . The value of
the conserved mass ¢ is given by £ = 2.3. (a) The graph of f(u,v) = 0 for
k = 0.067. (b) The graphs of J(v) and J(¥), which are continuous functions in
k. (c) The profile of a single transition layer solution; the red and blue solid
lines indicate the u- and v-components, respectively. The lower panel of (c),
an enlarged view of the v-component shows that it exhibits a single internal
transition layer at = z*. The value of v* defined by J(v) = 0 is given by
v* & 1.802. The layer position is given by x* ~ 0.660, which can be obtained

by (1.11) when £ = 2.3.

This model proposed by [I7] has a bistable nonlinearity. In fact, we can nu-
merically obtain the curve of f(u,v) = 0 for kK = 0.067, as shown in Figure (a).
The ODE u; = f(u,v) is bistable in u for v € I = (v,7) with

1+k—09¢ 10) 14+ k—-19 P
v = and U = ,
26(1+ k) V 14k 26(1+ k) V1+k
where
1-2k++v1-8k 1-2k—+1-8k
b(r) = h and (r) = . .
Moreover, with the aid of the software MATHEMATICA, we can obtain
1 _
Kt (v) = ¢ and h~(v) = A+r-9
1+k 2/(1+ K)o
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and

1 _
WEy = T nd @) =
2/ (1+ k)Y 1+k
Furthermore, we have

dh(v) _ (+r+¢)(0-(A+rd(K) _,

dr 1T 09y

for 0 < x < 1/8, which implies that h~(v) is a monotone increasing function
in x € (0,1/8). Since lim,_,0h~(v) = 0 and lim,_,;/s h~(v) = 1/v/3, we have
0 < h~(v) < 1/+/3. Similarly, we can show that h* (%) is a monotone decreasing
function in & € (0,1/8) with 1/v/3 < h*(¥) < +o00. Therefore, noting

2

2uv
5 — 1 and f,(u,v) =K+

Pl =

v
1+ u?’
we see that the assumptions (A1) and (A3) hold.

Next, we check the assumption (A2). A direct calculation shows

Rt (v)
J(v) = / fo(u,v)du
h=(v)

— (W) — b (v)) <n 11— tan~!(ht(v)) — tan_l(h(v)))

> w(hF(v) —h™(v)),

which implies that J'(v) > 0 holds for all v € I. Moreover, we have

(r—20)1+r-9)°"+4¢’1—-¢) 14+K—-¢ | ¢

) = 8¢k(1+ k) © 20(1 + k) 1+I€'K1
and
o =2+ (1 —y) 1+ k—9 [ ¢
JO) = - 8yr(1 + k) Jr2;-@(1—|—/£) 1+/<.K2’
where
- _ 10) 1 (1+Kk—0¢ |1+«
K1—tan1< 1+K>tan1(2(1+ﬁ) 5 >
and

oY ool —Y 14K
K5 = tan <1+/€> tan (2(1—|—/<:) ” )

As shown in Figure [3(b), we see that J(v) and J(v) are continuous functions
in x, and that J(v) < 0 and J(¥) > 0 for any x € (0,1/8). In addition, we
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have lim,,_,1/5 J(v) = lim,_;/5J(0) = 0, limx0J(v) = (3 —7)/2 < 0 and
limy 0 J(T) = +00. Therefore, we find that J(v*) = 0 and J'(v*) > 0 hold for
some v* € I, which implies that the assumption (A2) holds.

Figure c) shows a stable stationary solution with a single internal transition

layer, in which the layer position z* given by (1.11)) is numerically computed.

4.2 Unstable case

In contrast to the stable case, it is not easy to give a mass-conserving reaction-
diffusion model which has unstable stationary solutions with a single internal
transition layer. To the best of our knowledge, such a model has not yet been
proposed. In fact, a curve defined by f(u,v) = 0 cannot be expressed by a
function of u under Assumption when J'(v*) < 0. The same problem has
also been well-recognized in the case of reaction-diffusion systems of FitzHugh-
Nagumo type. According to [2I], such a reaction-diffusion system can have
unstable transition layer solutions if the null cline of the reaction term with
cubic nonlinearity is given by a curve as shown in [21], Figure 11]. However, [21]
presented no models with such nonlinear reaction terms; they have not yet been
proposed as well as the case of mass-conserving reaction-diffusion systems with

bistable nonlinearity.

Example 4.3 The third example is given by an artificial function

fu,v) = 4u — v — 4u® 4 2uv — Zuvz - ng, (4.3)

which satisfies f(—u, —v) = —f(u,v) and f(£1,0) = 0.

Figure [4{a) shows a curve defined by f(u,v) = 0, which is similar to that
in [2I, Figure 11]. We can verify that the assumptions (A1) and (A3) hold
because the ODE u; = f(u,v) is bistable in u for each v € (v,7), and the
values of ¥ and v are determined by f(u,v) = 0 and f,(u,v) = 0. Moreover,
we can obtain the graph of J(v) shown in Figure [f{b) with the aid of the
software MATHEMATICA. The values v, vi and v* defined by J(v) = 0
satisfy J'(vg) < 0 and J'(vi) > 0, which implies that the assumption (A2)
holds. It is easy to see that v} = 0, h™(v§) = 1 and h™(v§) = —1. The values
of v, ht(vi) and h™(v}) are numerically obtained as v = —v* ~ 0.55589,
h*(v) = —h~ (v*) ~ 1.05659 and At (v* ) = —h~ (v%) ~ 0.87129.

The characterization of the critical eigenvalue given by suggests that
the sign of J'(v) at the zero of J(v) can determine the stability/instability
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Figure 4: Unstable stationary solutions with a single internal transition layer
when the bistable nonlinearity is given by the artificial function . The value
of the conserved mass ¢ is given by ¢ = 0.0. Panels (a) and (b) show a curve
defined by f(u,v) = 0 and the graph of J(v) defined by (L.5), respectively. In
(a), 7 = —v & 1.072. The solid points indicate the bistable equilibria of the ODE
up = f(u,v)inu for v = v§ and v = v}, which are three zeros of J(v) in (b). The
values v, v} and v* are given by vy = 0.0, v} ~ 0.55589 and v* ~ —0.55589,
respectively. Panel (c) shows the profile of an unstable stationary solution with
a single internal transition layer, where the red and blue solid lines indicate the
u~ and v-components, respectively. The lower panel of (c), an enlarged view
of the v-component shows that it exhibits a single internal transition layer at
x = x*. The layer position is given by * = 0.5, which can be obtained by
when £ = 0.0. Panel (d) shows the profile of the eigenfunction ®° = (¢°, %)
associated with the critical eigenvalue A° =~ 6.2 x 10~2 characterized by ,
where the red and blue solid lines indicate ¢° and °, respectively. The lower
panel of (d), an enlarged view of the profile of ®¢ is useful to understand that
¢ satisfies the constrained condition in .

of a single internal transition layer solution. We can obtain an unstable sta-

tionary solution with a single internal transition layer as shown in Figure c)
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by applying the Newton method to ; the initial value of the iteration is
given by a pair of functions obtained from (U*(z), V*(x)) by replacing v* with
vy, where (U*(x),V*(z)) is given by and (L.10). The layer position is
given by z* = 0.5, which can be obtained by when ¢ = 0.0. Moreover,
by numerically solving the linearized eigenvalue problem around the sta-
tionary solution, we find that the critical eigenvalue characterized by is
given by \° ~ 6.2 x 1072 > 0, and the profile of its associated eigenfunction
®° = (¢°,¢°) € X is shown in Figure [4{d), where X is given by (3.2).

When we add small perturbations to the unstable stationary solution in the
direction of the associated eigenfunction ®°, numerical solutions converge to one
or the other of stable transition layer solutions shown in Figure [f(b) and (c).
These stable solutions are corresponding to v* and v* defined by J(v) = 0. We
note that their stability is guaranteed by Theorem because J'(vi) > 0. The
positions of the transition layers in Figure [5[b) and (c) are given by z* ~ 0.164
and z* = 0.836, respectively. These values can be obtained by when
£=0.0.

Remark 4.1 In general, from the topology of a curve defined by f(u,v) = 0
under Assumtion if there exists a zero of J(v) with J'(v) < 0, then there
exists two zeros of J(v) with J'(v) > 0. This implies that if there exists an
unstable transition layer solution, then there exist two stable transition layer
solutions. We note that this unstable transition layer solution is a separatrix of
the dynamics of mass-conserving reaction-diffusion systems with bistable non-

linearity.

Remark 4.2 Figure [f|d) suggests that [[15|[,2 = O(eP) for some p > 0. This
information may be useful to prove the existence of the critical eigenvalue, which

leads to the instability of single transition layer solutions when J'(v*) < 0.

5 Concluding remarks

In this paper, we show that mass-conserving reaction-diffusion systems with
bistable nonlinearity can have stable stationary solutions with a single inter-
nal transition layer under general assumptions. Our approach is based on the
singular perturbation method by [6] [7, 14, 2I]. In spite of the complication
that we cannot apply the Lax-Milgram theorem to the singular limit eigenvalue
problem (SLEP) concerning the stability of the stationary solutions, we can give

the precise characterization of a critical eigenvalue which essentially determines
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Figure 5: Panel (a) shows that solutions starting from the unstable stationary
solution in Figure (c) with small perturbations converge to one or the other of
stable transition layer solutions corresponding to v* and v defined by J(v) = 0.
Panels (b) and (c) show the profiles of these stable solutions when the bistable
nonlinearity is given by (4.3)), where the red and blue solid lines indicate the u-
and v-components, respectively. The lower panels of (b) and (c) are enlarged
views of the profiles of the v-components. The value of the conserved mass &
is given by & = 0.0. The positions of the transition layers in (b) and (c) are
z* =~ 0.164 and x* =~ 0.836, respectively, which are indicated by broken lines.

the stability due to a natural constrained condition derived from the conser-
vation law. Consequently, we can provide a rigorous proof of the stability of
the stationary solutions under general assumptions. Our result provides a basic
information for studying the bifurcation structure of mass-conserving reaction-
diffusion systems with bistable nonlinearity [I5] [I7]. Moreover, we emphasize
that our approach can apply to singular perturbation problems in higher spa-
tial dimensions as seen in reaction-diffusion systems with bistable nonlinearity
of FitzHugh-Nagumo type [24] 25].
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Our characterization of the critical eigenvalue suggests that the stationary
solutions with a single internal transition layer are unstable if J’(v*) < 0. That
is, the sign of J'(v*) determines the stability /instability of the stationary solu-
tions; it is a conjecture for future studies. Since the spatial dimension of our
problem is one, we can apply a different method by [7] for studying the sta-
bility of the stationary solutions, which is substantially based on the ideas of
the Evans function theory. In this case, we also encounter a problem related to
that in Remark which would require a delicate mathematical analysis. At
present, we can prove that this conjecture is true if we replace the assumption
(A3) in Assumption by a somewhat stronger one.

We can construct stationary solutions with multiple internal transition layers
following a standard procedure in [20]. For example, we can construct a sta-
tionary solution with double layers (u®(z),v*(x)) as follows: Let (a°(x),o%(x))
be a stationary solution with a single layer on [0,1/2], which is constructed
by our method. Then, the values of (u®(z),v%(x)) for € [0,1/2] and for
z € [1/2,1] are defined by (@ (), v%(z)) for x € [0,1/2] and (a°(1—=x), (1 —x))
for x € [1/2,1], respectively. However, the stability analysis for multi-layered
stationary solutions seems quite delicate. In fact, mentioned in [I7, Section 3.3],
multi-layered solutions may move very slowly at the speed of O(¢~¢/¢). This
suggests that the linearized operator around a multi-layered stationary solution
can have O(e*C/ ¢)-eigenvalues, and it is not easy to determine the sign of these
extremely small eigenvalues.

We can consider simple models obtained by adding perturbations to mass-
conserving reaction-diffusion systems with bistable nonlinearity. In fact, [26]
studied such a model obtained by adding source and loss terms to a mass-
conserving reaction-diffusion system for studying the wave-pinning phenomenon
in cell division and differentiation [I7]. These terms break the mass conserva-
tion law, and give rise to several equilibrium solutions such as homogeneous
equilibria, periodic patterns, localized patterns, and isolated spikes. It is an
interesting topic to investigate the existence and stability of transition layer so-
lutions in such perturbed systems without mass conservation. This topic can
provide a viewpoint for understanding a transition from localized patterns to
layered patterns in reaction-diffusion systems, which was studied by (formal)
matched asymptotic expansions and numerical simulations [26].

We consider mass-conserving reaction-diffusion systems with bistable non-
linearity, in which the ODEs u; = f(u,v) obtained by dropping the diffusion
terms are bistable in u for each fixed v. They are related to the wave-pinning
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phenomenon in cell division and differentiation [I6l, [I7]. On the other hand,
we can consider other mass-conserving reaction-diffusion systems with bistable
nonlinearity, in which the ODEs v; = — f(u,v) are bistable in v for each fixed
u. It was shown in [T}, 22] that these systems are related to cell polarity oscil-
lations, which cause the reversal of cell polarity. We expect that mathematical
analyses for mass-conserving reaction-diffusion systems with bistable nonlinear-
ity can provide a significant viewpoint for understanding cell polarity formation,

which plays a key role in cell division and differentiation.
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