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Abstract

Mathematically modelling diffusive and advective transport of particles in heterogeneous lay-
ered media is important to many applications in computational, biological and medical physics.
While deterministic continuum models of such transport processes are well established, they fail
to account for randomness inherent in many problems and are valid only for a large number of
particles. To address this, this paper derives a suite of equivalent stochastic (discrete-time discrete-
space random walk) models for several standard continuum (partial differential equation) models
of diffusion and advection-diffusion across a fully- or semi-permeable interface. Our approach in-
volves discretising the continuum model in space and time to yield a Markov chain, which governs
the transition probabilities between spatial lattice sites during each time step. Discretisation in
space is carried out using a standard finite volume method while two options are considered for
discretisation in time. A simple forward Euler discretisation yields a stochastic model taking the
form of a local (nearest-neighbour) random walk with simple analytical expressions for the tran-
sition probabilities while an exact exponential discretisation yields a non-local random walk with
transition probabilities defined numerically via a matrix exponential. Constraints on the size of
the spatial and/or temporal steps are provided for each option to ensure the transition probabili-
ties are non-negative. MATLAB code comparing the stochastic and continuum models is available
on GitHub (https://github.com/elliotcarr/Carr2024c) with simulation results demonstrating good
agreement for several example problems.

1 Introduction

The transport of “particles” (e.g. cells, molecules, etc) via diffusion (unbiased or undirected movement)
and advection (biased or directed movement) is fundamental to computational, biological and medical
physics. A key challenge when modelling such transport processes is the presence of heterogeneity
in the medium, where the rates of diffusion and/or advection vary spatially. Arising frequently in
applications and the focus of this paper is the layered medium, where homogeneous layers are separated
by interfaces or barriers. Examples include drug delivery via multilayered capsules [1-3], cell movement
or heat transport in layered biological tissue [4-6] and contaminant transport in aquifer layers [7—
9]. In such applications, mathematical models provide the ability to make predictions, improve the
understanding of the governing processes and investigate the effect of parameters.

Mathematical models of particle transport typically take one of two forms: deterministic contin-
uum models or stochastic discrete models. Continuum models consider the particles as a collective
(continuum) described by the particle density, a continuous function of space and time, with transport
governed by a partial differential equation. Stochastic models instead consider the particles individ-
ually described by their individual positions, discrete points in space and time, with the transport
of each individual particle governed by probabilistic rules. Continuum models are attractive because
they can employ the analysis of continuous mathematics to extract insight, however, their validity
relies on a large number of particles [11]. Discrete stochastic models are attractive because they ac-
count for the randomness inherent in many physical processes and remain valid for a small number of
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particles, however, they can be computationally expensive for a large number of particles [11]. Due to
these advantages and disadvantages, it is important to determine equivalent continuum and stochastic
models to allow the appropriate model to be used depending on the application.

Generally speaking, there are two approaches for developing consistent continuum and stochas-
tic models of particle transport. The first approach begins by writing down the stochastic model
(phenomenological probabilistic rules governing individual particle movement) and then use Taylor
series expansions to derive a continuum (partial differential equation) model for the particle density
[12-14]. Alternatively, one can start by writing down the continuum model for the particle density
(a partial differential equation with initial and boundary conditions) and discretise in space and time
to derive the stochastic model (list of transition probabilities between lattice sites) for the movement
of individual particles [10, 15, 16]. For homogeneous media (spatially constant rates of diffusion and
advection), the relationship between the transition probabilities in the stochastic model and parame-
ters in the continuum model are well known [12-14, 17, 18]. Heterogeneous media (spatially variable
rates of diffusion and advection), however, presents a key challenge. In the first approach, determining
a continuum model given a set of probabilistic rules governing individual particle movement can be
difficult [11], while in the second approach, discretising the continuum model can lead to negative
transition probabilities if care is not taken [10, 19, 20].

Continuum models of diffusion or advection-diffusion in layered media are well established [7,
8, 21-25]. Here, homogeneous diffusion or advection-diffusion equations on each layer are coupled
by internal boundary conditions between adjacent layers that describe either fully permeable (no
resistance to particle transport between adjacent layers) or semi-permeable (resistance to particle
transport between adjacent layers) interfaces. In this paper, we derive a suite of equivalent stochastic
(discrete-time discrete-space random walk) models for several well-established continuum models of
diffusion and advection-diffusion across a fully- or semi-permeable interface. Linear continuum models
are considered which give rise to stochastic models involving non-interacting particles that move inde-
pendently of one another [26]. Our approach involves discretising the continuum model in space and
time to yield a Markov chain that governs the transition of particles in space and time. Discretisation
in space is carried out using a standard finite volume method while two options are considered for
discretisation in time. A forward Euler discretisation in time yields a stochastic model taking the
form of a local (nearest-neighbour) random walk with simple analytical expressions for the transition
probabilities while an exact exponential discretisation in time yields a non-local random walk with
transition probabilities defined numerically via a matrix exponential. Both stochastic models are dis-
tinct from those reported in recent work [24, 27] and accurately mimic the behaviour of the particle
density obtained from the continuum model.

The remaining sections of this paper are organised as follows. In the next section, we outline the
different continuum models considered in this work. In section 3, we describe the general approach
employed for deriving an equivalent stochastic model and present the main results of the paper:
equivalent stochastic models for each of the continuum models together with simulations confirming
agreement. The work is then summarised and concluded in section 4.

2 Continuum Models

We consider the six continuum models outlined in Table 1. Models 1-3 consider diffusion only while
models 4-6 consider advection-diffusion. Models 1 and 4 consider a homogeneous medium extending
from x = 0 to x = L while models 2, 3, 5 and 6 consider a heterogeneous medium consisting of two
layers, the first layer extending from z = 0 to an interface at x = £ and the second layer extending
from @ = ¢ to x = L (Figure 1(a)). The particle density in models 1 and 4 is denoted by u(x,t) for
all z € [0, L] while the particle density in models 2, 3, 5 and 6 is denoted by uq(z,t) in the first layer
(x € [0,4]) and and ua(x,t) in the second layer (z € [¢, L]). Models 2 and 5 consider a fully-permeable
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Table 1: Continuum models considered in this paper (see section 2 for further details). Stochastic models for
each of the above continuum models are derived in section 3.



interface with a continuous particle density across the interface while models 3 and 6 consider a semi-
permeable interface with a discontinuous particle density across the interface controlled by the transfer
coefficient H. For models 1 and 4, D defines the diffusivity while for models 2, 3, 5 and 6, D1 and Do
define the diffusivity in the first and second layers, respectively. For model 4, v defines the advection
velocity while for models 5 and 6, v; and vo define the advection velocity in the first and second
layers, respectively. In all models, the time interval is taken as finite (¢ € [0,T1]), zero flux (reflecting)
boundary conditions are applied at the two external boundaries of the medium (x = 0 and = = L),
and the initial particle density is described by the function f(z).

3 Stochastic Models

For each of the continuum models outlined in Table 1, we derive an equivalent stochastic model
by discretising the governing equations in space and time. In all cases, we use constant temporal
and spatial steps, respectively: 7 = T/N; > 0 and 6 = L/(N, — 1) > 0, where N, and N; are
positive integers. For models 2, 3, 5 and 6, IV, must be chosen so that § divides evenly into ¢, that
is, /6 is an integer. This choice means that lattice site Z = ¢/J + 1 is located at the interface
(x = {). For models 2 and 5, only one lattice site is positioned at the interface as the particle
density is continuous (u1(¢,t) = ua(¥,t), see Table 1), giving Ny = N, total sites with site ¢ located
at x = x; := (i — 1) for ¢ = 1,..., Ns. For models 3 and 6, two lattice sites are positioned at the
interface to capture the discontinuity in the density (u(¢,t) # ua(¢,t), see Table 1), giving Ny = N,+1
total sites with site i located at x = x; for i = 1,..., Ny, where z; = (i — 1)d for i = 1,...,Z and
x; = (1 —2)0 for i =Z +1,..., Ng. Discretisation in space is carried out using a standard vertex-
centered finite volume method [7, 28] with the finite volume for site i defined by the interval [w;, €]
where w; = max(0, (z;—1 + z;)/2) and e; = min((x; + x;+1)/2, L). Central differences are used to
discretise the diffusion term and averaging is used to discretise the advection term [7, 28].

For each continuum model in Table 1, the discretisation in space yields a system of differential
equations (see Appendix A.2):

dU

where U = (Uy,...,Un.,)T, Ug = (f(x1),...,f(zn.))T and A is an N by N; tridiagonal matrix
with U; denoting the particle density at lattice site i. Equation (1) describes the evolution of the
particle density at each lattice site over time. To determine the transition probabilities between
lattice sites, we first need to convert the system into one involving the number of particles in each
control volume. This is achieved using the relationship U; = N;/(S,V;), where N; is the number of
particles within control volume ¢ (assumed to be at site i), V; = e; — w; is the length of control volume
i and S, = SN, f(x;)Vi/N, is a scaling constant. Substituting this relationship into (1) gives:

dN

where N = (Ny,...,Nn,)T, No = round(S,(f(z1)V, ..., f(zn.)Vn,)T) and B = VAV ! is an Nj
by N, tridiagonal matrix with V = diag(Vi,...,Vy,) and V! = diag(V;"', ..., Vy"). Note that the

initial number of particles at each lattice site is rounded to ensure integer numbers.
Discretising (2) in time using a one-step method with fixed time step size 7, yields:

N =N P, n=1,..., N, (3)

where N denotes NT = (Ny,..., Ny,) after k time steps (at t = k7) and P is an N, by N, mapping
matrix that depends on the time discretisation method employed. A key observation is that (3) can
be interpreted as a Markov chain provided P is a (right) stochastic matrix (each row of P sums to
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Figure 1: (a) Heterogeneous (two layer) medium with piecewise particle density, diffusivity and advective
velocity: uy(z,t), D; and vy in the first layer (x € (0,¢)) and ug(z,t), D2 and ve in the second layer (z €
(¢,L)). (b)-(c) Local random walk arising from the forward Euler discretisation, where particles can move

to neighbouring sites only (or not move) during a single time step. For the non-local random walk arising
from the exact exponential discretisation, particles can (in principle) move to any other site (or not move)
during a single time step. (b) considers a fully-permeable interface where a single lattice site is located at the
interface while (c) considers a semi-permeable interface where two lattice sites are located at the interface (one
associated with each layer) to capture the discontinuity in particle density (the two sites are displaced vertically
for visual effect only) (d) example tridiagonal transition matrix for the local random walk arising from the
forward Euler discretisation (e) example dense transition matrix for the non-local random walk arising from
the exact exponential discretisation. (d) and (e) correspond to model 2 with parameters: Ny = 51, D; = 0.1,
Dy =0.01, 6 =0.02, 7 = 0.001.



one and each entry of P is non-negative). In this case, P defines a matrix of transition probabilities
with p; ; (entry of P in row i and column j) providing the probability that a particle located at site
i at time t = t,_1 moves to site j at time ¢ = ¢,, (note when ¢ = j the particle does not move and
remains at site 7).

In what follows, we let C = BT = (VAV 1T and note that for all six continuum models in Table
2, C is tridiagonal and each row of C sums to zero (see sections 3.1-3.6). In this work, we consider two
distinct time-discretisation methods applied to the system of differential equations (2) each yielding
a different matrix P:

(i) Forward Euler discretisation: P = I+ 7C where I is the Ny by N identity matrix, which arises
when discretising (2) using the forward Euler method from t = ¢,_1 and t = ¢,

(ii) Ezact exponential discretisation: P = exp(TC), where exp(-) is the matrix exponential, which
arises when solving (2) exactly from ¢t = t,,_1 and t = t,,.

The exponential Euler discretisation yields transition probabilities defined numerically via the matrix
exponential while the forward Euler discretisation yields simple analytical expressions for the transition
probabilities (as we will see later in sections 3.1-3.6).

Both the forward Euler discretisation and exact exponential discretisation yield a right stochastic
matrix P and hence a Markov chain (3). For the forward Euler discretisation, each row of P =I1+7C
sums to one since each row of C sums to zero but constraints on the time step 7 (models 1-6) and
spatial step ¢ (models 4-6) are required to ensure each entry of P is non-negative (see sections 3.1-3.6).
For the exact exponential discretisation, each row of P = exp(7C) = I+7C + %QCQ +--- sums to one
since each row of C* (k = 2,3,...) sums to zero when each row of C sums to zero but each entry of
P = exp(7C) is non-negative if an only if all off-diagonal entries of C are positive [29], which requires
constraints on ¢ for the advection-diffusion models (models 4-6) (see sections 3.4-3.6).

The constraints required to ensure P is non-negative are equivalent to the constraints required
to ensure monotonicity [30] of the corresponding continuum model solution. For the forward Euler
discretisation, P = I +7C = V(I + 7A)TVT has non-negative entries if the entries of I + 7A
are non-negative, which is the monotonicity condition for the forward Euler discretisation of (1):
U, = I+ 7A)U,_1, where Uy denotes U after k time steps (at ¢ = k7). Similarly, for the exact
exponential discretisation, P = exp(7C) = VT exp(TA)TVT has non-negative entries provided the
entries of exp(TA) are non-negative, which is the monotonicity condition for the exact exponential
discretisation of (1): U,, = exp(TA)U,_1.

When the above conditions are met, the forward Euler discretisation yields a local random walk
model (Figure 1(b)(c)), where particles can move to neighbouring sites only during a single time step
(since P =1+ 7C is tridiagonal) while the exact exponential discretisation yields a non-local random
walk model, where particles can move to any other site during a single time step (since P = exp(7C)
is dense, albeit with probabilities that become smaller the further the move). Note that the non-
local random walk model is consistent with the infinite propagation speed of continuum diffusion: the
particle density at every point in [0, L] affects the particle density at every other point in [0, L] [31].
Example transition matrices for both the forward Euler and exact exponential discretisations are given
in Figure 1(d)(e) for model 2. Here, particles in the first layer are more likely to move than particles
in the second layer and particles at the interface are more likely to move to the left than to the right
since D1 > Dy (see section 3.2). The transition matrix for the exact exponential discretisation decays
rapidly away from the diagonal with the transition probability effectively zero outside of a band around
the diagonal; behaviour that is typical of the exponential of tridiagonal matrices [32, 33].

Given the transition matrix P, the stochastic model governing the movement of particles is
described in Algorithm 1. At each time step, a uniform random number on (0, 1) is generated for each
particle, with the particle moving from its current lattice site i to a new lattice site j if r € (P; j—1, Pi ;)



where P;g = 0 and P, = qu:l Pi,m- When the position of each individual particle is required (rather
than just the number of particles at each lattice site) an alternative version of the algorithm can be
implemented (see Appendix A.1) .

Algorithm 1 (Stochastic Model)
Uio = f(z;) for all i =1,..., Ny % particle density at lattice site ¢ and time ¢ = 0
By = vazsl Ui 0Vi/Np % scaling constant
N; 0 =round(U; oV;/Sp) for all i = 1,..., Ny % initial number of particles at site ¢
P,o=0and P, ; = Zznzl pim foralli=1,...,Nsand j =1,..., Ny % cumulative probabilities
forn=1,..., Nt % loop over time steps

Nip = N;pn_q foralli=1,...,Ns % number of particles at lattice site ¢ and time ¢ =,
fori=1,...,Ns; % loop over lattice sites
for k=1,...,N;p—1 % loop over number of particles at lattice site

Sample r ~ Uniform(0, 1) % uniform random number in [0, 1]
Find j such that r € (P; j_1, P; ;) % particle moves from site i to site j at t = t,,
Nim = N;n —1, Njn = Nj, +1 % update number of particles at sites ¢ and j
end
end
Uin = NinSp/V; for alli =1,..., N; % particle density at lattice site i and time t = t,,
end

In the following subsections, we (i) give the discretisation matrix C for models 1-6 that defines the
transition matrix in the stochastic model (3) (ii) provide analytical expressions for the transition
probabilities for the case of the forward Euler discretisation (iii) discuss the transition matrix for the
exact exponential discretisation (v) provide any constraints on the time and spatial steps 7 and §
(both are positive by definition) and (iv) confirm the equivalence of the stochastic and continuum
models using example simulations. In what follows below, ¢; ; denotes the entry of C in row 7 and
column j while p; ; is the probability a particle moves from lattice site ¢ at time ¢ = ¢,, to lattice site
jattimet =ty =1, + 7.

3.1 Model 1: Homogeneous diffusion

DISCRETISATION MATRIX: The matrix C has entries:

2D 2D
Cii =~y Ciitl = Sy 1= 1,
D 2D D .
Cii—1 = 52’ Ci,i:_62 y  Gig+l = 52’ ZZQJ"'aNS_]-)
2D 2D
Cii-1l = 53» Cii =~y Ns.

FORWARD EULER DISCRETISATION: The transition matrix P = I + 7C has entries:

2Dt 2Dt

pii=1-— 52 Piji+1 = 52 =1,
Dt 2Dt Dt .
pi,i—lzﬁv pi,i:1_77 pi,i-‘rl:?y 7’:2’"'5NS_1)
2Dt 2Dt

Dii—1 = 52 7 Dii = 1- 52 7 1= N87

and is a stochastic matrix when 7 < % with no restriction on d. Inspecting the transition probabilities,

P _ 2Dt

we see that particles move with probability P, = <5" or remain at their current site with probability



Ppné?

1 — Pp,, which agrees with the classical formula, D = %> obtained from Taylor series expansion
of the stochastic model [12, 14]. At the interior sites (i = 2,..., N, — 1), particles move to the left
and right with equal probability, P, = P, = %, with movement occurring more frequently for larger

values of D.

ExacT EXPONENTIAL DISCRETISATION: Each row of C sums to zero and all off-diagonal entries of
C are non-negative. Therefore, the transition matrix P = exp(7C) is always a stochastic matrix with
no restrictions on 7 and 4.

3.2 Model 2: Heterogeneous diffusion with fully-permeable interface

DISCRETISATION MATRIX: The matrix C has entries:

2D1 2ljl
Cii =——s3 Ciitl = 535 1= L,
Dq 2D, D1 .
Cii-1= 53 Cii= ~ s Ciitl = 53 i1=2,...,7-1,
_Di __(D1+Dy) Dy .
Cii—1 = 52 Cij = T2 Ciji+1 = 52 i =1,
Dy 2D, Do )
61’1;1:672, Cm':—&T, Ci,i+1:§7 Z:I+ 1,...,N3—1,
2D, 2D, .
Cii-l = —s3» Cii= sz 1= Ns.

FORWARD EULER DISCRETISATION: The transition matrix P = I + 7C has entries:

2D17‘ 2D17’
Dii = 1- 5727 Pii+1 = 77 1= ]-7
Dyt 2D1 D7 .
pi,i—1:?7 pi,i:1_5727 pi?i-"_l:éT’ 7,22,...,1._1,
N _DlT ”_1_(D1—|-D2)’7' N _DQT T
Pii—1 = 52 Pii = 52 y  Dig+1 = 52 =L,
Dot 2DoT1 Dot )
Pi,z‘—lz(sTy pi,izl_Ta pi,i—i-l:éiz, i=7T+1,...,Ns—1,
2D27‘ 2D2T
Pii1 =~ Pii = 520 b= N,

. . . . 2 52 . e . o
and is a stochastic matrix when 7 < min {26717 2‘572} with no restriction on §. Inspecting the transition

probabilities, we see that particles move to the left and right with equal probabilities within each
layer, P, = P, = % in the first layer and P, = P, = % in the second layer, so particles move more
frequently in the first layer than the second layer if D1 > Dy (or vice versa if D; < Ds). Furthermore,
the change in diffusivity means particles at the interface move to the left and right with different
probabilities, P, = % and P, = %, with particles more likely to move to the left if D1 > D5 or to
the right if D; < Ds. These results are consistent with those previously reported in [18], where it was

shown using Taylor series expansions that they yield the continuum model (model 2 in Table 1).

Exact EXPONENTIAL DISCRETISATION: Fach row of C sums to zero and all off-diagonal entries of
C are non-negative. Therefore, the transition matrix P = exp(7C) is always a stochastic matrix with
no restrictions on 7 and 4.



3.3 Model 3: Heterogeneous diffusion with semi-permeable interface

DISCRETISATION MATRIX: The matrix C has entries:

2D, 2D,
Cii=""53 CGitl1= g =1
D 2D D )
Ciji—1 25*21, Ci,iZ—T;, Ci7i+1=671, 1=2,...,7-1,
2 AD+HS) o 2H
Cij—1 = 572, Cis = _T’ Cii+l = T’ =41,
2H 2(Ds + HS 2D .
Cii-l = —57  Cii = —(252), Cijit1 = 57227 i=7+1,
D 2D Dy )
Ci,z‘—1=572, Ci,iz—T;, Ciit1 = <3, 1=T+2,...,N;—1,
2D 2D .
Ciji—1 = 5722, Ciji = —5722, i = N.

FORWARD EULER DISCRETISATION: The transition matrix P = I 4+ 7C has entries:

o 2D17‘ - _2D1T 1
Dii = (52 ) Diji+1 = 52 ) =1,
DlT 2D17‘ DlT .
pz;i—l:?, pi,izl—éT, pi,i+1=5T7 i1=2,...,7—1,
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- 1 L = i =
Dii—1 52 Dii 52 y  Pigit1 5 ,
2HT 2(Dy + HO)T 2Do7 .
Pii-1=——, Pii=1— —( 2 3 ) y Piit1 = 722 , 1=1+1,
0 ) 0
Dot 2Do1 Doyt .
Dii—-1 = 52’ pl,’tzl_ 52 DPii+1 = 522 ) Z:I+27"‘7N8_17
2D27‘ 2D2T

Pii-l = —53 7 Pii = 1- 52 i = N,

and is a stochastic matrix when 7 < min 82 5 with no restriction on 4. Inspectin
= 2(D1 +HJ) 2(Dy+HY) : P g

the transition probabilities, we see that the only difference between this model and model 2 occurs

at the interface (sites Z and Z + 1). Here, we see the semi-permeable barrier between the two layers
means particles transition between layers (from site Z to site Z + 1 or vice versa) with probability
%. It follows then that particles transition more frequently between layers for larger values of the
transfer coefficient H and cannot transition between layers when the barrier is impermeable, H = 0.

Exact EXPONENTIAL DISCRETISATION: Fach row of C sums to zero and all off-diagonal entries of
C are non-negative. Therefore, the transition matrix P = exp(7C) is always a stochastic matrix with
no restrictions on 7 and 9.

3.4 Model 4: Homogeneous advection diffusion

DISCRETISATION MATRIX: The matrix C has entries:

2D +vé 2D +vd
Cii = _((52)’ Cii+l = (62)7 =1,
(2D — vd) 2D (2D + vd)
Ciiml = 53 Cii T Ty Gl T oy LS 2,...,Ns—1,
2D —vé 2D —vé
Ciyi—1 = (52)7 Ci,i = —(52>, i = Ns.



FORWARD EULER DISCRETISATION: The transition matrix P = I + 7C has entries:

p“_l_(QD-i-v(s)T S (2D +vd)T i1
(22 62 I 7,2 - 52 ) -
2D — vd)T 2Dt 2D +vo)T
Dii—1 = ( 252 ) ) pl,lzl_ 52 Pii+1 = ( 252 ) ) 222,...,]\73—1,
2D —vo)T 2D — vo)T .
Pii-1 = (52), pii=1- (62)’ i = Ns,

62

. . . . 52 2D
and is a stochastic matrix when 7 < min {m, m} and § < 2=

o] *
abilities, we see that inclusion of advection produces biased/directed movement to the right if v is

Inspecting the transition prob-

positive and to the left if v is negative, which is consistent with the continuum model (model 4 in
Table 1). At the interior sites (i = 2,..., Ng — 1), particles move to the left and right with proba-

_ 2
bilities P, = % and P, = M, which agree with the classical formulas, D = itk L

26° 2T
w, obtained from Taylor series expansion of the stochastic model [12, 14].

and

v =

Exact EXPONENTIAL DISCRETISATION: Each row of C sums to zero while all off-diagonal entries

of C are non-negative when § < %. Therefore, the transition matrix P = exp(7C) is a stochastic

matrix when § < % with no restriction on 7.

3.5 Model 5: Heterogeneous advection-diffusion with fully-permeable interface

DISCRETISATION MATRIX: The matrix C has entries:

~ (2D1 + v19) _ (2D1 + v19) o
Cii == s Gl = 5 = 1,
2D —v16 2D 2D +v16 .
Cii—1 —(12521), Ci,i:—T;, Ciit+l = (12621)’ 1=2,...,7—1,
s _@Di—wd) D14+ Do)+ (ve—w)d]  (2Da + vad) _7
ii—1 = 952 y Cig = 952 , G4l = 952 , =41,
2Dy — v2d 2D 2Dg + v2d ,
Ci7i—1=(22522), Ci,iZ—TQQ, Ci,i+1=7( 2262 2 ), t=2Z+1,...,Ns—1,
2Dy — 128 2Dy — v2d ‘
it = (2522> g = = 2 ) i

FORWARD EULER DISCRETISATION: The transition matrix P = I + 7C has entries:

2D +v10)T 2D + v10)T
Dii = 1-— (52), Dii+1 = (52)7 1 =1,
(2D1 — 2)15)7’ 2D17’ (2D1 + 1)1(5)7' X
pi’i_1:T7 pi,i:1_5727 pi7i+1:T7 Z:27...7I—1,
(2D1 — U1(5)7' [Q(Dl + Dg) + (UQ — ’1)1)5]7' (2D2 + U25)T .
Diji-1=—(55 > DPii=1— y Pl = =1,
’ 262 ’ 262 ’ 262
2Do — 90T 2DoT 2Do 4+ v90)T )
pi,i—1:(22622)7 Pm‘zl—T;, pi,i+1:(22522)7 i=7Z+1,...,Ns—1,
2Dg — v90)T 2Dg — v90)T .
Dii-1 = (2522)> pii=1- (2522), i = Nj,

. . . . 52 52 52 62 242
and is a stochastic matrix when 7 < min {ﬁ, 305 3D, T0i8* 3Dy 038" 2(D1+D2)+(v2—v1)5} and

6 < min {%, %} Inspecting the transition probabilities, we see that particles move to the left and
right with distinct probabilities within each layer that are consistent with those reported for model 4.
Separately, the change in diffusivity and advection-velocity at the interface (i = Z) produces several
possibilities: (i) if v; and ve are both positive or both negative, particles accumulate at the interface
if v3 < vy and dissipate away from the interface if vy > vy (ii) if v; is positive and ve is negative,
particles accumulate at the interface (iii) if v; is negative and vy is positive, particles dissipate away
from the interface. All observations are consistent with the continuum model (model 5 in Table 1).
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ExAcT EXPONENTIAL DISCRETISATION: Each row of C sums to zero while all off-diagonal entries

of C are non-negative when § < min { EUD T , %} Therefore, the transition matrix P = exp(7C) is a
stochastic matrix when § < min {%, | 2 T } with no restriction on 7.

3.6 Model 6: Heterogeneous advection-diffusion with semi-permeable interface

DI1SCRETISATION MATRIX: The matrix C has entries:

o (2D1 + 2116) B (2D1 + U15) —1
Cii = =g v CGiitl T T =1
2D1 — 010 2D 2D1 + v10
Cii—1 = (12521)7 Ciji = _57217 Cii+1 = (12(521)’ - 27 . >I_ 1a
(2D1 — 1)15) (2D1 —v10 + 2H5) 2H .
Ciicl =53 CGi="— 52 » Gkl =5 0= 7,
2H 2Dy + 196 +2H0 2Ds + v90 .
Ciiml = 5= Ci,i:_( 2 (?2 )7 Ci,i+1:<2522)7 t=1+1,
2D — 196 2D 2Dy + v90
Ciji1 = (22522), Ciji = _TQQ’ Ciitl = (22622)’ =7+2,...,Ns—1,
(2D2 — 025) (2D2 — 'UQ(S)
Cii—1 = 52 Cii = T2 0 A

FORWARD EULER DISCRETISATION: The transition matrix P = I + 7C has entries:

2D + v16)T 2D; +vd)T
pii=1-— (1521)» Pii+1 = (1521), =1,
2D — v10)T 2D 7 2D + v10)T
pi,i—lzl—l)v pi,izl_ila pi,i-ﬁ-l:wa 2227"‘71-_]—7
( 202 6?2 202
D (2D1 — 1)1(5)T P 1 (2D1 — 7)1(5 + 2H5)T P 2HT i T
i,i—1 = ) i — 1L — ) i,i+1 = ) =4,
5 62 ) 52 ) 5
2HT 2Dy + v9d + 2H )T 2Ds + vod)T .
Pii1 = —5 pi,izlf( 2 22 ) ; Pi,i+1=—( 2522) , 1=1+1,
2Dy — v2d 2D 2D )
pz‘,i—1=(2262v2)T, pii=1- 5227-, pz‘,z‘+1=(2;—(5;}2)7, i=71+2,...,Ns—1,
2Dy — v9d)T 2Dy —vod)T .
Piji—-1 = (2522)> pii=1-— (2522), i = Ns,
. o . . 52 52 52 52 52 52
and is a stochastic matrix when 7 < min {QTM’ 305 30, To18° 305135 IDT oS T2HG 2D2+U25+2H5} and
0 < min {%, %} Inspecting the transition probabilities, we see that the only difference between

model 5 and model 6 occurs at the interface (sites Z and Z + 1). As in model 3, the semi-permeable

interface produces a barrier between the two layers, where particles transition between layers (from

site Z to site Z + 1 or vice versa) with probability 21%.

ExacTt EXPONENTIAL DISCRETISATION: Each row of C sums to zero while all off-diagonal entries

of C are non-negative when § < min {iDl, @}. Therefore, the transition matrix P = exp(7C) is a

CRNIY
stochastic matrix when § < min {%, Iva } with no restriction on 7.

3.7 Simulation results

Results in Figure 2 (diffusion models 1-3) and Figure 3 (advection-diffusion models 4-6) provide
evidence to support the equivalence of the stochastic and continuum models presented in this work.
In these figures, for a specific set of parameters and for all six models, we (i) compare the particle
density obtained from the continuum model to the particle density obtained from the stochastic model
(ii) provide individual particle positions over time arising from one simulation of the stochastic model.
All results correspond to the exact exponential discretisation with 7 = 0.002 and 6 = 0.01, the latter
satisfying the constraint on ¢ present for the advection-diffusion models (models 4-6). Similar results
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were obtained for the forward Euler discretisation (not shown) but this required the time step to be
reduced to 7 = 1/2100 (= 0.0004762) to collectively satisfy the constraints on 7 present for both the
diffusion and advection-diffusion models (models 1-6).

From these results, we see that the stochastic model simulations match well with the continuum
model solution, with both exhibiting behaviour consistent with diffusion and advection-diffusion in
homogeneous and heterogeneous media:

e Model 1: particles move to the left and right with equal probability resulting in a symmetric
particle density over time.

e Model 2: particles move to the left and right with equal probability but this probability is higher
in the first layer than the second layer (since Dy > D). This results in particles reaching the
left boundary at = 0 quicker than the right boundary at x = 1 and particles accumulating
near the interface in the second layer at early times.

e Model 3: particles diffusing in the positive x direction reach the semi-permeable interface, where
a low transition probability results in a discontinuity in particle density and an accumulation of
particles waiting to transition across the interface.

e Model 4: particles move to the right with higher probability than they move to the left (since
v > 0) resulting in an advection of particles in the positive z direction.

e Model 5: particles transition freely between layers and cluster to the right of the interface due
to the slower diffusion in the second layer than the first layer.

e Model 6: particles are advected in the positive x direction before reaching the semi-permeable
interface, where a low transition probability results in a discontinuity in particle density and an
accumulation of particles waiting to transition across the interface.

Results have been reported for illustrative examples only. MATLAB code available on GitHub
(https://github.com/elliotcarr/Carr2024c) can be used to investigate other parameter choices and
view more informative animations of both the continuum and stochastic model simulations.

4 Conclusions

In summary, we have derived a suite of equivalent stochastic models (discrete-time discrete-space
random walk models) for several standard continuum models of advection-diffusion across a fully- or
semi-permeable interface. Our approach involves discretising the continuum model in space and time
to derive a Markov chain that governs the transition of particles between spatial lattice sites during
each time step. Discretisation in space was carried out using a classical finite volume method while
two options were considered for performing the discretisation in time. A forward Euler discretisation
led to a tridiagonal transition matrix and hence a stochastic model taking the form of a local (nearest-
neighbour) random walk. An exact exponential discretisation led to a dense transition matrix and
hence a stochastic model taking the form of a non-local random walk. Simulation results confirmed
good agreement between the derived stochastic models and their continuum model counterpart.
Both time discretisation methods considered in this work have advantages and disadvantages. The
forward Euler discretisation provides simple analytical expressions for the transition probabilities (and
straightforward analytical insight into the relationship between the stochastic transition probabilities
and the continuum model parameters) but requires a constraint on the time step size to ensure non-
negative transition probabilities. The exact exponential discretisation provides transition probabilities
defined numerically via a matrix exponential (no analytical insight into the relationship between
the stochastic transition probabilities and the continuum model parameters) but does not require a
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Model 1: Homogeneous diffusion
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Model 3: Heterogenous diffusion with semi-permeable interface
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Figure 2: Results for diffusion models (models 1-3) (left panels) comparison of particle density obtained
from the continuum model (continuous line plotting the solution obtained by solving the spatially-discretised
continuum model (1)) and stochastic model (hatched regions enveloping the particle density obtained from 5
simulations of Algorithm 1 (right panels) results from one simulation of the stochastic model (Algorithm A.1)
showing individual particle positions over time. All results correspond to the exact exponential discretisation.
The legends indicating time apply across all six panels. Parameters: f(z) =11if 04 <2 < 0.6 and f(z) =0
otherwise (models 1-2), f(z) =1if 0.2 < 2 < 0.4 and f(z) = 0 otherwise (model 3), N, = 10000, N, = 101,
Ny =500, T =1, 7=0002 L=1,¢=056=001 D =0.1 (model 1) [Dy, Ds] = [0.1,0.01] (models 2-3),

H = 0.5 (model 3). 13



Model 4: Homogeneous advection-diffusion
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Model 5: Heterogenous advection-diffusion with fully-permeable interface
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Model 6: Heterogenous advection-diffusion with semi-permeable interface
- 0002 10000
1r —— t=0.04 |] 5000
— t=02
— t=1
_‘2\ —
S 1S
(O]
o 2
Lost 1 o
.0 5
s £
o
o Q
0
0

Position Position

Figure 3: Results for advection-diffusion models (models 4-6) (left panels) comparison of particle
density obtained from the continuum model (continuous line plotting the solution obtained by solving the
spatially-discretised continuum model (1)) and stochastic model (hatched regions enveloping the particle density
obtained from 5 simulations of Algorithm 1 (right panels) results from one simulation of the stochastic model
(Algorithm A.1) showing individual particle positions over time. All results correspond to the exact exponential
discretisation. The legends indicating time apply across all six panels. Parameters: f(z) =1if 0.2 <z < 0.4
and f(z) = 0 otherwise, N, = 10000, N, = 501, N; = 500, T' =1, 7 = 0.002, L = 5, £ = 0.5, 6 = 0.01,
[D,v] =[0.1,1] (model 4) [Dy, Da,v1,v2] =[0.1,0.01,1, 1] (models 5-6), H = 0.5 (model 6).
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constraint on the time step size to ensure non-negative transition probabilities. Comparably, both
methods require the same constraints on the spatial step size for advection-diffusion problems (models
4-6 in Table 1).

Finally, it is important to note that the stochastic models developed in this work are limited to the
specific continuum models considered. While multiple layers can be accommodated by a straightfor-
ward amalgamation of the results presented, extending the analysis to lattice-free stochastic models,
two or three dimensional continuum models or non-uniform spatial steps would yield different transi-
tion probabilities but could be interesting to pursue in the future.

Appendix

A.1 Alternative stochastic model algorithm

Algorithm A.1 (Stochastic Model)
Uip = f(z;) for all i =1, ..., Ny % particle density at lattice site ¢ and time ¢ = 0
S = Zf\;sl UioVi/Np % scaling constant
N0 =round(U; oV;/Sp) for all i = 1,..., Ny % initial number of particles at site i
N, = Zivzsl N; 0 % corrected number of particles
xpo =1 for all k = Zg:ll Nmo+1,...,5 0 1 Nmoand ¢ =1,...,Ng % initial site of particle k

m=1
Po=0and P; =57  pimforalli=1,...,Nyand j=1,...,Ns % cumulative probabilities
forn=1,2,..., Ny % loop over time steps
for k=1,2,..., N, % loop over number of particles

Sample r ~ Uniform(0, 1) % uniform random number in [0, 1]

i = T p—1 % lattice site for particle k at t =t,,_;

Find j such that r € (P; j_1, P; ;) % particle moves from site ¢ to site j at t = ¢,

Zkn = J % update lattice site for particle k at t = ¢,
end
Nip = Zgil[azk’n =¢] for all i = 1,..., Ny % number of particles at site ¢ and time ¢t = t,,
Uin = NinSp/Vi for alli =1,..., Ns; % particle density at lattice site ¢ and time ¢ = t,

end

Note: the expression [zj , = 4| returns 1 if zy,, = ¢ and 0 if zy, # 1.

A.2 Finite volume discretisations

In this appendix, we provide the form of the discretisation matrix A appearing in the system of
differential equations (1) for each of the advection-diffusion models (models 4-6) considered in this
work (see Table 1). For the diffusion models (models 1-3), A = C, where C is defined in sections
3.1-3.3, respectively. In the definitions below, a; ; denotes the entry of A in row 7 and column j.

Model 4: Homogeneous advection-diffusion

2D +vé 2D —vé
Qi = —(52), A1 = (62)’ =1,
2D + vd 2D 2D — vd
aji—1 = 2D+ ) 552 ), @i = ~sgs Gkl = (2D — v9) 552 ), i =2,...,Ns— 1,
2D +vd 2D —vé
Uij—1 = (2D +vi) 52 ), Qij = _@Db vl 52 ), @ = Ns.
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Model 5: Heterogeneous advection-diffusion with fully-permeable interface

2Dy +v1d 2D —v16 )
g = —(1521), Qi1 = (1521), =1,
2D1 + v10 2D 2D —v16 .
Qi 1_(12521), ai,i:_TQIa ai,i+1:(12(521), 1=2,...,7—1,
o (2D1 + v15) o [2(D1 + Dg) + (’UQ — Ul)(S] o (2D2 — ’025) _7
i1 252 ’ (L 252 » Qi+l = 952 =4,
2Dy + v90 2Do 2Dy — 190 .
@iji—1 = ( 252 )’ aiﬂi_?v Qi it1 _(2(52)7 1=72Z4+1,...,Ns—1,
2Dy + v90 2Dy — v90 .
Qi i—1 = (2622)’ ii = (252”, 1 = Nq.

Model 6: Heterogeneous advection-diffusion with semi-permeable interface

(2D1 + U1(5) (2D1 — U1(5)
Gii = =5z Gl =5 1= 1,
Qji—1 = (2D12;_2015), i = —%7 Qjit1 = (21)1262”15), 1=2,...,2—1,
(2D1 + 1)1(5) (2D1 —v10 + 2H5) 2H
a;;—1 = 52 > i = — 52 y o Qi1 = T’ i =1,
Wii—1 ¥, Qi = — (202 + U;f * 2H5)7 Aijit1 = (2D252 025)’ i=1+1,
Aji—1 = (2D22(—;U26), ii = —%, Qi+l = (2D2252U25), =742,...,N;—1,
Qi i—1 = W, Qi = _(21)2521)25)’ i = Ns.
References

[1] EJ Carr and G Pontrelli, Modelling mass diffusion for a multi-layer sphere immersed in a semi-infinite medium:
application to drug delivery, Mathematical Biosciences, 303, 1-9, 2018.

[2] B Kaoui, M Lauricella and G Pontrelli, Mechanistic modelling of drug release from multi-layer capsules, Computers
in Biology and Medicine, 93, 149-157, 2018.

[3] A Hadjitheodorou and G Kalosakas, Analytical and numerical study of diffusion-controlled drug release from com-
posite spherical matrices, Materials Science and Engineering C, 42, 681-690, 2014.

[4] S MclInerney, EJ Carr and MJ Simpson, Parameterising continuum models of heat transfer in heterogeneous living
skin using experimental data, International Journal of Heat and Mass Transfer, 128, 964-975, 2019.

[5] D Mantzavinos, MG Papadomanolaki, YG Saridakis, AG Sifalakis, Fokas transform method for a brain tumor
invasion model with heterogeneous diffusion in 1 4+ 1 dimensions, Applied Numerical Mathematics, 104, 47-61,
2016.

[6] SM Becker, One-dimensional transient heat conduction in composite living perfuse tissue, Journal of Heat Transfer,
135, 071002, 2013.

[7] EJ Carr, New semi-analytical solutions for advection—dispersion equations in multilayer porous media, Transport
in Porous Media, 135:39-58, 2020.

[8] C Liu, WP Ball, JH Ellis, An analytical solution to the one-dimensional solute advection—dispersion equation in
multi-layer porous media, Transport in Porous Media, 30, 25-43, 1998.

[9] JS Chen, SY Hsu, MH Li, CW Liu, Assessing the performance of a permeable reactive barrier—aquifer system using
a dual-domain solute transport model, Journal of Hydrology, 543, 849-860, 2016.

[10] L Meinecke, S Engblom, A Hellander and P Lotstedt, Analysis and design of jump coefficients in discrete stochastic
diffusion models, STAM Journal on Scientific Computing, 38(1): A55-A83, 2016.

[11] E Gavagnin and CA Yates, Chapter 2 - Stochastic and Deterministic Modeling of Cell Migration, Handbook of
Statistics, 39, 37-91, 2018.

[12] EA Codling, MJ Plank and S Benhamou, Random walk models in biology, Journal of the Royal Society Interface,
5, 813-834, 2008.

[13] OC Ibe, Elements of random walk and diffusion processes (Section 7.3 Diffusion on one-dimensional random walk),

John Wiley & Sons, Inc., Hoboken, New Jersey, 2013.

16



S Redner, A guide to first-passage processes (Section 1.3.3 Continuous space and time), Cambridge University Press,
New York, 2001.

AQ Cai, KA Landman and BD Hughes, Modelling directional guidance and motility regulation in cell migration,
Bulletin of Mathematical Biology, 68, 25-52, 2006.

ARA Anderson and MAJ Chaplain, Continuous and discrete mathematical models of tumor-induced angiogenesis,
Bulletin of Mathematical Biology, 60, 857-900, 1998.

AJ Ellery, MJ Simpson, SW McCue and RE Baker, Moments of action provide insight into critical times for
advection-diffusion-reaction processes, Physical Review E, 86, 031136, 2012.

EJ Carr and MJ Simpson, New homogenization approaches for stochastic transport through heterogeneous media,
Journal of Chemical Physics, 150, 044104, 2019.

P Lotstedt and L Meinecke, Simulation of stochastic diffusion via first exit times, Journal of Computational Physics,
300, 862-886, 2015.

SA Isaacson and Y Zhang, An unstructured mesh convergent reaction—diffusion master equation for reversible
reactions, Journal of Computational Physics, 374, 954-983, 2018.

EJ Carr and IW Turner, A semi-analytical solution for multilayer diffusion in a composite medium consisting of a
large number of layers, Applied Mathematical Modeling 40, 7034-7050, 2016.

JSP Guerrero, LCG Pimentel, TH Skaggs, Analytical solution for the advection—dispersion transport equation in
layered media, International Journal of Heat and Mass Transfer, 56, 274-282, 2013.

RI Hickson, SI Barry, GN Mercer, Critical times in multilayer diffusion. Part 1: Exact solutions, International
Journal of Heat and Mass Transfer, 52, 5770-5783, 2009.

I Alemany, JN Rose, J Garnier-Brun, AD Scott and DJ Doorly, Random walk diffusion simulations in semi-permeable
layered media with varying diffusivity, Scientific Reports, 12, 10759, 2022.

N Sheils, Multilayer diffusion in a composite medium with imperfect contact, Applied Mathematical Modeling, 46,
450, 2017.

MJ Simpson, BD Hughes and KA Landman, Diffusing populations: Ghosts or folks? Australiasian Journal of
Engineering Education, 15, 2, 59-68, 2009.

D Das and L Giuggioli, Dynamics of lattice random walk within regions composed of different media and interfaces,
Journal of Statistical Mechanics, 013201, 2023.

NG March and EJ Carr, Finite volume schemes for multilayer diffusion, Journal of Computational and Applied
Mathematics, 345, 206-223, 2019.

NJ Higham, Functions of Matrices: Theory and Computation (Section 10.7.2 Essentially nonnegative matrices),
SIAM, Philadelphia, PA, USA, 2008.

MH Holmes, Introduction to Numerical Methods in Differential Equations, Springer, New York, NY, USA, 2007.
WA Strauss, Partial differential equations: An introduction (Section 2.5 Comparison of waves and diffusions), John
Wiley & Sons, Hoboken, NJ, USA, 2008.

A TIserles, How large is the exponential of a banded matrix? New Zealand Journal of Mathematics, 2000(29):
177-192, 1999.

M Benzi and V Simoncini, Decay bounds for functions of Hermitian matrices with banded or Kronecker structure,
SIAM Journal on Matrix Analysis and Applications, 36(3): 1263-1282, 2015.

17



	Introduction
	Continuum Models
	Stochastic Models
	Model 1: Homogeneous diffusion
	Model 2: Heterogeneous diffusion with fully-permeable interface
	Model 3: Heterogeneous diffusion with semi-permeable interface
	Model 4: Homogeneous advection diffusion
	Model 5: Heterogeneous advection-diffusion with fully-permeable interface
	Model 6: Heterogeneous advection-diffusion with semi-permeable interface
	Simulation results

	Conclusions
	Alternative stochastic model algorithm
	Finite volume discretisations


