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ON THE LONG TERM SPATIAL SEGREGATION
FOR A COMPETITION-DIFFUSION SYSTEM

MARCO SQUASSINA

ABSTRACT. We investigate the long term behavior for a class of competition-diffusion systems
of Lotka-Volterra type for two competing species in the case of low regularity assumptions on
the data. Due to the coupling that we consider the system cannot be reduced to a single equa-
tion yielding uniform estimates with respect to the inter-specific competition rate parameter.
Moreover, in the particular but meaningful case of initial data with disjoint support and Dirich-
let boundary data which are time-independent, we prove that as the competition rate goes to
infinity the solution converges, along with suitable sequences, to a spatially segregated state
satisfying some variational inequalities.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let © be a bounded, open, connected subset of RY with smooth boundary and let s be
a positive parameter. The aim of this paper is to investigate the asymptotic behavior of a
competition-diffusion system of Lotka-Volterra type for two competing species of population of
densities u and v, with Dirichlet boundary conditions,

ug — Au = f(u) — kuv?, in Q x (0,00),
v — Av = g(v) — kvu?, in Q x (0,00),
(P.) u(z,t) = P(z,t), on 9N x [0, 00),
" v(z,t) = ((z,1), on 09 x [0, 00),
u(z,0) = up(x), in €,
(v(2,0) = vo(x), in Q.

A relevant problem in population ecology is the understanding of the interactions between dif-
ferent species, in particular in the case when the interactions are large and of competitive type.
As the inter-specific parameter s ruling the mutual interaction of the species gets large, com-
petitive reaction-diffusion systems are expected to approach a limiting configuration where the
populations survive but exhibit disjoint habitats (cf. [7,8,10,19,22,24]). For population dynam-
ics models which require Dirichlet boundary conditions we refer to [8,22], while for the more
ecologically natural Neumann boundary conditions we refer to [10, 15] and references therein.
As pointed out in [8], the Dirichlet case presents further difficulties compared with the Neu-
mann case, as the boundary terms which pop up after integration by parts cannot be estimated
independently of k. The classical stationary Lotka-Volterra model for two populations

—Au = f(u) — kKuv, in
—Av =g(v) — kvu, in Q,
u =1, on 0f2,
v =(, on 0f)

(1.1)
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has been intensively studied with respect to the spatial segregation limit as x — oo. If, for
instance, ¢ and ¢ belong to W1°°(df), then there exists a sequence of solution (u,v,) to
(1.1), bounded in W1°°(Q), and a limiting positive state (u,v) with uv = 0, satisfying suitable
variational inequalities and such that, up to a subsequence, u, — u and v, — v in HY(Q)
with a precise rate of convergence (see [5]). Concerning the parabolic system associated with
(1.1), in [8] Crooks, Dancer, Hilhorst, Mimura and Ninomiya proved (also in the case of possibly
different diffusion coefficients) that, for any 7" > 0, there exists subsequences u,, and vy, of the
solutions converging in L2(Q x (0,7)) to a bounded state with disjoint support and solving a
limiting free boundary problem. Beside this convergence results on finite time intervals, in [7], in
the case of equal diffusion coefficients and stationary boundary conditions, Crooks, Dancer and
Hilhorst recently studied the long term segregation for large interactions, by reducing the system
to a single equation whose solutions admit uniform estimates in k. Typically, stabilization is
based upon a variational structure yielding an energy functional, bounded and decreasing along
the trajectories (see e.g. [13,27]). Unfortunately, as far as we know, due to the coupling term
—kuv, the parabolic system associated with (1.1) does not admit a natural Lyapunov functional
and a direct analysis is therefore not possible. Now, system (Py) can be regarded as a variant
of the standard Lotka-Volterra model, with different inter-specific competition coupling terms.
In addition, if one considers homogeneous boundary data, then (P;) admits a natural non-
increasing energy functional A, : [0,00) — R

u(t) o(t) .
Al = Vw51V - [ [ poro [ [ atin 5 [ e,

As we will see, a non-increasing energy functional can be constructed also for general boundary
conditions (see the proof of Theorem 2.11). We shall tackle the problem with techniques from
the theory of dissipative dynamical systems to show the convergence towards the solutions to
the stationary system, formally written as

—Au = f(u) — kuv?, in Q,
—Av = g(v) — kvu?, in Q,
U = Yoo, on 0f),
v = (oo, on 0f2.

(k)

A question which naturally arises is whether the solutions stabilize towards a segregated state
along some t; — oo and kj — oo, for instance in the natural case when the initial data have
disjoint support and the boundary data are stationary in time (see problem (1.2) in the next
section). Some numerical computations in a square domain in R? have been performed in [8, see
Sections 1 and 4] for the Lotka-Volterra model under these assumptions on the initial and
boundary conditions (see also [17], where an algorithm for parallel computing was implemented
in order to efficiently track the interfaces). In [26] we arranged a complete set of numerical
experiments both for (1.2) (i.e. system (P,) with time-independent boundary data) and the
corresponding model with the standard Lotka-Volterra coupling. Although on one hand working
with (Py) gives some advantages in the study of the long term dynamics for « fixed as it directly
admits a Lyapunov functional, on the other hand the asymptotic analysis for the solutions of
(Sk) is far more complicated than the study of (1.1) (subtracting the equations of (1.1) one
reduces to the single equation Au = ku(u — ®) where ® is an harmonic function, while this is
not the case working with (S,)). For instance, the global boundedness in x of the solutions in
H'" will be derived from the corresponding boundedness for the solution flow of the parabolic
system uniformly with respect to x. To show the boundedness directly on the elliptic systems
seems out of reach. In addition, the blow up analysis based on Lipschitz rescalings performed
in [5] does not seem to work.
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Concerning some physical motivations to consider coupling terms between the equations which
are different from the standard one uwv, we refer the reader, e.g., to Section 3.3 of classical
Murray’s book [21] (looking at formula (3.14) at p.87, our system corresponds to the choice
F(N,P) =1— N — kP? and G(N,P) = 1 — P — kN? with respect to the book’s notations).
It is also useful to think about systems of two Schrédinger [1] or Gross-Pitaevskii [9] equations
modelling particle interaction (and populations can also be thought as discrete collections of
interacting particles), intensively investigated in recent time (nonlinear optics, Bose-Einstein
binary condensates, etc.), which present all the coupling of (P), yielding a variational structure.
We refer the reader to [20] for the case k < 0, with physical motivations e.g. from [11], and to [23]
for the case where £ > 0, with physical motivations e.g. from [4]. Both [20,23] deal with the
semi-classical regime analysis.

1.1. The main result. The main result of the paper concerns with the long-term behaviour in
large-competition regime for the system with time-independent boundary data, that is

ug — Au = f(u) — kuv?, in Q x (0,00),
v — Av = g(v) — kvu?,  in Q x (0,00),
(12) u(z,t) = P(x), on 9N x [0, 00),
' v(z,t) = ((z), on 9N x [0, 00),
u(z,0) = up(x), in €,
v(z,0) = vo(x), in Q.

Concerning the functions f,g: R — R, let:

(1.3) fg€CH[0,00)), f(s)=g(s)=0, foralls<D0,
f(s) <0, g(s) <0, forall s>1,

and we set

Flt) = /0 fo)o,  G(t) = /0 o(0)do.

The initial and boundary data are required to satisfy:

(1.4) ug,vo € H'(Q), 0<up(z) <1, 0<vp(x) <1, aee. in Q,
(15) ¥.¢ € HY?(09), ¢ =wuoloa, ¢=1oloe,
(1.6) 0<¢(x)<1l, 0<((x)<1, on dN.

Under these assumptions, as well as those of Section 2, for all k > 0, system (P,) admits a unique
global solution u,, v, € C°([0,00), H*(2)) N C*((0,00), L2(€)). For the local existence, we refer
the reader to a paper by Hoshino-Yamada [16] (see e.g. Theorems 1 and 2, having in mind to
choose § = a = v = 3 in Theorem 1(i) and v = 0 in Theorem 2(ii), with respect to the notations
therein). For smoothing effects we also wish to refer to the classical book of Henry [14]. The
global existence result can be deduced by the comparison principle for parabolic equations (see,
for example, the book of Smoller [25]). For u; — Au = f(u) — kuv?, vy — Av = g(v) — kvu? with
positive initial data, one can show 0 < u(t) < U(t) and 0 < v(t) < V(t), where U, V are solutions
of Uy— AU = f(U),V;—AV = g(V) with the same initial and boundary conditions. Since U and
V exist globally in time due to assumptions (1.3), (1.4) and (2.2) (a priori uniform-in-time L>°-
estimates for the solutions hold, see Lemma 2.3), one also recovers the global existence result
(for the sake of completeness, we also mention Theorem 3 in Hoshino-Yamada [16] for small
initial data and part (iv) of Proposition 7.3.2 in [18] for smooth initial data). In the following
we set H = H'(Q) x H'(Q), endowed with the standard Dirichlet norm, and

Hy = {(u,v) € H: uv =0 a.e. in Q}.



4 MARCO SQUASSINA

The following is the main result of the paper, regarding system (1.2).

Theorem 1.1. Assume (1.3)-(1.6) and (up,vo) € Hy. Let (uy,v.) be the solution to system
(1.2). Then there exist two diverging sequences (Km), (tm) C R and (oo, v0) € Hy such that

(Un,, (tm)s Vs, (Em)) = (Uoos Voo)  n the LP x LP norm, for any p € [2,00),
as m — 0o, where
Uoos Voo > 0, —Ate < fUoo), —AUso < g(Vo0);  Usolon =V,  Voolon = ¢

Moreover, in the one-dimensional case, we have

[ (W (Ern)s Vst (Fm)) — (Uoos Voo )| Lo xpe — 0, as m — oo.

Hence, starting with segregated data, the system evolves towards a limiting segregated state
satisfying suitable variational inequalities. As we have previously pointed out, in Sections 1,4
of [8], the reader can find very nice pictures reproducing (for the classical model) these kind of
separation phenomena. Notice that, due to the nonstandard coupling in system (S,) the H'
convergence seems pretty hard to obtain either working directly on the system (which would
require precise quantitative estimate of the rate of convergence of the solutions to us, and v)
or using indirect arguments such combining blow up analysis with Liouville theorems (which,
however, would naturally require stronger regularity assumptions on the boundary conditions).
In Section 2, we will obtain, for x fixed, the asymptotic behaviour of the system in the case of
almost stationary boundary data. The author is not aware of any other result of this type in
the literature (see also [3]).

2. LONG TERM BEHAVIOUR FOR Kk FIXED

The goal of this section is the study of the long term behaviour of the parabolic system (Pj),
for any x > 0 fixed. We cover the general case of boundary data depending on time. Finally,
in the particular case of segregated initial data and time independent boundary conditions, we
will prove a stronger global boundedness result.

2.1. Assumptions and main result. Concerning f and g we will assume condition (1.3).
Moreover, the initial and boundary data are required to satisfy (1.4) and

(2.1) 1, ¢ € CO([0,00), H/?(09)),  ¥(0) = uolaa, ¢(0) = volag,

(2.2) 0<Y(x,t) <1, 0<(z,t) <1, on I x[0,00).

We will assume that:

(2.3) Y1) = Yoo and (1) = (o in HY2(8Q) ast — oo,

A) Wy, Goe L0, 00; HY2(0Q)) N L2(0, 00; HV2(0Q)), (-, 1), (1) — 0 as t — oo,
5) wt(70) = Ct(70) = 07

26) T/Jtt, Ctt S Ll(O, 00} H_l/z(aQ))

(2
(2
(
Under the previous assumptions we have the following result.

Theorem 2.1. Let (ug,vo) € H and k > 0. Then for every diverging sequence (t) C R there
ezist a subsequence (t;) C RY and a solution (i, 0,) € H to system (S,.) such that

[ (ur(ts), ve(ts)) — (tn, 0s)llm — 0, as j — oo.

Moreover, the convergence holds in the LP x LP norm for any p € [2,00).

Strenghtening the assumptions we obtain the global boundedness uniformly in .
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Theorem 2.2. Assume that (ug,vg) € Hy and the boundary conditions are time-independent.
Then, in addition to the conclusion of Theorem 2.1, we have

supsup || (ux(t), v (t)) [ < o0,
£>0 k>0

namely (uy,vs) is bounded in H (and in any LP x LP space), uniformly with respect to k.

This second achievement will be of course an important step in order to prove the main result
of the paper.

2.2. Some Preliminary results. From a direct computation, we have positivity and a priori
bounds for the solutions to (Py), uniformly with respect to .

Lemma 2.3. ¥ = [0,1] x[0, 1] is a globally positively invariant region for system (Py), uniformly
with respect to k, namely

0 < uk(x,t) <1, 0 < wvelx,t) <1, a.e €, t>0.
Proof. Testing the first equation of (P,) with —u_ and using (1.3), (1.4), (2.1) and (2.2), we
easily obtain that u, > 0, while testing the same equation with (u, — 1)™ we deduce similarly

that u, < 1. An analogous manipulation of the second equation in (P,) yields the corresponding
bounds for the component wv,. d

Let A = —A be the Laplace operator on L?(Q2) with domain 2(A) = H}(Q) N H2(Q) and
consider the hierarchy of Hilbert spaces H* = 2(A%/?), a € R, with |u||ge = ||A%?uljy. We
recall an exponential decay property of the heat kernel operator e'2.

Lemma 2.4. Let a > 0. Then there exist w > 0 and C, > 0 such that
(2.7) € | 2z2, r2ay < Cae™7%, £ > 0.

In particular

o0
|1 e ey < o
provided that o € (0,1).

Proof. As the real part of the spectrum of A is bounded away from zero by a positive constant
w, by [14, Theorem 1.4.3, p.26], for o > 0 there exists C, > 0 such that HAO‘e_tAHE(Lng) <

Cope ¥t for all t > 0. Hence, ||etA||£(L27H2a) = ||(—A)O‘etAH£(L2,L2) < Cue it for all
t > 0. The second assertion follows by (2.7). O

Next we provide a compactness result for the trajectories of (P).

Lemma 2.5. For any (ug,vo) € H, k > 0 and 7 > 0 the set {(ux(t),vs(t)) : t > T} is relatively
compact in H.

Proof. Let U and V denote the solutions to the linear problems
Uy — AU =0, in ©Q x (0, 00),

(2.8) U(z,t) =(z,t), on I x (0,00),
U(z,0) =Up(z), in €,

Vi — AV =0, in 2 x (0,00),
(2.9) V(z,t) = ((x,t), on 09 x (0,00),
V(z,0) = Vp(z), in £,
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where Uy, Vo € H' () satisfy
—AUy =0, in Q, —AVy =0, in £,
Uo(z) = ¢(x,0), on 09, Vo(z) = ((x,0), on 09.

By assumption (2.2) and the maximum principle for harmonic functions, 0 < Up(z) < 1 and 0 <
Vo(z) <1 for a.e. z € Q. Hence, arguing as in the proof of Lemma 2.3, we have 0 < U(z,t) <1
and 0 < V(x,t) <1 for a.e. x € Q and t > 0. Now, the functions

(2.10) Uz, t) = ug(z,t) — Uz, t), Og(z,t) = ve(z,t) — V(x,t)

solve the system with homogeneous boundary conditions

(i) — At = f (i + U) — 6(i0 + U) (0 + V)2, in Q x (0, 00),
(D)t — Ay = g(0 + V) — k(9 + V) (T + U)?,  in Q x (0,00),

(Py) U (x,t) = Vp(x,t) =0, on 99 x [0, 00),
Uy (x,0) = ug(z) — Up(z), in Q,
Ui (x,0) = vo(x) — Vp(x), in Q.

Denote now by ¥ = ¥(z;t) € C°([0,00), H'()) the family of harmonic extensions to € of v
—AW(z;t) =0, in 2,

(2.11) (@:t) o
W(ast) = Y(a, 1), on B9,

and set U(z,t) = U(x,t) — ¥(x;t). Then U solves the nonautonomous problem with homoge-
neous boundary and initial conditions

U — AU = -V, in Q x (0,00),
(2.12) Uz, t) =0, on 0N x (0, 00),
U(x,0) =0, in Q.

Notice that U(z,0) = 0 since Up(z) and ¥(z;0) are both harmonic functions with the same
boundary conditions. From (2.5)-(2.6) and classical regularity theory for harmonic functions,

[W¢]] oo (0,00522(02)) < €llVtll oo (0,00, -1/2(80)) < NWttll L1 (0,00;H-172(560))-
By Duhamel’s formula U is given by
t
Ot) = — / =00, () dor
0

If a € (1/2,1), in light of (2.7) of Lemma 2.4, since ¥, is in L>(0,00; L(f2)),
(2.13) sup ||U (]| gr2e < 00.
>0
Of course the same control holds for V(¢). Let now W, denote the harmonic extension of 9,
the limit of ¢ (t) in H'/2(9Q) as t — oo according to (2.3) . By standard regularity estimates,

() = Yool < cll¥o(t) — Yool mrr2ea0), so that U(t) — Ve in H(Q) as t — co. Of course
the same control holds for the boundary extensions of {. Also, by Duhamel’s formula we have

t
T (t) = ™ (ug — Up) + / =23 (5)do,
0

t
Be(t) = € vy — V) + / -2 G2 () do,
0

where
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By means of Lemma 2.3, we have ®L, ®2 € L°°(0,00; L=(2)). If a € (1/2,1), then again by
(2.7) one obtains for any 7 > 0
(2.14) sup ||y (t) || 2o < 00.
t>1
As H?® is compactly embedded in H'(Q) and wu,(t) = @.(t) + U(t) + ¥(t) the assertion follows
by (2.13)-(2.14) for the component wu,. The same arguments works for vy. O

Remark 2.6. By strengthening the regularity assumptions on the boundary data, say W1 (9Q)
in place of H'/ 2(09) in the assumptions at the beginning of the section, and defining —A over
L1(Q) for any ¢ > 2, the previous result can of course be improved, yielding compactness of the
trajectories in W2*4(Q) for any ¢ > 2, and hence into spaces of Hélder continuous functions.
Unfortunately the estimates are not independent of £ and in order to have H' bounds uniformly
in xk we shall need to exploit energy arguments.

For every 7 > 0 and every function h : (0,00) — H' (), let us set
R (t) = h(t + 1), t>0.

The following result gives a stabilization property for the solutions of the linear parabolic equa-
tion with nonhomogeneous time-dependent boundary conditions.

Lemma 2.7. Let U be the solution to the problem (2.8). Then U(t) — Uy in H'(Q) ast — oo,
where Uy, € HY () is the solution to

(2.15) AUy =0, in £,
U = s,  on 0N

Proof. With the notations introduced in the proof of Lemma 2.5, we consider, for 7 > 0, the
functions W (t) = U7 (t) — U(t) and o(t) = W;(t) — U] (¢), which satisfy

Wi — AW = o(t), in Q x (0,00),
(2.16) W(z,t) =0, on 0% x (0, 00),
W(x,0) =U(r) — Uy + ¥(0) — ¥(7), in Q.

By multiplying the equation by —AW we get
d
EHVW(t)H% +HIAW(@)]3 =~ /Q o(t) AW (2).
By applying Holder and then Young inequalities on the right-hand side, we have
d 2 1 2 _ 1 2
- — < — .
SIVWIB + 5 IAW @13 < 5llo(t)3

Let A be the positive operator on L?(f2) defined by A = —A, with domain D(A) = H2(2) N
H} (). Due to the (compact and dense) injection H2(Q)NH(Q) = D(A) < D(AY?) = H}(Q),
we have [|[VIV]|y < 041_1/2\\AWH2 for some a; > 0 (see e.g. Henry [14]), so that

d 2., M o _ 1 2
— ¢ — <z .
SIVW @3+ SHITW @I < 5l
Finally, Gronwall inequality entails
¢
WOl < WO e + e [ elo(s)l3as,

for some o > 0 and ¢ > 0. In turn, we readily obtain

. - c .. - : -
i 7 (6) = U@ < 7 o [07(0) = We(e) o+ i 97 (2) — (0 e
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In view of (2.3) and standard elliptic equations, we deduce
(2.17) O™ () —U)||gr — 0, as t — 0o.

The same argument shows that {U(t)};>o is bounded in H'(2). Let now (t;,) C R™ be any
diverging sequence. Since {U(t)};>1 is relatively compact in H!(£2), there exists a subsequence,
that we still denote by (t3), such that U(t,) — Us in H'(Q). Let n € C°(Q2). By integrating
the equation for U on (tp,t, + 1) x €, yields

tpt+1 tpt+1
hm[/ /Um—l—/ /VU Vn]—O
th th

< lim /Q Uth +1) = Ut ] < elim |0 (t4) = U(t)]|2 = 0.

On one hand, we have

th+1
th Q

Moreover, there exists (s,) C RT with s, = t, + &, 0 < &, < 1, such that by (2.17)

lim

th+1
/ /VU-Vn:/VU(sh)-Vn:/VU(th)-Vn—i-o(l), as h — oo.
th Q Q

Hence, taking the limit as h — oo, we get fQ VU - V= 0. Moreover, from the convergence of
Ul(ty) to Us in HY(Q) we deduce that U(ty)]|aq — Usolan in H'/2(99). From (2.3) we deduce
that Usx, = 9o on 0. Therefore Uy, solves (2.15). Since (2.15) has a unique solution, we
actually deduce the convergence of the whole flow U (t). O

Next, we obtain a summability result for the solutions to (2.8).
Lemma 2.8. Let U be the solution to (2.8). Then U, € L'(0,00; H'(2)).

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 2.5, U is the solution to (2.12). Hence, taking into account
(2.5), it turns out that U(x,t) = Uy(z,t) is a solution to

ﬁt — Aﬁ = —\I’tt, in  x (0,00),
(2.18) Ulz,t) =0, on 9N x (0, 00),
U(z,0) =0, in Q.
By assumption (2.6) it follows ¥y € L(0, 00; L2(R)). In addition, we have ¥; € L'(0, 00; H(f2)).

By Lemma 2.4 we have ||etA||£(Lz(Q)7Hé(Q)) < Ce =12 for some C,w > 0. Hence,

" t
0(t) =~ [ (o) do,

0

and we obtain

o] t
||U||L1(OooHO(Q)) < C/ {/ e~ =) (¢ — U)_1/2||\I’tt(0)||2d0'] dt

=0 [T 1| [0 et
_C</O e v 1/2610'>||‘Iftt||L1(0,oo;L2(Q))'

Hence U € L(0, 00; H(9)), which yields U; € L'(0,00; HE(Q)) and, in turn, taking into account
(2.4), also U € L'(0,00; H'(12)), concluding the proof. O
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Lemma 2.9. Let u, and v, be as in system 15,.@. Then

T T
/ 10 ()3 dor < oo, / 10 (0)]3 do < oo,
0 0
for any T > 0.

Proof. Setting Y(x,t) = f(tx(z,t) + Uz, 1)) — k(e (z,t) + Uz, 1)) (9 (2, t) + V(2,t))? for any
x € Qand t >0 and m(z) = ug(x) — Up(z), it follows that 4, is the solution to

Oty — At =7 in Q x (0,00),
U (x,t) =0, on 99 x [0, 00),
U (z,0) = m(x), in Q.

Hence, since m € H}(Q) and Y € L%*(0,T,L*(Q)) for any T > 0 (as 0 < u,,vs < 1 and f is
continuous), the desired summability for d;a, follows, e.g., by [12, Theorem 5, p.360]. The proof
for 040, is similar. O

Let us recall a useful elementary Gronwall type inequality.

Lemma 2.10. Let g € L'(]0,00),[0,00)). Assume that Y : [0,00) — [0,00) is an absolutely
continuous function such that

t
T(t) <c+ 02/ g(0)\/Y(o)do, t >0,
0
for some c1,c9 > 0. Then
T(t) <2c1 +llgl7ipey: 20

Proof. Let t > 0 and consider ¢ € [0,¢] such that Y(¢) = max{Y (o) : o € [0,¢]}. Hence

t
T(t) <c1+ 02/0 9(0)/Y(o)do < 1+ o/ YDl 10, < c1 + o/ T(Dlgll L1 (0,00)5

so the assertion immediately follows by Young inequality and Y(¢t) < Y(¥). O
Next we obtain an H' stabilization result for the solutions (us,v,) to (Px).

Theorem 2.11. Assume that (up,vo) € H and set

(2.19) p= lluovoll3 + 14 L1 (0,00;L2(2)) + 126l L1 (0,005L2(2))-

Then there exists a positive constant R = R(ug,vg, 1, () independent of k such that

(2.20) | (uk(t), ve(®)lm < R+ kp, for all t > 0.

Moreover, for any 79 > 0 and k > 0,

lim sup |lug(t+7)— ux(t)||z =0, tli)m sup |Jvk(t +7) — ve(t)|| g2 = 0.

0 7€(0,70]  r€[0,70]
Proof. Let 19 > 0 and x > 0. Let us first prove that

(2.21) lim sup |lugx(t+7) — ug(t)|]2 =0, lim sup ||jvg(t+7) —vg(t)]]2 = 0.
= T€[0,70] t—o00 T7€[0,70]

According to the proof of Lemma 2.5, let again U (resp. V') be the solution of the linear problems
(2.8) (resp. (2.9)), where Up (resp. V) is the harmonic extensions of 1(0) (resp. ((0)). Then

Uz, t) = ug(z,t) —U(x,t) and 0x(z,t) = ve(z,t) — V(z,t) are solutions to system (P,) having
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homogeneous boundary conditions. Let now ¢ € (0,1) and, taking into account Lemma 2.9,
introduce the auxiliary energy functional A, : [0,00) — R defined by setting:

Aelt) = Va3 + 5 IV3(0)3 - /F U)
/G% ) E V() + /Y( FUW)2 @) + V(1)

+2/0 Uﬂvuﬁ( ) VUi(o ]da—/VU Vit )—/OtH%<aﬂ575‘),wt(a)>H%da
+2 /0 t [ /Q V@H(U)'VW(U)} do — /Q VV () - Vi(t) — /0 tH%<a@g£J),Ct(0)>H%da

¢ ¢
+E/ H({)tﬁ,{(a)Hg da—i—zs/ H@t??,i(a)H%da.
0 0

We prove that A, is nonincreasing and there exist two constants o, € R and S, € R (which
we will write down explicitely) such that «,, < Ag(t) < By, for all ¢ > 0. By multiplying the
first equation of (]5,.@) by dyu, and the second one by 0;v,, using the fact that U and V solve
problems (2.8)-(2.9), and adding the resulting identities, we reaches

d

() =—(1~ e)llovin (B3 — (1 = e)l|avx (1)l < 0.

In particular {t — A, ()} is a nonincreasing function. Hence,
1 1
M) < A0) = 51900~ T + 319 (00 = Vo)l = | Fuo) = [ Glwo

—/ VU()’V(U()—UO)—/ VV()-V(U()—V()) / uovg,

0 Q 2 Jg

for all t > 0, namely A, is bounded from above, uniformly in time and S, is of the form
(2.23) ,B,i :P—FHHUQ?}()”%, PZP(UQ,U&Qﬂ,C).

Now, using the trace inequality, the first equation of ( .), the L>°-boundedness of the solutions
and the Young inequality, we find ¢ > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that

/OtH2<au”( )’wt( >>H2 / Vit (o) 2| V(o ||2da+/ | Aty (0)]|2]| 4 (0)||2do

(2.22)

s/nvmwMﬂvmwwwa+/u@mwwﬂ%wwwa
0 0
t
4 m/ 1,(0)||ado
0
t t
s/nvmwMﬂvmwme+3/mmaw@w

/H\yt ||2d0’+0ﬁ/ 19,(0)|ado,

where W, is the harmonic extension of ¥, to Q (see formula (2.11)). Analogously, we reach

[ (20} gol < [ 19V ado 4 [ f0rin(o)lar

%/ua@@w+m/na@mw,
0 0
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where, instead, Z; denotes the harmonic extension of (; to ), namely
—AZ(z;t) =0, in Q,
Zi(:t) = G(a,1), on O

From the above estimates, the definition of A, (1.3), Lemma 2.7, and assumptions (2.4) we
obtain that

t
Va5 + [IVoc(B)]3 < C1+ 02/0 IV (o)l [[IVU(0)[l2 + [V Ti(0) 2] do

e /0 V(@) [ VVi(0) 12 + [V Ze(o)]2] dor,

for some positive constant C; = C4 (k) independent of ¢,

(2.24) Ci(k) = Q + ki, Q = Q(ug, vo, 1, C),

for Cs,C3 independent of ¢t and x, where p has been defined in (2.19). Hence, by the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality

t
IV + [IVor(®)3 < C1 + 04/0 \/IIV%(J)H% +1[Vi(o)[13x

< [IVU(0) |2 + IV¥:(0)ll2 + [ VVi(o)l2 + [V Ze(0)|2] do

for all ¢ > 0, for some positive constant C4 independent of ¢ and . From Lemma 2.10 it follows
that, for all ¢ > 0,

IV ()5 + V.05 < 2C1 + CE VU 1 (0,00:22(0)) + IV el 10,0020

+ IVVill 21 0,00522(0) + 1V Zel| 220 00522(20)
which, by Lemma 2.8 and assumption (2.4), yields boundedness of (u(t),0.(t)) and, conse-
quently of the sequence (uy(t),v.(t) in H, with the estimate appearing in (2.20).

In particular, from the H boundedness of (a,(t),0x(t)) we deduce that A, is bounded from
below uniformly with respect to ¢, with a constant «, of the same form as the one appearing in
inequality (2.20) (say, A.(t) > —M — Nku, for some constants M, N > 0). To prove this it suf-
fices to repeat the estimates that we have obtained above (see the inequalities following formula
(2.23)) on the term which appear in the functional as time integrals, using the H* bound of
and ¥, uniform in time. Notice that the time integrals ¢ fg |Ovii (0)||3do and e fg 1040, (o) ||3do
which appear in the estimate of the boundary term are balanced by the corresponding term in
the definition of A,. More precisely, we obtain

/Ot /Q Vi (o) - VU,(0)do

/ VU(t) - V&K(t)‘ < (R+ kp)sup |[VU(t)||2 < C + Drp,
Q t>1

2 <2(R+ KILL)HVUt”Ll((LOO;Lz(Q)) < A+ Brpu,

as well as

- oK T Do) do— [ t oK o le)) o

" ¢
+E/ ”8t?~L,i(O')H%dO'+€/ H@tﬁ,{(a)ﬂg do >
0 0

— (R+ w1V £ 0,00,22(2)) = =1 Well 20 00,r2(62)) = W1 Well 1 (0,00, 2200

— (R+ 81V Zi|l 11 (0,00,22(2)) = € Zel172(0,00, 22020y — 8122 ]| L1 (0,00, 22(00)) =
— FE — Fkpu,
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for some constants A, B,C, D, E, F > 0 independent of x and t. Now, for all 7 € [0, 1],
a7 (8) = ()3 + 107 (8) — 0 (8)I3

= [ |ar(t) — () (1) — B (1))
_/Q\ T(t) — ()] +/Q\ k() — Ui ()]

t+7 t+T1
<7 / 10 ()3 do + 7 / 1046 (0)]13 do
t t

= /tm (_ %AR(J)) do < {2 [Aw(t) — Ax(t + 10)],

where we exploited Hélder inequality, Fubini’s Theorem and identity (2.22) (in the spirit of [6]).
Hence, we obtain

(225) k() — w3 + [li () — va(®)]3
< 2(Jlaf(t) = a3 + |1TL(t) = T @) + U7 () = U@)E + [V7(6) = V(©)I3)
< P72 [An() = A(t +70)] + 20U () = U@ + 20V (1) = V(@13

Since A, is nonincreasing and bounded from below at fixed &, it follows that A,(¢) admits a
finite limit as ¢ — oo. Therefore, letting t — oo in (2.25), and taking into account Lemma 2.7,
we obtain (2.21). Now, assume by contradiction that, for some ¢ > 0,

[ (tn + 7h) — uk(tr)|| g1 = €0 > 0,

along a diverging sequence (t;) C R and for (7,) C Rt bounded. In light of Lemma 2.5, there
exist @ and u € H'(2) such that, up to a subsequence that we still denote by (3), w. (tn+7,) — @
in H1(Q) as h — oo, and u(ty) — @ in H(Q) as h — oo. In particular, ||@ — |z > &9 > 0,
while (2.21) yields ||& — 4|2 = 0, thus giving rise to a contradiction. One argues similarly for
v,. This concludes the proof of the theorem. O

Next we have an important consequence of the previous lemma, proving Theorem 2.2.

Corollary 2.12. Assume that (ug,vy) € Hy and that the boundary data are stationary. Then
the sequence (u(t),ve(t)) is uniformly bounded in H' with respect to t and k. Moreover the
energy functional which appears in the proof of Theorem 2.11 is bounded below and above by
constants which are independent of k.

Proof. If (ug,vg) € Hyp, since ugvg = 0 and ¢y = ¢ = 0 by (2.19) we have that x = 0. In turn, by
(2.20), the sequence (uy(t), v, (t)) is uniformly bounded with respect to t and k. By inspecting
the proof of Theorem 2.11 it is easy to check that the auxiliary energy functional satisfies

—M — Nrpu < Ag(t) <O+ Prpu, t>0,

for some constants M, N, O, P > 0 independent of x. Hence, being = 0 it follows that A, has
bounds uniform in time and in k. O

2.3. Proof of Theorem 2.1 concluded. Let £ > 0 and let (t,) C R™ be any diverging
sequence. Then, by virtue of Theorem 2.11, we have

(2.26) s (tn + 7h) — us(tn) | g1 =0, vk (th + 7h) — v (tr)|l 1 = 0,

lim lim
h—o0 h—o00
for every sequence (7,) C [0,1]. Let us fix n, € C°(2). By integrating over (tp,tp + 1) x Q
the equations of (P,) multiplied by 7 and & respectively, we reach

th+1 th+1 tht+1 tht+1
lim |:/ atun'r] + / Vun ' VTI - / f(un)'r] + /f/ / u/@’l),%?]:| = 0,
h th Q th, Q th, Q ty, Q
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th+1 th+1 th+1 th+1
lim [/ Ok +/ / Vo, - V& — / g(ve)€ + /i/ / U,iuif] =0.
h th Q ty Q th Q th Q

Regarding the first terms in the previous identities, we obtain

th+1
lim / Dy gnm/ e (th) — i (b + D)[|n] < lim cllun(t) — et + 1|2 = 0,
th Q h Ja h
1
lim / o gnm/ n(th) — va(th + D] < Tim clfon(tn) — vn(tn +1)l2 = 0.
th Q h Ja h

Moreover, there exist two sequences (sy), (rp,) C RT such that
th<sn<tn+1l, th<rn<tn+1, sp=tn+py Th="tn+p},
with (p), (pj;) € [0,1], and

41
/ Vit - V) — [ () + R = / Vaun(sn) - Vi — Fun(sn))n + run(sn)o2(su)n,
th Q Q

th+1
/ / (Ve - VE = g(ue)€ + rvgupé] = / Vo (rn) - VE = g(vs(rn))€ + kv (ra)ui (rp)€.
o Jo 0

In turn, we get

i | [ Vo) = [ st [ atsidenn] <o

lim [/ Vg (rp) - VE — / g(ve(rp))€ + /f/ vﬁ(rh)ui(rh)f] =0.
h LJa Q Q
On the other hand, in light of (2.26), there holds
limn [V (sn) = Vet (t) |2 = W [[Vus(tn + p3,) = Vi (tn)l|2 = 0,
liin ”V?)H(Th) - V’U,{(th)HQ = liin ”V?),i(th + ,O%L) - Vv,i(th)”g =0.
Hence [o,(Vux(sn) — Vue(tn)) - Vg — 0 and, as f,g are C* on [0,1] and 0 < u,, v, < 1,

[t - f<un<th>>>n\ < csup |7/ un(sn) — wn(tn)]]2 — O,

[0,1]

as h — oo, and, finally,

/Q(UR(Sh)vﬁ(Sh) - um(th)vﬁ(th))n' < cllux(sn) = un(tn)ll2 + cllve(sn) = va(ta)ll2 = 0,

as h — oo, the positive constant ¢ varying from line to line. Of course, the same conclusions
hold for the limit involving the sequence v, (7). In conclusion, we reach

i | [ Futtn) - 90 [ ftunton +x [ wniiton] <o

i | [ Fuutt)- Ve~ [ gtuntie+ e [ ot —o

Again in view of Theorem 2.11, we can assume that, up to a subsequence, which we shall denote
again by tj, we have that u,(t,) — i, and v.(t,) — 9, weakly in H'(Q2). Up to a subsequence,
in light of Lemma 2.5, this convergence is actually strong. Notice also that

Ugloa = 1i}131un(th)\aﬂ = 11;511 Y(th)|oa = Yoos

Ukloa = liinvn(th)bﬂ = 1ifllﬂ"1§(th)|an = (oo,
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where we exploited the compact embedding H'(Q) — H'/2(9). Moreover, by Lemma 2.3 and
the Dominated Convergence Theorem, as h — 0o, we get

/Vﬁ,{-Vn—/f(ﬁ,.@)n—kﬁ/ﬁ,{f)inzo, VneH&(Q),
Q 0 Q

A . ~ PN _ 1
/QV’UH \%3 /Qg(v,@)£+ﬁ/ﬂv,iu,£§ 0, V¢ € Hy(2).

Hence (4, 0,) € H is a solution to (Sk). The convergence occurs of course in LP(2) for any
p € [2,2%). For p > 2%, taking ¢ > 0 and using the bounds 0 < u,(ty) < 1 and 0 < 4, < 1, we
have

*—e

/Q |y (th) — @ |P < 2PFE72 i

concluding the proof. O

u,i(th) — ?l,i

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

Before concluding the proof of Theorem 1.1, we provide the convergence of the sequences
(lig, V) in any LP space with p > 2 towards a segregated state. Notice that the solutions
(i, D) to (Sk) pop up as H! limits of the solutions to (1.2), and the boundedness of (i, 9,)
in H' is inherited by the boundedness of (ux(ty),vc(ty)) in H' uniform in ¢ and & (in the
case (up,vp) € Hy). Without this information it would not have been clear how to show the
boundedness of (i, 0,;) working directly on the elliptic system (instead, for system (1.1), this is
an easy task, cf. [5, Lemma 2.1}).

Lemma 3.1. Assume that (ug,vo) € Hy. Let (Uy,0x) € H be the solution to system (S.) as
obtained in Theorem 2.1 for k > 0. Then there exists (Uoo, Vo) € Hy with

Uoos Voo = 0, —Atige < fUun), —Avs < g(vs0)
and usolog = U, Vsolon = ¢ such that, up to a subsequence, as k — oo,
(U, V) = (Uoos Voo)  in the LP x LP norm for any p € [2,00).

Proof. By virtue of Corollary 2.12 the sequence (uy(tp), vi(ty)) is bounded in H, uniformly with
respect to k. Hence, since (4, 0) is the H'-limit of (u,(t3), v« (ts)) as h — oo, we deduce that
(Ui, Uy) is bounded in H and 0 < 4, (x) < 1, 0 < 04(x) < 1, for a.e. x € Q. Taking into account
that some terms in the functional A, introduced within the proof of Theorem 2.11 vanish under
the current assumptions (stationary boundary conditions) and that the terms e fot l|Ovii (o) |3

and ¢ fot 109, () ||3 were artificially attached to make things work (notice that the original A
is decreasing also in the case € = 0, see formula (2.22)), we now just consider the natural energy
functional (for the sake of simplicity we do not change the name)

M) = 5 IV a0 + 1950013 ~ | a0+ @)

- [ 6@+ v+ 5 [ @0+ U0Pe.0 + Vo
Q Q

Then, we have
. / W2 ()02 (1) = 20w (tn) — [IVae(th) |3 — IV Bu(t)|[2 +2 / Flun(th)) + Glun(th)).
Q Q

Since by Corollary 2.12 the right hand side is uniformly bounded with respect to x, we have

(3.1) /{/ ol < C,
Q
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for some positive constant C independent of k. Let us € H'(Q) and ve € H'(2) be the weak
limits, as x — oo, of 4, and ¥, in H'(Q) respectively. Or course, by the compact embedding
HY(Q) — L¥(Q), up to a further subsequence, @, — us and ¥, — Voo in LP(Q) for any
p € [2,2%) and 0 < upo(x) <1, 0 < () < 1, for a.e. x € . In the case p > 2%, let € > 0, so
that

2% —¢
2% —g»

~

/ [T, — uso|P < P2 NG, — g
Q

yielding again the convergence. Due to inequality (3.1), we get

: £252 2,2 _
lim u,{vﬁ—/uoovoo—o,
Q Q

K—00

which yields usvs = 0 a.e. in ©, namely (too, Vo) € Hy. Moreover, for each xk > 0,

_Aﬁn S f(ﬁﬁ)v _A'ﬁ/i S g({)ﬁ)v
which pass to the weak the limit, yielding —Auso < f(too) and —Ave < (Vo). By the compact
embedding H'(Q) — H'/2(d9), also the boundary conditions are conserved. O

3.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1 concluded. We can now conclude the proof of Theorem 1.1. Let
(ug,vp) € Hy, p € [2,00) and let (t,) C RT be any diverging sequence. In light of Theorem 2.1,
for every x > 1, there exist a solution (4, 0) of (S.) and a subsequence (t§) C R such that,

|(wi (), v (7)) — (U, O)|lm — 0, as h — oo.

Moreover, by Lemma 3.1, there exists (uoo, Vo) € Hy with the required properties, such that,
up to a subsequence,

| (e, D) — (Uoos Voo )| Lo xze — 0, as kK — oo.

Now, let m > 1 and let x,,, > 1 be such that

N A 1
”(uﬁwmvﬁm) - (uOO7UOO)HLP>(LP < %
Then, there exists tflz > 1 such that
N . 1
[t (57, 0 (8572)) = (Gl Do | e < 5

In turn, setting t,, = tg:’ and combining the previous inequalities, we get

1
(et (B ), O (ti)) = (oo, Vo)l Loxzr < —,

which concludes the proof of the first assertion. In the one dimensional case, by means of Morrey
Theorem, for every z,y € €2, we have

Ui, (Em) () = U, (t) ()] < 4[|V, (Em)ll2v/ 2 — y| < CV/|z —yl,

together with |u,, (t,,)(z)| < 1, yielding the convergence to (oo, Voo ) in the L x L™ norm via
Ascoli’s Theorem. O
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