arXiv:2108.00579v1 [math.AP] 2 Aug 2021

Global solvability of a predator-prey model
with predator-taxis and prey-taxisdl
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Abstract. This paper is concerned with a diffusive predator-prey model with predator-
taxis and prey-taxis. Based on the Schauder fixed point theorem, we prove the global
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1 Introduction and main results

Attractive prey-taxis describes the biological phenomenon that the predator move towards
higher concentrations of prey. It was first observed in [9] that the ladybugs (predators) in area-
restricted search tend to move toward areas with high aphids (prey) density to increase the
efficiency of predation. Since the pioneer work of [9], the prey-taxis systems have been widely
investigated by many authors. The general form of the prey-taxis system with constant taxis

coefficient is

up = diAu — xV - (uVv) — uh(u) + cquF (v),

(1.1)
vy = daAv + g(v) — uF (v),

where the unknown functions u(z,t),v(x,t) represent the density of the predator and prey, re-
spectively. The term h(u) describes the mortality rate of predators. The function g(v) is the
growth function of prey. F(v) is the functional response function accounting for the intake rate
of predators as a function of prey density and the parameter cq is the conversion rate. The term
—xV - (uVv) represents the prey-taxis effect, where x is a positive constant.

The global existence, uniqueness and boundedness of solutions of (I.I]) have been studied by
many authors, see, for example, [0, 8 [LT], [15] 18, 20] and the references therein. Especially, it was

discovered in [8] [I8] that the system is global solvable in two space dimension, while smallness
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assumption for y can prevent blow up in high dimensions. For a parabolic-elliptic version of (LT,
the global existence of solutions and global stability of a spatial homogeneous equilibrium were
established in [17].

Repulsive predator-taxis explains the phenomenon that prey move away from the gradient of
predator. The example is the presence of bass (predator) restricts crayfish (prey) foraging and
increases anti-predator behaviour such as shelter seeking [7]. A typical form of predator-taxis

system is

up = diAu — uh(u) + c;uF (v),
vy = doAv 4+ €V - (vVu) + g(v) — uF (v),

Here £V - (vVu) represents the repulsive predator-taxis mechanism, where the constant £ > 0. For
F(v) < kv with k& > 0 and sufficiently small £, the global existence and boundedness of solutions,
existence and stability of coexistence steady state solutions as well as Turing instability are given
in [19].

Assume from now on that h(u) = ay + byu, g(v) = agv — byv? and F(v) = v. By combing the

above two taxis mechanisms, it arrives at the following system

up = diAu — xV - (uVv) + u(—ay — bhyu+ c1v), € Q, t>0,

vy = daAv 4+ EV - (vVu) 4+ v(ag — bav — u), xeN, t>0, 12)
1.2

ou  Ov

5_@_07 xed), t>0,

U(JE,O) = UO(l‘), U($70) = Uo(l‘), x € 97

where 2 is a bounded domain in R™ with smooth boundary 92, v denotes the outward normal
vector on Jf), and constants x, &, a;, b, ¢ > 0, i = 1,2. System ([[2)) is also referred to as a
pursuit-evasion model ([14]).

Despite the well development of the prey-taxis system, the surveys of the predator-prey system
with predator-taxis and prey-taxis are at an early stage. In [12] 13], the global existence and large
time behavior of weak solutions are constructed in a bounded interval in one space dimension. It
is shown in [3] that, under some conditions on the initial data, system ([.2)) admits global classical
solutions near homogeneous steady states and these solutions converge to the homogeneous steady
states. In [4], global weak solutions to a variant of (L2]) with nonlinear diffusion and saturated
taxis sensitivity are constructed. The spatial pattern formation induced by the prey-taxis and
predator-taxis is clarified in [16]. As it has been stated in [12] I3] [3], it is more challenging to
analysis ([.2]) compared with the single-taxis system, even for the local existence of solutions.
This article proves the global existence of the classical solutions provided the taxis mechanisms
are weak enough.

Notations of Holder spaces from [I] and [2) Chapter 3| are very important for our conclusion.
We denote Qr = Q x (0,7] with 7' € (0,00) and

- ”p =" HLP(Q)r | - H2+a,Q = HCQJFO‘(QV |- ‘H“%QT = ‘Ci+a,i—+2£(@T)7 i=0,1,2

for the simplicity. Especially, |- |, op = |- | C@y)- Throughout this paper the initial data ug, v



are supposed to satisfy

auo—%zo on Of).

C*t(Q) with 0,1 >0 inQ, — =
up, Vg € ()Wl OZE(, )7 Ug, Vo = m 3z, ov ov

We state the main result as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Let n > 1. Then there exist k > 0 and C' > 0 such that for
0<x, &<k,

the problem (L2) has a unique global solution (u,v) € [C*1(Q x [0,00))]?, and

JuC ez + G Dllcz@) < € for all t € (0,00).

(1.4)

The idea of proving Theorem [[.T]is inspired by [I]. Based on the Schauder-type estimates, we

first derive a priori estimates. And then by use of the Schauder fixed point theorem, we prove the

existence and boundedness of solutions of the problem (I.2]). Finally, we show the uniqueness. We

remark that under the assumption that the mortality rates are density dependent (i.e., by, ba > 0),

one can obtain similar conclusions for other form of (L[2]) via following the arguments leading to

Theorem [T.11

2 Global existence and boundedness

2.1 A basic lemma and some notations

Lemma 2.1. ([1, Theorem 3.1]) (i) There is a function K : (0,1) x (0,00)? — (0,00) with the

following property:

Let a € (0,1), 0 <e <k, T € [1,0), a,b;,c, f € C%2(Qr), ¢ € C*t(Q), with
max{]a\a@T, ’bi‘o,QTv \C\OQT} <kanda>e on Qp. Ifu € C>'(Qr) solves

U — a(m,t)Au—l—ZbiDiu—cu =f,zeQ, te(0,T],

i=1
ou
5—0, Z’eaQ,tG[O,T],
u(z,0) = ¢(x), z € Q,

then
g, < Kah2) (170, + 16l + lulyg, )

(i) There is a function £ : (0,1) x (0,00)? — (0,00) with the following property:

Let o, k,e,T,a,b;,c, f,,u be given as in (i), but with the assumption: max{|a|, O |bi, Ty

]c[O’QT} < k replaced by the stronger condition: max{]a\a@T, ’bi’a,QTv \c\a@T} < k.
Then

(Ul a gy < £(0k,2) (Ifl g, + 10200 + luly g, ) -



For the later use, we next introduce some notations. For 0 < o < 1 and

p =min{dy, da, b1, b2},

o = max {dl, do, by, by, ay, 3—22 2 0”2+a o ||v0\|2+a79} , 21
we define
hi = hi(p,0) = o(1 +p+20), hy=ha(p,0) =0c(l+p),
hs = h3(p,0) = o(1+ po + 02), hy = hy(p,0) = (1 + po),
and

P =2max{K(a, h1,p), K(a,hs3,p)},

3p P P } (2.2)
o+03 (202(1+2P)+2)Ly" [03(p+ 0)(1+ 2P) + 20|L,4

where Lo = L(a, ho, p), L4 = L(a, hy, p), L, K are determined by Lemma 2.1

R:min{

2.2 Existence of solutions

The following lemma provides a priori estimates for v with given solution component v and
small &.

Lemma 2.2. LetT € [1,00),a € (0,1), o, p, P, R be given by (1)) and (Z2). Assume that

0<&<R/3 (2.3)
and u € C?T1H/2(Q) satisfying
0<u<oR, |u|a@T < oPR, |u|2+a@T < p. (2.4)
Then the problem
. o€ . o3 o oby
8~—d2Av—EVu-VU— <RAu+a2—Eu—fv>v—0 xeQ, te(0,T],
%y zed, tel0,T], (25)
ov
- . R _
0(x,0) = 9p(x) := ;vo(x), x €.

admits a unique solution © € C**41+2/2(Q.). Moreover,
0<0<R, |il,qg, PR |05, <P (2.6)
Proof. From (21]), it is easy to get
da,be € [p, 0], az € [0, po/3]. (2.7)

Since 7io(z) := £vo(z), by ([L3) and @), we have

8’00

% € CF(@), 2|

=0, %20, [Poll21a,0 <R (2.8)



Step 1: Ewistence, uniqueness and boundedness. Thanks to ¥(x,0) = @g(x) > 0 for x € €, it
is easy to see that v(x,t) = 0 is a lower solution of (2.1]).
Let o(z,t) = R for (z,t) € Qp. It follows from 23)), (Z.4) and 2.7) that

af ou  oby p .
- - = — - — <
< Au+ ag ) ( |Au| + ap) R<0 in Q.

Moreover, 7y < R due to (2.8]). Hence, v is an upper solution of (2.1]). Making use of the upper and
lower solutions method, one can easily obtain the existence and uniqueness of classical solution
to (Z5). Hence, the problem (ZH) has a unique solution & € C?t*+2/2(Q).) and

0<3<R on Q. (2.9)

Step 2: The regularity. For the convenience, we let

r(z,t) = EgAu +as — T~ J—b217.

R R
By @), @), @) and @3), we find
max < d 0—£|Vu|— 7|05 ¢ < 0+ po+20% =hi(p,0) and dy >
2R 0,Qr Mo,Qr (= P = h(p, 2 2 P
This combined with (Z9]) and (2.8]) enables us to apply Lemma 2.11(i) to (2.5) to get

31,3, < Kleh(p,0),0) (IFollcxa) + 17003, )
< 2](:(04, hl(pra)vp)R
< PR, (2.10)

where we used (2.2)) in the last step. This shows the second estimate of (2.6l).
Next, we shall prove the last inequality of (2.6]). Rewriting (Z.5]) as

N N by _\ .
~— do A — U—€Vu Vo — <%§Au + a2> U= (—%u - %v) 0, zeQ, te(0,T],
9y, zedq, telo,1], (211)
v
0(x,0) = vo(x), € Q.

Making use of (23], (2.4) and (27, it follows that

dy > p and max< do, U—€|Vu| O U—éAu—l—ag <o+ po=:ha(p,o). (2.12)
R a,Qr R o)
y T
Noting that
1f9la.q, < flog9l0g, oo, 900, T 1flag, 9000, (2.13)

holds for all f,g € C%*/?(Qr). In view of (ZI3), (ZI0), and Z3)), we have

_ou oby® 5
R R

< 20°R(1+2P). (2.14)

ayQT




Recalling that [|Tgla;4 o < R due to (2.8). Based on (Z12)) and ([2.1I4), using Lemma 2.TI(ii) to
(Z1I1), we find

5 ou oby?\ _
Plsa,g, < L0 ha(p,0).p) ('(—f— " )

< L(a,ho(p,0),p)(20%(1 +2P) + 2)R

(o QT

lollra g + |@|0,QT>

= (20%(1 + 2P) + 2)LoR

< p.

Here we used (2.2)) in the last deduction. The proof is end. O

The following lemma provides the a priori estimates for u when x is small enough and v is
given and satisfies (2.6)).

Lemma 2.3. LetT € [1,00),a € (0,1), and p,o, P, R be given by (21)) and ([2.2]). Assume that

0<x<oR/3 (2.15)
and v € C?te1+e/2(Qr) with
0<v <R, |v|a7@T < PR, |v|2+a’@T < p. (2.16)
Then the problem
b
atN—dlAaJr%w-va— (—%Av—a1+%v—%ﬂ>ﬂ:0, reQ, 0<t<T,
@:0, red, 0<t<T, (2.17)
ov
- - R _
u(z,0) = up(z) == — uo, x€Q

has a unique solution i € C**1+/2(Q) which satisfies
0<u<oR, |ﬂ|a’©T < oPR, |ﬂ|2+a’©T < p. (2.18)
Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma It follows from (2.I)) that
dy,b1 € [p,o], a1 €10,0], c1 €0, po/3]. (2.19)

By (L3) and (2.1]), we have

_ o0
o € C2F(QY), % o =0 @020, [dollye 0 < oR (2.20)

Step 1: Existence, uniqueness and boundedness. Due to g > 0 on £, it is easily seem that u = 0
is the lower solution of (2.IT]).

Let @i(x,t) = oR in Qp. From 2I5), 216) and ZI9), we find

2

b 2
<—%Av —a+ o - %u> i< <%|Av| + - pa2> oR<0 in Qr.



Hence, it is easy to verify that @ is an upper solution of (ZI7). The upper and lower solutions
method shows that problem (ZI7) admits a unique solution @& € C2T*1*%/2(Q) which satisfies

0<@<oR. (2.21)

This establishes the first inequality in (2.18).
Step 2: The regularity (2.18]). For the convenience, let

b
g(x,t) = —%Av —ai + %v - %ﬁ.
Thanks to (2.15)), (2.16]), (Z19) and (2:21)), we have
ax
dy > p and max{dl, §|VU|O,GT’ |9|0@T} <o+40?p+0d=hs(p, o). (2.22)

We then use Lemma [2.11(i) to infer that
il g, < K, ha(p,0), p)(|liollaq +lilyg,)
< 2K(a, h3(p,0),p)oR
< oPR, (2.23)

where we have used (2:22)), (2.20), (2:21)) and (2.2). This proves the second estimate of (2.I8]).

It remains to show the last inequality of (2.I8]). To achieve this, we need to rewrite (2.I7)) as

&t—dlAﬁ—i—%Vv-Vﬁ—<—%Av—a1)ﬁ: <ﬂfu—”—b1a>a, zeQ, 0<t<T,

) R R
on _y, redQ, 0<t<T, (229
Oov
u(z,0) = ap(z), r€Q

Making use of (2.15]), (2.16]) and (2.19]), we have

di > p and max {dl, %’V’U’a’aT, ‘—%Av —a a@T} < o+ po? = ha(p, o).

This enables us to apply Lemma 2.11(ii) to (2.24]) to derive

. ocy obi _\ . . .
|Uly10,5, < L(a;ha(p,0),p) (‘ <?v — fu) i . + |liollaya, 0 + |u|0@T> . (2.25)
«, T

Similar to the derivation of (2I4]), by using (ZI13), 2I9), @2I6), 22I) and (223]), one can
< o*R(p+0)(1+2P).

obtain
o, 7Y ;
'<Rv Ru>ua©
y T

This combined with (2.25)), (220), 2.2I)) and (2.2) implies

|ﬂ|2+a76T < ﬁ(a7 h4(107 0)7p) ( + ||ﬂ0||2+0lv(2 + |ﬂ|07QT>

a, Qr
< L(, ha(p,0), p)lo”(p+ 0)(1 + 2P) + 20]R
= [03(p + O')(l + 2P) + 20‘]£4R

< p.

This gives the last estimation of (2ZI8]) and hence completes the proof. O



In what follows, we shall consider

ut:dlAu—%V-(qu)+ (—al—l—%v—%u) u, z€Q, te(0,T],

v = doAv + %V - (vVu) + <a2 - %u — %v) v, xeQ, te(0,T],

Su B (2.26)
525:07 x e, tel0,T],

u(z,0) = ?uo(x), v(x,0) = ?vo(x), z € Q.

Lemma 2.4. LetT € [1,00),a € (0,1), and p,o, P, R be given by 2.1)) and (22). Assume that
x € (0,0R/3] and & € (0,R/3].
Then there exists (i,0) € (C*T*1/2(Qp))? which solves Z.28). And (@i,?) satisfies

0<

=g

S URa ’ﬁ’O"@T S UPRa ’ﬂ’2+a7@T S P

and

(@)
IN
[S4!
IN
=)

g, < PR, [0z, <0
Proof. We first define

= u,v € C2+Ol7l+oc/2(@T) : 0 Su= UR’ 0 SV R’ ’u‘a, Qr — g R7
’U’a’@T < PR, maX{’ub—i—a,@T’ ’U’2+a,@T} sp

Define
W = [C2+a/2,1+a/4(§T)]2.
It is easy to see that W is a Banach space endowed with norm

1w 0)llw = [ulyyao,g, + [tlyaseg, for (uv) € W,

Moreover, X is a compact convex subset of W.

For the given (u,v) € 3, let © = M (u) be the unique solution of (23] obtained by Lemma
22 and @ = N(v) be the solution of (2.I7) given by Lemma 23l Set F(u,v) = (4, ). It follows
from Lemma 2.2l and Lemma 23] that @, € C?1+2/2(Q,) and

0<a<oR, lil,g, <0oPR, lily,q, <0

and

0<5<R |tl,5, <PR |tlhag, <p (2.27)

a7QT -

Hence, F maps from X into itself.
In order to apply the Schauder fixed point theorem, we will prove that F is continuous in the

norm || - ||w of the Banach space W. For (u;,v;) € ¥, 1= 1,2, let

f)i:M(ui), ﬂi:N(UZ’), U=uy — U2, V=171 — Uy, ﬁ:ﬂl—ﬁg, 17:61—?72.



Clearly, © = 07 — U9 satisfies

7

- . o N o o oby N ~
Uy — doAD — éVul Vo — <E£Au1 + a9 — UL~ 72(1)1 + v2)> v
_ %y TN
= RVUQ Vu + Rngu 702U xeQ, te (0,7,
o
= = Q, t T
£ 0, x €00, tel0,T],
@(l"O):O’

z € Q.

It is clear that "P’a/z o, < 3lel,, o for any ¢ € C*/2(Qy). Since & satisty (ZZ7) for i = 1,2
and (u1,v1) € X, we have

|u1|2+0¢7©T § P |1~)i|a,§T S PR fori= 1,2.
And hence there is C7; > 0 such that

o o o oby
Eglvulfa/g,@,f, EEAM +ay — pur - ?2(’01 +02)| < Ch
a/27QT
Similarly, one can find Cy > 0 such that

o€ _ o€ o .
EVUQ -Vu+ ﬁngu — Evgu

< Oolulyy 05,
06/27671 +a/ 7QT

In view of the parabolic Schauder theory (cf. [I0, Theorem IV.5.3]), there is C3 > 0 which depends
on a,T,Q, C; such that

|1~)|2+a/27©T < Cs

o o o
—Vvy - Vu + —Sf)gAu — —Vou
< 02C3’u‘2+a/2,@;p’ (2.28)
We next estimate u. It is easy to see that @ = @1 — U9 satisfies
(

- . oX - ox ocy oby N -
—diAu+ =V -Va+ | LA +a1 — —v1 + — (01 +

up — d1 AT i v1 - Vi <R v 4+ ay 7 V1 7 (tq uQ)> U

= ——?V&g- Vo — —UxﬂgAv+—UclfL2v, re, 0<t<T,

R R
o1
o, red, 0<t<T,
ov
a(ajao) = 07 T € Q
Similar to the above, there exist Cy, Cs > 0 such that
o o oc oby , . -
%!V’Ul\a/Z@T, ‘%Avl +a; — 71?11 + f(ul +ag)| < Cy,
a/27QT
and

oX — . oxX . ocy .
— 2V - VU — L0 Av + — <( ol
R Vie Vo pialvd priav| o = Gslvlia g,
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Again by the parabolic Schauder theory, there is Cg > 0 such that

’ﬂ‘2+a/2,@T < CG‘U‘2+a/2,§T'
This combined with (2.28) yields that
[F (1, v1) = Fug, v2)lw = [[(@,0)[lw
= lilta2, gy + 1Plaras2, 3,

< max{CsCs, Co} (Julyyaso g, + 101310/, )

< max{CgC:),,CG}H(Ul’Ul) - (U2=’U2)HW-

This shows that F is continuous in the norm || - || of the Banach space W.
Making use of the Schauder fixed point theorem (cf. [5, Theorem 11.1]), there exists (4,0) € X

such that F(a,0) = (u,0). Hence, problem (226)) admits a solution (@,?). And the desired
estimates follow from the definition of X. O

In view of Lemma [Z4], we can prove the existence of solutions of (LZ]).

Lemma 2.5. Let a € (0,1), and p,o, P, R be given by 2.1) and [2.2)). Assume that
x € (0,0R/3] and &€ (0,R/3].

Then there exists a solution (u,v) € [C*Y(Qp)]? solving [L2) on [0,T] for any T € [1,00), and
(u,v) satisfies

0<u<o? |u|a’§T < Po?, |u|2+a’§T < po/R. (2.29)
and
0<v<o, |v|a7§T < Po, |v|2+a7§T < po/R, (2.30)

Proof. Let T € [1,00) and (@, 0) be the solution of (2.26]) obtained in Lemma 24 i.e.,

i = diAG— X9 (avo) + [ —ar + 2% — %210 ) 4

U = d1AG RV (qu)—i—( a; + 70 Ru)u, r e, te (0,7,
. o R o, oby \ .
vt:dgAv—l—Egv'(vVu)+(ag—ﬁu—fv>v, xeQ, te(0,T],
ou 00

5—%—0, x € 01, tE[O,T],
i(,0) = Tup(a), o, 0) = vof), req

By letting u = %4 and v = %9, then it is easy to verify that (u,v) solves (L.2]) on [0, 7] and fulfills

229) and (230). O
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2.3 Uniqueness of solution
The coming lemma asserts that the solution obtained in Lemma is the unique solution of
(2.
Lemma 2.6. Let a € (0,1), and p,0, P, R be given by [2.1)) and 22]). Assume that
x € (0, cR/3] and ¢ € (0, R/3|. (2.31)
Then there is a unique solution (u,v) € [C*1(Qp)]? of the problem [L2) on [0,T] for T € [1,00).

Proof. On the one hand, let (u1,v1) € [C*(Qr)]? be a solution of (I2)). By using the maximum
principle, it is easy to see that uy,v; > 0. Clearly, there is Cy > 0 such that

luily g, [v1leg, < Co. (2.32)

On the other hand, suppose that (ug,v2) is the solution of (L2)) obtained in Lemma Then
(ug, vo) satisfies (2.29]) and (2.30), and hence

0<uy<o? and 0<vy <o. (2.33)

Let w =u; —ug and z = v; — vo. Then w and z satisfy

wy — diAw + xV - (wVvr) + [a1 — crv1 + by (ug + ug)]w
= —xV - (uaVz) + crugz, zeq, 0<t<T,
8—wzo, zedN, 0<t<T,
ov
w(zx,0) =0, zeQ,
and
)
2zt —daAz — EV - (2Vuy) + (—CLQ +u1 + bg(?)l + 1)2))2
=¢V - (v2Vw) — vaw, zeQ, 0<t<T,
%:0, z€edN, 0<t<T,
ov
kz(a:,O):O, € Q.

Making use of the testing procedure, by (2.1), (231), (233]) and (2.32]), we have that, for some
C,Cy > 0,

1
—i/w2d$ = —d1/ |Vw|2d$+x/wVw-Vv1d:E—|—x/uQVz-dex
2dt Jo Q Q Q

—/ w2[a1 —cpv1 + by (ug + ug)|dz + cl/ uswzdx
Q Q

IN

dy 2 X’ 2 2 X 2
—— [ [Vw|*dz + &= [ w*|Vu[°de + = [ we|Vw|“dx
2 Ja 2dy Jo 2 Ja

+K/uz|Vz|2d:L"—|—cl/v1w2dx+cl/u2wzd$
2 Ja Q 0
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3 3
< —£+U—R /|Vw|2d$+U—R/ |Vz|2dx+01/(w2+22)d:17, (2.34)
2 6 Q 6 Jo Q

and

1
—i/ 2dr = —d2/ |Vz|2dx—§/ sz-Vu1d$—£/v2Vw-Vzd:E
2dt Jo Q Q Q

—/ 2%(—ap + ug + ba(v1 + v2))dw — / vowzdx
Q Q

2
< —@/ \Vz]zdx—i-g—/22]Vu1\2dx+§/02ww]2dx
2 Jo 2ds o 2 Jo
+§/vg\Vzlzdx+a2/z2dx—/vngdx
2 Ja Q Q
Py oh /|VZ|2dx+ﬁ/ |Vw|2—|—02/(w2—|—z2)dx. (2.35)
2 6 Q 6 Jo Q
It follows from (2.34]) and (2.35]) that

1d 9 9 p oR 0o°R / 9 / 9
- < — . -
2dt/9(w —|—z)d:1:_< 5 T 5 + 5 Q|Vw| dz + Q|Vz| dz

+(Cy + Cy) /Q(w2 + 2?)dz. (2.36)

IN

From the definition of R, we have R < 3p/(c + 0%) and hence

This combined with (2.36]) yields

d
a4 / (w? + 22)dz < 2(Cy + Cs) / (w? + 22)da.
Noting that w(z,0) = z(z,0) = 0, Gronwall’s lemma asserts that w = z = 0. This completes the
proof. O

Proof of Theorem [[.TI Combining the conclusions of Lemmas [2.5] 2.6] and using the arbitrari-
ness of T > 1 we know that the solution (u,v) of (2] exists uniquely and globally, and the
estimate (L4]) holds. O
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