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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:{
ut = ε2uxx + f(u, v)

vt = Dvxx − f(u, v)
(1.1)
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on an interval 0 < x < 1 under the Neumann boundary condition, where ε

and D are positive constants satisfying 0 < ε ≪ D. The nonlinear term f is a

smooth cubic function such that the ODE ut = 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 (1.1) 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 {
uτ = ε2uxx + f(u, v)

vτ = Dvxx − f(u, v)
(1.2)

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, τ = t/ε represents the fast time scale as

compared to the time scale t, and the dynamics of (1.2) is equivalent to that

of (1.1). They confirmed their theoretical results by numerical simulations for

(1.2) with specific nonlinear terms.

We note that (1.1) is a typical example of reaction-diffusion systems{
ut = d1uxx + f(u, v)

vt = d2vxx − f(u, v),
(1.3)

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

0

(u(x, 0) + v(x, 0)) dx ≡
∫ 1

0

(u(x, t) + v(x, t)) dx

under the Neumann or periodic boundary conditions. Therefore, (1.3) are called

the mass-conserving reaction-diffusion systems [1]. Similarly, we immediately

find that any (smooth) stationary solution of (1.3) satisfies

d1u(x) + d2v(x) ≡ 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.
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We should consider that (1.1) or (1.2) 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−C/ε) 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 [16, 17] 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 [17]. Moreover, the formal analysis and perturbative argu-

ment by [16, 17] cannot distinguish stable stationary solutions from metastable

patterns. Therefore, it is necessary and important to give a rigorous proof of

the assertion that (1.1) or (1.2) 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 (1.1) 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, 4, 9, 12, 13, 18]. First, we

mention assumptions to obtain our main result.

Assumption 1.1 (A1) The ODE ut = f(u, v) is bistable in u for each fixed

v ∈ I = (v, v). That is, f(u, v) = 0 has exactly three roots h−(v) < h0(v) <

h+(v) for each v ∈ I satisfying

fu(h
±(v), v) < 0 and fu(h

0(v), v) > 0.

(A2) The function

J(v) =

∫ h+(v)

h−(v)

f(u, v)du (v ∈ I) (1.5)

has an isolated zero at v = v∗ ∈ I such that

J ′(v∗) =

∫ h+(v∗)

h−(v∗)

fv(u, v
∗)du ̸= 0. (1.6)
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(A3)

fu(h
±(v), v) < fv(h

±(v), v) (v ∈ I).

The assumptions (A1), (A2) and (A3) were used in the formal analysis and

perturbative argument by [17]. We emphasize that these assumptions can be

easily verified in many practical problems including those of [16, 17]. Let

ξ :=

∫ 1

0

(u(x, 0) + v(x, 0)) dx.

Then, the conservation law∫ 1

0

(u(x, t) + v(x, t)) dx ≡ ξ (1.7)

holds. We choose ξ in such a way that the following inequality holds:

h−(v∗) + v∗ < ξ < h+(v∗) + v∗. (1.8)

Let us define

U∗(x) =

{
h−(v∗) (0 ≤ x ≤ x∗)

h+(v∗) (x∗ < x ≤ 1)
(1.9)

and

V ∗(x) = v∗ (0 ≤ x ≤ 1), (1.10)

where

x∗ :=
h+(v∗) + v∗ − ξ

h+(v∗)− h−(v∗)
(1.11)

satisfies 0 < x∗ < 1 by (1.8). We note that (1.11) is derived from∫ 1

0

(U∗(x) + V ∗(x)) dx = ξ,

and that (U∗(x), 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 ξ satisfying (1.8), the

reaction-diffusion system (1.1) has a family of stationary solutions (uε(x), vε(x))

satisfying ∫ 1

0

(uε(x) + vε(x)) dx = ξ (1.12)

for small ε. They satisfy

lim
ε→0

uε(x) = U∗(x) uniformly on [0, x∗ − σ] ∪ [x∗ + σ, 1]
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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 ut = 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 uε(x) around x = x∗, which jumps up from h−(v∗) to h+(v∗) at
x = x∗ given by (1.11).

for any σ with 0 < σ < min(x∗, 1− x∗), and

lim
ε→0

vε(x) = V ∗(x) uniformly on [0, 1].

Moreover, under the assumptions (A1), (A2) and (A3), the stationary solutions

(uε(x), vε(x)) are stable if J ′(v∗) > 0.

Remark 1.1 As shown in Figure 1(b), uε(x) exhibits a single internal transi-

tion layer with O(1)-amplitude at x = x∗ when ε is sufficiently small. We note

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

U∗(x) =

{
h+(v∗) (0 ≤ x ≤ x∗)

h−(v∗) (x∗ < x ≤ 1),

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

transition when ε is sufficiently small. It is stable if J ′(v∗) > 0.

Remark 1.2 Noting (1.4) with (1.3), we immediately find ε2uε(x)+Dvε(x) ≡
C(ε), where C(ε) denotes a constant independent of x. Therefore, we have

vε(x) = (C(ε)− ε2uε(x))/D, which implies that vε(x) exhibits a single internal

transition layer with O(ε2)-amplitude at x = x∗ when ε is sufficiently small (See,

Figures 2-4 in Section 4). Moreover, it exhibits a jump-down (resp. jump-up)

transition if uε(x) exhibits a jump-up (resp. jump-down) transition.
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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 [16, 17], 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 x. 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

(1.12). Moreover, the second key is to apply the implicit function theorem to

guarantee that the stationary solutions exactly satisfy the constraint condition

(1.12). 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 1.1

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.
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2 Existence of single transition layer solutions

In this section, we consider single transition layer solutions of
ε2uxx + f(u, v) = 0,

Dvxx − f(u, v) = 0,
x ∈ (0, 1)

(ux, vx)(0) = (ux, vx)(1) = (0, 0)

(2.1)

satisfying

ξ =

∫ 1

0

(u(x) + v(x)) dx (2.2)

for a given constant ξ with (1.8) under the assumptions (A1) and (A2).

Since ε2uxx +Dvxx = 0 by (2.1), noting the Neumann boundary condition,

we have

ε2u+Dv = C(ε), (2.3)

where C(ε) is a constant dependent on ε. Substituting v = (C(ε)− ε2u)/D into

the first equation of (2.1), and (2.2), we have a single equation for u{
ε2uxx + f(u, (C(ε)− ε2u)/D) = 0, x ∈ (0, 1)

ux(0) = ux(1) = 0,
(2.4)

and

ξ =
C(ε)

D
+

(
1− ε2

D

)∫ 1

0

u(x; ε)dx, (2.5)

respectively. Though the problem (2.4) is quite similar to the one that was

discussed in [7], there are two differences between them. First, the nonlinear

term f in (2.4) does not depend on x explicitly, and second the extra condition

(2.5) is added. We assume that a solution u of (2.4) exhibits a sharp jump-up

transition layer at x = x∗(ε) ∈ (0, 1).

To solve this problem, in Section 2.1, we assume that C(ε) and x∗(ε) are

represented by

C(ε) = C0 + εC1, (C0/D ∈ I) (2.6)

and

x∗(ε) = x0 + εx1, (2.7)

respectively for small ε > 0, where I = (v, v) is given in the assumption (A1).

We note that C0 and x0 are to be determined by (A1), (A2) and (1.8) in (2.34)

and (2.45), respectively. Since we consider an approximate solution of (2.4) up

to O(ε), the error terms O(ε2) do not appear in the right hand side of (2.6)
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and (2.7), i.e., C1 and x1 are to be determined as functions of ε, respectively,

in Section 2.4. We divide the interval [0, 1] into two subintervals [0, x∗(ε)] and

[x∗(ε), 1], and consider the following two boundary value problems:{
ε2uxx + f(u, (C(ε)− ε2u)/D) = 0, x ∈ (0, x∗(ε))

ux(0) = 0, u(x∗(ε)) = α
(2.8)

and {
ε2uxx + f(u, (C(ε)− ε2u)/D) = 0, x ∈ (x∗(ε), 1)

u(x∗(ε)) = α, ux(1) = 0,
(2.9)

where α is an arbitrary fixed constant satisfying h−(C0/D) < α < h+(C0/D)

and C0/D ∈ I. By using the singular perturbation method used in [7], we show

the existence of solutions satisfying (2.8) and (2.9). In Section 2.2, we match

these solutions in C1-sense at x = x∗(ε), from which we find an approximate

solution of (2.4) up to O(ε) by determining the relations between Cj and xj for

j = 0, 1. Similarly, we use the equation (2.5), and obtain the other relations

between Cj and xj for j = 0, 1 in Section 2.3. Finally, in Section 2.4, using

the result in Sections 2.2 and 2.3, we determine the unknown constants C(ε)

and x∗(ε) 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, x∗(ε) is determined

by the C1-matching at x = x∗(ε) and then the condition (2.5) is not necessary.

While in our problem (2.4), since f does not depend on x explicitly and contains

an unknown constant C(ε), then to determine C(ε) and x∗(ε) uniquely we need

two relations; the C1-matching at x = x∗(ε) and the condition (2.5). This

difference comes from the property of mass conservation.

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

C2
ε [0, 1] =

{
u ∈ C2[0, 1] |

2∑
k=0

max
0≤x≤1

∣∣∣∣∣
(
ε
d

dx

)k
u(x)

∣∣∣∣∣ <∞

}
,

C̊2
ε [0, 1] =

{
u ∈ C2

ε [0, 1] | ux(0) = 0, ux(1) = 0
}
,

C2
ε,0[0, 1] =

{
u ∈ C2

ε [0, 1] | ux(0) = 0, u(1) = 0
}
,

C2
ε,1[0, 1] =

{
u ∈ C2

ε [0, 1] | u(0) = 0, ux(1) = 0
}
.
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2.1 Solutions of (2.8) and (2.9)

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

plying the change of variables x = x∗(ε)y, we have{
ε2uyy + (x∗(ε))2f(u, (C(ε)− ε2u)/D) = 0, y ∈ (0, 1)

uy(0) = 0, u(1) = α.
(2.10)

In order to construct the outer approximation of the solution of (2.10), substi-

tuting

u(y) = U−
0 (y) + εU−

1 (y) +O(ε2)

into (2.10), and comparing each coefficients of powers of ε, we have

f(U−
0 , C0/D) = 0 (2.11)

and

f−u U
−
1 + f−v C1/D = 0, (2.12)

where f−u = fu(U
−
0 , C0/D), f−v = fv(U

−
0 , C0/D). Since we consider a jump-up

solution at y = 1, it follows from (2.11) and (2.12) that

U−
0 (y) = h−(C0/D) (2.13)

and

U−
1 (y;C1) = −(f−v /f

−
u ) · (C1/D) = h−v (C0/D) · (C1/D), (2.14)

where we used the relation fu(h
−(v), v)h−v (v) + fv(h

−(v), v) = 0 obtained by

the differentiation of f(h−(v), v) = 0 in v. It should be noted that U−
j (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 (2.10) in a neighborhood of y = 1 with the aid

of the inner approximation given by

u(y) = U−
0 (y) + εU−

1 (y;C1) + ϕ−0 (
y−1
ε ) + εϕ−1 (

y−1
ε ) +O(ε2). (2.15)

Introducing the stretched coordinate z = (y−1)/ε, and substituting (2.15) into

(2.10), and comparing each coefficients of powers of ε, we have{
ϕ̈−0 + x20f̃

− = 0, z ∈ (−∞, 0)

ϕ−0 (−∞) = 0, ϕ−0 (0) = α− U−
0 (1)

(2.16)

and {
ϕ̈−1 + x20f̃

−
u ϕ

−
1 = F−

1 (z;C1, x1), z ∈ (−∞, 0)

ϕ−1 (−∞) = 0, ϕ−1 (0) = −U−
1 (1;C1),

(2.17)
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where the dot notation denotes d/dz, and

F−
1 (z;C1, x1) = −2x0x1f̃

− − x20f̃
−
u U

−
1 (1;C1)− x20f̃

−
v C1/D,

f̃− = f(h−(C0/D) + ϕ−0 , C0/D), f̃−u = fu(h
−(C0/D) + ϕ−0 , C0/D),

and f̃−v is similarly defined. From the assumptions (A1) and (A2), we find that

(2.16) has a unique monotone increasing solution ϕ−0 (z) since α > h−(C0/D)

and C0/D ∈ I. Moreover, we see that the solution of (2.17) is explicitly given

by

ϕ−1 (z;C1, x1) = −U−
1 (1;C1)

ϕ̇−0 (z)

ϕ̇−0 (0)

− ϕ̇−0 (z)

∫ 0

z

1

(ϕ̇−0 (η))
2

∫ η

−∞
ϕ̇−0 (ζ)F1(ζ;C1, x1)dζdη.

(2.18)

Now, we put

U−(y; ε;C1, x1) = U−
0 (y) + εU−

1 (y;C1)

+ θ(y)ϕ−0 (
y−1
ε ) + εθ(y)ϕ−1 (

y−1
ε ;C1, x1),

(2.19)

where θ(y) ∈ C∞[0, 1] is a cut-off function satisfying

θ(y) = 0, y ∈ [0, 1/2]; θ(y) = 1, y ∈ [3/4, 1];

0 ≦ θ(y) ≦ 1, y ∈ (1/2, 3/4).

Since U−(y; ε;C1, x1) is an O(ε) approximation to a solution of (2.10), we set

ũ−(y; ε;C1, x1) = U−(y; ε;C1, x1) + εr−(y; ε;C1, x1) (2.20)

and rewrite (2.10) as the following form with respect to the remainder term r−:
ε2r−yy + (x∗(ε))2f(U− + εr−, (C(ε)− ε2U− − ε3r−)/D)/ε

+ εU−
yy(y; ε;C1, x1) = 0, y ∈ (0, 1)

r−y (0) = 0, r−(1) = 0.

(2.21)

When we simply write (2.21) as

T (r−; ε;C1, x1) = 0, (2.22)

T is a smooth mapping from C2
ε,0[0, 1] to C[0, 1], and then we have the following

lemma:

Lemma 2.1 For any given constants C∗
1 and x∗1, there exist ε0 > 0, ρ0 > 0,

and K > 0 such that for any ε ∈ (0, ε0) and (C1, x1) ∈ ∆ρ0
≡ {(C1, x1) ∈

R2 | |(C1, x1)− (C∗
1 , x

∗
1)| ≤ ρ0},
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(i) ||T (0; ε;C1, x1)||C[0,1] = o(1) uniformly in (C1, x1) ∈ ∆ρ0 as ε→ 0;

(ii) for any r1, r2 ∈ C2
ε,0[0, 1],∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ∂T∂r− (r1; ε;C1, x1)−

∂T

∂r−
(r2; ε;C1, x1)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
C2

ε,0[0,1]→C[0,1]

≤ K||r1 − r2||C2
ε,0[0,1]

;

(iii)

∣∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣∣
(
∂T

∂r−

)−1

(0; ε;C1, x1)

∣∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣∣
C[0,1]→C2

ε,0[0,1]

≤ K.

Moreover, the results (i)-(iii) hold also for ∂T/∂C1 and ∂T/∂x1 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 2.1, we can apply the implicit function theorem to (2.22),

and thus obtain the following:

Proposition 2.1 There exist ε1 > 0 and ρ1 > 0 such that for any ε ∈ (0, ε1)

and ρ ∈ ∆ρ1 , there exists r−(y; ε;C1, x1) ∈ C2
ε,0[0, 1] satisfying

T (r−(y; ε;C1, x1); ε;C1, x1) = 0.

Moreover, r−(y; ε;C1, x1), ∂r
−/∂C1(y; ε;C1, x1) and ∂r−/∂x1(y; ε;C1, x1) are

uniformly continuous with respect to (ε, C1, x1) ∈ (0, ε1) × ∆ρ1
in C2

ε,0[0, 1]-

topology and satisfy

||r−(y; ε;C1, x1)||C2
ε,0[0,1]∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∂r−∂C1

(y; ε;C1, x1)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
C2

ε,0[0,1]∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∂r−∂x1
(y; ε;C1, x1)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
C2

ε,0[0,1]


= o(1) uniformly in (C1, x1) ∈ ∆ρ1 as ε→ 0.

Therefore, we obtain the solution of (2.8) on [0, x∗(ε)], which takes the form

u−(x; ε;C1, x1) := ũ−( x
x∗(ε) ; ε;C1, x1)

= U−
0 ( x

x∗(ε) ) + εU−
1 ( x

x∗(ε) ;C1) + θ( x
x∗(ε) )ϕ

−
0 (

x−x∗(ε)
εx∗(ε) )

+ εθ( x
x∗(ε) )ϕ

−
1 (

x−x∗(ε)
εx∗(ε) ;C1, x1) + εr−( x

x∗(ε) ; ε;C1, x1),

x ∈ [0, x∗(ε)].

(2.23)

Next, we consider the solution of (2.9). Applying the change of variables

x = x∗(ε) + (1− x∗(ε))y, we have{
ε2uyy + (1− x∗(ε))2f(u, (C(ε)− ε2u)/D) = 0, y ∈ (0, 1)

u(0) = α, uy(1) = 0,
(2.24)
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where C(ε) and x∗(ε) 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 (2.24)

u(y) = U+
0 (y) + εU+

1 (y;C1) +O(ε2),

where

U+
0 (y) = h+(C0/D) (2.25)

and

U+
1 (y;C1) = −(f+v /f

+
u ) · (C1/D) = h+v (C0/D) · (C1/D), (2.26)

and f+u = fu(U
+
0 , C0/D), f+v = fv(U

+
0 , C0/D). We note that U+

j (j = 0, 1) are

constants independent of y.

Similarly to the problem (2.10), 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) = U+
0 (y) + εU+

1 (y;C1) + ϕ+0 (
y
ε ) + εϕ+1 (

y
ε ) +O(ε2). (2.27)

Introducing the stretched coordinate z = y/ε, and substituting (2.27) into

(2.24), and comparing each coefficients of powers of ε, we have{
ϕ̈+0 + (1− x0)

2f̃+ = 0, z ∈ (0,∞)

ϕ+0 (0) = α− U+
0 (0), ϕ+0 (∞) = 0

(2.28)

and {
ϕ̈+1 + (1− x0)

2f̃+u ϕ
+
1 = F+

1 (z;C1, x1), z ∈ (0,∞)

ϕ+1 (0) = −U+
1 (0;C1), ϕ

+
1 (∞) = 0,

(2.29)

where the dot notation denotes d/dz, and

F+
1 (z;C1, x1) = 2(1− x0)x1f̃

+ − (1− x0)
2f̃+u U

+
1 (0;C1)− (1− x0)

2f̃+v C1/D,

f̃+ = f(h+(C0/D) + ϕ+0 , C0/D), f̃+u = fu(h
+(C0/D) + ϕ+0 , C0/D),

and f̃+v is similarly defined. From the assumptions (A1) and (A2), we find that

(2.28) has a unique monotone increasing solution ϕ+0 (z) since α < h+(C0/D)

and C0/D ∈ I. Moreover, we see that the solution of (2.29) is explicitly given

by

ϕ+1 (z;C1, x1) = − U+
1 (0;C1)

ϕ̇+0 (z)

ϕ̇+0 (0)

− ϕ̇+0 (z)

∫ z

0

1

(ϕ̇+0 (η))
2

∫ ∞

η

ϕ̇+0 (ζ)F
+
1 (ζ;C1, x1)dζdη.

(2.30)
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Applying an argument similar to the above, we can find the solution ũ+(y; ε;C1, x1)

of (2.24) as follows:

ũ+(y; ε;C1, x1) = U+(y; ε;C1, x1) + εr+(y; ε;C1, x1),

U+(y; ε;C1, x1) = U+
0 (y) + εU+

1 (y;C1)

+ θ(1− y)ϕ+0 (
y
ε ) + εθ(1− y)ϕ+1 (

y
ε ;C1, x1).

(2.31)

Here, r+(y; ε;C1, x1) ∈ C2
ε,1[0, 1] satisfies

||r+(y; ε;C1, x1)||C2
ε,1[0,1]∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∂r+∂C1

(y; ε;C1, x1)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
C2

ε,1[0,1]∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∂r+∂x1
(y; ε;C1, x1)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
C2

ε,1[0,1]


= o(1) uniformly in (C1, x1) ∈ ∆ρ2 as ε→ 0.

Moreover, r+(y; ε;C1, x1), ∂r
+/∂C1(y; ε;C1, x1) and ∂r+/∂x1(y; ε;C1, x1) are

uniformly continuous with respect to (ε, C1, x1) ∈ (0, ε2) × ∆ρ2 in C2
ε,1[0, 1]-

topology, where ε2 and ρ2 are positive constants. Thus, we obtain the solutions

of (2.9) on [x∗(ε), 1] which takes the form

u+(x; ε;C1, x1) := ũ+(x−x∗(ε)
1−x∗(ε) ; ε;C1, x1)

= U+
0 (x−x∗(ε)

1−x∗(ε) ) + εU+
1 (x−x∗(ε)

1−x∗(ε) ;C1) + θ( 1−x
1−x∗(ε) )ϕ

+
0 (

x−x∗(ε)
ε(1−x∗(ε)) )

+ εθ( 1−x
1−x∗(ε) )ϕ

+
1 (

x−x∗(ε)
ε(1−x∗(ε)) ;C1, x1) + εr+(y; ε, C1, x1),

x ∈ [x∗(ε), 1].

(2.32)

2.2 C1-matching at x = x∗(ε)

We now consider the C1-matching of u−(x; ε;C1, x1) and u+(x; ε;C1, x1) at

x = x∗(ε) to obtain the approximation of the solution of (2.4) up to O(ε). Since

these two solutions are already continuous at x = x∗(ε), we then determine the

values of Cj and xj (j = 0, 1) in such a way that

Φ(ε) := εx∗(ε)(1−x∗(ε)){ d
dx
u−(x∗(ε); ε;C1, x1)−

d

dx
u+(x∗(ε); ε;C1, x1)} = o(ε)

holds for small ε > 0. Noting that U−
j and U+

j are constants, it follows from

(2.23) and (2.32) that

Φ(ε) = ε(1− x∗(ε)){ϕ̇−0 (0)/ε+ ϕ̇−1 (0;C1, x1) + o(1)}

− εx∗(ε){ϕ̇+0 (0)/ε+ ϕ̇+1 (0;C1, x1) + o(1)}
= Φ0 + εΦ1(C1, x1) + o(ε),
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where

Φ0 = (1− x0)ϕ̇
−
0 (0)− x0ϕ̇

+
0 (0), (2.33)

Φ1(C1, x1) = (1− x0)ϕ̇
−
1 (0;C1, x1)− x1ϕ̇

−
0 (0)− x0ϕ̇

+
1 (0;C1, x1)− x1ϕ̇

+
0 (0).

First, we consider Φ0 = (1− x0)ϕ̇
−
0 (0)− x0ϕ̇

+
0 (0) = 0. It follows from (2.16)

that

0 =

∫ 0

−∞
{ϕ̈−0 ϕ̇

−
0 + x20f(h

−(C0/D) + ϕ−0 , C0/D)ϕ̇−0 }dz

=
(ϕ̇−0 (0))

2

2
+ x20

∫ α

h−(C0/D)

f(u,C0/D)du,

which implies

ϕ̇−0 (0) = x0

√
−2

∫ α

h−(C0/D)

f(u,C0/D)du.

Similarly, it follows from (2.28) that

ϕ̇+0 (0) = (1− x0)

√
2

∫ h+(C0/D)

α

f(u,C0/D)du.

Therefore, we have

Φ0 = − 2x0(1− x0)J(C0/D)√
−2

∫ α

h−(C0/D)

f(u,C0/D)du+

√
2

∫ h+(C0/D)

α

f(u,C0/D)du

,

where J = J(v) is given by (1.5). Hence, noting the assumptions (A.1) and

(A.2), it follows from (2.13), (2.25) and Φ0 = 0 that

C0 = Dv∗ and U±
0 (y) = h±(v∗). (2.34)

We note that though Φ0 depends on both C0 and x0, the solution satisfying

Φ0 = 0 is determined by only C0 = Dv∗ for any x0 ∈ (0, 1). Moreover, we have

ϕ̇−0 (0) = x0

√
−2

∫ α

h−(v∗)

f(u, v∗)du (2.35)

and

ϕ̇+0 (0) = (1− x0)

√
2

∫ h+(v∗)

α

f(u, v∗)du. (2.36)

Next, we consider Φ1(C1, x1) = (1−x0)ϕ̇−1 (0;C1, x1)−x1ϕ̇−0 (0)−x0ϕ̇
+
1 (0;C1, x1)−

x1ϕ̇
+
0 (0) = 0. Note the following relation:∫ 0

−∞
x20f̃

−
u ϕ̇

−
0 dz = −

∫ 0

−∞

...
ϕ

−
0 dz = −ϕ̈−0 (0),
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where we used the relation
...
ϕ

−
0 + x20f̃

−
u ϕ̇

−
0 = 0 obtained by the differentiation

of the first equation of (2.16) in z. Then, it follows from (2.18) that

ϕ̇−1 (0;C1, x1) = −U−
1 (1;C1)

ϕ̈−0 (0)

ϕ̇−0 (0)
+

1

ϕ̇−0 (0)

∫ 0

−∞
F−
1 (z;C1, x1)ϕ̇

−
0 dz

=
1

ϕ̇−0 (0)

(
−U−

1 (1;C1)ϕ̈
−
0 (0)− 2x0x1

∫ 0

−∞
f̃−ϕ̇−0 dz

−x20U−
1 (1;C1)

∫ 0

−∞
f̃−u ϕ̇

−
0 dz −

x20C1

D

∫ 0

−∞
f̃−v ϕ̇

−
0 dz

)

=
1

ϕ̇−0 (0)

(
−2x0x1

∫ α

h−(v∗)

f(u, v∗)du− x20C1

D

∫ α

h−(v∗)

fv(u, v
∗)du

)
.

(2.37)

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

ϕ̇+1 (0;C1, x1) =
1

ϕ̇+0 (0)

(
−2(1− x0)x1

∫ h+(v∗)

α

f(u, v∗)du

+
(1− x0)

2C1

D

∫ h+(v∗)

α

fv(u, v
∗)du

)
.

(2.38)

Hence, by (2.37) and (2.38), we have

Φ1(C1, x1) = (1− x0)ϕ̇
−
1 (0;C1, x1)− x1ϕ̇

−
0 (0)− x0ϕ̇

+
1 (0;C1, x1)− x1ϕ̇

+
0 (0)

=: K(x0)x1 +M(x0)C1 +R(x0),

where

K(x0) =
x0(1− x0)

ϕ̇−0 (0)

(
−2

∫ α

h−(v∗)

f(u, v∗)du

)
− ϕ̇−0 (0)

+
x0(1− x0)

ϕ̇+0 (0)

(
2

∫ h+(v∗)

α

f(u, v∗)du

)
− ϕ̇+0 (0),

(2.39)

M(x0) = −x
2
0(1− x0)

Dϕ̇−0 (0)

(∫ α

h−(v∗)

fv(u, v
∗)du

)

−x0(1− x0)
2

Dϕ̇+0 (0)

(∫ h+(v∗)

α

fv(u, v
∗)du

)
,

(2.40)
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and R(x0) = 0. Moreover, it follows from (2.35), (2.36) and (2.39) that

K(x0) = (1− 2x0)

√−2

∫ α

h−(v∗)

f(u, v∗)du−

√
2

∫ h+(v∗)

α

f(u, v∗)du


=

−2(1− 2x0)J(v
∗)√

−2

∫ α

h−(v∗)

f(u, v∗)du+

√
2

∫ h+(v∗)

α

f(u, v∗)du

= 0,

where J(v) is given by (1.5). This implies that Φ1 does not depend on x1.

Noting ∫ h+(v∗)

α

f(u, v∗)du = −
∫ α

h−(v∗)

f(u, v∗)du

by J(v∗) = 0, it follows from (2.35), (2.36) and (2.40) that

M(x0) = − x0(1− x0)

D

√
−2

∫ α

h−(v∗)

f(u, v∗)du

∫ h+(v∗)

h−(v∗)

fv(u, v
∗)du ̸= 0

by (1.6). Therefore, it follows from (2.14), (2.26) and Φ1 = 0 that

C1 = −R(x0)/M(x0) = 0 and U±
1 (y;C1) = h±v (v

∗)C1/D = 0. (2.41)

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 Cj and xj (j = 0, 1) by the conservation law

(2.5). Here, we put

Ψ(ε) :=
C(ε)

D
+

(
1− ε2

D

)∫ 1

0

u(x; ε;C1, x1)dx− ξ. (2.42)

(2.5) is equivalent to Ψ(ε) = 0. Using (2.23), (2.32), (2.34) and (2.41), we have∫ 1

0

u(x; ε;C1, x1)dx =

∫ x∗(ε)

0

u−(x; ε;C1, x1)dx+

∫ 1

x∗(ε)

u+(x; ε;C1, x1)dx,

(2.43)

where∫ x∗(ε)

0

u−(x; ε;C1, x1)dx = x∗(ε){
∫ 1

0

(U−
0 + εU−

1 + o(ε))dy

+ ε

∫ 0

−∞
(ϕ−0 (z) + εϕ−1 (z;C1, x1) + o(ε))dz }

= (x0 + εx1 + o(ε)){h−(v∗) + εh−v (v
∗)C1/D + ε

∫ 0

−∞
ϕ−0 (z)dz + o(ε)}
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and∫ 1

x∗(ε)

u+(x; ε;C1, x1)dx = (1− x∗(ε)){
∫ 1

0

(U+
0 + εU+

1 + o(ε))dy

+ ε

∫ ∞

0

(ϕ+0 (z) + εϕ+1 (z;C1, x1) + o(ε))dz }

= (1− x0 − εx1 + o(ε)){h+(v∗) + εh+v (v
∗)C1/D + ε

∫ ∞

0

ϕ+0 (z)dz + o(ε)}.

Substituting (2.6) and (2.43) into (2.42), we have

Ψ(ε) = {v∗ + x0h
−(v∗) + (1− x0)h

+(v∗)− ξ}

+ ε

{
x0h

−
v (v

∗)C1/D + x0

∫ 0

−∞
ϕ−0 (z)dz + x1h

−(v∗)

+ (1− x0)h
+
v (v

∗)C1/D + (1− x0)

∫ ∞

0

ϕ+0 (z)dz − x1h
+(v∗)

}
+ o(ε)

=: Ψ0 + εΨ1(C1, x1) + o(ε).
(2.44)

Comparing each coefficients of powers of ε in (2.44), we have Ψi = 0 (i = 0, 1).

Noting (1.8) and h−(v∗) < h+(v∗) by the assumption (A1), it follows from

Ψ0 = 0 that

x0 = x∗ =
h+(v∗) + v∗ − ξ

h+(v∗)− h−(v∗)
and 0 < x0 < 1. (2.45)

Moreover, it follows from Ψ1(C1, x1) = 0 that

{x0h−v (v∗) + (1− x0)h
+
v (v

∗)}C1/D

− {h+(v∗)− h−(v∗)}x1 + I1(x0) = 0,
(2.46)

where

I1(x0) = x0

∫ 0

−∞
ϕ−0 (z)dz + (1− x0)

∫ ∞

0

ϕ+0 (z)dz

is a function of x0. Since C1 = 0 by (2.41), it follows from (2.46) that x1 is

uniquely determined by

x1 =
I1(x0)

h+(v∗)− h−(v∗)
. (2.47)

Thus, we see that (2.23) and (2.32) give the approximation of the solution of

(2.4) with (2.5).
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2.4 Determination of C(ε) and x∗(ε)

Finally, we determine C(ε) and x∗(ε) uniquely such that (2.4) with (2.5) have

a single transition layer solution u(x; ε) at the layer position x = x∗(ε).

First, the coefficients Ci and xi (i = 0, 1) are determined step by step as

follows: C0 (by (2.34)) −→ x0 (by (2.45)) −→ C1 (by (2.41)) −→ x1 (by (2.47)).

We note that Φ(ε) = o(ε) and Ψ(ε) = o(ε); Φ and Ψ are not identically zero for

these C1 and x1.

Next, we set (C∗
1 , x

∗
1) = (C1, x1) in Lemma 2.1, and consider C(ε) = C0+εC̄1

and x(ε) = x0 + εx̄1. We can take (C̄1, x̄1) around (C∗
1 , x

∗
1) so as to satisfy

Φ(ε) = 0 and Ψ(ε) = 0 as follows: Let us define Φ∗(C̄1, x̄1; ε) and Ψ∗(C̄1, x̄1; ε)

by Φ(ε) = εΦ∗(C̄1, x̄1; ε) and Ψ(ε) = εΨ∗(C̄1, x̄1; ε), respectively. We easily

find that there exist two positive constants δ and ε3(< min{ε1, ε2}) such that

Φ∗(C̄1, x̄1; ε) and Ψ∗(C̄1, x̄1; ε) are continuous in C̄1 ∈ (C∗
1 − δ, C∗

1 + δ), x̄1 ∈
(x∗1 − δ, x∗1 + δ) and ε ∈ [0, ε3), and are C1-functions of C̄1 and x̄1. Moreover,

we can easily find that

Φ∗(C∗
1 , x

∗
1; 0) = 0,

∂Φ∗

∂C̄1
(C∗

1 , x
∗
1; 0) =M(x0),

∂Φ∗

∂x̄1
(C∗

1 , x
∗
1; 0) = 0,

Ψ∗(C∗
1 , x

∗
1; 0) = 0,

∂Ψ∗

∂C̄1
(C∗

1 , x
∗
1; 0) = (x0h

−
v (v

∗) + (1− x0)h
+
v (v

∗))/D,

∂Ψ∗

∂x̄1
(C∗

1 , x
∗
1; 0) = h+(v∗)− h−(v∗),

which implies that

∂(Φ∗,Ψ∗)

∂(C̄1, x̄1)
(C∗

1 , x
∗
1; 0) =M(x0)(h

+(v∗)− h−(v∗)) ̸= 0.

Then, we can apply the implicit function theorem to Φ∗(C̄1, x̄1; ε) = 0 and

Ψ∗(C̄1, x̄1; ε) = 0, and find that there exist C̄1 = C̄1(ε) and x̄1 = x̄1(ε) for ε ∈
[0, ε3) satisfying C̄1(0) = C∗

1 , x̄1(0) = x∗1, Φ
∗(C̄1, x̄1; ε) = 0, and Ψ∗(C̄1, x̄1; ε) =

0.

Substituting C1 = C̄1(ε) and x1 = x̄1(ε) into (2.6), (2.7), (2.23) and (2.32),

we obtain the following existence result:

Theorem 2.1 Suppose the assumptions (A1) and (A2). For any ε ∈ (0, ε3),

there exists a family of solutions uε(x) ∈ C̊2
ε [0, 1] of (2.4) and (2.5). Further-
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more, the following estimate holds:∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣uε(x)− U−(
x

x∗(ε)
; ε; C̄1(ε), x̄1(ε))

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
C2

ε,0[0,x
∗(ε)]

+

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣uε(x)− U+(
x− x∗(ε)

1− x∗(ε)
; ε; C̄1(ε), x̄1(ε))

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
C2

ε,1[x
∗(ε),1]

= o(ε)

as ε→ 0.

Remark 2.1 In Section 2.1, we took U−
0 (y) = h−(C0/D) in (2.13) and U+

0 (y) =

h+(C0/D) in (2.25) as a jump-up solution. If we take U−
0 (y) = h+(C0/D) in

(2.13) and U+
0 (y) = h−(C0/D) in (2.25), we can obtain a jump-down solution

uε(x) at x = x∗(ε).

Remark 2.2 We can perform the matched asymptotic expansion of any order

k, i.e., we can obtain a family of solutions uε(x) ∈ C̊2
ε [0, 1] of (2.4) and (2.5)

with the estimate∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣uε(x)− U−
k (

x

x∗(ε)
; ε; C̄k(ε), x̄k(ε))

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
C2

ε,0[0,x
∗(ε)]

+

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣uε(x)− U+
k (
x− x∗(ε)

1− x∗(ε)
; ε; C̄k(ε), x̄k(ε))

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
C2

ε,1[x
∗(ε),1]

= o(εk)

as ε → 0, where U−
k and U+

k are the kth order approximate solutions given by

equations similar to (2.19) and (2.31), respectively.

By using the relation vε(x) = (C(ε)− ε2uε(x))/D, we obtain

Corollary 2.1 For sufficiently small ε > 0, (1.1) has a family of stationary

solutions (uε(x), vε(x)) satisfying (1.12) with the following properties:

(i)

lim
ε→0

vε(x) = V ∗(x) (2.48)

uniformly on x ∈ [0, 1], where V ∗(x) is given by (1.10).

(ii) For each σ > 0 with 0 < σ < min(x∗, 1− x∗),

lim
ε→0

uε(x) = U∗(x) (2.49)

uniformly on x ∈ [0, x∗ − σ] ∪ [x∗ + σ, 1], where U∗(x) is given by (1.9).

(iii) Let ũε(ζ) = uε(x∗(ε) + εζ) and ṽε(ζ) = vε(x∗(ε) + εζ), where ζ = (x −
x∗(ε))/ε is the stretched coordinate around the C1-matching point x = x∗(ε).

Then, for each σ > 0,

lim
ε→0

ṽε(ζ) = v∗
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and

lim
ε→0

ũε(ζ) = Q(ζ)

uniformly on ζ ∈ [−σ, σ], where Q(ζ) satisfies{
Qζζ + f(Q, v∗) = 0,

Q(±∞) = h±(v∗), Q(0) = h0(v∗).
(2.50)

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 ε is sufficiently

small. In contrast, the v-component of the stationary solution exhibits a jump-

down transition with O(ε2)-amplitude because vε(x) = (C(ε) − ε2uε(x))/D

by (2.3), where C(ε) defined by (2.6) is constant. The matched asymptotic

expansion of the second order can give the coefficient of O(ε2)-term of C(ε),

which is lengthy and involved in general. However, in Section 3, we present a

simple example such that the O(ε2)-term of the v-component of a stationary

solution can be clearly expressed.

Proof of Corollary 2.1. (i) Since uε(x) is bounded, it follows from (2.6)

and (2.34) that limε→0 v
ε(x) = limε→0(C(ε) − ε2uε(x))/D = v∗ uniformly on

x ∈ [0, 1].

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

lim
ε→0

U−(
x

x∗(ε)
; ε; C̄1(ε), x̄1(ε)) = h−(v∗)

uniformly on x ∈ [0, x∗ − σ]. Similarly, we see that

lim
ε→0

U+(
x− x∗(ε)

1− x∗(ε)
; ε; C̄1(ε), x̄1(ε)) = h+(v∗)

uniformly on x ∈ [x∗ + σ, 1]. Therefore, we have (2.49) by Theorem 2.1.

(iii) It is clear that limε→0 ṽ
ε(ζ) = v∗ uniformly on ζ ∈ [−σ, σ] because of the

assertion (i). When ζ ≤ 0, noting x = x∗(ε)+ εζ, x = x∗(ε)y, z = (y− 1)/ε and

(2.34), we have

ũε(ζ) = u−(x∗(ε) + εζ; ε, C̄1(ε), x̄1(ε)) = ũ−(1 + εz; ε; C̄1(ε), x̄1(ε))

= U−(1 + εz; ε, C̄1(ε), x̄1(ε)) +O(ε) = U−
0 (1) + ϕ−0 (z) +O(ε)

= h−(v∗) + ϕ−0 (
ζ
x0
) +O(ε),

where u−, ũ−, U− and ϕ−0 are given by (2.23), (2.20), (2.19) and (2.16), respec-

tively. On the other hand, applying the change of variable z = η/x0 to (2.16),
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we find that Q−(η) := h−(v∗) + ϕ−0 (η/x0) satisfies{
Q−

ηη + f(Q−, v∗) = 0,

Q−(−∞) = h−(v∗), Q−(0) = h0(v∗), Q−
η (0) = ϕ̇−0 (0)/x0,

where we choose α = h0(v∗) ∈ (h−(v∗), h+(v∗)). Similarly, when ζ ≥ 0, we

have ũε(ζ) = h+(v∗)+ϕ+0 (ζ/(1−x0))+O(ε), and find that Q+(η) := h+(v∗)+

ϕ+0 (η/(1− x0)) satisfies{
Q+

ηη + f(Q+, v∗) = 0,

Q+(+∞) = h+(v∗), Q+(0) = h0(v∗), Q+
η (0) = ϕ̇+0 (0)/(1− x0).

We can obtain

Q(η) =

{
Q−(η) (η ≤ 0)

Q+(η) (η > 0)

satisfying the same equation as (2.50) by the C1-matching of Q−(η) and Q+(η)

at η = 0 because ϕ̇−0 (0)/x0 = ϕ̇+0 (0)/(1 − x0) by Φ0 = 0, where Φ0 is given by

(2.33). Since we can identify ζ with η in the limit of ε → 0, by using a similar

argument in the proof of [21, Lemma 1.1], we see that limε→0 ũ
ε(ζ) = Q(ζ)

uniformly on ζ ∈ [−σ, σ], where Q(ζ) satisfies (2.50). □

3 Stability analysis of transition layer solutions

In this section, we perform the stability analysis of (uε(x), vε(x)) given by Corol-

lary 2.1 under a constraint derived from the conservation law (1.7).

We consider the linearized eigenvalue problem

LεΦε = λεΦε, Φε =

(
φε

ψε

)
∈ X, Lε =

(
Lε fεv
−fεu Mε

)
, (3.1)

under the Neumann boundary condition, where fεu = fu(u
ε(x), vε(x)), fεv =

fv(u
ε(x), vε(x)),

Lε := ε2
d2

dx2
+ fu(u

ε(x), vε(x)), Mε := D
d2

dx2
− fv(u

ε(x), vε(x)),

X = { (φ,ψ) ∈ L2(0, 1)× L2(0, 1) |
∫ 1

0

(φ+ ψ)dx = 0 }, (3.2)

and the domain D(Lε) 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

f∗u(x) = fu(U
∗(x), V ∗(x)) and f∗v (x) = fv(U

∗(x), V ∗(x)), (3.3)
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where (U∗(x), V ∗(x)) is given by (1.9) and (1.10). From the assumptions (A1)

and (A3), we have

f∗u(x) < 0 (0 ≤ x ≤ 1) (3.4)

and

f∗v (x)− f∗u(x) > 0 (0 ≤ x ≤ 1), (3.5)

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

3.1 Preliminaries

We denote by µε
j (j = 0, 1, 2 · · · ) the eigenvalues of Lε : L2(0, 1) → L2(0, 1)

under the Neumann boundary condition;

σ(Lε) = {µε
j}∞j=0, µε

0 > µε
1 > · · · > µε

j → −∞ (j → ∞).

We note that V ∗(x) ≡ v∗ satisfies V ∗
x (x

∗) = 0, where V ∗(x) is given by (1.10)

and V ∗(x) = limε→0 v
ε(x) by (2.48). Moreover, we note that f(h±(v∗), v∗) =

0 by the assumption (A1). Noting Corollary 2.1, 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

ε > 0, the following properties hold:

(i) Let ϕε0(x) be the L2-normalized eigenfunction of Lε corresponding to µε
0.

Then,

µε
0 = O(e−C/ε) as ε→ 0 (3.6)

for some C > 0, and

lim
ε→0

1√
ε

∫ 1

0

ϕε0(x)dx = κ∗(h+(v∗)− h−(v∗)), (3.7)

where

κ∗ =

(∫ ∞

−∞
Qζ(ζ)

2dζ

)−1/2

(3.8)

and Q = Q(ζ) is the solution of (2.50).

(ii) For each p ∈ H1(0, 1), we have

lim
ε→0

〈
p,

(
ϕε0√
ε

)
fεu

〉
= 0 (3.9)

and

lim
ε→0

〈
p,

(
ϕε0√
ε

)
fεv

〉
= κ∗p(x∗)J ′(v∗), (3.10)

where κ∗ and J ′(v∗) are given by (3.8) and (1.6), respectively.
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Proposition 3.2 Under the assumptions (A1) and (A2), for sufficiently small

ε > 0, the following properties hold:

(i) There exist µ∗ > 0 independent of ε such that µε
1 < −µ∗ < µε

0. Moreover,

(Lε − λ)−1P ε : L2(0, 1) → L2(0, 1) is well-defined for any λ ∈ Λ = {λ ∈
C | Reλ > −µ∗ }, and

||(Lε − λ)−1P εq||L2 ≤ 1

|λ− µ|
||q||L2 for q ∈ L2(0, 1) (3.11)

holds for any given µ ∈ (µε
1,−µ∗), where P

ε is the orthonormal projection onto

the orthogonal complement of ϕε0.

(ii) For q ∈ L∞(0, 1) and λ ∈ Λ,

lim
ε→0

(Lε − λ)−1P εq =
q(x)

f∗u(x)− λ
strongly in L2(0, 1). (3.12)

Moreover, the convergence in (3.12) is uniform with respect to λ ∈ Λ and q on

a H1-bounded set.

3.2 Properties of eigenvalues

Noting (3.4), we define

ν = min{µ∗, inf
0≤x≤1

(−f∗u(x))}/2 > 0, (3.13)

where µ∗ is given by Proposition 3.2(i), and f∗u(x) and f
∗
v (x) are given by (3.3).

We consider the eigenvalues of (3.1) in Λ∗ = {λ ∈ C | Reλ > −ν }.
Decomposing the first component of the eigenfuction of Lε as φε = aεϕε0+w

ε,

the eigenvalue problem (3.1) is rewritten as
aε(µε

0 − λε) = −⟨ψε, fεvϕ
ε
0⟩

(Lε − λε)wε = −P ε(fεvψ
ε)

(Mε − λε)ψε − fεuw
ε = aεfεuϕ

ε
0,

(3.14)

where (µε
0, ϕ

ε
0(x)) is the principal eigenpair of L

ε, aε ∈ C, wε satisfies ⟨wε, ϕε0⟩ =
0, and P ε is the orthogonal projection onto the orthogonal complement of ϕε0.

We note that (φε, ψε) = (aεϕε0+w
ε, ψε) ∈ X, which implies that the constrained

condition

aε
∫ 1

0

ϕε0dx+

∫ 1

0

wεdx+

∫ 1

0

ψεdx = 0 (3.15)

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

essentially determines the stability of the stationary solutions. Noting λε ∈
Λ∗ ⊂ Λ, it follows from Proposition 3.2(i) that
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wε = −(Lε − λε)−1P ε(fεvψ
ε). (3.16)

Substituting (3.16) into the third equation in (3.14), we have

(Mε − λε)ψε + fεu(L
ε − λε)−1P ε(fεvψ

ε) = aεfεuϕ
ε
0. (3.17)

In what follows, we suppose ⟨ψε, ψε⟩ = 1. In fact, if ψε ≡ 0, then wε ≡ 0

and aε = 0 by (3.7), (3.15) and (3.16).

Lemma 3.1 Under the assumptions (A1) and (A2), for each p ∈ H1(0, 1), we

have

−⟨Dψε
x, px⟩+ ⟨−fεvψε − λεψε +

fεuf
ε
v

f∗u − λε
ψε, p⟩ = o(1) as ε→ 0. (3.18)

Proof. Noting ||ψε||L2 = 1, we have∣∣∣∣∫ 1

0

ψεdx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ||ψε||L2 = 1.

Moreover, noting λε ∈ Λ∗ ⊂ Λ, it follows from (3.11) and (3.16) that

||wε||L2 = ||(Lε − λε)−1P ε(fεvψ
ε)||L2 ≤ 1

|λε − µ|
||fεvψε||L2

holds for any given µ ∈ (µε
1,−µ∗). Since Reλε > −ν ≥ −µ∗/2 by λε ∈ Λ∗, we

have

||wε||L2 ≤ 2

µ∗
||fεvψε||L2 ,

which implies ∣∣∣∣∫ 1

0

wεdx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ||wε||L2 ≤ 2

µ∗
||fεvψε||L2 ≤ 2

µ∗
||fεv ||L∞ .

Since ||fεv ||L∞ is uniformly bounded with respect to ε, it follows from (3.7) and

(3.15) that ∣∣∣∣aε∫ 1

0

ϕε0dx

∣∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣∫ 1

0

wεdx+

∫ 1

0

ψεdx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1 +
2

µ∗
||fεv ||L∞

and |aε| ≤ C/
√
ε for sufficiently small ε, where C is a positive constant inde-

pendent of ε. Thus, it follows from (3.9) that

|⟨aεfεuϕε0, p⟩| = |aε|
√
ε
∣∣∣〈p,( ϕε0√

ε

)
fεu

〉∣∣∣ = o(1) as ε→ 0.

Thus, by using integration by parts, we obtain (3.18) due to (3.12) and (3.17).

□
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Lemma 3.2 Under the assumptions (A1) and (A2), there exists a positive con-

stant R independent of ε such that |λε| ≤ R holds.

Proof. It follows from (3.18) that

−⟨Dψε
x, ψ

ε
x⟩+ ⟨−fεvψε − λεψε +

fεuf
ε
v

f∗u − λε
ψε, ψε⟩ = o(1) as ε→ 0.

By using ⟨ψε, ψε⟩ = 1, we have

λε = −D⟨ψε
x, ψ

ε
x⟩ − ⟨fεvψε, ψε⟩+ ⟨ fεuf

ε
v

f∗u − λε
ψε, ψε⟩+ o(1) as ε→ 0.

Hence, noting λε ∈ Λ∗, |⟨fεvψε, ψε⟩| ≤ ||fεv ||L∞ ||ψε||2L2 and ||ψε||L2 = 1, we have

−ν < Reλε = −D⟨ψε
x, ψ

ε
x⟩ − ⟨fεvψε, ψε⟩+Re⟨ fεuf

ε
v

f∗u − λε
ψε, ψε⟩+ o(1)

≤ ||fεv ||L∞ +Re⟨ fεuf
ε
v

f∗u − λε
ψε, ψε⟩+ o(1) as ε→ 0

and

Imλε = Im⟨ fεuf
ε
v

f∗u − λε
ψε, ψε⟩+ o(1) as ε→ 0.

Here, we assume that limε→0 |λε| = +∞. Since

|f∗u − λε| ≥ |λε| − |f∗u | ≥ |λε| − ||f∗u ||L∞ > 0

holds for sufficiently small ε, noting ||ψε||L2 = 1, we have

|⟨ fεuf
ε
v

f∗u − λε
ψε, ψε⟩| ≤

∫ 1

0

|fεu||fεv |
|f∗u − λε|

|ψε|2dx ≤ ||fεu||L∞ ||fεv ||L∞

|λε| − ||f∗u ||L∞
→ 0

as ε→ 0. This implies that |λε| is bounded for sufficiently small ε, which leads

to a contradiction. Thus, we see that limε→0 |λε| < +∞ holds. □

Under the assumptions (A1) and (A2), it follows from Lemma 3.2 that there

are no eigenvalues in {λ ∈ C | Reλ > −ν, |λ| > R }, where ν is given by (3.13).

In what follows, we consider eigenvalues in Λδ = {λ ∈ C | Reλ ≥ −δ, |λ| ≤ R },
where δ is an arbitrarily given constant satisfying 0 < δ ≤ ν. Noting that λε

is continuous in ε on a compact set Λδ, we suppose that limε→0 λ
ε exists in Λδ

because we are interested in the behavior of eigenvalues which determine the

stability of (uε(x), vε(x)).
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Theorem 3.1 Under the assumptions (A1), (A2) and (A3), any eigenvalue

λε ∈ Λδ1 must satisfy

lim
ε→0

Reλε ≤ 0

and

lim
ε→0

Reλε < 0 if lim
ε→0

Imλε ̸= 0,

where δ1 = min{ν, inf
0≤x≤1

f∗v (x)− f∗u(x)

2
} > 0.

Proof. We note that δ1 is well-defined by (3.5) and (3.13). It follows from

(3.18) that

−⟨Dψε
x, ψ

ε
x⟩+ ⟨−fεvψε − λεψε +

fεuf
ε
v

f∗u − λε
ψε, ψε⟩ = o(1) as ε→ 0,

which implies

D⟨ψε
x, ψ

ε
x⟩+ λε

〈λε + (fεv − fεu)

λε − f∗u
ψε, ψε

〉
= o(1) as ε→ 0.

Let αε = Reλε and βε = Imλε. Then, we have〈λε + (fεv − fεu)

λε − f∗u
ψε, ψε

〉
=
〈 (fεv − fεu) + αε + iβε

(αε − f∗u) + iβε
ψε, ψε

〉
=
〈 (αε − f∗u)

2 + fεv (α
ε − f∗u) + (βε)2 − ifεvβ

ε

(αε − f∗u)
2 + (βε)2

ψε, ψε
〉
+ o(1)

as ε→ 0 because limε→0 f
ε
u(x) = f∗u(x) uniformly on x ∈ [0, x∗ − σ]∪ [x∗ + σ, 1]

for any σ > 0 with 0 < σ < min(x∗, 1− x∗) due to Corollary 2.1. Let

Kε
1 := (αε − f∗u)

2 + fεv (α
ε − f∗u) + (βε)2 and Kε

2 := (αε − f∗u)
2 + (βε)2.

Since αε > −δ1 and (3.13) by λε ∈ Λδ1 , when ε is sufficiently small, it follows

from (3.4) that

αε − f∗u > −f∗u/3 ≥ δ1/3

holds, which implies Kε
2 ≥ δ21/9 > 0. Similarly, when ε is sufficiently small, it

follows from (3.5) that

αε + (fεv − f∗u) = αε − {−(fεv − f∗u)}

= αε − {−(f∗v − f∗u)}+ (fεv − f∗v )

> (f∗v − f∗u)/3 ≥ δ1/3
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on x ∈ [0, x∗ − σ] ∪ [x∗ + σ, 1] for any σ > 0 with 0 < σ < min(x∗, 1 − x∗)

because limε→0 f
ε
v (x) = f∗v (x) uniformly on x ∈ [0, x∗ − σ] ∪ [x∗ + σ, 1] due to

Corollary 2.1. Therefore, we have

Kε
1 = (αε − f∗u){αε + (fεv − f∗u)}+ (βε)2 ≥ δ21/9 > 0

on x ∈ [0, x∗−σ]∪ [x∗+σ, 1] for sufficiently small ε. In addition, by Lemma 3.2

and ||fεv ||L∞ = O(1) as ε→ 0, we have

0 < C1 <
〈Kε

1

Kε
2

ψε, ψε
〉
< C2 (3.19)

for sufficiently small ε, where C1 and C2 are independent of ε. Then, we have

λε
〈λε + (fεv − fεu)

λε − f∗u
ψε, ψε

〉
= (αε + iβε)

〈Kε
1 − ifεvβ

ε

Kε
2

ψε, ψε
〉
+ o(1)

= αε
〈Kε

1

Kε
2

ψε, ψε
〉
+ (βε)2

〈 fεv
Kε

2

ψε, ψε
〉

+iβε
{
− αε

〈 fεv
Kε

2

ψε, ψε
〉
+
〈Kε

1

Kε
2

ψε, ψε
〉}

+ o(1) as ε→ 0,

which implies

D⟨ψε
x, ψ

ε
x⟩+ αε

〈Kε
1

Kε
2

ψε, ψε
〉
+ (βε)2

〈 fεv
Kε

2

ψε, ψε
〉
= o(1)

and

βε
{
− αε

〈 fεv
Kε

2

ψε, ψε
〉
+
〈Kε

1

Kε
2

ψε, ψε
〉}

= o(1)

as ε→ 0. Therefore, we have

αεD⟨ψε
x, ψ

ε
x⟩+ {(αε)2 + (βε)2}

〈Kε
1

Kε
2

ψε, ψε
〉
= o(1) (3.20)

as ε→ 0. Noting (3.19), it follows from (3.20) that(
αε +

D⟨ψε
x, ψ

ε
x⟩

2
〈
(Kε

1/K
ε
2)ψ

ε, ψε
〉)2

+ (βε)2 −

(
D⟨ψε

x, ψ
ε
x⟩

2
〈
(Kε

1/K
ε
2)ψ

ε, ψε
〉)2

= o(1)

as ε → 0. In the limit of ε → 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 3.1. □
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Theorem 3.2 Under the assumptions (A1), (A2) and (A3), the stationary so-

lutions (uε(x), vε(x)) are stable if J ′(v∗) > 0. i.e., any eigenvalue λε of the

linearized operator of (1.1) at (uε(x), vε(x)) in X given by (3.2) must satisfy

Reλε < 0 for sufficiently small ε > 0 if J ′(v∗) > 0.

Proof. By Theorem 3.1, it suffices to prove that any eigenvalue λε ∈ Λδ1

satisfying limε→0 λ
ε = 0 must satisfy Reλε < 0 for sufficiently small ε > 0 if

J ′(v∗) > 0. It follows from (3.18) that

⟨Dψ∗
x, px⟩ = 0 for ∀p ∈ H1(0, 1),

where ψ∗ = limε→0 ψ
ε. Hence, noting ⟨ψε, ψε⟩ = 1, we have ψ∗ ≡ 1. Moreover,

by (3.12) and (3.16), we have w∗ = −f∗v /f∗u , where w∗ = limε→0 w
ε. Therefore,

it follows from (3.7) and (3.15) that

lim
ε→0

aε
√
ε = − lim

ε→0

∫ 1

0

wεdx+

∫ 1

0

ψεdx

1√
ε

∫ 1

0

ϕε0dx

=
1

κ∗(h+(v∗)− h−(v∗))

∫ 1

0

f∗v − f∗u
f∗u

dx.

Thus, by (3.6), (3.10) and the first equation of (3.14), we obtain

λε =
1

aε
⟨ψε, fεvϕ

ε
0⟩+ µε

0 = ε(κ∗)2 · h
+(v∗)− h−(v∗)∫ 1

0

f∗v − f∗u
f∗u

dx

· J ′(v∗) + o(ε) (3.21)

as ε → 0. Thus, by (3.4) and (3.5), we see that λε satisfying limε→0 λ
ε = 0

must satisfy Reλε < 0 for sufficiently small ε if J ′(v∗) > 0. □

Remark 3.1 Notice that (3.21) gives the characterization of an eigenvalue sat-

isfying limε→0 λ
ε = 0. This eigenvalue is called the critical eigenvalue which

essentially determines the stability of (uε(x), vε(x)). Although our result sug-

gests that the stationary solutions (uε(x), vε(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 Λδ1 . To prove this existence, we must consider the

solvability of (3.17) with respect to ψε when λε = O(ε) as ε → 0. In the case

of reaction-diffusion systems of FitzHugh-Nagumo type studied by [6, 21], such

solvability problems can be solved by the Lax-Milgram theorem [19] which is the

most powerful and standard tool for solving the linear elliptic PDEs. 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 ε, 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 (1.1) on an interval 0 < x < 1 under the Neumann boundary

condition, where 0 < ε ≪ D and f(u, v) is a smooth function with bistable

nonlinearity. In our numerical simulations, the values of the diffusion coefficients

ε and D are given by ε = 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 (2.1); the initial values of the iterations are

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

(1.1).

Example 4.1 The first example is given by a simple cubic function

f(u, v) = αv − u(u− β)(u− 1), (4.1)

where α and β are constants satisfying α > 0 and 0 < β < 1.

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

v =
1

α
u(u− 1)(u− β) =: g(u) and

dv

du
= −fu

α
,

where fu = −3u2+2(β+1)u−β. It is easy to see that the assumptions (A1) and

(A3) hold by fv = α. The ODE ut = f(u, v) is bistable in u for each v ∈ (v, v)

with v = g(h+(v)) and v = g(h−(v)) as seen in Figure 2(a) and (b). Here,

h+(v) = (1 + β +
√
ρ(β))/3 and h−(v) = (1 + β −

√
ρ(β))/3 are the solutions

of fu = 0, where ρ(β) = 1− β + β2.

We immediately find that

J ′(v) =

∫ h+(v)

h−(v)

fv(u, v)du = α(h+(v)− h−(v)) > 0
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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 (4.1) with α = 0.2. The
value of the conserved mass ξ is given by ξ = 0.35. Panels (a) and (b) show
the graphs of f(u, v) = 0 for β = 0.5 and β = 0.3, respectively. Panels (c)
and (d) show the profiles of single transition layer solutions for β = 0.5 and
β = 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 = x∗. The values of v∗ defined by
J(v) = 0 are given by v∗ = 0.0 for (c) and v∗ ≈ −0.164 for (d), respectively,
which are indicated by dotted lines. The layer positions are given by x∗ = 0.650
for (c) and x∗ ≈ 0.422 for (d), respectively, which are indicated by broken lines.
These values can be obtained by (1.11) when ξ = 0.35.

for all v ∈ I. Moreover, we have

J(0) =

∫ h+(0)

h−(0)

f(u, 0)du = −
∫ 1

0

u(u− 1)(u− β)du =
1

12
− β

6
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by h−(0) = 0 and h+(0) = 1.

When β = 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

uε(x) =
1

2

{
1 + tanh

(
x− x∗

2
√
2ε

)}
+O(ε)

and

vε(x) = v∗ − ε2

2D
tanh

(
x− x∗

2
√
2ε

)
+O(ε3),

where the layer position x∗ = 1 − ξ is given by (1.11). The leading terms of

uε(x) and vε(x) characterize the profile of the stationary solution in the upper

panel in Figure 2(c). The O(ε2) term of vε(x) characterizes the transition layer

of the v-component of the stationary solution in the lower panel in Figure 2(c).

This O(ε2) 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 β ̸= 1/2, we can factorize f(u, v) and f(u, v) into f(u, v) = (u −
h+(v))2(h−(v)− u) and f(u, v) = (u− h−(v))2(h+(v)− u), respectively, where

h−(v) =
1 + β − 2

√
ρ(β)

3
and h+(v) =

1 + β + 2
√
ρ(β)

3
.

Then, we have

J(v) =

∫ h+(v)

h−(v)

f(u, v)du = −ρ(β)
2

12
< 0

and

J(v) =

∫ h+(v)

h−(v)

f(u, v)du =
ρ(β)2

12
> 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 β ̸= 1/2. Figure 2(d) shows a stable

stationary solution with a single internal transition layer, in which the value of

v∗ appears in (v, 0) due to β ̸= 1/2.

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

f(u, v) =

(
κ+

u2

1 + u2

)
v − u, (4.2)

where κ is a positive constant satisfying 0 < κ < 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 (4.2). The value of
the conserved mass ξ is given by ξ = 2.3. (a) The graph of f(u, v) = 0 for
κ = 0.067. (b) The graphs of J(v) and J(v), which are continuous functions in
κ. (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 x = x∗. 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 ξ = 2.3.

This model proposed by [17] has a bistable nonlinearity. In fact, we can nu-

merically obtain the curve of f(u, v) = 0 for κ = 0.067, as shown in Figure 3(a).

The ODE ut = f(u, v) is bistable in u for v ∈ I = (v, v) with

v =
1 + κ− ϕ

2κ(1 + κ)

√
ϕ

1 + κ
and v =

1 + κ− ψ

2κ(1 + κ)

√
ψ

1 + κ
,

where

ϕ(κ) =
1− 2κ+

√
1− 8κ

2
and ψ(κ) =

1− 2κ−
√
1− 8κ

2
.

Moreover, with the aid of the software MATHEMATICA, we can obtain

h+(v) =

√
ϕ

1 + κ
and h−(v) =

1 + κ− ϕ

2
√

(1 + κ)ϕ
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and

h+(v) =
1 + κ− ψ

2
√
(1 + κ)ψ

and h−(v) =

√
ψ

1 + κ
.

Furthermore, we have

dh−(v)

dκ
=

(1 + κ+ ϕ)(ϕ− (1 + κ)ϕ′(κ))

4(
√

(1 + κ)ϕ)3
> 0

for 0 < κ < 1/8, which implies that h−(v) is a monotone increasing function

in κ ∈ (0, 1/8). Since limκ→0 h
−(v) = 0 and limκ→1/8 h

−(v) = 1/
√
3, we have

0 < h−(v) < 1/
√
3. Similarly, we can show that h+(v) is a monotone decreasing

function in κ ∈ (0, 1/8) with 1/
√
3 < h+(v) < +∞. Therefore, noting

fu(u, v) =
2uv

(1 + u2)2
− 1 and fv(u, v) = κ+

u2

1 + u2
,

we see that the assumptions (A1) and (A3) hold.

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

J ′(v) =

∫ h+(v)

h−(v)

fv(u, v)du

= (h+(v)− h−(v))

(
κ+ 1− tan−1(h+(v))− tan−1(h−(v))

h+(v)− h−(v)

)
> κ(h+(v)− h−(v)),

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

J(v) =
(κ− 2ϕ)(1 + κ− ϕ)2 + 4ϕ2(1− ϕ)

8ϕκ(1 + κ)
− 1 + κ− ϕ

2κ(1 + κ)

√
ϕ

1 + κ
·K1

and

J(v) = − (κ− 2ψ)(1 + κ− ψ)2 + 4ψ2(1− ψ)

8ψκ(1 + κ)
+

1 + κ− ψ

2κ(1 + κ)

√
ψ

1 + κ
·K2,

where

K1 = tan−1

(√
ϕ

1 + κ

)
− tan−1

(
1 + κ− ϕ

2(1 + κ)

√
1 + κ

ϕ

)
and

K2 = tan−1

(√
ψ

1 + κ

)
− tan−1

(
1 + κ− ψ

2(1 + κ)

√
1 + κ

ψ

)
.

As shown in Figure 3(b), we see that J(v) and J(v) are continuous functions

in κ, and that J(v) < 0 and J(v) > 0 for any κ ∈ (0, 1/8). In addition, we
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have limκ→1/8 J(v) = limκ→1/8 J(v) = 0, limκ→0 J(v) = (3 − π)/2 < 0 and

limκ→0 J(v) = +∞. Therefore, we find that J(v∗) = 0 and J ′(v∗) > 0 hold for

some v∗ ∈ I, which implies that the assumption (A2) holds.

Figure 3(c) shows a stable stationary solution with a single internal transition

layer, in which the layer position x∗ 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 1.1 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 [21], 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

f(u, v) = 4u− v − 4u3 + 2u2v − 5

4
uv2 − 3

4
v3, (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 [21, Figure 11]. We can verify that the assumptions (A1) and (A3) hold

because the ODE ut = f(u, v) is bistable in u for each v ∈ (v, v), and the

values of v and v are determined by f(u, v) = 0 and fu(u, v) = 0. Moreover,

we can obtain the graph of J(v) shown in Figure 4(b) with the aid of the

software MATHEMATICA. The values v∗0 , v
∗
+ and v∗− defined by J(v) = 0

satisfy J ′(v∗0) < 0 and J ′(v∗±) > 0, which implies that the assumption (A2)

holds. It is easy to see that v∗0 = 0, h+(v∗0) = 1 and h−(v∗0) = −1. The values

of v∗±, h
+(v∗±) and h−(v∗±) are numerically obtained as v∗+ = −v∗− ≈ 0.55589,

h+(v∗+) = −h−(v∗−) ≈ 1.05659 and h+(v∗−) = −h−(v∗+) ≈ 0.87129.

The characterization of the critical eigenvalue given by (3.21) 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 (4.3). The value
of the conserved mass ξ is given by ξ = 0.0. Panels (a) and (b) show a curve
defined by f(u, v) = 0 and the graph of J(v) defined by (1.5), respectively. In
(a), v = −v ≈ 1.072. The solid points indicate the bistable equilibria of the ODE
ut = f(u, v) in u for v = v∗0 and v = v∗±, which are three zeros of J(v) in (b). The
values v∗0 , v

∗
+ and v∗− are given by v∗0 = 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 x∗ = 0.5, which can be obtained by (1.11)
when ξ = 0.0. Panel (d) shows the profile of the eigenfunction Φε = (φε, ψε)
associated with the critical eigenvalue λε ≈ 6.2× 10−3 characterized by (3.21),
where the red and blue solid lines indicate φε and ψε, respectively. The lower
panel of (d), an enlarged view of the profile of Φε is useful to understand that
Φε satisfies the constrained condition in (3.2).

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 4(c)
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by applying the Newton method to (2.1); the initial value of the iteration is

given by a pair of functions obtained from (U∗(x), V ∗(x)) by replacing v∗ with

v∗0 , where (U∗(x), V ∗(x)) is given by (1.9) and (1.10). The layer position is

given by x∗ = 0.5, which can be obtained by (1.11) when ξ = 0.0. Moreover,

by numerically solving the linearized eigenvalue problem (3.1) around the sta-

tionary solution, we find that the critical eigenvalue characterized by (3.21) is

given by λε ≈ 6.2 × 10−3 > 0, and the profile of its associated eigenfunction

Φε = (φε, ψε) ∈ 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 Φε, numerical solutions converge to one

or the other of stable transition layer solutions shown in Figure 5(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 3.2 because J ′(v∗±) > 0. The

positions of the transition layers in Figure 5(b) and (c) are given by x∗ ≈ 0.164

and x∗ ≈ 0.836, respectively. These values can be obtained by (1.11) when

ξ = 0.0.

Remark 4.1 In general, from the topology of a curve defined by f(u, v) = 0

under Assumtion 1.1, 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 4(d) suggests that ||ψε
x||L2 = O(εp) 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, 21]. 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 4(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 ξ
is given by ξ = 0.0. The positions of the transition layers in (b) and (c) are
x∗ ≈ 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 [15, 17]. 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 3.1, 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 1.1 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 (uε(x), vε(x)) as follows: Let (ũε(x), ṽε(x))

be a stationary solution with a single layer on [0, 1/2], which is constructed

by our method. Then, the values of (uε(x), vε(x)) for x ∈ [0, 1/2] and for

x ∈ [1/2, 1] are defined by (ũε(x), ṽε(x)) for x ∈ [0, 1/2] and (ũε(1−x), ṽε(1−x))
for x ∈ [1/2, 1], respectively. However, the stability analysis for multi-layered

stationary solutions seems quite delicate. In fact, mentioned in [17, Section 3.3],

multi-layered solutions may move very slowly at the speed of O(ε−C/ε). This

suggests that the linearized operator around a multi-layered stationary solution

can have O(e−C/ε)-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 [17]. 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 ut = 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 [16, 17]. On the other hand,

we can consider other mass-conserving reaction-diffusion systems with bistable

nonlinearity, in which the ODEs vt = −f(u, v) are bistable in v for each fixed

u. It was shown in [11, 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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