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Abstract

We investigate the qualitative behaviour of the solutions of a stochastic boundary value
problem on the half-line for a nonlinear system of parabolic reaction-diffusion equations, from
a numerical point of view. The model describes the chemical aggression of calcium carbonate
stones under the attack of sulphur dioxide. The dynamical boundary condition is given by a
Pearson diffusion, which is original in the context of the degradation of cultural heritage. We
first discuss a scheme based on the Lamperti transformation for the stochastic differential
equation to preserve the boundary and a splitting strategy for the partial differential equation
based on recent theoretical results. Positiveness, boundedness, and stability are stated. The
impact of boundary noise on the solution and its qualitative behaviour both in the slow and
fast regimes is discussed in several numerical experiments.

1 Introduction

This paper concerns the qualitative and numerical study of a nonlinear reaction diffusion par-
tial differential equation (PDE) system on the half-line coupled with a stochastic dynamical
boundary condition. The deterministic counterpart arises in the description of the evolution
of the chemical reaction of sulphur dioxide with the surface of calcium carbonate stones in the
phenomenon of cultural heritage degradation, [1, 6, 8, 9, 18]. Recently, a bit of work has been
done for the description of possible sources of randomness in the sulphation model. In partic-
ular, at the microscale an interacting particle model has been proposed,[36] and a probabilistic
interpretation of a deterministic model introduced in [6] has been derived,[37]. Here, we discuss
a model at the macroscale, first introduced in [4, 3, 35]. The authors propose a system of partial
differential equations coupled with a source of randomness, given by a stochastic dynamical
boundary condition. In particular, at the left boundary a Pearson process is considered, that
is a solution to a Brownian motion-driven stochastic differential equation (SDE) with a mean
reverting drift and a squared diffusion coefficient, which is a second-order polynomial of the
state.

The problem of the degradation of sandstones, limestones, and marble stones with different
porosity used as building materials for thousands of years is a very important issue that has
been observed in the last century. The first cause can be attributed to atmospheric pollutants,
in particular the reaction of sulphur dioxide with calcareous surfaces, which then forms gypsum
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and black crusts, [8, 17, 18]. In the last couple of decades, some mathematical models have been
introduced for studying the evolution of the above degradation phenomena, [39].

The dynamical evolution of the chemical reaction of sulphur dioxide with the surface of calcium
carbonate stones in the cultural heritage degradation process is a complex system, due to the
involvement of physical, chemical and biological processes, coupled with specific characteristics
of the materials such as capillarity and porosity, [1, 6, 9]. More precisely, in [6] it has been
introduced a first deterministic model for a quantitative description of the penetration of sulphur
dioxide SO2 into porous materials, as calcium carbonate stones CaCO3. It assumes that polluted
air and, in particular sulphur dioxide, diffuses through the pores of the stones and interacts with
their surface, causing the following reaction

CaCO3 +H2SO4 +H2O → CaSO4 · 2H2O+CO2.

Given the sulphur dioxide concentration ρ and the calcite density c, the model reads as following,
[1, 6]

∂

∂t
ρ = ∇ · (ϕ∇s)− λρc, in (0,∞) × (0, T ),

∂tc = −λϕsc,
(1)

with constant initial conditions

ρ(x, 0) = ρ0, c(x, 0) = c0; (2)

and constant boundary condition ρ(0, t) = ρ̄0. Function s stands for the porous concentration
of sulphur dioxide and is such that ρ = ϕs, whereas λ ∈ R+ is the reaction rate. The function
ϕ = ϕ(c) is the porosity of the material, which is usually a function of calcium carbonate. The
interested reader may refer to [6] and to the references therein, for a detailed derivation of the
PDE system, and a qualitative behaviour of the solution on the half-line.

The model (1) has been the starting point of a widespread literature, both analytical and
numerical, [1, 2, 9, 10, 28, 29]. To our knowledge, the study of degradation phenomena has been
utilised primarily for pure statistical models or deterministic partial differential equations, [39].
Usually, the system has been studied on the half-line R+ and the boundary conditions are either
constant or a given pre-selected bounded measurable positive function, [6, 28].

Our contribution within this research area has been the introduction of a random dynamical
boundary condition ρ(t, 0) = Ψt, where {Ψt}t∈[0,T ] is the solution of the following stochastic
differential equation (SDE) of the Itô type

dΨt = α(γ −Ψt)dt+ σ
√

Ψt (η −Ψt)dWt, (3)

with α, σ, γ, η ∈ R+, and γ ≤ η, [3, 4, 35]. The choice of such an equation is due to a preliminary
study of the time series of SO2 concentration in the Milano area, [3], carried out with the
same statistical techniques as in [27]. This study shows clear evidence of random fluctuations,
boundedness, and a mean reversal effect. The way we have chosen to introduce a bounded noise,
even though driven by an unbounded Wiener processW is to consider a case of Pearson process,
solution of the equation (3). The issue of considering a bounded noise, is very important above
all in applications, [23, 24]. Pearson diffusions are often considered in financial applications;
for instance, the very special case of Cox–Ingersoll–Ross process is well known; furthermore,
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they are often involved in the evolution of interest rates, [21] or as a model for correlation, [48];
recently, an example also in the context of the first passage time is provided, [22]. We also
mention that Pearson processes have been popular in applications such as population genetics,
under the name of Wright-Fisher diffusion, [25, 26, 38].

Hence, the novelty we propose here is the description of the evolution of air pollutants, such
as sulphur dioxide via a version of a Pearson process as the dynamical boundary condition of a
partial differential system which is nonlinear and not strongly parabolic, describing the evolution
inside the material. Evolution problems with stochastic dynamical boundary conditions have
been studied with particular attention to the case in which at the boundary the solution acts as
a white noise, [7, 11, 12, 16, 19, 20]. To the best of our knowledge, there are a couple of studies
closer related to our setting in [11] and [16], where the solution of the PDE satisfies a SDE at
the boundary. We stress that the analysed experimental data for SO2 are not compatible with
a white noise behaviour. Furthermore, since we do not use Neumann type boundary conditions
which could admit a white noise type condition, a process driven by a Brownian motion seems
more appropriate in the case of a Dirichlet boundary condition. From the mathematical point of
view, the regularity of the noise considered here is better than the regularity of the white noise,
even though it is much more irregular than the boundary conditions assumed in the existing
literature,[9, 28, 30, 10]. Finally, even though the noise is not Lipschitz, it is naturally bounded,
which is important from a modelling point of view.

In the present paper we perform a complete qualitative and numerical analysis of the solu-
tion behaviour of the system (1) coupled with the stochastic boundary condition, given by the
stochastic process Ψ in (3). We aim to illustrate the role of randomness in the dynamical evolu-
tion of the cited chemical reaction. From an analytical point of view, we allowed the boundary
condition to have lower regularity, differently from the case in [30]; indeed, it inherits the same
regularity of the Wiener process W . Thus, the process Ψ has almost surely trajectories in Cβ,
for every β ∈ (0, 1/2), i.e. the class of Hölder continuous functions of order less than one half
[35]. Furthermore, the SDE has not Lipschitz diffusion coefficient. The well-posedness, the
global existence and the pathwise uniqueness of a mild solution of system (1), endowed with the
stochastic boundary condition (3), have already been established in [35].

For the convenience of the reader, we propose a self-contained presentation of the relevant
mathematical properties associated with the peculiar stochastic boundary condition, in par-
ticular its boundedness. Furthermore, we face two problems arising in the application of the
Eulero-Maruyama scheme for its numerical simulation: the not Lipschitz diffusion coefficient
and the fact that the scheme is not domain preserving; to overcome such problems, we consider
a particular spatial change transform of the process which allows to get rid of the not Lipschitz
diffusion coefficient. The resulting additive noise Itô equation shows a constant diffusion co-
efficient but a not Lipschitz drift, which is also periodic and monotone decreasing. We recall
that super growing coefficients in the Eulero-Maruyama scheme produce divergent solutions,
[14]. Furthermore, in the case of the one-sided Lipschitz continuous drift, with the derivative
growing at most polynomially and global Lipschitz diffusion coefficient, one might consider a
tamed Euler method, where the drift coefficient is modified to obtain a uniformly bounded co-
efficient [31]. Recently, a smooth truncation procedure has been proposed to overcome both the
difficulty caused by the not Lipschitz drift coefficient, which has less regular properties, [15],
and to guarantee that monotonicity is maintained. We discuss the qualitative behaviour of the
solution of the SDE and we provide a related error analysis.
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Finally, we describe the original part of the paper. The numerical solution of system (1) with
the stochastic dynamical boundary condition given by the process

ρ(0, t) = Ψt (4)

is investigated, providing a fully discrete scheme based on the splitting strategy proposed in
[35]. Indeed, in order to study the well-posedness of the process (s, c), where s = ρ/ϕ(c) is the
solution of the equation

∂ts = ∂2xs+
ϕ2

ϕ(c)
∂xc∂xs− λc (ϕ2s+ 1) s

with initial condition s(x, 0) = ρ0/ϕ(c0) and stochastic boundary condition s(t, 0) = Ψ̃ =
Ψt/ϕ(c(t, 0)), the authors of the cited reference choose to decompose the variable s as the sum
of two random functions u and v. The random function u is taken as the solution of a diffusion
heat equation, which inherits the stochastic dynamical boundary condition Ψ̃ and with zero
initial condition. Consequently, the random function v remains the solution of a nonlinear and
nonlocal partial differential equation endowed with zero boundary condition and initial condition
s(x, 0). The advantage of the strategy is that one imposes the irregular boundary condition to
the heat equation, which is mathematically very well understood. The equation for v is highly
nonlinear, coupled with u, but it has deterministic initial and boundary condition. Due to the
effect of diffusion, the highly oscillating boundary condition becomes smoother in the indoor
environment and, as a final result, the smoothing power of the Laplacian becomes helpful for
the whole system, also including the reaction part, [4, 35].

The discretization scheme takes advantage of the same splitting strategy. First, a discrete
heat equation via the forward time centred space (FTCS) approximation of the solution for
u is considered. It is coupled with a zero initial condition and a discrete stochastic path as
boundary condition. The latter is obtained via a Lamperti transformation, to overcome the
lack of monotonicity and the problem that the Euler-Maruyama approach does not preserve the
bounded domain, [15, 33, 31]. Given the discrete random diffusion, an FTCS approximation
is considered for the nonlinear bivariate process (v, c). A preliminary analysis is performed to
preserve the positivity and boundedness of the solution. An upper bound for the initial data for
c and for the temporal mesh step is provided in dependence on both the spatial space step and
the parameters governing the dynamics. Then, a stability analysis is proposed. In the framework
of a semi-discretization approach to the same random system, in [5] the theoretical convergence
of the discrete scheme here introduced toward the solution to the original continuous one is
investigated.
A qualitative analysis of the numerical sampling is presented by considering different pathwise
examples in dependence on the characteristic parameters of the model. Furthermore, a statistical
estimation of the time-space distribution and its first two moments is provided. The last two
analyses are provided both in the cases of slow and fast regimes, by considering increasing values
of the parameter λ related to the activation energy of the reaction. The simulations permit to
appreciate the formation of the moving front.

The paper is organizsed as follows. In Section 2 we present a complete study of the stochastic
dynamical boundary condition, both from the analytical and the numerical point of view. In
Section 3 we formulate the problem, recalling the main theoretical properties, and we introduce
the splitting strategy, used for the determination of the discrete schemes, in Section 4. The
main properties of the discrete solution, as well as the stability results, are also discussed here.
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Sections 5 and 6 are devoted to sample analysis and illustration of the role of randomness in the
behaviour of the numerical solution.

2 A stochastic dynamical boundary condition

All processes mentioned throughout the paper are adapted to a filtered probability space ΩP :=
(ΩP ,F , {Ft}t, P ). We introduce the stochastic process Ψ = (Ψt)t∈[0,T ] , T ∈ R+, which plays the
role of the boundary condition for the PDE (1). Ψ is the solution of the following autonomous
SDE for t ∈ [0, T ]

dΨt = α(γ −Ψt)dt+ σ
√

Ψt(η −Ψt) dWt, (5)

with α, γ, σ, η ∈ R+ and γ < η. W = (Wt)t∈[0,T ] is an adapted Wiener process, so that the
process Ψ = {Ψt}t∈R is a diffusion; in particular, it is a mean reverting process, since the drift
has the form a(x) = α (γ − x) , for x ∈ R. The noise is characterized by a bounded squared
diffusion coefficient which is a second order polynomial of the state, i.e.

b(x) = σ
√
x(η − x). (6)

We remark that Ψ belongs to the class of Pearson processes, known in mathematical biology
with η = 1 as Wright-Fisher diffusion,[38]. In our case, we let η ∈ R+. The mean reverting
drift is such that on average the solution is pulled to a mean level γ at a rate α. Process
fluctuations around the mean level are bounded due to physical constraint; all the parameters
in the stochastic model are strictly positive quantities.

2.1 Existence, uniqueness and boundedness

Proposition 2.1. Let (ΩP ,F , {Ft}t, P ) be a filtered probability space and let W = {Wt}t be a

Ft - Wiener process. Let us assume that α, γ, σ, η ∈ R+ and γ < η. Then, for any x ∈ [0, η],
there exists a unique pathwise solution and hence a unique strong solution to the equation (5).

Proof. A classical result by Skorokhod [40] shows the existence of solutions under the condition
that the coefficients are only continuous. Clearly, continuity holds for the drift coefficient a(x),
for x ∈ R, while for the diffusion coefficient b(x), continuity holds for x ∈ [0, η]. Furthermore,
with a little algebra, it is easy to prove that both coefficients have a sub-quadratic growth, i.e.
there exists a constant k = k(α, γ, σ, η) such that

|a(x)|2 + |b(x)|2 ≤ k(1 + |x|2).

Therefore, there exists a bounded solution for (5) on [0, η] with probability one. Although
the drift coefficient is Lipschitz continuous, the diffusion coefficient does not have this desired
property; hence, to solve the problem of uniqueness, we apply Theorems IV-1.1, IV-3.2 and its
corollary in [32]: for the existence of a unique strong solution, it is sufficient to prove the Lipschitz
continuity of the drift and the Hölder continuity of the diffusion coefficient, respectively. Indeed,

|b(x)− b(y)| ≤ σ
√

|ηx− x2 − ηy + y2| ≤ σ
√

|x− y|
√

|η − x− y| ≤ β · |x− y|1/2,

with β = ση. Hence, the diffusion coefficient b(x) is Hölder continuous with index 1/2. As a
consequence, the well-posedness of the SDE is established.
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Hypothesis x ∈ [0, η] is not restrictive, since by employing specific constraints on the parameters
of equation (5), one can prove that x = 0 and x = η are entrance boundaries and the solution
Ψt ∈ (0, η) for t ∈ (0, T ], whenever Ψ0 ∈ [0, η]. Let us recall that the diffusion Ψ = {Ψt}t∈[0,T ]

is characterized by the following infinitesimal generator on f ∈ C2
b ((0, η))

Af(x) = a(x)f ′(x) +
1

2
b2(x)f ′′(x).

and by two basic characteristics: the speed measure m(dx) and the scale function s(x).

Definition 2.2. Given b2(x) > 0, for 0 < x < η, we define the scale function S and the speed

measure M(dx) with speed density m, in 0 < x < η and with x0 ∈ (0, η), by

S(x) =

∫ x

x0

exp

(
−
∫ y

x0

2a(ξ)

b2(ξ)
dξ

)
dy; S([ξ1, ξ2]) = S(ξ2)− S(ξ1)

m(x) =
1

b2(x)s(x)
, M(dx) = m(x)dx,

where

s(x) = S′(x) = exp

(
−
∫ x

x0

2a(y)

b2(y)
dy

)
.

S is called the scale measure and m the speed density.

Note[45] that the scale function is such that As(x) = 0, so that Yt = S(Xt) is a local martingale
since:

dYt = dS(Xt) = s(Xt)b(Xt)dWt = b̃(Yt)dWt, (7)

where b̃(·) = s(S−1(·))b(S−1(·)). Furthermore, the Markov transition kernel associated with the
process X is absolutely continuous with respect to the speed measure, i.e.

P (t, x, dy) = P (Xt ∈ dy|X0 = x) =

∫
p(t, x, y)M(dx) =

∫
p(t, x, y)m(x)dx.

Furthermore [45, 46, 41], let τx = inf{t ≥ 0 : Xt = x} be the first passage time that X
reaches x ∈ (0, η); then, one can express the probability that X reaches u2 before u1, for
0 < u1 < x < u2 < η, as a function of the scale measure in the following way:

u(x) = P (τu2
< τu1

|X0 = x) =
S(x)− S(u1)

S(u2)− S(u1)
.

This means that there is a non trivial link between the scale function, the infinitesimal transition
of the process and the speed measure, in particular in terms of the passage times. Therefore, the
boundary point classification can be expressed through such mathematical objects. We focus
our attention on the entrance boundary, the class of points such that if the initial point X0 lies
in the interior of the domain they are never reached by the process, while if X0 belongs to it
then the process is immediately pushed into the interior of the domain. The formal definition
may be given in terms of scale and speed measures: a boundary point is an entrance point if it
is possible for the process to go infinitesimally close to it, but it never reaches it, [45, 46, 41].

Definition 2.3. Let x ∈ [l, r] ⊆ (0, η). The right boundary r is an entrance boundary if

S(l, x] = lim
a→l

∫ x

a
s(v)dv = ∞, M(l, x] = lim

a→l

∫ x

a
m(v)dv <∞ (8)

The left boundary l is an entrance boundary if

S[x, r) = lim
a→r

∫ a

x
s(v)dv = ∞, M [x, r) = lim

a→r

∫ a

x
m(v)dv <∞ (9)
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The following result gives conditions on the parameters to ensure that 0, η are entrance bound-
aries points for our process (5):

Proposition 2.4. Let X = (Xt)t∈[0,T ] be the solution of the Pearson diffusion (5). Then, given

the parameter α, γ, σ2, η we define

ν1 =
2αγ

σ2η
, ν2 =

2α(η − γ)

σ2η
.

If

ν = ν1 ∧ ν2 > 1, (10)

then both x = 0 and x = η are entrance boundary points. Hence, if x0 ∈ [0, η], the trajectories

of X stay in (0, η) with probability 1. Furthermore, the following bound holds, for any T ∈ R+

and any p < ν (
sup

t∈[0,T ]
E

[
Ψ−p

t

]
∨ sup

t∈[0,T ]
E
[
(η −Ψt)

−w
]
)

≤ CT,p. (11)

Proof. After a little algebra, if ν1 and ν2 are defined as in (2.4), given x0 ∈ (0, η) one obtain
that the scale function is

s(x) =
xν10 (η − x0)

ν2

xν1(η − x)ν2
, (12)

while the speed measure density is

m(x) =
xν1−1(η − x)ν2−1

σ2xν10 (η − x0)ν2
. (13)

We need to prove that conditions (8)-(9) hold with l = 0 and r = η. Such conditions are closely
related to the integrability of the functions (12)-(13) close to the boundary. More precisely,
condition (8) for x = 0 being entrance boundary is equivalent to the integrability of m(x) and
the explosion of (12): those happen whenever ν1 > 1, i.e. first condition of (10) is satisfied.
The second of (10), implies again that conditions (8) are satisfied around x = η. Hence, the
boundary points 0, η are entrance boundaries, and the thesis is achieved. The bound (11) of the
inverse moments may be found in [44].

Remark 1. From (10), in particular ν2 > 1, we get η−γ ≥ 0; hence, naturally the mean-reverting
level lies in the interval (0, η).

For completeness, we stress that the speed and scale functions are involved in the definition of
the invariant measure for the equation (5). Indeed, its density, when it exists, is given by

p̃(x) = c1
S(x)

s(x)b2(x)
+ c2

1

s(x)b2(x)
= c1S(x) + c2m(x),

where c1 and c2 are such that p̃ is positive and it is the density of a probability measure. In our
specific case, said Γ the Gamma function, we get that the invariant density has the form

p̃(x) =
1

ην1+ν2−2

Γ(ν1 + ν2)

Γ(ν1)Γ(ν2)
xν1−1(η − x)ν2−11[0,η](x), (14)

which is the density of a Beta(ν1, ν2) with support in [0, η].

In conclusion, we consider a bounded noise addeded at the boundary of the system (1), even
though it is generated by means of Brownian motion W , which is an unbounded stochastic
process. Furthermore, as time increases, it converges to a process with invariant distribution.
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2.2 The Lamperti Transform: towards a constant diffusion

The process transform (7) produces a diffusion process with zero drift. In this section we consider
a different transform with the aim to obtain a new stochastic process with a constant diffusion
coefficient, so that we may bypass the issues typically connected to a state-dependent diffusion
coefficient. A typical way to obtain this goal is to perform a time-change for the Brownian
motion, [13]. Since by considering a transformation Y = F (Ψ) of the solution of equation (5)
and applying Itô formula we get

dYt =

(
F ′(Ψ)a(Ψt) +

1

2
F ′′(Ψt)b

2(Ψt)

)
dt+ F ′(Ψ)b(Ψt)dWt, (15)

a natural transform of the diffusion coefficient b defined by (6) is the following

y = F (z) = σ

∫ z du

b(u)
=

∫ z du√
u(η − u)

= 2 arcsin

(√
z

η

)
.

Hence, we apply the so-called Lamperti transform

Y = F (Ψ) = 2 arcsin

(√
Ψ

η

)
, (16)

which is well defined since by Proposition (2.4) we have that Ψ ∈ (0, η). The process Ψ can be
recovered by the anti-transform

Ψ = F−1(Y ) = η sin2
(
Y

2

)
. (17)

The process (16) is indeed a solution of a SDE with constant diffusion σ.

Proposition 2.5. Let Ψ ∈ (0, η) be the unique pathwise solution of the SDE (5), such that

condition (10) is satisfied. For t ∈ [0, T ], T ∈ R+, the process Yt = F (Ψt) ∈ (0, π), with F given

by (16) is solution of the following SDE

dYt =

[
a1 cot

(
Yt
2

)
− a2 tan

(
Yt
2

)]
dt+ σdWt. (18)

with a1, a2 are positive constants given by

a1 =
4αγ − σ2η

4η
, a2 =

4α(η − γ)− σ2η

4η
. (19)

Furthermore, there is a unique point

y∗ = 2arctan

(√
4αγ − σ2η

4α(η − γ)− σ2η

)
(20)

such that the non Lipschitz drift

f(y) = a1 cot
(y
2

)
− a2 tan

(y
2

)
, (21)

satisfies f(y∗) = 0.
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Proof. From (15) and (16), it is trivial that the new diffusion coefficient is σ̃ = σ, while the new
drift ã has to be calculated. For any t and Yt ∈ (0, π)

ã (Yt) =
σa(F−1(Yt))

b(F−1(Yt))
− σ

2
b′(F−1(Yt))

=
α(γ − (F−1(Y )))√

F−1(Y )(η − (F−1(Y )))
− σ2

4

η − 2(F−1(Y ))√
F−1(Y )(η − (F−1(Y )))

=
α(γ − η sin2

(
Y
2 )
)

√
η sin2

(
Y
2

) (
η − η sin2

(
Y
2

)) −
σ2

4

η − 2η sin2
(
Y
2

)
√
η sin2

(
Y
2

) (
η − η sin2

(
Y
2

))

After a little algebra, equation (18) with parameters (19), can be achieved. The existence and
pathwise uniqueness of the solution to (18) derive from the existence and uniqueness of the
solution to (5), due to the monotonicity of the Lamperti transform. The existence of y∗ is
trivial.

From (21) one can easily show the following monotonicity result.

Proposition 2.6. The drift (21) shows a superlinear growth in (0, π) and for any y ∈ [0, π]

f ′(y) ≤ −C0, (22)

where C0 = (2α − σ2)/4 > 0.

Proof. The inequality (22) is obtained simply by differentiating the (21). The condition C0 > 0
derives easily from condition (10).

Thus, the Lamperti transform is a useful tool to overcome the issue of dealing with an SDE (5)
with a not Lipschitz diffusion coefficient. Indeed, in the case of not Lipschitz diffusion coefficient
the standard numerical approximation of the equation are not able to preserve the boundaries.
This implies that monotonicity and stability problems can arise.

2.3 Numerical approximation of the boundary condition:Backward Euler-

Maruyama scheme

We are interested in the numerical approximation of the SDE (5) in [0, η]. Our goal is to
construct explicit numerical schemes preserving the properties of the SDE. It is well known
that the Eulero-Maruyama scheme does not preserve the boundary of the domain since, in
the approximation close to the boundary, the Wiener increment at the next time step could
be large enough to force the solution out of the interval (0, η), [33, 42]. The boundedness of
the numerical solution can be maintained by adding conditions for absorption or reflection at
the boundary, [34], but these conditions may introduce a bias into the numerical solution. To
overcome such a problem, we first apply the Lamperti transform (18), so that we do not care
about the boundary problem for the diffusion coefficient. Then, by (17), we recover the original
discretised stochastic process. In order to consider a numerical scheme for the additive model
(18), let us notice that the drift (21) is only one-sided Lipschitz, periodic decreasing in (0, π), as
shown by Proposition 2.6; a regularization is necessary both to preserve the monotonicity and
to avoid the production of divergence solutions by the Eulero-Maruyama scheme [31, 14]. The
properties of the drift lead to a natural choice to truncate it and to go beyond the problem of
monotonicity. Smooth truncation is used to overcome the difficulties caused by the presence of
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non Lipschitz and super growing drift coefficient, [31], while the sloping truncation allows the
method to maintain the monotonicity of the drift, [14, 15]. The property of monotonicity is
important also for the stability of the distribution. Given y∗ ∈ (0, π) in (20), let k > 0 a fixed
constant and define

∆∗ = (y∗ ∧ (π − y∗) ∧ 1)
1

k . (23)

The idea is to smooth the drift close to the boundary via a first-order Taylor expansion and
regularize it outside [0, π]. For every ∆ < ∆∗, let us define the following partition of R :

P = {P1, P2, P3, P4, P5} = {(−∞, 0), [0,∆k), [∆k, π −∆k], (π −∆k, π], (π,∞)}.

Therefore, a truncated drift function for the SDE (18), denoted by f∆ is given by:

f∆(y) :=





f(π −∆k) + 1
2∆

kf ′(π −∆k)− C0(y − π + 1
2∆

k), y ∈ P5;

f(π −∆k) + f ′(π −∆k)(y − π +∆k)

− 1
2∆k (f

′(π −∆k) +C0)(y − π +∆k)2, y ∈ P4;

f(x), x ∈ P3;

f(∆k) + f ′(∆k)(x−∆k) + 1
2∆k (f

′(∆k) + C0)(y −∆k)2, y ∈ P2;

f(∆k)− 1
2∆

kf ′(∆k)− C0(y − 1
2∆

k), y ∈ P1.

Figure 1 shows the effect of the smoothing truncation on the drift f given by (21) for a specific
set of parameters and different diffusion coefficients.
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(a) (b)

Figure 1: Drift f(x) of equation (18) (dashed line) and the LSST drift f∆(x), (solid line) for
α = 7, γ = 1, η = 1.5,∆ = 10−4, k = 0.22. (a) σ1 = 0.25, x∗ = 1.912 , C0 = 0.48; (b) σ3 = 1,
x∗ = 1.938, C0 = 0.25.

In [0, π] function f is monotone decreasing, periodic of period π and super growing to infinity and
minus infinity close to 0 and π; f∆ is smoothly truncated close to the boundary and regularized
outside, and monotonicity is preserved. We see that for the two different diffusion coefficients,
fδ does not change too much; only the slop of the regularized part outside [0, π] is a bit larger
for σ = 0.25. The new drift f∆ is Lipschitz continuous and one-side Lipschitz continuous.
Furthermore, the drift f∆ is a good approximation of the continuous drift f . Indeed, the
following result is proven in [15].
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Proposition 2.7. Suppose that the assumption (10) holds. Let 0 < k < 1 and ∆ < ∆∗ be given.

Then, for any x ∈ [0, η]
f ′∆(x) ≤ −C0;

and for any x, y ∈ [0, η]

|f∆(x)− f∆(y)| ≤ π2C0∆
−2k|x− y|,

(x− y) (f∆(x)− f∆(y)) ≤ −C0|x− y|2.

Furthermore, if ν > 3, where ν is defined in (10), for any 1 < p < ν, and κ1 = 2k(p− 1)

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E

[
|f(Yt)− f∆(Yt)|2

]
≤ CT,p∆

κ1 .

The overall numerical procedure is called the Lamperti Sloping Smooth Truncation (LSST). Let
us consider an equi-partition of [0, T ]

Ξt = [0 = t0, t1, . . . , tN = T ], (24)

and set ∆t =
T
N , N ∈ N. We adopt the following notation for a general function u evaluated at

the mesh nodes, un = u(tn), for any n ∈ {0, . . . , N}.

The sampling scheme of the stochastic boundary condition Ψ solution of equation (5) is obtained
by numerically sampling (Y,Ψ), solutions of (18) and (17), respectively by adopting the LSST

procedure that reads as follows: given Ψ0 = ψ0, set y0 = 2arcsin
(√

ψ0/η
)
and, for n = 1, . . . , N

LSST Scheme: yn = yn−1 + f∆(y
n−1)∆t + σ∆W n,

ψn = sin2 (yn/2) ,
(25)

where ∆W j =W j −W j−1, j = 1, . . . , N are independent Brownian increments.

Given the LSST scheme (25), let yt, ψ̄t be the time continuous LSST approximation (TC-LSST)
defined for any t ∈ [0, T ] as follows. Let f̄∆ be the function defined as

f̄∆(yt) = f∆(y
n), t ∈ [tn, tn+1).

The time continuous LSST approximation of the scheme (25), given W = (Wt)t∈[0,T ] a Wiener
process, is provided by

TC-LSST Scheme: yt = y0 +

∫ t

0
f̄∆(yt)dt+ σWt,

ψt = sin2 (yt/2) .

(26)

In [15] it is proven that the LSST numerical approximation has not only strong convergence,
but the rate of convergence, under specific assumptions on the coefficients, may go up to one.

Proposition 2.8. Suppose ν > 3 and take p, k, r̄ in the ranges according to the following cases

11



Case ν p k r̄

Case 1 (3, 13/4] (3, ν) 1/4 1

Case 2 (13/4,∞) (
√
13ν/2, ν) 2p/9ν 2k(p− 1) ∧ 2

Then, for any ∆t < ∆∗, the TC-LSST scheme (yt, ψt)t∈[0,1] defined by (26) have the following

strong convergence

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E
[
|Yt − yt|2

]
, sup
t∈[0,T ]

E
[
|Ψt − ψt|2

]
≤ CT,p∆

r̄.

Remark 2. Note that whenever ν > 11/2, then r̄ = 2; hence, the order of convergence is always
one.

Let us consider the Pearson process Ψ = {Ψt}t∈[0,1] in the range [0, η] = [0, 1.5], with mean
reverting level γ = 1 and rate α = 7. In the LSST scheme (25) we take ∆t = 2−15 and
k = 0.22. We consider two experiments with diffusion coefficients σ1 = 0.25 and σ3 = 1, so that
ν = ν1 = 74.67 and ν = ν2 = 4.67, respectively. Hence, for the first parameters configuration,
we get that the condition ν = ν1 > 11/2 = 5.5 of Remark 2 is satisfied; we expect strong
convergence of order one in the sense of (27). In the second case, we have r̄ ∈ (1.27, 1.6), so we
expect an order of convergence in (0.637, 0.80). We have performed numerical experiments and
the approximation errors are tested both in terms of the L2(Ω)-norm at the final time T = 1,
i.e.

e2,T,∆ = (E[|YT − yT |2])
1

2 , (27)

and in terms of the time uniform L2(Ω) norm along the discretization partition

ǫ2,∆ = sup
tn∈Ξt

(E[|Ytn − ytn |2])
1

2 , (28)

where Ξt is the time mesh in (24). The true solution YT is identified as the LSST approximation
with the finer step-size δ = 2−15. We define by (ynj )n=0,...,T/∆t

the discrete j-th trajectory out

of N ∈ N given by (25), for any larger ∆t ∈ δ · [24, 25, 26, 27, 28]. In particular, we use trajectory
samples of dimension N = 10000 and estimate for any ∆t the error (27) by means of the sample
mean

ê22,T,∆ =
1

N

N∑

k=1

∣∣∣YT − y
T/∆
j

∣∣∣
2
, (29)

while the time uniform error (28) is estimated by

ǫ̂22,∆ = sup
tn∈Ξt

1

N

N∑

j=1

∣∣Ytn − ynj
∣∣2 . (30)

By assuming a power law for the error e, i.e e = C∆q, where q = r̄/2, where r̄ is introduced
in Proposition (2.8), since log e = logC + q log∆t we estimate the order of strong convergence
q = r̄/2 by means of a least squares fit, given the error sample (∆, ê)∆. For ê = ê2,T,∆ the
estimates of q are 1.016 and 1.022 for σ1 = 0.25 and σ2 = 1, respectively. Experimental
estimates are shown in Table 1, and Figure 2 depitches them. Precisely, Figure 2 (first row)
shows the points (∆, ê2,T,∆)∆ in the log-log scale for (a) σ1 = 0.25 and (b) σ2 = 1; for ê = ê2,∆
the estimates of q are 0.97 and 0.51, respectively. Figure 2 (second row) shows the points

12
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Figure 2: Log-log of the estimations of the L2-errors at time T (∆, ê2,T,∆)∆ (solid line-first raw),
and the uniform one (∆, ǫ̂2,∆)∆ (solid line-second row). Parameters are: α = 7, γ = 1, η = 1.5
and different diffusion coefficients: (a)-(c) σ1 = 0.25; (b)-(d) σ3 = 1. Dashed black line: slope
reference 1; dashed blue line: slope reference 0.8; dashed green line: slop reference 0.6.

σ1 = 0.25 σ3 = 1

∆/δ ê2,T,∆ ê2,T,∆
28 1.19E-03 4.65E-03
27 5.94E-04 2.29E-03
26 2.93E-04 1.13E-03
25 1.45E-04 5.57E-04
24 7,12E-05 2.72E-04

(a)

σ1 = 0.25 σ3 = 1

∆/δ ǫ̂2,∆ ǫ̂2,∆
28 1.16E-02 1.90E-02
27 5.10E-03 9.79E-03
26 2.33E-03 5.36E-03
25 1.06E-03 5.57E-03
24 8.82E-04 4.35E-03

(b)

Table 1: Convergence error estimates for α = 7, γ = 1, η = 1.5 and different diffusion coefficients:
σ1 = 0.25 and σ3 = 1. (a) L2(Ω) approximation error at time T : estimation (29). (b) Time
uniform L2(Ω) approximation error: estimation (30).

(∆, ê2,∆)∆ in the log-log scale for (c) σ1 = 0.25 and (d) σ2 = 1. Hence, evidence of first order
strong convergence of LSST scheme is experimentally proven.

Even if conditions in Case 1 of Proposition 2.8 are fulfilled, the convergence rate may be equal
to one, since Proposition 2.8 gives only some sufficient conditions, [15]. Indeed, we perform
an experiment with the following data: α = 3.9, γ = 0.9, η = 1.5 and σ3 = 1; this parameter
configuration is such that 3 < ν < 13/4, and thus, accordingly to Proposition 2.8, we would
expect a convergence rate equal to 1/2 but actually from Figure 3-(a) we observe that the L2

convergence rate at final time may be equal to 1, while the uniform error rate as shown in Figure
3-(b) is closed to 0.5.

Figure 4 shows some random trajectories of the SDE solution process with small and large
diffusion. Different values of the diffusion coefficient σ are considered to evaluate how the
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Figure 3: Log-log representation of the estimations of the L2-errors at time T (∆, ê2,T,∆)∆ (a),
and the uniform one (∆, ǫ̂2,∆)∆ (b). Parameters are: α = 3.9, γ = 0.9, η = 1.5 and σ3 = 1.
Dashed black line: slope reference 1; dashed green line: slop reference 0.5.
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Figure 4: Two random trajectories (filled line) kept within the max and the min of all the
trajectories (dotted lines); the sampled mean process (dashed centered line) and boundary of
the domain (lower and higher dashed lines) [0, η] for α = 7, γ = 1, η = 1.5, Ψ0 = 0 and different
diffusion coefficients: (a) σ1 = 0.25; (b) σ3 = 1.

variability of the noise intensity may influence the evolution of the sulphation process. Note
that all the parameters satisfy the well-posedness condition (10). Figure 4-(a) shows how in the
small noise configuration (σ1 = 0.25) the process moves around the mean level γ = 1 with low
excursions in the domain (0, η). Indeed, the minimum and the maximum of the sample at each
time are both very far from the boundaries of the domain. A high value of the mean reverting
rate α = 7 together with a low value of the diffusion coefficient induce a lower variability. For
a higher value of the diffusion coefficient such as σ3 = 1, Figure 4-(b) shows that the process
may instead arrive close to the boundary even though it oscillates around γ = 1 with a wider
deviation in the excursion. The high mean reversion helps to return to the average.

3 A PDE-ODE for modeling sulphation with stochastic bound-

ary condition

Let us now consider the random model for the sulphation phenomenon, which involves the
reaction between sulphur dioxide and calcium carbonate; it is given by the system (1)-(2) coupled
with the stochastic boundary condition (4) where Ψ is the outdoor local sulphur dioxide density,
solution of equation (5).

As in [28, 30], rather than working directly with the local density ρ, we work with the porous
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concentration s = ρ/ϕ, where porosity ϕ is assumed to be a linear function of calcite density c,
namely

ϕ(c) = ϕ1 + ϕ2c, ϕ1,−ϕ2 ∈ R+. (31)

We suppose ϕ2 to be negative since the porosity of the material increases when calcite c is
transformed into gypsum, that is when c decreases. System (1) becomes, for (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×R+,
and λ ∈ R+,

∂t (ϕ(c)s) = ∂x(ϕ(c)∂xs)− λϕ(c)sc,

∂tc = −λϕ(c)sc.
(32)

The initial conditions for s and c read

s(0, x) = s0 =
ρ0

ϕ(c0)
, c(0, x) = c0. (33)

The boundary condition ρ(t, 0) = Ψt in (4) becomes

s(t, 0) = Ψ̃t :=
Ψt

ϕ(c(t, 0))
. (34)

From (34) and the second equation in (32), we easily derive that the boundary condition at
x = 0 for the calcium carbonate is the solution of the following linear ODE

∂tc(t, 0) = −λΨtc(t, 0), c(0, 0) = c0.

Hence, the stochastic boundary conditions at x = 0 for (s, c) are given by

c(t, 0) = c0 exp

(
−λ
∫ t

0
Ψudu

)
,

s(t, 0) = Ψ̃t =
Ψt

ϕ
(
c0 exp(−λ

∫ t
0 Ψudu)

) .
(35)

Proposition 3.1. Let condition (10) be satisfied. Then the boundary function (35) are bounded

for any t ∈ [0, T ]. More precisely,

c(t, 0) < c0,

0 < s(t, 0) = Ψ̃t <
η

ϕ1 + c0ϕ2
=: η̃

(36)

Proof. The thesis easily derives from Proposition 2.4.

The random oscillation of s(t, 0) corresponds to a poor regularity of the path of Ψ: precisely,
Ψ, and then also Ψ̃, has β-Hölder continuous paths, for every β ∈ (0, 1/2), but has no better
regularity,[35]. From the analytical viewpoint, this low regularity is the main feature of our
model. In the deterministic case the well-posedness is achieved for Ψ̃ ∈W 1,1([0, T ]), [30], while
existence and uniqueness in the present case is proven in [35], as follows.
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Theorem 3.2. Let conditions (10) on the parameters of Ψ be satisfied. Then, the trajectories

of Ψ are almost surely in Cβ, with β ∈ (1/4,∞) and that Ψ̃(0) = 0. Then the system (32)-(34),
has a unique solution in the class of (c, s) ∈ (L∞([0, T ] × (0,∞)) ×L∞([0, T ];W 1,2(0,∞))

)
.

Theorem 3.2 is proven through a splitting argument. Here we state the main construction of the
proof since we take advantage of the same splitting strategy to numerically sample the random
bivariate process (c, s) in [0, T ]×R+. The random function c may be found as an explicit solution
of the second equation in (32) in terms of s, that is

c(t, x) =
ϕ1c0

ϕ(c0)e
λϕ1

∫
t

0
s(r,x)dr − ϕ2c0

, (37)

so that the first equation of system (32) becomes

∂ts = ∂2xs+
ϕ2

ϕ(c)
∂xc∂xs−

(
ϕ2

ϕ(c)
∂tc+ λc

)
s.

The key point, which is a splitting argument, is to decompose s as the sum

s = u+ v. (38)

The independent random heat equation. The process u in (38) is the solution of the heat
equation with zero initial condition and boundary condition Ψ̃

∂tu = ∂2xu,

u(0, x) = 0,

u(t, 0) = Ψ̃t.

The function u neglects the reaction and then the nonlinearity, and it handles the randomness
and the consequent low regularity of the system. The heat equation is very well understood
and a highly oscillating boundary condition becomes smoother in the indoor environment, due
to diffusion. We can then use this smoothing effect to study the full system which includes a
reaction component. Indeed, u ∈ C∞ in the interior (t, x) ∈ (0, T ]×(0,∞) and for β ∈ (1/4,∞),
u ∈ L∞([0, T ];W 1,2(0,∞)), in particular it is weakly differentiable in x; this additional regularity
plays an important role in the study of v.

The random non linear dynamics with deterministic boundary condition. The process
v in (38) is the solution of the following equation, defined for any (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× [0,∞)

∂tv = ∂2xv +
ϕ2

ϕ(c)
∂xc(∂xv + ∂xu)−

(
ϕ2∂tc

ϕ(c)
+ λc

)
(v + u),

v(0, x) = s0,

v(t, 0) = 0,

(39)

where c is explicitly given by (37) in terms of s = u+ v. Thanks to the regularity of u and ∂xu,
existence and uniqueness for v and hence for s is proven in [35]. A nice presentation may be
found in [4].
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4 Discrete approximation of the random PDE-ODE system

We introduce a discrete version of the system (1)-(5) in [0, T ] × [0, x] with x ∈ R+ which uses
the splitting strategy discussed in Section 3. Let us consider an equi-partition of the space and
time intervals with space time meshes

Ξx × Ξt = [0 = x0, x1, . . . , xM = x]× [0 = t0, t1, . . . , tN = T ].

From now on, we consider the following notations

∆x =
x

M
, ∆t =

T

N
, ∆̄ =

∆t

∆2
x

,

with N ∈ N, such that ∆t < ∆∗, and ∆∗ is as in (23) and Proposition 2.8. We adopt the
following notation for a general function g evaluated at the mesh nodes gnm = g(xm, tn), for any
(m,n) ∈ {0, . . . ,M} × {0, . . . , N}. Since at the simulation level we consider a bounded domain
[0, x], we need to take into account a boundary conditions at x for function s = u+ v: we take
the following Neumann condition for u and v for the right boundary:

∂xu(t, x) = ∂xv(t, x) = 0. (40)

We consider the discrete version of the splitted solution (38) of system (32), that is for any
(m,n) ∈ {1, ...,M} × {1, ..., N}

snm = unm + vnm.

According to the theoretical results obtained in [35] it pathwise solves the discrete SDE-PDE
system.

4.1 The discrete random heat equation: definition and stability.

We solve the random PDE system pathwise, i.e. for any given realization {ψ̃n}n(ω), ω ∈ ΩP of
the discrete process

ψ̃n =
ψn

ϕ
(
c0 exp(−λ

∫ tn
0 Ψudu)

) . (41)

First, we consider a forward time, centered space (FTCS) approximation {unm}n,m of the heat
equation, for (n,m) ∈ {0, . . . , N − 1} × {1, . . . ,M}

un+1
m − unm

∆t
=
unm+1 − 2unm + unm−1

∆2
x

.

A slight improvement in computational efficiency can be obtained with a small rearrangement
of the discrete system, by considering that the right hand side Neumann boundary condition
(40) leads to unM+1 = unM−1, for any n. Therefore, for any n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1 we consider the
following complete numerical scheme

un+1
m = ∆̄unm+1 + (1− 2∆̄)unm + ∆̄unm−1, m = 1, . . . ,M − 1;

un+1
0 = ψ̃n+1, un+1

M = (1− 2∆̄)unM + 2∆̄unM−1;

u00 = ψ̃0 u0m = 0, m = 1, . . . ,M.

(42)
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The discrete bounded process
(
ψ̃n
)

n
in (41) is given by the transform (35) of the process

solution of the LSST scheme (25). System (42) is equivalent to solve for any n = 0, . . . , N − 1
the following linear system for the internal nodes

Un+1 = AUn + ∆̄ Ũn
0 , (43)

where Un = (un1 , ..., u
n
M )T ∈ R

M for any n = 0, . . . , N − 1, the matrix A ∈ R
M ×R

M is given by

A =




1− 2∆̄ ∆̄ 0 0 0 . . . 0

∆̄ 1− 2 ¯̄∆ ∆̄ 0 0 . . . 0
0 ∆̄ 1− 2∆̄ ∆̄ 0 . . . 0
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

0 . . . 0 0 ∆̄ 1− 2∆̄ ∆̄
0 . . . 0 0 0 2∆̄ 1− 2∆̄.




Equation (43) is associated to the boundary condition Ũn
0 at x = 0, coupled with the second

rescaling in (35), and the t = 0 initial condition U0

Ũn
0 =

(
ψ̃n, 0, . . . , 0, 0

)T
;

U0 = (0, . . . , 0)T .
(44)

By an iteration of (43), we get that a solution of (43)- (44) is, for any n ∈ {1, ..., N}

Un = AnU0 + ∆̄

n∑

j=0

An−j Ũ j
0 . (45)

Mean-square stability of the solution to a random partial differential equation refers to the
property that the expected value of the square of the solution remains limited in the amount
of growth that can occur in a finite time. We first have a result of pathwise stability. Let us
consider the Euclidean norm in space for Un and Ũ0, respectively

‖Un‖∆x
=

(
∆x

M∑

m=0

|unm|2
)1/2

, ‖Ũ0‖N,∆t
=


∆t

N∑

j=0

∣∣∣Ũ j
0

∣∣∣
2




1/2

, (46)

A stability notion, [47], for the initial-boundary value problem (43) is provided in the following.

Definition 4.1. The discrete scheme (43) is L2-pathwise stable if, for any n such that 0 ≤ n∆t ≤
T , and for any ω ∈ Ω, there exists a positive constant CT such that

‖Un(ω)‖∆x
≤ CT

(
‖U0‖∆x

+ ‖Ũ0(ω)‖n,∆t

)
.

Clearly, if the scheme is L2-pathwise stable, it is also -L2stable in mean. Indeed, following the
classical stability results in the deterministic case, the following results may be stated.

Proposition 4.2. Suppose that assumption (10) on the parameters of the stochastic boundary

condition holds. Then for

∆̄ ≤ 1/2 (47)
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the random process, solution of (43)- (44) is pathwise stable; precisely, there exists a constant

C such that, for any n ∈ {1, . . . , N}

‖Un(ω)‖∆x
≤ CT,∆x

η̃,

where η̃ is defined in (36). Moreover, the mean square stability holds. Furthermore, the stability

property holds also in the maximum norm case both pathwise and in mean

E [‖Un‖max] ≤ CT η̃. (48)

Proof. Let us observe that the matrix A is similar to the matrix symmetric

Ã =




1− 2∆̄ ∆ 0 0 0 . . . 0

∆̄ 1− 2 ¯̄∆ ∆̄ 0 0 . . . 0
0 ∆̄ 1− 2∆̄ ∆̄ 0 . . . 0
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

0 . . . 0 0 ∆̄ 1− 2∆̄
√
2∆̄

0 . . . 0 0 0
√
2∆̄ 1− 2∆̄




,

i.e. Ã = S−1AS, with S = diag(1, 1, .., 1,
√
2) ∈ R

M . Then

‖An‖2 =
∥∥∥
(
S−1ÃS

)n∥∥∥
2
=
∥∥∥S−1ÃnS

∥∥∥
2
≤ ‖S−1‖‖Ãn‖‖S‖2 ≤ 1√

2
ρ
(
Ã
)n
,

where ρ
(
Ã
)

is the largest eigenvalue of the symmetric matrix Ã which is of the form |1 −
4∆̄ sin2 (ξ) |, with ξ ∈ (0, 1), a function of ∆x, [49]. Since |1 − 4∆̄ sin2 (ξ) | ≤ 1 if and only if
∆̄ ≤ 1/2. Hence, by (47) we get that, for any n ∈ {1, ..., N}

‖An‖2 ≤ 1.

Finally, by (44) , (45), and (46) we get

‖Un+1(ω)‖∆x
≤ ‖U0(ω)‖∆x +

∆t

∆2
x

∥∥∥∥∥∥

n∑

j=0

Ũ j
0

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∆x

≤ ∆t

∆2
x


∆x

n∑

j=0

|ψn|2



1/2

≤ ∆
1/2
t

∆
1+1/2
x


∆t

n∑

j=0

|ψn|2



1/2

=
∆̄1/2

∆
1/2
x

‖Ψ̃‖n,∆t
≤ CT,∆x

η̃,

that is the thesis is proven. The mean case and (48) may be easily proven.

4.2 The random non linear dynamics with deterministic boundary condition.

Given the solution {unm}m,n of the discrete heat equation (42) or equivalently, (43) -(44) and

boundary condition in x = 0 given by {ψ̃n}n, we take the discrete version of equation (39) for v,
coupled with the explicit solution for the calcite c given by (37), where s is defined by (38). For
any m ∈ {1, . . . ,M}, n ∈ {1, . . . , N}, let snm = unm + vnm and cnm be the discrete version of s and
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c, respectively. Again, by using an explicit first order finite difference approximation for (39) we
obtain the following forward system of equation for any n = 0, . . . , N − 1 and m = 1, ...,M − 1

vn+1
m = vnm + ∆̄

(
vnm+1 − 2vnm + vnm−1

)

+∆̄
ϕ2

4ϕ(cnm)

(
cnm+1 − cnm−1

) (
vnm+1 − vnm−1

)

+∆̄
ϕ2

4ϕ(cnm)
(cnm+1 − cnm−1)(u

n
m+1 − unm−1)

+∆tλc
n
m (ϕ2(v

n
m + unm)− 1)(vnm + unm) ;

cn+1
m = cnm e

−λ∆t (vnm+un
m)ϕ(cnm),

coupled with the discrete solution unm given by (42). By considering the functions

bnm = bnm(c) :=
ϕ2

4ϕ(cnm)
(cnm+1 − cnm−1) =

ϕ(cnm+1)− ϕ(cnm−1)

4ϕ(cnm)
;

hnm = hnm(c, u, v) := λ∆tc
n
m (ϕ2(v

n
m + unm)− 1) ,

a small rearrangement leads to the following scheme for (vnm, c
n
m)

vn+1
m = ∆̄ (1 + bnm(c)) vnm+1 + ∆̄ (1− bnm(c)) vnm−1 (49)

+
[
1− 2∆̄ + hnm(c, u, v)

]
vnm

+∆̄bnm(c)unm+1 + hnm(c, u, v)unm − ∆̄ bnm(c)unm−1;

cn+1
m = cnm e

−λ∆t (vnm+un
m)ϕ(cnm), (50)

coupled with unm in (42) and initial condition given by

v0m = s̄0 ≤ η̃, c0m = c̄0, m ∈ {1, . . . ,M − 1}. (51)

The boundary condition at the endpoint reads as vnM+1 = vnM−1, so that, for any n = 1, . . . , N ,

cnM+1 = cnM−1 and bnM := B
4ϕ(cn

M
)(c

n
M+1 − cnM−1) = 0. Therefore, this leads to the boundary

equation for v, that is, for any n = 1, . . . , N − 1

vn0 = 0;

vn+1
M = 2∆̄vnM−1 + (1− 2∆̄ + hnM )vnM + hnMu

n
M .

(52)

We may express the system (49), (51) and (52) in a matrix form. For any n = 0, . . . , N − 1, let
V n be the vector V n = (vn1 , ..., v

n
M )T ∈ R

M , and let the matrices G(n), P (n) ∈ R
M ×R

M be the
following

G(n) =




1− 2∆̄ + hn1 ∆̄(1 + bn1 ) 0 . . . 0
∆̄(1− bn2 ) 1− 2∆̄ + hn2 ∆̄(1 + bn2 ) . . . 0

...
...

...
...

...
0 . . . ∆̄(1− bnM−1) 1− 2∆̄ + hnM−1 ∆̄(1 + bnM−1)
0 . . . 0 2∆̄ 1− 2∆̄ + hnM



;

P (n) =




hn1 ∆̄bn1 0 . . . . . . 0
−∆̄bn2 hn2 ∆̄bn2 . . . . . . 0

...
...

...
...

...
...

0 . . . 0 −∆̄bnM−1 hnM−1 ∆̄bnM−1

0 . . . . . . 0 0 hnM



.
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Then, for n = 0, 1, . . . N , the system (49), (51) and (52) reads as

V n+1 = Gn V n + Pn Un + ∆̄Ṽ n, (53)

where Ṽ n =
(
−bn1 ψ̃n, 0, . . . , 0

)
.

4.2.1 Boundedness and stability

The first step of the analysis regards boundedness result for (snm, c
n
m) = (unm + vnm, c

n
m), solution

of the following system, easily obtained from systems (42) and (49)-(50); for any (n,m) ∈
{0, . . . , N − 1} × {1, . . . ,M},

sn+1
m = ∆̄

(
1 +

ϕ(cnm+1)− ϕ(cnm−1)

4ϕ(cnm)

)
snm+1 + ∆̄

(
1− ϕ(cnm+1)− ϕ(cnm−1)

4ϕ(cnm)

)
snm−1

+
[
1− 2∆̄ − λ∆tc

n
m (1− ϕ2s

n
m)
]
snm; (54)

cn+1
m = cnm e

−λ∆tsnm ϕ(cnm). (55)

Proposition 4.3. Let us suppose that, given the initial condition (51) and the first stability

condition (47), the following further conditions are satisfied

c̄0 < −4

5

ϕ1

ϕ2
=

4

5

ϕ1

|ϕ2|
; (56)

∆t ≤ ∆2
x

2 + λc̄0∆2
x(1− ϕ2η̃)

. (57)

Then, the solution of the system (54)-(55) is such that, for any (n,m) ∈ {1, . . . , N}×{1, . . . ,M},
and any ω ∈ Ω

(snm(ω), cnm(ω)) ∈ [0, η̃)× [0, c̄0].

Proof. Let us observe that from the expression of cn+1
m , it is clear that if snm ∈ [0, η̃), then

cn+1
m ∈ [0, cnm]. This is true for n = 0. Let us suppose it is true for all k ≤ n. Then for any
k ∈ {1, . . . , n+ 1}, ckm ∈ [0, c̄0] and then, for any m ∈ {1, . . . ,M},

0 < ϕ(c̄0) = ϕ1 + ϕ2c̄0 ≤ ϕ(ckm) ≤ ϕ1 < 1.

From condition (56) one may prove that the second coefficient of (54) is positive; indeed,

1− ϕ(cnm+1)− ϕ(cnm−1)

4ϕ(cnm)
=

4ϕ(cnm)− ϕ(cnm+1) + ϕ(cnm−1)

4ϕ(cnm)

≥ 5ϕ(c̄0)− ϕ(cnm+1)

4ϕ(cnm)

≥ 5ϕ(c̄0)− ϕ1

4ϕ(cnm)
=

4ϕ1 + 5ϕ2c̄0
4ϕ(cnm)

> 0.

In a similar way,

1 +
ϕ(cnm+1)− ϕ(cnm−1)

4ϕ(cnm)
≥ 5ϕ(c̄0)− ϕ(cnm−1)

4ϕ(cnm)
≥ 5ϕ(c̄0)− ϕ1

4ϕ(cnm)
≥ 0.
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Then, for the induction hypothesis we may prove the upper bound for sn+1
m ; since (1−ϕ2s

n
m) > 0,

we get

sn+1
m ≤ ∆̄snm+1 + ∆̄snm−1 +

[
1− 2∆̄− λ∆tc

n
m (1− ϕ2s

n
m)
]
snm

≤ 2∆̄η̃ +
[
1− 2∆̄

]
snm

≤ 2∆̄η̃ +
[
1− 2∆̄

]
η̃ = η̃

For the proof of the lower bound, we need to prove that also the last coefficient of the equation
is positive; we have the following

1− 2∆̄ − λ∆tc
n
m (1− ϕ2sm) = 1− 2

∆t

∆2
x

− λ∆tc
n
m + λ∆tc

n
mϕ2sm

≥ 1− 2
∆t

∆2
x

− λ∆tc̄0 + λ∆tϕ2c̄0η̃

=
1

∆2
x

[
∆2

x −∆t

(
2 + ∆2

xλc̄0(1− ϕ2η̃)
)]

The last is greater than zero if and only if condition (57) is satisfied. Then, the thesis is
achieved.

Corollary 4.4. Let us suppose that the hypotheses of Proposition 4.3 are satisfied. Then the

solution of (42) and (49)-(50) are such that for any (n,m) ∈ {1, . . . , N}× {1, . . . ,M}, and any

ω ∈ Ω,
−η̃ ≤ −unm(ω) ≤ vnm(ω) ≤ η̃ − unm. (58)

Proof. The result easily follows from Proposition 4.3 and the fact that unM ∈ [0, η).

Proposition 4.5. Let us suppose that the hypotheses of Proposition (4.3) are satisfied. Then

there exist positive constants C∆x,T,x̄, C∆x,T for any n ∈ {1, . . . , N}, the solution V n of (53) is
such that

‖V n(ω)‖∆x
≤ C∆x,T,x̄η̃, (59)

and

‖V n(ω)‖max ≤ CT η̃.

The same stability results in mean follow.

Proof. From the bound (58), we get that for any (n,m) ∈ {1, . . . , N} × {1, . . . ,M},

M∑

m=1

|vnm|2 ≤
M∑

m=1

|unm|2 +M |η̃|2.

Then, for V n = (vn1 , . . . , v
n
M )T ,H = id(η̃) ∈ R

M the following bound, for any n = 0, . . . , N − 1,

‖V n+1(ω)‖∆x
≤ ‖Un+1(ω)‖∆x

+ ‖H‖∆x
≤ C∆x,T + x̄η̃ ≤ C∆x,.T,x̄η̃

Then, bound (59) follows from Proposition 4.2. The rest of the thesis easily follows with the
same arguments and by considering the mean.
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Remark 3. Condition (56) is equivalent to a condition on the initial porosity, that is ϕ(c̄0) >
ϕ1/5. This means that the initial porosity needs to be not too small. On the other hand,
condition (57) says that ∆̄ ≤ 1/2 is not sufficient for both the positivity and stability of v, but
a strong restriction is needed. Moreover, condition (57) involves the velocity of the reaction λ:
thus, the stability of solutions is ensured even in the accelerated regime.

The study of the convergence rate of the scheme is beyond the purposes of this work; however,
we numerically estimate the pathwise spatial accuracy order. We look at the ratios of the
distances of two solutions computed for halved successive ∆x. For a fixed time step ∆t, the
spatial pathwise accuracy order of a discrete function g is estimated, for any ω ∈ Ω as

pg(ω) = log2

( ∥∥gN
·
(∆x, ω)− gN

·
(∆x/2, ω)

∥∥
‖gN

·
(∆x/2, ω) − gN

·
(∆x/4, ω)‖

)
,

where ‖ ·‖ is the Euclidean norm in space (46) and gnm(δ, ω) is the discretized function g at m-th
position at n.th time, in the case of a spatial mesh size δ and for the realization ω.

∆x ‖ρ∆x
− ρ∆x/2‖2 pρ

ω1 ω2 ω3 ω1 ω2 ω3

0.125 0.016 0.014 0.017 1.304 1.316 1.283
0.0625 0.006 0.006 0.007 1.157 1.167 1.146
0.03125 0.003 0.002 0.003
0.015625

∆x ‖c∆x
− c∆x/2‖2 pc

ω1 ω2 ω3 ω1 ω2 ω3

0.125 0.101 0.095 0.104 1.330 1.337 1.329
0.0625 0.040 0.037 0.041 1.181 1.185 1.180
0.03125 0.018 0.016 0.018
0.015625

Table 2: Numerical estimation of the Euclidean L2 norms and the spatial accuracy order for
three different random paths at the boundary for ρ and c at final time T = 1. Parameters:
σ3 = 1, ϕ1 = 0.2 and λ = 1; other parameters in Table 3.

Let the time step ∆t = 1.907e− 06 be fixed. We consider ∆x = 0.125 and the successive halved
{∆x/2,∆x/4,∆x/8} and let (ρNm, c

N
m)m be the discrete solution at the time T = tN . Tables 2

show the results for a specific set of parameters, even though different parameters do not show
very different results. We consider only four mesh sizes and we see how results are rather stable
with respect to different random boundary paths, with an estimation of the order one accuracy.

5 Numerical Sampling: pathwise results

We sample the solution of the system by considering a time horizon [0, T ] = [0, 1.5] and a spatial
domain [0, x̄] = [0, 1.5]. In the following, we show the numerical results of the random PDE in
the smaller space window [0, 1], to avoid the influence at the boundary condition at x̄ = 1.5.
The time step is ∆t = 1.99e−5, while the spatial one is ∆x = 10−2.

We aim to test the behaviour of the diffusion-advection-reaction system under the influence of
the stochastic dynamical boundary condition. Concerning the sampling of the complete system,
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we perform simulations for different values of diffusion parameters for the SDE; furthermore,
to catch the role of the activation energy in the penetration of the sulphur dioxide and the
consequent degradation of the calcium carbonate, we also consider different reaction rates λ, by
considering a slow (λ = 1) and fast (λ3 = 100) regimes. The case of a diffusion coefficient σ0 = 0
in equation (5) corresponds to the deterministic case; in particular, we consider a configuration
in which the deterministic boundary condition for ρ in x = 0 is not constant as in [6, 29], but it
is a function Ψ0 ∈ Cb([0, T ]), i.e. for t ∈ [0, T ]

ρσ0
(t, 0) = Ψ0(t) = γ

(
1− e−αt

)
. (60)

Note that the constant boundary condition ρσ0
(t, 0) = 1 studied in [6] corresponds to the time

asymptotic limit of equation (60).

Table 3 shows the parameters considered in the numerical sampling.

SDE α γ η σ0 σ1 σ2 σ3

7 1 1.5 0 0.25 0.7 1

PDE s̄0 c̄0 ϕ1 ϕ̃1 ϕ2 λ1 λ2 λ3

0 10 0.2 0.7 -0.01 1 10 100

Table 3: Parameter sets for the simulation of the PDE system (42) and (49)-(52).

5.1 Random heat equation and the different contributions to the sulphation:

slow dynamics

First of all, we consider the case of slower dynamics, where the activation energy or reaction rate
λ = λ1 = 1. Furthermore, a first case of a porosity function (31) with ϕ1 = 0.2 is examined. In
this section we illustrate the dynamics pathwise, focusing on a single realization of the involved

random processes. Following the splitting strategy, we firstly discuss the paths of
(
un, ψ̃n

)
n

as the solution of the discrete stochastic system (42), together with (vn, cn)n, or, equivalently,
(sn = un + vn, cn)n via system (49)-(52).

Figure 5 shows a sample path of the random heat equation (42) coupled with conditions (44)
for different diffusion coefficients σ for the dynamical stochastic boundary condition in x = 0.
Randomness is concentrated at the boundary: thanks to the smoothing properties of the Laplace
operator, the solution becomes more regular whenever it moves inside the domain. As the noise
intensity σ grows, the corresponding solution oscillates more and more and oscillations spread
all over the domain. We may also appreciate the contribution of the porosity acting at the
boundary condition, as expressed by (41): when the SDE reaches a stationary distribution, the
action of increasing porosity let the boundary profile decrease. This is much more evident in
the deterministic case (top-left), and for the smaller σ (top-right).
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Figure 5: Random heat solution in the case ϕ1 = 0.2, for different values of σ. Top-left: σ0 = 0;
top-right: σ1 = 0.25; bottom-left : σ2 = 0.7; bottom-right : σ3 = 1.

Figure 6: Pathwise different contributions to the complete PDE with σ2 = 0.7. First row:
random heat equation solution u (left) and solution v of the non linear equation (49) (right).
Second row: evolution of sulphur dioxide s = u+ v (left) and calcite c in (50).

Figure 6 depicts the single contribution of a path of the process (s = u + v, c) that may be
derived by the splitting strategy. The case of diffusion coefficient at the boundary σ2 = 0.7 is
considered. The solution v of the nonlinear equation (49) clearly includes the reaction of the
sulphur dioxide; since the initial and boundary conditions are zero, from (36) and (58) it gives a

25



complete negative contribution bounded from below by −η̃ = −15. This is the reason why the
sulphur dioxide porous concentration s = u+v oscillates as u, but as soon as it moves away from
the boundary, oscillations slow down to zero. As the profile of the calcite c in (50) concerns, we
see how the degradation occurs as time increases, with a slower degradation of the calcite profile
far from the boundary. Figure 7 illustrates the evolution of a pathwise solution of ρ = ϕ(c)s
sampled, for any (m,n) ∈ {0, . . . ,M} × {0, . . . , N}, by

ρnm = (vnm + unm)ϕ(cnm),

with cnm in (50). As the noise at the boundary increases, the perturbation is much more detected
far from the boundary, even though the effect is mitigated by the low reaction rate and the quite
low porosity of the transformed material.

Figure 7: The role of the diffusion σ. A single path of the SO2 concentration ρ = ϕs for different
levels of boundary noise. Top-left: σ0 = 0; top-right: σ1 = 0.25; bottom-left: σ2 = 0.7; bottom-
right: σ3 = 1.

Gypsum porosity may reach a level of 70%. The higher the porosity, the faster the penetration
of the sulphur dioxide and, thus, the degradation. The effect may be detected in Figure 8: the
evolutions of a realization of the SO2 and the corresponding calcium carbonate density for a
lower porosity ϕ1 = 0.02 are compared with the ones with higher porosity ϕ̃1 = 0.7. All other
parameters involved remain unchanged.

5.2 Faster reactions: comparison of the sulphur dioxide and calcium carbon-

ate profiles

Here, we consider different values of the parameter λ ∈ R+ in System (32), (33) and (34). As
discussed in [30], an accelerated regime for the reaction by assuming different values λi, i = 2, 3
accordingly to Table 3 is considered. This is equivalent to analyse the asymptotic behaviour
of the system by accelerating time by a factor of λi and taking a space expansion

√
λix. By

changing the parameter λ, the role of the activation energy in the penetration of the sulphur
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Figure 8: The role of the gypsum porosity via ϕ1. Evolution of a realization of SO2 (first row)
and the corresponding marble concentration (second row) for ϕ1 = 0.02 (left) and a higher
porosity ϕ̃1 = 0.7 (right). Other parameters: λ = 1, σ2 = 0.7.

dioxide and the consequent degradation of the calcium carbonate is captured. Figure 9 shows
the evolution of the couple (ρ, c) for a larger time interval [0, 5] and for increasing value of λ.
Note that we reverse the angle view for ρ to show both space and time evolution along the
whole grid. The solution has a very different qualitative aspect: as the interaction coefficient λ
increases, the transition zone gets smaller, leading to more evident calcite deterioration at the
boundary of the sample, while the interior remains unaffected by sulphur dioxide. In particular
in Figure 9 -(c), for λ3 = 100, we may see the formation of a moving front. The study of the
behaviour of the front distribution in the stochastic case from a theoretical point of view will be
the subject of a future work.

6 Numerical Sampling: estimation results

Let us comment upon the fact that all the qualitative descriptions carried out in Section 5 refer
to a typical, but single realization of the random system. Now we perform a statistical estimation
of the dynamics for appreciating the variability of the process. We consider the estimation in
(t, x) ∈ [0, 1.5] × [0, 1] by means of a sample N = 500 trajectories of both processes ρ and c.
Concerning the variability of the distribution, Figure 10 presents a graph of the 25%, 50% and
75% percentile of the sample for each grid point. Hence, the figure shows the intervals of the
usual points of the distribution, that means the intervals within which the central 50% of the
distribution is located. We compare the case of σ3 = 1 as in Figure 9, for both the slow reaction
with λ1 = 1 and the fast reaction case with λ3 = 100. We observe that after a small time
interval, all the percentiles at the boundary oscillate around some fixed points; in particular, the
median oscillates around ν = 1. This suggests the existence of an invariant measure, coherently
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(a)

(b)

(c)

Figure 9: The role of the activation energy λ. Evolution of a single realization of SO2 con-
centration (first column) and the corresponding marble density (second column) for increasing
reaction rate: (a) λ1 = 0.1; (b) λ2 = 10; (c) λ3 = 100. Other parameters: ϕ1 = 0.2, ϕ2 = −0.01,
σ3 = 1, t ∈ [0, 5].

with the invariant measure of the Pearson process at the boundary with unitary mean as in (14).
Furthermore, Figure 10 shows how for the slow reaction case (a) close to t = 0 the variability is
not detected and increases over time; furthermore fluctuations around the median are stronger
closed to the boundary, even though they are present almost everywhere. A different scenario
comes up in the case of fast reaction (b). As mentioned in Figure 9, the transition zone gets
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smaller and it is located at the boundary; the interior is not touched by the sulphur dioxide
penetration (left) and the variability rapidly goes to zero. The calcite deterioration (right) is
very much significant at the boundary: the formation of a front is visible and the variability is
detectable, although it is very small.

(a)

(b)

Figure 10: Estimation of the distribution : 25% (green-blue), 50% (black) and 75% (red) per-
centile of an N = 500 sample of the processes ρ (left) and c (right) at each mesh point. Param-
eters: ϕ1 = 0.2, σ3 = 1. (a) slow reaction λ1 = 1; (b) fast reaction λ3 = 100.

This is coherent with Figure 11 which shows the standard deviations Sρ, Sc of the empirical
distribution at each point of the mesh

[Sρ]
n
m =

√√√√√ 1

N − 1

N∑

j=1

(ρnm(ωj)− ρnm)2, ρnm =
1

N

N∑

j=1

ρnm(ωj);

[Sc]
n
m =

√√√√√ 1

N − 1

N∑

j=1

(cnm(ωj)− cnm)2, cnm =
1

N

N∑

j=1

snm(ωj),

for any (m,n) ∈ {0, . . . ,M} × {0, . . . , N} and the occurrences ωj ∈ Ωp, j = 1, ..., N . We can
notice that the standard deviations of the synthetic samples for the sulphur dioxide concentration
are of the same order close to the boundary where the influence of the noise is strong, both in
the slow and fast regime. However, in the case of fast reaction, it vanishes soon. Concerning
the calcium carbonate, the orders of magnitude are instead very different, precisely one order
smaller in the case of slow reaction. Furthermore, when λ3 = 100 the variance is always zero,
except for an interval around the forming front. It seems that the spatial distribution of the

29



(a)

(b)

Figure 11: Estimation of the distribution: standard deviation N = 500 sample of the processes
ρ (left) and c (right) at each mesh point. Parameters: ϕ1 = 0.2, σ3 = 1. (a) slow reaction
λ1 = 1; (b) fast reaction λ3 = 100.

variance is always the same but with a time-dependent translation. This is interesting and it
is worth performing further experiments to identify a possible invariant distribution around the
moving front.

The last measurement we perform aims to quantify the impact of the noise on the solution in
terms of the computation of an L2(Ω) distance between the deterministic solution (ρσ0

, cσ0
) and

the noise solution (ρσ , cσ) for σ3 = 1, both in the case of slow and fast reaction. We compute
the root mean square difference (RMSD),[43]

RMSD(ρσ, ρσ0
)(t, x) =

√
E

[
|ρσ3

(t, x)− ρσ0
(t, x)|2

]
,

RMSD(cσ, cσ0
)(t, x) =

√
E
[
|cσ3

(t, x)− cσ0
(t, x)|2

]
.

Figure 12 shows the impact of the noise very clearly, displaying that the noise at the boundary
propagates immediately throughout the entire domain: more slowly for the slow reaction rate.
Moreover, in the latter configuration, the impact of the noise at the boundary for the calcium
carbonate density is almost zero everywhere. On the other hand, in the case of fast reaction,
there is a more significant impact of the noise for the calcite around the formation of the front,
whereas it is almost zero for the SO2 concentration, coherently with the analysis of the variability
previously discussed.
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(a)

(b)

Figure 12: Estimation of the impact of the noise at the boundary: RMSD(ρσ, ρσ0
) (left) and

RMSD(cσ, cσ0
) (right) at each mesh point. Parameters: ϕ1 = 0.2, σ3 = 1. (a) slow reaction

λ1 = 1; (b) fast reaction λ3 = 100.

7 Conclusions

In this work we have studied from the numerical point of view a nonlinear system on the half-line,
recently proposed in [3] and [35], given by a parabolic reaction-diffusion equation and a reaction
ODE, describing the phenomenon of marble sulphation. The system is coupled with a stochastic
dynamical boundary condition, given by a specific Pearson diffusion, which is original in the
context of the degradation of cultural heritage. For completeness, we have discussed positiveness,
boundedness, and stability for the Pearson stochastic differential equation, and its numerical
scheme, known as Lamperti Sloping Smooth Truncation, and based on the Euler-Maruyama
method. The original part of the paper is the numerical approximation of the overall system.
According with the splitting strategy adopted in the study of the well-posedness of the system,
provided in [35], we have proposed to split the system into two subsystems: an autonomous
heat equation which inherits the stochastic boundary condition, and a nonlinear system, coupled
with the first, and therefore random, but with deterministic boundary conditions. We present
an FTCS approximation and discuss the stability conditions. Then the spatial accuracy order
one is numerically estimated. An extensive qualitative investigation of the numerical solutions
for the entire system is provided for different levels of noise at the boundary, different values
of the porosity of the material, both in the slow and fast regime of the reaction. We discuss
not only pathwise behaviour, but also distribution, first and second moments of the samples,
showing how the variability at the boundary spreads out into the domain. One can see that as σ
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increases, the noise impact on the entire domain also increases, gradually for the slower regime
and with high fluctuations for a faster reaction. In the latter case, the transition zone gets
smaller: the interior remains unaffected by sulphur dioxide without penetration of the sulphur
dioxide, and more evident calcite deterioration at the boundary of the sample is highlighted
with a subsequent formation of a moving front.
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