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Abstract

Much has been studied on the spreading speed and traveling wave solutions for co-
operative reaction-diffusion systems. In this paper, we shall establish the spreading
speed for a large class of non-cooperative reaction-diffusion systems and character-
ize the spreading speed as the slowest speed of a family of non-constant traveling
wave solutions. As an application, our results are applied to a partially cooperative
system describing interactions between ungulates and grass.
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1 Introduction

Fisher [I1] studied the nonlinear parabolic equation
Wy = Wy + w(1 — w). (1.1)

for the spatial spread of an advantageous gene in a population and conjec-
tured c* is the asymptotic speed of propagation of the advantageous gene. His
results show that (1)) has a traveling wave solution of the form w(z + ct) if
only if |¢] > ¢* = 2. Kolmogorov, Petrowski, and Piscounov [16] proved the
similar results with more general model. Those pioneering work along with
the paper by Aronson and Weinberger [12] confirmed the conjecture of Fisher
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and established the speeding spreads for nonlinear parabolic equations. Lui
[20] established the theory of spreading speeds for cooperative recursion sys-
tems. In a series of papers, Weinberger, Lewis and Li [I7J18/32/33] studied
spreading speeds and traveling waves for more general cooperative recursion
systems, and in particular, for quite general cooperative reaction-diffusion sys-
tems by analyzing of traveling waves and the convergence of initial data to
wave solutions.

However, due to various biological or physical constrains, many reaction-
diffusion systems are not necessarily cooperative. Thieme [27] showed that
asymptotic spreading speed of a model with nonmonotone growth functions
can still be obtained by constructing monotone functions. Weinberger, Kawasaki
and Shigesada [36] discussed the reaction-diffusion model

% = dlAul + Ul[—Oé — 5’&1 + r1u2]
Ky (1.2)
a—; = dgAUg + Ug’f’g[l — U9 + h(ul)]

where dy, a, 0,71, do, 79 are all positive parameters. This system describes the
interaction between ungulates with linear density u;(z, t) and grass with linear
density us(x,t). The function h(u;) models the increase in the specific growth
rate of the grass due to the presence of ungulates. When the density u; is small
the net effect of ungulates is increasingly beneficial, but as the density increases
above a certain value, the benefits decrease with increasing u;. (L2 is partially
cooperative 2-species reaction-diffusion model, meaning that it is cooperative
for small population densities but not for large ones. By employing comparison
methods [36] established spreading speeds for (I.2)). In Section Bl we take the
non-monotone Ricker function u;e™"' as h(uy), which is simpler than that of
[36], and apply our main theorem (Theorem 21 to (LZ). The application
of our general theorem allows us to characterize the spreading speed as the
slowest speed of traveling wave solutions to (I.2]), which is new and was not
proved in [36]. Non-cooperative reaction-diffusion systems frequently occur in
other biological systems such as epidermal wound healing (see, Sherratt and
Murray [25/26], Dale, Maini, Sherratt [7]). In a recent paper by the author [31],
spreading speeds and traveling waves for a non-cooperative reaction-diffusion
model of epidermal wound healing were established.

For related non-monotone integro-difference equations, Hsu and Zhao [14], Li,
Lewis and Weinberger [19] extended the theory of spreading speed and estab-
lished the existence of travel wave solutions. The author and Castillo-Chavez
[30] prove that a large class of nonmonotone integro-difference systems have
spreading speeds and traveling wave solutions. Such an extension is largely
based on the construction of two monotone operators with appropriate prop-
erties and fixed point theorems in Banach spaces. A similar method was also
used in Ma [23] and the author [29] to prove the existence of traveling wave



solutions of nonmonotone reaction-diffusion equations.

In this paper, we shall establish the spreading speed for a general non-cooperative
system ([[.3]) and characterize its spread speed as the slowest speed of a family
of non-constant traveling wave solutions of (L.3]). Our main theorem (Theorem

[2.1)) will be applied to (L2)) in Section

We begin with some notation. We shall use R, k, k™, f, f*,r,u,v to denote
vectors in R or N-vector valued functions , and z, 7, £ the single variable in
R. Let u = (u;),v = (v;) € RY, we write u > v if u; > v; for all 4; and u > v if
u; > v; for all i. A vector u is positive if u > 0. For any 7 = (r;) > 0,7 € RV
let

0,7] ={u:0<u<ruecR"} CRY

and
Cr={u=(u;) :u; € C(R,R),0 <w(z) <r,zeR, i=1,.., N},
where C'(R,R) is the set of all continuous functions from R to R.
Consider the system of reaction-diffusion equations
uy = Dug, + f(u),z € R, t > 0. (1.3)

with
u(z,0) = ug(x), = €R, (1.4)
where u = (u;), D = diag(dy, ds, ...,dy),d; > 0,i=1,..., N

f(u) = (fulw), fa(u), .., fn(w)),

uo(x) is a bounded uniformly continuous function on R. In this paper, by
a solution we mean a twice continuously differentiable function wu satisfying
appropriate equation in R and an initial condition.

In order to deal with non-cooperative system, we shall assume that there are
additional two monotone operators f*, one lies above and another below f
with the corresponding equations

= Duge + fH(u),z € R, t > 0. (1.5)

ur = Dug, + f~(u),z € R, t > 0. (1.6)

Such an assumption will enable us to make use of the corresponding results
for cooperative systems in [20J32] to establish spreading speeds for (L3]).

(H1)i. Let kT = (k) >> 0 and f : [0,k7] — RY be a continuous and
twice piecewise continuous differentiable function. Assume that Ci+ is
an invariant set of (L3 in the sense that for any given ug € Cy+, the



solution of (L3) with the initial condition ug exists and remains in Cy+
for ¢t € [0, 00).

ii. Let 0 << k= = (k) < k = (k;) < k™. Assume there exist continu-
ous and twice piecewise continuous differentiable function f* = (f7) :
[0, k%] — RY such that for u € [0, k]

S (u) < flu) < f7(u).

iii. f(0) = f(k) = 0 and there is no other positive equilibrium of f between
0 and k. f£(0) = f£(k*) = 0. There is no other positive equilibrium of
f* between 0 and k*.

iv. (LH) and (L.6) are cooperative (i.e. &-f]i(u) > 0 for u € [0, k*],i # j).
f*(u), f(u) have the same Jacobian matrix f(0) at u = 0.

A traveling wave solution u of (I.3]) is a solution of the form v = u(x+ct),u €
C(R,RY) . Substituting u(z,t) = u(z + ct) into (L3) and letting £ = = + ct,
we obtain the wave equation

Du"(€) = cu/(§) + f(u(§)) =0, £ €R. (1.7)

Now if we look for a solution of the form (u;) = (e’\fnﬁ\), A>0,m = (n}) >>0
for the linearization of (7)) at the origin, we arrive at the following system
equation

diag(d;A* — eA)na + f/(0)nn = 0

which can be rewritten as the following eigenvalue problem

1
XAW’\ = oy, (1.8)

where

Ay = (ay’) = diag(d;\*) + f'(0)

The matrix f’(0) has nonnegative off diagonal elements. In fact, there is a
constant « such that f’(0)+ al has nonnegative entries, where [ is the identity
matrix.

By reordering the coordinates, we can assume that f/(0) is in block lower tri-
angular form, in which all the diagonal blocks are irreducible or 1 by 1 zero
matrix. A matrix is irreducible if it is not similar to a lower triangular block
matrix with two blocks via a permutation. From the Perron-Frobenius theo-
rem any irreducible matrix A with nonnegative entries has a unique principal
positive eigenvalue( which is the spectral radius of A, p(A)) with a correspond-
ing principal eigenvector with strictly positive coordinates. For an irreducible
matrix A with nonnegative off diagonal elements, we shall call the eigenvalue
p(A+ al) — «a of A, which has the same positive eigenvector, the principal
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Fig. 1. The red curve is ®(A). The minimum of ®(\) is ¢*. For ¢ > c¢*, the left
solution of ®(\) = c is A..

eigenvalue of A (see e.g. [1332]). Let
V(A) =p(A+al) —a.

Here A + al is irreducible and nonnegative, and p(A + «af) is the spectral
radius of A + al.

We shall need the following assumption (H2). Notice that (H2) is assumed for
A =0 in [32]. However, with (H2), we are able to obtain better estimates for
traveling solutions and the minimum speed ¢*, see Lemma [[.Tl As a result, for
the example in Section [, a slightly stronger assumption (d; > ds) than [30]
is be assumed.

(H2)  Assume that, for each A > 0, A, is in block lower triangular form and
the first diagonal block has the positive principal eigenvalue W(A,),
and W(A,) is strictly larger than the principal eigenvalues of all other
diagonal blocks, and that there is a positive eigenvector vy = (v4) >> 0
of Aj corresponding to W(A,). And further assume that v, is continuous
with respect to A.

Let
1

d(\) = X\D(A’\) > 0.
According to Lemma [[L1] we can expect the graph of ® as in Fig. [Il For the

example in Section 3], @ is a strictly convex function of A and, clearly satisfies
Lemma [TT1

Now we state Lemma [I.Il which shall enable us to give accurate asymptotic
estimates of traveling solutions. Lemmal[l.1lis a analogous result in Weinberger
[35] and Lui [20]. However, due to the fact that f’(0) is only quasi-positive and
the elements of Ay are not necessarily log convex, some of its proofs here are
different from Lui [20]. A theorem on the convexity of the dominant eigenvalue
of matrices due to Cohen [5] is used to show that W(A,) is convex function of



A

There are two direct consequences of Lemma [Tl First one, it improves [32,
Theorem 4.2], which will be used in this paper, by eliminating the case (b) in
[32, Theorem 4.2] because of Lemma [T (7). Second, Lemma[l1] (8) will allow
us to construct explicit lower solutions and therefore asymptotic behavior of
traveling solutions of (L3)) can be obtained.

Lemma 1.1 Assume that (H1) — (H2) hold. Then

(1) ®(A) = 00 as A — 0;

(2) ®(N) = 00 as A — oo;

(8) ®(N) is decreasing as A = 07;

(4) W(A)) is a convex function of A > 0;

(6) ®'(\) changes sign at most once on (0, 00)
(7) ®(X\) has the minimum

¢ =inf ®(N\) >0

A>0

at a finite \.
(8) For each ¢ > c*, there exist A, > 0 and v € (1,2) such that

O(A) =¢, P(vA,) <c.

That s 1
A_AACVAC = O(A.)va, = cva,

and
1

A,
where vy, >> 0,v44, >> 0 are positive eigenvectors of A%AAC, ﬁAvAc
corresponding to eigenvalues ®(A.) and ®(yA.) respectively.

A’YAcV’YAc = (I)(’)/AC)V.YAC < CUqA,

PROOF. We only need to prove those different from [35]20]. The proof of the
convexity of W(A,) is similar to that in Crooks [6] for matrices with positive
off-diagonal elements. It is easily seen that W(A,) = p(Ax + al) — « is non-
decreasing function of A > 0 ([I3l, Theorem 8.1.18]). Further, a theorem on
the convexity of the dominant eigenvalue of matrices due to Cohen [5] states
that for any positive diagonal matrices D, Dy and t € (0, 1),

V(D + (14 1) Dy + f1(0)) < t¥(Dy + f(0)) + (1 — 1) ¥ (D2 + f'(0))

As before W(A) is the principle eigenvalue of A. Now if ay, s € R and t €
(0,1),
(tay + (1 — t)ay)? < ta? 4 (1 — t)ad.



This implies that

U((tA + (1 —t)A2)*D + f(0))
U(ND + (1 —t)A3D + £(0))
tU(AID + f'(0))
+ (1 =)W (A3D + £/(0))
tW(Ay,) + (1 —6)U(Ay,)

\I](AtA1+(1 t Az)

I/\ I/\ ||

Since W(A,) is a simple root of the characteristic equation of an irreducible
block, it can be shown that W(A,) is twice continuously differentiable on R.
Thus

T’(\) >0

and a calculation shows

and

(A2®'(N)) = AU ()) > 0.
(6) is a consequence of the above inequalities. As for (2), we need to prove
that lmy_, \I'(f*) = 00. In fact, there exists an € > 0 such that all diagonal

elements of D — el are strictly positive, then \II(D — el ) > (0 and choose A
large enough so that

W(Ay)

U(DA* + £'(0))
U((D = eD)X* + (eX*] + £(0)))
\If( —el) )\2)

A \I/( — e[)
)

Thus limy_ 00 \I’(/\ = 00. As we discussed before, (H2) implies the existence of
positive eigenvector v, >> 0 corresponding to ®(A,). The first statement of
(8) is a consequence of (1)-(7). The second statement of (8) is just a rephrase
of the fact that vy, >> 0 is a eigenvector of %AA corresponding to eigenvalue

®(Ay) for A = A, and vA..

AV |

|

In addition to (H1-H2), we also need assumption (H3) which only requires
the nonlinearity grow less than its linearization along the particular function
vae ™ [32]. Such a condition can be satisfied for many biological systems.

(H3)  Assume that for any o > 0, A > 0

fE(avy) < af'(0)vy, where vy = (1}).



We now recall results on the spreading speeds in Weinberger, Lewis and Li
[32] and Lui [20]. While Theorem 4.1 [32] holds for non cooperative reaction-
diffusion systems, it does require that the reaction-diffusion system has a sin-
gle speed. In general, such a condition is very difficult to verify. In the same
section, for cooperative systems, Theorem 4.2 in [32] provides sufficient con-
ditions to have a single speed. The following theorem combines the results of
Theorems 4.1 and 4.2 in [32], which can be a consequence of Theorems 3.1
and 3.2 for discrete-time recursions in Lui [20].

Theorem 1.2 (Weinberger, Lewis and Li [3Z]) Assume (H1)—(H3) hold and
(I.3) is cooperative. Then the following statements are valid:

(i) For any uy € Cy, with compact support, let u(x,t) be the solution of (I.3)
with (1.4). Then

lim sup u(z,t) =0, forc>c*
t—00 |(E|26t ’ ’

(ii) For any strictly positive vector w € RY | there is a positive R,, with the
property that if ug € Cr and ug > w on an interval of length 2R,,, then

the solution u(x,t) of (I.3) with (1.7)) satisfies

liminf inf w(z,t) =k, for0<c<c

In another paper [18], for cooperative systems, Li, Weinberger and Lewis
established that the slowest spreading speed ¢* can always be characterized
as the slowest speed of a family of traveling waves. These results describe
the properties of spreading speed ¢* for monotone systems. Based on these
spreading results for cooperative systems, we will discuss analogous spreading
speed results for non cooperative systems.

2 Main Results

Our new contributions in this paper are to establish the spreading speed (The-
orem [2.1] (i-ii)) for general non-cooperative reaction-diffusion systems (L3,
and further characterize the spreading speed as the speed of the slowest non-
constant traveling wave solutions (Theorem 2.1] (iii-v)).

Although the existence of traveling wave solutions for cooperative systems
are known (see,e.g. [18]), we shall prove the existence of traveling wave so-
lutions for both cooperative and non cooperative systems as our proofs for
non cooperative systems are based on those for cooperative systems. Further,
in additions to the existence of traveling wave solutions, we shall be able to



obtain asymptotic behavior of the traveling wave solutions in terms of eigen-
values and eigenvectors for both cooperative and non cooperative systems.
The following theorem is our main results.

Theorem 2.1 Assume (H1) — (H3) hold. Then the following statements are
valid:

(i.) For any uy € Cx with compact support, the solution u(x,t) of (1.3) with
(1-4) satisfies

lim sup u(z,t) =0, forc>c*
t—o0 |m|2tc ’ ’

(ii.) For any vector w € RN w >> 0, there is a positive R,, with the property
that if ug € Cy and ug > w on an interval of length 2R,,, then the solution

u(z,t) of (I.3) with (1.4) satisfies

k~ <liminf inf u(z,t) < k%, for0<c<c*

(iii.) For each ¢ > ¢* (I.3) admits a traveling wave solution u = u(x + ct) such
that 0 << u(§) < kT, £ € R,

k™ <liminfu(§) < limsupu(€) < kT

§—o0 £—o0
and
3 _Ac§ J—
£ll)l_noou(g)e = Up,. (2.9)

If, in addition, (1.3) is cooperative in Cy, then u is nondecreasing on R.
(w.) Forc=c* (L3) admits a nonconstant traveling wave solution u = u(x +
ct) such that 0 < wu(§) < kt,£ € R,

k= <liminfu(§) < limsupu(€) < k.

§—00 £—o0

(v.) For0 < ¢ < ¢* (I.3) does not admit a traveling wave solution u = u(x+ct)
with liminfe oo u(§) >> 0 and u(—o0) = 0.

Remark 2.2 In many cases, f* can be taken as piecewise functions consisting
of f and appropriate constants as demonstrated in Section Bl In order to have
a better estimate for the traveling wave solution u for non cooperative systems,
it is desirable to choose two function f* which are close enough. The smallest
monotone function above f and the largest monotone function below f are
natural choices of f* if they satisfy other requirements, See 271419 for the
discussion for scalar cases and [36] for a partially cooperative reaction-diffusion
system. Our construct of f~ in Section [Alis different from the previous papers.

Remark 2.3 The invariant set of (H1) (i) can often be established by Com-
parison Principle Bl In fact, for a given ug € Cp+, let u(x,t) be the solution



of (IL3]) with the initial condition wgy. If we can choose appropriate f~, f* so
that f~(u) < f(u) < f(u) for all u € RY | it follows that

ki — Dk, — f7 (k") = 0= u; — Dug, — f(u) > uy — Dugy — f*(u).
and
0—D0— f7(0)=0=wu — Dugs — f(u) <upy — Duge — [~ (u).
Comparison Principle 3.1l implies that
0<u(z,t)<k" zeRt>0.

Now according to Smoller [24] Theorem 14.4] (I3)) (and also (L5), (LA)) has
a solution u for ¢ € [0,00) and 0 < w < k7 if the initial value g is uniformly

continuous on R. Now we can establish an invariance set for (5.26)) in Section
Bl First we can extend h,h" in (5.20) and (532) to zero for w; < 0. Now let

/T be the reaction terms in (5.32). And further let f~ be the reaction terms
in (5.26) with & being replaced by the constant zero function for all w; € R.
From the above discussion, we can see that [0,%7"] is an invariance set for

B.26).
Remark 2.4 When (3] is cooperative in Cy, then f* = f.

Remark 2.5 As indicated in [32], if f is not defined everywhere, (H3) can
be replaced by (H3’). Without extra assumptions, (H3’) can be verified with
a slightly complicated computation.

H3  For each A > 0, let v* = (min{k, ari}). Assume that for any a > 0

FR* (@) < af' (0) ().

The paper is organized as follows. Theorem 2] (i)-(ii) shall be proved in
Section Bl and Theorem 2.7] (iii)-(v) in Section @l

3 The Spreading Speed

3.1  Comparison Principle

We state the following comparison theorem for cooperative systems of reaction-
diffusion equations in Weinberger, Kawasaki and Shigesada [36] . The com-
parison principle is a consequence of the maximum principle (see, e.g., Protter
and Weingberger [15]).

10



Theorem 3.1 Let D be a positive definite diagonal matriz. Assume F' = (F})
is vector-valued functions in RY are continuous and piecewise continuously
differentiable in R and the underling system is cooperative in the sense that
for each j, Fj is nondecreasing in all but the jth component. Suppose that
u(z,t),v(x,t) satisfy

u — Dugy — F(u) < vy — Dvg, — F(v) (3.10)
If u(z,ty) < wv(z,ty), = €R, then

u(z,t) <wv(z,t), veRt>t.

We are now able to prove Parts (i) and (ii) of Theorem 2.11

3.2 Proof of Parts (i) and (ii) of Theorem [2.1]

Part (i). For a given ug € C;, with compact support, let u*(z, t) be the solutions
of (LE) with the same initial condition ug, then Comparison Principle B
implies that u*(z,t) € Cp+ and

uf — Duf, — fH(u") =0=1wu; — Dugy — f(u) > upy — Dug, — f(u).
and
0—D0— f7(0)=0=wu — Dugy — f(u) <up — Duge — [~ (u).
Comparison Principle B.1] further implies that
0 <u(wt) <ub(zt),r e R t>0.
Thus for any ¢ > ¢*, it follows from Theorem [[.2 (i) that

lim sup u*(z,t) =0,
t—o0 |SC|2€C ( )

and hence

lim sup u(x,t) =0,

t—o00 |m|2tc ( )
Part (ii). According to Theorem (i), for any strictly positive constant w,
there is a positive R, (choose the larger one between the R,, for (I5]) and the
R, for (LG)) with the property that if ug > w on an interval of length 2R,,,
then the solutions u®(z,t) of (ILH) and (L.6) with the same initial value ug are

11



in Cp+ and satisfy

liminf inf u*(z,t) = k=, for 0 < ¢ < c*.
t—oo  |z|<tc

As before we have

u — Duf, — fH(u") =0 =wu; — Duy, — f(u) > uy — Dug, — [ (u)
and

u —Du,, — fT(u")=0=1u; — Dugy — f(u) < uy — Dug, — f~ (u).

Thus, Comparison Principle B.1l implies that

u (z,t) <wulx,t) <ut(x,t),z € Rt >0.
Thus for any ¢ < ¢*, it follow from Theorem [[2 (ii) that

liminf inf w®(2,t) = k¥,

and hence
k™ <liminf inf u(z,t) < k™.

t—oo  |z|<ct

O

4 The characterization of ¢* as the slowest speeds of traveling waves
4.1  FEquivalent integral equations and their upper and lower solutions

In order to establish the existence of travel wave solutions, we fist set up
equivalent integral equations. Similar equivalent integral equations were also
used before, see for example, Wu and Zou [38], Ma [22/23] and the author [29].
For the convenience of analysis, in this paper and [29], both Ay;, Ay; are chosen
to be positive, and —Ay;, Ag; are solutions of (A.IT]).

Let 8 > max{|0;f;(z)|,x € [0,k"],4,5 = 1,...,N} > 0. For ¢ > ¢*, the two
solutions of the following equations,

diXN—cA—p=0,i=1,..,N (4.11)
are —\;; and \g; where

_C+\/m>0)\ c+\/m>
y N2 —

Ari = 2d, 2,

0.

12



We choose [ sufficiently large so that
)\Qi > )\12' > 2Ac,i = 1, ey N. (412)

Let u = (u;) € Cy, and define a operator T [u| = (T;[u]) by

Tul(€) = 75— )( / I ()

>\lz + )\22

+-j/ I, (u(s)ds

Hi(u(s)) = Bui(s) + f;(u(s)),

Tilu],i = 1,...,N is defined on R if H;(u),7 = 1,2 is a bounded continuous
function. In fact, the following identity holds

1 &
di(AIﬁA%)( /_ Ni€=9) g5 4 / () 3 s)
___ﬁ__GL+iJ_ b (4.14)
B di( A+ A2i) M Ay - d;(AiA2i)
=1.

(4.13)

where

We shall show that a fixed point v of T or solution of the equation

u() = Tul(E) € R, (4.15)

is a traveling wave solution of (L3)) in Lemma A1

Lemma 4.1 Assume (H1 — H2) hold. If u € Cy, is a fized point of T [u],

u(@) = Tul(€) € €R,

then u is a solution of (I.7).

PROOF. Note that H;(u(s)) are continuous functions on R. Thus 7 [u](£) is
defined and differentiable on R. Direct calculations show

! £ i(E—s)
o N NN — . 14 S H
dz()\lz ‘l‘ )\2,) ( )\12 /—oo € z(U(S))ds

+ Ao /OO e)‘Zi(g_s)Hi(u(s))ds>
13

(Tilul(§))" =

13



and
1 €
(z[u] (é—))// _ d(}\li_i_ >\2> ()\%z /_OO e_)\li(f—S)Hi(u(S))dS
+ A3 /;o 2= [ (u(s))ds

= Nubi(a(€)) = NaiHi(u(€) )

Noting that —Ay;, Ay; are solutions of (A.I1]), one can evaluate the following
expression

(T(©)" - e(Tlu(©)) — FTiul(E)
= % /_io €_>‘”(£_S)Hi(U(S))ds

did\3, — Ay [ Aoy (E—s
* di(A1i + Aai) /5 I Hiu(s))ds
— H;(u(§)) — BT [u)(€)

= BTilul(§) — Hi(u(§)) — BTi[u](§)

= —H;(u(f)).

Now if u(§) = T[u](€),& € R, then u and is a solution of (I7). O

We now define upper and lower solutions of ([LI3]), ¢ and ¢, which are only
continuous on R. Similar upper and lower solutions have been frequently used
in the literatures. See Diekmann [8], Weinberger [35], Liu [20], Weinberger,
Lewis and Li [32], Rass and Radcliffe [2I], Weng and Zhao [37] and more
recently, Ma [23], Fang and Zhao [9] and Wang [29/30]. In particular, it is
believed that the vector-valued lower solutions of the form in this paper first
appeared in [37] for multi-type SIS epidemic models. In this paper, the upper
and lower solutions here are defined for general reaction-diffusion systems and
we calculate the associated integrals to verify the validity of the upper and
lower solutions.

Definition 4.2 A bounded continuous function u = (u;) € C(R,[0,00)") is
an upper solution of (L.I5) if

Tilu)(§) < wui(€), forall{ e Ryi=1,...,N;

a bounded continuous function u = (u;) € C(R,[0,00)") is a lower solution

of (AIH) if
Tilu](§) > ui(§), forallé e Ryi=1,...,N.

Let ¢ > cx and consider the positive eigenvalue A, and corresponding eigen-
vector vy, = (4, ) in Lemma [T and v > 1,¢ > 1. Define

¢T (&) = (&),

14



Fig. 2. For each i, the curve above is gbj’ and the below is ¢, .

where
¢f = min{k;, vj "} i=1.. N, £€R;
and
¢~ (&) = (¢7),
¢; = max{0, VZCeAcg — ql/flyAce'YAcf},i =1,.,.N, £ eR.

ki
7 ln

e ¢F(€) = ki, and € <

k.
In .

It is clear that if £ >
1,...,N.

< 00 (§) = vi et i =

'YAc ) ’YAc )

In(g—1=¢

) -, ¢, (§) =0, andfor§< )A,

In(qg—2=<
Similarly, if £ >

o7 (&) =vj et —qiy e™ 4 i=1,. N
We choose ¢ > 1 large enough that

ln(qlﬁ%) In £
he < —Rei=1,..,N
(1 _ ’}/)AC AC 7Z Y )

and then
o7 (&) > o7 (€),i=1,..,N.£ €R.

We now state that ¢ and ¢~ are upper and lower solution of (4.1 respec-
tively and their proofs will be carried out in Appendix through careful analysis
of the associated integrals.

Lemma 4.3 Assume (H1) — (H3) hold and (I.3) is cooperative. For any ¢ >
c*, ¢ defined above is an upper solution of ({{.17).

Lemma 4.4 Assume (H1)—(H3) hold and v satisfies (6.44]). For any ¢ > c¢*,

¢~ defined above is a lower solution of ({.13) if ¢ (which is independent of £)
is sufficiently large.

15



4.2 Proof of Theorem[21 (iii) when (1.3) is cooperative

In this section, we assume that (3] is cooperative and prove Theorem 2]
(iii). In this case, f* = f. Many results in this section are standard and for the
verification of continuity and compactness of the operator. See, for example,
Ma [22]23] and Wang [29]. Define the following Banach space

&, ={u=(w): u; € C(R),sup|u;(&)]e™® < 00,i=1,...,N}
£eR

equipped with weighted norm

Jull, = Zsup\u e,
i=1 §€ER

where C(R) is the set of all continuous functions on R and p is a positive
constant such that o < A.. It follows that ¢t € £, and ¢~ € &,. Consider the
following set

A={u=(u;):u; € CR) €&, ¢; (&) <u; <7 (), €R,i=1,...,N.}

We shall show the following lemma.

Lemma 4.5 Assume (H1)— (H3) hold and 0;f; > 0,i # j on [0, k]. Then T
defined in ([{-13) is monotone and therefore T (A) C A. Furthermore, T;[u] is
nondecreasing if u € A and all of u; are nondecreasing.

PROOF. Note that H;(u(£)) and T [u](§) are bounded continuous functions
on R if u € A. Note f > max{|0; fi(u)|,u € [0,k],i =1,..., N} >0, 0;g;(u) >
0,u € [0,k],i # j. For any u = (u;),v = (u;) € A with w;(§) > v;(£),& € R,,
we have, for £ € R

Hi(u(€)) — Hi(v(€))
= B(ui(§) —vi(€)) +/ o

0o Ou
> 0.

(su(§) + (1= s)v(§))ds(u(§) —v(§))  (4.16)

16



If u € A and u; are nondecreasing, we get, for i =1,...., N, € R and & > 0,

Tilu](€ + &1) — Tilul(§) = @0m + )

+ e’\zi(&gl_s)Hi(u(s))ds
§+&1

3
_/ e‘*“(g‘s)Hi(u(s))ds

= [ u(s)) ds)

¢ ) (4.17)

— m(/io e—)\li(E_S)Hi(u(s +&)ds
/5 e MilE—s )HZ(U(S))ds

+ [ (s + ))ds

- | I H u(s))ds).

1 E+€1
([ e E u(s))ds

It follows from (AI6]) that T;[u]( + &) — Tiul(€) > 0 for £ € R and & > 0.
O

Now we shall show that 7 [u] is continuous and maps a bounded set in 4 into
a compact set.

Lemma 4.6 Assume (H1)— (H3) hold. Then T : A — &, is continuous with
the weighted norm ||.||,-

PROOF. Let
L = max{|0;f;(u)|,u € [0,k],i =1,..., N}.
For any u = (u;),v = (v;) € A, we have, for { € R

[ Hi(u(§)) — Hi(v())le™*

< Bl(€) ~ i@l +1 [ 2 (su(6) + (1 = s)o(€))ds(u(e) ~ v(EDleS

< (B+L)u—wvll i)
4.18
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Thus, we obtain

Tou)(€) — Tale] (€]
13
<——L—{[ e E | Hy(u(s)) — Hy(w(s))|ds

)\12 + )\21)

[N u)() — Hi)(s)]ds)e

(5 + L)HU — UHQ —A1:(€—35) os (419)
=T O ) (/—ooe s

+ / eM2ilé erals)e_Qf
_ )\12+)\2z (5+L)||U_U||Q
(Ai+0)(Mai—0)  (Ai+A)

and

NBTL) iy
mlnl{()\h + Q)()Qz - Q)} ¢

I7Tu] = TTolll, <

Thus, 7T [u] is continuous. O

Lemma 4.7 Assume (H1)— (H3) hold. Then the set T (A) is relatively com-
pact in &,.

PROOF. Let N; = maxyeaccr Hi(u(§)) < 00,i =1, ..., N. Recall that

1 t —Ali(t—s) /OO )\Qi(t—s) _
—di(MH-)\zi)[/—ooe ds + e ds] =

18



Ifue A £ €Rand § > 0 ( without loss of generality), we have, i =1, ..., N
Tilul(€ +6) = Tilul(€)

1 E+3 daalE—s)
i — 7 S HZ d
dl()\lz + )\22) (/—oo € (U(S)) S

+ /OO 2= [ (u(s))ds
£+0
3

_/ e‘*li(f‘S)Hi(u(s))ds

- /}E I (u(s))ds)
(4.20)

—00

— m (/§ 6_)\1i(§—8) (e—AucSHi(u(S)) — Hl(u(s)))ds
ooegi(—s)em- (uls)) — Ho(uls s
4 [T (A ) — Hifu(s)))d

E+6
+ / e~ MiEH=9) [ (u(s))ds
3

E+6
— / 6)\2i(§+6_5)Hi(u(8))d8) ’
3

and
EPWY) Aaid Ni
Tilul(§ +0) — Tilu](§)| < max{|e™™ — 1], ™ — 1\}3
N; s N
* 5611'()\11' + A2i) oe di( M+ Agi)

Thus we establish that

m(7;[u](€ +6) — Ti[u|(§)) = 0, uniformly for allu € A, € R,i=1,...,N.

li
0—0
(4.21)

Take any sequence (u") = (u') € A and let v = (v") = T[u"]. From Lemma
and (A.21]), (v™) is uniformly bounded on R and uniformly equicontinuous.
For I, = [-m,m], m € N, by Ascoli’s theorem and the standard diagonal
process, we can construct subsequences (u"™) of (u™) such that there is a
function v = (v;),v; € C(—00,00),i=1,..., N and gv”m = T[u"]) uniformly
converges to v on each I, for m € N. Now we need to show that v € A and
o™ — o, = 0 as np — 00 By Lemma BB ¢ (€) < w(€) < 6F (€),i =
1,...,N for all £ € R, and therefore v € A. Note that

lim (o7 (€) — o7 (€))e™® =0,i=1,...,N.

E—to0

For any € > 0, we can find Ky > 0 such that if |{] > Ky, then, for all m € N

[0 (€) — vile™* < (67(§) — 67 (€))e ™ <ei=1,...N.

19



On the other hand, on [—I,, I,;], (v™) uniformly converges to v. Thus there
exists a L > 0 such that, for n,, > L

|1)."7”(§) — 'U7;|€_Qf < €, 5 - [—KOaKOLi = ]-7 aN

(2

Consequently, if n,, > L, the following inequality is true for all £ € R

o7 (€) = vile™® < ei=1,.., N.

)

Thus |[v"™ — v, = 0 as n,, — oco0. O

Now we are in a position to prove Theorem 2.1l when (L3)) is cooperative.
Define the following iteration

ut = (u}) = T[o1], Upe = (ul) =Tu"],n > 1. (4.22)
From Lemmas [A.3] 4.4l 1.5] u,, is nondecreasing on R and

¢ () Sufth(©) <ui(§) < ¢ (§).ER n=1n=1,. N

7

By LemmalL.7 and monotonicity of (u,), there is u € A such that lim,, . ||u,—
ul|, = 0. Lemma 6] implies that 7 [u] = u. Furthermore, u is nondecreasing.
It is clear that limg , o u;(§) = 0, = 1,..., N. Assume that lim¢ o u;(§) =
kiji=1,...,Nk.>0,i=1,.., N because of u € A. Applying the Dominated
convergence theorem to (AI3), we get ki = %(ﬁk‘; + fi(K}, ... k) By (H2),
k. = k;. Finally, note that

Vi (e — g t) Sui(€) S v et EER.
We immediately obtain

lim w;()e ™ =v} ,i=1,.,N. (4.23)

E——00

This completes the proof of Theorem 2.1] (iii) when (L.3]) is cooperative.

4.8 Proof of Theorem 21 (iii)

PROOF. Theorem 2] (iii) is proved when (L3]) is cooperative in the last
section. Now we need to prove it in the general case. In order to find traveling
waves for (L3]), we will apply the Schauder’s fixed point theorem.

Let u = (u;) € A and define two integral operators

T [u] = (T [u])
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1 ‘ > 4.24
= m[/_oo e_Ali(g_s)Hii(u(s))ds —|—/5 6>‘2i(€_s)Hf(u(s))ds] ( )

and
H(u(s)) = Bui(s) + f;(u(s)).

As in Section [£.2] both 7' and 7~ are monotone. In view of Section and
the fact that f~ is nondecreasing, there exists a nondecreasing fixed point
u” = (u; ) of T~ such that 7T [u™] = v, lime oo u; (§) = k;,i = 1,..., N,
and lime, oo u; (§) = 0,4 = 1,.., N. Furthermore, limg, o uj (§)e At =
vy i =1,..,N. According to Lemma H3, ¢* (with k being replaced by k%)
is also a upper solution of 7= because the proof of Lemma F.3] is still valid if
f is replaced by f*. Let

G (€) = (67 (),
where

éF (&) = min{kf, v M€} i=1,..., N, £ € R;

It follows that u; (€) < 7,6 € R,i = 1,..., N. Now let

B = {u U= (u2> < 59?”2_(5) < ul(g) < ¢j(£)7£ S (_007 00)77; = 17 "'7N}7
(4.25)
where &, is defined in Section It is clear that B is a bounded nonempty
closed convex subset in &,. Furthermore, we have, for any u = (u;) € B

up =T [ < T [u] < Tilu] < T [u] < TF0H] < 67y = 1, N,

Therefore, T : B — B. Note that the proof of Lemmas 6] [£7] is valid if
(L3)) is not cooperative. In the same way as in Lemmas [L.6], 7], we can show
that 7 : B — B is continuous and maps bounded sets into compact sets.
Therefore, the Schauder Fixed Point Theorem shows that the operator T has
a fixed point u in B, which is a traveling wave solution of (3] for ¢ > c¢*.
Since u; (€) < ui(€) < ¢ (€),€ € (—o0,0),i = 1,..., N, it is easy to see that
fori=1,.., N, lime, oou;(§) =0, lime, o u;(§)e™2¢ = v/,

k™ < lign inf u(¢) < limsupu(é) <k
—00

£—o0

and 0 < u; (§) <wui(§) <k, € € (—o0,00). O
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4.4 Proof of Theorem [21] (iv)

PROOF. We adopt the limiting approach in [4] to prove Theorem 2.1] (iv).
For each n € N, choose ¢, > ¢* such that lim,_,. ¢, = ¢". According to
Theorem 2.1] (iii), for each ¢, there is a traveling wave solution w, = (u?) of
(L3) such that

Un = T [un] (£)-
and
ki <liminful(€) < limsupul (&) <kf,i=1,..,N.
§—o0 E—o0
As it has shown in (£20), (u,) is equicontinuous and uniformly bounded on
R, the Ascoli’s theorem implies that there is vector valued continuous function
u = (u') on R and subsequence (u,,, ) of (u,) such that

lim uy,,, (§) = u(¢)

m—o0

uniformly in £ on any compact interval of R. Further in view of the dominated
convergence theorem we have

u = T[u](£).

Here the underlying Ay;, Ao; of T is dependent on ¢ and continuous functions
of ¢. Thus u is a traveling solution of (I.3) for ¢ = ¢*. Since, for each ¢,, u, € B
where B is defined in (4.25), it is easy to see that u satisfies

k™ < liérn inf (&) < limsupu(é) <k
S0

£—o00

Because of the translation invariance of u,,, we always can assume that u, (0) <
1k~ for all n. Consequently u is not a constant traveling solution of (L3). O

4.5 Proof of Theorem[2.1) (v)

PROOF. Suppose, by contradiction, that for some ¢ € (0,c¢*), (L3) has a
traveling wave u(x,t) = u(z + ct) with liminfe . u(§) >> 0 and u(—o00) = 0.
Thus u(x,t) = u(x + ct) can be larger than a positive vector with arbitrary
length. It follows from Theorem 2] (ii)

liminf inf w(z,t) >k~ >>0, for 0 < ¢ < ¢*

t—o00 |(E|S6t
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Let ¢ € (¢,c¢*) and © = ¢ét. Then

lim u( —(é— c)t) = lim u(—¢t,t) > liminf inf w(z,t) >> 0.

=00 t—00 t—oo |z|<te

However,

lim u( — (¢ — ¢)t) = u(—o0) = 0,

t—o0
which is a contradiction. O

5 An example

Weinberger, Kawasaki and Shigesada [30] established the spreading speed for
(L2) with h(u;) being a unimodal on [0, 1] based on the spreading results for
cooperative systems in [32]. Our choice of h(uy) is slightly different from [36]
and simpler than that in [36].

Our new contribution to (L.2)) is to characterize the spreading speed as the
slowest speed of a family of non-constant traveling wave solutions of (I.2)). One
example of h(up) in this paper is h(u;) = ue ™. ([L2]) has two equilibriums
(0,0),(0,1) and another coexistence equilibrium. Let u; = wy,us = 1 4 wy,
then (IL.2) can be transformed to

ow
L. diAwy + wy[r; — a — dwy + riw;)

ot (5.26)

0
% = doAwy + 7"2(1 + w2)[_w2 + h’(wl)]

In this section, we make the following assumption on h.

(H4)i) Assume that h is continuous differentiable on [0,00) and h(0) = 0,
R'(0) > 0, h(wy) > 0,w; € (0,00). Also assume that h,, > 0 and h is
increasing on [0, h,,|, decreases on [hy,, 00). limy, 00 h(wy) = 0.

(ii) Assume that %wll) is strictly decreasing on (0, 00) and lim,, %wll) =
(i) "
h(w)? + 4h(wy) — 4R (0)w; <0, w; € [0,00). (5.27)
(H4)(i)(ii) implies that
h(wy) < W(0)wy, wy € [0,00). (5.28)

We need to verify h(w;) = wie™™" satisfies (H4). h(w;) = wie™™" achieves its
maximum at h,, = 1, and is increasing on [0, h,,] and decreasing on [h,,, 00).
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In addition, A'(0) = 1 and h(w;)/w; = e "' is decreasing for wy; > 0. It is

easy to see that ¢ >z + 1,2 >0 and e™* < %H,x > 0. Thus, for w; >0

h(w:)? + 4h(w;) — 4R’ (0)w,

2
wi 4wy
-4
_2w1+1+w1+1 i
(2w1 + 1)('LU1 + 1)
-7 3 -3 2
= o M S

We also assume that h,, < k; (otherwise, this problem can be dealt as a
cooperative system) and « < 7. In the nonnegative quadrant, (5.26) has two
equilibrium (0,0) and (ky, k2) satisfying

o+ 5/{51 =1r + Tlh(k‘l)

ks — h(kD), (5.30)

We claim that (5.30) has only one positive solution. In fact, the first equation
of (5.30) can be rewritten as

7’1—Oé+7’1h(]€1)

1 —_=
Oky

. (5.31)

From (H4)(ii), %’ih(wl) is strictly decreasing on (0, 00) and 1 = %ﬁlh(kl)

has only one solution.

In order to use Theorem 2.1 we shall define the two monotone systems. As
indicated in Remark 2.2 similar ideas for constructing h* were used in serval
previous works. However the construction of h~ is different.

h(wy) =

and the corresponding cooperative system is

ow
! = dlAwl +w1[7’1 — —5w1 ‘l"f’lwg]

a?ﬁ (5.32)
8—152 = dyAwsy + ro(1 + wy)[—wy + AT (wy)]
In a similar manner, one can find (5.32) has two equilibrium (0, 0) and (ki", k3")
satisfying

o+ 5]{3?_ =7+ T1h+(/{?f)

=Gk, o)
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Fig. 3. The construction of h*t and h~. The red curve is h.

+
r+rh

// ™~
| | ky K K

Fig. 4. The intersections of 71 + rih(w),r1 + r1h*(w1) with the line o 4 dwy. The
red curve is 1 + ri1h

Since h* > h, from the first equation of (5.31)), it is easily seen that that k" >
ki. In addition, since ky > h,,, we have k3 = h* (k") = h(hy) > h(ki) = ko.

Now there is a hg € (0, h,,] such that h(hg) = h(k{) and define

h(wy), 0<w; < hg,
h_(wl) =

h(l{?f—), wy > hy.

Then

0<h™(wr) < hlwy) <hT(wr) <B(0)wy,w € (0, k]
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The corresponding cooperative system for A~ is

ow
L. dy Awy + wq[ry — a — dwy + ryw;)

ot (5.34)
Wa _
W = dgAwg + 7’2(1 -+ wg)[—U)Q + h (wl)]

In a similar manner, one can find (5.34)) has two equilibrium (0, 0) and (k7 , k5 )
satisfying

Oé+5]€1_ :T1—|—T1h_(l{31_)
Lol 5.35
K = h (k). (5:35)

Similarly, we have ki < k;. In addition, by the definition of A™, we have

ky =h"(ky) < h(k() < h(kr) = ko

Thus,
(an) << (kl_aké_) < (klak2) < (ki’_>k;)

See Remark for (H1)(i). Now it is straightforward to check all other con-
ditions of (H1)(i)-(iv).

The spreading results for the cooperative systems were used to establish in
[36]. We now demonstrate Theorem 2] can be used to establish spreading
speed and traveling wave solutions of the nonmonotone system (5.26) and
summarize the results in the following theorem.

Theorem 5.1 Let dy,a,d,r1,ds, 9 be all positive numbers. Assume dy > do,
a<ry, ki > hy, and

7”17’2}1,/(0)

T4+ Te—

5> (5.36)

Then the conclusions of Theorem [21] hold for (5.28) for the minimum speed
= 2y/(ry —a)dy, A, = =V CAdn=0) o gnd va,, where vy is defined in

2dq

We now need to check (H2) and (H3). The linearization of (5.2€]) at the origin
is
% = dlAwl + (Tl — a)w1

t (5.37)

% = d2Aw2 + r2(h’(0)w1 — U)Q)
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The matrix in (L]) for (5.26) is

iy diN+r—a 0
Ay = (ay) = (5.38)
T’Qh/(O) d2>\2 — T2

It is easy to see that (H2) holds. In fact, the principle eigenvalue Ay is W(A)) =
di\? + r; — «, which is a convex function of X. And

2 —
(I)()\) _ \11(3\4)\) _ dl)\ —|—)\T1 Q

satisfies the results of Lemmal[lIl In fact ®(\) is also a strictly convex function
of A\. The minimum of ®(\) is ¢* = 24/(r; — a)d;. For each A\ > 0, the positive
eigenvector of A, corresponding to W(\) is

V/\(”i)((dl—d2)>\2+7’1+7°2—04) (5.39)
V3 roh/(0)

which is also the positive eigenvector of %A,\ corresponding to ®(\).

For each ¢ > ¢*, the left positive solution of ®(\) = ¢ is

Cc — \/02 — 4d1(7"1 — Oé)

A
¢ 2d,

in Lemma [[.T] Further from (5.39) we can see that

V2 rol(0) (0)

I/_)l\_(dl—dg))\2+’f’1+’f’2—a— g

1 —a+(d1 —do ))\2
T2

where o0 =1 + > 1.

In order to verify (H3) for (5.32)) let

(wyws) = (0,079 >~ (0.0). 6> 0.

o

Thus (H3) is equivalent to the following two inequalities

(7’1 — a)w1
rg(h'(())wl — ’LUQ)

wl[rl - — 5w1 + leg]

<
7’2(1 + wg)[—'LUQ + h+(w1)] S

or

(S’LUl Z T1W2 (540)
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and
R (0)w; +wj; > b (wy) (1 4 wy) (5.41)
It follows that the following equality suffices to verify (5.40):

50 > rlgﬂ
1+

rT—a?
T2

which is true if (5.36) holds.

In order to verify (5.41]), following Weinberger, Kawasaki and Shigesada [36],
there always is a positive constant ¢ such that

Substituting ws into (5.41]) and multiplying Wiwl at the both sides, we get

g2h+(w1)

2110 >~ 2 4 ¢ht .
¢C+ R (0)w > 7 (0)wy + ch™ (wy)
Rearranging the terms produces
Bt
—§2 (1 — (wl)) + §h+(w1) — h/(O)wl < O, w; > 0. (542)

h’(O)wl
Recall the definition that A* (wy) = h(w;) for wy < hy, and AT (wy) = h(hy,)
for wy > hy,. Since the left side of (5.42)) is decreasing in w; for wy > h,,, we
only need to verify (£5.42) for w; < hy,.
By the quadratic formula, the discriminant of (5.42) for wy < h,, is

h(w,)
h’(O)w1

h(w)® — 4(1 - B (0)wy = h(wn)* + 4h(wy) — 4K/ (0w,

which is negative from (5.27). Thus the left side of (5.42)) has no real zeros

and it has to be nonpositive because of the assumption that 1 — Z,té;”;i > 0

for wy > 0. In fact, (5.27) is is one of the three possible conditions in [36] to
guarantee (5.42)) holds.

Notice that h* and h are identical around the origin. By the exact same
arguments (just replacing k;~ by k- and h* by h™), we can verify that (H3)
holds for (5.34)) as well.
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6 Appendix

In this section, we shall verify provide a direct verification of Lemmas [£.3]
and [£.4l Lower and upper solutions of the equivalent integral equations (4.13])
play a central role in the construction of fixed points of the equivalent integral
equations through monotone iterations. The lower and upper solutions give
asymptotic behavior of traveling wave solutions of (L3)).

Wu and Zou [3839], Ma [2223] verify lower and upper solutions through dif-
ferential equations, and then use them in monotone iterations of equivalent
integral equations. While it was pointed out in [3] that the upper and lower
solutions for differential equations are required to be smooth for delayed equa-
tions, the author [29] recently directly verified ¢+ and ¢~ are indeed lower and
upper solutions through the equivalent integral equations for scalar equations,
where the integrals and compare the two sides of ([AI5]) were calculated and
compared. Clearly, in this way, the lower and upper solutions are not required
to be smooth.

In this appendix, we shall directly verify that, for n-dimensional systems,
¢t and ¢~ are the lower and upper solutions of (£I5). Thus this Appendix
can be viewed as a continuation of [29] for the direct verification of non-
smooth upper and lower solutions of the equivalent integral equations for
n-dimensional systems.

It should be pointed out that the proof of two lemmas in Ma [22] Lemmas 2.5,
2.6] can significantly simplify the verification of lower and upper solutions for
the equivalent integral equations although the conclusions of the two lemmas
in [22] were about lower and upper solutions for differential equations (see
[31], Section 6.1] for more details). As a result, we always can verify them in
a much simpler way. Nevertheless, a direct verification can provide a further
evidence that ¢ and ¢~ are lower and upper solutions. In addition, by care-
fully analyzing eigenvalues and corresponding eigenvectors, we identify some
identities between the parameters and reveal interesting relations between the
parameters.

The results in this appendix are natural extensions of those in the author [29]
for scalar cases. As in [29], for A > 0 let

(M;(N\)) = By — A’Duy + Ay,

or
N
M;(\) = B — hdiN* + > 1haf,i=1,.., N, (6.43)
=1
where v, = (v4) is the positive eigenvector of +A, in (L8) corresponding to
the principle eigenvalue ®(\). For ¢ > ¢*, recall that ®(A.) = c. It follows that

29



ALCAACVAC = (I)(AC)VAC = CUp, and
Mz(Ac) = (5 — dZAg + CAC)VZC,T: = 1, ey N.

Because of (£12), M;(A.) > 0,7 = 1,..., N. Noting M;()) is continuous with
respect to A, we always can choose a v such that

1<~y<2, Mi(yA)) >0,i=1,....N. (6.44)

In order to simply our proofs, we first prove two identities (Lemmas [6.1] [6.2)),
which are the extension of the identities for scalar cases in [29]. Their proofs are
almost identical to those in [29] except that eigenvector 14 has to be included.

Lemma 6.1 Assume (H1 — H2) hold. Then for each ¢ > c*

M;(A,) ( 1 1

=v) ,i=1,..,N. 6.45
di( A1 + Agi) \ A + A, + Noi — Ac) Vp.»? e ( )

PROOF. Recall \y; > A\y; > 2A,. > A.. It follows that, i =1, ..., N,

di( M 4+ A2i) \ A +Ac - Ao — A
_ M;(A,) (A1i + A2i)
di( A + A2i) Aridai + (Ao — M)A — A2
M;(A,) 1
di G+ FA— A2 (6.46)
~ Mi(A) L

ﬁ + CAC — dzAg
B Bry. + vy, (cAe. — d;A2)

=V,

O

Lemma 6.2 Assume (H1 — H2) hold and v satisfies (6.44]). Then for each
c>c,1=1,....N

—+ — — —— — > 0. (6.47
(A AJvh, Qo = Ak, (A +yAJVA, (Ao — YAV, ( )

PROOF. Since \y; > Ay; > 2A,, it follows that \y; > yA. > A.. Lemma [[1]
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(®(vA.) < ¢) implies that, for i =1,..., N

M;(vA.) = 5V7A 2 4+ Z AC%A

.....

= (5~ di(yA)* + @(vAmAC) (6.48)
< (B—=di(yAe)? + eyA) Ly,

We also note M;(A.) = (8 + cA. — d;A2)v}, . Thus, for i =1, ..., N, we have

M;(A.) . M;(A.) _ M;i(vA.) _ M;i(yA) '

(>\1i + AC)I//ZXC (>\QZ — AC)I//ZXC ()\1@ -+ ’)/AC)I/,ZY (>\QZ — ’)/A ) v

_ (A1i + Aoi) Mi(A,) B (A + Aoi) M, (71\ )
()\12')\21' + (>\2i - >\1i)Ac - AE)VZC ()\12‘)\22‘ (>\2i - >\1i)”YAc - (’YAC)2)V1,AC
\/02;;45[11- MZ (AC) B A /02;;4ﬁdi MZ (’}/Ac)

L+ 20— Nk, (Z+ g7k — (YA,

. \/02 + 45d2MZ(AC) _ vV c? + 4ﬁdzMz(’yAC)

(B che—diN2) vy, (B ey — di(vA)P) iy,

_ , M;i(A.) _ MirA)
- m((ﬁ +ehe—diND)vh,  (B+ceyAe - di(WAc)Z)VéAc)

B M;(yAe)
= m(l - (5 + c’yAc — di(7A0)2)V£/Ac)

> 0.

(6.49)

This completes the proof. O

6.1 Proof of Lemma[].3

The proof of Lemma [£.3] is almost identical to that in [29] for the scalar case
except that the eigenvector 4 needs to be included, and delay terms are not
present here.

In kl
PROOF. Let & = —e,i = 1,..., N. Then ¢ (€) = ki if € > &, and 67 (¢) =
vh et if & < & i = 1,..., N. Note that ¢ () < v €4, ¢ € R. In view of
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(H1)-(H3) we have, for £ < &F

Hi(67(€)) = B (§) + fi(¢7(€))
< B (§) + Z_j 0;£i(0)¢;7 (€)

S Mz (Ac) eACS )

where M;(.) is defined in (6.43). For £ > &/, because of the assumption that
(L3)) is cooperative and f is sufficiently large, we have

Hi(¢"(€)) < Bki + fi(k)
= Bk;.

Thus, for £ > £f,i =1,..., N, we obtain

T67)(6) < % [ emtenging

1 ¢ oAl o
S {69 B.d / 24(6-9) B,ds).
- di( A + A2i) [/1 ﬁ ot Bhids]

(6.50)

Thus in view of (£.14)), we add and subtract the term =" /\ + S f_ e MilE=9) s

at the left of (G.50). Now for i = 1,..., N, & > &, notmg that v} _ets = k;,
([650) can be written as

Tilo"1(&) < ki + ;(Mi(/\c) / o MilEs) s g

di(Ari + Azi) —o0
&
—Wﬁi/ 6—/\1@-(5—8)(15)
1 e~ i€ p(MitAc)ET e~ M€ A1
* di(Ai + A2i) ( (Ae) A + A b Al )
.o~ A€ A1 M (A
L el ( i) —ﬁ)
di( A 4 A2i) N FADVE, A

i k,ie—)\uﬁe)\uﬁ;‘ A i i \
=& di(Ai 4+ o) (A + Ac))\li,/}'\c ( 1i(Mi(Ae) — VAcﬁ) — vy, B c).
(6.51)
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Since M;(A.) = vy — vj dih2+ cAov} ,i=1,..,N, we have, i =1,...,N

Mi(Mi(Ae) — vy B) — Brj Ae
= V/i\c)\li(CAc — dzAi) — SVRCAC
AN CE T )(CAC — diAg) — Buy Ac
. AB(cA. — d;N?) — 2(\/E + 4Bd; + ¢) A,

— VA 2(v/? +48d; + ¢) (6.52)
. 2BA(2¢ = 2d;A, — /T + 1Pd; — c)
— A 2(v/ + 453d; + c)

. 2B8A(c = 2diA, — v/ +ABd;)
— A 2(v/c +4Bd; + ¢)

< 0.

Combining (6.51) and (6.52)), we see that for € > &F,i=1,..., N,

Til¢"1(€) < ki (6.53)

Similarly, noting I/}'\ceAcg = k;, one can see that, for £ <& i=1,..., N,

[¢+](£)_%( [ e

1 e’}
+/ eMiE=s)hes o) 4 —/ er2ilé k;s
) di( A1 + X)) Jer B

_ Mi(A) ( et et

di(>\1i + X)) M+ A A — A

eM2i o~ (A2i—Ac)EF Bk; er2i€ o= A2 (654)
Ao — Ae ) * di( M + A2i) A2i

MMM ( 1 N 1 )
B di( M+ A2i) \ Ay +Ac - Ay — A

Mi(Ap)ereriti ( —k; Bk )

()\21

di(A1i + Aai) — AoV, * M(A)Aoi/

Since M;(A.) = vy, — vi diA2+cAevy i =1,...,N, it is easy to see that, by
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choosing g sufficiently large if necessary,
—k; Bk e (=M;(Ae) + Vi, B)dai — Acvl B

_ 4 =k :
(Aoi = Ao, Mi(Ac) g Vi, (Ai = Ac) Ao Mi(Ac)
)\QZ(V}\CAde — I/}"\CACC) — ACV}'\CB

- kl VAC(AQi - AC)>\21M2(AC>

. Xoi(Aed; — ) —
et A (6.55)

YA Vi, (A2i = Ae) Ao Mi(Ae)
c++/c2+48d;

R Wi i Gk Bl

¢ V}\C()\Qi —A ))\21 (AC)
<0.

Combining ([6.45]), ([6.54) and ([6.55]) leads to, for £ < &fi=1,..., N,
Tet)(€) < v e,
And therefore, for £ € R,
Tilo"1(€) < ¢/ (§),i=1,..,N. (6.56)

This completes the proof of Lemma 3l O

We now need the following estimate on f, which is an application of the
Taylor’s Theorem for multi-variable functions. Also see [29].

Lemma 6.3 Assume (H1—H2) hold. There exist positive constants b;;, i, j =
1,..., N such that

N N
2 Zajfz Z i u] ) (uz)auz € [07 kl]al = 1a >N
j=1

=
6.2 Proof of Lemmal[{.9)

Again the proof of Lemma [£.4] is almost identical to that in [29] for the scalar
case except that the eigenvector 4 needs to be included and delay terms are
not present here.

In(q-2<)

PROOF. Let & = (1_:%0 =1, N.IfFE> € ¢7(£) =0, and for & < &,

b7 (€) = VM — quiy ™€ i =1, N.
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For ¢ € R, it follows that

Hi(¢™(€)) = Bo; (§) + fi(9™(£))

>0,

Thus, for & > ¢,
Tilo71(&) 2 ¢ (€)1 = 1,..., N,

We now consider the case £ < ;. It is easy to see that

vh et > 07 (&) > v et — iy e EeRi=1,..N. (6.57)

In view of Lemma B3, (657), we have, for ¢ € R,i = 1,..., N,
Hi(¢™ () = B¢I(£) + file™(€))
> Bo; ( Za £i(0 i (6.58)
> Mi(A)e cg —qM(yA )eyACE :MiezAc57

where M;(-) is defined in ([6.43]) and
M; = > by(v4,)* > 0. (6.59)
j=1

Because of H;(¢™(£)) > 0, the term [.* 2 E=S) Hi(p~ (s
ignored in ([6.60). Now we are able to estimate T [¢~] fo

o 1 C ME=) 1 (A \oAes
Til¢ ](S)zdmﬁ&)(/_ e M;(A)etsds

— Q/ —Hi( M;(yAo)e ™ sds

/ o Mi(E=5) 205 g
3
+/ eri(E=s Aoe Aes s — q/ e’\%(g_s)Mi(vAc)eVAcsds
3

5*
— MZ/ e2i(E=s 62A65d5>
3

Mi (AC)€AC€ Mi(’yAc)fﬂAcg

- di( M + A2i) ( i + A 1 Aii + YA
2 PAeEr Aol Az _ phek
A + 20, * Ao — Xoi (Ao)

YN —A2iff +A2if _ o7AL
M;(vA.)

—4q
VAL — Ao
PR IR P IS P TII 62Ac5>

—_ Mz
2AC — >\2i

(6.60)
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In view of the identity (6.45), we subtract two terms to make up a term
—I/,iy AcquAcf and thus we need to add the terms. Recall that yA,. < 2A. < Ag;.

We ignore two positive terms ¢5— AZ)(;“}/C\)I - /\2_)fz(VAC_’\%)g“”\%f and

M; (2Ac—X2i)E* 4+ X2i€
(A2i—2Ac)di (A1i+A24) € ’ ThU.S,

_ M;(A.) 1 1 Act
. > c
TileTl®) = di(Ai + o) ()\12' + A, - Aoi — Ac>e
L Mi(A) ( L1 ) Vihe e
di( A + X)) \ i + A Ao — A/ v,
€7Ac§ i Mz(Ac) MZ (AC)
+ <\ W2 —+ ‘
di( M + A2i) TR\ A+ AR, (Ao — Ag)vg,
6.61
C_MGA)  MOA) (00
(M +7AVE L, (Ao — YAV,

Ae—Ao;)E*
My pgne Mi(A)e T ae
(>\1i + QAC) (>\QZ — AC)

o~

_ 4MZ 6(2_7)[\‘:5 .
(A — 2A,)

For £ < &, eC=MAL o(2i=7Ae)E are bounded above. Because of the identity
([6.45), ([6.61) can be further simplified as, i = 1,..., N

Tio71(6) = vy e —quiy e

€7Ac§ i Mz(Ac) MZ (Ac)
+ VA, i + i
dz()\lz + >\21) ()\12 —+ AC)VAC ()\22 — AC)VAC
_ Mi(A)  MiA)
(>\1i + fyAC)V}yAc (>\2Z - VAC)V,?{AC (662)

Ae—MAg9i)EF
My egae  Mi(A)e TR e
(A +2A,) (A2i — Ac)

o~

M e |
(A2 — 2A,)

Finally, from (6.62) and Lemma [6.2] we conclude that there exists ¢ > 0,
which is independent of £, such that, for ¢ <& andi=1,..., N
Tio71(6) > vy, et — quly e (6.63)

And therefore, for i =1,..., N

Tilo™](€) = ¢ (§), R
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This completes the proof. O
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