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Numerical approximation of a reaction-diffusion system
with fast reversible reaction

Robert Eymard EL Danielle Hilhorst H, Michal Olech B

Abstract

We consider the finite volume approximation of a reaction-diffusion system with fast reversible reaction.
We deduce from a priori estimates that the approximate solution converges to the weak solution of the
reaction —diffusion problem and satisfies estimates which do not depend on the chemical kinetics factor. It
follows that the solution converges to the solution of a nonlinear diffusion problem, as the size of the volume
elements and the time steps converge to zero while the kinetic rate tends to infinity.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider chemical systems with fast reactions where mean reaction times vary from ap-
proximately 10~ ** second to 1 minute. In particular, reactions that involve bond making or breaking are not
likely to occur in less than 107! second. Moreover, chemical systems almost always involve some elementary
reaction steps that are reversible and fast.
The study of reactions with rates that are outside of the time frame of ordinary laboratory operations re-
quires specialized instrumentation, techniques and ways of proceeding (see for example Espenson [4, Chapter
11]). This work tries to give an efficient, quick and cheap way for numerical investigations of such reactions.
In this article, we consider a reversible chemical reaction between mobile species A and B, that takes
place inside a bounded region Q C R? where d = 1,2 or 3. If the region is isolated and diffusion is modelled
by Fick’s law, this leads to the reaction-diffusion system of partial differential equations

ur = alAu —ak(ra(u) —rp(v)) in  Qx(0,7),

ve = bAV + Bk(ra(u) —ra(v)) in  Qx(0,7), )

where T' > 0 and Q is a bounded set of R%. An example of explicit expressions and values for o, 8, k, ra, rs, a, b
is given in Section[fl We supplement the system () by the homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions

Vu-n=Vv-n=0 on 002x(0,T), (2)

and the initial conditions of the form

u(z,0) = uo(x), v(z,0) =vo(z) in Q. (3)
In the sequel we call the system (I]) together with the boundary conditions () and the initial conditions (3]),
Problem PF.
For a reversible reaction mA = nBB one has « = —m, B = n and the rate functions are of the form

ra(u) =u™ and rp(v) = v™. Further discussion about this motivation and some concrete examples can be
found in Erdi and Téth [9] and Espenson [4].

In practice, especially for ionic or radical reactions, changes due to reaction are often very fast compared
to diffusive effects. This corresponds to a large rate constant k. Bothe and Hilhorst [I] study the limit to
an instantaneous reaction. They exploit a natural Lyapunov functional and use compactness arguments to
prove that

k k . 2
v’ —u and v"—ov in L*(Q2x(0,7)),
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as k tends to infinity, where (u*,v") is the solution of Problem P* and the limit (u,v) is determined by
ra(u) =rp(v) and e w, (4)
a

where w is the unique weak solution of the nonlinear diffusion problem

wy = Ad(w) in Qx(0,T)

8%5:'1)) =0 on 00 X (O,T) (5)
w(z,0) = wo(z) == éuo(x) + %vo(x) in Q,
with
a. ., b 1.1 \"
¢ = <Eld + En) ) (ald + En) on RT, (©)

-1
N=rg OTA.

The identities in (@) can be explained as follows: the first one states that the system is in chemical equilibrium,
while the second one defines w as the quantity that is conserved under the chemical reaction. Given a
function w, the system (@) can be uniquely solved for (u,v) if ra, g are strictly increasing with for instance
ra(RY) C rp(R") so that n = r5' ora is well defined and strictly increasing. Under these assumptions u is
the unique solution of

—u+ =n(u) =w
577 )
which gives the explicit representation of u and v

—1

w= <éid + %n)_l(w), v=no0 (éid + %n) (w). %

We assume the following hypotheses, which we denote by H:

1. Let Q be an open, connected and bounded subset of R?, where d = 1,2 or 3, with a smooth boundary
o0,

2. uo(x), vo(x) € L*=(Q) and there exist constants U, V > 0 such that 0 < ug(x) < U and 0 < vo(z) <V
in 2,
3. «a, B, a, b and k are strictly positive real values (sometimes we use the notation ko = & and k8 = E),

4. Let ra(z), ra(z) € CH(R) be strictly increasing functions, such that r4(0) = r5(0) = 0, and assume
furthermore that ra(RT) C rp(RT).

We recall from Bothe and Hilhorst [T, Section 2] that Problem P* has a unique classical solution (u*, v*)
on every finite time interval [0, 7], for all nonnegative bounded initial data. By classical solution, we mean a
function pair (u*, v*) such that u*, v* € C*'(Q x (0,7]) N C"° (2 x (0,T]) with u*,v* € C([0,T]; L*(Q))
(see also Ladyzenskaja, Solonnikov and Ural’ceva [I1]).

Next we present a notion of a weak solution of Problem P*, which will be used in the sections @l and

Definition 1.1. We say that (u”,v") is a weak solution to Problem P* if and only if
1. w*,0F € L?(0,T; H'(Q)) and uf,vf € L*(0,T; (H'(R2))');
2. Let U be the set of test functions, defined as

xp:{wec“(ﬁx[o,T]);w.n:o on 9% [0,T] and ¢(T):o}.

For a.e. t € (0,T) and all ) € U

/Quo(x)w(x,O) der/Qu (x,t)wt(x,t)dx+a/ u”(x,t) Ay (z,t) dx

Q

_ o}/ﬂw(@t)(m‘(uk(x,t)) —rB(vk(a@t))) dr=0 (8)



and

/Qvo(:v)z/)(x,()) dx+/ﬂv (z,t)Ye(z, 1) dx+b/ u'(x, t) A (z,t) do

Q

48 [ 60 (ra (e @) = 1 (04 0.0) ) do =0, (9)

We remark that every essentially bounded weak solution of Problem P*, in the sense of Definition [T}
is also a classical solution.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we define a finite volume discretisation and an approxi-

mate solution (u%, v%) for Problem P*. In section 3 we prove a discrete comparison principle which yields
discrete L™ estimates, and we show the existence and uniqueness of the approximate solution. Section
4 contains technical lemmas used further in the convergence proofs. The convergence of the approximate
solution to the classical solution of Problem P* in the case of fixed k is proved in section 5. In section 6 we
use a suitable Lyapunov function and we obtain a discrete L? (O, T, HI(Q)) estimate, which does not depend
on k. We then apply Kolmogorov’s theorem and deduce the convergence of the approximate solutions to
the classical solution of Problem P*. Afterwards we show that the approximate solution (u%, v%) converges
to (u,v) defined in (@) as k tends to co and the size of the discretisation parameters tends to zero.
In Section [l we present numerical results obtained with our finite volume scheme, for the reversible dimeri-
sation of o-phenylenedioxydimethylsilane (2, 2-dimethyl-1, 2, 3-benzodioxasilole) which is a reaction of the
type 24 = B (see Meyer, Klein and Weiss [12]). On the one hand we compute the approximate solution
(u%, v%) of the solution (u*,v¥) of Problem P* and on the other hand the numerical approximation wp of
the solution w of the problem (&) — (@), and we check that

1 1\7} 1 L\
ub ~ (aid+ Bn) (wp) and wvp A no <Eid+ En) (wp)

for k large enough and size (D) small enough.

Remark 1.2. In what follows we denote by C, Cj and Cy positive generic constants which may vary from
line to line.

2 The finite volume scheme

The finite volume method has first been developed by engineers in order to study complex, coupled physical
problems where the conservation of quantities such as masses, energy or impulsion must be carefully respected
by the approximate solution. Another advantage of this method is that a large variety of meshes can be used
in the computations. The finite volume methods are particularly well suited for numerical investigations of
conservations laws. They are one of the most popular methods among the engineers performing computations
for industrial purposes: the modelling of flows in porous media, problems related to oil recovery, questions
related to hydrology, such as the numerical approximation of a stationary incompressible Navier —Stokes
equations.

For a comprehensive discussion about the finite volume method, we refer to Eymard, Gallouét and Herbin
[6] and the references therein.

Following [6], we define a finite volume discretization of Qr.

Definition 2.1 (Admissible mesh of Q). An admissible mesh M of Q is given by a set of open, bounded
subsets of Q (control volumes) and a family of points (one per control volume), satisfying the following
properties

1. The closure of the union of all the control volumes is Q. We denote by my the measure of each volume

element K and

size (M) = max M.

2. KNL=0 for any (K,L) € M?, such that K # L. If K N\ L # (), then it is a subset of a hyperplane
in R?. Let us denote by & C T? the set of pairs (K, L), such that the d — 1 Lebesgue measure of K NL
is strictly positive. For (K,L) € & we write K|L for the set K N'L and mgr for the d — 1 Lebesgue
measure of K|L.

3. For any K € M we also define Nk = {L € T, (K,L) € £} and assume that 0K = K\K =
(KN 99) U (Upeny KIL)-



4. There exists a family of points (xx)kem, such that xx € K and if L € Nk then the straight line
(zx,xL) 1s orthogonal to K|L. We set

MK|L
)
di|L

diip = d(xx,xr) and Tk =

where the last quantity is sometimes called the transmissibility across the edge K|L.

Since Problem Problem P*is a time evolution problem, we also need to discretize the time interval (0, T).

Definition 2.2 (Time discretization). A time discretization of the interval (0,7T) is given by an integer
value N and by a strictly increasing sequence of real values (t(”))ne{o,m,NH} with t© =0 and tNTD =T
The time steps are defined by

M = ¢+ 4™ o ne{0,...,N}.

We may then define a discretization of the whole domain Q)7 in the following way.

Definition 2.3 (Discretization of Q7). A finite volume discretization D of Qr is defined as

where M, € and (vx)xer are given in Definition [2] and the sequence (t(n))nE{O,H.,Nﬁ»l} 15 a time dis-
cretization of (0,T) in the sense of Definition[22. One then sets

size (D) = max {size (M), t5 : n e {o,.. A7N}}A

We present below the finite volume scheme which we use and define approximate solutions. We assume
that the hypotheses H hold and suppose that D be an admissible discretization of Q7 in the sense of
Definition [Z23] We prescribe the approximate initial conditions

1

0) _ 0) _ 1 /
u = uo(x)dxr and wv = Vol T dZE, 10
K m / 0( ) K m 0( ) ( )

where K € M, and associate to Problem P* the finite volume scheme

mK(uE,?“) - uﬁ,?)) —t{Ma Z TK\L(u(LnH) — ) 4 tf;")mxd<m (u%H)) - TB(U%L-H))) =0,

heNK (11)
mi (vgﬂ) - vﬁ?)) - tg")b Z TK‘L(v?H) - vf,?“)) - tgn)mxﬁ(m (u%H)) - TB(U%L“))) =0.
LeENK

Note that () is a nonlinear system of equations in the unknowns

(uid ™, 0 ™)

Forz € Qandt € (0,T) let K € M besuch that z € K and n € {0,..., N} be such that t® = 0, tV+) =T
and t € (t("),t("+1)]. We can then define the approximate solutions

up(x,t) = u%*” and wvp(z,t) = vf,?H) . (12)

In the next section, we will prove the existence and uniqueness of the solution of the discrete problem (IIJ),
together with the initial values (I0).
3 The approximate solution

In this section we prove the existence and uniqueness of the solution of the system ([II). Let us start with a
discrete version of the comparison principle.



Proposition 3.1 (Discrete comparison principle). We suppose that the hypotheses H are satisfied. Let D

be a discretization as in Definition[2.3 Let (ug( wﬁ())KeM and (uK o ))

values such that

Kem be given sequences of real

u® < @O © 5O
= )

and vy

for all K € M. If the sequences (u%Jrl),v%H))KeM’ nefo,...,N} ond

(5, ) ®

KeM, nefo,...,N} satisfy the equations (II)) with the initial values (uK 7U§())K€M and (g, vK )KEM;
respectively, then for K € M andn € {0,...,N}

u("+1) < ﬂ("+1) and U%H_l) < ﬁ§?+l). (13)
Proof We set ﬁg?) = ug) - ﬁ&? and v(") ;?) - 171(,?) for all K € M and n € {0,..., N + 1} and define
AT —(ra™) - ra@E+)) 2+,

B —(rp (o) = 1o (0+) ) /557,

whenever u(”ﬂ) # 0 (else AE?H) =0) or ﬁgﬂ) # 0 (else Bﬁfﬂ) = 0). Since the functions r4 and rp are

monotone increasing, it follows that A%H) and E%LH) are nonnegative. We then have, by subtracting the
discrete equation () for ug?_H) and for ﬁgﬂ),

K Leng

WP 40 S T (14)

LeNk
+ tg")mKd(rB (vgﬁﬂ)) —rpg (f)ﬁfﬂ))),

for K € Mandn € {0,..., N}. Setting s* = max(s,0) and using that s < s, (s+¢)" < s7 +¢* we obtain

mi (1 + <dA§?“) oy TKL)> sty

LeNk

M <1 ) (@Aﬁ?*” + mi > TKL)>11§?“>
m

(15)
+
<k (@)t 0 T Tin (@) + e (rs (o) - ra (004,
LeNk
where K € M and n € {0, ..., N}. Next we multiply the inequality (3] by indicator of the set where aﬁ?*”

is nonnegative. Since the right-hand-side of (3] is nonnegative as well, we obtain, acting similarly for both
components,

m (1 + 1l <aA§?*” =3 TKL)> el
MK Nk
<mac(a0) T+ t5Va Y Tiegw (a77Y) " + tfs")mKé‘(TB(U%L“)) —TB (ﬁ?+1)))+’

LeNk

n n b ~(n
K(l +t((; )</BB( A — Z TKL)) (U§(+1))+

LeNKk

(16)

( (n) +t(n)b Z Ty L (n+1)) +t(”)mKﬁ(rA( (n+1)) TA(ﬁg?+1)))+.
LeENE

Since
ALV @) =(rai ™) = ra@ )"

BP0 ™) =(rp o™ = ra ()T

we add the first equation of (I6) divided by & and the second equation of (8) divided by 3, which yields
1 ,m_a (nF1)y+ 1 m_b (n+1)\+
mK<7 +15 > TK‘L) (™) "+ muc| =+t 3 T ) (07)
TP ERe LEZN

<mr= ( (") +t(") Z TK\L (n+ )) 4+ mi— ( (") (”) Z TK\L (n+1)) (17)
a LENK /8 LENK



for K € M and n € {0,...,N}. Let us note that

Z Z TK\L n+1) Z Z TL\ (n+1))+

KeM LeNg LeM KeNT,
=2 > T(ay™) =30 3 Twe(ai )"
LeM KeNT, KeM LeNgk

Summing the inequalities (7)) over K € M, we get

3 [mK(é(ai?“))* + i(ﬁi?“))*)] <Y {mx(;(ug)f + i(ﬁﬁ?)fﬂv
KeM B B
which therefore leads, by induction, to

> ()

KeM

%(ﬁﬁ?*”)*ﬂ 0,

where n € {0,..., N}. It implies that (& ("H)) = (Ai(,?ﬂ))7L = 0, which completes the proof. W
Corollary 3.2 (Discrete contraction in L' property). With the notation from Proposition[31, we have that

Z mK(‘ul(cnﬂ) Tﬁl(anrl)‘ N ‘v£n+1) Af)l(cnﬂ)‘) g Z mK<‘ul(€n) Tﬁl(€n)| . ‘Ul(cn) Af)l(cn)|)
& a B

KeM ﬁ KeM

forn €{0,...,N}. In other words, the discrete counterpart of the L'(Q)-contraction property for solutions
of ) (see e.g. [1]) is preserved by the numerical scheme (II)).

Proof The proof directly follows from the proof of Proposition Bl Let us consider the term tx. We
multiply the equation (I4]) by sgn (A("H)) Then, the inequality = < |z| yields

mi (1 + (@Aﬁ?*“ +ta Y TKL)> ale |
LeNK
< mkli N Tk mK&‘rB(v%LH)) — @Y.
LENK
We proceed in the same way for vK "+ and remark that
Agg “””) —ra(age ™)
)
5 n+1 ~(n+1
B! )= ra@ ),

which enable us to obtain the counterpart of the inequalities in (I) which we sum over K € M, as in the
proof of Proposition Bl This yields the result. W

We now are in a position to prove a discrete L* estimate for the approximate solution.
Theorem 3.3. Let D = (M,P,S, (tf;n))ne{o,m,N-H}) be an admissible discretization of Qr in the sense of

Definition [Z.3. We suppose that the hypotheses H are satisfied. Let (ug)7v$))K6M be given by ([I0) and
(WS WYY satisfy [D) for K € M and n € {0,...,N}. Then

0 < ul?ty <U+%v and 0 < v{"tY <V+§U7 (18)
forall K € M and n €{0,...,N}, where U and V are the positive constants from the hypothesis H 2.
Proof From PropositionB.Ilwe immediately obtain that 1) and )% 1) are nonnegative for K € M and

n € {0,...,N}. In order to find a discrete upper solution, we con51der approximate solutions of the corre-
sponding system of ordinary differential equations. More precisely, we consider sequences (11("))ne{o,wj\prl}7
(’D(n))ne{o,m,N-Fl} (we postpone for a moment the proof that they exist) such that

i =v, 39 =v



and
a "t — g™ = ak (" (rB(ﬁ(”“)) —ra (d”*”)),

(19)
"D _ 5™ = g4 (m (@™t - rB(z‘;("“))),

for n € {0,..., N}. We note that the sequences (ﬂ(”+1))ne{o,m,N}, (17("“))”6{0““,1\;} satisfy (II) with the
initial data U, V. Therefore they satisfy the comparison principle from Proposition 3] which yields

0<a™® and 0< 3™ forall ne{0,...,N}. (20)
Adding up the first equation of (I9) divided by « and the second one divided by 8, we obtain

gt N gntl) B (™ N o™ _ _ g N K
o 3 = —,3 == 3 .

We deduce from the previous equation and from (20) that

=

0<a™ <U+ %V and 0< 3™ <V 42U, (21)

a
forne{0,...,N}. R

In order to prove the existence of the sequences (ﬂ("))ne{oquH} and (17(”))716{0,,“71\;“} we use the
topological degree theory in finite dimensional spaces. The reader can find basic definitions as well as
further informations about this powerful theory in Deimling [3]. An example of the application of this tool
to the analysis of finite volume schemes can be found in Eymard, Gallouét, Ghilani and Herbin [5].

With F,G : R? — R? defined as

G(a™, 17(”)) = (dtf;”_l) (’f’A (ﬂ(")) - ’f‘B(’l_)(n))),
B (raa™) - TB(@(M)))
we rewrite the system () in the form

-F(ﬂ(n+1)7 ,D(”"’l)) + g(ﬂ(”+1)7 ,D(”"’l)) =y = (ﬂ(”)7@("))

Moreover we see that setting @ = B(0,7) C R? a ball centered at (0,0) with a radius

P> (U V) + (v Lu)?

we fulfill all the assumptions of Theorem [3, Theorem 3.1, page 16].
For the continuous function H : [0, 1] x B(0,r) — R? given by

H(A7ﬂ("+l)7ﬂ("+l)) _ _7_-(@(”-0-1)71—}(”-0-1)) + )\g(a("-ﬁ-l)71—}("-0-1))7

we see that
d(F + G, B, (@™, 5")) = d(H(N), B, (@™, 5™))

for all A € [0,1] and (@™), (¥'™) such that 0 < @™ < U -2V and 0 < 2™ <V - £U for n € {0,...,N}.
On the other hand we deduce from [3| Theorem 3.1, page 16] (d1) that

d(H(0), B, (@™, 5™)) = 1. (22)
In view of [3, Theorem 3.1, page 16] (d3) and (d4), (22)) implies that the equality
F@m, gm0y £ gatty, 5y — (g 5

has a solution or, in other words, that there exists a solution of (I3). The uniqueness of this solution
immediately follows from Proposition 311



We can prove in the same way the existence and uniqueness of the solution of the system (II)). Indeed,
we rewrite (1)) in the form

f((ug+l))K6M7(Ug+l))K6M) +§((u§?+l))x My (! ))KEM) = ((ug?))KEM7(U§?))KEM)7 (23)

where f7g~ : R?*® — R?®, with © the number of control volumes for the discretization D, are continuous
functions given by

]?((U%))KEM,( v ))KEM) = ((u%))xem,( o ))KEM)
é((uﬁﬁ Yrkem, (v (n ))KeM) = (Wi, Ws),

where

a n n—1) 4 n n
Wy = Yo Tre(uf? —uit)) + 6" Va(ra(uy)) - re (i),
LENK

and where

(n)
ts b _1) A
We=—2—= 3" T (o) — o) = 8" VB(rauf?”) — rs (o).

LENK

We set O = B(0, R) C R?® a ball centered at zero with a radius

R>\JO(U+4V)’ +o(v+2U).

Since © > 1, we deduce from the discrete L*°(Qr) estimate of Theorem B3] that the equation (23]) does not
have any solutions on d0. Applying again [3, Theorem 3.1, page 16] with H(\) = F 4+ AG and X € [0,1]
completes the proof of the following result.

Theorem 3.4. We suppose that the hypotheses H are satisfied. Let D be a discretization as in Definition
223 Let (ug?), va Ykem be given by ([IQ). Then there exists one and only one sequence

1 1
(U%+ )7U§?+ ))KEM, ne{0,...,N}»

which satisfies [, with the initial condition (u(KO),UE?))KeM. |

4 Convergence proof with £ fixed

We begin with the discrete version of L?(Qr) estimates of the gradient of the approximate solutions.

Proposition 4.1. We suppose that the hypotheses H are satisfied. Let D be a discretization as in Definition
| Let () and () give the sequences (', v ) ke and (u v ) enr, nego.... vy, respectively.
Then there exists a constant Cy > 0, which does not depend on D, but which depend on all the data of the
continuous Problem P* (namely, the constants o, B, U, V including k and the functions ra, rg), such that

! Z ( N+1)) 7% Z mK(u 0)) +a2t5") Z TK\L( (nt1) _ E?Jrl))Qng

KeM KeM n=0  (K,L)e
(24)
and
LS e (o) = 1S e (o) 4 bZt(") S Ti (o o) <
2 K\Vk 2 K\Vk K|IL\VL K X Yk
KeM KeM (K,L)e€
(25)

Proof For the sake of simplicity we only present the proof for the u-component. We multiply the first
equation in the finite volume scheme (III) by u%ﬂrl) and sum the result over all K € M and over all
n € {0,..., N} to obtain

S14+82+83=0, (26)



where

n=0 KEM
=—azt;>z S T (o)l e,

KeM LeENg
S3=6 Z ¢l Z (TA (u§?+l)) —rp (v}?*”))u%“%
n=0 KeM

Since

2 1 1 2 1 2
() ) ) A B )

we deduce that

1o (n+1))? )2 1o (m+1) _ ())?
=g 3 () () ) #5203 (e o)
n=0 KeM n=0 KeM
1Y (nt1)) 2 )\ ?
2522771;( (uK )f(uK) , (27)
n=0 KeM

All the terms in the sum on n on the right hand side of ([27) simplify except for the first and the last ones.

We have that 1 - )

N+1 0

S1 2> 5 E my (uiK )) —3 E my (ug()) . (28)
KeM KeM

We can perform a discrete integration by parts to obtain

2
—aztw S T (w0 ), (20)

(K,L)e&

Finally we use the hypothesis 7 4 and the inequalities in (I8]) to estimate the last term, namely

N
—Ss<ad ) Y mic(ra(U+ SV) +ra(V+ ﬁU))(U+ Zv)
= Ko B o B

N
<okCY 1Y N mk = akClQIT,  (30)

n=0 KeM
with some positive constant C.

Identities (26) and (29) together with the inequalities ([28) and (B0) immediately give ([24). Since the
argument in the case of the v-component is similar, we omit the proof. W

4.1 Space and time translates of approximate solutions

We now turn to the space translates estimates. We use here methods which have been presented for example
by Eymard, Gutnic and Hilhorst [§] and by Eymard, Gallouét, Hilhorst and Slimane [7]. The results of
the current and the next subsection together with the technical Proposition will imply the relative
compactness of the sequence of approximate solutions.

Proposition 4.2 (Space translates estimates). We assume that
1. D —é%fl,& (zr)KeT, (t(n))ne{o,m,N+1}) is an admissible discretization of Qr in the sense of Defini-
tion
2. the hypotheses H and assumptions [BO) are satisfied,
3. the functions (up and vp) are derived from the scheme [IQ) - (1) and given by the formulas ([I2)).



Then there exists a positive constant Cy, which does not depend on D, but depends on all the data of the
continuous Problem P*, including k, such that

/ /Q (un(@ + &) — up(z,1))? de dt < Cylé| (2size (D) + [€]), (31)
0 3

and

//(vp(x+£,t)fvp(x,t))2dxdt<C’k|£|(2size(’D))+|£|), (32)
o Jo.

for all ¢ € R* and for Q¢ defined as in Proposition[7.3

Proof Inequalities (3I) and (B2) follow from the estimates (24]) and (2H]), respectively. We refer to [6]
Lemma 3.3] for a details. W

Proposition 4.3 (Time translates estimates). Let the assumptions of Proposition[.2 are satisfied. Then,
there exists some constant Cy > 0, which does not depend on D, but which depend on all the data including
k, such that

/ ( : (up(z,t+7) — uD(x,t))2 dx dt < Cy(size (D) + 1) (33)

and
/ (vp(@,t +7) — vp(x,t))° de dt < Cy(size (D) + 1), (34)
Qx(0,T—7)

for allT € (0,T).

Proof In order to apply Lemma [T]] (see appendix), we follow the same steps as in [8, Lemma 5.5]. The
only difference appear in the nonlinear part of the equations. However, these can be easily estimated using
the regularity properties of functions r4(:) and r5(-), as well as L estimates (I8) in Theorem 331 W

4.2 Convergence proof

In this section, we state convergence results with k£ fixed. This differs from next section where we will
introduce additional hypotheses about the nonlinear reaction terms and obtain convergence results which
permit us to pass to the limit as k — oo.

Theorem 4.4. We suppose that the hypotheses H are satisfied. Let (up,vp) be the approzimate solution
defined by (@), D) and [@2). There exist a pair of functions (u*,v") and a sequence (up,,,vDp,,)men Of
(up,vp) such that

(up,,,vp,, )men converges to (u*,v¥) e (L2 (0, T;HI(Q)))2
strongly in L?(Qr) as size (Dm) tends to zero. The function pair (u*,v*) is a weak solution of Problem P*
in the sense of Definition [l

Since Problem P is a uniformly parabolic system, (uk, ok ) must coincide with the unique classical solution
of Problem P* . This immediately yields the following result.

Corollary 4.5. The pair (up,vp) converges to the unique classical solution (u¥,v*) of Problem P* as
size (D) tends to zero. M

Proof of Theorem [4.4] In view of the estimates (1)), [33) and Proposition [.2] which is a consequence of
the Fréchet—Kolmogorov Theorem [2, Theorem IV.25, page 72], we deduce the relative compactness of the
set (uD) so that there exists a sequence of (qu):’:l and a function Uy, such that up,, — Uy strongly in
L*(Qr) and weakly in L*(0,T; H'()), as m — oo.

The same conclusion holds for the v-component. Indeed, the inequalities (32]) and (34) permit to apply
the compactness result in Proposition for the sequence (va):: 1+ There exists a function Vi such that
vp,, — Vi strongly in L?(Qr) and weakly in L* (0,7 H"(2)) as m — oco.

Next we show that (U, Vi) is a weak solution of Problem 73"“7 in the sense of Definition [[.Il Since the
proof for the v-component is similar, we only present here the detailed proof in case of the u-component.
Let ¢ € ¥, where W is the class of test functions from Definition [[J] We multiply the first equation of (I
by ¢(zr,t™), where 1) € ¥. Then we sum over all K € M and n € {0... N — 1} to obtain
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where

N-1
Tim = Z mu (ue ™ — V(e 1),

n=0 KeM

—1
Tim=a 3 65" 30 3 Trn (™ =il )b, t),
n=0 KeM LENK

N-1
Tom = 157 37 ma(ra@d ™) = ra @) )i, ().

n=0 KeM

The complete proof, that

lim T, = f/guo(x)w(x,()) d:vf/T/QZ/{k(x,t)z/)t(x,t) dz dt
0

m— oo

and

T
lim 7o, = —a/ /Z/{k(ac7t)Aw(x7t) dz dt,
o Ja

m— oo

can by found in [8, Lemma 5.5]. Let us focus on the proof that

lim 73, = ak /T/Q (raUty) — re(Vi)) ¥ (2, t) do dt.

m— o0

We write

N-1
6 3t 3 e (rall) = o))l )
emM

n=0

- d/ [ vl (rah) - rai)) doar

((n+1)
Y % / / ) = ra ) (e, ) dedt
= ()

N— $(n+1)

az /(n) /wmt )(raUi) —r(Ve)) dzdt

n=0 Kem"”?t
((N+1)

—a Yy /(N) /Kd’(x:t)(“(uk)*TB(Vk))dxdt.

KeM
Thanks to the regularity of the function 1, the last sum above converges to zero . Moreover,
N-1 H(n+1)
& Z Z /( ) / (’"A(UE?H)) *TB(U%LH)))QZJ(xK t™) da dt
n=0 tin K

H(nt1)

d Z /(n) /Kd)(x’t) (ray) —rp(Ve)) dzdt

n=0 Ke
-1 (n+1)

wr, t) — (1)) x
ey > [ [ @) - i) -

n=0 KeM
X (ra (u%*”) —7rB (UE?H)) dz dt

t(n+1)

z TA u(n+1) —ra(Ug x
/(n) /K%D( ) (ra(ug ™) (Ur)) dz dt

t("+1)

Z Z /(n) /Kd)(x’t)(rf’(”ﬁ?ﬂ)) —r3(Vi)) dz dt.

n=0 KeM

Next we show that the three terms above tend to zero as m — oo. First we take their absolute value and
apply the triangle inequality. The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality applied to the first sum of the right hand side

11



of (33) yields
N-—1 +(n+1)
) Z/ / (s, t™) = p(z, )| Jra@PT) — rp@ET| de dt
n=0 Kem’t™ K
N-1
(Zx/

n=0 Kem Jt(™

H(nt1)

/K (Y(xr, ) = (a, ) dz dt) v X

((n+1)

N-1 12
Xd( Z Z /( ) / (TA(UE?H)) — TB(v%LH))dedt) .
t(n K

n=0 Kem "’ t'"

The first term of above product converges to zero, as m — oo, since ¥ (x,t) is smooth enough. The second
term is bounded. Indeed, it is sufficient to remark that ra (ui,?“))7 TB(U;?H)) are bounded for all K € M
and n € {0,...,N}. The last two terms in (B3] are similar and we show how the proof goes with the first
one. Indeed,

s(nt1)

N-1
dz Z / / |w(m7t)”1"A(Ug?+l))71"A(Z/[k)|dxdt
n=0 Kem "t K
N—-1 t(n+1)
A 1
< allYllLe @ Z Z / / ‘TA(U%H_ )) *TA(Z/[k)‘dxdt
n=0 Kem "t K
N-1 ¢(n+1)
< alvlle@n Y. D, / sl e (0o [, ) — U (2, )| dadt
n=0 Kem K
N-1 f(n+1) .
¢ 2
< a||w|\Lx(QT)(Z Z/ /|\rf4||Loo(QT)dxdt) y
n=0 Kem ™ K

(n+1)

N-1 ¢ . ) 1/2
) — Uk (z,t)|” dz dt .
X(Z Z /t(n) /K|u(xK ) k(z,1)|" da )

n=0 KeM

The L norm of the function ra(z) is taken over the finite interval [0, U + $V]. Because ra(z) is of class

C*(R) the first term of the above product is bounded. The second one converges to zero since up,, — Us
as m — oo in L*(Qr). W

5 The case that k tends to infinity

In order to prove the convergence of the finite volume scheme when size (D) tends to zero and k tends to
infinity, we impose some additional conditions on the nonlinear terms r4(z) and rg(x). At first we prove a
counterpart of Proposition [£]1

Proposition 5.1. Let us assume hypotheses H. Moreover, we assume that the functions ra(z), re(x)
satisfy

re € C'(R), 7.(:) >0 on (0,+00),
! 36
r<(0) =0, and limsup 57x(3) < 00, (36)
s—0t 71“(8)
where k € {A, B}. Let D = (M757(xK)KET7(t(n))ne{O,M,N-l»l}) be an admissible discretization of Qr

(n+1) (n+1)

in the sense of Definition [Z3, and the sequences (u\Y, v\ )kem and (up ™ vy are

)KEM, ne{0,...,N}
given by (@A) and (), respectively. Then, there exists some positive constant C' which is independent of
the discretization D and of the reaction rate k, such that

N
Ztg;n( S T (@Y — a4 S TK‘L(v(L"*%v&?*”)Q)@ (37)
n=0 (K,L)€E (K,L)e€

and

N
Y6 ST mi (ra(uig™) — rs(igt))? < C. (38)
n=0 KeM
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Remark 5.2. Observe that the condition [B8) holds, for example, in the case that the rate functions ra(s)
and rg(s) behave like s7, for some positive v, whenever s — 0V.

Proof of Proposition Bl Let (a,b) € (RT)? be such that r4(a) = rp(b). We define two functions
=L (mnatd ora(o)
ra(a s ra(o) ’
['7ho) ),
s T8(0)

which are continuous on RT because of hypotheses H and the assumptions ([B6). We can extend these
functions to also be continuous at s = 0. To do so for the function Va(s) we check that the hypotheses (B8]

nral)
MA@
VB(s) = (s In :igzg

’
give the integrability of STA((S)) on the interval [0, a] and we pass to the limit
ra(s
a / ’
lim Va(s) & l/ aralo) do — 1 lim s- 57a(5) < 00,
s—0+ aJy ra(o) as—ot  ra(s)

where we have applied de 'Hospital theorem as formulated in [I3, Theorem 2, p. 174].
For a given € € (0,1) and n € {0,..., N} we consider

A(n+1)(8) = Z mK (VA(U,%H_I) + 8) — VA( (n) +5))
KeM

/
Since V4 (s) = ras) > 0 for all s € R we deduce that

ara(s)
Va (uy (r) 4 g) —Va (u%*” +e) = (ugg) - U%LH))VA (@?*” +¢e)+ %(ug?) — uE?H))QVX(s)

> (u%’) - ug?H))V/Q (uE?H) +e) .

As a consequence
A("+1)(5) < Z mK(ug?"‘l) (n))V ( (n+1) +5)
KeM

We substitute mx (u&?“) - ug)) from the scheme (1), which yields
AT () < APV () + ATV o),
with

AP () t(n)'l S T Wl $+1>){Vg(u(ﬁ+1>+5) _VA(U%H-I)_’_E)}
(KL)ES

Agnﬂ)(g): (n) Z mKaVA( +1)+6){ alu ("ﬂ))frB(vﬁfﬂ))}.

KeM

and

Since there exists some constant C' > 0 such that V/(s) > C for all s € [0,U + V] we can use the L™
bound ([8) and the mean value theorem to obtain

a
AR <4707 30 Tw (™ - u)”
(K,L)€E
Following the same steps for the function
B(n+1)(8) = Z mK (VB (’U%L-Fl) + 8) — VB (’U%L) + 6))7
KeM

we arrive at

AT (@) 4 B (@) < — ) — DO ), (39)
with

n n n n n b n
o I S T D —u ) 000 Y T (o — o),
(K,L)eeg (K,L)eeg
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and

DY) = ")k Z mi (ra(u u? Yy — rB(vf,?ﬂ))) (lnrA(UE?H) + &) — nrp@P™ + £)),
KeM
’ o TA(S) ’ o TB(S)
where we used that aV4(s) =In and that fVg(s) =1n .
ra(a) ra(b)
Let
Dgnﬂ)(a) = tén)k Z mi (TA(u%LH) +e)— 1"3(1);?“) + 5))(1n rA(ug?_H) +e)—1In TB(U;?-FU + 5))
KeM
Since the inequality
(c—d)?
—d)(Inc—1Ind) > ————
(c Y(nc — Ind) e
o B
holds for all (¢, d) € (o,U 5V 1) x (0,V+ Su+ 1), then
(n+1) ) k uln D) (n+1) 2
D; (e) = ts Fb}(;me(rA( +¢e) —re(vg + 5)) )

B

where C, is an upper bound for ra(c) 4+ rs(d) with (¢,d) € (0,U + %V +1) x (0,V+=U+1). Such bounds
o

exist in view of Theorem B3] and regularity of the functions ra(z) and rg(z). Let us define
E(”H)( €)= t(”)ck Z mi (TA(U%L+1) +e)— TB(U;?-FI) +8))24
KeM

The assumptions ([B6) and Lemma [[23] in the appendix, imply that for all K € M and € > 0 small enough,
there exist constants C1, C2 such that

‘rA(UE?H) +e)— rA(ug?H))‘ < Che, ‘rB(vf,?H) +e)— rB(vf,?H))‘ < Che,

and
| In7a(uy (n+1) +¢e)| < Ca(|Ine| + 1), |1an(v§?+1) +¢e)| < Ca(|lne| +1).
Then
—D"Y < CelQlk(|Ine +1) — D" (),

for some positive constant C. As a consequence
A(”H)(a) + B(”+1)(5) < — ot _ D(”H)(a)
<=0 B (e) 4 CelQlk(|Ine| + 1).
Now it is possible to pass to the limit in ([B9). We obtain
AT 0y + B™Y (0) < —c Y — BT (0.

which is
> mac(Va ™) = Va(ui))) + 30 mac(Va (o) ~ Vi ()
KeM KeM
n n n n b n
0T 3 Trw (™Y —u@ ) 6707 3T Tip (oY — o )?
(K,L)EE (K,L)EE
k
—&—t((;n)a Z mi (TA(ug?_H)) — TB(U%L+1)))2 <0.
KeM
Now we sum the above inequalities over n € {0,..., N} to obtain
N
D mac (Ve ™)+ Vi (e )) + 40 07 3 Tran (w Y - D)
KeM n=0 (K,L)EE
+c2 Zt(n) Z TK\L(UgH_I) (n+1) Zt(") Z (u%L_H)) _ TB(U§?+1)))2
n=0 (K,L)e& KeM
<Y mi(Va(ud) + Ve (ul)).
KeM
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(n+1) (n+1)
K I

Since Va(s) and Vp(s) are nonnegative and continuous on [0, +00), and since u vy’ are nonnegative

and bounded for all K € M and n € {0, ..., N}, this concludes the proof. W

5.1 Space and time translates of the approximate solutions

Since we have already presented the general methods in section ] we only give here some essential ideas,
leaving out the details of the proofs.
We begin with a counterpart of Proposition

Proposition 5.3 (Space translates estimates). Let us assume that

1. !/\/1757(331()1(67—7 (t(n))ne{o,m,NH}) is an admissible discretization of Qr in the sense of Definition

2. hypotheses H and assumptions [BO) are satisfied,
3. functions (up and vp) are derived from the scheme ([IQ) —([II) and given by the formulas ([2)).

Then there exists a positive constant C' which is independent of D and k, such that
T 2
/ / (uD(erf,t)qu(x,t)) dr dt < C|£|(2Size(’D)+|£|), (40)
o Jo,

and

/ / (vp(ac+§7t)—vD(a@t))QdaxdtgC|§|(2512e(D) +1€)), (41)
o Ja.

for all ¢ € R* and for Q¢ defined as in Proposition[7.3

Proof As it was in the proof of Proposition [£.2] we refer to [6][Lemma 3.3] for a complete proof. The only
difference is to apply the result of Proposition [5.1] instead of that of Proposition 11 W

Let us now prove an analogue of Proposition 3]

Lemma 5.4 (Time translates estimate). Let the assumptions 1. 2. and 3. of LemmalZ3 be satisfied. Set

1
wp = —up + vp. Then there exists a positive constant C' which is independent of D and k, such that
o

B

/ (wp(z,t+7) — un;(a@t))2 dx dt < C(size (D) +7),
Qx(0,T—7)

for allT € (0,T).
Proof The proof is similar to that of Proposition 3] We present below the essential steps of the argument.

We define
A(t) = /Q (wp(z,t + 1) — wo(z,t))? dz,

which can be easily transformed into

A(t) = Z mx (wg?(z%kf)«rl) _ wg;r}(t)«rl))Q

KeM
n(t+7)
= 3 (T O S e - )
keM n=n(t)+1

Since 1 1
Wi ) = 2 (u%wl) _ ug)) +3 (U%H-l) _ vg))
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we can apply discrete integration by parts in the scheme (1) to obtain

n(t+7)

a n n+1 n+1 n(t+7)+1 n(t+7)+1
A== > S Tag (uf D — uf ) (wpt T (D)
n=n(t)+1 (K,L)e&
a n(t+7)
n n+1 n+1 n(t)+1 n(t)+1
T S S O e [
n=n(t)+1 (K,L)e&
n(t+7)
n+1 n+1 n(t+7)+1 n(t+7)+1
ﬂz ZTK\(( ) _ g{))(w%( ))7w(L( )))
n=n(t)+1 (K,L)eE
b n(t+7)
(n) +1) _  (n+1 t)+1) t)+1)
5 >0 67 D0 Trn (o™ = oY) (Y —wOY),
n=n(t)+1 (K,L)e&

Next we estimate the second term in the sum above, to obtain

n(t+7)
a n n+1 n+1 n(t)+1 n(t)+1
COS Y TR -l T (O O
n=n(t)+1 (K,L)e&
a n(t+7)
n n+1 n+1)\2
<2 ST S Dl )
n=n(t)+1 (K,L)e&
a n(t+7)
n n(t)+1 n(t)+1)\2
P Y T O @)
n=n(t)+1 (K,L)e&
a n(t+7)
+1) +1))2
2T T Tl )
n=n(t)+1 (K,L)e&
a n(t+7)
(n) (n()+1) (n(t)+1))2
+$ Z t" Z T (uy! —ug )
n=n(t)+1 (K,L)e&
a n(t+1)
(n(t)+1 t)+1)\2
i ST D o,
n=n(t)+1 (K,L)e&

1
where the first inequality follows from the relation +s152 < 5(5% + sg) and the second one follows from the

simple inequality (s1 + s2)? < 2(s1 4 s3). To conclude the proof we integrate above inequalities over R with
respect to the time variable ¢. Next we apply Proposition [[T] (for details see |8, Lemma 5.5]). W

Proposition 53] together with Proposition [5.4] immediately give the following corollary.

1 1
Corollary 5.5. Let the assumptions 1. 2. and 3. of Proposition[52.3 be satisfied. We set wp = —up + =vp.
«

Then, there exists a constant C > 0, which is independent of the discretization parameters D and of k, such
that

/ (wp(x+§,t)—wp(x,t))2 dx dt < C|§|(25ize (D) +1€)), (42)
Q¢ x(0,T)
for all € € R? and Q¢ = {z € RY, [z, x + £] C Q}. Moreover
/ (wp(z,t +7) — wp(a,t))? de dt < C(size (D) + 1), (43)
Qx(0,T—7)

where 7 € (0,7). A

5.2 The limit as size(D) tends to zero and k tends to infinity

We state below the main convergence results of this paper, first only letting the size of the volume elements
and the time steps tend to zero, and then also letting the kinetic rate tend to infinity.
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Proposition 5.6. We suppose that the hypotheses H are satisfied. Let k > 0 be arbitrary and let (uk, vk) €
2
<L2 (O,T; Hl(Q))) be the unique classical solution of Problem P*. Then the sequence (ub, v}) of approz-

2
imate solutions of Problem P* given by (I0), (TI) and [IZ) converges strongly in <L2 (QT)) to (u®, v"*) as

size (D) — 0. In particular, the sequence wh = lu% + vip converges strongly in L? (QT) to the function
o
wh = luk + %vk as size (D) — 0 and there exist positive constants C1, Co which do not depend on k, such
a
that
k/ (ra(u®) —rp("))* de < C1, (44)
Qx(0,T)
k k 2 2
[ et - utwn) i< CaleP, (45)
Qe x(0,T)
k k 2
/ (w" (z,t +7) —w"(z,1))" dr dt < Cor, (46)
Qx(0,T—7)

where 7 € (0,T), € € R? and Q¢ = {x € R, [z, 2 + €] C Q}.

Proof To prove the result we use Corollary The method of proof is similar to that of Theorem [£41
n
It is now possible to pass to the limit as £ — +oo.

Theorem 5.7. Let (u%, v%) be the sequence of approzimate solutions of Problem P*, defined by ([IT), (T)
and (I2)). Then

uhy — (éid—&- %n) _(w)

and

1 1 \!
vk —no (aidJr En) (w)

as size (D) — 0 and k tends to oo, where n = r;l ora and where w is the unique weak solution of the problem
@ -@-
1
Proof Let wh = —ub + Evg The estimates from Corollary [5.5] which are uniform with respect to
e

k, permit to apply Proposition As a consequence we deduce the relative compactness in L*(Qr) of
the sequence {w%}. Then there exist a function w € L?(Qr) and a subsequence {kaim} such that w%m
converges to w strongly in L?(Qr) as k; tends to infinity and size(D.) tends to zero. Theorem B3] implies
that w is nonnegative and bounded in Q7. The inequality (38]), namely

ki ki |2
leTA(qu) - TB(U'Dm)HLZ(QT) < C
where the positive constant C' is independent of k; and size(D,,), implies that
k; ks . 2
TA(qu) - TB(UDm) =0 in L(Qr),

and consequently almost everywhere, as k; tends to infinity. Then

ki ki ki
Up,, = n(uom) tep,,s

where n(s) = r3' (ra(s)) and e%'m tends to zero almost everywhere as size(Drm,) tends to zero and k; tends

to infinity. In view of the hypotheses H 4 the function 7n(s) is well defined on [0, c0). Moreover,

. . 1 &,

H(u% )= w%m - Ee%m —w ae. in Qr,
1 1

where H(s) = =5 + En(s)A Hypotheses H 4 ensures that the function H(s) has the continuous inverse

function. Then Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem implies that there exists a function pair (@, 0) €

(L*(Qr))*

ugm%ﬂ and vgm%fz in L*(Qr) (47)
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as size(Dm) tends to zero and k; tends to infinity.
Next we identify the limit pair (@, 7). Let @ be the solution of the problem (Bl — (@) and the functions @ and
v are defined as in (7)), namely

—1 -1
EZ(éidJr%U) (@), 5:no(éid+%n) ().

Let € > 0 be arbitrary. We have that

Hﬂf ﬁHLZ(QT) < H“ - ukiHLz(QT) + H“kl B ukDimHN(QT) + H“%m - ﬂ’HLz(QT) )

From (T) we deduce that there exists ko and do such that, for all k; > ko and all size(Dm) < do, the last

term of the inequality above is less then /3. From Theorem 1 in [T} there exists some ko, such that for all
ki > ko, Hﬂ — ki < ¢/3. Then, fixing k; = max(ko, ko), we can take size(Dy) < dp small enough so

L2(Qr)
that by Proposition Hukl — ukDim HLQ(QT) < e/3.

Since the argument for the v-component is similar, this completes the proof. W

6 Numerical example

In this section we give an example of an application of the finite volume scheme (1)) in one space dimension.
For the numerical experiments we choose the reaction of the reversible dimerisation of o-phenylenedioxydi-
methylsilane (2, 2-dimethyl-1, 2, 3-benzodioxasilole) which has been studied by "H NMR spectroscopy. The
kinetics of this reaction can be described quantitatively by a bimolecular 10-ring formation reaction and a
monomolecular backreaction (for further details we refer to Meyer, Klein and Weiss [12]).

Since the reaction is of the type 2.4 = B, the reaction terms take the form

ra(u) = kv’ and rg(v) = kov.

Moreover ae = 2 and 8 = 1. For this particular process benzene was chosen as a solvent. Then it was possible
to estimate rate constants for both reactions at the temperature 7' = 298K,

k1~ 1,072-107*L%mol™2 and k2 ~ 2,363 10 °L%mol ™2
and diffusion coeflicients
a=~1,579-10""m?*™" and b~ 1,042-10 °m?s™".

In the experiment we set k = 1 for the chemical kinetics factor. We remark that it is equivalent to the
situation when coefficients a, b, k1 and ks are of order 1 and k is of order 10*. In fact, we can multiply the
system () by 10° and change the time scale as t — 10°t. However the above reasoning is formally correct
and shows in an explicit way the order of the kinetics factor k; in our example we decided to keep constants
in the form given by the spectroscopic analysis.

Figure 1 shows the initial conditions uo(x) and vo(z), defined as

0 for x € [0,0.03] 48
uo(@) = 1sin (507"(30 - 0.03)) for x € [0.03,0.1], (“48)
and
1 50m f € 10, 0.07],
vo(z) = 4cos( - x) or = € [0, ] (49)
0 for « € [0.07,0.1]

On Figures 3 and 5 we see the time evolution of the solution (u%w%) until the times T, = 10° [s] and
72, = 10" [s], respectively. Then we follow the evolution of the solution wp of the nonlinear diffusion
problem (B) — (@) for initial condition deduced from that used in the reaction —diffusion Problem P*. We
have used a uniform mesh with k = 0,002 and initial time step t; = 10™° to obtain the approximate solution
(u%, ka) and t; = 107° to obtain the approximate solution wpto the nonlinear diffusion problem.

We can use the approximate solution wp and the formulas (@) to define functions u% and v3. Indeed,
let

up = h(wp) and vp = g(h(wp)),
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where

and ”
ORI PR G

Proceeding in the similar way as in the proof of Theorem B.7], we write for the u-component that

[ = Awp)| 20y < 1ub = [l 2,y

+ [Ju* = h(w) + || a(w) = h(wp)]| (52)

HL2(QT) (@)’

We simultaneously pass to the limit as size (D) — 0 and k — co. From Theorem [5.7] we immediately deduce
that the first term on the right hand side of (52) tends to zero. The same conclusion holds for the two other

terms. Indeed, [I, Theorem 1, Sec. 3] implies that Huk w)HL2(QT) tends to zero as k — co. Moreover,
[7, Theorem 5.1] yields that |jw — wDHLZ(QT) — 0 as size (D) — 0 and since the function h is well defined

and continuous, we conclude that for every small € > 0 there exist D small enough and k large enough so
that

H“kD - h(wD)HLz(QT) Se
We proceed in the same way to show that for every small € > 0 there exist D small enough and k large
enough so that
v = g(h(wD))[| 12, < &
The results from our numerical experiment agree with above analysis, since

max‘u 2, Trhax) — h(wp) (2, Thax)
zeQ

~4,74-1073,
oo

max ‘v T TInax - g(h(wp)(:v,TI}lax))‘ ~ 4,032 1073,

z€EQ
whereas
2 —14
max |ub (z Tmax — h(wp)(x, Thayx)| =~3,121-10" 7,
z€EQ 0o
2 -13
max ‘v (2, Taax) — g(h(wp)(@Tmax))‘ ~1,84-10 .
z€EQ 0o
0. 0.
D.AS: i
1 0.24-
0.40 i
0.35: 1
4 0.234
030 ]
0.25- 0,22:
020 ]
1 0.21
0.151 4
0.101 7
i 0.201
0.051 ]
o 0.00 061 0‘02 0‘03 O‘OA 065 O‘OS 0‘07 0‘08 069 0.10 o 0.00 061 0‘02 0‘03 O‘OA 065 O‘OS 0‘07 0‘08 069 0.10
Figure 1: Initial conditions up and v, defined in  Figure 2: Initial condition wo = —uo vo7 where
[@8) and (49). uo, vo are defined in (E8) ‘and (II&)
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Figure 3: Evolution of uap and vap on the time Figure 4: Evolution of wap on the time interval
interval (0, ..., Tmax)- 0,..., k)

Figure 5: Evolution of uap and vap on the time Figure 6: Evolution of wap on the time interval
interval (0, ..., T2.)- 0,...,T2.).

In order to show the accuracy of our method in the fast reaction limit, let us increase the kinetics
parameter k in Problem P* keeping all other data as previously. Let

T = mae [ub (2, T) = h(wp) (@, Ta)

zeQ [eS]

and

oo

T8 = max |vh (2, Thax) = g(h(wp)(@, Tine))|

Table 1 below shows the numerical results.

k Tk N

1077 2,3498-107%  4,5272.1072
1076 3,976-10~3 1,988.1073
107° 4,699-107%  2,3498.107%
107%  9,3725-1071°  4,6862.1071°
1073 2,498-107¢  9,992.1071¢
1072 1,7892-107 12 8,95.107 13
1071 4,163-107'7  9,992.1071¢
10° 3,121.107Y7 1,84.10716

Table 1: The accuracy of our method in the fast reaction limit, when the kinetics parameter k£ in Problem
P* increases and all other data are unchanged.
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7 Appendix

The proof of the following result can be found in 8, Lemma 5.3 and Lemma 5.4].

Lemma 7.1. Let (t("))nez be a strictly increasing sequence of real numbers such that lim,_, _ oo ™ = —oo
and limy,— o t™ = oco. Moreover, let 1) = (D) _y(n) e uniformly bounded. For all t € R we denote by
n(t) an integer n, such that t € [t t"TV). Let (a\™),ez be a family of nonnegative real values such that
a™ £ 0 for finitely many n € Z. Then, for all T € (0,400) and ¢ € R

n(t+7
/ (ZH (Va0 &t =+ 3 (10 al D) (53)
n=n(t)+1 nez
n(t+7)
/ < >y tg">)a<"<t+<>+” o < (7 + maxt ) 37 (#a ). (54)
RN p=n(t)+1 nez

The following proposition is a direct corollary from Fréchet—Kolmogorov Theorem (see Brezis |2, Theorem
IV.25, page 72]).

Proposition 7.2. Let O be a bounded and open subset of R4, d = 1,2 or 3. Let (wn)nen be a sequence
of functions wy(z,t) : R* x R = R, such that

1. for alln € N, w, € L*(O) and there ezists a constant Cy > 0 which does not depend on n, such that
l[wn | Lo 0) < Cb,

2. there exist positive constants C1, C2 and a sequence of nonnegative real values (fn)nen, such that
limy— o0 i, = 0 and
/ (wn($+f,t+7)7wn($,t))2dxdt<Cl|£|+CQT+un,
O¢ r
foré €RY 7 €R, ne{0,...,N} and
Ocr ={(z,t) € R . the interval [(2,1), (& + & t+ 7)] lies in O}.

Then there exists a subsequence of (Wn)nen, denoted again by (wn)nen and a function w € L= (O) such that
wn, — w in L*(0), as n — co.

Lemma 7.3. Let A > 0 and a function r(s) satisfying
reC'(R), () >0 on (0,+00),
sr'(s) (55)

< 00

r(0) =0, and limsup
s—0t T(S)

be given.
Then there exists 0 > 0 only depending on r(s) and C > 0, depending only on r(s) and A, such that for all
e € (0,e0) and for all u € [0, A] the inequality

|Inr(u+e)| < C(|lneg| +1)
holds.

!
Proof Let a = limsup sr(s)

+ 1. There exists a constant o > 0, such that for all s € (0, 0)
s—0t 7’(8)

P
r(s

Let € € (0,e0) and u € [0, A]. Then, either r(u + ¢€)
Inr(u+e)<Ilnr(A+eo)

cIJISD

(56)

) <
> 1, which implies

or r(u+¢) < 1. In that case
|Inr(u+e)| < |Inr(e)],
holds. Integrating inequality (B6]) over the interval [e, o], we obtain

|Inr(e)| < |Inr(eo)| + a(|Ineo| + [Ine]).
Setting C' = max {a, a|Ineo| + [Inr(go)|, In (r(A+20)) } we conclude the proof. W
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