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Abstract. In this work, we study the dynamics of a spatially heterogeneous single
population model with the memory effect and nonlinear boundary condition. By virtue
of the implicit function theorem and Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction, spatially noncon-
stant positive steady state solutions appear from two trivial solutions, respectively. By
using bifurcation analysis, the Hopf bifurcation associated with one spatially noncon-
stant positive steady state is found to occur. The results complement the existing ones.
Specifically, it is found that with the interaction of spatial heterogeneity and nonlin-
ear boundary condition, when the memory term is stronger than the interaction of the
interior reaction term and the boundary one, the memory-based diffusive model has
a single stability switch from stability to instability, with the increase of the delayed
memory value. Therefore, the memory delay will lead to a single stability switch of
such memory-based diffusive model and consequently the Hopf bifurcation will happen

in the model.
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1 Introduction

It is well known that various reaction-diffusion models based on the Fick’s law have been extensively
proposed to understand practical problems of many disciplines, such as ecology, chemistry and bi-
ology ﬂ@] Aside from the Fick’s law, some practical problems with the biased animal movements
are affected by other factors, including heterogeneous living environment, the resource distribu-
tion, the spatial memory and cognition |. In view of some biological taxis phenomena, many
chemotaxis reaction-diffusion models have been widely established to describe the attractive or re-
pulsive animal movement, which could interpret the biased phenomena Hﬂ] Recently, it has been
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emphasized in a review paper ﬂa] that the spatial memory and cognition are of the significance to
describe the biased animal movement, especially movements of high-developed animals. According
to the inspiration of the review paper ﬂa], Shi et al. m] first incorporated the episodic-like spatial
memory of animals into the reaction-diffusion model via a modified Fick’s law and established the
following memory-based diffusion model in the self-contained way

(1)

% =diAu+ doV - (uVu,) + g(u), =€ Q,t>0,
aﬁu:o, x€897t>07

where u = u(z,t) describes the population density at location x and time ¢, and u, = u(x,t—o0), the
time delay o > 0 represents the averaged memory period, and it was shown in [10] that the stability
of a spatially homogeneous steady state fully depends on the relationship between two coefficients
(dy and dy) but is independent of time delay. In the sequel, Shi et al. ﬂﬁh considered the factor
of maturation delay into memory-based diffusion model (), for which spatially homogeneous and
nonhomogeneous periodic solutions could be obtained from the Hopf bifurcation respectively. Song
et al. ] investigated the memory-based diffusion model ({{]) with nonlocal effect in reaction term,
which showed that the emergence of Turing-Hopf and double Hopf bifurcations could be induced
by the joint effects of spatial memory and nonlocal reaction. Then Song et al. ] proposed a
novel consumer-resource model with random diffusions and consumer’s spatial memory, in which
the resource species has no memory or cognition, and it is found that Hopf bifurcation and stability
switches emerge via considering the memory-based diffusion coefficient and the averaged memory
period of the consumer as the key parameters. Shi et al. M] introduced the spatiotemporally
distributed memory into the model (), which can lead to rich spatiotemporal dynamics through
spatially nonhomogeneous steady states and Hopf bifurcations. Recently Shi and Shi ﬂﬁ] replaced
the Nuemann boundary condition and the discrete memory of the model (Il) with the logistic
reaction term into the Dirichlet boundary condition and temporally distributed memory, and for the
strong kernel case, it is shown that Hopf bifurcation and stability switches occur in the intermediate
value of delays. For more works, refer scholars to ﬂﬁ@] and references therein.

In recent years, the combination of animal movements and spatial heterogeneity has been one
of the dominant topics on the population dynamics M, @] In addition, heterogeneous resource
supply is more realistic as it is inevitable that there exist some factors, such as humidity, topography,
climate, etc., which could restrict the resource distribution M, @E] Therefore, Wang et al. |
incorporated the spatially heterogeneous resource function into the memory-based diffusion model

% = diAu+ doV - (uVue) +u(m(x) —u), =€ Q,t>0, @)
Ozu =0, € 0, t>0,

where m(x) is the local carrying capacity or the intrinsic growth rate that represents the situation

of the resources. Without memory effect, i.e., do = 0, the model (2)) becomes the classic logistic

reaction-diffusion model with spatial heterogeneity 4, Iﬂ], which showed that there is a unique

positive spatially nonhomogeneous steady state solution and it is globally asymptotically stable.

However, with the memory effect, i.e., dy # 0, it was shown in [27] that as memory-induced diffu-

sion rate is relatively small, a spatially nonhomogeneous steady state solution of global existence



is linearly stable; while spatially nonhomogeneous periodic solutions could emerge via the Hopf
bifurcation as memory-induced diffusion rate exceeds a critical value. For more details, please see
M, @@] and references therein.

It was frequently found that once the individual animals reach the boundary 0f2 of the habitat,
they will be taken outside the habitat at a rate which also depends on its population density,
see or the different boundary condition. Interested readers could refer to the literatures

27

i

of the nonlinear boundary condition. What about the dynamics in the heterogeneous reaction-

, Iﬁ, @] and references therein, in order to better understand the biological justification

diffusion model with the interaction of memory effect and nonlinear boundary condition? That is
interesting. With the incorporation of nonlinear boundary condition into the model, it takes the
following form
9 = Au+dV - (uVu,) + Muf(z,u), € Qt>0, 3
O=u = Ar(z)g(u), x €00t >0,

and the steady state solutions of (3)) satisfy

{OZAu—l—dV'(uVU)—I-)\Uf(fEaU), z €, (4)

Omu = Ar(z)g(u), x € 08,

where u = u(z, t) is the population density at the spatial location = and at time ¢, u, = u(z,t— o),
one delay 0 > 0 is the averaged memory period, d describes the coefficient of memory-based
diffusion, Q is a bounded domain in RV (1 < N < 3) with a smooth boundary dQ, d-u = Vu - 77,
7 is the outward unit normal vector on 0f), \ is a positive parameter.

In the past decades, these problems of reaction-diffusion models with nonlinear boundary con-
ditions have been attracting increasing interests. To the best of our knowledge, there have been
some results about reaction-diffusion models with nonlinear boundary conditions. The blowup of
solutions were studied in @@]7 the wellposedness and asymptotical behavior of solutions were
investigated in @]7 and the boundary layer solutions were considered in @]7 the existence,
uniqueness and stability of steady state solutions were analysed by bifurcation method and other
related methods in @, ,@@] Recently, Liu and Shi m,
model with nonlinear boundary condition, and the existence and stability of the bifurcated steady

considered a scalar reaction-diffusion

states were obtained through a unified approach. Inspired by the work [61], Li et al. @] proposed
and investigated a reaction-diffusion-advection model with nonlinear boundary condition, for which
the existence and stability of the bifurcated steady states were analysed. Guo [34] established a
single population reaction-diffusion model with nonlocal delayed and nonlinear boundary condition
and studied the existence, stability, and multiplicity of the steady states and periodic solutions via
the implicit function theorem and Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction. Note that global dynamics of a
Lotka-Volterra competition-diffusion system with nonlinear boundary conditions were investigated
in @] Please see E’))E
Throughout the paper, we always assume that f, g, r satisfy the following basic assumption:

@] and references therein for more details.

(40) {f € CH(Q x R,R), g € CLY4(R,R), g(0) =0, r € CH¥(9Q,R) for a € (0,1).
f(l‘, ) € LOO(Q)v fu($v ) € LOO(Q)7 g() € Loo’ gu() € LOO’ T(x) € Loo(ag)’ T(x)g(u) <0.



We would like to investigate the existence and stability of nonconstant steady states and whether
there will exist the Hopf bifurcation as the memory delay varies. It is found that the memory delay
o could induce the occurrence of the Hopf bifurcation in model (@) near u} if the memory reaction
term is stronger than the interaction of the interior reaction term and the boundary reaction one.
The result is different from those in the previous literatures.

The layout of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the existence of
the bifurcated nontrivial steady state solutions. In Section 3, stability and bifurcation analysis
associated with one nonconstant positive steady state are carried out. In Section 4, the stability
analysis associated with the other nonconstant positive steady state is presented. Finally, some
discussions are drawn in Section 5.

Throughout the paper, we shall introduce some notations for later use. Denote by LP(2)(p > N)
the Lebesgue space of integrable functions defined on 2, and let WP (k > 0) be the Sobolev space
of the LP—functions f(z) defined on 2 whose derivatives dci—nnf(n =1,...,k) also belong to LP().
Define spaces X := W?2P(Q) and Y := LP(Q) x Wl_%’p(GQ) where p > N. For a space Z, define
by Zc := Z ®iZ = {x1 + ixe|r1,29 € Z}. For a linear operator L, we respectively use N (L) and
R(L) as the null space and the range space, and denote by L[w] the image of w under the linear
mapping L. For a multilinear operator L, denote by L{wq,ws, ..., w;] the image of (wi,ws, ..., w;)
under L. For a nonlinear operator 1', denote by D, T the partial derivative of T" with respect to u.
Denote by N the set of positive integers and Ny = N|J {0} the set of nonnegative integers.

2 Existence of nontrivial steady states

This section is devoted to the existence of spatially nonhomogeneous positive steady state of the
model (3), which is essentially the steady state solutions of (). In what follows, we consider
the nontrivial solutions of () bifurcating from the known trivial solutions. To this end, define a
nonlinear mapping 7' : X x R — ) by

T
T(u,\) = <Au +dV - (uVu) + duf(z,u), 0-u — Ar(az)g(u)) = < 28’ i; > , (5)

and it follows from the assumption (A0) that any solution (A, u) of T'(u, ) = 0 is indeed a classical
solution of class C>%(€2). For the sake of completeness, we first give trivial solutions. It is easy to
see that () has a line of trivial solutions

Lo = {(0,\): A> 0}, (6)

in the u— A plane. On the other hand, any constant u; > 0 is a solution to (] for A = 0. Therefore,
(@) has another line of trivial solutions

Ly, = {(u1,0) : ug € Ry}, (7)

in the u — A plane. In the following, it is shown that the nontrivial solutions of () can emerge from
I’y at some bifurcation point (u, A) = (0, A\y), or from I, at some bifurcation point (u, \) = (u1,0).



In a special case, the nontrivial solutions also emerge from (u, \) = (0,0), the intersection point of
I'g and I'y,.

A point (0, \,) is called a bifurcation point on the line of T'y if there exists a sequence (u, \™)
of solutions to (@) such that 0 # u™ — 0, A" — A, in C() as n — oco. The bifurcation point on the
line of I';, can be defined similarly. In the sequel, we study the bifurcation of nontrivial solutions
of @) from the two lines of trivial solutions (@) and (7). We first obtain the following lemma with
respect to the possible bifurcation points by the arguments similar to those in @]

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that (A0) is satisfied.

(1) If (0, \) with Ay > 0 is a bifurcation point of ({J]) regarding the trivial branch 'y, then A, > 0
is an eigenvalue of

{ Av = Af(x,0)v x €, ()

0=v = Ar(x)g,(0)v, = € 00N.

(11) If (u1,0) with uy > 0 is a bifurcation point of (4)) regarding the trivial branch Iy, , then u; > 0
satisfies

(A1) ul/ﬂf(:z:,ul)dzn—l—(1—|—du1)g(u1)/ r(x)dS = 0.

o0

Proof. Define the partial derivative of T'(u, \) regarding u evaluated at (u., A), which is given by

9)

o (L du ) Av 4 Ay fu (2, us)v 4+ N f (2, us)v
Lv := Dy T (us, \)[v] = < Do — Ar(2)gu (1) ) .

(¢) If the conclusion is not true, then A, is not an eigenvalue of (8), further D,T(0,\,) is a
homeomorphism for all A near \,. It follows from the implicit function theorem that the trivial
solution (0, A) is the unique solution of T'(u, A) near (0, A\.). Therefore, A, is not a bifurcation point
along the line T'g. Hence if A, is a bifurcation point, then A\, must be an eigenvalue of (g]).

() If (u31,0) with u; > 0 is a bifurcation point of (#]) regarding the trivial branch I',,,, then it
follows from the definition that there exists a sequence (u™, \™) of solutions to () with

0#\"— 0 and Hun—u1HX—>0, when n — oo.

By integration and the formula of Green, we have
)\”/ u" f(x / Au"dx — / V- (u"Vu™)
Q
=— ade d ?dS (10)
=— )\”/ (1+ du”)r(az)g(u”)dS,
o0

which implies that [, u" f(x, u")dz+ [, (1+du”)r(z)g(u")dS = 0 since X" # 0. By taking n — oo,
we obtain (Al). O



2.1 Local bifurcation from I';

In the subsection, we investigate the bifurcation on I'g = {(O, A) A > O}. Lemma 2] implies
that A, must be an eigenvalue of (§]) if (0, As) with A, > 0 is a bifurcation point. Regarding the
existence of such a principal eigenvalue, we have the following result from Umezu [65].

Lemma 2.2. Consider the eigenvalue problem

—Au = \f(z,0)u, x € €, (11)
O=u = Ar(z)gy(0)u, =z € IN.
Assume that
either f(x,0) £ 0 in Q or r(z)g,(0) £ 0 on 0Q, (12)
the problem (Idl) has a unique positive principal eigenvalue A1 if and only if
/ f(x,0)dx —I—gu(o)/ r(x)dS <0, (13)
Q o0

and it is characterized by the formula

A1 = inf {Qu tu € W1’2(Q),/ f(z,0)uldx + gu(O)/ r(z)u?dS > O},
Q o

Q
where

OQu = fQ |Vu|2dx
Jo f(@,0)u2dz + g,(0) [5, r(z)u?dS’

for u € WH2(Q).

Under the assumptions ([I2) and (I3)), it follows from Lemma 2.2l that \; is the principal eigen-
value of (§), with an associated eigenfunction ¢ satisfying [, ©3(x)dr = 1. Hence, Lemma 21 and
Lemma [2.2] imply that N'(Ly,) = span{¢1 }.

It is easy to see that codimR(Ly,) = 1. In fact, let (y1,2)7 € R(Ly,) and v € X satisfy

Av+ A f(z,0)v =y, x €, (14)
0=v — Mr(x)gy(0)v = yo, = € 09,
and for v = ¢1 in particular, it follows from Lemma 2] and Lemma that we have
{—A(pl =M\ f(2,0)¢1, x €, (15)
001 = \r(2)gu(0)p1, =€ 0.

Multiplying the equations in ([I4]) and (I3 by o1 and v, respectively, and integrating over the
results, we obtain

/¢1y1d$:/¢1ﬁvd$+)\1/f(:E,O)golvd:E:/¢1AUd$—/vA901d:E
Q Q Q Q Q

ov dy1 /
= ds — dsS = ds.
fa#55 = [ 515 = [



Therefore, it is shown that (y1,y2)7 € R(Ly,) if and only if

[ n@a@dis- [ p@awis=o
Q

o0

Hence codimR(Ly,) = 1 and Ly, is a Fredholm operator with index zero. Thus, we decompose
the spaces: X = N (Ly,)® X and Y = R(Ly,)® V. In the sequel, we perform a Lyapunov-Schmidt
reduction. Define projections

Qu: X — A, Qy:Y — i,
then T'(u, \) = 0 is equivalent to
u = ug + us, QyT(ug + ug,\) =0, (I —Qy)T(ug +ug,\) =0, (16)
where
up= (I —Qux)ueN(Ly), uy = Qru € XJ.

Notice that (I — Qy)T(0,A;1) = 0 and (I — Qy)Ty,(0,A\1) = Ly,. Then it follows from the
implicit function theorem that we have a continuously differentiable map h : &4 — X} such that
h(0,\) = 0 and

(I — Q)T (ug + h(ug, \),\) =0, (17)

where U is an open neighborhood of (0,A1) in N(Ly,) x R. Substituting us = h(ug,A) into the
second equation of ([I6) gives

T(UO, )\) = QyT(UO + h(uo, )\), )\) =0. (18)

Obviously, 7(0,A) = 0 and 7,,(0, A1) = 0. Thus, each solution to 7 (ug, ) = 0 in U one-to-one
corresponds to some solution to T'(u, A) = 0.

Now we give an explicit representation of the projection @Qy. Recall that if dim); = 1, then
there exists ¢ € ) satisfying Hqﬁ” y = 1 such that Y; = span{¢}. This means that there exists
a constant z such that Q)yy = z¢ for y € V. By the Hahn-Banach Theorem @], there exists a
vector ¥ in the dual space Y* of J such that (U, ¢); = 1 and (¥,y); =0 for all y € R(Ly, ), where
(-,)1 : Y* x Y — R denotes the duality between Y* and ) and is defined as

(Ly), = /Ql(x)yl(a;)da: — /8Q l(x)y2(x)dS, forallle Y* andy= (yl,yg)T c.

Obviously, there exists a vector ¥ € }J* such that

(W), = /Q o1 (@) (2)de — /a a0 ()s,

and hence that N'(¥) = R(L),). Further, we have (U, y); = (U, Qyy + (I — Qy)y)1 = (¥, Qyy)1 +
(U, (I —Qy)y)1 = (¥, Qyy)1 = (V,2¢); = z, which means that the projection @y is given by
Qyy = (¥, y)1¢ for any y € Y.



For every ug = d¢1 € N(L),) with ¥ € R, substituting this into (I8) and calculating the inner
product with ¥, we obtain G(9,\) = 0, where G : R? — R is precisely defined by G(9,)) :=
(U, T (Y1, A))1 = (U, T (V1 + h(9p1, ), \))1. Obviously, G(0,A) = 0. And it follows from Taylor
Formula that G : R? — R takes the form

G, A) = 9| o(A = A1) + 59 + <0 +0(, 9 = M) | (19)
where
0= (‘ijT)\u[(qplbly
R = <\I/7 Tuu[golu Qol]>17
V= <\I’7 Tuuu[‘ply P15 901]>1 + 3<\I’7 Tuu[‘plv huouo [9017 901]]>1'
Here, the bilinear from T,,[, ] and trilinear form Tyy], -, -] denote the second and third order

Fréchet derivatives of T with respect to u, evaluated at (u,A) = (0,A1), respectively. Let h,,
and hyg,, be the first and second order Fréchet derivatives of h with respect to ug, evaluated at
(uo, A) = (0, A1), respectively. Obviously, h,, = 0. We still need to get hyyul[@1,p1]. It follows
from ([IT) that L, hugue(e1,p1] + (I — Qy)Tuule1, ¢1] = 0 and hence that

huou() [@17 (101] = _ﬁ)_\ll(‘[ - Qy)Tuu [@17 (101] (20)

In the sequel, there exist two cases to study the existence of nontrivial zeros of G(-,\). We
first consider the case where k # 0. It follows from the implicit function theorem that there exist
a constant € > 0 and a continuously differentiable mapping ¥ : (\; — €, A\ + ) — R such that
G(Ux,A) =0 for A € (A1 —¢e, A\ +¢). In fact, we obtain

0 = @ +o(]A — M)
Therefore, ([{]) has a nontrivial solution uy = ¥yp1 + h(Irp1,A), which exists for A € (A} — &, A1) U
(A1, A1 + ) and satisfies Ali_)r&ll uy = 0.

We next investigate the case where k = 0 and v # 0, which could obtain the multiplicity of
nontrivial solutions of ({@). Then the nontrivial zeros of G(-, \) undergo a saddle-node bifurcation
near A;. More precisely, if ov < 0 (resp., v > 0), then near the origin, only two nontrivial zeros
9 = 19){: of G(+,\) exist for A > Ay (resp., A < A1), and no nontrivial zeros exist for A < )y
(resp., A > A1). Meanwhile, we have Ty,[p1,¢1] € R(Ly,) due to kK = 0. And it is known that
the mapping Ly, : X1 — R(L),) is invertible. Hence, there exists precisely a ¢ € X} such that
Ly,s = —Tuule1, ¢1]. Then it follows from 20) that hygu, (1, 1] = s. Further, the three quantities
0, k and v can be listed as follows:

0= [qei(@)f(z,0)dx + gu(0) [5q 3 (x)r(x)dS,
k= 2d [o 01(2)V - (¢1(2)Veor(z))dz + 2M1 [o 03 (2) fu(@, 0)da + M1guu(0) [oq 1 (2)r(2)dS,
v =23\ fQ ©1(®) fuu(,0)dx + A1 Guun (0) f(m o1(z)r(z)dS + 3d fQ 01(2)V - (p1(2)Vs(x))dz+
3d [, p1(2)V - (s(2)Vepr(@))dz + 6A1 [ 07 ()6 (@) ful@, 0)dz + 3X19uu(0) [oq 7 (2)s(2)r(2)dS.

In short, we conclude the following results.



Theorem 2.1. Suppose that (A0), (I2) and (13) are satisfied.

(i) If k # 0, then there exist a constant € and a continuously differentiable mapping X — 9y from
(A1 — &, A1 +¢) to R such that [J) has a nontrivial solution uy = 9xp1 + h(Irp1, ), which
exists for A € (A —e, A1) U (A1, A1 + €) and satisfies )\lin}} uy = 0.

— AL

(i7) If Kk =0 and ov < 0 (resp., ov > 0), then there exist a constant A\, > A1 (resp., Ax < A1) and
two continuously differentiable mappings X — 95 from [A, \i] to R (resp., from [As, \1] to R)
such that [{]) has two nontrivial solutions ui: = ﬁftpl + h(vﬂfcpl,)\), which exists for \ €
(A, A] (resp., [A\«, \1)) and satisfies /\li_)n}l ui: =0.

Remark 2.1. From the above discussions and Theorem [2] we note that as for (i) of Theo-
rem 21, ([f) has a positive nontrivial solution when ok > 0 (resp., ok < 0) for X € (A1 —¢&,\1)
(resp., A € (A1, A1 +¢)); (ii) of Theorem [2Z1] may have a negative solution bifurcating from the line
of To if Kk =0 and ov < 0 (resp., ov > 0), while there is no biological significance for the negative
solution. Throughout the following, we only consider the positive solution, and denote the positive
solutions in Theorem[2Z1 by A € Y.

2.2 Local bifurcation from I',,

In the subsection, we investigate the bifurcation on I',, = {(ul,O) tup € R+}. Note that
T'(uy,0) =0 for any constant u; € Ry. From (@), we obtain

Ty (ur, 0)[v] = Dy T (us,0)[0] = ( (1 +ad§;)m ) | 1)

which implies that N (T, (u1,0)) = span{1}.
It is easy to see that codimR (T, (u1,0)) = 1. In fact, let (71,72)7 € R(Ly,) and ¥ € X satisfy

14 dup)Av =y, €Q,
(I+duw)Av=y, = (22)
020 = 1o, x € 09,
then we have
/ Gude =(1+ dul)/ Avde = (1 + dul)/ 9 s =+ dul)/ JodS. (23)
Q Q o0 O 90
Hence this shows that (71,72)7 € R(Tu(u1,0)) if and only if
/ T (2)dz — (1+ du) / To()dS = 0. (24)
Q o0

Therefore, codimR (T, (u1,0)) = 1 and T}, (u1,0) is a Fredholm operator with index zero. Thus, we
have the decompositions: X = N( w(u1,0)) & Xy and Y = R( w(u1,0)) @ Vo. In the sequel, we
denote [ € Y* such that R(T,(u1,0)) = {y € Y, <l,y> = [qui(z)dz — (14 duy) [Ho J2(x)dS = 0}.
And it follows from Lemma 2] and ( | Theorem 2.1) that we have the following results.
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Theorem 2.2. Suppose that (A0) is satisfied.

1) If (A1) for any constant uy € Ry is not satisfied, then no steady-state bifurcation occurs in
+
the vicinity of (u,\) = (u1,0), which implies that the steady-state solution set of ([{)) near
(u1,0) consists precisely of the trivial curve T, .

(11) If (A1) and (A2) for any constant u; € Ry are satisfied,

(A2) d/QAw*da:—l—/Qf(x,ul)da:—i—ul/ﬂfu(a:,ul)da:—i-(1+du1)gu(u1)/ r(z)dS # 0,

o0

where 1, is the unique solution of

(1 4+ du))Av+urf(z,u) =0, =€ Q,
00 =r(x)g(u1), x € 08, (25)
JoO(x)dz =0,

then the set of solutions of (4]) near (u1,0) consists explicitly of the curves Iy, and I's, where
I'=s= {(um(s),)\m(s)) G (—61,61),61 S R+},

and up1 (s) = uy +ms+5C1(s), Moi(s) = s+ s&1(s) are C functions such that ¢1(0) = ¢;(0) =
£1(0) = £(0) =0, and m = —¢ with

Cs :d/QV~(1/)*V1/)*)dx—i—/ﬂf(:z:,ul)d)*dx—i—ul/qu(a:,ul)d)*dx—F(l—l—dul)gu(ul)/a r(x)1.dS,

Q

[2}9)

s :d/ﬂﬁw*da:—l—/Qf(x,ul)dx—i-ul/qu(:zr,ul)dx—i-(l—l—dul)gu(ul)/ r(z)dS.

Proof. Take the partial derivative of T'(u, \) with respect to A, evaluated at (u1,0), which is given

by
TA(ul,O):< unf(x ) ) (26)

—r(2)g(u1)

(7) If (A1) for any constant u; € R, is not satisfied, then it follows from (26]) that T3 (u1,0) ¢
R(Ty(u1,0)). It follows from Lemma[2Tland the implicit function theorem that (uy,0) with u; € Ry
is not a bifurcation point of (] regarding the trivial branch I',,.

(13) If (A1) for u; € Ry holds, then we get Th(u1,0) € R(Ty(u1,0)) from (26). Applying
Theorem 2.1 in @] to T'(u, A) = 0, we define X, := {0 € X, [, 0(x)dz = 0}, and obtain the unique
solution ), of Ty (u1,0) + Ty, (u1,0)[v] = 0 for v € Ay, then 1, satisfies ([23]).

Then there exists the Hessian matrix Gy evaluated at (u, ) = (u1,0),

Go = <l_7_2T)\u(u170)W)*] +Tuu(u1y0)[¢*]2>2 <l_7 T)\u(ulyo)[l] +Tuu(u170)[17¢*]>2 (27)
0 (I, T (u, 0)[1] + Ty (ur, 0)[1, 904]), 0 ’



where

<l_, ZTAu(ulyO)[¢*]>2 = 2|:/Qf($au1)7p*dx + up /Q fu($7u1)¢*d$ + (1 + dul)gu(ul)/a T($)¢*d5:|,

Q

(1 o1, 06, = 24 [ 9+ (.60 = 2dg(w) | r(a)ids,

o0

<Z_,T>\u(u170)[1]>2:/Qf(x,ul)dx“‘ul/qu($au1)d$+(1+du1)gu(u1)/ r(z)ds,

o0

(1 T, 01, 0]), = d [ Svnde = dg(ua) [ r(ayas,

o0
by using that (I, Thx(u1,0)), = (I, Tyu(u1,0)[1]?), = 0. Then we get the following result from (A2)

2
det(Go) = [ /Aw*dx +/ f(z,uy)dx +u1/ fu(z,uy)de + (1 +du1)gu(u1)/ r(x)dS] < 0.

o0
Hence it follows from Theorem 2.1 in @ that the solution set of T'(u, \) = 0 near (u, \) = (uy,0)
is the union of two intersecting C' curves, which are in form of (ug;(s), Aoi(s)) = (u1 + nis +

sGi(s), s + s&i(s)), s € (—er,e1),e1 € Ry, Gi(s) € Xp,i = 1,2, where (71,m1) and (7)2,72) are
non-zero linear independent solutions of the following equation

(1, 2T (u, 0)[ths] + T (u, 0)[1h]*), 7% + 2 (1, T (11, 0)[1] + Ty (w1, 0)[1, 904 ), 7 = O,

and it is shown that (7717771) = (17771) and (7727772) = (071) with m = _g_:v (1(0) = Cl(o) =
£1(0) = £(0) = 0. Thus, the solution set of (@) near (u;,0) consists precisely of the curves
(u01(8), Ao1(8)) = (w1 +ms+sCi(s), s+s&i(s)) and (up2(s), Aoz(s)) = (u1 + s+ sCa(s), s&2(s)), while
the solution curve (ug2(s), Ao2(s)) is identical to the trivial curve I',,. O

3 Stability of steady state solutions in Theorem 2.7

Theorem 2.1 states that there exists an open set T C R™ with A; on its boundary such that model
@) with A € T has a spatially nonhomogeneous positive steady state solution u}. It follows from
the previous discussions that u} takes the form u} = 93¢1 + h(93¢1, A), where ¥ = 93 is a solution

to G(U,\) = 0 given in Section 2.1. Obviously, we have 93 (A1) = 0 and hm % = ¢1. In the
A1

following, we will study the stability of the bifurcated steady state solution uy, When ) is a bounded
open set in R. To investigate the local dynamical behavior of model (B) near u = u3, the linearized
equation of ([B]) at u} is given by

{% = Av+dV - (vVVuy) +dV - (u3Vos) + A fu(z, ul)v + A f(z,ul)v, =€ Q,t>0, (28)

07v = Ar(x)gu(uy)v, x € 00, t >0,

where v = v(z,t) and v, = v(z,t — o). From , @, @, ], we are looking for p € C and
Y € Xe \ {0} with any A € T and 0 € R\ R_, such that

AN pyo)p(x) =0, x e, (29)

11



where
A p,0)Y = Ap+dV - (Vuy) +dV - (w3 Vp)e ™ + Ay fu(w, ux)v + Af (z,u3)y — py,

and for all ¢ € Xc \ {0} satisfying 07 () = Ar(x)gu(uy)v(x) on x € 0.

If any (A, p,0,1) € TXCxR\ R_xA¢ \ {0} can solve ([29) and satisfy 071 = Ar(x)gu(u3 )y on
09, the complex number p can be referred to as an eigenvalue of (28)) associated with eigenfunction
1, then without loss of generality, we assume that ||¢||y. = 1 for simplicity. Now, we respectively
give two prior estimates for the eigenfunction ) and eigenvalue p) before we discuss the distribution
of the eigenvalue ¢, of (28]) associated with the eigenfunction uy for A € Y. Firstly, we have the
following lemma on the estimate for the eigenfunction.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that (A0), (A3), (I2) and (I3) are satisfied, where
1

et B

(A3) |d] < dy :=
then there exists a constant C, such that for any (A, px,ox,¥y) € T x Cx R\ R_ x A¢ \ {0} with
Re{uz} > 0 solving (29) and satisfying 071 = Ar(x)gu(u3)x on 082, and
2
[Veally, = €.

Proof. According to the continuity of A — 9%, it follows that ¥,* € R, h(¥3¢1,A) € &} and
QE’;(]E X are bounded for any A € T. Note that u} is a solution of (), by the embedding theorem
| i

and regularity theory for elliptic equations [71], we get h(J3¢1,A) € C2"5‘,u§\ € C*%, where

0 < & < min{a, 3}.
Since

(b, V - (02 Vu})) = / DAV - (0 Vu})dr = / VAV - Vuide +/ [ 2 Auldr
= [ W5 - [ T @ivupde + [ P
we have
Re{ (o, V- a9 } = 5 [ jeaPgids + ;5 [ P ad. (30)
Multiplying two sides of A(X, px, 0x)¥a = 0 by 1y, and integrating over 2, we yield
(0N [s —Re{ / wx%dS} + dRe{(zp,\,V . (mwj»} v dRe{(l/JA,V - (uszﬁA»e_’“”}

(31)
# AR r Dk ) + 700D} Re{

12



then it follows from (29) and ([B0) with Re{py} > 0 that

2 _ 2 * gl 2 Ouy é/ 2 Ak
HV?[)AHMC _)\/89 |7 () gu (U} )dS + 5 /69 [t ﬁd5+ 3/, [ |* Aulde

- d/ uj]Vﬂ;)\FdazRe{e_“*“} + d)\/ ‘w)\lzr(x)gu(ui)uidSRe{e—,u)\a')\}
Q o0

+ AR (0, ik ful 03) + () b = Refma ),

(32)
<[Ar(@)ga (), + 3 A @) + 15305, + s (a3 @) H [T 5,
+|dl[[Ar(2)gu (i) | o + (M3 fulz, 1) + Af (@ u3)
% 2
=Cp + ’d’glgg {ui(@) [Vl
thus, it follows from (A3) that we get
2 Co -
HVi/JAHycél s (@) C. (33)
e
The proof is completed. O

Sequently a priori estimate for the eigenvalue can be obtained in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that (A0), (A3), {I2) and (I3) are satisfied. If (A, pux,on,5) € T x C X
R\R_ x Ac \ {0} with Re{px} > 0 can solve (29) and satisfy Oz1n = Ar(x)gy(u})n on 0, then
‘g—i‘ is bounded for A € T.

Proof. For each fixed A € T, define the linear self-conjugate operator @y : Xc — V¢ by

and note that u} > 0 is a positive solution of ), thus @ u} = 0, which implies that 0 is the
principal eigenvalue of Q. Therefore, (1, @ 1) < 0 for Vi) € X. Then taking the inner product
of ¥ with both sides of A(X, px, o)y = 0, we get

0 > (Pn, Qathn) =y, Ay + dV - (uiVehy) + M f (2, u}) )
=px — d(x, V - (0AV3)) — d[e ™7 = 1] (13, V - (ui Vb)) (34)
— (W, M3 fu(, ul )Yn).

By the embedding theorem @] and regularity theory for elliptic equations ﬂ], we can give the

13
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following estimate from (B0]), Re{uy} > 0, and Lemma B.1]

0
- <
Re{ﬁi}‘ B

+

Re{%m, V- (Vi)

Re{%\ [e™M 7 — 1] (Y, V - (uquﬁ)\))}‘

A * *
+ Re{y/ |1,Z),\|2u)\fu(:n,u)\)d:n}‘
2 JQ

Ad . d . 92d ) o
S‘w; HT(”“’)QU(O)“AHoo*‘ﬁ [Aui]l + 7 [CHUAHOO+H)‘T(‘T)gu(u)\)u)\uoo]
A .
+ 19_3 u)‘f“(x’u)‘)Hoo’

Similarly, we have

KX
[ A
m{ﬂx}

< Im{q%(lbm Vi) - VU§>}
3

<d\/6
<5

+

U3

Im{de_uwA (¥, V - (UKV%»}'

v + |5z

[Cllus | + [Mr(@)gu ()i | |-

Hence, it follows from Theorem 2] that A — (93, u}) is continuous, it is easy to see that
is bounded for A € Y.

5%
ﬁ)\

Now we first consider the existence of the zero eigenvalue of (28]). For convenience, define the
notation

Ot — Ar(x)gu () (35)

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that (A0), (A3), (I2) and (13) are satisfied.

m(A\, u, o) == < A o) > .

(i) For each (o,\) e R\ R_ x T, if 0 is a zero eigenvalue of ([28), then x = 0.

(i1) For each (o,\) € R\R_ x Y, if k =0, Tyu[e1, 1] # 0, then 0 is a zero eigenvalue of (28).

Proof. (1) If 0 is the zero eigenvalue of (28)), then there exists some (A, oy, 1)) € TXR\R_xX¢ \ {0}
such that m(\,0,0,)¥y = 0. Note that the decomposition of space Xe = (N(Ly,))c @ (X1)c, and
m(A1,0,0y,) = Ly, and N(Ly,) = span{p; }. After ignoring a scalar factor, v, is represented as

— 9% By, e (X)), >0,
{1/& arxer + 936y, By € (X1)c, oy (36)

1al3, = odllerl3, + @183, = el = 1.

Thus, m(X,0,0x)1x = axm(X,0,05)p1 + 93m(A,0,04)8, = 0. By Taylor expansion and some
calculations, we have

. 1 A=A
lim —m(X,0,00)1 = Tyuler, ©1] + Thule1] lim L.

= 37
A1 0% A 5 o1 (37)



and (¥, ¢1); = %H. Therefore, we get ay,¢1 + Ly, 8\, = 0. If K # 0, then ¢1 ¢ R(Ly,), which

means that ay, = 0. Further, it follows from the fact that 8y, € (X1)c and Ly, is invertible if it

is restricted in (X;)c that we have ), = 0. This implies that )\lin; m(A,0,0y)1¥x = 0 has only the
AL

zero solution, which contradicts v, € Xc \ {0}. Hence, x = 0.

(#7) In order to check that O is the zero eigenvalue of ([28)), it suffices to look for a solution of
(A o,9) € T x R\R_ x Xc \ {0} to the equation m(X,0,0)y = 0. Substituting ¢ = o1 + 933 with
B € (X1)c into m(\,0,0)1 =0, we get

H(B,\) := ﬁi*m()\,O,U)sﬁl +m(X,0,0)8 =0, (38)
A

from which we obtain that H (5, \1) = Tuu[e1, ¢1] + L, 5. Next, from the assumption that x = 0
and Tyy[p1, 1] # 0, which could imply that 0 # Tyu[e1, p1] € R(Ly, ), there exists * € (X1)c\ {0}
such that T, [¢1, 1] = =Ly 5%, t.e., H(f*, A1) = 0. It is easy to see that T,[¢1, 1] # 0 and
Hg(p*, A1) = L), is invertible as it is restricted in (X;)c. Then by the implicit function theorem,
we get a continuously differentiable mapping A — Sy from T to (Xi)c such that 8y, = 5%, and
H(Bx,A) = 0. This means that m(X,0,0)1 = 0 has a nontrivial solution ¢ = @1+ 936, € A¢ \ {0}
for each (0,A\) € R\ R_ x Y. Hence, 0 is the zero eigenvalue of (28)). O

Then we get the following results from Lemma and Theorem 211
Theorem 3.1. Suppose that (A0), (A3), (I2) and (I3) are satisfied.

(i) If k # 0, then there exists a constant € > 0 such that for any A € T = (A —&, \1)U(A1, A\ +¢),
model (3) has exactly a spatially nonhomogeneous positive steady state solution, and 0 is not
the zero eigenvalue of the linearized equation (28) of (3).

(i1) If kK = 0 and Tyyule1,p1] # 0 and pv < 0 (resp., ov > 0), then there exist a constant € > 0
such that for any X € T = (A, A1 +¢) (resp., A€ T = (N1 —e,\1)), model (3) has ezxactly
a spatially nonhomogeneous positive steady state solutions, and 0 is a zero eigenvalue of the

linearized equation (28) of (3).

In the following, we are about to find the existence of purely imaginary eigenvalues of the
linearized equation (28] of ([B]). Note that for each (o, \) € Ry x T, p = iw(w > 0) is an eigenvalue
of 28) with eigenfunction ¢ if and only if there exists any (\,w,0,9) € T x Ry x Ry x X¢ \ {0}
such that m(\,iw,0)y = 0. For later convenient analysis, unless otherwise specified, we always

suppose that s # 0.
It follows from Lemma that we let u = iw = 34, then we rewrite m(\,i0}d,0)Y = 0 as
M(X,0,0)Y =0, where M (), 4,0) : Xoc — Ve is denoted by

e R (W3 Ve + M3 Fule, i)+ Af (w3 e — w500 ).

O — Ar(z)gu(u3 )

Note that M(\1,9,0) = L,,, and the decomposition of space X = (N(Ly,))c @ (X1)c, and
N(Ly,) = span{epi}. After ignoring a scalar factor, ¢ is represented as ¢ = ¢ + U35 with
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B € (X1)c. Further, we get E(f,0,0,\) =0, where E : (X})c x R x [0,27) x T — V¢ is given by

B(5,5,0,0) = 5-M(\,5,0)1 + M(A,5,0)5, (40)
A

19*

1
in particular, we have E(3,4,0,\1) = P(6,0) + L, 5, where P(0,6) = )\lin}} —M(\,6,0)p1, ie.,
— A1 A

ps.0) = [ OV (1Y) +dV - (Ve + 20 fula, 01 — iy
| e (0)1”

(41)
+ f(x70)(101 lim A— )\l — P1(57 0) ]
—7(2)gu(0)p1 ) =2 U5 P5(5,0)
Throughout the remaining part of this section, we always suppose that
dkg =k #0 or k(4dkg — k) >0, (42)
which implies that x # 0, where
ko =d [ @)V (e1(0)Veor () do.
Q
Define F': R x [0,27) — R as F(6,0) = (¥, P(4,0));. Further, we get
F((S,H) = / gplPldx — / cpngdS = —i0 + E — Ko + C_wlio. (43)
Q o9 2
By the direct calculation, we obtain that F(d.,0.) = 0, where
0y = sgn{vi} v2/1(4/-£0 — /{), 0, = Arg—_i(S +K% _ (44)
0

In view of F(0x,0.) = (¥, P(d4,04))1 = 0, we have P(d.,0,) € R(L),), which means that there
exists By € (X1)c \ {0} such that P(d.,0.) = —Lx, Bx, i.e., E(By, s, 0+, A1) = 0. It follows from the
implicit function theorem and the fact that D g s5)E(Bx,dx, 0k, A1) is a bijective that there exists
a continuously differentiable mapping A — (8(A),d(A),0(N)) from T to (X1)c x R x [0,27) such
that (B(A\1),0(A1),0(A1)) = (Bs, dx, 0x), and E(B(N),0(N),0(A),A) =0 for all A € T. Therefore, this
means that M (X, 6(X),0(N))1(N) = 0 has a nontrivial solution (X)) = ¢1 + 936(A) € Ar \ {0} for
each A € T. Based on the above discussions, we have the following result.

Corollary 3.1. Suppose that (A0), (A3), (12), (I3) and ({3) are satisfied, then for each fized
AET, p=1iw(w > 0) is a purely imaginary eigenvalue of (28) with eigenfunction v if and only if

wi=w(A) =930(N), Oi=0)\p = W, € N,
¥ =c(A), P(A) = @1+ 93B(N), Jor any A e T,

where ¢ is a nonzero constant, §(\), O(A) and B(\) are denoted by the above discussions.
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In the following, for the case that (A0), (43), (I2), (I3]) and ([@2)) are satisfied, we shall investigate
the linear stability and the existence of Hopf bifurcation of the positive spatially nonhomogeneous
steady state of (28] as A € T. Now some estimates and necessary results are given for later analysis.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that (A0), (A3), (I2), (I3) and {{3) are satisfied, then )\lin} En(N) £ 0 for
—Al
A €T and n € Ny, where

=,(\) = /Q ) [N) + 03V - (V)N (45)
Proof. 1t follows from ¥3(A;) = 0 and lim U\ 1 and Corollary B.J] that
A= Uy
N 0. + 2nm .
O(N) = 0y, O(N) =0y, Doap— — PY(A) = p1, in A as A= Aq. (46)

Together with ([0), it follows from the dominated convergence theorem and F'(,,6,) = 0 that

0, +2 -
lim =, () :/ Oidx + ﬂe_w*d/ 01V - (e1Vr)dz
A AL Q 0y Q
0, +2 ~
=1 T i (47)
0, + 2nm Kk .
—1+T|:/€0— §+Zé*:| 750,

since if 0, + 2nm = 0, then lim Re{=Z,(\)} # 0; if 0, + 2n7 # 0, then lim Im{=,(\)} # 0. O
)\—>)\1 )\_>)\1

Then we give the fact that the pure imaginary eigenvalue is simple.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that (A0), (A3), (I2), (I3) and {43) are satisfied, then for X € T, p = iw(\)
is a simple eigenvalue of (28) when 0 = ox,(n € Ny) , where w(\) and oy, are given by in

Corollary [31l.
Proof. Differentiating the left side of (29) with respect to p, we get
—doV - (u\Vp)e 7 — . (48)

To be contrary, for A € T, 1 = iw(\) is at least a double eigenvalue of ([28)) when o = o) ,,. Then
together with (@8] and Corollary B] it follows that pu = iw(\) can satisfy the following equation

—doynV - (uzVp(N)e PN —p(n) = 0, (49)

where o) ,,, () and §(\) are defined in Corollary Bl Multiplying two sides of {9) by —(\) and
integrating over (), we yield

Z,(\) = /Q PN [BO) + 02,0d¥ - (W5 THN))e™ P ] dr =0, (50)

which is a contradiction with Lemma [3:4l Hence, the proof is completed. O
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This, together with the above analysis, Lemma and the implicit function theorem, implies
that there exist a neighborhood B,, x D,, x E;, C RxCx X of (o) 5, iw(X), (X)) and a continuously
differentiable function (u,v) : B, — D,, x E,, such that for each o € B, u(o) € D,, is the unique

eigenvalue of (28] associated with the eigenvalue (o), and
:u(o-)\,n) :iw()‘)v ¢(O-)\,n) = ¢(>‘)7 n € Ny
A, (), 0)ib(0) =Ap(0) +dV - ($(0)Vu}) + dV - (uiVip(o))e )7 (51)
+ 2 fu(w, uz)P(o) + Af (2, u3)p (o) — plo)d(o) = 0,

and for all (o) € Xc \ {0} satisfying 071 (0) = Ar(z)gu(u})¥(o) on 0.
Now we shall verify the following transversality condition by some skillful calculations.

Lemma 3.6. Suppose that (A0), (A3), (12), (I3) and {3) are satisfied. For A € T, we have

dRe{p(o)}

>0, neN. (52)
do

0=0x\n

Proof. Differentiating (GI)) with respect to o at o = o) ,,, we obtain

0 =A(\, iw(N), am)% —iw(N\)dV - (uiVip(N))e PN
7 (53)
du(o n * —1
- ) [13) 470,09 - (00O
Multiplying two sides of (B3) by ¥(\) and integrating over £, it follows from (45)) that
d n . _
W)z, ) = —iw)ae™™ [ 60T - (B VEO)) s (54)
a Q
which yields
dﬂ(aA,n) - _Z'w(/\)IO fQ ¢2(>‘)d$ - iw(/\)ak,n|10|2 (55)
do 1=, (N))? ’
where
Iy = de™ W / YNV - (i V(N))dz. (56)
Q

This, together with the dominated convergence theorem and ({6]), implies that there is the
following result
1 dRe{u(or,)}y  —duroRe{ie™™} — (0. + 2nm)K3Re{i}

I -
A (05)2 do lim [2,(V)P
— A1

57

— 04 kg sin O, 53 (57)
RO IE
Ao Ao

since it follows from F'(d,,6.) = 0 that we get 6, = —kqsin ;.
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Remark 3.1. This, together with Corollary [31] and Lemmas [3IH3.6, implies that around the
steady state solution uX established in Theorem[2.1], the Hopf bifurcation can occur at o = oy for
(A\,n) € T x Ny with A sufficiently close to A1. In other words, a branch of periodic orbits of (3)
emerges from (o,u) = (0xn,u3).

Now let
{Hl =\ fQ gp‘i’(m)fu(x,O)da:, (58)
K2 = A1Guu(0) faQ 90%(@7"(@‘15,
then we yield k = 2k + 2Kk1 + k2, which means that ([42]) can be rewritten as
dkg = Kk # 0 = 2kg = 2K1 + Ko # —2Kg, oOr (59)
k(4ko — k) > 0 = 42 — (2K1 + K2)? > 0.

Remark 3.2. Condition {{3)(i.e., (29)) implies that no matter how the memory delay o changes,
the Hopf bifurcation cannot occur in model [3) near u3 if the memory reaction term is weaker
than the interaction of the interior reaction term and the boundary reaction term. Whereas, if
the memory reaction term is stronger than the interaction of the interior reaction term and the
boundary reaction term, it is the memory delay o that determines the existence of Hopf bifurcation
in model (3) near uy.

For A € T, we next consider the existence of purely imaginary eigenvalues of ([28]) when o = 0
and analyse the stability of the steady state solution u} established in Theorem [2] by regarding
the memory delay o as a parameter.

Lemma 3.7. Suppose that (A0), (A3), (I3), (I3) and k # O are satisfied, then for X € T and
o =0, the eigenvalues of (28) have only eigenvalues with negative real parts if (A — A1) > 0, while
the eigenvalues of (28) have at least one eigenvalue with a positive real part if o(A — A1) < 0.

Proof. At first, we obtain that the eigenvalues of (28] have no purely imaginary eigenvalues if o = 0
and k # 0. In fact, if the eigenvalues of (28]) have purely imaginary eigenvalues, then it follows
from the above similar analysis that we can get F'(6,0) = —id + § # 0, which is a contradiction.

For each j € N, let {)\j };)11 C T be a sequence, )\j- — A1 as j — oo such that there exist an
eigenvalue p; of (28), and a sequence {1#;}]011 C Ac \ {0}, with ¢7 — ¢ as j — oo, such that
m()\;,uj,O)zpj = 0, where

0= Ay +dV - (Vo) +dV - (uk V5) + Njusd, i, ule 0] + A3 f (@, uf )85 — s, in

(60)
0= 371/);‘ - /\;T(a:)gu(ui; )1/1;a on 0f).
. o Ui . I 2001
This, together with jlinolo X _’)\1 = ¢ jli}ngo X _’)\1 = and <\I/,m()\j,uj,0)1/1j>1 =0,
implies that lim p; = 0 and
J]—00
lim —H — 2 [2/€o + 261 + H2] +0=—0, (61)
j—o00 )\; — )\1 K
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which means that sign (Re{,uj}) = sign (Q()q — A;‘)) for sufficiently large j. Thus, the proof is
completed. O

Remark 3.3. Suppose that (A0), (A3), (12), (I3) and k # 0 are satisfied, Lemma [37 implies
that if o = 0, the eigenvalues of (28) with X € Y satisfying o(A — A1) > 0 have negative real parts.
Namely, the steady state solution uy established in Theorem [2Z1] is linearly stable when o =0 and
A € T satisfying o(A— A1) > 0. However, the above analysis means that the presence of the memory
delay o may lead to some nonlinear oscillations and cause the complex dynamical behaviors. Hence,
the memory delay o could be considered as oscillatory response of (3) near uj.

Thus, it follows from the above discussions that we get following results for the steady state
solution u3 established in Theorem 211

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that (A0), (A3), (I2) and (I3) are satisfied.

(i) If k # 0, then for each (o,\) € R\ R_ x Y satisfying o(A — A1) < 0 and |)\ — )\1‘ < 1, the
eigenvalues of (28) have at least one eigenvalue with a positive real part, and the steady state
solution vy established in Theorem [2.1] is unstable.

(11) If k(4ko — k) < 0, which implies that k # 0, then then for each (o, \) € R\R_ x T satisfying
o(A—X1) >0 and !)\ — )\1| & 1, the eigenvalues of (28) have only eigenvalues with negative
real parts, and the steady state solution u3 established in Theorem [21] is linearly stable.

(11i) Under the condition (4£3), then for each (o,\) € R\ R_ x T satisfying o(A — A1) > 0 and
‘)\ — )\1| < 1, the eigenvalues of ([28) have only eigenvalues with negative real parts when
o €[0,0x0), and precisely 2(n+1) eigenvalues with positive real parts when o € (O n, Oxn+1)s
n € No. Therefore, the steady state solution u} established in Theorem [Z1] is linearly stable
when o € [0,0x0), and is unstable when oy o < o, and undergoes Hopf bifurcation at o = o .

4 Stability of steady states in Theorem

From Theorem 2.2 for any given u; € Ry satisfying (A1) and (A2), model @) near (u,\) = (u1,0)
has precisely two curves of steady state solutions: one is the spatially homogeneous positive steady
state solution (u,\) = (u1,0) from the curve I',,, and the other is the spatially nonhomogeneous
positive steady state solution (u, ) = (ug1(s), Ao1(s)) with s € (—e1,¢1),e1 € R4 from the curve
'z, where ugy (s) = uy + 115+ sC1(s) and Aoy (s) = s+ s&1(s) with ¢1(0) = ¢;(0) = &(0) = £,(0) =0
can satisfy

<l,T(UQ1 (S), )\01 (S))>2 = /QTl(U()l(S), )\01 (s))daz — (1 + dul) /59 TQ(U()l(S), )\01 (S))ds = 0, (62)
where s € (—e1,¢1). In particular, we get (uoi(s), Xo1(s)) = (u1,0) as s = 0. In the following,
we will investigate the stability of the bifurcated steady state u = wug1(s) with A = Api(s) for
s€T = (—e1,0)U(0,e1), when Q is a bounded open set in R. To analyse the stability of model
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@) near (u, A) = (uo1(s), Ao1(s)), we consider the following linearized equation of @) at u = ug;(s)
with A = A1 (S)

9 = Av+dV - (vVuey(s)) +dV - (ug1(s) V)
+ )\01(s)u01(s)fu(a:,u01(s))v + Ao1(s) f(x,up1(s))v, =€ Q,t>0, (63)
0= Ao1(8)7r(x) gy (uo1(8))v, x €00t >0,

where v = v(z,t) and v, = v(x,t — o). Then using the similar arguments in Section 3, we are
looking for (;1,7) € C x X \ {0} with any s € T and o € R\ R_, such that

A(s,p,0)(x) =0, z€Q, (64)
where
A(s, 11,0)0 =D +dV - (VVugy(s)) + dV - (ug1 (s)Vp)e 7
+ Aot (8)uo1 () ful@, uor (s))P + o1 (s) f (2, uo1(s))y — wib,

and for all ¢ € A \ {0} satisfying 053¢ (z) = Ao1(s)7(2)gu(uo1(s))(x) on = € 0.

If any (s, p,0,1) € T x Cx R\ R_ x A¢ \ {0} can solve ) and 71 = Ao1(s)7(2)gu(uo1(s))
1 holds on 99, u € C can be regarded as an eigenvalue of (63]) with eigenfunction 1, then without
loss of generality, we assume that [|1)||y. = 1 for simplicity. Consequently, we respectively give two
prior estimates for the eigenfunction 1), and eigenvalue i, with s € T by using arguments as in
Section 3. First, we get a priori estimate for the eigenfunction.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that (A0), (A1), (A2) and (A3) are satisfied, where
1

)
magcmag {uoi(5))

(A3) |d] < d, =

then there exists a constant C, such that for any (5, s, 05,15) € T X Cx R\ R_ x Xc \ {0} with
Re{us} > 0 solving ([64) and satisfying 071s = Ao1(s)r(x)gu(uo1(s))s on 09, and

2 -~
[Veslly, < C.
Then a priori estimate for the eigenvalue can be obtained in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that (A0), (A1), (A2) and (A3) are satisfied. If (s, jus, 05,%5) € T x Cx R\
R_ x A¢ \ {0} with Re{us} > 0 can solve (67]) and 07vs = Ao1(s)r(x)gu(uo1(s))s holds on 0N,
then ‘“—;‘ is bounded for s € T.

In what follows, we give some results on the existence of the zero eigenvalue of (G3]). For
~ A S, Uy, 0 ¢
s o) = ( ) ) . (65)

7Y — Ao1(8)7(2) gu (o1 (s))

As (A2) holds, it is not difficult to find that (I, Ty, (u1, )[ 1/1*]>2 = 0 which implies (I, Thy (u1,0)[1]), #
0; and <l,T>\u ul,O)[1]> = 0, which means <l Ty (u1,0 >2

convenience, define
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Lemma 4.3. Suppose that (A0), (A1), (A2), (A3) and dAn, =0 are satisfied.
(i) For¥(o,s) e R\R_x T, if (1, Ty (w1, 0)[1,404]), = 0, then 0 is not a zero eigenvalue of [G3).

(ii) For ¥(o,s) € R\ R_ x T, if (i, Tau(u1,0)[1]), = 0 and Txy(u1,0)[1] # 0, then 0 is a zero
eigenvalue of (G3).

Proof. (i) Suppose that 0 is the zero eigenvalue of (63)), then there exists some ¢ € A¢ \ {0} with
(0,5) € R\ R_ x T such that 7(s,0,0)1) = 0. This, together with 7m(0,0,0) = Ty(u1,0), the
decomposition of space Xg = (N (T, (u1,0)))c @ (Xa)c and N (T, (u1,0)) = span{l}, implies that ¢
takes the following after ignoring a scalar factor

{¢ = s = a5 + 505, fBs € (Xo)e, @ >0, (66)
lsl5 = 310] + 52118613, = |9,
then m(s,0,0)0s = asm(s,0,0) + sim(s,0,0)8; = 0. Then we can find that

lim lm(s,O, 0) - 1= Ty (ur, 0)[1] + (dAn1,0)" = Ty, (w1, 0)[1], (67)

s—0 S

thus, we have danTy, (1, 0)[1] + Ty (u1,0)8y = 0. It follows from (1, Ty (w1, 0)[1,44]), = 0 and (A42)
that we get (I, Tx,(u1,0)[1]), # 0, which means that T,(u1,0)[1] ¢ R(Ty,(u1,0)). Further, we
obtain &y = 0. Therefore, it follows, from the fact that 8y € (X2)c and Ty (uy,0) is invertible as
it is restricted in (X2)c, that By = 0. This implies that ll_)l% m(s,0,0)1s = 0 has only the zero
solution, which contradicts 15 € X¢ \ {0}. Hence, 0 is not a zero eigenvalue of (G3]).

(74) In order to verify that 0 is a zero eigenvalue of (63]), it suffices to find a solution of (s,0,v) €
T x R\ R_ x X¢ \ {0} to the equation 7(s,0,0)¢ = 0. Substituting 1) = 1 + 55 with 5 € (Xs)c
into m(s,0,0)y = 0, we yield

A(B,5) = in(5,0,0) -1+ 1(s,0,0)5 =0, (68)

which means that H(3,0) = Thy(u1,0)[1]+T, (u1,0)5. If (I, Thu(ua, 0)[1]>2 =0, then Ty, (u1,0)[1] €
R(Ty(u1,0)). This, together with Ty, (u1,0)[1] # 0, implies that there exists * € (Xs)c \ {0} such
that Ty (u1,0)[1] = =Ty (u1,0)5*%, i.e., H(5*,0) = 0. Note that Ty, (u1,0)[1] # 0 and ﬁB(B*,O) =
T (u1,0) is invertible as it is restricted in (Xs2)c, then it follows from the implicit function theorem
that we have a continuously differentiable mapping s — 3, from T to (Xs)c such that By = B*, and
H(f,,s) = 0. This implies that m(s,0,0)y = 0 has a nontrivial solution ¢ = 1 + 543, € &¢ \ {0}
for each (o,s) € R\ R_ x T. Hence, 0 is a zero eigenvalue of (G3). O

Then we obtain the following results from Lemma 3] and Theorem
Theorem 4.1. Suppose that (A0), (A1), (A2), (A3) and dAn;, = 0 are satisfied.

(i) If (I, Tuu(u1,0)[1,04]), = 0, then there exist a constant €1 € Ry such that for any s € T =
(—e1,0) U (0,e1), model (3) has exactly a spatially nontrivial steady state solution, and 0 is
not a zero eigenvalue of the linearized equation (63) of ().



(it) If (I, Tou(u1,0)[1]), = 0 and Tr,(u1,0)[1] # 0, then there exist a constant 1 € Ry such that
for any s € T = (—1,0) U (0,1), model [3) has exactly a spatially nontrivial steady state
solution, and 0 is a zero eigenvalue of the linearized equation (63) of (3).

Next, we are about to consider the existence of purely imaginary eigenvalues of the linearized
equation ([@3) of [@). Since (0,5) € R\ R_ x T, u = i@(® > 0) is an eigenvalue of (B3] with
eigenfunction ¢ if and only if there exists any (s,&,0,9) € T x Ry x R\ R_ x A¢ \ {0} such that
m(s,iw,o) = 0. To simplify, unless otherwise specified, we always suppose that (A0), (A1), (A2),
(A3), dAm = 0 and (I, Ty (u1, 0)[1,%.]), = 0 are satisfied.

In the view of Lemma[.2] let p = iw = isd, then we rewrite (s, isd, o)) = 0 as M(s,8,0)p = 0,
where M (s,6,0) : Xc — Y is given by

o A +dV - (YVugi(s)) +dV - (U01($)V1/))6_i‘4j + Aot (s)uor(s) fu(®, uor(s))y
M(s,0,0)) = + Xo1(8) f(x, w1 (s)) — isdip . (69)
O — Xo1 (8)r(x)gu (uo1(s))¥

This, together with M(0,6,0) = T, (uy,0) + dul[e_ig —1]A,0)”, the decomposition of space
Xec = (NM(Ty(u1,0)))c @ (Xa)c and N (T, (u1,0)) = span{1}, implies that 1) takes the following form

¢ =1+s8 with 3 € (X9)c. Further, we have E(ﬁ, 5,0, s) = 0, where E : (Xy)cxRx[0,2m)xT — Ve
is denoted by

B(3,6,0,5) = ~NI(,5,8) -1+ M(5,5,6)p. (70)

Next we only consider o = 0, i.e., 6 = 0, since the case of o € Ry is still to be solved. Especially,
e - - - . 1~ -
we get F(f3,6,0,0) = P(5,0) + Ty (u1,0)3, where P(d,0) = lim —M(s,6,0) - 1, i.e.,

s—0 8
o~ B ulfu(x,ul) + f(:z:,ul) — b dAm L pl(gv 0)
(6,00 = ( —r(@)ga () ) ! ( 0 > - ( Py(3,0) > | (71)

Define F : R x [0,27) — R as F(8,0) = (I, P(8,0))s. Further, we obtain
F(5,0) = / Prdz — (1 + dul)/ PydS = —id|Q| + (I, Tau(u1,0)[1]), # 0, (72)
Q 19)

which is a contradiction. Hence, (63) has no purely imaginary eigenvalue for each (o, s) € {0} x T.
Now we will consider the stability of the bifurcated steady state solution wugi(s) with Agi(s)
established in Theorem for s€ YT as 0 =0.

Lemma 4.4. Suppose that (A0), (A1), (A2), (A3), dAm = 0 and (I, Tyu(u1,0)[1,104]), = 0 are
satisfied, then for s € T satisfying s - <l_, T,\u(ul,O)[l]>2 < 0 (resp., s- <l_, T,\u(ul,O)[l]>2 > 0), the
eigenvalues of (63) have only eigenvalues with negative real parts (resp., at least one eigenvalue
with a positive real part).

Proof. From the above, we obtain that (63]) has no purely imaginary eigenvalue for s € T as 0 = 0.
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For each z € N, let {sz}zil C T be a sequence, sy — 0 as z — oo such that there exists an
eigenvalue y, of (63), and there exists a sequence {w’;}:il C Xc\ {0}, ¥} — 1 as z — oo such that
m(sk, pz, 0)1r = 0, where

0= AY. +dV - (Y Vuei(s])) +dV - (uor(s7) VL) + Aoa(s2)uo1(s7) fulw, wor (s7))%
+ o1 (83) f (@, w01 (s3))05 — paafl, inQ, (73
0= 0nv; — Xor(s2)r (@) gu(uor (s7))¥7, on 99.

Then it follows from li_)ln up1(sy) = uy and (I, m(s%, pz, 0)1%)e = 0 that li_>m p> =0 and

. Mz -
|9 Jim =5 = (1, T (ua, 0)[1]), (74)
which means that sign <Re{,uz}> = sign <8§ (1, TAu(ul,O)[1]>2) for sufficiently large z. Hence,
the proof is completed. O

According to the above discussion, there are following results for the bifurcated steady state
solution wgi(s) with Ag1(s) established in Theorem

Theorem 4.2. Suppose that (A0), (A1), (A2), (A3), dAn =0 and (I, Tyu(u1,0)[1,0.]), = 0 are
satisfied.

(i) For each (0,s) € {0} x Y satisfying s - I, Tru(u1,0)[1]), > 0 and |s| < 1, (G3) has at least
one eigenvalues with a positive real part, and the bifurcated steady state solution ug(s) with
Ao1(s) established in Theorem [Z2 is unstable.

(ii) For each (0,S) € {0} x Y satisfying s - (I, Thu(u1,0)[1]), < 0 and |s| < 1, [G3) has only
eigenvalues with negative real parts, and the bifurcated steady state solution ugy(s) with Ap1(s)
established in Theorem [2.2 is linearly stable.

Example 1.

As for the application, model (3) can reduce to a prototypical memory-based diffusion model
with logistic growth and spatial heterogeneous resource subject to the nonlinear boundary condition
when f(z,u) = m(z) —u and g(u) = u?

{% = Au+dV - (uVu,) + Au(m(z) —u), x=€Q,t>0, (75)

Omu = Mr(x)u?, x € 0N,t>0,

where m(x) is the local carrying capacity or the intrinsic growth rate that represents the situation
of the resources, the functions f(x,u) and g(u) satisfy those conditions in Sections 1-4.

Example 2.

When we take f(x,u) = 7(x) kf«,_(z)u and g(u) = u(u — a)(1 — u), then the model (3) becomes

% — Nu+dV - (uVu,) + )\uf(a;)];f;(z)u, zENt>0, -
Ozu = Ar(z)u(u —a)(l —u), x € 00Q,t >0,
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where 7(x) describes the function of the growth rate of the population, k is the constant carrying

capacity of the habitat, ,:((i)) is the replacement of mass in the population at saturation, a € (0,1)

is a constant, the functions f(x,u) and g(u) satisfy those conditions in Sections 1-4.

The above analysis in the previous sections could be applied to the two specific models, for
brevity details are omitted here.

5 Discussion

In this paper, we propose a spatially heterogeneous single population model with the memory effect
and nonlinear boundary condition. Different from these previous results with the memory-based
diffusion model, nontrivial steady state solutions are found to bifurcate from trivial solutions I’y
and I'y,, respectively, and it is found that the stability switch and the Hopf bifurcation could be
realized with the combined effects of the memory delay and the nonlinear boundary condition in the
heterogeneous environment. To be specific, the bifurcated steady state solution from trivial solu-
tions I'g, under the conditions that when the memory reaction term is stronger than the interaction
of the interior reaction term and the boundary reaction term, experiences a single stability switch
from stability to instability with the increase of the delayed memory value via the Hopf bifurcation,
while the bifurcated steady state solution from trivial solutions I';,, , under some specific conditions,
could also have the stability results as ¢ = 0. For the case of o € R, it is still to be further solved.
For the proposed model, there are still some interesting problems worthy of further investigation.
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