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Effects of diffusion and advection on predator prey dynamics in

an advective patchy environment

Qi Wang ∗

Abstract

In this paper, we consider a specialist predator-prey patchy model over the closed stream network.

We study the dynamics and the asymptotic profiles of positive steady states according to the mortality

rate of the specialist predators, advection and diffusion rates. We verify that the specialist predators

can successfully invade as long as the mortality rate is sufficiently small. On the other hand, the

impacts of diffusion and advection on the asymptotic profiles of positive steady states and on the

concentration of the species are given.
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1 Introduction

It is well-known that whether the individuals survive or not in a predominantly unidirectional flow
environments (such as streams, rivers, lakes or oceans) depends on both the environment and the growth
of interacting species. Sometimes, despite the flow induced washout, the species can always persist in
their habitats for many generations. This phenomenon is so-called ”drift paradox” [19,20,23]. To explain
this paradox, Speirs and Gurney [29] proposed a reaction-diffusion-advection equation and indicated that
the persistence of single species is possible when the flow speed is slow relative to the diffusion and the
stream is long enough. Intuitively, the predominantly unidirectional flow will carry individuals to the
downstream end or drive individuals out of the system, which may be crowded or hostile. However,
random dispersal may drive them to some favorable locations in the upstream [7]. Therefore, one can see
the joint impacts of both undirectional and directed dispersal rates on the population dynamics of the
species are usually complicated and have attracted the attention of many researchers [6,9,11,17,18,20,29].

In real ecological advective environments, there are various inter-specific relationships including com-
petition, predation. The two-species reaction-diffusion-advection competition models have been widely
studied in [4, 10, 11, 13–15, 21, 30–32, 35–38]. Among them, some results illustrate the conditions under
which the species u or v is stable/unstable. Various results on the global dynamics of the two-species
reaction-diffusion-advection competition models are also presented.

Regarding the dynamics of two species competition models in a river network, the authors in [1–3,7,8]
investigated a two-species Lotka-Volterra competition patchy model over a inland stream. Let n ≥ 3,
u = (u1, u2, · · · , un) and v = (v1, v2, · · · , vn) be the population densities of two competing species,
respectively, where ui and vi are the densities in patch i. Suppose that the dispersal patterns of the
individuals and the configuration of the patches are shown in Fig.??
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The competition patchy model over the stream network in Fig. ?? in [1–3, 7, 8] is:































dui
dt

=
n
∑

j=1

(d1Dij + q1Qij)uj + riui(1 −
ui + vi

ki
), i ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n}, t > 0,

dvi
dt

=

n
∑

j=1

(d2Dij + q2Qij)vj + rivi(1 −
ui + vi

ki
), , i ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n}, t > 0,

u(0) = u0 ≥, 6≡ 0, v(0) = v0 ≥, 6≡ 0,

(1.1)

where d1, d2 are random movement rates; q1, q2 represent directed movement rates; the matrices D =
(Dij) and Q = (Qij) are the random movement pattern and directed drift pattern of individuals, respec-
tively, where

D =





















−1 1 0 · · · · · · 0
1 −2 1 · · · · · · 0

0
. . .

. . .
. . .

...
. . .

. . .
. . .

0 · · · · · · 1 −2 1
0 · · · · · · · · · 1 −1





















, Q =





















−1 0 0 · · · · · · 0
1 −1 0 · · · · · · 0

0
. . .

. . .
. . .

...
. . .

. . .
. . .

0 · · · · · · 1 −1 0
0 · · · · · · · · · 1 0





















. (1.2)

Recently, Chen, Liu and Wu [2] considered (1.1) with three patches. They studied if one species is treated
as a resident species, whether the other species can invade or not under some assumptions on the carrying
capacity.

Predation is another common phenomenon in advective environments. For instance, herbivorous
zooplankton and phytoplankton in water columns. Compared with the competitive systems, up to now,
the studies of the evolution of dispersal in predator-prey systems under advective environments are
relatively few. How do the prey persist in advective environments and avoid predations successfully?
How do the predators invade the prey and coexist in advective environments? To better understand
these issues, Hilker and Lewis [5] proposed the following predator-prey system in advective environments.

{

Nt = d1Nxx − qNx + f(N,P )N, x ∈ (0, L), t > 0,

Pt = d2Pxx − τqPx + g(N,P )P, x ∈ (0, L), t > 0.
(1.3)

Here N(x, t) and P (x, t) are the population densities of the prey and predator species at time t and
location x, respectively. d1, d2 are dispersal rates, q denotes the effective advection rate of the prey, L is
the domain length. The function f(N,P ) is given by

f(N,P ) = r1(x)(1 −
N

K1(x)
)− aP, (1.4)

and the function g(N,P ) is given by

g(N,P ) = βaN − γ or g(N,P ) = r2(x)(1 −
P

K2(x)
) + βaN, (1.5)

where ri(x)(i = 1, 2) and Ki(x)(i = 1, 2) account for the intrinsic growth rate and the carrying capacity
of the prey and predators at location x, respectively, a is the predation rate, β is the trophic conversion
efficiency, and γ is the mortality rate of the predators.

By numerical simulations and traveling wave speed approximations, Hilker and Lewis achieved the
coexistence, extinction of both species and survival of one species. Based on [5], some mathematicians
studied the dynamics of the predator-prey model in open advective environments further [12, 25, 26, 34].
Furthermore, Wang et al. in [27, 33] investigated the dynamics of some predator-prey models in closed
advective environments and obtained some significant outcomes.

2



Motivated by [2, 27], in this paper we let n ≥ 3, N = (N1, N2, · · · , Nn),P = (P1, P2, · · · , Pn) and
consider the following specialist predator-prey patchy model over the closed stream network in Fig.??:































dNi

dt
=

n
∑

j=1

(d1Dij + qQij)Nj + riNi(1 −
Ni

ki
)− aNiPi, i ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n}, t > 0,

dPi

dt
=

n
∑

j=1

(d2Dij + τqQij)Pj + Pi(βaNi − γ), , i ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n}, t > 0,

N(0) ≥, 6= 0, P (0) ≥, 6= 0,

(1.6)

where Ni and Pi are the densities of the prey and predator in patch i respectively. Here ri(i ∈
{1, 2, · · · , n}) and ki(i ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n}) account for the intrinsic growth rate and the carrying capac-
ity of the prey in patch i, respectively. The meanings of a, β, γ are the same as them in (1.5).

The goal of this paper is to study the dynamics of system (1.6), and investigate the similarities or
differences between (1.6) and the specialist predator-prey model in [27].

For convenience, we set A = {1, 2, · · · , n}, B = {2, · · · , n−1}, C = {1, · · · , n−1}, r = (r1, r2, · · · , rn),
r+ b = (r1+ b, r2+ b, · · · , rn+ b), rmax = max

i∈A
ri, rmin = min

i∈A
ri. We write r ≥ 0(r ≫ 0) if ri ≥ 0(ri > 0)

for all i ∈ A, and r > 0 if r ≥ 0 and r 6= 0 := (0, · · · , 0).
At the end of this section, we make some assumptions throughout this paper:

r,k≫ 0, d1, d2, a, β, τ > 0, q ≥ 0 and there exist i 6= j such that ki 6= kj . (H)

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we state the main results. In Section 3,
we provide some preliminary results. In Section 4, we show our main results.

2 Main Results

Before describing precisely the outcome of our paper, we first recall some existing results on the
dynamics of the following single-species model:











dNi

dt
=

n
∑

j=1

(d1Dij + qQij)Nj + riNi(1−
Ni

ki
), i ∈ A, t > 0,

N(0) > 0.

(2.1)

It is known in [2, Lemma 2.2](see also [16]) that system (2.1) admits a unique positive steady state,
denoted by θ = (θ1, · · · , θn)≫ 0, which is globally asymptotically stable for any d1 > 0 and q ≥ 0.

We are now in a position to state our main results.

Theorem 2.1. Suppose (H) hold. Let (N (t),P (t)) be the solution of (1.6). There exists a critical curve
γ = γ∗(q, d1, d2) ∈ (0,+∞) continuously dependent on q, d1, d2 such that:

(1) if γ > γ∗, then (N(t),P (t)) converges uniformly to (θ,0) as t→ +∞;
(2) if γ < γ∗, then system (1.6) is uniformly persistent in the sense that there exists η > 0 such that

the solution (N (t),P (t)) satisfies lim inf
t→+∞

(N(t))min ≥ η, lim inf
t→+∞

(P (t))min ≥ η. Moreover, system (1.6)

admits a positive steady state.

Remark 2.1. Theorem 2.1 indicates that the dynamical behavior of system (1.6) is depicted completely
by the critical curve γ = γ∗(q, d1, d2). More precisely, γ = γ∗(q, d1, d2) classifies the dynamical behavior
of system (1.6) into two scenarios: (i) coexistence; and (ii) persistence of prey only. Biologically, a large
death rate of the predators makes it difficult to invade, while the predators can invade successfully only
when the mortality rate of the predators is less than the critical mortality rate γ∗.

Theorem 2.2. Suppose (H) hold. The threshold value γ∗(q, d1, d2) satisfies the following properties:
(1) lim

q→+∞
γ∗(q, d1, d2) = βakn for d1, d2 > 0;

(2) lim
d1→+∞

γ∗(q, d1, d2) =
βa

∑n
i=1 ri

∑n
i=1

ri
ki

for d2 > 0, q ≥ 0;
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(3) if q ≥ max{rmax + 2
√
d1rmax, 2rmax}, then lim

d1→0+
γ∗(q, d1, d2) = µ(kn) for d2 > 0, q > 0, where

µ(kn) > 0 is the principal eigenvalue of the following system















−(d2 + τq)ϑ1 + d2ϑ2 = µ(kn)ϑ1,

(d2 + τq)ϑj−1 + (−2d2 − τq)ϑj + d2ϑj+1 = µ(kn)ϑj , j ∈ B,
(d2 + τq)ϑn−1 − d2ϑn + βaknϑn = µ(kn)ϑn,

(2.2)

and µ(kn) is strictly increasing with respect to kn;
(4) lim

d1→0+
γ∗(0, d1, d2) = λ1(d2, 0, βak) > 0 for d2 > 0, where λ1(d2, 0, βak) is defined in subsection

3.1;

(5) lim
d2→0+

γ∗(q, d1, d2) = max{βaθ1−τq, · · · , βaθn−1−τq, βaθn}, and lim
d2→+∞

γ∗(q, d1, d2) =

∑n
i=1 βaθi

n
for d1 > 0, q ≥ 0.

Remark 2.2. It is easy to see that µ(0) = 0.

Theorem 2.2 (1), (2) and (5) indicate that in closed advective patchy environments γ∗(q, d1, d2) has
a positive lower bound for any q ≥ 0 and d1, d2 > 0. This implies that if the prey’s diffusion rate d1 > 0
is fixed, then the specialist predators can invade successfully as long as their death rate is suitably small.
For a small diffusion rate d1 of the prey, (3) and (4) show that the specialist predators can always invade
successfully in both non-advective and advective environments. Moreover, given sufficiently small death
rate of the specialist predators, when the carrying capacity of the prey at patch n increases, it is more
convenient for the predators to invade. This phenomenon is different from the one in [27], where they
verified that it is difficult for the specialist predators to invade in advective environments, when d1 is
small enough.

Next, we investigate the asymptotic profiles of the positive steady state (N∗,P ∗).

Theorem 2.3. Suppose (H) hold, and 0 < γ < βakn. Let (N∗,P ∗) be a positive steady state of (1.6).

Then it satisfies (N∗
i , P

∗
i )→ (0, 0) uniformly for i ∈ C as q → +∞, and (N∗

n, P
∗
n)→ (

γ

βa
,
1

a
(rn−

rn

kn

γ

βa
))

as q → +∞.

Theorem 2.4. Suppose (H) hold, 0 < γ < βakmin. Let (N∗,P ∗) be a positive steady state of (1.6).
Then it satisfies

(N∗
i , P

∗
i )→ (

γ

βa
, (1 +

τq

d2
)i−1

∑n
j=1 rj(1− γ

βakj
)

d2a
τq

[(1 + τq
d2
)n − 1]

) (2.3)

uniformly for i ∈ A as d1 → +∞.

Theorem 2.5. Suppose (H) hold, 0 < γ < γ∗(q, d1, d2), and q > max
{

rmax + 2
√
d1rmax,

2βaN∗
n

τ
}. Let

(N∗,P ∗) be a positive steady state of (1.6). Then it satisfies (N∗
i , P

∗
n)→ (θi, 0) as d2 → 0+. Moreover,

max
i∈C

(

P ∗
i − P ∗

n(
d1

d2 + τq
)n−i

)

→ 0 as d2 → 0+. (2.4)

Theorem 2.6. Suppose (H) hold, 0 < γ <
βa

∑n
i θi

n
. Let (N∗,P ∗) be a positive steady state of (1.6).

Then it satisfies (N∗
i , P

∗
n)→ (θ̂i, z) as d2 → +∞, where (θ̂i, z) satisfies















n
∑

j=1

(d1Dij + qQij)θ̂j + θ̂i(ri −
ri

ki
θ̂i − az) = 0, i ∈ A,

βa
n
∑

i=1

θ̂i = γn, i ∈ A.
(2.5)
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Theorem 2.3 implies that sufficiently large advection will affect the distribution of species in the
network. More precisely, two species will coexist and concentrate at the patch n if the advection rate is
large enough. Theorems 2.4 and 2.6 show that two species can coexist for large diffusion rates. Theorem
2.2(5) and 2.5 illustrate the successful invasion of the specialist predators once diffusion rate d2 is enough
small, but their population density tends to zero as the diffusion rate tends to zero. This phenomenon is
partially due to the lack of other food sources of the specialist predators except the prey. Another reason
is that the specialist predators cannot catch up with the prey when their diffusion rate is sufficiently
small.

3 Preliminaries

In this section, we aim to exhibit some fundamental results, which will be utilized in later sections.

3.1 The linear eigenvalue problem

We first consider an auxiliary linear eigenvalue problem.

n
∑

j=1

(dDij + qQij)φj + hiφi = λφi, i ∈ A, (3.1)

where d > 0, q ≥ 0. It is well-known from [1, 2] that problem (3.1) admits a unique principal eigenvalue
λ1(d, q,h) = s(dD + qQ+ diag(hi))(which is the spectral bound of dD + qQ+ diag(hi)) associated with
a nonnegative eigenvector φ = (φ1, · · · , φn) > 0, since the matrix dD + qQ+ diag(hi) is irreducible and
essentially nonnegative for any d > 0, q ≥ 0, where D and Q are defined by (1.2).

Lemma 3.1. Let D and Q be defined in (1.2), d, q > 0, and λ1(d, q,h) be the principal eigenvalue of
(3.1). Suppose that h≫ 0 and there exist i 6= j such that hi 6= hj. Then, we have the following:

(i) for each fixed d > 0, λ1(d, q,h) is strictly decreasing with respect to q in [0,+∞) when h1 ≥ · · · ≥ hn
with at least one strict inequality, and λ1(d, q,h) is strictly increasing with respect to q when h1 ≤ · · · ≤ hn
with at least one strict inequality;

(ii) lim
q→+∞

λ1(d, q,h) = hn;

(iii) lim
d→0

λ1(d, q,h) = max{h1 − q, · · · , hn−1 − q, hn} and lim
d→+∞

λ1(d, q,h) =

∑n
i=1 hi

n
;

(iv) if h > g, then λ1(d, q,h) ≥ λ1(d, q, g), and the equality holds only if h = g.

Proof: The proofs of (i)-(iii) are standard and we refer to [1] for the proofs. We now show the statement
(iv). Indeed, we can rewrite (3.1) as the following forms:















−(d+ q)φ1 + dφ2 + h1φ1 = λ1φ1,

(d+ q)φj−1 + (−2d− q)φj + dφj+1 + hjφj = λ1φj , j ∈ B,
(d+ q)φn−1 − dφn + hnφn = λ1φn.

(3.2)

Differentiating (3.2) with respect to h1, we have



























−(d+ q)
∂φ1

∂h1
+ d

∂φ2

∂h1
+ h1

∂φ1

∂h1
+ φ1 =

∂λ1

∂h1
φ1 + λ1

∂φ1

∂h1
,

(d+ q)
∂φj−1

∂h1
+ (−2d− q)∂φj

∂h1
+ d

∂φj+1

∂h1
+ hj

∂φj

∂h1
=
∂λ1

∂h1
φj + λ1

∂φj

∂h1
, j ∈ B,

(d+ q)
∂φn−1

∂h1
− d∂φn

∂h1
+ hn

∂φn

∂h1
=
∂λ1

∂h1
φn + λ1

∂φn

∂h1
.

(3.3)
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Multiplying the first(second,third) equation of (3.3) by φ1(φj , φn) and the first(second,third) equation of

(3.2) by
∂φ1

∂h1
(
∂φj

∂h1
,
∂φn

∂h1
), and subtracting each other, it then follows that



























d(
∂φ2

∂h1
φ1 − φ2

∂φ1

∂h1
) + φ21 =

∂λ1

∂h1
φ21,

(d+ q)(
∂φj−1

∂h1
φj − φj−1

∂φj

∂h1
) + d(

∂φj+1

∂h1
φj − φj+1

∂φj

∂h1
) =

∂λ1

∂h1
φ2j , j ∈ B,

(d+ q)(
∂φn−1

∂h1
φn − φn−1

∂φn

∂h1
) =

∂λ1

∂h1
φ2n.

(3.4)

Let bi = (
d

d+ q
)i−1. Then we have that bid = bi+1(d+ q). This implies that

b1d(
∂φ2

∂h1
φ1 − φ2

∂φ1

∂h1
φ′1) + b2(d+ q)(

∂φ1

∂h1
φ2 − φ1

∂φ2

∂h1
)

+b2d(
∂φ3

∂h1
φ2 − φ3

∂φ2

∂h1
) + b3(d+ q)(

∂φ2

∂h1
φ3 − φ2

∂φ3

∂h1
)

+b3d(
∂φ4

∂h1
φ3 − φ4

∂φ3

∂h1
) + b4(d+ q)(

∂φ3

∂h1
φ4 − φ3

∂φ4

∂h1
)

+ · · ·
+bn−1d(

∂φn

∂h1
φn−1 − φn

∂φn−1

∂h1
) + bn(d+ q)(

∂φn−1

∂h1
φn − φn−1

∂φn

∂h1
)

= 0.

(3.5)

Then by (3.4) and (3.5), there holds

∂λ1

∂h1
(b1φ

2
1 + · · ·+ bnφ

2
n) = b1φ

2
1 > 0. (3.6)

Therefore,
∂λ1

∂h1
> 0. Similarly, one can have that

∂λ1

∂hi
> 0 for all i ∈ A. The proof is completed. �

Lemma 3.2. Let D and Q be defined in (1.2), d > 0, q ≥ 0, and λ1(d, q,h) be the principal eigenvalue
of (3.1). Suppose that h≫ 0. If h1 = h2 = · · · = hn := h0, then λ1(d, q,h) = h0 for all d > 0, q ≥ 0.

Indeed this lemma can be deduced directly, we omit the proof here.

3.2 Properties of the positive steady state of single species model

Recall that for d1 > 0 and q > 0, (2.1) possesses a unique positive steady state θ = (θ1, · · · , θn)≫ 0,
which satisfies

n
∑

l=1

(d1Dil + qQil)θl + riθi(1−
θi

ki
) = 0, i ∈ A, (3.7)

i.e.


























−(d1 + q)θ1 + d1θ2 + r1θ1(1−
θ1

k1
) = 0,

(d1 + q)θj−1 + (−2d1 − q)θj + d1θj+1 + rjθj(1−
θj

kj
) = 0, j ∈ B,

(d1 + q)θn−1 − d1θn + rnθn(1−
θn

kn
) = 0.

(3.8)

Then we collect some useful results for θ.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose d1 > 0, q ≥ 0. Then we have

(i)
mini∈A biki

bi
≤ θi ≤

maxi∈A biki

bi
, where bi = (

d

d+ q
)i−1;

(ii) if k1 ≤ k2 ≤ · · · ≤ kn, then θ1 ≤ θ2 ≤ · · · ≤ θn;
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(iii) if q ≥ rmax + 2
√
d1rmax, then θi is strictly increasing with respect to i;

(iv) if q ≥ max{rmax + 2
√
d1rmax, 2rmax}, then for i ∈ C

θn(
d1 + q + 2rmax

kmin
θn

d1
)i−n < θi < θn(

d1 + q − 2rmax

d1
)i−n. (3.9)

Moreover,
lim

q→+∞
θn = lim

d1→0
θn = kn, (3.10)

and

lim
q→+∞

max
i∈A

(θi − θn(
d1

d1 + q
)n−i) = lim

d1→0
max
i∈A

(θi − θn(
d1

d1 + q
)n−i) = 0; (3.11)

(v) lim
d1→+∞

θi =

∑n
i=1 ri

∑n
i=1

ri
ki

;

(vi) for d1 > 0 small, if q = 0, then max
i∈A
|θi − ki| < C∗d1 where C∗ =

2maxi∈A(
∑n

l=1Dilkl)

rmin

.

Proof: (i) Let bi = (
d1

d1 + q
)i−1 and wi = biθi(i ∈ A). We see that wi satisfies























(d1 + q)(w2 − w1) + r1(1−
w1

b1k1
)w1 = 0,

d1wj−1 + (−2d1 − q)wj + (d1 + q)wj+1 + rj(1 −
wj

bjkj
)wj = 0, j ∈ B,

d1(wn−1 − wn) + rn(1 −
wn

bnkn
)wn = 0.

(3.12)

If w1 = max
i∈A

wi, then w2 − w1 ≤ 0, which implies from the first equation of (3.12) that wi ≤ w1 ≤
b1k1. Similarly, if wn = max

i∈A
wi, then wi ≤ wn ≤ bnkn. If wi0 = max

i
wi for some i0 ∈ B, then

wi0−1 − 2wi0 + wi0+1 ≤ 0. The second equation of (3.12) then yields that wi ≤ wi0 ≤ bi0ki0 . Therefore,

wi ≤ max
i∈A

biki and θi ≤
maxi∈A biki

bi
. Another inequality

mini∈A biki

bi
≤ θi can be obtained similarly.

(ii) Set al =
θl+1 − θl

θl
(l ∈ C). Then following equations can be deduced directly by (3.8).



























d1a1 − q + r1(1 −
θ1

k1
) = 0,

d1
[

(aj − aj−1)θj + a2j−1θj−1

]

− qaj−1θj−1 + rjθj(1−
θj

kj
) = 0, j ∈ B,

q − d1an−1 + rn
θn

θn−1
(1− θn

kn
) = 0.

(3.13)

Suppose that a1 ≤ 0. By the first equation in (3.13), we conclude that k1 > θ1. Then k2 ≥ k1 > θ1 ≥
θ2. This implies that 1− θ2

k2
> 0 and further (a2−a1)θ2+a21θ1 < 0 by the second equation of (3.13) with

j = 2. Thus a2 < a1 ≤ 0, which implies that θ3 < θ2 < k2 ≤ k3, 1−
θ3

k3
> 0. By the second equation of

(3.13) with j = 3, we arrive at a3 < a2. Thus, by induction, it follows that

an−1 < · · · < a1 ≤ 0, (3.14)

which indicates that
θn < θn−1 < · · · < θ2 ≤ θ1 < k1 ≤ · · · ≤ kn. (3.15)

However, the third equation of (3.13) yields that

d1an−1 = q + rn
θn

θn−1
(1− θn

kn
) > 0, (3.16)
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a contradiction to (3.14). Therefore, a1 > 0.
Suppose that a2 ≤ 0. Using the second equation in (3.8) with j = 2(which is equivalent to r2θ2(1 −

θ2

k2
)+d1a2θ2−(d1+q)a1θ1 = 0), we arrive at k3 ≥ k2 > θ2 ≥ θ3. It then follows from the second equation

in (3.13) with j = 3 that a3 < a2 ≤ 0. Thus θ4 < θ3 ≤ θ2 < k2 ≤ k3 ≤ k4. By induction, there holds

an−1 < · · · < a2 ≤ 0, (3.17)

and furthermore θn < · · · < θ3 ≤ θ2 < kn, which contradicts to the third equation in (3.13). Hence
a2 > 0. By the similar methods as above, we reach that θn > · · · > θ1.

(iii) By a transformation vi = (
d1

d1 + q
)

i−1

2 θi, we can get that



























√

d1(d1 + q)(v2 − v1) + (r1(1−
θ1

k1
)− d1 − q +

√

d1(d1 + q))v1 = 0,

√

d1(d1 + q)(vj−1 − 2vj + vj+1) + (rj(1−
θj

kj
)− 2d1 − q + 2

√

d1(d1 + q))vj = 0, j ∈ B,

(d1 + q)θn−1 − d1θn + rnθn(1−
θn

kn
) = 0.

(3.18)

Since q ≥ rmax+2
√
d1rmax, we see from the first and second equations of (3.18) that v1 < v2 < · · · < vn.

Therefore, θ1 < θ2 < · · · < θn.

(iv) Set Θi = θn(
d1 + q − 2rmax

d1
)i−n. By direct calculations, we obtain from q ≥ 2rmax that

n
∑

l=1

(d1D1l + qQ1l)Θl + r1Θ1(1 −
θ1

k1
) = −(d1 + q)Θ1 + d1Θ2 + r1Θ1(1−

θ1

k1
)

= θn[(−d1 − q)(
d1 + q − 2rmax

d1
)1−n + d1(

d1 + q − 2rmax

d1
)2−n + r1(

d1 + q − 2rmax

d1
)1−n(1− θ1

k1
)]

< θn(
d1 + q − 2rmax

d1
)1−n(−d1 − q + d1(

d1 + q − 2rmax

d1
) + rmax) ≤ 0,

(3.19)
and

n
∑

l=1

(d1Djl + qQjl)Θl + rjΘj(1 −
θj

kj
) = (d1 + q)Θj−1 + (−2d1 − q)Θj + d1Θj+1 + rjΘj(1 −

θj

kj
)

= θn(
d1 + q − 2rmax

d1
)j−n−1[

q − 2rmax

d1
(d1(

d1 + q − 2rmax

d1
)− d1 − q)

+r1(
d1 + q − 2rmax

d1
)− r1(

d1 + q − 2rmax

d1
)
θj

kj
],

< θn(
d1 + q − 2rmax

d1
)j−n−1[d1 + q + (rmax − 2d1 − q)(

d1 + q − 2rmax

d1
)

+d1(
d1 + q − 2rmax

d1
)2] ≤ 0, j ∈ B.

(3.20)
Now, set ui = Θi − θi satisfying

n
∑

l=1

(d1Djl + qQjl)ul + rjuj(1−
θj

kj
) < 0, j ∈ C. (3.21)

Clearly, un = 0. By a further transformation ui = zi(
d1

d1 + q
)

1−i
2 , we get that











√

d1(d1 + q)(z2 − z1) + (r1(1−
θ1

k1
)− d1 − q +

√

d1(d1 + q))z1 < 0,

√

d1(d1 + q)(zj−1 − 2zj + zj+1) + (rj(1−
θj

kj
)− 2d1 − q + 2

√

d1(d1 + q))zj < 0, j ∈ B.
(3.22)
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If there exists i0 ∈ B such that 0 ≥ zi0 = min
i∈A

zi, then (zi0−1−2zi0+zi0+1) ≥ 0. Since q ≥ rmax+2
√
d1rmax

leads to ri0 (1−
θi0
ki0

)− 2d1 − q + 2
√

d1(d1 + q) < 0, then there holds

√

d1(d1 + q)(zi0−1 − 2zi0 + zi0+1) +
(

ri0(1−
θi0
ki0

)− 2d1 − q + 2
√

d1(d1 + q)
)

zi0 ≥ 0, (3.23)

which is a contradiction. Hence, zi > min{0, z1} for i ∈ C. If z1 < 0, then z2 > z1. By q ≥ rmax +
2
√
d1rmax, there holds

√

d1(d1 + q)(z2 − z1) + (r1(1−
θ1

k1
)− d1 − q +

√

d1(d1 + q))z1 > 0, (3.24)

which contradicts to (3.22). Hence z1 ≥ 0, and therefore zi > 0, that is, θi < Θi for i ∈ C. This proves
the second inequality in (3.9).

Next, set ϑi = θn(
d1 + q + 2rmax

kmin
θn

d1
)i−n. Then we have from q ≥ rmax + 2

√
d1rmax that

n
∑

l=1

(d1Dil + qQil)ϑi + riϑi(1−
θi

ki
) >

n
∑

l=1

(d1Dil + qQil)ϑi − rmaxϑi
θn

kmin

> 0. (3.25)

By the same arguments, the first inequality in (3.9) also holds.
A direct summation of the equation of θi gives

n
∑

i=1

riθi =

n
∑

i=1

ri
θ2i
ki
. (3.26)

It then follows from (3.9) that

θ2n min
i∈A

ri

ki

n
∑

i=1

(
d1 + q + 2rmax

kmin
θn

d1
)2i−2n ≤ rmaxθn

n
∑

i=1

(
d1 + q − 2rmax

d1
)i−n, (3.27)

which implies that

min
i∈A

ri

ki
θn

1− ( d1

d1+q+ 2rmax
kmin

θn
)2n

1− ( d1

d1+q+ 2rmax
kmin

θn
)2

<
rmax

1− d1

d1+q−2rmax

. (3.28)

Obviously, for sufficiently large q or sufficiently small d1, we have that

1− (
d1

d1 + q + 2rmax

kmin
θn

)2n ≥ 1

2
, 1− (

d1

d1 + q + 2rmax

kmin
θn

)2 > 0, and 1− d1

d1 + q − 2rmax

≥ 1

2
. (3.29)

Hence, we can deduce that

min
i∈A

ri

ki
θn < 4rmax, for q ≫ 1 or d1 ≪ 1. (3.30)

Next, we show the desired limit. Dividing (3.26) by θn, we then observe that

θn

n
∑

i=1

ri

ki
(
θi

θn
)2 =

n
∑

i=1

ri
θi

θn
. (3.31)

Since

(
d1 + q + 2rmax

kmin
θn

d1
)i−n ≤ θi

θn
≤ (

d1 + q − 2rmax

d1
)i−n, (3.32)

then we see that

lim
q→+∞

θi

θn
= lim

d1→0

θi

θn
= 0, lim

q→+∞

θi

θn
= lim

d1→0
(
θi

θn
)2 = 0, for i ∈ C, (3.33)
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which, together with (3.30), allows us to obtain the limit (3.10).
In view of (3.9), we reach that

θn((
d1

d1 + q + 2rmax

kmin
θn

)n−i−(
d1

d1 + q
)n−i) ≤ θi−θn(

d1

d1 + q
)n−i ≤ θn((

d1

d1 + q − 2rmax

)n−i−(
d1

d1 + q
)n−i).

(3.34)
Therefore, the limit (3.11) is correct.

(v) By statement (i), we have that θi is uniformly bounded for i ∈ A as d1 → +∞. Dividing the
system (3.8) by d1 leads to



























θ2 − θ1 −
q

d1
θ1 +

r1

d1
θ1(1 −

θ1

k1
) = 0,

(1 +
q

d1
)θj−1 + (−2− q

d1
)θj + θj+1 +

rj

d1
θj(1 −

θj

kj
) = 0, j ∈ B,

(1 +
q

d1
)θn−1 − θn +

rn

d1
θn(1 −

θn

kn
) = 0.

(3.35)

Then we have that
θ1 = θ2 = · · · = θn := ρ ≥ 0, (3.36)

as d1 → +∞. By applying the statement (i) again, one can get that ρ > 0. Adding (3.35) up, we get

n
∑

i=1

riθi(1−
θi

ki
) = 0, (3.37)

which means that lim
d1→+∞

θi = ρ =

∑n
i=1 ri

∑n
i=1

ri
ki

.

(vi) The idea of the proof of this statement is to get a sequence of appropriate upper and lower
solutions in terms of d1. For each d1 > 0, letting θ̄i = ki + C∗d1, we compute

n
∑

l=1

(d1Dilθ̄l) +
ri

ki
θ̄i(ki − θ̄i) = d1(

n
∑

l=1

Dilkl − C∗ri(1 + C∗

d1

ki
))

≤ d1(
n
∑

l=1

Dilkl − C∗ri) ≤ 0,

(3.38)

i.e. θ̄ is an upper solution.
Setting θi = ki − C∗d1, we see that for d1 > 0 small, θi > 0. Then we compute, for d1 > 0 small

n
∑

l=1

(d1Dilθl) +
ri

ki
θi(ki − θi) = d1(

n
∑

l=1

Dilkl + C∗ri − C2
∗

d1ri

ki
)

= d1(
n
∑

l=1

Dilkl +
1

2
C∗ri + C∗ri(

1

2
− C∗

d1

ki
)) ≥ d1(

n
∑

l=1

Dilkl +
1

2
C∗ri) ≥ 0,

(3.39)

i.e. θ is a lower solution. Clearly, θ̄i > θi. Therefore, by the similar arguments in the proof of [2, Lemma
2.2](see also [16]), we have that θ̄i > θi > θi, and statement (vi) is correct. This ends the proof. �

3.3 Maximum Principle

In this subsection, we shall introduce some important maximum/comparison principles.

Lemma 3.4 (Strong maximum principle I). Let w satisfies














−(d+ q)w1 + (d+ q)w2 + c1w1 ≥ 0,

dwj−1 + (−2d− q)wj + (d+ q)wj+1 + cjwj ≥ 0, j ∈ B,
dwn−1 − dwn + cnwn ≥ 0,

(3.40)

where ci ∈ R. If w ≤ 0, then either w ≪ 0 or w = 0.
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Proof: Set Σ = {i ∈ A : wi = 0}. We need to show Σ = {1, 2, · · · , n} if Σ 6= ∅. If w1 = 0, then we may
find from the first equation of (3.40) and w ≤ 0 that w2 = 0. Furthermore, the second and the third
equations of (3.40) imply that w3 = · · · = wn = 0. Similarly, we arrive at w = 0 provided that wn = 0.
If now w1 < 0, w2 = 0, by w3 ≤ 0 = w2, we then have from the second equation of (3.40) that

0 ≤ dw1 + (−2d− q)w2 + (d+ q)w3 + c2w2 = d(w1 − w2) + (d+ q)(w3 − w2) < 0, (3.41)

which is a contradiction. This implies that w1 can not be negative if w2 = 0. That is, w2 = 0 yields that
w1 = w2 = 0. By the similar method, one can get that w = 0 provided that there exists a i0 ∈ A such
that wi0 = 0. �

Lemma 3.5 (Strong maximum principle II). Let ci ∈ R, u satisfy

n
∑

j=1

(dDij + qQij)uj + ciui ≤ 0, i ∈ A, (3.42)

where the inequality above is strict for some j0 ∈ A. Suppose that λ1(d, q, c) < 0. Then there holds
u≫ 0.

Proof: Indeed, after setting wi = (
d

d+ q
)i−1ui, (3.42) is equivalent to















−(d+ q)w1 + (d+ q)w2 + c1w1 ≤ 0,

dwj−1 + (−2d− q)wj + (d+ q)wj+1 + cjwj ≤ 0, j ∈ B,
dwn−1 − dwn + cnwn ≤ 0.

(3.43)

We shall verify this lemma in several steps.
Step 1. Let φ > 0 be the non-negative eigenvector corresponding to λ1(d, q, c). Then φ≫ 0.

Clearly, it follows from (3.1) that φ̄i := (
d

d+ q
)i−1φi satisfies















−(d+ q)φ̄1 + (d+ q)φ̄2 + c1φ̄1 = λ1(d, q, c)φ̄1 ≤ 0,

dφ̄j−1 + (−2d− q)φ̄j + (d+ q)φ̄j+1 + cj φ̄j = λ1(d, q, c)φ̄j ≤ 0, j ∈ B,
dφ̄n−1 − dφ̄n + cnφ̄n = λ1(d, q, c)φ̄n ≤ 0,

(3.44)

and the inequality above is strict for some j0 ∈ A. Furthermore, Lemma 3.4 yields that φ̄ ≫ 0, and
hence φ≫ 0.

Step 2. w ≫ 0. Suppose that there exists a i0 ∈ A such that wi0 = min
i∈A

wi < 0. Then we can find

some ξ > 0 such that w + ξφ̄ ≥ 0. In fact, we can define ξ0 = inf{ξ > 0 : wi + ξφ̄i ≥ 0 ∀i ∈ A} > 0.
Therefore w + ξ0φ̄ ≥ 0. Note that w + ξ0φ̄ satisfies















−(d+ q)(w1 + ξ0φ̄1) + (d+ q)(w2 + ξ0φ̄2) + c1(w1 + ξ0φ̄1) ≤ 0,

d(wj−1 + ξ0φ̄j−1) + (−2d− q)(wj + ξ0φ̄j) + (d+ q)(wj+1 + ξ0φ̄j+1) + cj(wj + ξ0φ̄j) ≤ 0, j ∈ B,
d(wn−1 + ξ0φ̄n−1)− d(wn + ξ0φ̄n) + cn(wn + ξ0φ̄n) ≤ 0,

(3.45)
and the inequality above is also strict for some j0 ∈ A. This implies that w + ξ0φ̄ = 0 can not happen.
We than conclude from Lemma 3.4 that w+ ξ0φ̄≫ 0, which contradicts the definition of ξ0. Therefore,
w ≥ 0. Combined with Lemma 3.4 again, we reach that w ≫ 0. That is, u≫ 0. �
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Lemma 3.6 (Comparison principle). Let w(t) satisfy



































dw1

dt
≥ −(d+ q)w1 + (d+ q)w2 + c1w1, 0 < t < T,

dwj

dt
≥ dwj−1 + (−2d− q)wj + (d+ q)wj+1 + ciwi, j ∈ B, 0 < t < T,

dwn

dt
≥ dwn−1 − dwn + cnwn, 0 < t < T,

w(0) > 0,

(3.46)

where ci ∈ R. Then w(t) ≥ 0.

Proof: Consider the case where ci ≤ 0 for every i ∈ A, and the strict inequality

dwi

dt
>

n
∑

j=1

(dDij + qQij)wj + ciwi (3.47)

firstly. If there exists a point (i0, t0) ∈ A × (0, T ] such that wi0(t0) = inf
(i,t)∈A×(0,T )

wi(t) < 0, (3.47) then

yields that

0 ≥ dwi0

dt
>

n
∑

j=1

(dDi0j + qQi0j)wj + ci0wi0 ≥ 0, (3.48)

which is a contradiction. This contradiction shows that w(t) ≥ 0.
For the case

dwi

dt
≥

n
∑

j=1

(dDij + qQij)wj + ciwi, (3.49)

write wε
i (t) = wi(t) + εt where ε > 0. Then

dwε
i

dt
>

n
∑

j=1

(dDij + qQij)w
ε
j + ciw

ε
i and so wε

i ≥ 0. Let ε→ 0

to find wi ≥ 0. This proves the theorem for the case ci ≤ 0. For arbitrary ci, we choose bi ≥ ci and define
vi(t) = e−bitwi(t). It is easy to see from (3.46) that vi(t) satisfies



































dv1
dt
≥ −(d+ q)v1 + (d+ q)v2 + (c1 − b1)v1, 0 < t < T,

dvj
dt
≥ dvj−1 + (−2d− q)vj + (d+ q)vj+1 + (ci − bi)vi, j ∈ B, 0 < t < T,

dvn
dt
≥ dvn−1 − dvn + (cn − bn)vn, 0 < t < T,

v(0) > 0.

(3.50)

Since ci − bi ≤ 0, the above conclusion for ci ≤ 0 implies that v ≥ 0. The conclusion w(t) ≥ 0 follows
from wi(t) = ebitvi(t). �

Lemma 3.7 (Strong maximum principle III). Let w(t) satisfy



































dw1

dt
≤ −(d+ q)w1 + (d+ q)w2 + c1w1, 0 < t < T,

dwj

dt
≤ dwj−1 + (−2d− q)wj + (d+ q)wj+1 + ciwi, j ∈ B, 0 < t < T,

dwn

dt
≤ dwn−1 − dwn + cnwn, 0 < t < T,

w(0) < 0,

(3.51)

where ci ∈ R. If wi0 (t0) = max
i∈A,t>0

wi(t) =M ≥ 0 for some t0 > 0, i0 ∈ A, then wi(t) ≡M for all t < t0.
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Proof: Without loss of generality, we may assume that ci ≤ 0, otherwise one can set vi(t) = e−bitwi(t)
for bi ≥ ci and consider vi(t). Suppose by contradiction that there exists (i1, t1) ∈ A × (0, t0) such that
wi1(t1) ≤ M1 < M . Set ui(t) = M − wi(t)− (M −M1)he

−α(t−t1), where h is a small positive constant.
We then have that

n
∑

j=1

(dDij + qQij)uj + ciui −
dui
dt
≤ −eα(t−t1)(M −M1)(αh+ cih+

n
∑

j=1

(dDij + qQij)h) < 0, (3.52)

provided α≫ 1. Since ui(t1) =M −wi(t1)− (M −M1)h ≥ (1− h)(M −Mi) > 0 for 0 < h≪ 1. It then
follows from Lemma 3.6 that u(t) ≥ 0. Furthermore, wi(t) ≤M − (M −M1)he

−α(t−t1) < M for t > t1.
This implies that wi0 (t0) < M , which is a contradiction. The proof of this lemma is hence finished. �

4 Proof of the main results

This section is devoted to the proofs of our main results.

4.1 Dynamic classification in the q − γ plane

Clearly, the steady states of (1.6) consists of the trivial steady state (0,0), the semi-trivial steady
state (θ,0) and the positive steady state (N∗,P ∗).

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that (H) hold. The trivial steady state (0,0) of (1.6) is always unstable.

Proof: The linearization eigenvalue problem of(1.6) at (0,0) is















n
∑

j=1

(d1Dij + qQij)φj + riφi = λφi, i ∈ A,
n
∑

j=1

(d2Dij + τqQij)ψj − γψi = λψi i ∈ A.
(4.1)

Note by r ≫ 0 that λ1(d1, q, r) > 0. We conclude that (0,0) is always unstable. �

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that (H) hold. There exists a unique continuous critical curve Γ : γ = γ∗(q, d1, d2)
such that (θ,0) is locally asymptotically stable if γ > γ∗(q, d1, d2) and unstable if 0 < γ < γ∗(q, d1, d2).

Proof: The linearization eigenvalue problem of (1.6) at (θ,0) is















n
∑

j=1

(d1Dij + qQij)φj + ri(1−
2θi
ki

)φi − aθiψi = µφi, i ∈ A,
n
∑

j=1

(d2Dij + τqQij)ψj + (βaθi − γ)ψi = µψi i ∈ A.
(4.2)

Clearly, the local stability of (θ,0) is determined by the sign of the principal eigenvalue of Lψi =
n
∑

j=1

(d2Dij+τqQij)ψj+(βaθi−γ)ψi; namely, (θ,0) is locally asymptotically stable if λ1(d2, τq, βaθ−γ) < 0

and unstable if λ1(d2, τq, βaθ − γ) > 0. Furthermore, we have

λ1(d2, τq, βaθ − γ) = λ1(d2, τq, βaθ)− γ. (4.3)

Therefore, we let γ∗(q, d1, d2) = λ1(d2, τq, βaθ). Then it follows from Lemma 3.1(iv) that







λ1(d2, τq, βaθ − γ) > 0 if 0 < γ < γ∗

λ1(d2, τq, βaθ − γ) = 0 if γ = γ∗

λ1(d2, τq, βaθ − γ) < 0 if γ > γ∗.

(4.4)
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Proof of Theorem 2.1: We shall split the proof into several steps.

Step 1. Let Ui(t) = (
d1

d1 + q
)i−1Ni(t) and Vi(t) = (

d2

d2 + τq
)i−1Pi(t), where (N (t),P (t)) is the solution

of (1.6). Then (U (t),V (t)) satisfies







































































































dU1

dt
= −(d1 + q)U1 + (d1 + q)U2 + r1U1(1−

N1

k1
)− aU1P1,

dUj

dt
= d1Uj−1 + (−2d1 − q)Uj + (d1 + q)Uj+1 + rjUj(1 −

Nj

kj
)− aUjPj , j ∈ B,

dUn

dt
= d1Un−1 − d1Un + rnUn(1−

Nn

kn
)− aUnPn,

dV1
dt

= −(d2 + τq)V1 + (d2 + τq)V2 + V1(βaN1 − γ),
dVj
dt

= d2Vj−1 + (−2d2 − τq)Vj + (d2 + τq)Vj+1 + Vj(βaNj − γ), j ∈ B,
dVn
dt

= d2Vn−1 − d2Vn + Vn(βaNn − γ),

U(0) = (1,
d1

d1 + q
, · · · , ( d1

d1 + q
)n−1) ·N (0) > 0,

V (0) = (1,
d2

d2 + τq
, · · · , ( d2

d2 + τq
)n−1) ·P (0) > 0.

(4.5)

Clearly, Lemma 3.7 leads to U ,V ≫ 0 since U(0),V (0) > 0, and then N ,P ≫ 0. Note that



























dU1

dt
≤ −(d1 + q)U1 + (d1 + q)U2 + r1U1(1−

U1

k1
),

dUj

dt
≤ d1Uj−1 + (−2d1 − q)Uj + (d1 + q)Uj+1 + rjUj(1−

Uj

kj
(
d1 + q

d1
)j−1), j ∈ B,

dUn

dt
≤ d1Un−1 − d1Un + rnUn(1−

Un

kn
(
d1 + q

d1
)n−1).

(4.6)

Let C1 = max
i∈A
{ki, Ui(0)}, and Ui = Ui − C1. It then follows that Ui satisfies Ui(0) ≤ 0 and



























dU1
dt
≤ −(d1 + q)U1 + (d1 + q)U2 + r1C1(−

U1
k1

),

dUj
dt
≤ d1Uj−1 + (−2d1 − q)Uj + (d1 + q)Uj+1 + rjC1(−

Uj
kj

(
d1 + q

d1
)j−1), j ∈ B,

dUn
dt
≤ d1Un−1 − d1Un + rnC1(−

Un
kn

(
d1 + q

d1
)n−1).

(4.7)

From the above inequalities, one can get that Ui ≤ 0 for i ∈ A and t ≥ 0, and hence Ui ≤ C1,

0 < Ni ≤ C1(
d1 + q

d1
)n−1 for t > 0.
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Step 2. Next, we verify Vi and Pi are bounded uniformly for i ∈ A, t > 0. We rewrite system (4.5) as






























































































dU1

dt
= −(d1 + q)U1 + (d1 + q)U2 + r1U1(1−

N1

k1
)− aU1P1,

(
d1 + q

d1
)j−1 dUj

dt
= (d1Uj−1 + (−2d1 − q)Uj + (d1 + q)Uj+1 + rjUj(1−

Nj

kj
)− aUjPj)(

d1 + q

d1
)j−1, j ∈ B,

(
d1 + q

d1
)n−1 dUn

dt
= (d1Un−1 − d1Un + rnUn(1−

Un

kn
)− aUnPn)(

d1 + q

d1
)n−1,

dV1
dt

= −(d2 + τq)V1 + (d2 + τq)V2 + V1(βaN1 − γ),

(
d2 + τq

d2
)j−1 dVj

dt
= (d2Vj−1 + (−2d2 − τq)Vj + (d2 + τq)Vj+1 + Vj(βaNj − γ))(

d2 + τq

d2
)j−1, j ∈ B,

(
d2 + τq

d2
)n−1 dVn

dt
= (d2Vn−1 − d2Vn + Vn(βaNn − γ))(

d2 + τq

d2
)n−1,

U(0) > 0,

V (0) > 0.

(4.8)

Let w(t) =
n
∑

i=1

(β(
d1 + q

d1
)i−1Ui + (

d2 + τq

d2
)i−1Vi). Adding all the equations in (4.8) up yields that

w′(t) + γw(x) ≤ β(rmax + γ)

n
∑

i=1

(
d1 + q

d1
)i−1Ui ≤ β(rmax + γ)C1n(

d1 + q

d1
)n−1. (4.9)

By Gronwall inequality, we have

w(t) ≤ w(0)e−γt +
β(rmax + γ)C1n(

d1 + q

d1
)n−1

γ
(1− e−γt), (4.10)

which implies that w(t) is bounded for all t > 0. Then one can get that 0 < Vi ≤ (
d2 + τq

d2
)i−1Vi < w(t)

is also bounded uniformly. Hence Pi(t) is bounded uniformly and the statement (i) holds.
Step 3. Consider the case γ > γ∗.
Step 3.1. Let f(t) be the solution of











































df1
dt

= −(d1 + q)f1 + (d1 + q)f2 + r1f1(1−
f1

k1
),

dfj
dt

= d1fj−1 + (−2d1 − q)fj + (d1 + q)fj+1 + rjfj(1 −
fj

kj
(
d1 + q

d1
)j−1), j ∈ B,

dfn
dt

= d1fn−1 − d1fn + rnfn(1−
fn

kn
(
d1 + q

d1
)n−1),

f(0) = (1,
d1

d1 + q
, · · · , ( d1

d1 + q
)n−1) ·N(0) > 0.

(4.11)

The comparison principle (Lemma 3.6) and (4.6) yield that Ui ≤ fi. Observe from [2, Lemma 2.2] that

lim
t→+∞

fi = (
d1

d1 + q
)i−1θi. This implies that

lim sup
t→+∞

Ui ≤ (
d1

d1 + q
)i−1θi for all i ∈ A. (4.12)

Then for any ε > 0, there exists T1 > 0 such that Ni(t) < θi+ ε for all t ≥ T1. Let g(t) be the solution of


































dg1
dt

= −(d2 + τq)g1 + (d2 + τq)g2 + g1(βa(θ1 + ε)− γ),
dgj
dt

= d2gj−1 + (−2d2 − τq)gj + (d2 + τq)gj+1 + gj(βa(θj + ε)− γ), j ∈ B,
dgn
dt

= d2gn−1 − d2gn + gn(βa(θn + ε)− γ),
g(T1) = V (T1).

(4.13)
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Clearly, one can get that Vi(t) ≤ gi(t) for all t ≥ T1 by using Lemma 3.6. Since λ1(d2, τq, βaθ − γ) < 0
when γ > γ∗, there exists ε > 0 small enough such that λ1(d2, τq, βa(θ + ε)− γ) < 0. Since it is easy to

see that C(
d2

d2 + τq
)i−1eλ1(d2,τq,βa(θ+ε)−γ)(t−T1)φ is a super solution of (4.13) for C large enough, where

φ is the principal eigenfunction of the eigenvalue problem (3.2) with respect to λ1(d2, τq, βa(θ + ε)− γ).
Lemma 3.6 then yields that

0 ≤ lim sup
t→+∞

Vi(t) ≤ lim
t→+∞

Cφie
λ1(d2,τq,βa(θ+ε)−γ)(t−T1) = 0. (4.14)

Step 3.2. Since lim
t→+∞

Vi(t) = 0, therefore, lim
t→+∞

Pi(t) = 0 and for any ε > 0, there exists T2 > T1

such that Pi(t) ≤ ε for t ≥ T2, which leads to



























dU1

dt
≥ −(d1 + q)U1 + (d1 + q)U2 + r1U1(1 −

N1

k1
)− aU1ε,

dUj

dt
≥ d1Uj−1 + (−2d1 − q)Uj + (d1 + q)Uj+1 + rjUj(1−

Nj

kj
)− aUjε, j ∈ B,

dUn

dt
≥ d1Un−1 − d1Un + rnUn(1 −

Nn

kn
)− aUnε.

(4.15)

Let fε(t) be the solution of



































df ε
1

dt
= −(d1 + q)f ε

1 + (d1 + q)f ε
2 + r1f

ε
1 (1−

f ε
1

k1
)− af ε

1ε,

df ε
j

dt
= d1f

ε
j−1 + (−2d1 − q)f ε

j + (d1 + q)f ε
j+1 + rjf

ε
j (1 −

Nj

kj

d1 + q

d1
)j−1)− af ε

j ε, j ∈ B,
df ε

n

dt
= d1f

ε
n−1 − d1f ε

n + rnf
ε
n(1−

Nn

kn

d1 + q

d1
)n−1)− af ε

nε,

f(T2) = U(T2).

(4.16)

Lemma 3.6 implies that Ui(t) ≥ f ε
i (t) for all t ≥ T2. By applying [2, Lemma 2.2] and choosing ε > 0

sufficiently small, we have that lim
t→+∞

f ε
i (t) = θεi (

d1

d1 + q
)i−1 uniformly for i ∈ A, where θεi (

d1

d1 + q
)i−1 is

the unique positive steady state solution of (4.16). Furthermore, by virtue of Lemma 3.3(i) and (4.16),

we can obtain that 0 ≤ θεi ≤ (
d1 + q

d1
)n−1 max

i∈A
ki(

d1

d1 + q
)i−1. Note that we can deduce that lim

ε→0
θεi = θi.

That is

lim inf
t→+∞

Ui(t) ≥ θi(
d1

d1 + q
)i−1. (4.17)

Combining with (4.12), we get that

lim
t→+∞

Ui(t) = θi(
d1

d1 + q
)i−1, lim

t→+∞
Ni(t) = θi. (4.18)

Hence the statement (ii) holds.
Step 4. Consider the case γ < γ∗.
Step 4.1. System (1.6) is uniformly persistent.
In order to prove the uniform persistence of system (1.6)(or the equivalent system (4.5)) in the case

where γ < γ∗, let Θ(t) be the solution semiflow generated by system (4.5) on the state space P, where

P = {(U ,V ) ∈ R
n × R

n : U > 0,V > 0}. (4.19)

Define
P0 = {(U ,V ) ∈ P : U 6= 0 and V 6= 0}, (4.20)

and ∂P0 = P \ P0. Let

M∂ = {(U(0),V (0)) ∈ ∂P0 : Θ(t)(U(0),V (0)) ∈ ∂P0, ∀t ≥ 0}, (4.21)
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and ω((U(0),V (0))) be the omega limit set of the forward orbit δ+((U(0),V (0))) = {Θ(t)(U(0),V (0)) :
t ≥ 0}. By Lemma 3.7, we can conclude that P0 is open in P and forward invariant under the dynamics
generated by system (4.5), and ∂P0 contains steady state points (0,0), (θ,0). We claim that

⋃

(U(0),V (0))∈M∂

ω((U (0),V (0))) ∈ {(0,0), (θ,0)}. (4.22)

In fact, for any (U(0),V (0)) ∈ M∂ , we have Θ(t)(U(0),V (0)) ∈ ∂P0, ∀t ≥ 0. This implies that
U(t; (U(0),V (0))) = 0 or V (t; (U(0),V (0))) = 0 for t ≥ 0. If U(t; (U (0),V (0))) = 0 for t ≥ 0,
then P (t; (N (0),P (0))) satisfies



































dP1

dt
= −(d2 + τq)P1 + d2P2 − γP1,

dPj

dt
= (d2 + τq)Pj−1 + (−2d2 − τq)Pj + d2Pj+1 − γPj, j ∈ B,

dPn

dt
= (d2 + τq)Pn−1 − d2Pn − γPn,

P (0) > 0.

(4.23)

It follows that
d(eγt

∑n
i=1 Pi)

dt
= 0, which hence implies that 0 ≤ lim

t→+∞
Pi = 0. In the case where

U(τ0; (U(0),V (0))) 6= 0 for some τ0 > 0, we have U(t; (U(0),V (0))) > 0 for all t > τ0 by Lemma 3.7,
which implies that V (t; (U (0),V (0))) = 0 for all t > τ0. Thus N (t; (N (0),P (0))) is the solution of
(2.1). Then we have that either lim

t→+∞
Ni(t) = 0, or lim

t→+∞
Ni(t) = θi. Hence, our claim holds.

We next claim that (0,0), (θ,0) are uniform weak repellers in the sense that

lim sup
t→+∞

‖Θ(t)(U(0),V (0))− (0,0)‖ ≥ δ1 for all (U (0),V (0)) ∈ P0, (4.24)

and
lim sup
t→+∞

‖Θ(t)(U(0),V (0))− (θ,0)‖ ≥ δ2 for all (U(0),V (0)) ∈ P0. (4.25)

Suppose by contradiction that (4.24) is not true. Then for any δ > 0, there exists (U(0),V (0)) ∈ P0 such
that

lim sup
t→+∞

‖Θ(t)(U(0),V (0))− (0,0)‖ < δ. (4.26)

Therefore, there exists t0 > 0 such that for t ≥ t0, we have that

‖N(t, (N (0),P (0)))‖ < δ, ‖P (t, (N (0),P (0)))‖ < δ. (4.27)

Consequently, it follows from the equation for N that

dNi

dt
≥

n
∑

j=1

(d1Dij + qQij)Nj +Ni(ri −
riδ

ki
− aδ), i ∈ A, t ≥ t0. (4.28)

In view of (U(0),V (0)) ∈ P0, by Lemma 3.7, we have Ui(t0) > 0, and then Ni(t0) > 0. Thus there
exists an α0 > 0 such that Ni(t0) ≥ α0φ

δ
1i, where φ

δ
1 is the principal eigenfunction corresponding to the

principal eigenvalue λ1(d1, q, r−
r

k
δ−aδ) of (3.2). Let N i(t) = α0e

λ1(d1,q,r−
r

k
δ−aδ)(t−t0)φδ1i. Then N i(t)

satisfies










dN i

dt
=

n
∑

j=1

(d1Dij + qQij)N j +N i(ri −
riδ

ki
− aδ), i ∈ A, t > 0,

N(t0) = α0φ
δ
1
.

(4.29)

The comparison principle(Lemma 3.6) yields that

Ni(t) ≥ N(t) for all t ≥ t0. (4.30)
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Since λ1(d1, q, r) > 0, by continuity, we can choose δ > 0 small enough such that λ1(d1, q, r−
r

k
δ−aδ) > 0,

which implies lim
t→+∞

Ni(t, (N(0),P (0))) = +∞. This is a contradiction to ‖N(t, (N (0),P (0)))‖ < δ for

t > t0. Hence, we conclude that (0,0) is a uniform weak repeller.
Suppose by contradiction that (4.25) is not true. Then for any δ > 0, there exists (N (0),P (0)) ∈ P0

such that lim sup
t→+∞

‖Θ(t)(N (0),P (0))− (θ,0)‖ < δ. Therefore, there exists t1 > 0 such that for t ≥ t1, we
have

‖N(t, (N (0),P (0)))− θ‖ < δ, ‖P (t, (N(0),P (0)))‖ < δ. (4.31)

Therefore, it follows from the equation for P that

dPi

dt
≥

n
∑

j=1

(d2Dij + τqQij)Pj + Pi(βa(θi − δ)− γ), i ∈ A, t ≥ t1. (4.32)

In view of (N (0),P (0)) ∈ P0, by Lemma 3.7, we have Pi(t1) > 0. Let ψδ
1 be the principal eigenfunction

with respect to λ1(d2, τq, βa(θ − δ) − γ). Thus there exists an α1 > 0 such that Pi(t1) ≥ α1ψ
δ
1i. Let

P i(t) = α1e
λ1(d2,τq,βa(θ−δ)−γ)(t−t1)ψδ

1i. Then P i(t) satisfies










dP i

dt
=

n
∑

j=1

(d2Dij + τqQij)P j + P i(βa(θi − δ)− γ), i ∈ A, t ≥ t1,

P i(t1) = α1ψ
δ
1i.

(4.33)

It follows from Lemma 3.6 that Pi(t) ≥ P i(t) for all t ≥ t1. On the other hand, since 0 < γ < γ∗, we
have that λ1(d2, τq, βaθ − γ) > 0 by (4.4). By continuity, we can choose δ > 0 small enough such that
λ1(d2, τq, βa(θ − δ)− γ) > 0, which implies lim

t→+∞
Pi(t, (N (0),P (0))) = +∞. This is a contradiction to

‖P (t, (N (0),P (0)))‖ < δ for t > t1. Hence, we conclude that (θ,0) is a uniform weak repeller.
We define now a continuous function D : P→ [0,∞) by

D((N ,P )) = min{min
i∈A

Ni,min
i∈A

Pi} for any (N ,P ) ∈ P. (4.34)

It follows from Lemma 3.7 that D−1(0,∞) ⊂ P0 and D satisfies if D((N ,P )) > 0 or (N ,P ) ∈ P0 with
D((N ,P )) = 0, then D(Θ(t)(N ,P )) > 0, ∀ t > 0. That is, D is a generalized distance function for the
semiflow Θ(t) : P→ P (see [28]). It follows from Step 2 that Θ(t) is point dissipative on P. Moreover, it is
easy to see from the Arzela-Ascoli theorem that Θ(t) : P→ P is compact for any t > 0. By [22, Theorem
2.6], Θ(t) : P → P, t ≥ 0 admits a global compact attractor that attracts each bounded set in P. Since
(0,0) and (θ, 0) are uniform weak repellers, we conclude that (0,0) and (θ, 0) are isolated invariant sets
in P, and

WS{(0,0)} ∩ D−1(0,∞) = ∅,WS{(θ, 0)} ∩ D−1(0,∞) = ∅, (4.35)

whereWS{(0,0)},WS{(θ, 0)} are the stable sets of (0,0), (θ, 0), respectively (see [28]). Hence, there are
no subsets of {(0,0)} ∪ {(θ, 0)} form a cycle in ∂P0. By [28, Theorem 3], there exists η > 0 such that for
any (N(0),P (0)) ∈ P0,

min
(N ,P )∈ω((N(0),P (0)))

D((N ,P )) > η. (4.36)

This implies that for any (N ,P ) ∈ P0, lim inf
t→+∞

Ni(t) ≥ η and lim inf
t→+∞

Pi(t) ≥ η. That is, system (1.6) with

initial conditions (N (0),P (0)) ∈ P0 is uniformly persistent.
Step 4.2. System (1.6) has a steady state solution. It follows from [22, Theorem 3.7 and Remark 3.10]

that Θ(t) : P0 → P0 admits a global attractor A0. Then [22, Theorem 4.7] yields that Θ(t) admits at
least one steady-state solution (N∗,P ∗) ∈ P0. Furthermore, we deduce that N∗,P ∗ ≫ 0 by Lemma
3.4. Thus, system (1.6) admits at least one positive steady state solution (N∗,P ∗). That is, (N∗,P ∗)
satisfies















n
∑

j=1

(d1Dij + qQij)N
∗
j + riN

∗
i (1−

N∗
i

ki
)− aN∗

i P
∗
i = 0, i ∈ A,

n
∑

j=1

(d2Dij + τqQij)P
∗
j + P ∗

i (βaN
∗
i − γ) = 0, i ∈ A.

(4.37)
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The proof of this Theorem is hence completed. �

Proof of Theorem 2.2: (1) Note that γ∗(q, d1, d2) = λ1(d2, τq, βaθ). By means of Lemma 3.1(ii) and
Lemma 3.3(iv), it follows that lim

q→+∞
γ∗(q, d1, d2) = βakn.

(2) Since by Lemma 3.3(v), there holds lim
d1→+∞

θi =

∑n
i=1 ri

∑n
i=1

ri
ki

, it then indicates from Lemma 3.2 that

lim
d1→+∞

γ∗(q, d1, d2) =
βa

∑n
i=1 ri

∑n
i=1

ri
ki

. (4.38)

(3) Note from Lemma 3.3(iv) that lim
d1→0+

(θ1, θ2, · · · , θn) = (0, · · · , 0, kn). Hence one has lim
d1→0+

γ∗(q, d1, d2) =

µ(kn), where µ(kn) is the principal eigenvalue of (2.2). Clearly, µ(0) = 0 and µ(kn) is strictly increasing
with respect to kn.

(4) Since γ∗(0, d1, d2) = λ1(d2, 0, θ|q=0), by Lemma 3.3(vi), there holds

lim
d1→0+

γ∗(0, d1, d2) = λ1(d2, 0, βak). (4.39)

(5) If q ≥ 0, by applying Lemma 3.1(iii), one can have that

lim
d2→0+

γ∗(q, d1, d2) = max{βaθ1 − τq, · · · , βaθn−1 − τq, βaθn}, and lim
d2→+∞

γ∗(q, d1, d2) =

∑n
i=1 βaθi

n
.

(4.40)
The proof of this Theorem is therefore completed. �

4.2 Asymptotic profiles of positive steady states

This subsection is devoted to studying the influence of diffusion and advection on the asymptotic
profiles of the positive steady state of system (1.6). Therefore, we focus on the steady states system

(4.37). Let Ui = (
d1

d1 + q
)i−1Ni and Vi = (

d2

d2 + τq
)i−1Pi. Then (U ,V ) satisfies



























































−(d1 + q)U1 + (d1 + q)U2 + r1U1(1−
N1

k1
)− aU1P1 = 0,

d1Uj−1 + (−2d1 − q)Uj + (d1 + q)Uj+1 + rjUj(1−
Nj

kj
)− aUjPj = 0, j ∈ B,

d1Un−1 − d1Un + rnUn(1−
Nn

kn
)− aUnPn = 0,

−(d2 + τq)V1 + (d2 + τq)V2 + V1(βaN1 − γ) = 0,

d2Vj−1 + (−2d2 − τq)Vj + (d2 + τq)Vj+1 + Vj(βaNj − γ) = 0, j ∈ B,
d2Vn−1 − d2Vn + Vn(βaNn − γ) = 0.

(4.41)

Lemma 4.3. Suppose (H) hold. Let (N ,P ) be a nonnegative solution of (4.37) with (N ,P ) 66= (0,0).
Then 0≪N ≪ θ and γ < γ∗(q, d1, d2).

Proof: Note that, (U ,V ) is a nonnegative solution of (4.41) with (U ,V ) 6= (0,0). Lemma 3.4 yields
that U ≫ 0 and V ≫ 0. Hence, N ≫ 0 and P ≫ 0. From the equations of U in (4.41), we have that










































0 = −(d1 + q)U1 + (d1 + q)U2 + r1U1(1−
N1

k1
)− aU1P1 < −(d1 + q)U1 + (d1 + q)U2 + r1U1(1−

N1

k1
),

0 = d1Uj−1 + (−2d1 − q)Uj + (d1 + q)Uj+1 + rjUj(1−
Nj

kj
)− aUjPj

< d1Uj−1 + (−2d1 − q)Uj + (d1 + q)Uj+1 + rjUj(1−
Nj

kj
), j ∈ B,

0 = d1Un−1 − d1Un + rnUn(1−
Nn

kn
) < d1Un−1 − d1Un + rnUn(1−

Nn

kn
).

(4.42)
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Since θ is the unique positive solution to (3.7), then w :=
(

θ1, (
d1

d1 + q
)θ2, · · · , (

d1

d1 + q
)n−1θn

)

is the

unique positive solution to



























(d1 + q)(w2 − w1) + r1(1−
w1

k1
)w1 = 0,

d1wj−1 + (−2d1 − q)wj + (d1 + q)wj+1 + rj(1− (
d1 + q

d1
)j−1wj

kj
)wj = 0, j ∈ B,

d1(wn−1 − wn) + rn(1 − (
d1 + q

d1
)n−1wn

kn
)wn = 0.

(4.43)

By the similar arguments in the proof of [2, Lemma 2.2](see also [16]), one can conclude that 0≪ U ≪ w,
which implies 0≪N ≪ θ. Furthermore, from the equations of V in (4.41) and Lemma 3.1(iv), we have

γ = λ1(d2, τq, βaN ) < λ1(d2, τq, βaθ) = γ∗(q, d1, d2). (4.44)

This completes the proof. �

Lemma 4.4. Suppose (H) hold. Let (N ,P ) be a nonnegative solution of (4.37) with (N ,P ) 6= (0,0).
We have the following results:

(1) if q ≥ rmax + 2
√
d1rmax, there holds 0 < N1 < · · · < Nn;

(2) if q ≥ max
{

rmax + 2
√
d1rmax,

βaNn + 2
√
βad2Nn

τ

}

, there holds 0 < P1 < · · · < Pn.

Proof: (1) It follows from Lemma 4.3 that N ≫ 0 and P ≫ 0. Now set αi = (
d1

d1 + q
)

i−1

2 , ξi = αiNi

and ζi = αiPi. Direct calculations yield











√

d1(d1 + q)(ξ2 − ξ1) +
[

r1(1−
N1

k1
)− d1 − q +

√

d1(d1 + q)− aζ1

α1

]

ξ1 = 0,

√

d1(d1 + q)(ξj−1 − 2ξj + ξj+1) +
[

rj(1−
Nj

kj
)− 2d1 − q + 2

√

d1(d1 + q)− aζj

αj

]

ξj = 0, j ∈ B.
(4.45)

If q ≥ rmax + 2
√
d1rmax, then











r1(1−
N1

k1
)− d1 − q +

√

d1(d1 + q)− aζ1

α1
< 0,

rj(1 −
Nj

kj
)− 2d1 − q +

√

d1(d1 + q)− aζj

αj

< 0, j ∈ B.
(4.46)

Thus, we get from (4.45) that 0 < ξ1 < ξ2 < · · · < ξn. This indicates that 0 < N1 < · · · < Nn.

(2) Set ai = (
d2

d2 + τq
)

i−1

2 , ξi = aiNi and ζi = aiPi. Then we have

{√

d2(d2 + τq)(ζ2 − ζ1) +
[

βaN1 − γ − d2 − τq +
√

d2(d2 + τq)
]

ζ1 = 0,
√

d2(d2 + τq)(ζj−1 − 2ζj + ζj+1) +
[

βaNj − γ − 2d2 − τq +
√

d2(d2 + τq)
]

ζj = 0, j ∈ B.
(4.47)

By means of (1), we get that

{

βaN1 − γ − d2 − τq +
√

d2(d2 + τq) < βaNn − d2 − τq +
√

d2(d2 + τq) ≤ 0,

βaNi − γ − 2d2 − τq +
√

d2(d2 + τq) < βaNn − 2d2 − τq +
√

d2(d2 + τq) ≤ 0, j ∈ B.
(4.48)

Here q ≥ max
{

rmax +2
√
d1rmax,

βaNn + 2
√
βad2Nn

τ

}

is used. Hence, we get from (4.47) that 0 < ζ1 <

ζ2 < · · · < ζn. This indicates that 0 < P1 < · · · < Pn. The proof of this lemma is therefore completed. �
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Lemma 4.5. Suppose (H) hold. Let (N ,P ) be a nonnegative solution of (4.37) with (N ,P ) 6= (0,0).
Then the following results hold:

(1) for fixed d1, d2 > 0, Pi is uniformly bounded for i ∈ A as q → +∞;

(2) for fixed d1 > 0 and q > max
{

rmax + 2
√
d1rmax,

βaNn

τ

}

, Pi is uniformly bounded for i ∈ A as

d2 → 0+;
(3) for fixed d2 > 0 and q ≥ 0, Pi is uniformly bounded for i ∈ A as d1 → +∞;
(4) for fixed d1 > 0 and q ≥ 0, Pi is uniformly bounded for i ∈ A as d2 → +∞.

Proof: By a similar argument as in the proof of Lemma 4.3, we have N ≫ 0 and P ≫ 0.
(1) According to Lemma 4.4(2), we only need to show Pn is uniformly bounded as q → +∞. If this

is not true, then by passing to a sequence if necessary, we may assume Pn → +∞ as q → +∞. Set

P̃i =
Pi

Pn

. Then















n
∑

j=1

(d1Dij + qQij)Nj + riNi(1−
Ni

ki
)− aNiP̃iPn = 0, i ∈ A,

n
∑

j=1

(d2Dij + τqQij)P̃j + P̃i(βaNi − γ) = 0, i ∈ A.
(4.49)

Since ki ≤ kmax, 0 < P̃i ≤ 1 and 0 < Ni < θi is bounded uniformly for q → +∞ by lemma 3.3 and
Lemma 4.3, passing to a sequence if necessary yields that ki → k∗i ≥ 0, P̃i → P ∗

i ≤ 1 and Ni → N∗
i ≥ 0.

In particular, P ∗
n = 1, since P̃n = 1. By dividing the second equation of (4.49) by q, it follows that











(−d2
q
− τ)P̃1 +

d2

q
P̃2 +

βaN1 − γ
q

P̃1 = 0,

(
d2

q
+ τ)P̃j−1 + (−2d2

q
− τ)P̃j +

d2

q
P̃j+1 +

βaNj − γ
q

P̃j = 0, j ∈ B.
(4.50)

Consequently, as q → +∞, P̃1, P̃2, · · · , P̃n−1 → 0. Noting that
n
∑

i=1

n
∑

j=1

(d2Dij + τqQij)P̃j = 0, we deduce

that
n
∑

i=1

P̃i(βaNi − γ) = 0. (4.51)

A simple calculation gives βaN∗
n − γ = 0, which shows N∗

n =
γ

βa
.

Combining the first equation of (4.49) with
n
∑

i=1

n
∑

j=1

(d1Dij + qQij)Nj = 0 yields that

aPn

n
∑

i=1

NiP̃i =

n
∑

i=1

Niri(1−
Ni

ki
), (4.52)

which implies that

+∞← aPn =

n
∑

i=1

Niri(1−
Ni

ki
)

n
∑

i=1

NiP̃i

. (4.53)

This is impossible. Hence Pn is uniformly bounded as q → +∞.

(2) Given q > max
{

rmax + 2
√
d1rmax,

βaNn

τ

}

, by the similar arguments as in the proof of Lemma

4.4, we can deduce that for d2 ≪ 1, 0 < P1 < · · · < Pn. Hence, we need only to show Pn is bounded
uniformly for d2 → 0+. Suppose that there exist a sequence dm2 and positive solutions (Nm,Pm) to
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(4.37) such that lim
m→+∞

dm2 = 0 and Pm
n → +∞ as m→ +∞. Set P̃m

i =
Pm
i

Pm
n

≤ 1. Then we reach that















(−dm2 − τq)P̃m
1 + d2P̃

m
2 + (βaN1 − γ)P̃m

1 = 0,

(dm2 + τq)P̃m
j−1 + (−2dm2 − τq)P̃m

j + dm2 P̃
m
j+1 + (βaNj − γ)P̃m

j = 0, j ∈ B,
(dm2 + τq)P̃m

n−1 − dm2 P̃m
n + (βaNn − γ)P̃m

n = 0.

(4.54)

Since Ni is bounded for all d2 > 0, we may assume that P̃m
i → P ∗

i ∈ [0, 1] and Nm
i → N∗

i ≥ 0 as
m→ +∞. Letting m→ +∞ yields















−τqP ∗
1 + (βaN∗

1 − γ)P ∗
1 = 0,

τqP ∗
j−1 − τqP ∗

j + (βaN∗
j − γ)P ∗

j = 0, j ∈ B,
τqP ∗

n−1 + (βaN∗
n − γ)P ∗

n = 0,

(4.55)

from which P ∗
1 = 0 or βaN∗

1 = γ + τq > 0 follows. On the other hand, by dividing the equation of
Nm

i by Pm
n and letting m → +∞, one can deduce that N∗

1P
∗
1 = 0. Hence, P ∗

1 = 0. By the similar
methods above, it further follows that P ∗

1 = · · · = P ∗
n−1 = 0, P ∗

n = 1. Therefore, a contradiction happens
according to the same arguments of deriving (4.53). Hence, Pn is bounded for d2 → 0+.

(3) Note that Ni is bounded uniformly for d1 → +∞. Suppose that Pi is unbounded for i ∈ A as
d1 → +∞. There exist a sequence dm1 and positive solutions (Nm,Pm) to (4.37) such that dm1 → +∞
and Pm

i0
:= max

i∈A
Pm
i → +∞ as m → +∞. Let P̂m

i =
Pm
i

Pm
i0

≤ 1. Then we can deduce that there

exists a convergent subsequence of (Nm
i ,P̂m

i )(still denoted by (Nm
i ,P̂m

i )) such that P̂m
i → P̂i ∈ [0, 1],

Nm
i → Ni ≥ 0 as m→ +∞. Clearly, 1 = P̂m

i0
→ P̂i0 > 0 as m→ +∞.

Similar to the proof of (2), we also have P̂ > 0 and

λ1(d
m
1 , q, ri(1−

Nm
i

ki
)− aP̂m

i Pm
i0
) = 0. (4.56)

By Lemma 3.1(iii) again, we have λ1(d
m
1 , q, ri(1 −

Nm
i

ki
) − aP̂m

i Pm
i0
) < 0 as m → +∞, a contradiction

occurs. Therefore, Pi is bounded for i ∈ A as d1 → +∞.
(4) Suppose now that Pi is unbounded for i ∈ A as d2 → +∞. There exist a sequence dm2 and positive

solutions (Nm,Pm) to (4.37) such that dm2 → +∞ and Pm
i0

:= max
i∈A

Pm
i → +∞ as m → +∞. Let

P̂m
i =

Pm
i

Pm
i0

≤ 1. Then we can deduce that there exists a convergent subsequence of (Nm
i ,P̂m

i )(still denoted

by (Nm
i ,P̂m

i )) satisfying P̂m
i → P̂i ∈ [0, 1], Nm

i → Ni ≥ 0 as m → +∞. Clearly, 1 = P̂m
i0
→ P̂i0 > 0 as

m→ +∞.
Dividing the equation of P̂m

i by dm2 and letting m → +∞ yield that P̂1 = · · · = P̂n = P̂i0 = 1.
Therefore, a contradictions occurs according the same arguments of deriving (4.53). Pi is hence bounded
for d2 → +∞.

The proof of this lemma is thus complete. �

It follows from Theorem 2.1(2) that (1.6) has a positive steady state (N∗,P ∗) when 0 < γ <

γ∗(q, d1, d2). In the following, we shall investigate the positive steady state (N∗,P ∗).

Lemma 4.6. Suppose (H) hold, 0 < γ < γ∗(q, d1, d2). Then for i ∈ C,






















(
d1 + q + 2(aP ∗

n +maxi∈A
ri
ki
N∗

n)

d1
)i−nN∗

n < N∗
i < (

d1 + q − 2rmax

d1
)i−nN∗

n,

if q ≥ max{d1 + 2rmax, rmax + 2
√
d1rmax},

(
d2 + τq + 2γ

d2
)i−nP ∗

n < P ∗
i < (

d2 + τq − 2βaN∗
n

d2
)i−nP ∗

n , if q ≥ max{d2 + 2βaN∗
n

τ
,
βaN∗

n + 2
√

βaN∗
nd2

τ
}.

(4.57)
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Proof: Set α =
d1 + q − 2rmax

d1
, δ =

d1 + q + 2(aP ∗
n +maxi∈A

ri
ki
N∗

n)

d1
, A =

d2 + τq − 2βaN∗
n

d2
, B =

d2 + τq + 2γ

d2
, αi = αi−1, δi = δi−1, Ai = Ai−1, Bi = Bi−1. Let N

∗

i = N∗
n

αi

αn

, N∗
i = N∗

n

δi

δn
, P

∗

i = P ∗
n

Ai

An

,

P ∗
i = P ∗

n

Bi

Bn

. Letting ui = (
d1

d1 + q
)

i−1

2 (N
∗

i −N∗
i ), it is obvious that















√

d1(d1 + q)(u2 − u1) +
[

r1(1−
N∗

1

k1
)− d1 − q +

√

d1(d1 + q)− aP ∗
1

]

u1 < 0,

√

d1(d1 + q)(uj−1 − 2uj + uj+1) +
[

rj(1−
N∗

j

kj
)− 2d1 − q + 2

√

d1(d1 + q)− aP ∗
j

]

uj < 0, j ∈ B,
(4.58)

for q ≥ max{d1 + 2rmax, rmax + 2
√
d1rmax}, some similar methods in obtaining (3.9) give rise to ui > 0

and thus N
∗

i > N∗
i for i ∈ C.

By means of the similar arguments above, combining the equations of N∗
i , P

∗

i , P
∗
i with

q ≥ max{d1,
d2 + 2βakn

τ
,
βakn + 2

√
βaknd2

τ
,
d2 − 2γ

τ
} (4.59)

yields that N∗
i > N∗

i , P
∗

i > P ∗
i > P ∗

i for i ∈ C. Hence, we finish the proof of this lemma. �

Proof of Theorem 2.3: Note that 0 < γ < βakn and lim
q→+∞

γ∗(q, d1, d2) = βakn guarantee that there

exists a sufficiently large positive constant Q such that 0 < γ < γ∗(q, d1, d2) when q > Q. This implies
that a positive steady state of system (1.6) exists for all large q(see Theorem 2.1(2)).

Notice from Lemmas 4.3 and 4.5(1) that N∗
n and P ∗

n are uniformly bounded as q → +∞. By choosing
a subsequence if necessary, we may assume that (N∗

n, P
∗
n) → (p1, p2) as q → +∞ for some constants p1

and p2. It follows from (4.57) that

N∗
i

N∗
n

→ 0,
P ∗
i

P ∗
n

→ 0, for i ∈ C, q → +∞. (4.60)

Applying (4.37), we get














n
∑

i=1

N∗
i

N∗
n

(ri −
ri

ki

N∗
i

N∗
n

N∗
n − a

P ∗
i

P ∗
n

P ∗
n) = 0,

n
∑

i=1

P ∗
i

P ∗
n

(βa
N∗

i

N∗
n

N∗
n − γ) = 0.

(4.61)

Furthermore, we reach that



















0 = rn −
rn

kn
N∗

n − aP ∗
n +

n−1
∑

i=1

N∗
i

N∗
n

(ri −
ri

ki

N∗
i

N∗
n

N∗
n − a

P ∗
i

P ∗
n

P ∗
n)→ rn −

rn

kn
p1 − ap2,

0 = βaN∗
n − γ +

n−1
∑

i=1

P ∗
i

P ∗
n

(βa
N∗

i

N∗
n

N∗
n − γ)→ βap1 − γ,

(4.62)

by letting q → +∞. Therefore, we obtain that

(p1, p2) = (
γ

βa
,
1

a
(rn −

rn

kn

γ

βa
)). (4.63)

According to (4.57), we have

[

(
d1

d1 + q + 2(aP ∗
n +maxi∈A

ri
ki
N∗

n)
)n−i − (

d1

d1 + q
)n−i

]

N∗
n < N∗

i −N∗
n(

d1

d1 + q
)n−i

<
[

(
d1

d1 + q − 2rmax

)n−i − (
d1

d1 + q
)n−i

]

N∗
n,

(4.64)
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which implies

max
i∈A

(

N∗
i −N∗

n(
d1

d1 + q
)n−i

)

→ 0 as q → +∞. (4.65)

Similarly, it can be proved by (4.57) that

max
i∈A

(

P ∗
i − P ∗

n(
d2

d2 + τq
)n−i

)

→ 0 as q → +∞. (4.66)

That is,

max{max
i∈A

(

N∗
i −N∗

n(
d1

d1 + q
)n−i

)

,max
i∈A

(

P ∗
i − P ∗

n(
d2

d2 + τq
)n−i

)

} → 0 as q → +∞, (4.67)

which implies that (N∗
i , P

∗
i ) → (0, 0) uniformly for i ∈ C as q → +∞. In conclusion, we complete the

proof of Theorem 2.3. �

Proof of Theorem 2.4: Note that 0 < γ < βakmin and lim
d1→+∞

γ∗(q, d1, d2) =
βa

∑n
i=1 ri

∑n
i=1

ri
ki

> βakmin

guarantee that there exists a sufficiently large positive constant D1 such that 0 < γ < γ∗(q, d1, d2) when
d1 > D1. This implies that a positive steady state of system (1.6) exists for all large d1(see Theorem
2.1(2)).

It follows from Lemmas 4.3, 3.3(v) and 4.5(3) that N∗
i and P ∗

i are uniformly bounded for i ∈ A
as d1 → +∞. We may assume by passing to a subsequence if necessary that P ∗

i → Ṗi as d1 → +∞.
Dividing the equation of N∗

i in (4.37) by d1 and taking d1 → +∞ lead to N∗
i → s ≥ 0 for all i. Let

max
i∈A

P ∗
i = P ∗

i0(d1)
and P̃i :=

P ∗
i

P ∗
i0(d1)

. Then it follows that P̃i →
Ṗi

P ∗
i0(∞)

≥ 0 for d1 → +∞. Clearly, P̃i

satisfies
n
∑

j=1

(d2Dij + τqQij)P̃j + P̃i(βaN
∗
i − γ) = 0. (4.68)

After taking d1 → +∞, we arrive at

n
∑

j=1

(d2Dij + τqQij)
Ṗj

P ∗
i0(∞)

+
Ṗi

P ∗
i0(∞)

(βas− γ) = 0. (4.69)

Adding (4.69) up with respect to i yields

n
∑

i=1

Ṗi

P ∗
i0(∞)

(βas− γ) = 0. (4.70)

The above equality then implies that s =
γ

βa
. Letting d1 → +∞ in the equation of P ∗

i in (4.37), we see

that
n
∑

j=1

(d2Dij + τqQij)Ṗj = 0, (4.71)

which implies that Ṗi = (1 +
τq

d2
)i−1Ṗ1.

After letting d1 → +∞ in the equation of N∗
i in (4.37) and adding them up respect to i from 1 to n,

we can see that
n
∑

i=1

ri(1−
γ

βaki
) = aṖ1

n
∑

i=1

(1 +
τq

d2
)i−1. (4.72)

That is, Ṗ1 = (1 +
τq

d2
)i−1

∑n
j=1 rj(1− γ

βakj
)

d2a
τq

[(1 + τq
d2
)n − 1]

). Then (2.3) is obtained. �
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Proof of Theorem 2.5: Note that 0 < γ < γ∗(q, d1, d2). This implies that a positive steady state of
system (1.6) exists(see Theorem 2.1(2)).

Note thatN∗
i is uniformly bounded as d2 → 0+(see Lemma 4.3). Since q > max

{

rmax+2
√
d1rmax,

2βaN∗
n

τ
},

by Lemma 4.5(2) and (4.57), we have that P ∗
n is uniformly bounded and

(
d2 + τq + 2γ

d2
)i−nP ∗

n < P ∗
i < (

d2 + τq − 2βaN∗
n

d2
)i−nP ∗

n (4.73)

for d2 → 0+. Therefore,

max
i

(

P ∗
i − P ∗

n(
d1

d2 + τq
)n−i

)

→ 0 as d2 → 0+, (4.74)

and we may suppose (N∗
i , P

∗
n) → (N0

i , l) as d2 → 0+ by passing to a subsequence if necessary. Here
N0

i ≥ 0, l ≥ 0.

Set P̃i =
P ∗
i

P ∗
n

. Then P̃i satisfies

n
∑

j=1

(d2Dij + τqQij)P̃j + P̃i(βaN
∗
i − γ) = 0. (4.75)

If l > 0, then we must have P̃i → 0(i ∈ C) as d2 → 0+. Combined with (4.75), we obtain that l = 0.
Setting d2 → 0+ in the equation of N∗

i yields N0
i = θi. The proof of Theorem 2.5 is thus complete. �

At last, before giving the proof of Theorem 2.6, we introduce the following lemma.

Lemma 4.7. Suppose (H) hold, 0 < γ <
βa

∑n
i θi

n
and y ≥ 0. The system















n
∑

j=1

(d1Dij + qQij)Zj + Zi(ri −
ri

ki
Zi − ay) = 0, i ∈ A,

βa
n
∑

i=1

Zi = γn, i ∈ A.
(4.76)

admits a unique positive solution (Zi(ỹ), ỹ).

Proof: Let y∗ =
λ1(d1, q, r)

a
> 0. Clearly, it follows from [2, Lemma 2.2](see also [16]) that for y ≥ y∗,

Z = 0 is the unique solution of the first equation of (4.76), and for 0 ≤ y < y∗, the first equation of
(4.76) admits a unique positive solution, denoted by Zi(y). Now choosing 0 ≤ y1 < y2 < y∗, we obtain

n
∑

j=1

(d1Dij + qQij)Zj + Zi(ri −
ri

ki
Zi − ay2) <

n
∑

j=1

(d1Dij + qQij)Zj + Zi(ri −
ri

ki
Zi − ay1). (4.77)

By applying some similar arguments in the proof of [2, Lemma 2.2](see also [16]), we have 0 < Zi(y
2) <

Zi(y
1) which yields Zi(y) is strictly decreasing with respect to y in [0, y∗]. Thus, F (y) =

n
∑

i=1

Zi(y)−
γn

βa

is strictly decreasing with respect to y in [0, y∗]. Since F (0) =
n
∑

i=1

Zi(0) −
γn

βa
=

n
∑

i=1

θi −
γn

βa
> 0,

F (y∗) = −γn
βa

< 0, we can deduce from the monotonicity of F (y) that there exists a unique ỹ ∈ (0, y∗)

such that F (ỹ) = 0. After substituting ỹ into the first equation of (4.76), we deduce that (4.76) admits
a unique positive solution (Zi(ỹ), ỹ). �

Proof of Theorem 2.6: Note that 0 < γ <
βa

∑n
i θi

n
and lim

d2→+∞
γ∗(q, d1, d2) =

βa
∑n

i θi

n
guarantee

that there exists a sufficiently large positive constant D2 such that 0 < γ < γ∗(q, d1, d2) when d2 > D2.
This implies that a positive steady state of system (1.6) exists for all large d2(see Theorem 2.1(2)).
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It can be shown similarly to Lemma 4.3 and 4.5(4) that N∗
i , P

∗
i are uniformly bounded as d2 → +∞.

By using similar arguments as in the proof of Theorem 2.4, we may assume that (N∗
i , P

∗
i ) → (θ̂i, z) as

d2 → +∞ by passing to a subsequence if necessary, where (θ̂i, z) satisfies















n
∑

j=1

(d1Dij + qQij)θ̂j + θ̂i(ri −
ri

ki
θ̂i − az) = 0, i ∈ A,

n
∑

i=1

(βaθ̂i − γ) = 0, i ∈ A.
(4.78)

By Lemma 4.7, it follows that (θ̂i, z) exists and is unique. �

5 Discussion

In this paper, we consider the specialist predator-prey model (1.6) in a closed advective patchy en-
vironment. We obtain threshold dynamics in terms of the mortality rate of the specialist predators. In
Theorem 2.1, we prove that the specialist predators will die out if their mortality rate exceeds a critical
value γ∗ and persist if the mortality rate is less than γ∗. In Theorem 2.1, we also prove that, no matter
how large advection and diffusion rates are, the specialist predators can invade successfully as long as
they maintain a small mortality rate.

We also investigate the influence of advection and diffusion on the asymptotic profiles of the positive
steady state solutions of systems (1.6) and find that diffusion and advection can dramatically affect
the spatial distribution of species. In Theorems 2.3, we demonstrate that two species will coexist and
concentrate at the patch n for a large positive advection. This implies that the advection does not
eliminate coexistence of species but significantly affect the distribution of species. The intuitive biological
explanation is that predators always keep pace with the prey, allowing them to successfully invade and
coexist with the prey at the patch n as flow speed increases. In Theorems 2.4 and 2.6, we show that, if
the diffusion rate of the prey (resp. the predator) is large, the species will coexist.

If the prey has a small diffusion rate, in Theorems 2.1 and 2.2, we prove that the specialist predators
can always invade successfully as long as the mortality rate is suitably small.

If the specialist predators have a small diffusion rate, they can successfully invade but with a small
population density which tends to zero as the diffusion rate goes to zero. The biological explanation is
that the specialist predators cannot catch up with the prey if they do not move fast (see Theorem 2.2(5)
and 2.5).

We end this section by proposing several interesting problems that deserve further consideration. The
first one is that whether there is the uniqueness of positive steady state solutions of system (1.6). Note
that the arguments of deriving the uniqueness as in Step 3 of [26, Theorem 3.1] or the proof of [24, Lemma
3.3, Theorem 3.4] do not work in our model (4.37) here. For our model, a probable method to obtain
the uniqueness is to verify the invertible of the coefficient matrix. However, due to the complexity of the
coefficient matrix, it is difficult to calculate it’s determinant. This requests us to further explore some
new methods to calculate the determinant or to consider the uniqueness. Another problem concerns the
dynamics of the specialist predator-prey model (1.6) in open advective patchy environments. Also, how
does the dynamics change for the generalist predator-prey patchy system ? We leave these challenging
problems for future investigation.
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