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Abstract

We consider a parameter dependent periodic-logistic problem with a logistic term
involving a degeneracy that replicates time dependent refuges in the habitat of a popula-
tion. Working under no or very minimal assumptions on the boundary regularity of the
domain we show the existence of a time-periodic solution which bifurcates with respect
to the parameter and show their stability. We show that under suitable assumptions that
the periodic solution blows up on part of the domain and remains finite on other parts
when the parameter approaches a critical value.

1 Introduction

Following the poineering work by Hess [26] and in particular Du and Peng [23| 24] we
consider the existence of non-trivial positive solutions of the periodic-parabolic logistic
equation

% + A(u = pu — b(x,t)g(x,t,u)u inQx (0,T),
B(Hu=0 on 9Q x [0, T], (L.1)
u(-,0)=u(-,7T) in Q.

The bounded domain Q C R” represents the habitat of some species with population density
u(x,t) at location x € Q and time ¢ € R. The time T is the length of a seasonal cycle and
referred to as the period. The operator A(¢) is a second order uniformly elliptic operator
that includes intrinsic diffusion, convection and reproduction rates, depending 7'-periodically
on t € R. The operator $(t) determines what happens when the species approaches the
boundary 02 of the habitat and is also a 7-periodic function of ¢ € R. The boundary operator
is of Dirichlet, Neumann or Robin type, modelling hostile, no-flux or partly permeable
boundaries of the habitat. We also admit mixed boundary conditions with different types of
boundary conditions on different parts of Q. The parameter u € R adjusts the reproduction
rate. The non-linear term b(x,)g(x,t,u) is a rate that limits the growth depending on
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the size of the population. We assume that the growth rate is reduced as the population
density increases, which means that the function u — g(x, t, u) is strictly increasing and that
b(x,t) > 0. The size of b € L*(Q x [0, T]) is a weight that determines how favourable the
conditions in the habitat are at any place and time (x, 7). Ideal living conditions are given in
the region where b(x, t) = 0, where unrestricted growth is possible. One of the main features
in this paper is to deal with the natural assumption that such places change throughout a
seasonal cycle. Large values of b(x, r) model a hostile environment.
As demonstrated in [26], many properties of (I.I]) are determined by the spectrum of the
periodic-parabolic eigenvalue problem
ou .
E+.?’l(t)u+yb(x,t)u:,uu in Qx (0,7),
B(t)u =0 on 9Q x [0,T], (1.2)
u(-,0)=u(-,T) inQ,

where y > 0 is a parameter. We call an eigenvalue u; a principal eigenvalue of (1L2) if
it has a positive eigenfunction. A positive eigenfunction of norm one is called a principal
eigenfunction. It turns out that there is exactly one principal eigenvalue and eigenfunction.
We will consider the principal eigenvalue as a function of the zero order term yb and write

u1 = p1(yb). As shown in [19, Section 4] such a periodic-parabolic eigenvalues and
eigenfunctions exist. The principal eigenvalue turns out to be strictly increasing and hence
u(b) = Jim 411 (yb) € (~o0, 0] (1.3)

exists. Under precise assumptions to be specified in Section 2l and Section [6] we will prove
the following result.

Theorem 1.1. The equation (L) has a non-trivial positive weak solution if and only if
u1(0) < u < w*(b). In that case this solution is unique and linearly stable.

A version of the above theorem with y*(b) < oo appears for the first time in Du and Peng
[23]], where b had very special spacial and temporal degeneracies, and the linear part of the
equation was autonomous. We remove all these restrictions.

As a corollary we recover and generalise a result due to Hess [26, Section 28], but allow
b to have degeneracies. It is about the existence and uniqueness of a non-trivial positive
solution of

% + AU = mu— b(x,0)g(x,t,w)u in Qx (0,T),
B(1)u =0 on 82 x [0, T], (14)
u(-,0) = u(-,7) in Q,

where m € L*(Q x (0,T)) possibly changes sign. It is an immediate consequence of (L))
with A(¢) replaced by A(t) — m(t) and u = 0. One can replace m by Am with 1 € R a
parameter, and recover some of the results in [[1} 2], but under much weaker assumptions on
the regularity of the coefficients and the domains.

Corollary 1.2. Under the above assumptions, the problem (L4) has a non-trivial solution if
and only if uy(-m) < 0 < u*(m, b), where

u(m,b) = lim_ iy (yb —m). (1.5)

In that case this solution is unique and linearly stable.
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Part of this material is contained in the PhD Thesis [36] by the second author. Related
results for linear equations or systems also appear in [3, 4].

2 Precise assumptions

We will be working with non-autonomous boundary value problems in divergence form. We
assume that Q C R is a bounded domain, that T > 0 is fixed and that A(¢) has the form

N N

A(t)u ::—Z%(Zaﬂ( -+aju ) Zbk—+cou 2.1)
j=1

k=1

where a i, a;, b, co € L7 (Q X R) are real valued and T-periodic in ¢ € R. We also assume
that A(¢) is uniformly strongly elliptic, that is, there exists @ > 0 such that

al¢? < ZZa,k(x €€k (2.2)

k=1 j=1

for all £ € RY and almost all (x,7) € Q x R. We assume that dQ = I'y U I} is a disjoint
union with I'y. We consider the boundary operator

ur, on I'y (Dirichlet b.c.)
B(tu =1 _n N ou . (2.3)
=1 (ijl ajkgy, + aju)vk + Bou on I'; (Neumann/Robin b.c.).

Here v = (vy,...,vy) is the outer unit normal on I'{, and By € L*(I'} X R) T-periodic in
t € R. Note that we do not assume that the [’y are open and closed in Q2 and we generally
make no restrictions on the sign of By. For simplicity we assume that a neighbourhood of I'y
in 0Q is Lipschitz. In that case we can in particular assume without loss of generality that
Bo = 0. According to [[15} Section 3] this can be achieved by rewriting the pair of operators
(A(t), B(t)) in an equivalent form. Hence in what follows we always assume without loss
of generality that Sy > 0.

The boundary conditions (2.3)) as well as the elliptic operator (2.1 are to be interpreted
in a weak form. To do so we introduce the bilinear form associated with (A(t), B(r)). We
define

ap(t,u,v) —/Z a]k(x t) +aj(x t))

k=1 j=1
/(Z bi(x, t) +c0(x t)u)vdx. (2.4)

for all u,v € H'(Q). To incorporate the boundary conditions we introduce the space

HZI;(Q) = {u € H'(Q): u = 0 in a neighbourhood of FO}, (2.5)

where the closure is taken in the Sobolev space H'!(Q). We define

a(t,u,v) = ap(t,u,v) + Bo(x,)uv do, (2.6)
I



for all u,v € Hzlg(Q), where the integral over I'y is taken with respect to the (N — 1)-
dimensional Hausdorff measure restricted to I';. The following proposition collects some
standard properties of the form a, see for instance [20, X VIII Section 4.4]. We will denote
by u* := max {u, 0} and ™ := max {—u, 0} the positive and negative parts of u € V.

Proposition 2.1. Let the above assumptions be satisfied and setV := H ;3 (Q)and H := L*(Q).
Then the following assertions are true:

(i) [0,T] = R, t — a(t,u,v) is measurable for allu,v € V.
(ii) VXV = R, (u,v) — a(t,u,v) is bilinear and there exist M > 0 such that
la(t, u,v)| < Mlullvvily (2.7)
forallt € [0,T] and allv € V.
(iii) There exists wo € R such that we can choose a > 0 so that,
@, 2 2
§||u||v <a(t,u,u) +wllully (2.8)
forall w > woand allu € V.
(iv) a(t,u*t,u”)=0forallt € [0,T] and allu €V.

It follows from the above proposition that there exist operators A(t) € L(V,V’), t €
[0, T], such that (A(f)u,v) = a(t;u,v) forall u,v € V and that

A gvyy £ M (2.9)

for all t € [0,T]. Hence, given s € [0,T), ug € H and f € L*>((s,T),V’) it makes sense to
consider the linear initial value problem

uw+Atu=f(t) te(sT],

2.10
u(s) = ug. ( )
We call u a solution of 2.10) if
ueW(s,T;V,V'):={ueL*(s,7T),V): i€ L*((s,7),V)} (2.11)
and it satisfies (Z.10). The space W(s,T;V,V’) is a Hilbert space with norm
T 5 T . 5 1/2
5= ([ ol ar+ [ ol ar)”
N N
It is well known that
W(s, T;V,V') = C([s,T], H), (2.12)

see for instance [20, X VIII Section 1.2]. Hence, the initial condition u(s) = v € H makes
sense and u € C([s,T], H). Moreover, as V < H is compact, the embedding

W(s,T;V, V') — L*([s,T],H), (2.13)



is compact as well, see [29, Theorem 1.5.1]. There are several ways to characterise solutions
to (Z10). In particular u € L?((s,T), V) is a solution of (Z.I0) if and only if

T T
—(u(s),\'/(s))+/ (u(T),f/(T))dT+/ a(t,u(r),v(r))dr
s s (2.14)

T
- / () v(r)) dr

forallv € W(s, T;V,V’) withv(T) = 0 or a dense subset thereof, see for instance [20]. It can
be proved either by Galerkin approximation or by Lion’s generalisation of the Lax-Milgram
theorem that (2.10) has a unique solution in W (s, T;V,V’), see [20], [28, Section IV.1] or
[33, Section III.2]. We will make use of the following a priori estimates for the solutions.
The important feature for us is the independence on a positive potential.

Proposition 2.2 (A priori estimates). Suppose that the above assumptions are satisfied and
that m € L*((0,T), L®(Q)) withm > 0. Let s € [0,T), ug € H and f € L*((s,T),V’).
Letu € W(s,T;V,V’) be a solution of

u+A(u+m(t)yu=f(t) te(sT]

2.15
u(s) = o 1>
Then for any w > wo and t € [s,T]| we have that
t
@ [ 1Tl dr s e ul
s o (2.16)
<o)+ [ e (@) v
and
t t
/ le™ T u(r)|3, dr < 2(M+||m||oo)2/ le™Tu(r)|l} dr
s s 2.17)

t
+2 / le™ ) £ ()13, dr
where M is from 2.7).
Proof. First note that w(r) := e~ y(r) satisfies the equation

Wt A@DOW+ow+m(Dw =e " f(t) te(s,T]

w(s) = ug.

By the integration by parts formula for functions in W(s, T; V,V’) we have that

' d T
SOl = W) =5 [ Tl dr= [ ei@ow@yan @19



see for instance [20, Theorem XVIII.1.2]. Hence it follows from (2.8]) and the positivity of
m that

t
1
@ [ W@} dr+ SIv Ol

IA

lw(s)II? + / (W (), w(1)) + alT, w(1), w(1) + wllw(D)IIF dr

||w(s)||,%,+/ (1) + A(Dw(T) + ww (1), w(1)) dT

(I, + / T (F () w(D)) dr / (m(T)w (), w(D)) dr

IA

IIW(S)II%{+/ le™ ") f (@)l llw(7)lv dr

IA
D= = = N—= o =

| a !
W)+ 5 [ e @l dr+ 5 [l dr.
2a J 2 Js
It follows that
' 2 2 2 1 ' 2
o [ @ dr vl < v+ 5 [ e r@IR, ar.
N N

Taking into account that w(¢) = u(tf)e~“""~%) we obtain (Z.16). Now consider the derivative
u. If v € V, then by

|G (7),v) = |- a(r, u(),v) = (m()u(r), v) + (f (1), V)]
< (Mllu(@)lly + lImlleollu(@)llv + £ @ lIv) VIl

Here we cannot omit the term with m(7) since it does not necessarily have a positive sign.
By the definition of the dual norm we see that

(D) llv: < Mllu(D)llv + [Imlleollue() v + [1F (D)lv-.
It follows that
le™ T a()|I, < 2(M + [Imlleo)*lle™ T u()l}, +20e™ £ (DI
Now (2.17) follows by integration over [s, ]. |

Remark 2.3. Combining (2.16) and (2.17) we can deduce that any solution of (2.10) satisfies
an estimate of the form

5 r 5 1/2

lullwisrvry < C(Nuolly + [ 170015 i) 2.19)
N

with C independent of f, up and s € [0,T), but dependent on ||m||. In particular, the

solution to (2.10) is unique and continuously depends on u( and f.

As a consequence of Proposition 2.1(iv) for any positive initial condition, v > 0, and
inhomogeneity, f > 0, we have that the solution u of (2.10) satisfies u(z) > 0 for all
t € [s,T], see for instance [6, Proposition 3.1]. The above iis collected in the following
abstract existence theorem.



Theorem 2.4. Under the above assumptions the equation 2.10) has a unique solution
u € W(s,T;V,V') for every v € H and f € L*((s,T),V’). That solution satisfies the a
priori estimate (2.19) with constant depending only on o, w, M and T. If f,uo > 0, then the
solution u > 0.

The following perturbation result is crucial for our treatment of the logistic equation.

Theorem 2.5 (perturbation result). Suppose that m,,m € L*((0,T), L*(Q)), that ug,, ug €
H and f,, f € L*>((0,T),V) with m, X m weak® in L*((0,T), L*(Q)), ugn, — ug weakly
in H and f, — f weakly in L>((0,T),V’). Let s € [0,T) and let u,, € W(s,T;V,V’) be the
solution of
iy, + A(u +m,(Hu = f,(t) te(sT],
u(s) = uoy.

Let u be the solution of 2.15). Then u, — u weakly in W(s,T;V,V’) and strongly in
L*((s,T),H) asn — oo. If f, — f strongly in L*>((s,T), V"), then u,(t) — u(t) in H for
allt € (s, Tl and u, > uin W(s+906,T;V,V’) forall 6 > 0withs+6 <T.

(2.20)

Proof. We first note that due to the weak™ convergence there exists C > 0 such that ||m,; || <
C for all n € N. Hence it follows from Proposition 2.2] that (u;,),cn is a bounded sequence
in W(s,T;V,V’). Hence there exists a subsequence (up, )xen such that u,, — u weakly in
W(s,T;V,V’) as k — oo for some u € W(s,T;V,V’). By the compact embedding (2.13))
we also have strong convergence in L>((s, T), H). If v € W(s,T;V,V’) with v(T) = 0, then

—(unk(s),\'/(s))+/T<unk(‘r),f/(‘r)) dT+/T(1(T, Uy, (1), v(1)) dt

T T
+ [ @y ar = [ @ v ds
N N
for all k € N. Letting k — oo we see that u is a solution of (2.13). By the uniqueness
of solutions the full sequence converges. Assume now that f, — f strongly. Fix ¢t €
(s, T]. Since u,, — u in L>((s,T), H) and thus has a subsequence that is convergent almost

everywhere there exist so € (s, ¢) and a subsequence (u,, )xenw such that u,, (so) — u(so) in
H as k — oo. By the integration by parts formula similar to (2.18]) we have that

@ [ ) = u @ do + S0 - w1
< 3lun(s0) =G0y + [ () = (). () = () d
+/la(‘r, (1) —u(t), u,(t) —u(r)) dr
oo (2.21)
v / liun(2) — u(D)I, dr
- / (D) = F(O)ttn(7) — (D)) dr + / lun(2) — (DI, d

- / (i (P)itn () = m (D) (7), (1) = () di



We know that u, — u — 0in L>((s,T), H) and m,u, — mu — 0 weakly in L>((s,T), H).
By assumption f, — f — 0in L?((s,T),V’) and u,, (s0) — u(so) — 0 in H. Hence (Z.21)
shows that

lim g, (1) = u(0)[, = 0.

By the uniqueness of the limit, the full sequence converges, which in particular means that
u,(t) = u(t)in H for all r € (s,T]. Hence, choosing any so € (s, T] it follows that u,, — u
in L?((s0,T), V) as n — oo. Next we consider the convergence of i,. Given v € V we have
that

|(tin (7) — (1), )
= [{A(T) (4 (7) = u(7)) + (M (D1t (1) = m(D)u (7)) = (f(7) = £ (1)), V)|
< (Mlun(7) = u(D)llv + lma(D)un (1) = m(@)u() |l + 1 fa = fllv) IV]lv
Hence by definition of the dual norm
llitn (7) — i (7) v
< Mlup(7) = u(T)llv + [|ma(T)un(7) —m(D)u ()|l + | fu = fllve
for all 7 € (5,T]. We know from the first part of the proof that m, (7)u,(t) — m(7)u(r)

weakly in L2((s, T), H). If we can show that m,u, — mu in L>((s,T),V’), then it follows
from that iz, — 1 in L*>((s0,T),V’) as n — oco. Since

(2.22)

ity — mully: < |lmalleolltn = ullv: + || (m = myully-

it is sufficient to show that m,u — mu in L?>((s,T),V’). To do so we use the compactness
criterion 34, Theorem 1] for vector valued L”-spaces. We know that m,u — mu weakly in
L*((s,T), H). Moreover, given that ||m,|| < C for all n € N, we have

[ (T)u (1) = m(T)u(7), v)| < 2C||u(D)||alvila

forallv € Vand t € (s,T). Hence by the dominated convergence theorem

T
lim / [(mu(7)u(t) = m(t)u(7), v)|*dr = 0.
n—oo s
The convergence means that the family (m,u),ey is scalarly compact. Fix & > 0 and let
Jr={r € (s,T): Cllu(z)|lg = r}.

We know that for every & > 0 there exists r > 0 such that

/ |ICu(1)||% dt < &.
Jr

It implies that
[ @l ar < e
Jr
for all n € N. Hence, as H < V’, the family (m,u),en is equi-integrable in L>((s, T), V).
We can also choose r > 0 such that (s,7T) \ J, has measure less than &. Also,
m,(T)u(t) € B, :={v e H: |v||g < r/c}

for all n € N. By the compact embedding H — V it follows that B, C V'’ is relatively
compact in V’. It means that m, (7)u(7) is in the relatively compact set B, for all T € J, and
thus the family (m,u),cn is uniformly tight as defined in [34]]. It follows that (m,u),cy is
relatively compact in L?((s,T),V’) as claimed. O
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3 Evolution systems and their properties
As a special case of (2.10) we can look at solutions to the homogeneous problem

u+A(Hu=0 te(s,T]
u(s)=v

for v € H. The unique solvability of the linear homogeneous problem (3.1) stated in
Theorem 2.4] allows us to define

3.1

Ul(t,s)v :=u(t)

where u is the unique solution of (3.I). By the linearity, U(z, s) is a linear operator on H.
We call the family (U(t, 5))(;,5)ea; the evolution system on H associated with (A(?)):e[0,7],
where

Ar ={(t,s): 0<s <t <T}. (3.2)

We furthermore set
Ar ={(t,s): 0<s<t<T} (3.3)

We denote by £L(H) is the space of bounded linear operators on H with the strong operator
topology, that is, the topology of pointwise convergence. We next collect the properties of
the evolution system we need, see also [36, Chapter 3].

Proposition 3.1 (Properties of evolution system). The evolution system has the following
properties:

(Ul) U(t,t) = I forallt € [0,T];
U2) U(t,s) =U(t,7)U(1,s) forall 0 < s <1t <t <T;
(U3) U(-,s) € C([s,T], Ls(H)) forall s € [0,T);
(U4) U(t,-) € C ([0,t], Li(H)) forall t € (0,T];
(U5) U(t,s) € L(H,BC(Q)) and there exists C > 0 with
Ut )| 2,y < C(t =)™ (3.4)
forall (1,5) € Ar;
(U6) U(t,s) € LIL®(Q)) for all (t,5) € Ar and sup(, ep, U1, 9|l (L)) < 003
(U7) If v > 0, then [U(t, s)v](x) > 0 for all (t,s) € Ar and all x € Q;
(U8) U(t,s) € L(H) is compact for all (t,s) € Ar.

Moreover, if f € L*>((s,T), H) and v € H, then the solution u of 2.10) can be represented
in the form

u(t) =U(t,s)v + /t U(t,7)f(7)dr. (3.5)

N



Proof. Properties (U1)—(U3) are a direct consequence of Theorem 2.4land (2.12). Property
(U4) follows by looking at the dual problem as in [[12, Theorem 2.6]. It follows from heat
kernel estimates, for instance in [12, Corollary 7.2], that U(¢,s) € L(H,L*(Q)) for all
(t,5) € Ar with the given estimate. The continuity of U(z, s)v as a function of x € Q then
follows from standard Holder estimates for parabolic equations such as those in [7]. The
boundedness on L*(Q) in (U6) follows from [12] Corollary 7.2].

If all coefficients of A(¢) and B(¢) and the domain Q are smooth, then the parabolic
maximum principle implies that [U(¢, s)v](x) > O for all (x,7) € Q X (s,T]. Using [12,
Theorem 8.3 and Lemma 8.4] the same statement holds in general. Alternatively one could
use the parabolic Harnack inequality from [8]]. This proves (U7).

To prove (U8) we note that L*(€) is the principal ideal generated by the constant
function with value one in the Banach lattice H. By (U5) we have U(t, s)H C L*(Q) for all
(t,5) € Ar. AsU(t,s) = U(t,7)U(r, s) whenever 0 < s < 7 < ¢ < T it follows from [[16,
Theorem 2.2] that U(t,s) € L(H) is compact.

If we deal with Dirichlet boundary conditions, then (3.3)) follows from [7, Theorem 9].
In a more abstract setting, using the Galerkin approximation, the formula holds for the finite
dimensional approximations, and remains valid by taking a limit. O

We refer to (3.3) as the the variation-of-constants formula. We next prove a perturbation
theorem, weaker than that usually found in the literature. The proof only relies on the
properties of the evolution system and is valid in other settings as well, but to keep our
exposition simple we refrain from proving a more general version.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that b, € L*([0,T], L*(Q)) is such that b,(7) = b(t) weak™ in
L (Q) for almost all T € (0,T). Let (U,(t,5))5)ear be the evolution system associated
with (A(t) + b,(1)))ic[o,r] and let (U(t,5)).5)ea, be the evolution system associated with
(A(t) +b(1)))icior)- Then U,(t,s) — U(t,s) in L(H) asn — oo.

Proof. Let0 < s <t < T. By taking f, = 0 it follows from Theorem 2.3 that U (¢, s)v,, —
U(t,s)v whenever v, — v weakly in H. By Proposition 3.1 U (¢, s) is compact. Hence, by
(14}, Proposition 4.1.1] it follows that U,,(t,s) — U(t,s) in L(H) as n — oo. O

Using [5, Proposition 2.2] we obtain as a corollary to Theorem [3.2] the following pertur-
bation result on the spectral radius of U(z, s). The result is also related to [26, Lemma 15.7],
but uses much less regularity.

Corollary 3.3. Under the assumption of Theorem[3.2l we have that,
r(Un(t, S)) - r(U(t’ S))

for all (t,s) € Ar. Moreover, if v, is the positive eigenfunction of U,(t, s) with ||v,|l» = 1,
then v, — v in H and v is the positive eigenfunction of U(t, s).

We will use the above perturbation theorem with a specific set of perturbations.
Remark 3.4. Letb € L*((0,T), L*(Q) with b > 0. For § > 0 define

Qs = {x € Q: dist(x, Q) > 6§}
and let

bs(x,1) = b(x,1) g, (x)
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for all (x,7) € Q x [0,T]. Then bs has compact support in Q X [0, 7] and bs T b pointwise.
In particuar, if we choose d,, | 0 we have that bs(¢) A b(t) weak* in L*(Q) as § — 0 for
allz € [0,T].
We also need a comparison theorem.

Proposition 3.5. Let by,b, € L*((0,T),L>*(Q)) with 0 < by < by. For k = 1,2
let (Ui (t,5))(1.5)en, be the evolution systems associated with (A(t) + by (t))icjo,r]- Then
Uy(t,s) < U(t,s) forall (t,s) € Ar. Moreover, Uy(T,0)v < U(T,0)v for all v € H with
v > 0.

Proof. Letv € H withv > 0 and let uy(t) := Ui(t,s)v for k = 1,2. Then uy, u; > 0 and we
have that

(it — 1) + A1) (uy — uz) + by (1) (ur —u2) = (ba(t) = b1(t))uz t € (s,T]
ul(s) - uz(S) =0.

As (by — by)uy > 0 it follows from Theorem 2.4 that u,(7) < uy(¢) for all (¢,s) € Ar. By
the positivity of U(¢, s) and since b, — by > 0 we deduce that U (¢, s) < U,(t,s). To show
that U,(T,0)v < U;(T,0)v we note that by Proposition 3.1] we have U(z,7)v > 0 for all
7 € [0,1). By assumption b,(7) — b1 () > 0 for 7 in a set of positive measure in (0, 7") and
hence [by (1) — b1 (7)]U (7, s)v > 0. It follows that

Ux(T,7) [ba(7) — b1(7)] Ui (7,0)v >0

for 7 in a set of positive measure in (0, 7). Hence

T
Ui(T,0)v = Uy(T,0)v +/ Ur(T, 1) [bo(t) = bi(7)] Ui (7,0)vdr
0
> Up(T,0)v

as claimed. O

4 Periodic-parabolic eigenvalue problems

In this section we keep the notation and assumptions from Section 2] and Bl We discuss
properties of the periodic-parabolic eigenvalue problem,

u+A)u+b(t)u=pu te[0,T]

u(0) = u(T) @D

in H, where b € L*([0,T],L*(Q)). We denote the evolution system associated with
(A(1) + b(1))iefo,r) by (Up (2, 5))(1.5)en7 -

Definition 4.1. We call u a principal eigenvalue of @.1) if there exists u € W(0,T;V,V’)
such that u > 0 and (4.1) is satisfied. Then, u is called the principal eigenfunction corre-
sponding to the eigenvalue u. We define the principal eigenvalue and eigenfunction of an
operator similarly.

We make use of the following proposition to reason the existence and uniqueness of a
T-periodic principal eigenfunction of (@.I)). This is similar to [26, Proposition 14.4].
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Lemma 4.2. Let b € L™((0,T),L>®(Q)) with b > 0. Then A € R is an eigenvalue of
Uy (T, 0) if and only if

1
n =~ log() 4.2)

is an eigenvalue of @.1). If v is an eigenvector of U(T,0) corresponding to A, then
u(t) = e Uy(t,0)v.

is an eigenfunction of @.1) corresponding to A. Likewise, if u is an eigenfunction for {.1)),
then v := u(0) is an eigenvector of U,(T,0). Moreover, A is a principal eigenvalue of
U,(T,0) if and only if u is a pricipal eigenvalue of (4.1))

Under some further assumptions on U (T, 0) we can guarantee the existence of a unique
principal eigenvalue of (@.1).

Theorem4.3. Letb, by, by € L*((0,T), L*(Q)). Then problem (4.1)) has a unique principal
eigenvalue we denote by u(b) and a unique principal eigenfunction. Moreover, if u is
another eigenvalue of (A1), then w1 (b) < Re(u). Finally, if by < by, then uy(by) < u1(b2)
with equality if and only if by = by almost everywhere.

Proof. As a result of Proposition[3.1] U, (T, 0) is compact by (U8) and irreducible on H by
(U7). By de Pagter’s theorem

r(b) :=r(Uy(T,0)) >0, 4.3)

see [21, Theorem 3] or [32, Theorem 4.2.2]. Now by an application of the Krein-Rutman
theorem we have the existence of a principal eivenvector v, > 0, see [35, Theorem 41.2].
Since U, (T, 0) is positive and irreducible, we have that v, is a quasi-interior point, that is,
vp > 0, see for instance [32, Lemma 4.2.9]. Moreover, by [32, Corollary 4.2.15] r(U(T, 0))
is algebraically simple and the only eigenvalue of U, (T, 0) having a positive eigenvector. The
relationship established in Lemma4.2] gives a unique principal eigenvalue and eigenfunction
pair of (4.1)) when suitably normalized. If u # u;(b) is an eigenvalue of (4.1)), then we know
that || < r(U,(T,0)). Then the corresponding eigenvalue u of (4.1) given by (4.2) satisfies
Re(u) = p1(b).

We next look at the comparison of eiganvalues. Using the notation from Proposition
we have 0 < U,(T,0) < U (T,0) if and only if by < b,. As Ui(T,0) and U,(T,0) are
compact and irreducible it follows from [15, Theorem 2.1] that 0 < r(U,(T,0)) < r(U,(T,0))
with equality if and only if U,(T,0) = U(T,0). By the relationship (4.2) we have that
u1(b1) < ui(by) with equality if and only if b; = b, almost everywhere. O

It is beneficial to study properties of (@.I)) for the family of potentials (yb),>o. In such a
case let us denote the corresponding evolution system by U, (t, s). The following proposition
is a slight generalisation of [19, Theorem 3.1 and 4.2].

Proposition4.4. Supposethatb € L*((0,T), L*(Q)) withb > 0. Denote by (U (t, 5))(1,5)eAr
the evolution system associated with (A(t) +yb(t))ic(o,r]- Let 1 (7yb) be the principal eigen-
value and 0 < ¢, a corresponding eigenfunction of @.1)). Then the following assertions are
true

(i) If ve Hand v > 0, then U,(t,s)v is decreasing as a function of y > 0 for all
(t,5) € Ar.

12



(i1) wu1(yb) is increasing as a function of y > 0 and
() == lim 411 (yb) € (11(0), ] 4.4)
exists.
(iii) If u*(b) < oo, then there exists ¢ > 0 such that

”S%/HL“’(QX[O,T]) < C||907(O)||2 4.5)
forally > 0.

(iv) ¢, € C(Q % [0,T]) forally > 0 and ¢, (x,t) > 0 forall (x,t) € Qx [0,T].
(v) Forally > 0 and w > max{0, wg) we have
o [ eyl ey [ (@ @000 e
0 0 ; (4.6)
<o) +a) [ lle,@iBdr,
where wy is from 2.9).
Proof. Parts (i) and (ii) follow directly from Proposition[3.5land the fact that any increasing

function has a proper or improper limit. To prove part (iii) note that by (i), Lemma [4.2]
Proposition 3.1l Proposition[3.5and the T-periodicity of ¢, we have

9y (D)lleo = 1y (T + 1) o
_ H1(yb)(T+1) Uy (¢ +T,0)¢,(0)]lc0
< 1 ODTD Yo (14 T,0)l| 1121 0y ()12
< 2O TN 16 (0)]],

for all r € [0,T]. Hence we can set ¢ =: e2# WITCT=N/4 to conclude the proof. Part (iv)
follows from Proposition[3.1] (U5) and (U7) since

0, (1) = @, (T +1) = 1 OOTNY (1 4T,0)¢,(0)

for all € [0,T]. For part (v) we use the integration by parts formula for functions in
W(0,T;V,V’) to conclude that

T d T
0=%(||¢Y<T)||z—||soy<0>||z>: /0 —lley (D)3 d7 = /O (py (7). ¢y (7)) d.

see for instance [20, Theorem XVIII.1.2]. Hence, using (2.8) and the fact that ¢, is an
eigenfunction, we obtain

T T
o /O loy (I dr +y /0 (b(D)gy (1), oy (1)) dr
T T
< /0 a(r, ¢y (7). ) d + /0 (B()@y (7). 0y (1)) d
T
v /0 oy (I d

T
= (i (yb) + w) /0 o (02 d

as claimed. O
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If the family of potentials (b,),>0 are of a particular form we can make conclusions on
the behaviour of solutions to the equivalent homogeneous problem to (d.1)). This is a slightly
different version of [[19, Theorem 4.2] in the sense that no explicit assumptions on the zero
set of b are made. To formulate the theorem we introduce the set

Qp = {(x, 1) € Qx[0,T]: liminf b(x,t) > O}, 4.7)
(y.8)—(x.1)

Theorem 4.5. Let b € L*((0,T), L*(Q)) and set b,(t) := yb(t), y > 0. Let u;(yb) and
@y be the principal eigenvalue and eigenfunction of @.1)) normalised such that ||, (0)]|2 = 1.
If 1*(b) < oo, @.4), then there exists a sequence (yy) with y; — oo such that

Poolt) = kh_{rolo @y, (1),

exists in H and b(t)pe(t) = 0 for almost allt € (0,T]. Moreover, 0 < ¢ € L*(Q2X%(0,T))
and ¢, — Qe weakly in L*((0,T),V). Finally, pos — 0 locally uniformly in Q.

Proof. Let (U, (t,5))(,5)ea; be the evolution system associated with (A(?) +yb(t))i»0. By
[19, Theorem 3.1 and 3.2] it follows that U, (¢, s) is decreasing as a function of y and that

Uw(t,s) := lim U,(t,s)
y—00

exists in L(H) for all (¢,s) € Ar. Moreover, U (1, 5) = Uso(t, T)Uso (7, ) for all 0 < s <
T <t <T. Asalimit of compact positive operators U (7, 5) is compact and positive as well.
Since ||¢,(0)|]> = 1 for all y > 0 it follows that there exists an increasing sequence (yx) in
[0, 00) such that y;x — oo and ¢,, (0) — v weakly in H as k — oo. It follows from [14,
Proposition 4.4.1] that

lim ¢y, (0) = lim 17U, (T,0)¢y, (0) = e O Uno(T. O)vis
in H. In particular ¢,, (0) = v in H and thus ||ve|l2 = 1. We let
Qoo (1) 1= € DU (2, 0) Voo

for all + € (0,7] and extend T-periodically to t € R. As U,(t,0) — Ux(,0) in L(H)
we have that ¢y, (1) — @ (7) in H for all + € [0,T]. Moreover, by (.3) it follows that
Yoo € L¥(Q X (0,7)) and ¢,, — ¢o in L>((0,T), H) as k — co. As p*(b) < it follows
from (&.6) that there is also weak convergence in L>((0,T), V). Letting k — co in (&.6) also
implies that

0= tim [ 0060 0. 00 dr = [ GO pae) pu(e
Hence by, = 0 almost everywhere on Q X (0, 7). We finally have that
@, (1) = e OPTY (1 +T,0)0,(0) < A OTTNAG (1 4T,0)1
forally > Oandall r € [0,T]. We know that U, (¢ +T,0)1 = U, (£,0)1 | Us(¢,0)1. O

We next give a criterion for u*(b) to be finite established originally in [19]].
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Lemma 4.6. Suppose that b € L (R, L™(Q)) is T-periodic. Let
Qo :=int{(x,1) € QX R: b =0 a.e. in a neighbourhood relative to Q X R}. (4.8)

Assume that there exists a T-periodic funcion B € C(R, Q) such that (B(t),t) € Qq for all
t € R. Then u*(b) < oo.

Proof. As Qy is open, there exists r > 0 such that
A:={(x,1) e QxR: |lx—B()| <r} C Q.

Define b(x, 1) = 0 for all (x,7) € A and b(x,1) = ||b||c otherwise. Then b < b and thus by
Theorem B3 we have that 1 (yb) < p(yb) for all y > 0. By [19] Theorem 4.2] it follows
that limy e u1 (yb) < co. Hence also uj(b) < oo. O

Remark 4.7. The first example for u;(b) to be finite appears in [23]. A general criterion
that is at least close to necessary is given in [19] and was used in Lemma[4.6t Assume that
b € L*(Qx [0,T]) and extend it T-periodically in ¢ to the infinite strip X R. Assume that
Qo as defined in (4.8)) and that supp(b) are both non-empty. According Lemmal4.6 we have
that u*(b) < oo if there exists a forward moving T-periodic path in Q. The optimality of
this condition for u*(b) < oo is discussed in [19, Section 5] with a counter example if that
condition is violated. A further counter example appears in [31]. We note that for u*(b) to
be finite it is not necessary that the zero set of » has non-empty interior. An example in the
stationary case (which is periodic with any period) is given in [18, Remark 4.1].

The assumptions in Lemma (4.6 guarantee that u*(b) < oo and in turn, by Theorem [4.3]
gives the existence of a sequence of eigenfunctions that have a limitin H. The same argument
as in the proof of [19, Theorem 4.2], shows that ¢, is a weak solution of

% + AP0 = 1 (b)pss  in Qo.

It is important point out differences with the elliptic case such as treated in [18]]. In that case
every connected component of {x € Q: b(x) = 0} is either contained in the support of the
eigenfunction of the equivalent limit eigenvalue problem, or it has empty intersection with
that support. Let us explore an example in the periodic-parabolic problem, where that is not
the case.

First we define some sets that will be convenient here and in later sections. Take all
assumptions as in Lemma .6 and set

Q, ={xeQ: (x,1) € Qp} 4.9

for t € R. Assume now that C is the connected component of Q¢ containing (x,0) and
let Q be the set of y € Qr such that there exists 8; € C([0,T],Q) with 8;(0) = x and
Bi(T) = y. Let Oy C Qy such that there exists x € Q and a function 8, € C([0,¢], Q)
such that 8,(0) = x and (B2(s), s) € Qo for all s € [0,7]. Then Qy is connected and as a
consequence of [19, Theorem 3.12] and by the 7T-periodicity of the limit eigenfunction ¢,
it follows that either ¢o.(x, ) > 0 for all (x,7) € Qg or ¢(x,t) = 0 for all (x,1) € Q.

Figure 4.1l shows an example of a weight function b. The shaded regions represent
Q5 and the white region including the dotted part represents Qp. The set Qy is the white
region excluding the dotted part. The figure also shows a curve given by @ € C([0,T], Q)
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Figure 4.1: Example of b with u*(b) < oo.

inside the zero set with @(0) = a(T). The figure also shows the path connecting points
as required in the definition of Qp. From our previous comments, ¢o(x,7) > 0 for all
(x,7) € Qp. Let us now focus our attention on the dotted region within Qp. That region
is part of a cylinder U X [tg,t;] for some open set U C Qand 0 < tp < t; < T. Its
parabolic boundary lies in Q) as shown in Figure &.11 We know from Theorem that
@y (x,t) = 0on (U x{to}) UAU X |19, t1). Hence the parabolic maximum principle implies
that @, (x,7) = 0= @ (x,t) asy — oo forall (x,1) € U X [t9, ).

The periodic-parabolic spectrum gives us a way to prove the existence of periodic solu-
tions to

u+A(t)u=f(t) in(0,T]

u(0) = u(T). (4.10)

whenever f € L?((0,T),V’). Since we are interested in positive solutions we establish the
following theorem, see also [11, Theorem 2.3].

Theorem 4.8. Assume that 1 € o(U(T,0)). Then (4.10) has a unique solution u €
W(0,T;V,V’). Moreover, if f > 0, then @10) has a positive solution if and only if
r(U(T,0)) < 1 or equivalently u;(0) > 0.

Proof. Let w(t) be the unique solution of w + A(t)w = f(t) for t € (0,T) with w(0) = 0.
Such a solution exists due to Theorem and is positive if f > 0. As 1 € o(U(T,0)
then (I — U(T,0))"! is a positive operator. Define ug := (I — U(T,0))"'w(T) > 0 and set
u(t) :==U(t,0)ug+w(t). Thenut + A(t)u = f(¢) fort € (0,T], u(0) = up and
u(0) = (1 = U(T,0)"'w(T)

= U(T,0)(I - U(T,0))"'w(T) + w(T)

=w(T) = w(T) + (I = U(T,0))”'w(T) = u(0),
so u is a solution of @.I0). Since U(T,0) is irreducible and compact we finally note

that ug = (I — U(T,0))"'w(T) cannot be positive if r(U(T,0)) > 1, see for instance [17,
Corollary 12.4]. |
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S Comparison of Principal Eigenfunctions

The main result for this section is a comparison of the principal eigenfunctions of (4.1)).
The comparison we show here will be fruitful in showing the existence of sub and super-
solutions of (I.I)) on a non-smooth domain, which are crucial to derive the existence result
Theorem[LIl This is a counterpart of [5, Theorem 6.1] in a periodic-parabolic setting under
somewhat different assumptions.

Theorem 5.1. Let ¢y and ¢, denote the principal eigenfunction of @.1) for bg and by > 0,
respectively. If by has compact support and 1 (by) < ui(by), then there exists ¢ > 0 such
that,
Yo < CP1
inQx[0,T].
Proof. Setv, := @9 — cp;. We prove the existence of some co > 0 such that ¢g —cp; < 0
on Q x [0,T] for all ¢ > cp. This is equivalent to showing v} = 0 for all ¢ > co.
Let us assume v} > 0 for all ¢ > 0 and work towards a contradiction. We have the
following equations,
$o+ A(t)po + bo(t)po = 11(0)¢po (5.1
@1+ A() g1 = ui(b1)gr = b1(1) e (5.2)

Subtract ¢ lots of (3.2) from (5.1)),
Ve + A(t)ve + bo(t)po(r) = p1(bo)eo(t) — cpr (m)ei(2) + cbi (1)1 (7)
By assumption w1 (bg) < p1(by) and bo(t)po(t) > 0 and thus
Ve + A()ve < p1(bo)ve + cbi ()1 (1).

By Propositionid.4we have that ¢, € BC(Qx]O0, ]) with ¢ (x,¢) > Oforall (x,1) € Qx[0,T].
Since supp(b;) € Q x [0,T] is compact there exists § > 0 such that ¢;(x,¢) > ¢ for all
(x,t) € supp(by). Thus there exists ¢y > 0 with,

bivi=bi(go—ce1)™ =0

for all ¢ > ¢o. We note that v} € L*((0,T),V) is a valid test function in the variational

framework and so,

T T
/ (ve(1),vE(D)) dt+/ a(t,ve(1),vi(t))dt
0 0 (5.3)

T
<o) [ be0zw) d

for all ¢ > co. Applying [12, Lemma 3.3], the T-periodicity of v. and the definitions of

a(t,-,-) we have

T
[ attozmdr
0
1 + 2 + 2 ! +
== - 0 s Ve s Ve d
> (s - v >||)+/0 a(t,ve (1), v (1)) di

T T
S,ul(bo)/o (ve(1),vE(D)) dt:,ul(bo)/o IvE(e)||* dt
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forall ¢ > c¢. By Proposition[2.Tlwe can choose w € R sufficiently large so that ¢ (0)+w > 0
and

T T
‘?A wxn%dtsuuww+wyg V@I di

for all ¢ > cg. Hence there exists K > 0 such that,

T T
/'wxm%MSK/'wym@m (5.4)
0 0

By Rellich-Kondarchov embeddings [9, Theorem 9.16], V «— L9(Q) for some g > 2, so
there exists K1 > 0 such that,

T T
A WHMEmSKﬁA |, ar (5.5)

For any € € (0, 1) we can choose a compact set A, C Q such that the measure |A§| < gand
supp(by) € A, x [0,T].
Also, as ¢ is continuous and ¢; > 0 on A, X [0, T], there exists c¢; > c¢q such that,
vi=(po—ce))"=0 inA;

on Ag X [0,T] forall ¢ > cy. Set,

ot = ve (1)
‘ IVEON L2 0.1).m)

By Holder’s inequality, (5.3)) and (5.4) we see that

T T
1=A|w4m@m=ﬁ|wmn%ﬁm
(-1 r 2 2(3-1) ! 2
smgzq/nmmmmSezqm/nmmmm
0 0

1_1 r 1_1
< 82(5_5)1(11(/ lwe(OIIF; dt =77 KK
0

1_1 .
for all ¢ > cy. If we choose &£ > 0 such that Patarl) ¢ 1K < 1, then we have a contradiction.
Hence there exists a ¢ > 0 such that v = 0, that is ¢g < c¢; as claimed. |

6 The periodic-parabolic logistic equation
In this section we prove the results in Theorem[L.Il We have introduced precise assumptions

and an abstract framework for the linear problem in Section[2land Section[3l We continue to
use that as well as the assumptions on the nonlinearity below.

Assumption 6.1. Let g € C(Q xR x [0, ), R) with
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g(x,1,0) =0 forall (x,7) € QxR;

g, t+T,&) = g(x,1,&) forall (x,1,&) € QX R x [0, 00) (T-periodicity);

0 — 0 —

. a—g € C(Q X R x [0, 00)) and é(x,t,f) > 0 forall (x,7,&) € Q x R x [0, c0).

* g(x,1,§) — o0 as & — oo uniformly with respect to (x, ) in compact subsets of
Qx[0,T].

Given a function u: Q x [0,00) — [0, c0) the function (x,7) — g(x,7,u(x,t)) defines a
function on Q X [0, c0). For convenience we often write g(z,u) for the function given by
t— g(t,-,u(-,t)) oreven g(u) for the function g(-, -, u(-,-)).

With these assumptions and notation the periodic parabolic evolution equation (L) can
be written in the abstract form

u+At)u=puu—-b(t)g(t,u)u te (0,T]

u(0) = u(T). ©.h

in H. We seek necessary and sufficient conditions for the existence of a non-trivial postive
solution. We also consider solutions of the semi-linear evolution equation

u+A)u=puu—-b(t)g(t,u)u te (0,T]

u(0) = ug. ©.2)

with uy € L*(Q). By a solution to (6.1)) or (6.2) we mean an element u € W(0,T;V,V’)
with g(-, u)u € L*>((0,T), V') that satisfies (6.1)) or (6.2), respectively. We extend A(z), b(z)
T-periodically to R. Then any solution of (6.I) can be extended T-periodically to r € R and
any solution of (6.2)) can be extended to a solution for r > 0. We first prove that positive
solution to (6.1)) or (6.2)) are necessarily bounded.

Lemma 6.2. Ifu is a non-trivial positive solution of (6.1) or (6.2), thenu € L*((0,T), L* (L))
and u(x,t) > 0 for all (x,t) € Qx (0,T] and

0 <u(t) <eU(t,0)u(0)
forallt > 0.

Proof. Let u be a positive solution of (6.2) with u(0) € L*(Q). Then, the function given
by w(t) := e*"U(t,0)u(0) — u(r) satisfies the equation

w+A(t)w — uw =b(t)g(t,u)u t e (0,T],
w(0) =0.

As b(t)g(t,u) > 0 it follows from Theorem 2.4] that w > 0. Hence
0 <u(t) =e"U(t,0)u(0) —w(t) < eU(t,0)u(0)
for all > 0. In case of a solution of (6.1)) we have that

#(0)lleo = lu(T)lleo < T IU(T, 0)u(0)|eo < ce’" TN H|u(0) |2 < o0
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by Proposition [3.1(US5). Hence in either case it follows from Proposition [3.1(U6) that there
exists C > 0 with

()l < U (2,0)u(0)l|eo < Ce T u(0) oo

for all ¢+ € [0, T], showing that u € L™((0,T), L*(Q)). Setting m(t) := b(t)g(t,u(t)) we
have m € L™([0,T], L*(Q)) and u satisfies the linear equation

u+Au+ (m(t) —uwu=0

for t € [0,T] with u(0) > 0. Hence, if (Uy,(t, 5))(,5)ea; is the evolution system associated
with (A(t) + m(t) — w)sefo,r]» then u(t) = Uy, (2,0)up for all ¢ € [0,T] and thus u(x,7) > 0
for all (x,1) € Q x (0, T] by Propostion 3.1(U7). m|

Remark 6.3. We note that from the above lemma the function [t +— b(t)g(t,u(t))] €
L=((0,T),L*®) if u is a solution of (6.I). As a consequence, u is a positive periodic-
parabolic eigenvector for (A(t) + b(t)g(t,u(t))).e[0,r] and hence according to Theorem
we have

ui(bg(u)) = u,

where we write bg(u) as a short hand for the function # +— b(t)g(t,u(t)). As before, given
m € L*((0,T),L*(Q)), we use the notation ;(m) for the principal periodic-parabolic
eigenvalue of it + A(t)u + m(t)u = pu, u(0) = u(T).

We next prove that any non-trivial positive solution to (6.1)) is unique. The following tool
is useful also for other purposes.

Lemma 6.4. Let &1, > 0. Then

g(x’ t, fZ) - g(x’ t, fl) = m(x’ t, fl’ fZ)(§2 - fl)’ (63)
where
lag
m(x,t, &1, &) 1=/ 6—()6, t,é1+5(&—&1))ds (6.4)
0o 0&
and m(x,t,&1,&2) > 0 forall (x,t) € Qx [0,T].

Proof. Given &1, &1 > 0 the fundamental theorem of calculus implies that

1
0
g(x,1,&) — g(x,1,&1) :‘/0 a_g(x’t,fl +5(& = &1)) ds(&2 - &1)
=m(x,1,£1,62) (&2 - &1)
The assumptions on g imply that m(x, ¢, &, &) > 0 for all (x,7) € Q% [0,T]. O

(6.5)

Proposition 6.5 (Uniqueness of solutions). Forevery u € R, the periodic-parabolic problem
(6.1) has at most one solution.

Proof. Suppose that u,v > 0 are two positive solutions of (6.I). Taking into account
Lemmal6.4 we see that w := v — u, satisfies the equation

w+A()w+b(t)[g(t,v) + m(t,u,v)ulw = uw t€[0,T]
w(0) = w(T).
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If w # 0 it follows that u is a periodic-parabolic eigenvalue for the operators (A(?) +
b(1)[g(t,v) + m(t,u,v)v])ieror]- By (€.4) and Lemmal6.2] we have that

b(t)[g(t,v) + m(t,u,v)u] >0

We also know from (6.1)) that y is a periodic-parabolic eigenvalue for the operators (A(7) +
b(t) + g(t,v()))rejo,r) and thus by Theorem [4.3]

u=p(b(1)g(t,v)) < u1(blg(v) + m(u,v)ul) < u.
This is impossible and thus u = v as claimed. O

We next give a necessary condition for the existence of a positive solution.

Proposition 6.6 (Necessary condition for existence). Suppose that (6.1)) has a non-trivial
positive solution. Then uy(0) < u < u*(b).

Proof. We note that rearranging (6.1) we can write

u+A@u+b(t)g(t,u)u=puu te(0,T]
u(0) = u(T),

that is, u is a principal eigenfunction corresponding to the eigenvalue u(bg(-,u)). As
0<bg(-,u)andy := ||bg(-,u)|lc < oo, by Lemmal6.2l we deduce from Theorem [4.3] that

u1(0) < p = pi(bg(-,u)) < pui1(yb) < u*(b)
as claimed. O

We use the method of sub- and super-solutions to show that the necessary condtions
for the existence of a positive solution of (6.1]) in Proposition is also sufficient. By a
sub-solution of (6.1)) we mean a function u € W(0,T;V,V’) N L=((0,T), L*(Q)) such that

i+ A(u < pu—b(t)g(t,wu t € (0,T]

u(0) < u(T). (6.6)

By a super-solution of (6.1)) we mean a function u € W(0,T;V,V’) N L*((0,T), L™ (Q))
such that )
u+At)u > pu—b(t)g(t,u)u te (0,T]

4(0) > u(T). ©.7)

We call u and u and ordered pair of sub- and super-solutions if #(0) < u(0). These definitions
are a more abstract version of [26, Definition 21.1]. We show that a pair of ordered sub- and
super-solutions is ordered on all [0, T'].

Proposition 6.7 (Comparison). Suppose that u and u are an ordered pair of sub-and super-
solutions of (©.1) and that u, v are solutions of (6.2) with u(0) < u(0) < v(0) < u(0). Then
u(t) <u(t) <v(t) <u(t)forallt € [0,T].
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Proof. Setting w :=u — u we can use (6.3) to write

g(r,w)u — g(t,wu = [m(t,u, Wyu+ g (1, )| w
Subtracting (6.6) from (6.7) we see that

w+ AW —puw + [g(t,u) + m(t,u,w)ulw =: f(t) >0 t € (0,T]
u(0) —u(0) =w(0) >0

Since g(t,u) + m(t,u,m)u € L®((0,T),L®(Q)) and f € L*((0,T),V’) it follows from
Theorem 2.4] that w > 0, that is, u(¢) < u(z) for all r € [0,T]. A similar argument holds
if we replace the pair 4 and u by any combination of u, u, v,and u with difference of initial
conditions positive. This concludes the proof of the proposition. O

Knowing that solutions, if they exist, are trapped between sub- and super-solutions allows
us to show the existence of a solution to the initial value problem (6.2)) for any initial condition
between u(0) and u(0). We let

g(x’ t’ f) = min{g(x’ t’ é‘:)’ g(-x’ t’ ||ﬁ||00)}

for all (x,7,&) € QX R X [0, 00). We also extend the function by zero for & < 0. Taking into
account (6.3)) it follows that & — g(x,,&)¢& is Lipschitz continuous on R uniformly with
respect to (x, 1) € Qx [0, T]. It then follows that we have a substitution operator F' : H — H
given by
F(t,u)(x,t) :=g(x,t,u(x,t))u(x,t)
for any function u: Q X [0,7] — R. Then it is easily checked that F € C(R X H,H) is
Lipschitz continuous uniformly with respect to ¢ € R. It follows that for every ug € L (Q)
the equation
u+A(u —uu=F(t,u) t>0
u(0) = ug
has a unique global (mild) solution, see for instance [17, Section 16] (the proofs work under
our assumptions) or [[13, Theorem 4.5]. Due to Proposition [6.7] that solution coincides with
the solution of (6.2) for all # > 0 if u(0) < up < u(0). A mild solution is a function
u € C((0,T), H) such that

u(t) =U(t,0)up + /l U(t,7)(uu(t) — F(t,u(r)) dr
0

for all ¢+ > 0. By Proposition 3.1l this solution is also in W(0,T;V,V’).
We next construct a sub-solution for (6.1)) in the same way as done in the proof of [26]
Theorem 28.1].

Lemma 6.8 (Existence of sub-solution). Suppose that u > u(0) and let g be the principal
periodic-parabolic eigenfunction as defined in Theorem[d.3l Then there exists ey > 0 such
that @y is a subsolution of (6.1)) for every & € (0, &).

Proof. For € > 0 we have that

< (e0) + A1) (e00) = 1 0) ()
= ulepo) = b(1)g(t,8¢0)(8p0) + [11(0) =+ b(1)g (1, £¢0)] (£0).
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By assumption y;(0) — u < 0. Moreover, by assumption on g and Proposition 4.4l we have
that

0 < g(t,£p0) < (1, &ll¢ollo) — 0
as & — 0 uniformly with respect to (x, ) € Q x (0,T). Hence, there exists &9 > 0 such that
p1(0) =+ b(2)g(t, £00) <0

for all € € (0, &9). Therefore,

d
E(asﬁo) + A(1)(epo) < p(epo) — b(1)g(t, epo)(ego)
for all € € (0, &p). O

We next prove the existence of a supersolution for u < u*(b). The construction follows
the idea of [18, Proposition 3.1] or [5, Proposition 7.8]. The construction is different from
that in [[1, Section 5] which makes use of more regularity properties.

Proposition 6.9 (Existence of super-solution). Suppose that u < u*(b). For § > 0 define
Qs = {x € Q: dist(x,dQ) > 6}
and let bs := 1g,b. Then the following statements hold.
(i) There exists y > 0 such that u < u;(ybs) < u*(b).

(ii) If ¢ is the principal eigenfunction associated with i (ybs) from (i), then there exists
ko > 0 such that ks is a super-solution of (©.1) for all k > k.

Proof. We start by proving (i). By definition of u*(b) we can choose y > 0 such that u <
w1 (yb). Tt follows from Corollary 3.3] Remark [3.4] and Lemma[d.2] that u; (yb) < ui(ybs)
and u;(ybs) — u1(yb) as § — 0. Hence there exists § > O such that u < p;(ybs) < u*(b).

To prove (ii) let 4 > 0 be a positive eigenfunction corresponding to u;(ybs). note that
since u < ui(ybs) we have that

%(Ktﬁ) + A1) (k) = p1(ybs) (k) = ybs(1) (k)
> u(ky) — b(1)g (2, k) (k) + [b(1)g (2, kb)) — ybs(1)] (kih).
On Q \ Qs we have that

b(1)g(t, k) —ybs(1) = b(1)g(t, k) = 0.

Since Qs C Q is compact we deduce from Proposition [4.4(iv) that there exists ¢ > 0 such
that ¥ (x, 1) > ¢ for all x € Qs x [0,T]. Hence on Qg we have g(t,ky) > g(t,kc) —
uniformly with respect to (x,7) € Qs X (0,T) Hence there exists kg > 0 such that

b(1)g(1, k) = ybs(t) > 0

on Qg for all k > k. It follows that
d
7 () + A (k) > p(xy) = b(1)g (2, k) (ki)
for all k > k¢, showing that ¢ is a super-solution of (6.1)). m|
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There is no guarantee that the sub and super-solutions constructed above can be used to get
an ordered pair. Usually the ordering is achieved by using C'-regularity of the solutions and
the Hopf boundary maximum principle. The key to overcome this restrictions on regularity
is the eigenfunction comparison Theorem 3.1l We use a monotone iteration scheme similar
to [26, Section 1 and 21].

Theorem 6.10. Let u € (u1(0), u* (b)) then there exists a unique non-trivial positive weak
solution of (L1). Moreover, that solution is linearly stable.

Proof. Let ep and ki be the sub and super-solutions constructed in Lemma[6.8]and Proposi-
tion[6.9lfor & € (0, 9] and k > k. Since bs has compact support and u1(0) < u < ui(ybs),
Theorem [3.1l implies the existence of k; > ko such that ep < «y for all € € (0, &] and all
K 2 Ki.

Fix a pair of sub and super-solutions u and u. Let w be the solution of (6.2)) with initial
condition u(¢). Then it follows by Proposition [6.7] and induction that

O<u(t) <w(+nT) <w(t+n+1)T) <u(t) < ||[ulle (6.8)

for all n € N. In particular
u(t) := lim w(t + nT)
n—oo

exists as a pointwise limit for all # € [0, T]. The monotone convergence theorem implies con-
vergence in L%((0,T), Q). Also, by the variation-of-constants formula and the T-periodicity

w((n+1)T) = U(T,0)w(nT)

T
+/ U(T,t)[uw(t +nT) — b(t)g(t,w(t +nT))|w(r +nT) dt
0

foralln € Nand ¢ € [0,T]. By letting n — oo and the dominated convergence theorem we
have

T
u(0) =U(T,0) + ‘/0 U(T,r)[uu(t) = b(t)g(t,u(t))]u(r) dr.

This shows that u is a solution of (6.1)).
For the linear stability we consider linearize the equation about u,,. That linearization
can be written in the form

dw B_g

— + [A(t) =+ bg(x,t,u,)]w+ agg(x, tugu,w =0 fort >0

dt
w(0) = wy.

We know that p (—u + bg(u,)) = 0. Since u,(x,t) > 0 for all (x,¢) € Q xR, g is strictly
increasing and b # 0 it follows from [4.4] that

0
Ui —p+bg(uﬂ)+£g(u#)uﬂ > 0.

Hence, the linear stability follows from [17, Theorem 22.2]. m]
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7 Smoothness with with respect to the parameter

The non-trivial positive solution to (6.1) has some desirable properties with respect to
the parameter u. We continue tho work with the same assumptions and framework as in
Section [6l We have seen in Theorem that (6.1 has a unique solultion if and only if
i € (u1(0), u*(b)). One key property is the monotonicity.

Theorem 7.1. Let u € (u1(0), u* (b)) and let u, be the unique positive solution of (€.1).
Then [p +— u,] € C'((11(0), w* (b)), W(0,T;V, V")) and u,, is increasing as a function of

i € (u1(0), u*(b)). Moreover, the derivative v, := % is the unique solution

g

v+ A(t)v, +b(t) |g(t,uy,) + 9¢

(t,up)uy | vy — vy = uy te(0,T],
v, (0) = v, (T).

Proof. We first prove the monotinocity. Suppose u;(0) < u, A < u*(b) with u # A. Setting

(7.1)

Up —uy

V=

A-pu
we deduce from (6.3)) that
Va+ A va+b(t)[g(t,up) + m(t,uy, up)uy)vy — Avy = uy
va(0) = va(T)

We note that bm(t,u,, ui)u, > 0 and py (b(1)g(t,uy) —A) = 0 by Remark [6.3] Hence by
Theorem 4.3 we have that

(7.2)

w1 (bg(t,ur) — A+ bm(t,uy,uy)uy) >0 (7.3)

for all A € (u1(0), u*(b)). Now Theorem 4.8 implies that v, is the unique solution to (Z.2))
and since u, > 0 we have v, > 0. In particular u, is increasing as a function of u.

To prove the continuity fix u € (u1(0), u*(b)). By the monotonicity it follows that u; —
win L%((0,T), H) and u;(0) — w(0) in H as 1 — u*. Fix 6 > 0 such that u + 6 < u*(b)
and consider 4 < p+6. Then 0 < uy < |luy+slleo and the family (g(-, ) 1e(u) (0),u40)
is uniformly bounded in L*((0,7T), L*(L)). In particular, g(-,u,) SN g(-,w) weak® in
L=((0,T), L*(Q)). By Theorem[2.3v is a solution to

w+A(t)w = uw —b(t)g(t,w)w te€[0,T]

w(0) = w(T) 74)

anduy, — winW(0,T;V,V’). By the uniqueness of solutions from Proposition[6.5lit follows
that w = u,,. A similar argument applies if 4 — u™.
For the differentiability define 6 > 0 as above then

« 0
m(t,uy,uy) — é(t, Uy)

weak™ in L*((0,T), L*(Q)), similarly to g(-,u,) as above. For any A € (u;(0), u + 9)
denote by (Ua(, 5)) (s 5)ea, the evolution system associated with

(A() + (1) [g(t,u2) + m(t,up ug)uy| — ) et -

25



Then by (Z.3) we have 1 € o(U,(T,0)). As in the proof of Theorem4.8we then have v, (¢) =
Ui(t,0)w,1(0) +y,(¢) and in particular v, (0) = (I = U,(T,0)) "'y, (T). By Theorem[3.2land
a well-known perturbation result [27, Theorem IV 2.25]

v2(0) = (I = U\(T,0) 'y (T) > (I - Uu(T,0) 'y (T) =t vy inH

as 4 — p, where (U,(t, s))(m) ca, is the evolution system associated with the family of
operators in (Z.2). Hence, Theorem implies v; — v, in W(so,T;V,V’) for every
so € (0,T]. In particular v4(0) = va(T) — vu(T) = v,(0) in H. Hence v; — v, in
W(0,T;V,V’) and v, is a solution of (Z.I). By (Z.3)) and Theorem 4.8 that solution is unique
and positive. The continuity of the derivative follows from the continuity of m, as a function
of ¢ and Theorem 2,51 m|

Corollary 7.2. Given u*(b) < oo we have ||uylleo | 0 as u | u1(0) and ||uylle T oo as
pu T (D).

Proof. Suppose that u | ¢1(0). As in the continuity part of the proof of Theorem [Z 1] there
exists w such thatu, — win W(0,T;V,V’) and w satisfies the equation with u = u1(0).
By Proposition[6.6lit follows that w = 0 and in particular u,(0) — Oin H as u | u;(0). By
Lemmal6.2l and Proposition [3.1] we have that

e (Dlloo = Nty (2 + Tlleo < U (2 + T, 0)1,(0) [l oo

< CAOITT=NIA ), (0)]2 — 0

as i | pui(0) forallt € [0,T]. Hence u, — 0in L=((0,7),L*(2)) as u | ¢1(0). In the
case u T u*(b) < oo we argue by contradiction. Suppose,

lim uylleo =M < o0
u—p*(b)

then the same argument as used in the continuity part of Theorem [Z.1] shows that u, — w
in W(0,T;V,V’) as u T u*(b) and w solves (Z4) with u = u*(b). However this is a
contradiction to Proposition 6.6l and so ||uy||cc — o0 as u T p* (D). i

The differentiability in Theorem[Z.Ilcoupled with the convergence and uniform bounded-
ness of eigenfunctions of the equation (4.1]) allow us to specify where the blowup of solutions
occurs. As an auxiliary problem we consider the problem

w+A()w =1 te[0,T]

7.5
w(0) = w(7) 7
Proposition 7.3. Let w,, denote a solution of
v+ A()w +yvb(t)w + =1 te (0,T],
W+ A(Ow +yb(D)w + ww 0,7] (7.6)

w(0) =w(T) € H,

where w € R. Suppose u*(b) < oo. If there exists po € (u1(0), u*(b)) and yo > 0 such that
Uyy = Wy, then u,(x,t) T ooas p— p*(b) forall (x,t) € QX [0,T] where poo(x,1) > 0.
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Proof. We take the family of uniformly bounded principal eigenfunctions, (¢,),>0, from
Proposition 4.4l For each y > 0 denote by (U, (z, s)) (1.5)eAr the evolution system associated
with the family (A(7) +yb(7) + w),e(o77- By the uniform bound on the family (¢y),>0 and
monotonoicity of u;(yb) we have

T
¢Am:41—U¢TJM‘1£ Uy (T.5) (111 (yb) + @) 0y (s) ds
T
< (I—Uy(T,O))_lf U,(T.s) (" (b) +w) Cds
0

T
:(,u*(b)+w)C(I—U,,(T,O))_l‘/O U, (T, s)ds = (" (b) + w) Cw, (0),

for all y > 0. Hence, by Theorem 2.4] we have w, > My, for all y > 0 where M :=
((u*(b) + w)C)~'. From Proposition &.4] U,(t,s) is in y and so we have w, is decreasing
as y — oco. Now, by assumption there exists ug € (u;(0), u*(»)) and yo > 0 such that
Uyy = Wy, = Wy = Mo, for all y > yg. Moreover, by Theorem [Z.1l u, > M, for all

p € [mo, (b)) and all y > yo.
Fix u € [uo, u* (b)) and choose y(u) > 0 such that

dg
y () > max { ‘g(', u,u) + (9_(’ up)up ,70}
3 L>(Qx[0.T])
and uy(y(u)b) > po. By assumptions on g and g—?, we have from Corollary that
y(u) — oo as u — p*(b). From Theorem [Z1] we have that v, := dd% exists. Let

(Uu(t,5)) (1.5)eAr denote the evolution system associated with the problem v, satisfies. An
application of Proposition 4.4l gives U, (T, 0) > U,(T,0) for all y > y(u), so
T

v, (0) = (I - Uy(T, 0))_1 ‘/o Uy(T, s)uy(s)ds
-1 r
> (I - UL(T,0)) /0 Uy (T, )Moy (s) ds

T
> (I-U,(T,0)" /0 U, (T, s)M@,(s) ds = Mg (0)

for all y > y(u). Then,

Vy+ A +yb(t)vy, — uvy > uy

M

2 oD = (1 (y(p)b) — )y

= M (¢y + A(1) @y +yb(1)y — p1ey)
(i (r (k) — ) 77 i vy

and hence
M

Vu 2 ¢y Yy = y(w).
PTGy (wb) - )77
Choosing a sequence (¢y,) so that Theorem 4.5/ holds we have

M
MOE Gy, (x.1) = 0 as - " (b)
! (1 (yn()b) =) ™7
for any (x,1) € Q x [0,T] where ¢o(x,7) > 0 and so u,(x,) T co. O
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Remark 7.4. The existence of w,, in Proposition [Z.3]is guaranteed by taking w sufficiently
large. If u1(yb + w) > 0 then by Theorem [.§] there exists a positive solution of (Z.6). In
particular, we can choose w € R independent of y due to the monotonicity of w; (yb).

8 Local boundedness of blow up solutions

We saw in Corollary [7.2]that the solution u, of (6.1)) blows up as u T u*(b) on the set where
the limit eigenfunction ¢, from Theorem 4.3]is positive. We now show that at least in some
special case, the solutions u, of (4.I) have a finite limit as u — u*(b) if u*(b) < co. We
work with the following assumptions.

Assumption 8.1. We make the following assumptions for the remainder of this section:

(B1) By a non-trivial positive solution of (LI) we mean the case where
A(x, t) = —a(t)A,

where @ € L*(R) is T-periodic such that there exist constants @p,a; > 0 with
ao < a(t) < a; for almost every ¢ € R. Under this assumption

a(t,u,v) =a(t)(Vu,Vv)y VYu,vevV.

(B2) In addition to the usual conditions, we assume there exist ¢ > 0 and p € (2, 00) such
that

g(x,1,) = g™
for all (x,7,&) € QX R X [0, 00).
As aresult of the monotonicity of solutions u,, (Theorem[Z.I)), with respect to u, we have

that

lim  wu,(x,t) = teo(x, 1) € (0, 0] 8.1
u—p*(b)

exists, so we can consider the sets
O :=int{(x,1) € QX R: u(x,1) < 00}

and 3
Qo =00N(Qx][0,T]).

We will show later that O, C Q«, possibly with strict inclusion. For now we will derive
a Sobolev estimate which will be used to show u, is a Sobolev function satisfying a PDE
locally in Q.

Lemma 8.2. Given two sub-cylinders Q; := Q. X (s;,t;), i = 1,2, such that
01€0,€Qx(0,T)

we have c
Netll 22510010 ) S a—ow*(b) + Wl 20, (8.2)

for every u € (u1(0), u* (b)), where C depends on dist(Q1, P (Q2)) and a1, where P(Q>)
is the parabolic boundary of Q>.
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Proof. We begin by showing an estimate on any sub-cylinder Q' X (s,7) € Q X (0,7T) that
depends on the choice of test function. For convenience set Q’ := Q' X (s, ). Fixv € C°(Q’).
For a given u € V we have the following identity,

a(vu, vu) = a(u, v2u) + (1, |Vv|*) 2.

We also have from (2.18)

t d t t
0:/ — (vuy), vuy, dT:/ (\'},vu2> dT+/ <ﬂﬂ,vzu#> dr
s \drt s H s
Now,

t t
2
a0 [ 190wl dr < [ atr vy ds
S S

t t

:/ a(‘r,uﬂ,vzuﬂ)d‘r+a1/ (ui,|Vv|2)deT
N , i , S i

:ﬂ/ (u#,vu#)deT—/ (b(r)g(r,uﬂ)u#,v u#)L2 dt

N N

t
—/ <uﬂ,v2uﬂ> dT+0z1||uﬂVv||i2(Q,)
N
t
< vl + [ (7o) dr sl Wi g,
N

< (1 Bl + 197101 + @t NVIE o)) Nl
Choosing v € C°(Q7) suchthat0 < v < 1 and v = 1 on Q the inequality (8.2) follows. O
Theorem 8.3. Let uc, be as in 8.1). Then, ue is a local weak solution of the equation
Olhoo — (1) Atteo = " (D) theo — b(x,1)g (X, 1, Uoo ) Uoo (8.3)
in Q.

Proof. Fix an arbitrary (x,f) € Q« and choose a sub-cylinder Q; = Q; X (s1,¢1) such
that its closure is contained in Q. Let v € C°(Q1). By Lemma it follows that u,, is
bounded in L*((s1,11), H'(€1)), so there exists a sequence (u,) such that u,, — Ue in
L*((s1,1), H' (€2])) weakly as n — oo. As u, is a unique limit the convergence holds for
the family (u,),>0 as u — u*(b). Let 6 € C2°(Q1). Then,

1 15|
—/ (uﬂ,ﬁtQ)Lz dT+/ a(T, uﬂ,Q) dT
S1

51
I3}

:/ (puy —b(1)g (7, uy)uy, 0) 2 dr.
51

By the weak convergence of (u,),>0 we have in the limit u — u*(b)

131 I3}
—/ (um,ﬁ,ej)deT+/ a(7, U, 0) dt

51 51
5]
:/ (W (D)uco — b(1)g (T, Uoo)Uoo, 0) 2 dT.
51

Hence u., is a local weak solution of (8.3)) as claimed. O
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The set Qo by definition is the set on which the periodic solutions u,, have a local
L*-bound as u T u*(b). The aim is to show that Q;, C Q. For that purpose we construct
local super-solution for (I.1)) that are independent of u < u*(b). These local super-solutions
on sub-cylinders of Q, constructed in a very similar way as those in [25]. There are similar
results for the stationary problem, see for instance [[10} 22} 30]].

Proposition 8.4. Suppose that Assumption is satisfied. Then the family of periodic

solutions () ye(u, (0,4 (b)) 1S bounded in L}’ZC(Q;,).

Proof. The proof relies on the comparison of solutions u,, with a super-solution to a boundary
blow-up problem on strongly included sub-cylinders of Q;,. Let U € Q, with C? boundary,
and (s,7) C [0,T] such that U X [s,] € Qp. Letc > 0 and p > 2 be as in the assumptions.
By definition of Q,, there exists B > 0 such that b(x, ) > B for all (x,7) € U X [s, ]. For
every p € (u1(0), u* (b)) we have that u, is a sub-solution of

O — a(t)Au = u* (b)u — Bcu inU X (s,T"],
u(x,t) = uy(x,1) on AU x (s,T"], (8.4)

u(x,s) =uy(x,s) inU.

In order to construct a super-solution of (8.4)) use the solutions of two problems. It is easily
verified that the Bernoulli type differential equation

z=u"(b)z—cBz’ t>s,
lim z(t) = oo,
t—st
has a unique strictly positive solution. Moreover, it is know that the elliptic boundary blow-up

problem
“(b B
—Aw = K )w—c—wp inU,
Qo aq

w = oo on U,

also has a unique strictly positive continuous solution, see for instance [22, Theorem 6.14 &
6.18]. Setting v(x, 1) := w(x) + z(t) we then have

ov—a(t)Av =z —a(t)Aw
= u*(b) (&w + z) - cB (@w” + z”)
@ (07
> p(b)(w+2z) —cB(w’ +2)
> u*(b)(w+z) —cBWP +zP) > u*(b)v — cBv’

in U X (s,T*], where the last inequality follows from Minkowski’s inequality. Hence, v is
a super-solution of (8.4). It follows from the weak maximum principle, see for instance [8),
Theorem 1] that

v(x,t) > u,(x,t) for (x,t) € UX(s,1]

for all u > u*(b), showing that the family of periodic solutions is locally bounded. O

The key to Proposition is the existence of a blow-up solution on a strongly included
sub-cylinder whose parabolic boundary lies in Q. One can then ask what occurs when Qg
has regions which can be taken as part of the interior of a strongly included sub-cylinder
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whose parabolic boundary lies Q. In Figure[d.Ilwe have such an example given by the dotted
region enclosed by the sub-cylinder U x (to, #;]. After the transformation v,, := e ™ u, we
have by Proposition[8.4lthat there exists M > 0 such that v, < Me!* ("I in a neighbourhood
of P(U X (ty,t1]) in Qj and so, by the weak parabolic maximum principle,

sup v, < MO — gup u, < M OIT
Ux{1o,11] Ux{[to,t1]

In a more general scenario, where the set Q¢ and Q;, may have a geometry that does not
work so easily with a single sub-cylinder as in Figure 4.1l We can take a finite collection of
overlapping sub-cylinders with parabolic boundary in Q) or a cylinder below, for example see
Figure for an illustration. It then follows that O, C Q. but depending on the geometry
of Qg it is possible that Q. N Qg # 0.

T

Q
Figure 8.1: Q; (shaded) with overlapping sub-cylinders covering part of Qg

This provides a clear distinction between the behaviour of positive solutions of (LI)
and those of the corresponding elliptic logistic equation. As illustrated by the examples in
Figure 4.1] and Figure [8.1] solutions may blow up only on part of a connected component
of Qg in the periodic-parabolic case, whereas if there is blowup in for the solutions of the
corresponding solution of the stationary equation, it is on the whole connected component
of that zero set.
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