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PERSISTENCE CRITERIA FOR A CHEMOSTAT WITH

VARIABLE NUTRIENT INPUT AND VARIABLE WASHOUT

WITH DELAYED RESPONSE IN GROWTH

Mauro Rodriguez Cartabia

Abstract. We study a general single-species chemostat model with non-
autonomous input and washout, and a discrete-time delay between consump-
tion of the nutrient and growth. The goal of this article is to provide sufficient
and necessary conditions for persistence. The persistence criteria obtained
here extend previous works that have studied the autonomous model with
delay or the non-autonomous model without delay. Furthermore, in the par-
ticular case of periodic nutrient input and the same periodic washout with
delayed response in growth, the persistence criteria are average criteria. We
remark in no case we need to impose any restrictions on the size of the delay.

1. Introduction

The chemostat is a manufactured device in which microorganisms are cultivated in a liquid
by continuous addition of fresh medium. The input contains in excess all the nutrients necessary

for the growth of the organisms except for one that we denote by nutrient. Meanwhile, the
medium is continuously pumped out to keep the volume constant. The washout contains nutrient,
organisms, and, in some cases, products produced by these organisms. We refer to [8] for a
complete description.

To study the chemostat with variable nutrient input and variable washout with delayed re-
sponse in growth we follow the model presented in [1] that combines non-autonomous (periodic)
inputs and a delay between consumption and growth. In this article we firstly work with general
inputs, without imposing any periodicity. Therefore, given a constant τ ≥ 0, consider the system

{

s′(t) =
(

s(0)(t) − s(t)
)

D(t) − x(t)p(s(t)), t ≥ 0,

x′(t) = −D(t)x(t) + x(t− τ)p(s(t− τ))e
−

∫ t

t−τ
D(r)dr

, t ≥ 0,

(1.1)

with initial conditions

(s, x)

∣

∣

∣

[−τ,0]
=
(

sin, xin
)

.

These initial conditions must be non-negative time functions defined over the interval [−τ, 0]. Here
s represents the concentration of the nutrient and x denotes the concentration of the organism.
Furthermore, s(0) and D are non-negative time continuous functions representing the concentra-
tion of the input nutrient and the washout rate, respectively. As usual, we assume the function
p : [0,∞) → [0,∞) is continuously differentiable with p(0) = 0 and p′(s) > 0 for all s ≥ 0. This
function can be seen as a generalization of the Monod model given by

p(s) =
ms

a + s

where m > 0 is the maximal growth rate and a > 0 is the half-saturation constant. Here τ
represents a constant delayed time between consumption of the nutrient and growth. Furthermore,

exp(−
∫ t

t−τ
D) is the biomass factor consumed at time t − τ that remains at time t. For an

explanation of this model see [4, 7].
In this work we study the persistence of solutions in the chemostat. This implies finding

conditions, necessary and sufficient, to ensure that the concentration of the organism remains
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2 PERSISTENCE CRITERIA FOR A CHEMOSTAT MODEL

away from zero for all positive times. To deepen in this concept see [6]. There are several studies
of persistence in the chemostat, we focus on two. A crucial work by Ellermayer was done in [3]

where he proved persistence criteria for System 1.1 in the case of s(0) and D constant positive
functions. Furthermore, in [5], Ellermeyer et al. provided persistence criteria for System 1.1 in
the case of variable input and constant washout with instantaneous response in growth (τ = 0).

Despite the relevance of this matter, there is a lack of analysis for persistence criteria in a
more general case, such as the one proposed in System 1.1. Furthermore, this lack includes the
particular case with s(0) and D periodic functions. Therefore the main result of this work is
Theorem 2.1 and, to the best of our knowledge, is the first one that provides persistence criteria
for System 1.1. To sketch it consider z a solution of System 1.1 in the absence of organisms (called
washout solution). The theorem states that persistence occurs if and only if over large intervals
the integral of p(z) weighted by a function ϕ is larger than the integral of D. Here ϕ depends
on the system and is independent of any particular solution (see (2.4) for a precise definition).
Analogously, in the case of periodic input and washout, ϕ is periodic and Theorem 3.1 states that
the persistence occurs if and only if the average of p(z)ϕ is larger than the average of D.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we define the concepts mentioned
above, and state Theorem 2.1. In Section 3, we relate this theorem to certain particular cases,
including Theorem 3.1. We also emphasize the connection with previous works mentioned. Finally,
Section 4 is devoted to proving Theorem 2.1 and Section 5 is devoted to proving the results of
Section 3.

2. Main result

Since s and x are concentrations, they must always be non-negative functions (we show this
in Section 4). Furthermore, we are interested in organism-positive solutions. This motivates the
following definition.

Definition 2.1 (Non-null initial conditions). We say (sin, xin) is a non-null initial condition if
its time functions are non-negative, and either xin(0) > 0 or there exists t∗ ∈ [−τ, 0] such that
sin(t∗) > 0 and xin(t∗) > 0.

The original chemostat models assume instant growth after consumption (τ = 0), but for sev-
eral biological systems this assumption seems unnatural, see [7, Chapter 1] for instance. Referring
to experimental works to motivate the introduction of time delay, we remark [2] where the author
reviewed several studies on the delayed response in the growth of algae. More recently, Ellermeyer
et al. in [4] studied Escherichia coli assuming τ = 20 minutes.

Furthermore, for biological models it is always fundamental to find criteria for the persistence
of the organisms over an indefinitely long period of time (see [9] for instance). This is the main
concern of this article.

Definition 2.2 (Persistence). System 1.1 is said to be persistent if

lim inf
t→∞

x(t) > 0

for every trajectory with non-null initial conditions.

2.1. Persistence criteria. Firstly, we observe that if the integral of the function D is not infinity
then System 1.1 is always persistent. To see this consider a solution with non-null initial condition
and fix t0 such that x(t0) > 0. Then

d

dt

(

x(t)e

∫

t

t0
D(r)dr

)

=
(

x′(t) +D(t)x(t)
)

e

∫

t

t0
D(r) dr

= x(t− τ)p(s(t − τ))e

∫ t−τ

t0
D(r) dr

≥ 0,

which means that

x(t) ≥ x(t0)e
−

∫

t

t0
D(r)dr

≥ x(t0)e
−

∫

∞

t0
D(r)dr

> 0

for all t ≥ t0 and the system is persistent. Therefore to study persistence criteria it seems natural
to assume the function D is large enough such that its integral diverges.
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In order to state Theorem 2.1 we need to introduce some functions. Throughout this article
we repeatedly denote by z a solution of the equation

z′(t) =
(

s(0)(t) − z(t)
)

D(t) (2.1)

for t ≥ 0, with z(0) > 0. As mentioned, this is the solution of the nutrient in System 1.1 in
absence of organisms and is known as the washout solution. Note that z is given by

z(t) = z(0)e
−

∫ t

0
D(r) dr

+

∫ t

0

s(0)(h)D(h)e
−

∫ t

h
D(r) dr

dh. (2.2)

We also work with

c(t) := c(0)e
−

∫

t

0
D(r)dr

+

∫ t−τ

−τ

c(h)p(z(h))e
−

∫

t

h
D(r)dr

dh, t ≥ 0 (2.3)

and we assume that c ≥ 0 in [−τ, 0] with c(0) > 0. Observe that c is solution of the linear equation

c′(t) = −D(t)c(t) + c(t− τ)p(z(t − τ))e
−

∫ t

t−τ
D(r)dr

.

Since c(t) > 0 for all t ≥ 0 we can define the function

ϕ(t) :=
c(t)

c(t+ τ)
e

−

∫ t+τ

t
D(r) dr

, t ≥ 0 (2.4)

which is explicitly given by

ϕ(t) =
c(0)e

−

∫

t

0
D(r) dr

+
∫ t−τ

−τ
c(h)p(z(h))e

−

∫

t

h
D(r) dr

dh

c(0)e
−

∫ t

0
D(r) dr

+
∫ t

−τ
c(h)p(z(h))e

−

∫ t

h
D(r) dr

dh

.

Observe that multiples of c result in the same ϕ and that the image of ϕ is contained in (0, 1]. Fur-
thermore, the following result, which provides sufficient and necessary conditions for persistence,
shows that this function ϕ is inherent to System 1.1 in the sence that it relevance is independet
on the choince of z(0) or c over [−τ, 0].

Therefore, we can state the main result of this article.

Theorem 2.1 (Persistence criteria). Let τ be any non-negative constant and assume the function

s(0) is upper and lower bounded by positive constants, D is upper bounded by a positive constant,
and the integral of D diverges. Furthermore, let z be solution of (2.1) and ϕ defined in (2.4).

Therefore System 1.1 is persistent if and only if there are positive constants η and T such that
∫ t2

t1

p(z(t− τ))ϕ(t − τ) dt >

∫ t2

t1

(D(t) + η) dt (2.5)

for all t1 > T , t2 − t1 > T .

3. Particular cases and previous results

3.1. Periodic nutrient input and washout. Let ω be a positive constant, we now study the
particular case when s(0) and D are ω-periodic. For an ω-periodic function f we denote its average
as

〈f〉 :=
1

ω

∫ ω

0

f(t) dt.

Then we have the following result.

Theorem 3.1 (Persistence for periodic data). Let τ be any non-negative constant and assume

the functions s(0) and D are ω-periodic with the former positive and the latter non-null.
Then there are a unique ω-periodic function z solution of (2.1) and a unique c (up to a

constant factor) such that ϕ defined in (2.4) is ω-periodic. Therefore System 1.1 is persistent if
and only if

〈p(z)ϕ〉 > 〈D〉.
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3.2. Constant nutrient input and constant washout. This particular case serves to illustrate
the ideas behind the proofs of Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 3.1 and their relation to previous work.
Assume that s(0) and D are constants and that τ > 0. Ellermeyer in [3, Theorem 3.3 & Theorem
3.4] proved that System 1.1 is persistent if and only if

p(s(0))e−Dτ > D. (3.1)

We get the same result in the following corollary of Theorem 3.1.

Corollary 3.1. If s(0) and D are constants and τ > 0 then System 1.1 is persistent if and only
if inequality (3.1) holds.

Proof. Define z = s(0) and ϕ ∈ (0, 1) as the unique number that satisfies

ϕ = e−p(s(0))τϕ.

We claim that

p(s(0))ϕ > D (3.2)

is equivalent to (3.1). To see this assume (3.2), then

D < p(s(0))ϕ = p(s(0))e−p(s(0))ϕτ < p(s(0))e−Dτ ,

and (3.1) holds. Reversing inequality, (3.1) implies (3.2).
Now define

c(t) = e
t
(

−D+p
(

s(0)
)

ϕ
)

and note that satisfies (2.3). Since

c(t)

c(t+ τ)
e−τD = e

−τp
(

s(0)
)

ϕ
= ϕ

we get that ϕ is the unique function given by Theorem 3.1. Finally, this establishes that System
1.1 is persistent if and only if (3.2) holds and the result is proved. �

Since the above corollary does not require the use of function ϕ, it seems natural to ask whether
this equivalence can be extended to a more general case: is it possible to replace ϕ in inequality

(2.5) in Theorem 2.1 by exp(−
∫ t

t−τ
D(r) dr)? The answer is negative, as we show in the following

subsection.

3.3. Constant nutrient input and variable washout. We now prove that in the particular
case of constant nutrient input, the persistence of System 1.1 implies a generalization of inequality
(3.1). Furthermore, with a counterexample, we show that this generalization does not imply the
persistence of System 1.1.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose the function s(0) is positive constant and D is upper bounded. There-
fore, if System 1.1 is persistent then there are positive constants η and T such that

∫ t2

t1

p(z)e
−

∫ t

t−τ
D(r)dr

dt >

∫ t2

t1

(D(t) + η) dt (3.3)

for all t1 > T and t2 − t1 > T .

The proof of this result is given in Section 5. In the following example, we show that the
condition (3.3) is not sufficient to ensure persistence.

Example 3.1. Consider the case p(z) = π, τ = π/2, D(t) = 1 − sin(t), η ∈ (0, 1/100) and
T = 300π. Then

∫ t2

t1

p(z)e
−

∫

t

t−τ
D(r)dr

dt >

∫ t2

t1

(D(t) + η) dt (3.4)

for all t1 > T and t2 − t1 > T , and yet System 1.1 is not persistent.
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To show this note that for all h ∈ R we get
∫ 2π+h

h

p(z)e
−

∫ t

t−τ
D(r)dr

dt =

∫ 2π+h

h

πe−π/2+sin(t)−cos(t) dt

=

∫ 2π

0

πe−π/2+sin(t)−cos(t) dt

> 6.42.

Let be n ∈ N such that 2πn ≤ t2 − t1 < 2π(n+ 1). Then n ≥ 150, we obtain
∫ t2

t1

(D(t) + η) dt = (1 + η)(t2 − t1) + cos(t2) − cos(t1)

< (t2 − t1)1.01 + 2

< 2π(n + 1)1.01 + 2

< 6.42n

≤

∫ t2

t1

p(z)e
−

∫

t

t−τ
D(r) dr

dt,

and condition (3.4) is satisfied.
We now focus on persistence. Consider the constant ϕ such that

ϕ = e
−

∫

t

t−π/2
πϕdr

= e−ϕπ2/2,

then ϕ < 0.3. Furthermore, both p(z)ϕ and D are 2π-periodic functions that satisfy

〈πϕ〉 = ϕ2π2 < 2π = 〈D〉.

Therefore, by Theorem 3.1 System 1.1 is not persistent. This ends the example.

Remark 3.1. A remaining question in this article is whether Proposition 3.1 is valid for a
general nutrient input function.

3.4. Instantaneous response in growth. Now assume τ = 0 in System 1.1. Therefore we get
the following result.

Corollary 3.2. Let τ = 0 and assume the functions s(0) and D are upper bounded. Then System
1.1 is persistent if and only if there are positive constants η and T such that

∫ t2

t1

p(z(t)) dt >

∫ t2

t1

(D(t) + η) dt

for all t1 > T , t2 − t1 > T .

The proof follows directly from Theorem 2.1 since ϕ = 1. Furthermore, the assumption that
s(0) is lower bounded by a positive constant is not required. This is because to prove Theorem
2.1 this assumption is only necessary in the case that τ > 0 (see proof of Lemma 4.6).

Ellermeyer et al. studied System 1.1 with instant response in growth and with constant washout
for nutrient and (different) constant washout for organisms in [5]. Therefore, Corollary 3.2 agrees
with Theorem 3 therein if we assume D constant in the former and the same washout for s and
x in the latter.

4. Proof of the main result

To begin with the study of System 1.1 we first analyze the existence and uniqueness of solutions.
Furthermore, as mentioned, for physics reasons s and x must be non-negative functions. Since
p(s) is locally Lipschitz continuous we get the local existence and uniqueness of solutions. Now fix
ε > 0 and T ∈ (0, ε) such that a solution exists on [−τ, ε). Then s and x are bounded on [−τ, T ]
and so on p′(s). By the mean value theorem applied to p, we get

s′(t) ≥ −D(t)s(t) − p(s)x(t) ≥ −Ms(t)
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for some constant M = M(T ), which implies s ≥ 0 on [0, T ]. Similarly x is non-negative on [0, T ].
Taking limit on T ensures the functions s and x are non-negative over [−τ, ε). Therefore

s′(t) ≤ max
h∈[0,ε]

D(h)s(0)(h),

x′(t) ≤ max
h∈[−τ,ε−τ ]

x(h)p(s(h))e
−

∫ h+τ

h
D(r)dr

,

which provides the solution can be extended over [−τ,∞). Finally, note that if x(t) > 0 for some
t ≥ 0 then x(h) > 0 for all h ≥ t. Therefore we have the following observation.

Remark 4.1. System 1.1 is persistent if and only if for every solution (s, x) with non-null initial
conditions there exists δ > 0 such that x(t) ≥ δ for all t ≥ τ .

4.1. Main ideas of the proof. We sketch the plan for proving Theorem 2.1. Assume x(t) is
positive for t ≥ τ , therefore

d

dt
ln(x(t)) = −D(t) +

x(t − τ)

x(t)
p(s(t− τ))e

−

∫ t

t−τ
D(r) dr

= −D(t) + p(s(t − τ))ψ(t − τ)

(4.1)

if we define

ψ(t) :=
x(t)

x(t+ τ)
e

−

∫ t+τ

t
D(r)dr

(4.2)

for all t ≥ 0. This equality is the reason to define ϕ as in (2.4). Note that

x(t+ τ) = x(t0)e

∫ t+τ

t0
p(s(h−τ))ψ(h−τ)−D(h) dh

(4.3)

for t + τ ≥ t0 ≥ τ and taking t0 = t we obtain

e
−

∫ t+τ

t
p(s(h−τ))ψ(h−τ) dh

= e
−

∫

t

t−τ
p(s(h))ψ(h) dh

= ψ(t) (4.4)

for all t ≥ τ .
Now assume System 1.1 is persistent. In the proof of the main theorem, we show that this

implies that for large times it happens that z ≫ s. Furthermore, this implies p(z) ≫ p(s) and
there is η positive such that

∫

p(z(t))ϕ(t) dt ≥

∫

(p(s(t))ψ(t) + 2η) dt

(Lemma 4.3). Then x and ln(x) are both bounded (Lemma 4.1) and using (4.1) we can find t2
larger enough than t1 such that

∫ t2

t1

(−D(t) + p(s(t − τ))ψ(t − τ) + η) dt = ln(x(t2)) − ln(x(t1)) + (t2 − t1)η ≥ 0.

Finally, we get
∫ t2

t1

p(z(t− τ))ϕ(t − τ) dt >

∫ t2

t1

(D(t) + η) dt.

These are the main ideas behind the proof of the first half of Theorem 2.1.
On the other hand, assume (2.5). To prove persistence we reason by contradiction. If x is

small enough, then it happens that z ≈ s. This implies that ψ ≈ ϕ (Lemma 4.6), p(z) ≈ p(s), and

∫

(p(s(t− τ))ψ(t − τ) −D(t)) dt ≈

∫

(p(z(t− τ))ϕ(t − τ) −D(t)) dt > 0.

Returning to (4.3) we see that x cannot decrease to zero.
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4.2. Preliminary results. We state and prove several technical lemmas for the proof of Theorem
2.1. From now on and until the end of this section we assume the hypothesis of this theorem:
s(0) is upper and lower bounded by positive constants, and D is upper bounded and its integral
diverges. Also we introduce functions f, g : [−τ,∞) → R+ both upper bounded by a positive
constant M and f also lower bounded by a positive constant. Furthermore, we ask M satisfies

M ≥
1

4τ + 1
. (4.5)

As it was done in [3], we work with the concentration of nutrient stored internally given by

y(t) :=

∫ t

t−τ

x(h)p(s(h))e
−

∫ t

h
D(r)dr

dh. (4.6)

Lemma 4.1. The functions z, s, x and y given in (2.1), 1.1 and (4.6), respectively, satisfy

|z(t) − s(t) − x(t) − y(t)| → 0

when t goes to infinity. Furthermore, they all are upper bounded.

Proof. To begin note that

d

dt
y(t) = x(t)p(s(t)) − x(t− τ)p(s(t− τ))e

−

∫ t

t−τ
D(r)dr

−D(t)y(t).

Then

d

dt
(z − s − x − y) = s(0)(t)D(t) −D(t)z(t)

− (s(0)(t) − s(t))D(t) + x(t)p(s(t))

− x(t− τ)p(s(t− τ))e
−

∫

τ

t
D(r) dr

+ x(t)D(t)

− x(t)p(s(t)) + x(t− τ)p(s(t− τ))e
−

∫

t

t−τ
D(r) dr

+ y(t)D(t)

= −D(t)(z(t) − s(t) − x(t) − y(t))

and therefore

|z(t) − s(t) − x(t) − y(t)| = |z(0) − s(0) − x(0) − y(0)|e
−

∫ t

0
D(r) dr

.

This proves the first statement of the lemma. Finally, by equality (2.2),

z(t) = z(0)e
−

∫ t

0
D(r) dr

+

∫ t

0

s(0)(h)D(h)e
−

∫ t

h
D(r) dr

dh

≤ max
h≥0

{

z(0), s(0)(h)
}

(

e
−

∫

t

0
D(r)dr

+

∫ t

0

D(h)e
−

∫

t

h
D(r) dr

dh

)

,

= max
h≥0

{

z(0), s(0)(h)
}

which implies that z is upper bounded. Since z, s, x e y are non-negative functions, by the
previous statement, they all are upper bounded. �

Lemma 4.2. The function ϕ defined in (2.4) satisfies

ϕ(t) = e
−

∫

t

t−τ
ϕ(h)p(z(h)) dh

.

Proof. To see this note that c(t) defined in (2.3) is positive for all t ≥ 0 and satisfies

c′(t) = c(t)

(

−D(t) +
c(t− τ)

c(t)
p(z(t− τ))e

−

∫ t

t−τ
D(r) dr

)

= c(t) (−D(t) + ϕ(t − τ)p(z(t − τ))) .

Then

c(t + τ) = c(t)e

∫ t+τ

t
(−D(h)+ϕ(h−τ)p(z(h−τ)))dh
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and we finally get

e

∫

t+τ

t
ϕ(h−τ)p(z(h−τ)) dh

=
c(t)

c(t+ τ)
e

−

∫

t+τ

t
D(h) dh

= ϕ(t).

�

The next lemma is the key to proving the first half of Theorem 2.1.

Lemma 4.3. Let t0 ≥ 0 and τ > 0. Consider ϕ, ψ : [t0 − τ,∞) → (0, 1] satisfying

ϕ(t) = e
−

∫ t

t−τ
f(h)ϕ(h) dh

,

ψ(t) = e
−

∫

t

t−τ
g(h)ψ(h) dh

for all t > t0 and assume there is ε > 0 such that

f(t) > g(t) + ε (4.7)

for all t ≥ t0. Then there are positive constants η and T such that
∫ t2

t1

f(t − τ)ϕ(t − τ) dt ≥

∫ t2

t1

(g(t − τ)ψ(t − τ) + 2η) dt

for all t2 − T ≥ t1 ≥ t0.

Proof. Firstly, define

α = 1 + ε/(2M)

η = min
{

ln (α) /(3τ), εe−τM/6
}

,

T = Mτ/η + 3τ.

and fix t1 and t2 satisfying t2 − T ≥ t1 ≥ t0. We sketch the proof in three steps.
Step 1. Observe that if αϕ(t) ≤ ψ(t) for t ≥ t0, then we get

e

∫

t

t−τ
(f(h)ϕ(h)−g(h)ψ(h)) dh

=
ψ(t)

ϕ(t)
≥ α

which implies
∫ t

t−τ

(f(h)ϕ(h) − g(h)ψ(h)) dh ≥

∫ t

t−τ

ln (α)

τ
dh ≥

∫ t

t−τ

3η dh.

On the other hand, if there are h2 ≥ h1 ≥ t0 such that αϕ(t) ≥ ψ(t) for all t ∈ [h1, h2] then

(g(t) + ε/2)ϕ(t) − g(t)ψ(t) ≥ (g(t) + ε/2)ϕ(t) − g(t)αϕ(t)

≥

(

g(t) +
εg(t)

2M

)

ϕ(t) − g(t)αϕ(t)

= 0.

By (4.7) and since ϕ(t) ≥ e−τM for all t ≥ t0, we get

∫ h2

h1

(f(t)ϕ(t) − g(t)ψ(t)) dt ≥

∫ h2

h1

((g(t) + ε)ϕ(t) − g(t)ψ(t)) dt

=

∫ h2

h1

((

g(t) +
ε

2

)

ϕ(t) − g(t)ψ(t) +
ε

2
ϕ(t)

)

dt

≥

∫ h2

h1

εe−Mτ

2
dt

≥

∫ h2

h1

3η dt.
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Step 2. We now claim there is a finite decreasing sequence (hn)1≤n≤N ⊂ R with the properties
that αϕ(hn) ≤ ψ(hn) for all 1 ≤ n ≤ N − 1 and that αϕ(t) ≥ ψ(t) if

t ∈ I =

N−1
⋃

n=1

[hn+1, hn − τ ] ∪ [h1, t2 − τ ].

Note that the step above implies
∫ hn

hn−τ

f(h)ϕ(h) dh ≥

∫ hn

hn−τ

(g(h)ψ(h) + 3η) dh,

∫

I

f(h)ϕ(h) dh ≥

∫

I

(g(h)ψ(h) + 3η) dh

(4.8)

for all 1 ≤ n ≤ N − 1. Therefore, define

h1 =







t2 − τ if αϕ(t2 − τ) < ψ(t2 − τ),

inf

{

t ≥ t1 − τ : αϕ(h) ≥ ψ(h)
for all h ∈ [t, t2 − τ ]

}

otherwise.

For n ≥ 1 and while t1 ≤ hn, define

hn+1 =







hn − τ if αϕ(hn − τ) < ψ(hn − τ),

inf

{

t ≥ t1 − τ : αϕ(h) ≥ ψ(h)
for all h ∈ [t, hn − τ ]

}

otherwise.

Observe that the sequence ends when t1 > hN ≥ t1 − τ . Taking into consideration (4.8), we get

∫ t2−τ

hN

f(h)ϕ(h) dh ≥

∫ t2−τ

hN

(g(h)ψ(h) + 3η) dh.

Step 3. Finally, notice that
∫ t2−τ

t1−τ

f(t)ϕ(t) dt ≥

∫ t2

hN

f(t)ϕ(t) dt

≥

∫ t2−τ

hN

(g(t)ψ(t) + 2η) dt+ (t2 − τ − hN )η

≥

∫ t2−τ

t1−τ

(g(t)ψ(t) + 2η) dt+ (T − τ)η

−

∫ hN

t1−τ

(g(t)ψ(t) + 2η) dt

≥

∫ t2−τ

t1−τ

(g(t)ψ(t) + 2η) dt+ (T − τ)η − τ(M + 2η)

=

∫ t2−τ

t1−τ

(g(t)ψ(t) + 2η) dt+ (T −Mτ/η − 3τ)η

=

∫ t2−τ

t1−τ

(g(t)ψ(t) + 2η) dt

by definition of T , and the lemma is proved. �

We now continue with the lemmas that we need to prove the second half of Theorem 2.1.

Lemma 4.4. Let 0 ≤ t0 < t1, τ > 0 and ϕ : [t0 − τ,∞) → (0, 1] be such that

ϕ(t) = e
−

∫

t

t−τ
f(h)ϕ(h) dh
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for all t > t0. Assume that there is ε > 0 such that |f(t) − g(t)| < ε for all t ∈ [t0, t1]. Then there

exists ψ̃ : [t0 − τ,∞) → (0, 1] that satisfies

ψ̃(t) = e
−

∫ t

t−τ
g(h)ψ̃(h) dh

for all t > t0 and such that

|ϕ(t) − ψ̃(t)| < 2ετe2M(t−t0)

for all t ∈ [t0 − τ, t1].

Proof. Firstly need to define a function ψ̃ : [t0 − τ,∞) → (0, 1] satisfying
{

ψ̃(t) = ϕ(t) if t ∈ [t0 − τ, t0],

ψ̃(t) = e
−

∫

t

t−τ
g(h)ψ̃(h) dh

if t > t0.

For this purpose consider d solution of

d′(t) =

{

d(t) (−D(t) + ϕ(t− τ)g(t − τ)) if t ∈ [t0, t0 + τ ],

−D(t)d(t) + d(t − τ)g(t − τ)e
−

∫ t

t−τ
D(h) dh

if t ∈ (t0 + τ,∞).

with d(t0) > 0. Reasoning as in the begining of Section 4, d is well defined and positive. Therefore
we define

ψ̃(t) =

{

ϕ(t) if t ∈ [t0 − τ, t0],

d(t)
d(t+τ)

e
−

∫ t

t−τ
D(r)dr

if t > t0.

As it was done in (4.1), for all t ≥ t0, we get

d(t + τ) = d(t)e

∫

t+τ

t
(ψ̃(h−τ)g(h−τ)−D(h)) dh

and then

ψ̃(t) =
d(t)

d(t + τ)
e

∫

t+τ

t
−D(h) dh

= e
−

∫

t

t−τ
ψ̃(h)g(h) dh

as we need.

To continue with the proof define

S =
{

t ≥ t0 − τ : |ϕ(h) − ψ̃(h)| < 2ετe2M(h−t0) for all h ∈ [t0 − τ, t]
}

.

Observe that S is not empty since t0 ∈ S. Also note that ϕ and ψ̃ might not be continuous at t0
but they are for t > t0. For this reason we first claim that if δ = min{ετ/M, τ} then t0 + δ ∈ S.
To see this note that by the mean value theorem, for positive a and b, we get |e−a−e−b| ≤ |a− b|.
Then, for all t ∈ (t0, t0 + δ], it happens

|ϕ(t) − ψ̃(t)| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

e
−

∫ t

t−τ
f(h)ϕ(h) dh

− e
−

∫ t

t−τ
g(h)ψ̃(h) dh

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t0

t−τ

f(h)ϕ(h) dh +

∫ t

t0

f(h)ϕ(h) dh

−

∫ t0

t−τ

g(h)ϕ(h) dh−

∫ t

t0

g(h)ψ̃(h) dh

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∫ t0

t−τ

|f(h) − g(h)|ϕ(h) dh +

∫ t

t0

|f(h)ϕ(h) − g(h)ψ̃(h)| dh

≤ ε(t0 − (t − τ)) +M(t − t0)

≤ ετ +Mδ

< 2ετe2M(t−t0).

We now need to show that t∗ = sup S ≥ t1. By contradiction assume that t∗ ∈ [t0 + δ, t1).
Since t∗ ≥ t0 + δ, by continuity it must be

|ϕ(t∗) − ψ̃(t∗)| = 2ετe2M(t∗−t0). (4.9)
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But, on the other hand,

|ϕ(t∗) − ψ̃(t∗)| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

e
−

∫

t∗

t∗
−τ

f(h)ϕ(h) dh
− e

−

∫

t∗

t∗
−τ

g(h)ψ̃(h) dh

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t∗

t∗−τ

f(h)ϕ(h) dh−

∫ t∗

t∗−τ

g(h)ψ̃(h) dh

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∫ t∗

t∗−τ

(

|g(h)ϕ(h) − g(h)ψ̃(h)| + εϕ(h)
)

dh

≤ M

∫ t∗

t∗−τ

|ϕ(h) − ψ̃(h)| dh + ετ

≤ M

∫ t∗

t∗−τ

2ετe2M(h−t0) dh + ετ

= ετ

(

e2M(h−t0)

∣

∣

∣

t∗

t∗−τ

+ 1

)

= ετ
(

e2M(t∗−t0)(1 − e−2Mτ ) + 1
)

< 2ετe2M(t∗−t0).

This is a contradiction to (4.9) and the lemma is proved. �

Lemma 4.5. Let t0 ≥ 0, τ > 0 and consider functions ϕ, ψ : [t0 − τ,∞) → (0, 1] satisfying

ϕ(t) = e
−

∫ t

t−τ
f(h)ϕ(h) dh

,

ψ(t) = e
−

∫

t

t−τ
f(h)ψ(h) dh

for all t ≥ t0. Therefore

|ϕ(t) − ψ(t)| < 3M

√

(t− t0)

inf f

(

1 − e−Mτ
)(t−t0)/(2τ)−1/2

for all t ≥ t0 where inf f means the infimum of f .

Proof. Define

m(t) = ϕ(t) − ψ(t),

β = 1 − e−Mτ ,

and note that m ∈ [−1, 1]. We sketch the proof in four steps, the first three dedicated to show
that

∫ t+τ

t

f(h)|m(h)| dh ≤ M(t− t0)β(t−t0)/τ−1

for all t ≥ t0 and the last to prove the lemma itself.
Step 1. For all t∗ ≥ t0 we claim that there is t ∈ (t∗, t∗ + τ) such that m(t) = 0. By

contradiction assume that m > 0 on (t∗, t∗ + τ). Since f > 0 we get

ϕ(t∗ + τ) = e
−

∫ t∗+τ

t∗

f(h)ϕ(h) dh
< e

−

∫ t∗+τ

t∗

f(h)ψ(h) dh
= ψ(t∗ + τ)

and m(t∗ + τ) < 0, which is a contradiction because m is continuous. And similarly for the case
m < 0 on (t∗, t∗ + τ).

Step 2. Let be t∗ ≥ t0 such that m(t∗) = 0. We claim that

∫ t

t∗

f(h)|m(h)| dh ≤ β

∫ t−τ

t∗−τ

f(h)|m(h)| dh (4.10)
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for all t ≥ t∗. By the mean value theorem, note that

m(t) = e
−

∫ t

t−τ
f(h)ϕ(h) dh

− e
−

∫ t

t−τ
f(h)ψ(h) dh

= −e−c

(
∫ t

t−τ

f(h)ϕ(h) dh−

∫ t

t−τ

f(h)ψ(h) dh

)

= −e−c

∫ t

t−τ

f(h)m(h) dh

where c = c(t) > 0, but for simplicity we do not write the dependence on t. Therefore

0 =

∫ t∗

t∗−τ

f(h)m(h) dh,

which implies
∫ t

t−τ

f(h)m(h) dh =

∫ t

t∗

f(h)m(h) dh +

∫ t∗

t∗−τ

f(h)m(h) dh −

∫ t−τ

t∗−τ

f(h)m(h) dh

=

∫ t

t∗

f(h)m(h) dh −

∫ t−τ

t∗−τ

f(h)m(h) dh

for all t ≥ t∗. Then

m(t) = e−c

(
∫ t−τ

t∗−τ

f(h)m(h) dh −

∫ t

t∗

f(h)m(h) dh

)

.

Suppose that m ≥ 0 on [t∗, t1] for some t1 ∈ (t∗, t∗ + τ ], applying Grönwall’s inequality, we get

f(t)m(t) ≤ f(t)

(
∫ t−τ

t∗−τ

f(h)m(h) dh −

∫ t

t∗

f(h)m(h) dh

)

≤ M

(
∫ t−τ

t∗−τ

f(h)m(h) dh −

∫ t

t∗

f(h)m(h) dh

)

for all t ∈ [t∗, t1], and then

d

dt
eM(t−t∗)

∫ t

t∗

f(h)m(h) dh ≤ eM(t−t∗)M

∫ t−τ

t∗−τ

f(h)|m(h)| dh.

By Fubini–Tonelli theorem, we obtain
∫ t

t∗

f(h)|m(h)| dh =

∫ t

t∗

f(h)m(h) dh

≤ eM(t−t∗)

∫ t

t∗

f(h)m(h) dh

≤

∫ t

t∗

e−M(t−r)M

∫ r−τ

t∗−τ

f(h)|m(h)| dhdr

=

∫ t−τ

t∗−τ

f(h)|m(h)|

∫ t

h+τ

e−M(t−r)M drdh

≤

∫ t−τ

t∗−τ

f(h)|m(h)| dh

∫ t

t∗

e−M(t−r)M dr

≤

∫ t−τ

t∗−τ

f(h)|m(h)| dh
(

1 − e−M(t−t∗)
)

≤ β

∫ t−τ

t∗−τ

f(h)|m(h)| dh
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since 0 ≤ t− t∗ ≤ τ . Then

∫ t

t∗

f(h)|m(h)| dh ≤ β

∫ t−τ

t∗−τ

f(h)|m(h)| dh (4.11)

for all t ∈ [t∗, t1]. Note that if m ≤ 0 on [t∗, t1], similarly, we get the same result.
Now fix any t ≥ t∗. By Step 1 we can split the interval in a disjoint union

[t∗, t) =

N
⊔

n=0

[hn, hn+1)

where h0 = t∗, hN+1 = t, hn+1 ∈ (hn, hn + τ), m(hn) = 0 and m does not change its sign on
each of all the intervals [hn, hn+1) for all 0 ≤ n ≤ N . Since (4.11) is also valid for all hn (with
n ≤ N) instead of t∗, we get

∫ t

t∗

f(h)|m(h)| dh =

N
∑

n=0

∫ hn+1

hn

f(h)|m(h)| dh

≤ β

N
∑

n=0

∫ hn+1−τ

hn−τ

f(h)|m(h)| dh

= β

∫ t−τ

t∗−τ

f(h)|m(h)| dh

and (4.10) is proved.
Step 3. Now fix any t ≥ t0 and let N ∈ N ∪ {0} be such that

Nτ ≤ t− t0 < (N + 1)τ.

We claim that
∫ t+τ

t

f(h)|m(h)| dh ≤ βN
∫ t−Nτ

t−Nτ−
∑N

n=0
δn

f(h)|m(h)| dh

where δn ∈ [0, τ) such that m(t − nτ − δn) = 0 for all 0 ≤ n ≤ N . We proceed by induction. For
the case N = 0, by Step 1 there is δ0 ∈ [0, τ) such that m(t − δ0) = 0, and then by Step 2

∫ t+τ

t

f(h)|m(h)| dh ≤

∫ t+τ

t−δ0

f(h)|m(h)| dh

≤ β

∫ t

t−δ0−τ

f(h)|m(h)| dh.

If we assume it is valid for N − 1, again by Step 1 there exists δN ∈ [0, τ) such that

m

(

t− (N − 1)τ −

N−1
∑

n=0

δn − δN

)

= 0,

and then
∫ t+τ

t

f(h)|m(h)| dh ≤ βN−1

∫ t−(N−1)τ

t−(N−1)τ−
∑

N−1

n=0
δn

f(h)|m(h)| dh

≤ βN−1

∫ t−(N−1)τ

t−(N−1)τ−
∑N

n=0
δn

f(h)|m(h)| dh

≤ βN
∫ t−Nτ

t−Nτ−
∑

N

n=0
δn

f(h)|m(h)| dh.
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Finally, since
∑N

n=0
δn ≤ Nτ ≤ t− t0 and (t − t0)/τ − 1 < N , we get

∫ t+τ

t

f(h)|m(h)| dh ≤ βNM

N
∑

n=0

δn

≤ M(t− t0)β(t−t0)/τ−1.

Step 4. Since

ϕ′(t) =
d

dt
e

−

∫ t

t−τ
f(h)ϕ(h) dh

= ϕ(t)[f(t − τ)ϕ(t − τ) − f(t)ϕ(t)],

and similarly, for ψ, we get

m′(t) = ϕ(t)[f(t − τ)ϕ(t − τ) − f(t)ϕ(t)] − ψ(t)[f(t − τ)ψ(t − τ) − f(t)ψ(t)]

= f(t − τ)[ϕ(t)ϕ(t − τ) − ψ(t)ψ(t − τ)] − f(t)[ϕ(t)2 − ψ(t)2]

± f(t − τ)ϕ(t)ψ(t − τ)

= f(t − τ)[ϕ(t)m(t − τ) +m(t)ψ(t − τ)] − f(t)[ϕ(t)2 − ψ(t)2]

= f(t − τ)[ϕ(t)m(t − τ) +m(t)ψ(t − τ)] − f(t)[ϕ(t) + ψ(t)]m(t),

and then |m′(t)| ≤ 4M for all t ≥ t0.
Furthermore, for all t ≥ t0 there is a triangle of height |m(t)| and base

|m(t)|/(4M)

contained in the graphic of |m| : [t, t + τ ] → R. Note that the base is smaller than τ by (4.5).
Therefore, we obtain

|m(t)|2

8M
≤

∫ t+τ

t

|m(h)| dh ≤
1

inf f

∫ t+τ

t

f(h)|m(h)| dh ≤
M(t − t0)β(t−t0)/τ−1

inf f

and the result is proved. �

Finally, we can prove the last lemma of this section.

Lemma 4.6. Let τ ≥ 0 and ϕ, ψ : [−τ,∞) → (0, 1] be functions satisfying

ϕ(t) = e
−

∫

t

t−τ
f(h)ϕ(h) dh

,

ψ(t) = e
−

∫ t

t−τ
g(h)ψ(h) dh

for all t ≥ 0. Given positive constants η and T , there exist another positive constants ε and T̃
such that if

|f(t) − g(t)| < ε

for all t ∈ [t0, t0 + T̃ + T ] (for any t0 ≥ 0), then

|ϕ(t) − ψ(t)| < η

for all t ∈ [t0 + T̃ , t0 + T̃ + T ].

Proof. Firstly, note that if τ = 0 then ϕ(t) = ψ(t) = 1 for all t ≥ 0 and there is nothing to prove.
Therefore, for the rest of the proof assume that τ > 0.

Since

3M

√

x

inf f

(

1 − e−Mτ
)x/(2τ)−1/2

goes to zero when x goes to infinity, fix a constant T̃ > 0 such that

3M

√

x

inf f

(

1 − e−Mτ
)x/(2τ)−1/2

< η/2

when x ≥ T̃ . Also fix ε > 0 such that

ε <
ηe−2M(T+T̃ )

4τ
.
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Therefore fix any t0 ≥ 0, and assume

|f(t) − g(t)| < ε

for all t ∈ [t0, t0 + T̃ + T ]. Let ψ̃ : [t0 − τ,∞) → (0, 1] be the function given by Lemma 4.4

satisfying

ψ̃(t) = e
−

∫ t

t−τ
g(h)ψ̃(h) dh

for all t > t0, and

|ϕ(t) − ψ̃(t)| < 2ετe2M(t−t0) < η/2

for all t ∈ [t0, t0 + T̃ + T ]. Using Lemma 4.5 for ψ and ψ̃, we get

|ϕ(t) − ψ(t)| ≤ |ϕ(t) − ψ̃(t)| + |ψ̃(t) − ψ(t)|

< η/2 + 3M

√

(t − t0)

inf f

(

1 − e−Mτ
)(t−t0)/(2τ)−1/2

< η

when t ∈ [t0 + T̃ , t0 + T̃ + T ]. This proves the lemma. �

Remark 4.2. The fact that T̃ and ε do not depend on t0 in the previous lemma is crucial to
prove Theorem 2.1.

4.3. Proof of Theorem 2.1. Set f(t) = p(z(t)) and g(t) = p(s(t)). Since by Lemma 4.1 we
know that z and s are upper bounded we set

M = max
t≥0

{p(z(t)), p(s(t))}.

Proof of necessary conditions for persistence. To prove the first half of the theorem we follow the
ideas developed in [5, Lemma 3]. Therefore assume the System 1.1 is persistent and fix a solution
(s, x) with non-null initial conditions. Recalling Remark 4.1, there exists a positive constant δ
such that x(t) ≥ δ for all t ≥ τ . By Lemma 4.1 there is t0 > 2τ such that if t ≥ t0, then

|s(t− τ) + x(t − τ) + y(t − τ) − z(t− τ)| < δ/2.

Since y(t − τ) ≥ 0, we get

z(t− τ) > s(t− τ) + x(t− τ) + y(t − τ) − δ/2 ≥ s(t) + δ/2

for all t ≥ t0. Since p′ > 0, there is a constant K > 0 which is a lower bound for p′(ξ) when
ξ ≤ maxt≥0{z(t), s(t)}. Therefore, by the mean value theorem, it happens that

p(z) − p(s) = p′(ξ)(z − s) ≥ K(z − s),

and then

p(z(t − τ)) > p(s(t− τ)) +Kδ/2

for all t ≥ t0.
Now consider ϕ defined in (2.4) and ψ defined in (4.2). By Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.3, there

exist positive constants η and T̃ such that
∫ t2

t1

p(z(t − τ))ϕ(t − τ) dt ≥

∫ t2

t1

(p(s(t− τ))ψ(t − τ) + 2η) dt

for all t2 − T̃ ≥ t1 ≥ t0. Moreover, since

d

dt
ln(x(t)) = −D(t) + p(s(t− τ))ψ(t − τ),

then

ln(x(t2)) − ln(x(t1)) =

∫ t2

t1

(p(s(t− τ))ψ(t − τ) −D(t)) dt.

Note that by Lemma 4.1, and the hypothesis of persistence, x(t) is upper and lower bounded by

positive constants for all t ≥ τ . Then, fix T > max{t0, T̃} large enough for
∣

∣

∣

ln(x(t2)) − ln(x(t1))

T

∣

∣

∣

< η

for all t2 ≥ t1 ≥ τ.
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Therefore, we get the constants η and T as we need:
∫ t2

t1

(p(z(t− τ))ϕ(t − τ) −D(t)) dt ≥

∫ t2

t1

(p(s(t− τ))ψ(t − τ) + 2η −D(t)) dt

= ln(x(t2)) − ln(x(t1)) +

∫ t2

t1

2η dt

=

∫ t2

t1

(

ln(x(t2)) − ln(x(t1))

t2 − t1
+ 2η

)

dt

>

∫ t2

t1

η dt

if t1 > T and t2 − t1 > T . This proves the first half of the theorem.
�

Proof of sufficient conditions for persistence. Fix η and T as in the statement, we need to show
the persistence. Therefore fix (s, x) solution of System 1.1 with non-null initial conditions. Since

s(0) is lower bounded by a positive constant and z(0) > 0 we have that p(z) is lower bounded by a
positive constant. Then consider the constants η/(4M) and T , by Lemma 4.6 and for any t0 ≥ 0,

there are positive constants T̃ and ε (independent of t0) such that if

|p(z(t)) − p(s(t))| < ε

for all t ∈ [t0, t0 + T + T̃ ], then

|ϕ(t) − ψ(t)| <
η

4M
(4.12)

for all t ∈ [t0 + T̃ , t0 + T + T̃ ]. Also we can fix ε small enough so that

ε ≤ η/4. (4.13)

Furthermore, by Lemma 4.1 there exists t0 > τ such that if t > t0, then

|s(t) + x(t) + y(t) − z(t)| <
ε

2L

where L is a positive upper bound for p′(z) and p′(s) (it exists by the same reason that K exists
in the previous proof).

Now define

δ = min

{

min
t∈[τ,t0+T+T̃+2τ ]

x(t),
εe−(maxD)(T+T̃+2τ)

2L(1 +Mτ)

}

> 0,

S = {t ≥ τ : x(h) ≥ δ for all h ∈ [τ, t]}

where maxD means the maximum of D. By definition S is not empty since t0 + T + T̃ + 2τ ∈ S.
Denoting by t∗ = sup S, we claim that t∗ = ∞. For contradiction assume that

t0 + T + T̃ + 2τ < t∗ < ∞.

Then by continuity, we get

x(t∗) = δ. (4.14)

By definition, it happens that
d

dt
ln(x(t)) ≥ −D(t)x(t),

and then for 0 ≤ t ≤ t∗, we get

x(t∗) ≥ x(t)e
−

∫ t∗

t
D(r)dr

≥ x(t)e−(maxD)(t∗−t).

This implies that

x(t) ≤ x(t∗)e(maxD)(T+T̃+2τ) ≤
ε

2L(1 +Mτ)

for all t ∈ [t∗ − T − T̃ − 2τ, t∗]. Furthermore, by definition

y(t) ≤

∫ t

t−τ

x(h)p(s(h)) dh ≤ M

∫ t

t−τ

x(h) dh ≤
Mτε

2L(1 +Mτ)
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for all t ∈ [t∗ − T − T̃ − τ, t∗]. Therefore

|z(t) − s(t)| ≤ |z(t) − s(t) − x(t) − y(t)| + x(t) + y(t)

≤
ε

2L
+

ε

2L(1 +Mτ)
+

Mτε

2L(1 +Mτ)

≤ ε/L

for all t ∈ [t∗ − T − T̃ − τ, t∗]. By the mean value theorem, we get

|p(z(t)) − p(s(t))| ≤ L|z(t) − s(t)| < ε

for all t ∈ [t∗ − T − T̃ − τ, t∗]. Then, by (4.12) and (4.13), we obtain

|p(z(t))ϕ(t) − p(s(t))ψ(t)| ≤ |p(z(t))ϕ(t) − p(z(t))ψ(t)|

+ |p(z(t))ψ(t) − p(s(t))ψ(t)|

≤ p(z(t))|ϕ(t) − ψ(t)| + |p(z(t)) − p(s(t))|ψ(t)

≤ M
η

4M
+
η

4
= η/2

for all t ∈ [t∗ − T − τ, t∗]. Finally, by hypothesis we have that
∫ t∗

t∗−T

(p(z(t − τ))ϕ(t − τ) −D(t) − η) dt ≥ 0,

which implies that
∫ t∗

t∗−T

(p(s(t− τ))ψ(t − τ) −D(t)) dt ≥

∫ t∗

t∗−T

(

p(z(t− τ))ϕ(t − τ) −
η

2
−D(t)

)

dt

is positive and then

x(t∗) = x(t∗ − T )e

∫

t∗

t∗
−T

(p(s(h−τ))ψ(h−τ)−D(h)) dh

≥ δe

∫

t∗

t∗
−T

(p(s(h−τ))ψ(h−τ)−D(h))dh

> δ.

This is a contradiction of (4.14), then t∗ = ∞, and the theorem is proved. �

5. Remaining proofs

5.1. Proof of Theorem 3.1. We now assume that s(0) and D follow the hypothesis of Theorem
3.1. We need two lemmas in order to prove this result, although the first is a classical result, we
provide the details here for the convenience of the reader.

Lemma 5.1. There is a unique ω-periodic solution z of (2.1).

Proof. We consider s(0) and D ω-periodic with R-domain. Then define

z(t) =

∫ t

−∞

s(0)(h)D(h)e
−

∫ t

h
D(r) dr

dh.

This function is well defined since s(0) is upper bounded and z satisfies (2.1). Furthermore

z(t+ ω) =

∫ t+ω

−∞

s(0)(h)D(h)e
−

∫ t+ω

h
D(r) dr

dh

=

∫ t

−∞

s(0)(h+ ω)D(h + ω)e
−

∫ t+ω

h+ω
D(r) dr

dh

=

∫ t

−∞

s(0)(h)D(h)e
−

∫

t

h
D(r+ω)dr

dh

= z(t),
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and then it is ω-periodic. Finally, assume there is another ω-periodic solution z̃. Then

d

dt
z(t) − z̃(t) = −D(t)(z(t) − z̃(t)),

and

|z(t) − z̃(t)| = |z(0) − z̃(0)|e
−

∫ t

0
D(r) dr

.

Since both are ω-periodic they must be the same function. �

Lemma 5.2. Given z ω-periodic there is a unique c (up to a constant factor) defined in (2.3)
such that ϕ defined in (2.4) is ω-periodic.

Proof. Fix c with c(0) > 0 and let ψ : [−τ,∞) be defined as

ψ(t) =
c(t)

c(t+ τ)
e

−

∫ t+τ

t
D(r) dr

.

For all n ∈ N define ψn ∈ C([0, ω], (0, 1]) by

ψn(t) = ψ(t + nω)

with the norm ‖ψn‖ = maxt∈[0,ω] |ψn(t)|. Therefore we claim that (ψn)n∈N is a Cauchy sequence.
To see this fix ε > 0. Let n0 ∈ N be such that

3M

√

n0ω

inf f

(

1 − e−Mτ
)n0ω/(2τ)−1/2

< ε

and assume that n0 ≤ m < n. By Lemma 4.2 we have that

ψ(t) = e
−

∫

t

t−τ
p(z(h))ψ(h) dh

,

ψ(t + (n−m)ω) = e
−

∫ t

t−τ
p(z(h))ψ(h+(n−m)ω) dh

for all t ≥ 0 since p(z) is ω-periodic. By Lemma 4.5, if t ∈ [0, ω], then

|ψm(t) − ψn(t)| = |ψ(t +mω) − ψ(t +mω + (n−m)ω)|

< 3M

√

t +mω

inf f

(

1 − e−Mτ
)(t+mω)/(2τ)−1/2

< ε,

and then ‖ψm − ψn‖ < ε, which proves it is a Cauchy sequence. Then define ϕ : [−τ,∞) → [0, 1]
by

ϕ(t) = lim
n→∞

ψn(t).

It is ω-periodic since

|ϕ(t) − ϕ(t + ω)| ≤ |ϕ(t) − ψn(t)| + |ψn(t) − ψn+1(t)| + |ψn(t+ ω) − ϕ(t + ω)|,

which tends to zero as n goes to infinity. Note that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

t−τ

p(z(h))ψn(h) dh−

∫ t

t−τ

p(z(h))ϕ(h) dh

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ M

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

t−τ

ψn(h) − ϕ(h) dh

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ Mτ‖ψn − ϕ‖,

and therefore
∣

∣

∣

∣

ϕ(t) − e
−

∫

t

t−τ
p(z(h))ϕ(h) dh

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ |ϕ(t) − ψn(t)|

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

e
−

∫

t

t−τ
p(z(h))ψn(h) dh

− e
−

∫

t

t−τ
p(z(h))ϕ(h) dh

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ (1 +Mτ)‖ψn − ϕ‖,

which again tends to zero as n goes to infinity. Then ϕ satisfies

ϕ(t) = e
−

∫

t

t−τ
p(z(h))ϕ(h) dh

(5.1)

for all t.
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It remains to prove there is a unique c (up to a constant factor) that generates ϕ. Firstly define

c(t) = e

∫ t

0
(−D(h)+p(z(h−τ))ϕ(h−τ)) dh

.

Then

c(t)

c(t− τ)
e

−

∫

t+τ

t
D(h) dh

=
e

∫

t

0
(−D(h)+p(z(h−τ))ϕ(h−τ)) dh−

∫

t+τ

t
D(h) dh

e

∫ t+τ

0
(−D(h)+p(z(h−τ))ϕ(h−τ))dh

= e
−

∫ t+τ

t
p(z(h−τ))ϕ(h−τ) dh

= ϕ(t)

by property (5.1). Suppose now there are c1 and c2 that generates ϕ1 and ϕ2, respectively, with
both ω-periodic. Since both are periodic, by Lemma 4.5, we get that ϕ1 = ϕ2 and then

d

dt

c1(t)

c2(t)
=

−D(t)c1(t) + c1(t − τ)p(z(t − τ))e
−

∫ t

t−τ
D(r)dr

c2(t)

− c1(t)
−D(t)c2(t) + c2(t − τ)p(z(t − τ))e

−

∫ t

t−τ
D(r) dr

c2
2(t)

=
c1(t)p(z(t − τ))

c2(t)
(ϕ1(t) − ϕ2(t))

= 0

and the lemma is proved. �

Proof of Theorem 3.1. With the previous two lemmas we get the existence and uniqueness of z
and ϕ. We claim that there are positive constants η and T such that

∫ t2

t1

p(z(t − τ))ϕ(t − τ) dt >

∫ t2

t1

(D(t) + η) dt

for all t1 > T , t2 − t1 > T if and only if

〈p(z)ϕ〉 > 〈D〉. (5.2)

To see this first fix η and T as in the statement and consider N ∈ N such that Nω > T . Then

〈p(z)ϕ〉 =
1

Nω

∫ t1+Nω−τ

t1−τ

p(z(t))ϕ(t) dt

=
1

Nω

∫ t1+Nω

t1

p(z(t− τ))ϕ(t − τ) dt

>
1

Nω

∫ t1+Nω

t1

(D(t) + η) dt

> 〈D〉.

For the other half, if we assume (5.2), then there is η > 0 such that

〈p(z)ϕ〉 > 〈D〉 + 2η.
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Fix n ∈ N such that n ≥ maxD/η + 1, and define T = nω. If t2 − T > t1 > T there is m ≥ n
such that t2 ∈ [t1 +mω, t1 + (m+ 1)ω]. Then

∫ t2

t1

p(z(t− τ))ϕ(t − τ) dt ≥

∫ t1+mω

t1

p(z(t − τ))ϕ(t − τ) dt

= mω〈p(z)ϕ〉

> mω (〈D〉 + 2η)

=

∫ t2

t1

(D(t) + η) dt +mωη −

∫ t2

t1+mω

(D(t) + η) dt

≥

∫ t2

t1

(D(t) + η) dt + nωη + −ω(maxD + η)

≥

∫ t2

t1

(D(t) + η) dt.

Finally, applying Theorem 2.1 we get the desired result. �

5.2. Proof of Proposition 3.1. To end this article we provide the last proof.

Proof. Since by hypothesis System 1.1 is persistent, by Theorem 2.1 we know that there are
positive constants η and T such that

∫ t2

t1

p(z)ϕdt = p(z)ϕ(t2 − t1) >

∫ t2

t1

(D(t) + η) dt

for all t1 > T and t2 > t1 + T with ϕ constant such that ϕ = e−τp(z)ϕ. We can assume that T is
large enough so that

T ≥
2

η
max
t≥0

{p(z),D(t)/ϕ}.

Also note that

e−a − e−b ≥ e−b(b − a),

no matter the sing of b− a. Therefore
∫ t2

t1

(

e
−

∫

t

t−τ
D(r)dr

− ϕ

)

dt =

∫ t2

t1

(

e
−

∫

t

t−τ
D(r) dr

− e−τp(z)ϕ

)

dt

≥

∫ t2

t1

e−τp(z)ϕ

(

τp(z)ϕ−

∫ t

t−τ

D(h) dh

)

dt

= ϕ

∫ t2

t1

∫ t

t−τ

(p(z)ϕ−D(h)) dhdt

= ϕ

(
∫ t1

t1−τ

(p(z)ϕ−D(h))

∫ h+τ

t1

1 dtdh

+

∫ t2−τ

t1

(p(z)ϕ−D(h))

∫ h+τ

h

1 dtdh

+

∫ t2

t2−τ

(p(z)ϕ−D(h))

∫ t2

h

1 dtdh

)

≥ ϕτ

∫ t2

t1

(p(z)ϕ−D(h)) dh

− 2ϕτ max
t≥0

{p(z), D(t)/ϕ}

= ϕτ

(

ηT − 2 max
t≥0

{p(z), D(t)/ϕ}

)

≥ 0.
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Finally,
∫ t2

t1

p(z)e
−

∫ t

t−τ
D(r)dr

dt ≥

∫ t2

t1

p(z)ϕdt >

∫ t2

t1

(D(t) + η) dt,

and the proposition is proved. �
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