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Abstract

We propose an alternative delayed population growth difference equation model based on a mod-
ification of the Beverton—-Holt recurrence, assuming a delay only in the growth contribution that
takes into account that those individuals that die during the delay, do not contribute to growth. The
model introduced differs from existing delay difference equations in population dynamics, such as
the delayed logistic difference equation, which was formulated as a discretization of the Hutchinson
model. The analysis of our delayed difference equation model identifies an important critical delay
threshold. If the time delay exceeds this threshold, the model predicts that the population will go
extinct for all non-negative initial conditions and if it is below this threshold, the population survives
and its size converges to a positive globally asymptotically stable equilibrium that is decreasing in size
as the delay increases. Firstly, we obtain the local stability results by exploiting the special structure
of powers of the Jacobian matrix. Secondly, we show that local stability implies global stability using
two different techniques. For one set of parameter values, a contraction mapping result is applied,
while for the remaining set of parameter values, we show that the result follows by first proving that
the recurrence structure is eventually monotonic in each of its arguments.

keywords: Logistic growth; Beverton—Holt; Pielou model; Difference equations; Global stability; E-
tinction threshold; Componentwise monotonicity; Spectral radius of Matriz power;

1 Introduction

The logistic growth model is a well studied differential equation, introduced by Verhulst [42] in the con-
text of modelling population growth. A discretization of the Verhulst model can be obtained by applying
the Euler method to the logistic differential equation and is often referred to as the logistic difference
equation, see for example [30, 40]. Robert May [29] popularized this discrete version of the Verhulst
model, also known as the logistic map, which contributed significantly to the mathematical study of
chaos. This model was however criticized biologically as solutions can become negative and given its
potential for chaotic behavior, not possible in the continuous logistic model, hence referring to it as the
“discrete counterpart” does not seem appropriate. To overcome the possible negativity of solutions, a
recurrence derived under the assumption that the fraction of surviving individuals is given by an expo-
nential function is considered to be the appropriate discretization by some authors [27, 29]. In this work
however, we modify yet another discretization of the logistic model in order to include the effect of delay
on growth, namely the Beverton—Holt model, also known as the Pielou equation. We refer to this new
model as a delayed logistic difference equation, since the Beverton—-Holt model was originally derived in
[2] under the assumption of an underlying logistic growth model, and authors such as [3, [4, [32] [33] argue
that the Beverton—Holt model is a discretization of the logistic differential equation, since it preserves
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most of its properties.

Despite its simplicity, the Beverton—Holt equation is used in resource management to model popula-
tions, especially in fisheries science [10] [15] 16l [39]. Naturally, simple mathematical models often inherit
implicit assumptions on processes, for example both may assume uniform spatial movement. As these
assumptions are not necessarily satisfied in real-world systems, model predictions should be interpreted
carefully, dependent on the level of violation of these assumptions. There are however benefits in applying
simple models. One reason is that these models are usually more tractable and are often well studied.
Simple population models, such as the Beverton—Holt model, are preferred for use in data-limited species
assessment models [8, 1T, 34}, 36], 43], 44]. Furthermore, more complex models are frequently constructed
using such simple models as building blocks. For example, age-structure population models often use the
Beverton—Holt model as the recruitment function [I5].

To improve a model, one may start to refine assumptions, one by one, to capture more realistic fea-
tures. For example, an implicit assumption of simple population models is a rather uniform behavior of
the population, meaning that all individuals are assumed to behave alike. This is rarely the case since
for example, one expects differences in traits based on sex and age. To model these trait variations, a
natural extension of such models is therefore the addition of variables or by including age structure. Such
models are usually higher-dimensional mathematical models. In the age-structured case, one needs to
follow the age-distribution of the population throughout time. While age-structured population models
may make more precise predictions, they do require the collection of specific age dependent data that
is not always economically or biologically feasible [I6]. In [7], Deriso suggested incorporating delay in
models as a compromise between simple and the age-structured population models, a technique that was
extended by others in, for example, [9] 37, [38]. While the simplicity of the model structure is preserved in
these corresponding delay models, the contribution of different age classes to the change in biomass can
be considered without keeping track of the precise age-distribution. In this work, we use this technique
to implement a time until positive fecundity, which is a crucial age-structured property. More precisely,
we derive a population model based on the Beverton—Holt model under the assumption that it takes 7
time units to reach fertile age and consequently promote population growth.

The above arguments led to the inclusion of delay in continuous and discrete population models.
A popular modification of the Verhulst model is the delay logistic differential equation (Hutchinson or
Wright model). The Hutchinson model has been extensively studied by several authors, see for example
[6] 13, 17, 26, [311, [41], despite certain questionable properties. More precisely, the size of the equilibrium
of the Hutchinson model is independent of the delay and is globally asymptotically stable if and only if
the product of the growth rate and the time delay is bounded by the rather un-intuitive bound of 7,
see [4I]. For parameter values that do not satisfy this bound, solutions of the Hutchinson model exhibit
another unreasonable property that nontrivial periodic solutions persist independent of the length of the
delay. While the Hutchinson model was derived assuming a delay in the per-capita growth rate, the alter-
native delay differential equation formulated in [I] includes a delay solely in the growth process and takes
into consideration the fact that those individuals that die during the delay, do not contribute to growth.
The authors in [I] show that their model predicts that the population dies out if the delay exceeds a
certain threshold and converges to a globally asymptotically stable equilibrium with size that decreases
as the delay increases. This behavior seems more reasonable for populations in natural ecosystems. The
recurrence introduced in this work is derived using the same assumptions as in [I] and exhibits similar
properties. It can therefore be considered as the discrete analogue of [1J.

The discrete delay population model that we propose also differs from the popularized delay logistic
difference equation introduced in [32] and discussed by many authors, including [5] [19] (20} 211, 23] 32 B33].
As in our model, the discrete delay model in [32] also exploits the relation between the continuous lo-
gistic model and the Beverton—-Holt model, but was introduced as a discretization of the Hutchinson
equation instead of the alternative formulation in [I]. The model in [32] can be criticized for the same



reasons as Hutchinson’s model, because it exhibits the same questionable behavior described above, see
[12, 20} 22] 24]. In contrast, solutions of the model that we propose converge to a positive equilibrium
with size depending on the length of the delay for small delay and converge to zero (i.e., the population
goes extinct) if the delay exceeds a critical threshold.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we derive the discrete delay model by modifying the
classical Beverton—Holt model. In Section 3, we begin our analysis of the proposed model with the local
stability of the trivial and the unique positive equilibria by exploiting the structure of the Jacobian matrix
and its powers. In that process, we identify a critical threshold for the delay. We continue studying the
global dynamical behavior. We prove that for positive initial conditions, if the delay exceeds the critical
threshold, then the trivial equilibrium is globally asymptotically stable. Instead, if the delay falls below
the threshold, then the population survives and converges to a positive equilibrium that decreases in size
as the delay increases. Thus, the dynamics of our discrete model mirrors most of the qualitative behavior
predicted by the continuous model in [IJ.

The main difference between the predictions of these two models is that in the continuous model, if
the initial data is either entirely above or entirely below the positive equilibrium, solutions converge to
it monotonically. We provide numerical simulations to show that this is not the case for the discrete
model. Another simulation illustrates how the dynamics differ for certain choices of parameters, and
hence show why a different technique was needed to prove the global stability of the positive equilibrium.
Finally, in the conclusion in Section 4, we summarize our results and highlight the differences between
the dynamical behavior of our modified Beverton-Holt model and two related models: its continuous
analogue introduced in [I] and its underlying submodel, the Beverton—Holt model.

2 Derivation of a discrete delay growth model

In this section, we derive a delayed logistic model by identifying the growth and decline contributions in
the Beverton—Holt model before incorporating a time lag in the growth component taking into consider-
ation that those that die during the delay do not contribute to growth. A similar technique was applied
in the derivation of the logistic delay differential equation introduced in [I]. The classical Beverton—Holt
model is given by
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with K € R*, representing the carrying capacity, p > 1, the proliferation rate, and y;, the population at
time ¢. Recurrence was obtained in [2] by solving the logistic growth model and relating the solution
evaluated at time ¢+ 7 to the solution at time t. The parameter p was introduced by substituting p = e"”
for r > 0, resulting in p > 1, as outlined in [2]. The recurrence can be normalized using the variable

Yt+1 =

transformation z, = ¥ resulting in
2t
241 = Ty = Pt (2)
1, (1),
t
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can be interpreted as the survival probability. Following the reasoning in [I], we assume that the survival

probability depends on growth, death, and intraspecific competition. Then, reveals that the term %

determines the decline due to intraspecific competition and % < 1 is the sum of the death and growth

contribution. The growth contribution can generally be expressed as % =1+ b-a, where a > 0 is the

growth component and b > 0 the death component. Since p > 1, this implies that a — b € (0,1), i.e., the
value of the actual growth component exceeds the value of the death component.



To highlight each of the three components: growth, death, and intraspecific competition, we therefore,
express the survival probability as

1

:1—(a—b)+czt' @)

Dbt

Expression is decreasing in b and ¢, due to death and competition, and is increasing in a, representing
the growth contribution. We note that the distinction of intraspecific competition, growth, and death
follows the approach in [I], where the authors consider these three components before implementing a
delay solely in the growth component of the rate of change. In this work, we proceed similarly and
consider a delay only in the growth contribution.

The simple species model describes the relation between non-overlapping generations. That is,
individuals of the “old” generation reproduce at time t to form the “new” generation. After one time
unit, the “old” generation is replaced by the “‘new” generation and the cycle repeats. The time unit can
therefore be understood as the length of the reproductive cycle, which is equal to the generation time.
In [7], Deriso justified the use of delay models, among other reasons, to describe the dynamics of species
where the reproductive cycle is not equal to the generation time. This is the case, for example, when
newborn individuals do not contribute to reproduction immediately, but rather reach fecundity after 7
reproductive cycles. Then, the group of fecund individuals at time ¢ + 1 not only depends on the fecund
individuals at time ¢, but also on individuals that reach fecundity for the first time at time ¢ + 1.

Based on the survival probability in , the individuals exposed to death and competition follow the
recursion

1
Wil = —————W
Ty b+ cwy ¢
This can be solved in the same way as for the Beverton—Holt model, i.e., by multiplying both sides by
the denominator to obtain

Wi + bWy + CWiWiq = Wy,

and hence
Awg = wey1 — wy = —wir1 (b + cwy).
Substituting v; = i (for w; # 0) to obtain
-Aw
Avy = L c,
W Wt

yields a first order linear difference equation with the solution given in [I8] by
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Setting to =t — 7, yields the fraction of individuals at time ¢ — 7 that survive to time ¢ as

bwt—T
W = = F(w -7 ). 5
¢ (1+0)" (b+ cwi—r) — cwy—r (wi-r) (5)
The surviving fraction is now used in the recurrence
1
Rt+l = PtRe = Zt,

l+b+czi—a

where b+ cz; determines the decay and a the growth. Rearranging, we obtain
21 (1 + b+ czy) —azgn = 2. (6)

Recalling that a is the growth rate, we identify az;.1 as the growth contribution of the Beverton-Holt
recurrence. If, for example, fecundity is reached after 7 > 1 reproductive cycles, it is reasonable to consider
a delay in the growth contribution. We therefore assume that the growth contribution is proportional
to the (fecund) population at time ¢ — 7 that survive until time ¢ + 1. Thus, we replace az;,1 in @ by
aF(2441-r), where F determines the fraction of z;_,,1 that survives 7 units, given in , to obtain

2i+1(L+b+cz) — aF (ze41-7) = 2t

Solving this for z;41 yields the delay difference recurrence

(2¢ + aF (zi-741)) -

Zp41 = ————
M by czt
The fecund individuals at time ¢ + 1, denoted by 2.1, is therefore given by the sum of the surviving
fecund individuals z; and the surviving individuals reaching fecundity for the first time, expressed by
aF(zt—r+1). The surviving probability 1/m(z;), then multiplies the sum z; + aF'(2¢—r41).

By , the recurrence we obtain is

1 abzy_ri1 |
241 = ) {Zt + M(Zt'rJrl)} = H (24, 2t-741), (7)
with
m(z):=1+b+cx, M(z):=b8+(8-1)cx, and S:=(1+b)". (8)

If 7 = 0, no time lag exists and the generation cycle is equal to the reproductive cycle. Then, (7

reduces to
Zt a

+
l+b+czy 1+b+cz

Zt+1 = Zt+1y

which, after rearranging terms, yields

Sain l+b-a+cz

This is the equation used to derive the model, which is by f an equivalent expression for the
Beverton-Holt model when 1+b-a = % and ¢ = ”%. This recurrence is well established and has been
extensively studied, see for example [2] 3] 20 [15] B2} [33]. Therefore, throughout this paper, we assume
7> 0. Although the derivation of assumed certain relationships between the parameters a, b, c, the
recurrence remains valid for arbitrary parameter choices of a,b,c > 0. For this reason we consider the
dynamics of with in the following sections, requiring only that a,b,c > 0. This is consistent
with the study of the Beverton-Holt model. Even though the derivation by Beverton and Holt in 1957
lead to specific domains for the model parameters [2], the recurrence remains valid for arbitrary positive
parameters. Thus, the Beverton—Holt model under the assumption of arbitrary positive parameter values,
also known as the Pielou equation, became the focus of many studies.



3 Dynamics of the discrete delay difference equation

In this section, we present results concerning the dynamics of the discrete delay recurrence equation
for t,7e N={1,2,3,...,},t >7 >0, and initial conditions

Zo=(20,21,---,2,-1) with 2,20 for ¢=0,1,...,7-1.

We consider with and a, b, ¢ > 0, unless explicitly stated otherwise. We justify the focus on a,b,c >0
by noting that if @ =0 or b =0 or ¢ =0, no positive equilibrium exists.

We start our analysis with some basic results about the existence of fixed points, before continuing
to the discussion of their local and global stability. The proofs are given in the appendix.

We define a critical delay 7. € R as

log(%
S g( b) (9)
log(1+b)
and remind the reader that for recurrences 7 € N = {1,2,...,}. Therefore, the inequality 7 > 7. is

understood as 7 € [, 00) NNy, which we express henceforth by 7 > [7.] = min{n > 7. : n € Z} for 7. € R.
Similarly, the inequality 7 < 7. is expressed as 7 < [7.]. We point out that for 7€ N

T[] = 7127 <= a<bp (10)

for B defined in (§). The equivalence implies that for 7 € N, the inequality 7 < [7.] is equivalent
to 7 < 7. which is equivalent to a > b3. This relation is extensively exploited in proofs of this section’s
claims.

We also point out that if 7. € (0,1], then 7 < [7.] is only satisfied for 7 = 0 in which case reduces
to the classical Beverton-Holt model.

The first result addresses the positivity of solutions as formulated in the proceeding lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let z; be a solution of . If2;,=0,4=0,1,...,7-1, then z; =0 for alli e Ng = {0,1,2,...}.
If zs > 0 for at least one s € {0,1,...,7 =1}, then z; >0 for all t > 7+ s.

Theorem 3.2. If 7 > [7.], then Zy = 0 is the only non-negative equilibrium. If T < [7.], then there also
exists a unique positive equilibrium

L hEE-1) +((28-1)" + db(a - b3)(3 - 1)
T 2¢(8-1) '

Equation reveals the importance of a > b3, which is by equivalent to 7 < 7., to assure the
positivity of Z,. A positive equilibrium can therefore only exist if the delay is below a critical upper
bound, else the population is doomed to go extinct. Since 8 depends on 7, the positive equilibrium Zz, is
a function of the delay. In fact, z, is monotone decreasing in the delay which ultimately yields an upper
bound, as formulated below.

(11)

Lemma 3.3. Let 7 < [7.]. Then Z, given in is decreasing in T and 3, < 9L,

c

As in the continuous delay logistic model in [I], the positive unique equilibrium is decreasing in size
as the delay increases. This dependency of the equilibrium on the delay also highlights a difference to
the existing discrete delay Beverton—Holt model in [32], in which the equilibrium is independent of the
delay.

To study the local stability, we rewrite as W1 = G(wy), where W, € R with the i*" component
wy; = (W) = 24—i+1 for i=1,2,..., 7. Linearization yields

Wie1 ~ JWy



where J € R™" is the Jacobian given by

1+b ac bws, - ab b3
m2(we,1)  m2(wen) M(we,r) 0o ..0 m(we,1) M2(we,r)
0 ... 0 0
J = 0 10 ...0 0 ~ (12)
0 00 ... 1 0
The Jacobian is of the special form
z 0 0 0 y
1 0 0 0 0 vy
_ _ 1
Ao to ool
0 00 ... 10
where € = (1,0,...,0) is the standard basis vector in R™™!, z,y € R, and I,_; is the identity matrix in

R™1*7=1 This generic matrix form has, for general =,y € R, pleasant properties that can be exploited.

Lemma 3.4. Let z,y € R, N €{2,3,...}. Consider any matriz of the form

| zér oy NxN
A= [IN—l 0] eR . (13)
where &, = (1,0,...,0) is the standard basis vector in RN™1 and Inx_y is the identity matriz in RN -1PN-1,
Then
=V + Yy Yy :v2y x3y x4y N1
Ny oy 22y 2By a2y
AN = N2 0y oy 2%y ... 2Nyl (14)
T 0 0 0 0o ... y

This special structure of AV serves the purpose of identifying the row-sum norm of the last row as
the corresponding matrix norm as stated in the next lemma.

Lemma 3.5. Consider A e RN*N of the form (13), with || +|y| < 1. Then

N N
ANI<SYAN, for 1<k<j<N,
k,i 7,0
i=1 i=1

and
N NN NN
47 = o 5 1AN] = AN, = ol + bl <1,

where A;vl denotes the entry in the jth row and ith column of AN.

Since the Jacobian of is of the form , lemmas and are utilized to prove the following
statements concerning the local stability of the non-negative equilibria.

Theorem 3.6. Consider .
a) The trivial equilibrium, Zo, is

i) locally asymptotically stable if T > [1.], and is
it) unstable if T <[7.].



b) Whenever the positive equilibrium, Z, ewxists, i.e., 7 < [7.], it is locally asymptotically stable.

Now we bring our attention to the global stability of and being with the global asymptotic stability
of the trivial equilibrium.

Theorem 3.7. If 7 > [1.], then Zy is globally asymptotically stable for solutions with non-negative initial
conditions.

Hence, if the positive equilibrium does not exist, that is, if the delay exceeds the critical delay 7,
then the population goes extinct over time. This is reasonable remembering that the delay determines
the growth contribution and therefore, if the time span to reach fecundity is longer than the critical time
Te, the decline component dominates which leads to the species’ extinction. We point out that this is
consistent with the corresponding continuous model in [I], where the trivial equilibrium is globally stable
if the delay exceeds a critical delay.

It remains to discuss the case when 7 < 7. and the unique positive equilibrium exists and point out
that the global stability of the trivial solution was obtained using a contraction argument. For 7 < 7,
we distinguish between cz, > 1 and ¢z, < 1 and use for each case a different technique to discuss global
stability. The case of ¢Z, <1 is in fact related to the derivation of the model because the recurrence
was derived in Section 2 for a — b = % for p > 1, which implies a - b € (0,1). By Lemma zZy < %b,
which results, for a-b¢€ (0,1), in Z, < % In that case when ¢z, < 1, solutions have specific properties. As
formally stated below, solutions with initial conditions that are all below Z, remain below Z, and solutions
with initial conditions all above Z, remain above Z,. This property also holds for the classical Beverton—
Holt model for p>1 (i.e., 7 =0). On the other hand, if some of the 7 initial conditions are above and
some are below Z,, then solutions of can oscillate about the equilibrium Z, but are bounded by the
minimum and maximum value of the initial conditions. We will show that these properties ultimately
lead to the global asymptotic stability of z, if 7 < 7.

We emphasize that the case of ¢z, <1 corresponds in general to the following parameter relation.

Proposition 3.8.
1+
3 <1 e as%(bﬁ+5—1) (15)

Lemma 3.9. Let 7 < [7.] and ¢z, <1. If z; < Z, fori=0,1,...,7—1, then 2z < Z, for allt > 0. If z; > Z,
fori=0,1,...,7=1, then z; > Z, for all t > 0.

Lemma 3.10. Let 7 < [7.| and ¢z, <1. If 2, >0 fori=0,1,...,7 -1, then
min{zg, 21, - - -, 2r-1, 24 } € 2¢ <MaX{20, 21, - -5 Zr=1, 24 }» for all t>0. (16)

Theorem 3.11. Let 7 < [7.]|. If cZ, <1, then Z, is globally asymptotically stable for solutions with initial
conditions Zy # 0.

Figure|l|illustrates the dynamic behavior of solutions of @ for three different initial conditions in the
case when cZ, < 1. If 7 € N is chosen to be less than 7., then solutions with at least one positive initial
condition converge to the positive equilibrium Z,, as per Theorem [3.11] This coincides with the global
behavior for the continuous model in [I]. However, unlike the corresponding continuous model, solutions
to can be non-monotone, independent on whether all initial conditions are above Z, (top panel in
Figure , below Z, (middle panel in Figure , or on either side (bottom panel in Figure . Note that
all of the figures in this paper were produced using the software package R [35]. The non-monotone
behavior of solutions differs from the behavior of those of the classical Beverton-Holt model for p > 1,
where solutions monotonically increase (decrease) to the positive equilibrium K for initial conditions
below (above) K.

Figure [2] demonstrates that Lemma [3.9) can not be extended to the case when ¢z, > 1. Solutions
with all initial conditions below Z, can exceed Z, eventually (left panel). Similarly, solutions with initial
conditions that are all above Z, can obtain values below Z, (right panel).
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Figure 1: Behavior of three solutions for different parameters with ¢z, < 1. Top panel: a = 0.272,b =
0.105,¢ = 0.142,7 = 9. Middle panel: a = 0.508,b = 0.177,c = 0.663,7 = 6. Bottom panel: a = 0.884,b =
0.209,c = 0.905,7 = 7. The values on the left of the vertical dashed line are the initial conditions. The
solid horizontal line is z,. If the initial conditions are on either side of z,, the solutions seem to converge
to Z, faster, see bottom panel compared to the top and middle panel.
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Figure 2: Solutions for parameter values when ¢z, > 1, hence violating the assumption in Lemma
The solid line represents the positive equilibrium. The dotted line identifies the last initial condition. Left
panel: a =38.72, b=0.227, ¢ =0.498, T = 5, Zy = 2.226,3.274,2.861,2.269,0.956. Right panel: a = 137.78,
b =0.640, c = 0417, 7 = 5, Zo = 7.368,7.985,8.934,9.572,21.444. Although the initial conditions are all
below Z, (left panel), subsequent iterates can be above Z,. Similarly on the right, although all initial
conditions are above Z,, subsequent iterates can fall below Z,.

Theorem [3.11] exploits the contraction mapping theorem but this technique fails if ¢z, > 1. Instead, if



cZ; > 1, the global asymptotic stability of Z, if 7 < 7. can be obtained using Theorem 1.15 in [I4], stated
in the appendix for completion. For the application of this theorem, we require some preliminary work.

Proposition 3.12. Let 7 < 7.. If cZ, > 1, then there exists T € N such that for t > T,

sy MDA
c(ab-(B-1)(1+b))

and H(z¢, zt-741) 18 decreasing in the first variable.

(17)

Proposition 3.13. Consider H defined in and x defined in , There exists U* > Z,, such that
for alU >U*, H:[x,U]x[x,U] = [x,U].

Propositions [3.13] and 3.12] are fundamental in the proof of the global asymptotic stability of the
positive equilibrium.
Theorem 3.14. Let 7 < 7.. If ¢z, > 1, then Z, is globally asymptotically stable for initial conditions
Zo #0.

Theorems [3.14] 3:11] and [3.7] provide combined the global asymptotic stability of the nonnegative
equilibria. Consequently, the positive equilibrium Z, is globally asymptotically stable whenever it exists,
else the trivial solution is globally asymptotically stable.
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Figure 3: Behavior of three solutions to parameter combinations where cz, > 1 for a = 38.118,b = 0.557, ¢ =
0.313,7 =5, 2, = 3.258. The vertical dashed line separates the initial conditions from the iterations. The
solid horizontal line is Z,. The dashed horizontal line is at the y-value x = 2.9819. If z; > x, then the
function H in is increasing in both variables z; and z;_,41, else it decreases in the first variable. The
figure illustrates a crucial result used in the proof of the global stability of Z,, namely that solutions are
eventually above x.

4 Conclusion

In this paper, we introduced an alternative delayed Beverton—-Holt model that can be viewed as the
discretization of the delayed logistic model in [I]. Starting from the (classical) Beverton—Holt model ,
the survival probability was assumed to depend on three components: growth, death, and intraspecific
competition. To account for a time delay in the growth, created for example by a time lag in reaching
fecundity, the recurrence was rearranged to identify the growth term. The model takes into consideration
the fact that those individuals that die during the delay, do not contribute to growth. This method is
consistent with the approach in [I], where an alternative delayed logistic differential equations model was
formulated. Even though in the derivation of the delay recurrence model, we made certain restrictions on
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the parameter values, we studied the recurrence for arbitrary positive parameters, since the recurrence
model remains mathematically valid. Since the model reduces to the classical Beverton—Holt model in
the case of no delay, we focused on the model analysis when the delay 7 > 0, that is 7€ {1,2,3,...,}.

We began the analysis of our delayed Beverton—Holt model by exploiting the special structure of the
Jacobian matrix and its powers that allowed us to identify a critical threshold for the delay. We showed
that the trivial solution of our model is globally asymptotically stable if the delay is bigger than this
critical threshold. For the parameter values assumed in the derivation of our model, we proved the global
asymptotic stability of the survival equilibrium if the delay is below the threshold using a contraction
mapping argument. We used a different technique to prove the global asymptotic stability of the positive
equilibrium in the case of arbitrary positive parameter values that relies on componentwise monotonicity.

Some of the properties of the delay Beverton-Holt model that we introduced, are similar to
those of the classical Beverton—Holt model. More specifically, for parameter values consistent with the
derivation of our model in Section 2, solutions with initial conditions above (below) the unique positive
equilibrium remain above (below) the equilibrium. In contrast, solutions of our model do not always
converge monotonically even for parameter values consistent with the derivation of the model. This non-
monotone behavior of solutions of our model was illustrated with simulations. However, the corresponding
figures also seem to indicate an eventual monotonic convergence to the positive equilibrium.

We justified that our recurrence is an appropriate discretization of the delay logistic model in-
troduced in [I]. Both models separate the net-growth rate into three components: growth, death, and
intraspecific competition and consider a time lag only in the growth contribution and take into consider-
ation that those members of the population that die during the delay period do not contribute to growth.
Further, both models exhibit similar dynamics dependent on a critical threshold. If the delay is below
the critical threshold, solutions of both models converge to a positive equilibrium that decreases in size
for increasing delay values, and converge to the trivial solution, otherwise. We think that these model
properties are reasonable for natural ecosystems and differ from the properties of the other discrete and
continuous delay logistic models already mentioned in this paper. There are however, slight variations
in the dynamic behavior between the solutions of the continuous and the discrete models. In contrast
to the continuous counterpart, the solutions of the discrete model do not always converge monotonically,
even if the initial distribution is entirely above or entirely below the positive equilibrium, but rather can
display damped oscillations about the positive equilibrium, as demonstrated in Figures

Appendix: Proofs

Proof of Lemma [3.1] Clearly if all the components of the initial condition Z, equal zero, then z; = 0
for all i € Ny. If on the other hand, there exists at least one s € {0,1,...,7 — 1} such that z, > 0, then

. . . - . C Zeree bz,
since the right hand side of is always non-negative, zs., = mfzs+Ti1) + am(zsﬂj)M(zs) > 0. Then
Zorril 2 mf;‘*: 5> 0. Similarly, zs.r+; >0 for i > 1. O
Proof of Theorem [3.2 By with , a positive equilibrium Z, satisfies the equation

- Z4 a bz,

2+

= + . .
1+b+czy 1+b+czy b8+ (B-1)czy
Rearranging and using the fact that z, # 0, it follows that Z, must satisfy the quadratic equation
(B-1)(cz:)? + (0B +b(B - 1))cz, + b(bB —a) = 0.

By the Routh-Hurwitz condition, since 5 > 1 for 7 > 1, there are no roots with positive real parts unless
a > bB, and in this case there are two real roots, one positive and one negative. Solving the quadratic
equation, the positive real root, Z,, is given by ((11)). O]

Proof of Lemma[3.3 By (10), a > 8b>b and by (7), if 7 < 7., then Z, exists and satisfies
- Zy . bz,
Zo=—— a—— —.
TUm(E) m(E)M(3)

11



Rearranging, we obtain
(b+cz,)(bB+ (B -1)czy) = ab.

We note that by (7)), Z; depends on 8 and therefore on 7. Hence, by the above, f(7) = Z, solves
(b+cf(m))(bB+(B-1)cf(T)) = ab. (18)
Taking the difference of evaluated at 7+ 1 and 7, we have
(b+cf(r+1))(BB(L+b) +c(B(L+b) -1)f(7+1)) = (b+cf(7))(bB + (B -1)cf(7)) =0,
Le., with Af = f(7+1) - f(7),
b B+be(B-1) (Af)+Bb%cf (T+1)+cbB (Af)+cb?Bf (T+1)+c*(B-1) (Af) (f(1+1) + f(7))+bBc® f2(T+1) =0

ie.,

DB+ BV ef(T+1) + DB (T + 1) + DB (T +1)
be(B-1) +cbB+c2(B-1) (f(T+1)+ f(7))

for f(7), f(7+1) > 0. Therefore, f(7) = Z, is decreasing and Z, evaluated at 7 =0 is an upper bound for

Z,. To obtain this upper bound, we note that for =0, f =1 and reads as

Af = <0

. _ Zt AZ¢41
t+1 — .
1+b+czy 1+b+cz
Rearranging terms yields
Zt+1 (L~ =
1+b+cz] 1+b+cz’

which is of the Beverton—Holt type, defined earlier,

2t
Zty1 = ————————.
t+l l+b+cz—a
Its nontrivial equilibrium is z = “T’b which is the upper bound for Z, evaluated at 7 > 0. O

Proof of Lemma [3.4] Note that A = L + B, where L = [101XN_1 8] is a lower shift matrix and
N-1xN-1

B= [[ 0] Te1 g] Premultiplying a matrix by a lower shift matrix shifts the elements of the matrix
N-1xN-1

downward by one position and replaces the top row by zeros. As a consequence, the second row of

ATt = AAT s replaced by the first row of A7. In general, the k" row, for k=2,3,...,N of A7*! is the

(k- 1)t row of A7. Hence, the k" row of AV, denoted by (AN)k , is equal to the first row of AN—k+1

denoted by (AN‘k“)1 for k=2,...,N. By the above shift, (47)n,. = (47"')n_1., and by the structure
of A, we have 7

(A7), =(0,0,...,0, 1,0,0,...,0). (19)

1
—
N-j

We now claim that the first row of A7 for j =1,..., N -1 is given by

AJ - CL’j70,.--70; Y ,gjy7...,xj_1y. 20
1.-

-
N+1-j

To justify this, we proceed using induction. First note that holds for j = 1, since then implies
that
1 _
(4 )1’. = (2,0,...,0,...,0,y),
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which is equal to first row of A. Assume now that the statement is true for k£ > 1. Since the last row of
AF is given in (19) by éx_x = (0,0,...,0, 1 ,0,...,0), we have

—

N-k

(AM1), = (A4F) | = (2,0,...,0,9) A" = 2(A")1, +y (AP,

= («1,0,...,0, zy ,xzy,...,x:ck_ly)+y(0,07...,0,i,O,...,O)
[—;
N+1-k N-k
:(xk+1703"'70a Yy, ry 7x2yv~'~al'ky)v
— ——
N-k N+l-k

confirming the claim. The first row of AN, N > 1, is similarly given by

(AY), = (AAY) | = (2,0,...,0,) A = (AN )1+ y (AN,
= a:(xN_l,y, zy, 2y, ..., a:N_2y) +yé1 = (mN +y,xy, 2y, ... 7mN_ly).
O
Proof of Lemma [3.5] Let |z|+|y| <1. Then, for j=1,2,...,N,

. N-j
<[2l¥ T+ Jyl Y Jal”,
k=0

N N
> 145
=1

where equality holds unless j = 1 and sign(z) # sign(y).
For j € {2,... N}, taking the absolute value of all of the terms of AN | subtracting adjacent rows and
noting that most of the terms cancel, and then factoring |z|V=7*1, it follows that

N
N N N-j
Z(|Aj,i = A2 > | T = (|2 +1y)) > 0,
i=1
if |z| + |y| < 1, where the first inequality is an equality for j > 3.
This implies that the larger the row, the larger the row-sum, and hence the last row has the largest
row sum so that

N N N
N N
|AY = max > laja| = Y lanal = Y |AN | = 2]+ |yl < 1.
15N i3 i=1 i=1
O

Proof of Theorem[3.6. a) Evaluating the Jacobian of @, J, at Zo, gives (12)). This is of the form
with © = £ € (0,1) and y = ﬁ €(0,1).

a) i) First, we consider the case 7> [7.] 2 7. and as pointed out in , a<bB. By Lemma JT
s given by , and

1 a B+a
+ Y= + = <1.
1+b B(1+b) p(1+Dd)

By Lemma with J playing the role of A, it follows that |J7| < 1. Since the spectral radius, p(J) <
[J7 M7 for any consistent norm, we obtain the asymptotic stability of .

Next we consider the case, T = 7., then a = bB3. Select any € > 0. If z; € [0,€¢] fori=0,1,...,7 - 1.
Then

2t bZt_T+1 1+b <
< €<
1+b+czy 1+b+czy 1+b+cz

0< 241 <

Hence, z111 € [0,€], for all t > 0. This implies not only that Zy is stable, but also that the sequence z; is
bounded.

13



By Lemma 3.1, iminf, .. z; > 0. To prove that Z, is attractive, we proceed using proof by contradic-
tion. Suppose that Z = limsup,_, ., 2 > 0.
Recalling H in , the partial derivatives satisfy

O0H (u,v) 1+b b2cBu (21)
ou  (T+b+cu)® (L+b+cu)[bB+(8-1)cv]
1
z (1+b+cu)2(1+b_bcv)
O0H (u,v) b3 32 (22)

v (L+b+cu)(bf+(B-1)cw)? >0

If e < %Cb, then W >0 for v e [0,¢e], Therefore, H is monotone increasing in both variables for

u,v € [0,€] and
Z = limsup z¢41 = limsup H (2, 2¢—r+1) < H(limsup z;, lim sup 2¢—r41)

o 3 b’pz
SHEA = v Urbren) (06 + (B-Der)

B bB(L+b)+(B-1)cz .
S bB(L+b)+ (B-1)cz+b(B-1)cz +czbB +c222(5-1)

z,

contradicting zZ > 0. Hence, Zy is locally asymptotically stable.
a) i) Next, we prove that Z is unstable when 7 < [1.], and as pointed out in (L0), a > bB. Since the
characteristic equation of the Jacobian J evaluated at Zy is given by

1 a

P =A"=132 “Ban) 0

and P(1) <0, but limy_0 P(\) = oo, there is a real root X > 1, and hence Z is unstable.
b) Let T < [1.], then by , a>bS. By Lemma Z, exists and s unique. Since Z, is an equilibrium
of , we obtain

ab=(b+czZ)(bB+(B-1)cz,) = (m(Z,) - 1) M(Z,). (23)
The Jacobian J of evaluated at Z, is of the form with
1+b cZy ab 1+b cZy - 1-cz,
= — . = — b =
TG mE) e (B-Dem . mGy  meen) ) T

and

_ ab®p Bb+cz,)? _ B(m(z:) - 1)2-

Cm(E)M2(z)  am(3) am(Zzy)

Note that y > 0.
We show that
1-cz,

m(Zy)

L |Bemz) 12

<1
am(Zy)

(24)

)

] + Iyl = ]

since then, by Lemmal[3.5, |J7| < 1.
Firstly, if cz, =1, then x =0 and

- __BmGE)-1)’ @ bB(m(Z)-1)
x|+ lyl =y am () 0B+ (D& <1.

Secondly, we assume that 0 < czZy <1. Then x is also positive and the inequality in s equivalent

B(m(5+: - 1)?

to

<m(zy) - 1+cz,.
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Since, m(2,) —1=0b+ cZ, and using , this inequality can be rewritten as

(m(2:)-1)b
(68 + (8 -1)cz]

< m(2+) - 1 + 824.,

or, equivalently,
B(m(Z:) -1D)b< (m(zZ,) - D[bB+ (B -1)cz | + ez [b8 + (B -1)cz,].

Since this is clearly satisfied, it follows that when cZ, <1, (24]) also holds.
Thirdly, if cZ, > 1, then —x >0 and

cZy -1 . B(m(z,)-1)2 _ a(czy 1)+ B(m(zy) - 1)?
m(zy) am(zy) am(Zy) ’

|z + [yl = -z +y =

To show , we show
a(cz, —1) + B(m(z,) - 1)? <am(3,) = a(1 +b) + acz,.
Cancelling terms and recalling that m(Z,) =1 =b+ cZ,, we have the equivalent form
2
B(b+cz)? <a(2+b) %(lﬁ cz;) (b8 + (B - 1)czy).

Simplifying this inequality yields

(2+b 2+b )

)Cg+ < B(b‘f‘ Cg+) (T -1
Further simplification results in
(2+D)cz, <2B(b+czy) =2(1+b)"(b+czy).

Since
2(1+40)"(b+czy) 22(1+b)(b+czy) > (2+b)czy,

holds.
Therefore, in all three cases, holds independent of the sign of cZ, —1 and so by Lemma

|J7| < 1. Since the spectral radius p(J) < || J7|7 < 1, Z, is locally asymptotically stable. O
Proof of Theorem [3.74. By ([7), for z; > 0 for all ¢ >0,

U a bv
|H(u’v)|:|1+b+cu+ 1+b+cu.bﬁ+(6—1)cv‘
U a bv
S|1+b+cu|+|1+b+cu.bﬁ’+(ﬂ—1)cu|
U a bv
<3 +|1+bH@
< afue,

with a = |15 + m‘ and |ullee = max{u,v}. Since 7> [7.] > 7., a < bf by and therefore o < 1. By

the contraction mapping theorem (Theorem 2 in [25]), 2y is globally asymptotically stable.

If 7 = 7., then a = 3. By the proof in Theorem a) ii), the solutions remain bounded. We point
out that in the same proof, H was shown to be always increasing in the second variable. However, in
this case, H is not necessarily increasing in the first variable. Nevertheless, due to the boundedness and
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positivity of z;, there exists a finite Z = limsup z; > 0. To show that Zy, = Z and therefore 2, is attractive,
we proceed using proof by contradiction. Suppose z > 0. Then

z = limsup z¢41 = limsup H (24, 2¢-r41) < limsup H (2, 2)

=i S b b2
= lim sup T+b+czy (1+b+cz)[bB+(8-1)cz]
' % b’ Bz
s hmsup{l +b+ czt} " (L+0)[bB + (B ~1)cz]
B b3z bB(1+b) + (B-1)ez

= Z<Z,

ST+0 T U0+ B-Dez] (A +0)[bB+ (B-1)ez]

contradicting the assumption that z > 0. Therefore, 0 < liminf z; < limsup z; = 0, and hence lim;_, o, 2¢ =
0. O

Proof of Proposition [3.8 By (1)),

ez <1 ~b(28-1) +/b2(28-1)2-4b(bB-a)(B-1)<2(B-1)
-b(28-1)+/b(b+4a(f-1))<2(B-1)

— élal)(ﬁ—l)-i—b2 §(2(5—1)+b(26—1))2

4ab(B-1)<4(B-1)*+4b(f-1)(28-1) +b*(48(B-1) +1) - b?
ab< (B-1)+b(268-1)+b*3 <= ab<(1+b)(B-1+b3),

and the result follows. O
Proof of Lemma [3.9 Define w; := z; — Z,, then

Weer = H(2t, 2t-r41) = 24 = H(2¢, 24741) — H(Z4, 24)
Let w:=2z; and v := z;_r,1. Then

(1+b)(u-24) . ab(bB(1+b)(v—2,) +bBcz (v—-u) + (B -1)c2zv(Z —u))

e ym(Gy) m(u)M(0)ym(z)M ()
=czZ, M (v) =bBm(z+)
(1+0) b (bBcz, + (B -1)c?z,v) (a3 )+ab(bﬁ(1+b)+b6c2+)(v—2+)
m(u)m(Zz,) m(u)M(v)m(Z,)M(Z,) " m(u)M(v)m(Z,)M(Z,)
_ 1+b B abez, . ab®p oz
{m<u)m<z+> m(@ym () M(z,) }( AT VIO TTER A
@) 1-cz, w3 bB(m(z,) - 1) o) = dw w
= m(u) ( i)+ m(u) M (v) ( +) = diwy + dowy_r41, (25)
for dj = —=<*_ and dy = bB(m(%:)-1) Since 0 < cz; <1 and m(Z,) -1=b+cz, >0, di,dz > 0.

m(Zi+wy) m(Zi+wy) M (Zo+wWi—rs1)
Hence, if sign(w;) = sign(wi—r+1), then sign(wyy1) = sign(wy). Consequently, z¢41 > 24 for 24, 2¢—rp1 > 24
Similarly, if z¢, z;-741 < Z4, then 241 < Z4. 0
Proof of Lemma [3.10. As before, define wy := z; — Z,. To show that holds, it suffices to show that

min{wg, w1, ..., w,_1,0} <w; < max{wp, w1, ..., w,_1,0} forall t>r. (26)
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First we consider the lower bound. For any ¢t > 7, let u = z;_1 and v = 2z;_,. Then by and the fact
that d; >1+b>0 and ds > b5 >0, we have

1-cz, . bB(m(z,)-1)

wy = dywy—y + dawy—r > (dy + dz) min{w;_1, wy—,,0} > 1+b (1+b)bs

min{w;_1, w;—r,0}

= |1 min{w;_1, wi—r, 0} > min{w;_1, wi_a, ..., wi_r,0}.

Hence, the lower bound in holds for ¢t = 7. Arguing inductively, it then also holds for all ¢ > 7. The
argument to show the upper bound in is similar. Hence, the result follows. O]

Proof of Theorem [3.11 As in Lemma define wy := z; — Z;. Let w = limsupw; and w = liminf wy.
Then, by Lemma , both w and w are finite. Recalling that u = z; and v = z;_,1 in , we define H
as follows

~ T bB(m(z,) - 1) o
W1 = H(ze, 20-741) —H (24, 24) = i +wt)wt + (e = w)M (. +wt,T+1)wt_T+1 = H(wg, We—ry1).
Then _
0H _ bB(m(2:) - 1)(bB + (B -1)czy) 50
Owp_rv1 (L+b+c(Ze +w))(0B+ (B-1)e(Zy +wiri1))? ™
We proceed using proof by contradiction. Suppose w > 0. Then
- e, bA(m(z,) - 1)) _
w = limsup w41 < limsup H (wg, w) = limsup . +b+cztwt + (v brcz) b + (5-1)cCi 4_E))w
o 1-czy _ bB(m(z,) - 1)) —
<l e Y b s ea) (b3 + (B= D)e(ze 1))
€(0,1]
B 1-cz, . bB(m(z, - 1)) 0B +b) + (1-cz,)(B-1)c(Z, +w) | _
N0 T 008+ B-DeGira)) | Geb)Br (B-Delz ) |

<,

contradicting the assumption that w > 0. Hence, w < 0 and therefore w < 0.

Next we show that w = 0. Since z; > 0, w > —Z,. Again we proceed using proof by contradiction.
Suppose w = —Z,. Then there must exist a subsequence wy; converging to -2,. By Lemma for Zy # 0,
we can assume, without loss of generality, that z; > 0, i.e., w; > =Z; for ¢ =0,1,...,7 - 1. By Lemma
wy > min{wp,wy, ..., w,_1,0} > —Z,, violating the assumption that the subsequence decreases to
—Z4. Suppose therefore -z, < w < 0. Then

1-cz, bB(b +czy)

Tibrem T (Aabrea)(bB+ (B 1)l +w)) ™

1-cz, wt bB(b+ czy) w

T+b+cze (L+b+cz)(B8+ (B-1)c(zy +w)) ™

w<0 (1 —cE | bB(b + czy) ) _ 0B +b) + (1-c2)(B-1)c(Zs +w)
146 (1+0)(B+(B-1)e(Zr+w)) )~ (1+b)(bB+ (B-1)c(2y +w))

because ¢z, € (0,1]. This violates the assumption that w < 0. Therefore, w = 0 = w, completing the
proof. O

w = liminf w1 > lim infﬁ(wt,w) = liminf

> lim inf

w>w,

For the reader’s convenience, we state the following theorem from [14] that we will use in our proof
of Theorem where we prove global stability of the positive equilibrium.
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Theorem 1.15 in [14] Let g : [a,b]**! — [a,b] be a continuous function, where k is a positive integer

and [a,b] is an interval of real numbers. Consider
xn+1:g(xnaxn—la"‘vxnfk)v n=0,1,...

Assume that g satisfies the following conditions:

1. For each integer i with 1 <i < k+1, the function g(z1, 22, ..., 2k+1) s weakly monotonic in z; for

fized z;, 7 #1.

2. If (r,R) is a solution of the system

T:g(rlar27"'ark+1)7 R:g(R17R2?"'7Rk+1)

then r = R, where for eachi=1,2,... k+1, we set

R R if g is non-decreasing in z;
i = o . o
r  if g is non-increasing in z;
and
r if g is non-decreasing in z;
Ty = . . . . .
R if g is non-increasing in z;

Then there exists exactly one equilibrium T and every solution converges to .

Proof of Proposition[3.12 Differentiating H(z,zr+1) with respect to z is given by (21). Simpli-

fying yields

OH 0B +D) +e((B-1)(1+b) —ab)zi i1

O (et 21me1) =

3zt

Since the denominator is positive,

(1+b+cz)2(bB+ (B-1)czi—re1)

OH

——(2t,2t-741) >0 = P(z-741) = a0 +a12t-r41 >0

ﬁzt

where

ap =bB(1+0b), ar=c((B-1)(1+b)—ab) =c((B-1)(1+b) - (b+cz,)(Bb+ (B -1)czy)),

(27)

and we replaced ab using . Clearly, ag > 0 and since we are assuming that cz, > 1, it follows that

ay <0, since

ar = c((B-1)(1+b)-(b+cz,)(B+(B-1)czy))
< A(B-1)(A+b) - b+ 1)(BB+1) - 1))
= —cbB(1+b)<0.
Therefore,
>0 Zt-rr1 <X = (_aaol)v
<0 ztri1> X

=0 2zir4e1=X

0z

Since cz, > 1,

Bb < cz,bB < cz.(bB + (B - 1)(cZ, - 1))
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and therefore,

Bb(1+b) < cZ (L +b)(bB + (B -1)(cZy — 1)) < cZ (L + ) (BB + (B - 1)¢z,) — (8- 1)(1 +b))
< ((b+c2) (BB + (B -1)cz,) - (B-1)(1 +b))

Dividing by the right-hand side yields

. Bb(1 +b)
X b+ ez) 8+ (B-1)ezs) - (B-1)(1+b))

Further, since y = %, by 7

< Zy. (30)

. bB(1+0)
c[(b+2)(Bb+(B-1)cz) - (B-1)(1+D)]

<~ bB(1+b)<(b+2)(Bb+(B-1)czy) - (B-1)(1+b)
<~ WAL +b)+(B-1)(1+b) < (b+2.)(Bb+ (B-1)czy).

cx<l = <1

The last inequality holds, since for cz, > 1
(b+1)(BF+(B-1)) <(b+cz)(bB+ (B-1)) < (b+cz)(Bb+ (B -1)cz).
Combining this with , we have
ex <1 and X < Z. (31)
We now claim that

X if Zt-741 2 X,

Zpe1 = H(24,20-741) > 17 . .
" e {mln{Zt,Zt-m} if 24 re1 < X

Firstly, we show that if z;_,,1 > x, then z;,1 > x. Since
ZM(0) + (m(Z) - DMGE)x _ 1

1' H Z = 1. ¢
Jim (Z,x) e (L+b+cZ)M(x) ¢

and by , H is non-increasing in the first variable, so for any Z > z;, we have
1
X < - <H(Z,x) < H(zt,x) < H(zt, 26-r01),

where the last inequality holds, because H is increasing in the second variable.
Secondly, if z;_r,1 < x, we show that holds by showing that

Zt+1 > Zm, where z,, =min{z;, z;—r41}.

This inequality is satisfied, since for z;_,.1 < x < Zy, H is strictly increasing in both variables, and
therefore

M (zm)+ (m(Z:) -1)M(2,)

Zee1 = H(z,20-741) 2 H(Zm, 2m) = m

M (zm) + (m(zm) = 1) M (zm)
m(zm) M (2m)

m = Zm;

which results in (32)).
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We now define
s ::min{zt|i73ts(i+1)7—1}, i=0,1,2,..., (33)

and use and to prove that z; > x for all sufficiently large ¢. We proceed using proof by
contradiction. Suppose this is not true. Then for every fixed ¢ > 0, there exists T > ¢ such that z; < x.
By , this implies that z,,, < x for all 4. Since the sequence {z,,,} is also increasing, there exists z*
such that

2" = lim 2, < x. (34)

71— 00

Then, for each € > 0 there exists j(¢) such that z* — e < Zmj, S 2. By , this also implies that
2" —e<z for all t>j(e)r (35)

and
Si={z|z<z", t2ir}+a, for all ¢ > j(e). (36)

By 7 if zg, zs4r-1 ¢ S;, then zg,r ¢ S;. Let z; € S;, for some fixed but arbitrary i > j(€). Then z, < z*,
and by (35)), z* — € < zs, Zs+r-1. Since zs < z* < x, H is non-decreasing in both variables and we obtain

Zs+r = H(ZerT—laZs) > H(Z* - 632* - 6)'

We obtain a contradiction to by showing that there exists € € (0, z*) such that H(z* ¢, 2% —€) > 2*,
since then zg,, > 2*, and this implies that S; = @ for i > j(e)+1. To show the existence of such an € € (0, Z, ),
note that H(z* —¢,2* —€) — 2* is of the form

_ a262 + 1€+ O
S om(z* —e)M(z* —€)’

H(z"—€z"—€)-2"

Since the denominator is positive and
ag=cz"(Zy, —2N)[b(2B-1)+c(B-1)(2: +27)] > 0,

there exists & > 0 such that for € € (0,0), aze? + aje + ag > 0. Hence, there exists € € (0,2*) such that
H(z* —¢,2* —€) > z*. Therefore, we have obtained a contradiction and so there exists T such that z; > x
forallt>T. O

Proof of Proposition [3.13. By Proposition (3.12), there exists 7' such that z; > x for all ¢t > T.
Without loss of generality, let T = 0. We prove that there exists U > 2, such that zy1 € [x,U] for
2ty Zt-r+1 € [X, U]. Since H is increasing in the second variable, and by Proposition , 2 2 x for all
t > 0, it follows using by that H is decreasing in the first variable. Therefore, if such a U exists, then

zie1 = H(z, 20741) < H(X, U), 2ty 2741 € [ X, U]

Hence, to prove the existence of such a U, it suffices to show that H(x,U) < U for some U > Z,.

o Q)
HOoU)-U = (L+b)em(z2)M(U)(bB + (B ~-1)(czy - 1)) )

where Q(U) is a second-order polynomial of the form ¢U? + ;U + qo, with
g2 == (1+0)(B-1)m(z,) (b + (B-1)(cz, - 1)) <0.

Therefore, there exists U* > Z, > x such that Q(U*) < 0 and therefore, since the denominator in is
positive, H(x,U) < U, for all U > U*, completing the proof. O
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Proof of Theorem [3.17) Let Z, # 0. Then, by Proposition there exists T' such that z; > y for all
t >T. By Proposition @L there exists U > Z, such that z; € [x, U] for ¢ > T. Without loss of generality,
we therefore assume z5 € [x,U] for s =0,1,...,7=1, and H: [x,U] x [x,U] = [x,U]. In that case, H is
decreasing in the first variable and strictly increasing in the second variable, hence satisfying 1) in [14},
Theorem 1.15].

Next we show that 2) in [I4] Theorem 1.15] also holds to obtain the result. Consider now r, R € [x, U]
such that

abr

R
T:H(R’T):m(R)+m(R)M(T) (38)
R=H(r,R)= — ablt (39)

m(r) " m(r)M(R)’

In what follows, we show that r = R = Z, is the only solution to 7 in [x,U]. To find all possible
solutions to 7, we multiply by its denominator and obtain

rM(r)ym(R) = RM(r) + abr. (40)

Solving for M(r), we obtain
abr

M) = 00+ Rler=1);

(41)

If er =1, then reduces to

b+ (5-1) = 0

which violates (15]), since ¢z, > 1. Therefore, ¢r # 1. In this case, we solve for R and obtain

_Tab—M(r)(l +b)
R=r = oM (42)

If er < 1, or equivalently r < 1/c, then, by ,
(1+b)M(r)<(1+0)M(1/c)=(1+b)(bB+(8-1)) < ab.

This results in a negative value on the right-hand side of (42), which violates the condition that R € [x,U].
The only possibility that remains is that
er> 1. (43)

Next we find the solutions of 7. Rearranging terms in and solving for R yields

Rm(r)M(R) =rM(R) +abR <=  Rbpm(r) +c(f - 1)m(r)R? = b + (8 - 1)erR + abR
—  R¥c(B-1)m(r)} + R{bfm(r) - (B-1)er —ab} —rb3 = 0.

Since ¢(8-1)m(r) >0 and r8b > 0, there exists exactly one positive root given by

(B-1)er+ab-bBm(r) + \/{bﬁm(r) —(B-1)er - ab}2 +4rbBe(B - 1)m(r)
2¢(B-1)m(r) '

Since the values of R in and must be equal R - R, =0, and hence

R, = (44)

P(r)
2¢(B-1)(cr=1)m(r)M(r)

0=FR-R.= = P(r)=0,

where P(r) =0 if and only if
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r{ab-M(r)(1+b)}2c(B-1)m(r) = (cr = 1)M(r){(8-1)er + ab—bBm(r)}
= (er - 1)M(T)\/{b6m(r) —(B-1)cr —ab}y® + 4rbBe(B - 1)m(r).

If there exists r such that this equality is satisfied, then r also solves

(r{ab—M(r)(1+b)}2c(B-1)m(r) — (cr —1)M(r){(B-1)er +ab- bﬁm(r)})2
—(er—1)2M>(r) ({bﬂm(r) —(B-1)cr —ab}? + 4rBbe(B - 1)m(r)) =0.

Since m(r) and M(r) are linear functions in r, the left-hand side can be expressed as a sixth order
polynomial in 7, namely

6 .
P(r)y=> a;r with
i=0

ap =0

oy = 4ch®B(1+b) (B - 1)(a® - 2aB(1 +b) + bB%(2+1b))

g = ~4b?c (B~ 1)(a®(2+ 1% = 3b(B - 1) - 28) —aB(1 +b)(4+2b% + b(7 - 8B) — 453)
+bB%(2+0)(3+ D% +b(4-58) —4pB))

ag = —4bc3 (B - 1)(a*b(=2B +2+b) + bB(2+b)(3+ 26> —5b(B -1) - 36)(26 - 1)
+a(b®(2-58) +2(B-1)2+b*(7-213+128%) +b(B - 1)(-7 +120)))

ag =4bc' (B -1)(a(-4(B-1)* = 8b(B - 1)? + b* (-3 +45)) - (2+ ) (=(B - 1)* (-1 +45)
+b%(1-68+66%) +b(2- 138+ 2132 -108%)))

as =4 (B-1)2(b*2(1-28) = b(7+2a-118) (8- 1) +2(8-1)* + b*(7 +a - 168 + 55%))

ag =4(2+b)(B - (1+b))(B-1)>.

The first three roots are easily found as equilibria of . The other roots are obtained using the symbolic
computing environment in Maple [28] and can be checked analytically:

1+0b + -
(1+0) r5=71 \/%7 T6=M (45)

c V3 V3

™ =Oa T2 :nga r3=%2-, T4=

where
73 = =22 (2+b)(B- (1+b))(B-1) <0,
m=e{-(c2)(B-1)(28-2-0) + (cZ)b[(B-1)(b+2(1-28)) + bS] + 208[28 -2 - b]},

Yo = 72+ 4bAP(2+ B) (B — 1= b) (B = 1)(cZ. [(B - 1)cz, — b] + 2b3(c2, ~ 1)).

Clearly, r1,73,74 ¢ [x, U], since they are negative. We next show that r5 and rg are also both not feasible.
Interpreting v, as a function of ¢z,

1= 71(c2y) = ao(c2)? + ay(c2) +do, o =2bBe(28-2-b) > 0.

Since ag = —c(B - 1)(28 -2 -b) < 0, there exists exactly one positive root and one negative root of the
equation y; = 0. This root lies in the interval (0,1), because

71(0)=ao>0 and  7(1)=-c(B-1-0)(28-2-b) <0,
and so y; <0 for all ¢z, > 1. Also, since 3 < 0, the roots r5 and rg can be expressed as

-/ + ./
rg = |71| 72 and re = |71| 72. (46)

sl sl
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It follows that 75 is negative and hence not feasible, since
Yo =7 +4b(2+D)(B-1-b)(B-1)Bc* (2. [(B~1)cz, - b] +2bB(cz, — 1)) > 71,

and B>1+b, ¢z, >1and (B-1)cz, -b>(B-1)-b>0.

Next we show that although rg and the corresponding Rg value solve 7, if ¢ € [x, U], then
Rg < 0 and hence not feasible. We proceed using proof by contradiction. If r¢ € [x,U], then by
crg > 1. By and , Rg > 0 if and only if

ab> (1+0)M(rg) <=  (m(Z)-1)M(Z) > (1 +b)M(re)

Il + V72
|’Y$|

P51 1 e2,) (864 (8- 1)ez) — (L4 0)B0] - (L+D)(B- D> L+ D)(B- 1)y (47)

c

<~ (b+cz)(Bb+(B-1)czy)>(1+b)|Bb+ (B-1)c

<

Since the right hand side of is positive, both sides must be positive and so we can square both sides
to obtain:

B8 [(5s c2,)(Bb+ (8- 1)cz) - (1 + BB + (1+ 6)2(B— 1)

214 0)(3- Dl [+ e2) 8+ (8- 1)ez.) - (1 b))
> (L bY(5 - 1),
— Q(cZy) = bo + by(czy) + by(c2,)? + bs(c2.)> + ba(cz ) >0 (48)

where

bo = 46°B%c*(2+b)(B-1)*[(B-1)*(1+2b) - b* (28 - 1)]

b = 462Bc*(2+ b)(B-1)*(28-1)[(B-1)2(1+2b) +b*B - b* (-1 + B+ 5%)]

by = 4bBc*(2+b) (8- 1)°[(8 - 1)°(1+20) + b*B(=3+ 85 - 55°) + b (1 + 56(5 - 1))]
by = =8b°Bc*(2+b)(B-1)*(B-1-b)(28-1)

by = —4b3c*(2+b)(B-1)"(B-1-b).

Interpreting the left-hand side of as a function of cz,, it is a polynomial of order four. Its four roots,
obtained by Maple and easily verifiable, are given by

~ _ _ -b _ -[B(2b+1)-(1+b
(E)1=1, (2)a=-b (cE)s= 20, (e2)y= LD -1+B]
1 5-1
The largest positive root is (¢Z;); = 1. Since by <0, Q(cz,) <0 for all ¢z, > 1. This violates , since
czy > 1.
Finally, o = Z,, a fixed point of the system, and hence Ry = Z,. Therefore, r5 = Ry € [x, U] and is the

only feasible solution of (38)-(39). By [14, Theorem 1.15], Z, is globally asymptotically stable. O
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