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Abstract. This paper concerns the free boundary problem of an epidemic model. The
spatial movements of the infectious agents and the infective humans are approximated
by nonlocal diffusion operators. Especially, both the growth rate of the agents and the
infective rate of humans are represented by nonlocal reaction terms. Thus our model
has four integral terms which bring some difficulties for the study of the correspond-
ing principal eigenvalue problem. Firstly, using some elementray analysis instead of
Krein-Rutman theorem and the variational characteristic, we obtain the existence and
asymptotic behaviors of principal eigenvalue. Then a spreading-vanishing dichotomy
is proved to hold, and the criteria for spreading and vanishing are derived. Lastly,
comparing our results with those in the existing works, we discuss the effect of nonlocal
reaction term on spreading and vanishing, finding that the more nonlocal reaction terms

a model has, the harder spreading happens.
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1 Introduction

To understand the spreading mechanism of an oral-transmitted epidemic such as cholera, Ca-

passo and Paveri-fontana [I] proposed the following ODE system
up = —au+cv, vy =—bv+G(u), t>0, (1.1)

where u stands for the average density of the infective agents, such as bacteria, virus and so on;
v represents the average density of the infective human population; au denotes the natural death
rate of the agents; cv represents the growth rate of the agents contributed by the infective humans;
bv stands for the fatality rate of the infective human population. All these constants are positive.

The function G(u) represents the infective rate of humans, and satisfies
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(G) G € C([0,)), G(0) = 0, G'(z) > 0 for z > 0, @ is strictly decreasing for z > 0 and
G(z)

lim, 00 —= < “—Cb.
An example of G is 5 fz ~ with a, 8 > 0. The authors showed that the basic reproduction number
cG'(0
Ro = (0)
ab

plays a crucial role in the dynamics of (LI]). Namely, if Ry < 1, the disease-free equilibrium
(0,0) is asymptotically stable ( also exponentially stable by a simple comparison argument); while
if Ry > 1, there exists a unique positive equilibrium (u*,v*) which is asymptotically stable and

determined by

=—, v' = . (1.2)

Over the past years, rapid progress on the research of model (II]) has been made along many
different directions. For example, please see [2] for the corresponding reaction-diffusion system on
a bounded spatial domain, [3| [4] for traveling wave solutions and [5] [6, [7, 8] for free boundary

problems with random diffusion. Particularly, in [9], the nonlocal diffusion operator

al/]R J(x —y)u(t,y)dy — du

was first incorporated into free boundary problem arsing from ecology. Inspired by this work, many
studies have introduced such nonlocal diffusion operator and free boundary condition to (LI). Zhao

et al [I0] proposed the following model

h(t)
up = d/ J(x —y)u(t,y)dy — du — au + cv, t >0, x € (g(t),h(t)),
g(t)

v = —bv+ G(u), t >0, x € (g(t),h(t)),
u(t,x) = ’U(t,ﬂj‘) =0, t>0, x ¢ (g(t)7h(t))

h(t) foo (1.3)
B (t) = u/ J(z — y)u(t,z)dydx, t >0,

g(t) Jh(t)
h(t) rg(t)

gt = —,u/ J(x — y)u(t, z)dydz, t>0,

g(t) J—oo
h(0) = —g(0) = hg > 0, u(0,2) =up(z); v(0,2) =vo(z), |z| < ho,

where kernel function J satisfies
(3) J € C(R) A L¥(R), J(x) > 0, J(0) > 0, J is even, / J(z)dz = 1.
R

The initial data (ug,vg) meet with
(H) ¢ € C([~ho, ho]), o(x) > 0 in (=ho, ho), e(£ho) = 0.

They proved that the dynamics of (L3]) is govern by a spreading-vanishing dichotomy. The criteria
for spreading and vanishing were also obtained by using a related principal eigenvalue problem and
some comparison principles. The spreading speed was given by Du and Ni [I1] where a systematic

method for monostable cooperative systems was put forward by following the lines in [12].



Subsequently, since the infectious agents not only depend on the infective humans at location
x, but on some neighbourhood of x, Zhao et al [I3] replaced the term cv in (L3)) by the nonlocal
reaction term c fgfzg) K(x — y)v(t,y)dy. More precisely, they studied the problem

h(t) h(t)
up = d/ J(xz —y)u(t,y)dy — du — au+ ¢ K(z—y)(t,y)dy, t>0, ze (g9(t),h(t)),
g(t) 9()

Uy = —bv + G(’LL), > 07 T e (g(t)7h(t))7
u(t,z) = v(t,x) t>0, z ¢ (g(t),h(t))

(1.4)
/ / (x — y)u(t, z)dydez, t>0,
g(t) Jh(t)

9()
g'( ,u/ / u(t, x)dydz, t>0,
g(t
ho

( ) O) 0, (0 .’L’) = uo(x); ’U(O,.’L’) = U()({L'), ‘.’L” < ho,

where kernel functions J and K satisfy (J). The authors found that similar to (I3]), the dynamics of

(I4]) also conforms to a spreading-vanishing dichotomy, but the criteria for spreading and vanishing

are different from that of (L3)). The spreading speed was investigated in another work [I4] where one
can see that the spreading speed of the corresponding Cauchy problem with compact initial data is
finite if and only if there is some A > 0 such that both J and K meet with [ P(z)e~*dz < oo with
P = J or K, while the spreading speed of (L4) is finite if and only if J satifies [° 2.J(z)dz < oo
without extra assumption on K.

As is seen in models (L3) and (I4), the dispersal of the infective humans v is ignored by
assuming that the mobility of the infective humans is relatively small compared to the agents wu.
However, Chang and Du [I5] supposed that the diffusion of v is also approximated by nonlocal

diffusion operator, and thus proposed the following model

h(?)
up = dy /(t) Ji(z = y)u(t,y)dy — diu — au + cv, t>0, z € (g(t),h(t)),
50
vy = do /( | Jo(z — y)v(t,y)dy — dov — bv + G(u), t>0, x € (g(t),h(t)),
g(t
u(t,x) = ’U(t,ﬂj‘) =0, t>0, z ¢ (g(t)7h(t))(1 5)
h(t) proo ’
W(t) = /(t) /h(t) [NIJI (@ — y)u(t, ) + poJo(z — y)U(tafﬂ)} dydz, t>0,
h(t) rg(t)
Jgt)=— /( ) /g [,uljl (x —y)u(t,z) + poJo(x — y)v(t,a:)} dydz, t>0,
g(t —00
h(0) = —g(0) = ho > 0, u(0,z) =wuo(x); v(0,2) = vo(x), || < ho,

where J; and Jo satisfy (J). It was proved in [I5] that the dynamics of (LH]) is similar to those of
the above models (3] and (I4]), namely, a spreading-vanishing dichotomy holds. The spreading
speed was covered in [11]. Afterwards, as in ([L4]), Du and Wang [16] changed the term cv to the



nonlocal reaction term ¢ fgh(g) K(z —y)v(t,y)dy and stduied the problem

h(t) h(t)
Ut = dl / Jl(x - y)’LL(t, y)dy - dlu —au + C/ K(ﬂj‘ - y)U(t, y)dy7 t> 07 HS (g(t)v h(t))v
g(t) 9(t)
h(t)
v = dy Jo(x —y)o(t,y)dy — dov — bv + G(u), t>0, z € (g(t), h(t)),
q(t)
u(t,x) = ’U(t,ﬂj‘) =0, t>0, x ¢ (g(t)v h(tg?
h(t) poo 6)
= [ f {mx — ult,2) + ppla(a - y)v(t,:cﬂ dyde, t>0,
g(t) Jh(t)
h(t) rg(t)
Jgt)=— /( | / [,ujl(a: —y)u(t,x) + ppla(xz — y)u(t, a:)} dydz, t >0,
g(t —00
h(0) = —g(0) = ho > 0, u(0,z) = ug(z); v(0,z) = vo(x), lz| < ho,

in which Jy, Jy and K satisfy (J). They proved that the spreading-vanishing dichotomy also holds
for (IQ]), and the spreading speed was shown in their another work [17].

In view of the above models, it is natural to think that the nonlocal diffusion of the infectious
agents may let the infective rate of humans not only to depend on the agents at location z, but on

some neighborhood of x. Hence we change the infective rate G(u) to the nonlocal reaction term

h(t)
G( / Tor (2 — y)ut,y)dy),
g(t)

and consider the following problem

h(t) h(t)
up = dy /( | Ji1(z — y)u(t,y)dy — dyu — au + c/( ) Jio(xz —y)v(t,y)dy, t >0,z € (g(t),h(t)),
g(t g(t
h(t) h(t)
vy = do " Jao(x — y)v(t,y)dy — dav — bv + G(/( | Jor1(x — y)u(t,y)dy), t> 0,z € (g(t),h(t)),
g(t g(t
u(t,a:) = ’U(t,ﬂj‘) =0, t>0, z ¢ (g(t)vh(t})
h(t) poo ( 7)
h'(t) = / / {,ulJl (x —y)u(t,z) + paJo(z — y)u(t, w)} dydz, t >0,
g(t) Jh(t)
. h(t) rg(t)
g(t) = - /( | / [mJl (= y)u(t, x) + paJa(x — y)o(t, :L")} dydz, t>0,
g(t —00
h(0) = —g(0) = hg > 0, u(0,2) =up(z); v(0,2) = vo(z), |z| < ho,

where condtions (J) and (H) hold for kernel functions J;; with ¢, j = 1,2 and (ug, vo), respectively.
With the aid of a rahter complete undertanding for the asymptotic behaviors of a related principal
eigenvalue, we aim at knowing as much as possible about the dynamics of (7)) in the present work.
The spreading speed and rate of accelerated spreading will be discussed in another work. Below

are our main results in this paper.

Theorem 1.1 (Global existence and uniqueness). Problem (LT) has a unique global solution
(u,v,g,h). Moreover, (u,v) € [C([0,00) x [g(t), h(t)])]?, (g,h) € [C1([0,00))]?, 0 < u(t,z) < K
and 0 < v(t,z) < Ky in [0,00) x (g(t), h(t)) with some Ky, Ky > 0 depending only on the initial
data (ug,vo) and parameters of (LT).



It follows from the above theorem and the equations of ¢ and h that —g and h are strictly
increasing in ¢ > 0. Thus tli)m h(t) =: heo and limy_,o g(t) =: goo are both well defined, as well as

hoo € (h(),OO], Joo € [—OO, _hO)

Theorem 1.2 (Spreading-vanishing dichotomy). Let (u,v,g,h) be the unique solution of (L.
Then one of the following alternatives must happen.

(1) Spreading: necessarily Ry > 1, tllglo g(t) = —o0, tllglo h(t) = oo, tliglo u(t,z) = u* and tllglo v(t,x)

v* in Cloe(R), where (u*,v*) is unique given by (L2).

(2) Vanishing: hoo — goo < 00 and tli}m [u(t, ) +v(t,)lleqqene) = 0- Moreover, if Ap(goos hoo) <
0 (easily guaranteed by letting Ro < 1 or p; + pa small enough), then tli}m eM|ult,-) +
v(t, ) e, = 0 for allk € (0, —=Ap(goo, hoo)), where A\p(goos hoo) is determined by principal
eigenvalue problem (2.9]).

By virtue of a related principal eigenvalue problem and some comparison arguments, we obtain

the following criteria for spreading and vanishing.
Theorem 1.3 (Criteria for spreading and vanishing). Let (u, v, g, h) be the unique solution of (LT).
(1) If Rop < 1, vanishing happens.

(2) Suppose Rog > 1. Then there exists a unique critical length L* for initial habitat [—ho, ho] such
that spreading happens if 2hg > L*, where L* is uniquely determined by principal eigenvalue

problem (2.9]).

(3) Assume that Ry > 1, 2hg < L* and py = f(u1) with f € C([0,00)), f(0) = 0 and strictly
increasing to oo. Then there exists a unique p} such that spreading happens if and only if

p1 > -

(4) Let Ry > 1, 2hg < L* and J; > 0 in R for i = 1,2. We parameterize the initial data
(ug,vg) = (191, 702) with T > 0 and (V¥1,V2) satisfying (H). Then there exists a unique T such
that spreading happens if and only if T > 7.

(5) Assume that Rg > 1, ¢ = G'(0), Ji2 = Jo1 and do = f(d1) with f defined as above. Then
there exists a unique L* < L* depending only on (a,b,c, Ji2) such if 2hg > L*, then we can
find a unique di such that spreading happens if di < d*, while if dy > di, whether spreading or
vanishing occurs depends on p; for i = 1,2 as in (3). If 2hg < L*, then for any di > 0, both

spreading and vanishing may happen, depending on p; fori = 1,2 as in (3).

This paper is arranged as follows. Section 2 is devoted to some preliminary works, involving a
principal eigenvalue problem, a steady state problem and a fixed boundary problem. Especially, a
relatively complete understanding for asymptotic behaviors of principal eigenvalue is given. Section
3 deals with the dynamics of (7)) by using the results in Section 2 and some comparison argu-
ments. Section 4 concerns a brief discussion about the effect of nonlocal reaction term on spreading
and vanishing. We compare the principal eigenvalues associated to models (LL3)-(L7), and find a
relationship between their critical lengths of initial habitat which implies that the more nonlocal

reaction terms a model has, the harder spreading happens for this model.



Before ending the introduction, we would like to mention that compared to the free boundary
problem with random diffusion as in [I8] whose spreading speed is always finite, the counterpart
with nonlocal diffusion as in [9] can have an infinite spreading speed if kernel function violates a
threshold condition (see [12]). In recent years, many works concerning the free boundary problem

with nonlocal diffusion have emerged along different directions. For example, one can refer to

(191 20} 21, 221 23], 24}, [25], 26], 27], 28] and the references therein.

2 Some preliminary works

This section involves a principal eigenvalue problem, a steady state problem and a fixed bound-
ary problem. The understanding for such problems will pave the road for our later discussion for
(L7). Let us begin with studying the principal eigenvalue problem associated to (IL7). Our ideas
come from [29, B0} 3], 32], B3]. We would like to mention that in [I6], they study the corresponding
principal eigenvalue problem by resorting to a perturbation method (see [34]) and Krein-Rutman
theorem.

Suppose that a2, as1, b1, be are positive, a;; > 0, and [1,lo € R. Define the nonlocal operator
Llpl(x) = Plel(z) + Ho(x), z € [l,l],

where ¢ = (¢1(z), 902($))T7

/l2J< Jor(y)dy + /l2J< Joa(y)d
arl 11\ — y)p1\y)ay -~ ai2 12T — Y)¥21y)ay _
Pl = |, ! | H:< b 0 )

lo
as1 [ Jor(x —y)o1(y)dy + as / Joo(x — y)pa(y)dy
l1 ll

Thus L[p] = Ap exactly takes the form of

l2

l2

an/l Jii(z —y)e1(y)dy + a12/l Jia(x —y)e2(y)dy — bipr = Ap1, @ € [I1, 1],
1 1

(2.1)

12 l2
a2l/l Jar(z — y)e1(y)dy + CL22/ Jo2(z — y)p2(y)dy — bapa = Ap2, z € [l1,12].
1

1

For clarity, we make the following denotations
X =[C(l, L), Xt ={peX:p120, p2 >0}, X" ={pecXT:p >0, p3>0},

2 Is
E =L, LD, (o) => /l pi(@)i(x)dz, [ollz = 1/{p, ), 0=1(0,0),
i=1 1

l2 l2
Lilp] = an /l Jir(z —y)e1(y)dy + ai2/l Jio(x — y)p2(y)dy — bip;.
1 1

Define
Ap = inf{A € R: L[] < Ay for some ¢ € X T}

Clearly, A, is equivalent to

Ap = inf sup M
PEXT peliylo), i=1,2 $i(T)



It is well known that X is a principal eigenvalue if it is simple and its eigenfunction ¢ € X .
The next Strong Maximum Principle and Touching Lemma are curcial for proving the existence of

the principal eigenvalue of (2.1).
Lemma 2.1 (Strong Maximum Principle). If ¢ € X1\ {0} satisfies L]p] <0, then p € XTT.

Proof. Assume on the contrary that min{ min ¢i(z), min ¢;(z)} = 0. Then there exists a
z€[l1,l2] z€|l1,l2]

xo € [l1,1l2] such that p1(zg) = 0 or ¢a(zg) = 0. Without loss of generality, we suppose that
v1(xg) = 0. If p1(x) = 0 in [l1,l2], then it is easy to see @o(z) = 0 in [l1,l2] which contradicts the
assumption ¢ € X1\ {0}. Thus ¢1(x) # 0 in [l1,ls]. By continuity, there exists a x1 € [I1,l3] such
that p1(x1) = 0 and ¢1(x) > 0 in some left or right small neighborhood of 1. If a1; > 0, then
substituting 7 into £1[p] < 0 leads to

l2

l2
0< a11/ Jii(z1 —y)e1(y)dy + 6112/ Jiz(xz1 — y)p2(y)dy < 0.
l1 ll

This is a contradiction.

If a11 = 0, we have
lo

Jia(x1 — y)p2(y)dy = 0,
Iy

which, by condition (J), implies that ps(x) = 0 somewhere on [l1,l2]. If ags > 0, then a similar
contradiction can be derived. If agy = 0, recalling o # 0 in [l1,l3], we can choose a xo € [l1, 5]
such that () = 0 and @o(x) > 0 in some left or right small neighborhood of 5. Taking x5
into L1[¢] < 0 yields ¢1(x2) > 0. Then substituting z2 into La]p] < 0 leads to a contradiction.
Therefore, ¢ € X*+. The proof is complete. O

Lemma 2.2 (Touching Lemma). Assume that there exists a ¢ € X1 such that L[p] < 0. If
L[] < 0 for some 1 € X, then either v > 0, or 1 is a negative constant multiple of ¢ and
L] = LY = 0.

Proof. If ¢ € X, we have nothing to prove. If 1 &€ X, then ;(x) or o(z) must be negative
somewhere. Define ¢ = ¢ + 61 for § > 0. It is easy to see that ¢ € X1 for sufficiently small
d > 0, while ¢1(x) or ¢o(x) is negative somewhere if 0 is large enough. By continuity, there exists
a smallest §* > 0 such that ¢ € X+ and ¢;(z) or ¢o(z) vanishes somewhere. Due to L[¢] < 0, by
Lemma 2.1 we see ¢ = 0 and ¢ = —5%90. Moreover, L[p] = L[1p] = 0. The proof is ended. O

Proposition 2.1. Let \, be defined as above. The following statements are valid.
(1) A\ is an eigenvalue of operator L with a corresponding eigenfunction ¢, € X+.
(2) The algebraic multiplicity of A\, is equal to one, which implies A\, is simple.

(3) If there exists an eigenpair (A, ) with ¢ € X\ {0}, then A = \, and ¢ is a positive constant
multiple of pp.

(4) If a12 = a91 and Jio = Ja1, then we have the following variational characteristic

Ap = sup (L[g], o).
lpll2=1

7



Proof. (1) Step 1. We now prove that )\, is an eigenvalue with an eigenfunction ¢ € X+F if
and only if A\, > max{—by, —bs}. Obviously, A, > max{—by, —ba}. If (\,, ) with p € X7 is an
eigenpair of £, then for ¢ = 1,2, we have

l2

l2
az’l/l Jir(z — y)pi(y)dy + az'z/l Jia(x —y)pi(y)dy = (b; + )i in [l1, 2],
1 1

which clearly implies A, > max{—by, —ba}.

Suppose that A, > max{—by, —bs}. Next we show there exists a ¢, € XTT such that L[p,] =
ApPp.

Claim 1. For any A > ), the operator £ — A7 is a bijection.

Due to A > max{—by, —by}, the operator H — AZ is a bijection, and thus is a Fredholm operator
with index zero. Moreover, in view of Arzeld-Ascoli Theorem, operator P is compact. Hence
L— N =P +H— AL is a Fredholm operator with the same index as H — AZ. So to prove Claim 1,
it is sufficient to show that £ — A\Z is one-to-one, i.e. if p € X satisfies (£L— AZ)[p| = 0, then ¢ = 0.
Without loss of generality, assume on the contrary that ¢; < 0 somewhere on [l1,[3]. According to
the definition of \,, there exists a ¢, € X7 such that

ve o Ll
x€lly,lo),i=1,2 (oa(x))i

which implies
—(L-=AD)[pa] € XTT. (2.2)

However, applying Touching Lemma (Lemma [2.2]) with (£ — AZ, ¢y, ¢) in place of (L, ,1), respec-
tively, we derive (£ — A\Z)[¢)] = 0, which contradicts (2.2). Therefore, Claim 1 is proved.
By Claim 1, for any § > 0 and A € (Ap, A, + 1], there exists a unique 905)\ € X such that

(L= ND)p} = —(8,0) Va € [ly,1s]. (2.3)

Claim 2. ¢§ € X+,

We first show 4,0‘; € X*. Otherwise, arguing as above and using Touching Lemma with (£, ¢, 1)
replaced by (£ — A\Z, ¢y, ¢3), we have (£ — AZ)[p,] = 0, which contradicts @2). Thus ¢ € X 7.
Then by the Strong Maximum principle (Lemma [21]), Claim 2 is verified.

Based on the above discussions, there are two cases to consider:

Case 1. There exists a § € (0,1) such that for any XA € (\,, A, + 1], we have fllf[(gp‘g\)l(:n) +
()aa))do < 1
Case 2. For any § € (0,1), there exists A5 € (Ap, Ay + 1] such that fllf[(goi)l(x) + (¢3)2(x)]dz > 1.

We now show that Case 1 can not happen. Since ¢§ € X+ and fllf[(goi)l(x) + (Q)2(z)] < 1,
it is easy to verify that {P[p3] : A € (A\p, Ap + 1]} is uniformly bounded and equicontinuous on
[l1,12]. By Arzeld-Ascoli Theorem, there exist a subsequence of A decreasing to \, and w(z) € X+
such that P[p§] — w in X as A\, \p. By 23), we see

P = (AL —H) " [PlR3] + (6,0)"].

Letting A — )\, yields
WX = AT —H) Hw + (6,0)7] = ¢° in X.



Thus
= (VT — H) TP + (6,0)T] and — (H — M\T)[¢°] € X+

Recall that \, > max{—by, —bs}. So ¢? € X**+. Then using the definition of \,, we have

A0 5
Ap < sup M =A\p — inf —— < Ap,
me[ll,lg],iZI,Q (70@ we[lhl?}’i:lg (107, (':U)

which indicates that Case 1 cannot happen. Thus Case 2 holds true.
Define

(3, (@) =)

¢?: Iy » G = .
/ [(23,)1(@) + (¢, )a(@))dz /l (23, )1 (@) + (¢, )2(@)]dz

I

Clearly, fl [0 (x) + ¢ (x)]dzr = 1, ¢s — 0 as § — 0 and (£ — AT)[¢°] = (cs5,¢5)T. In view of a
compact consideration, by passing a subsequence if necessary, we have A, — X\g € [\y, A, + 1] and

P[¢°] converges in X. Since

¢° = (As — H) ' [P[¢°] — (cs,¢5)"],

we know that ¢° converges to some ¢° € X as § — 0. Note that \g > Ap > max{—by, —bo}. Thus
#° € XT. Moreover, fl [0 (z) + ¢Y(x)]dz = 1 and L[¢°] = M\o¢’. By the strong maximum principle
(Lemma 1)), we have ¢° € X+,

However, from Claim 1, £ — AZ is a bijection for any A > X,. Hence \° = \, and ¢, = ¢".
Therefore, Step 1 is finished.

Step 2. We prove that A\, > max{—b;, —b2}.

Since A\, > max{—b, —b2}, we only need to show that A\, can not be equal to max{—by, —ba}.
Otherwise, for any A > X\, = max{—by, —by}, there exists a ¢y € X such that

A > sup M (2.4)
welinla)i=1,2 (PA(2))i
Without loss of generality, we assume that max{—by, —by} = —by > —by. By virtue of (J), there

exist small positive constants ¢ and o such that J;;(z) > o if |z| < e with ¢,5 = 1,2. If a;; > 0,
using (2.4]) we have

lit+e Lite g lQJ . 4
/ (ox)1(x )d:c>/ i 11(A+?;1)(¢A)1(y) Vo,

hete rlite g (2 — y) (o)1 (y) hite bt ayJn(z —y)
dydz = —————dz|d
/l /11 b yda / (@A)l(y)[/ o0zl

11 ll

l1+€
a110
dy,
> [ ety

which implies E}é’l < 1forall A > —by. Clearly, it is a contradiction. If a;; = 0, by L1[p] < A1,

(pr)1 >



which, combined with La[p] < A(py)2, yields

a12a21 ol _ _ :
()2 > it [ [ dal@ = ) 7nlz —u)(e)e)dudz in [i.L)

Integrating the above inequality from [y to [; 4+ ¢ leads to

l1+e q a12a91 l1+e l1+¢ l1+4€ dudad
> J- —2z)J — .
/11 (ox)2(x)dz ()\+b1)(/\+b2)/11 /11 /11 21(z — 2)J12(2 = y) (oa)2(y)dydzdz

Thus we see

l1+e a12a210.2€2 li+e
dz > dz,
| et > GEEREE [ @

which implies that
2.2
a12a210°€
1> for all A > —b; > —bs.
At b)(Atbg) O b=

This is clearly a contradiction. So A, > max{—b;, —ba}. Then Step 2 is complete. In a word,

conclusion (1) is obtained.

(2) We now show that the algebraic multiplicity of ), is one, i.e. dim [J32; N(£ — A\,)F = 1.
In fact, we can prove a stronger conclusion, namely, N(£ — \,)¥ = N(£ — \,) for k£ > 2 and dim
N(L—Xp) =1. Let ¢ € N(L — Xp) \ {0}. If one of the components of ¢ is negative somewhere on
[l1,12], by Touching Lemma (Lemma [2.2]) with (£ — A\, Z, ¢p, ¢) in place of (L, p, 1), we have ¢ is a
negative constant multiple of ¢,. If ¢ € X, then similar to the above analysis, we can derive that
—¢ is a negative constant multiple of ¢,. Thus dim N (L — \,) = 1.

Let ¢ € N(L—)\,)?\{0}. Then (L£L—\,)[¢] = cp, for some ¢ € R. If ¢ = 0, then ¢ € N(L—N,).
If ¢ # 0, we define ¢ = —¢/c. Thus (£ — )\p)[q;] = —p. If one of the components of ¢ is negative
somewhere on [l1, 2], using Touching Lemma again, we have (ﬁ—)\p)[qz;] —0. If¢ € X, from Strong
Maximum Principle (Lemma 2.1]) we have ¢ € X*tt. Then by virtue of Touching Lemma with
(L, p,v) replaced by (£L—\p, ¢, —@p), we can obtain (£—\,)[¢] = 0. Hence N(L—X,)> C N(L—)\,),
which implies that N(£ — \,)**t C N(L£ — A\,)* for all k > 1. Moreover, it is easy to see that
N(L— )" D N(L— \)F for k > 1. Therefore, N(£ — \,)*¥ = N(L — ),) for k > 1, and further
conclusion (2) is obtained.

(3) In view of Lemma ZT] with £ replaced by £ — A\, we have ¢ € XTt. By Claim 1, we
see A < A,. Thus (£ — A\,)[¢] < 0. Then using Touching Lemma with (£, p,v) replaced by
(L= Xp, 0, —pp), we obtain (£ — X\p)[¢] = 0. Thus conclusion (3) is derived.

(4) For convenience, we denote Ao = supy|,=1(£[¢], ¢). Clearly, Ag is well defined. It suffices
to show that Ao is an eigenvalue of £ with a corresponding eigenfunction in X+ \ {0}. To this end,
we first prove Ag > max{—by, —bs}. Without loss of generality, assume that max{—by, —by} = —by.
Let ((I — 11)~%/2,0) be the testing function. Then we have

)\0 = Ssup <£[¢]7¢>
llollz=1

l2 l2 l2 l2
2 an(lg — ll)_1/2 / / Jll(l‘ — y)dydx + a21(12 — ll)_1/2 / / JQl(l‘ — y)dydx — b1 > bl.
l1 l1 ll ll

Thus A\g > max{—by, —be} and matirx \gI — H is invertible, which implies that \¢Z — H has a
bounded and linear inverse (AoZ — H)™'.
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By virtue of a1a = ag1, J12 = Jo1 and the definition of A\, we see that (Agp — L[g], 1) is bilinear,
symmetric and (Ao — L[p], ¢) > 0. So by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

(o — LIgl, )] < Pog — LIe], ©)Z Ao — L], )7 < (Ao — LIl 9) 7 Aol — L2 [[4]|2,

which yields || Ao — L[¢]|l2 < (Ao — L[], <,0>%H)\OI —L|| 2. Together with the definitions of Ay and

L, we derive that there exists a nonnegative sequence {¢"} with ||¢"]|2 = 1 such that
Nog™ — L[¢"|ll2 = 0 as n — oc. (2.5)

For convenience, let T[¢] = (A\gZ — H)[p]. By Arzela-Ascoli Theorem, P is compact and maps
E to X. Thus there exists a subsequence of {¢"}, still denoted by itself, such that P[p"] — @ for
some ¢ € X. Define 7 1[g] =0 and § € X. So lim T 'Ple™)] =T '[¢] = 6 in X. Notice that

THPl"] = ¢" = T Ple"] = TIe"]] = TIL[P"] = Aow"].

By (23, li_)m ©" = 6 in E. Since ¢" is nonnegative and § € X, we have # € X*. Therefore,
n—oo

TLPIO]] = 0, i.e., L[O] = Xof. Due to |02 = 1, Ao is an eigenvalue of £ with an corresponding

eigenfunction € X'\ {0}. Then by conclusion (3), A\, = Ag. The proof is complete. O

Now we investigate the asymptotic behaviors of A, on interval [I1, 2] by using some elementray

analysis instead of the variational characteristic. Define

A [0 b ai .
azr  az — by
Direct computations show there exists an eigenpair (Ag,04) with 04 > 0 such that (Aal —
A)(04,1)T =0, where

_ajp — by tag —by+ \/(all — by — agy + b2)? + 4dajsag - a2
A= =2 (95
2 Aa—aq+ b

We need to introduce the following lemma since it is vital to our later arguments.
Lemma 2.3. Let A\, be the principal eigenvalue of [Z.1I). Then the following statements are valid.

(1) If there exist ¢ = (¢p1,¢2)7 € X with ¢1,¢2 >, % 0 and X € R such that L[p] < Ao, then
Ap < A. Moreover, A, = X only if L[¢] = .

(2) If there exist ¢ = (¢1,¢2)T € XFT\{0} and A € R such that L[] > \¢, then N\, > \. Moreover,
Ap = X only if L]¢] = Ao.

Proof. (1) By Strong Maximum Principle (Lemma 2 with £ replaced by £ — A\Z, we have ¢ €
XTF. Assume on the contrary that A\, > A. Then we see (L — \)[M,] > 0 for any M > 0. Choose
M large enough such that ¢— My, is negative somewhere on [l1,l2]. Denote ¢p—Mp, by 1. Then we
have (L—AZ)[¢)] < 0. Using Touching Lemma (Lemma2.2]) with (£, ¢, ) replaced by (L—\Z, ¢, 1),
respectively, we derive that v is a negative multiple of ¢, and (£ —A\Z)[¢)] = (L — AZ)[¢] = 0, which
clearly implies L]p,] = App. By Proposition 2], we have A = \,. This contradicts A, > A. Thus
assertion (1) is obtained.
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(2) Arguing indirectly, we have (£ — AZ)[pp] < 0. In view of the assumption in (2), we
see (L — NI)[M¢] > 0 for any M > 0. Let M be sufficiently large such that i := op — Mo
is negative somewhere on [I;,l3]. Moreover, since (£ — AZ)[t)] < 0, by Touching Lemma with
(L =N, pp, zﬁ) in place of (L, p, 1), respectively, we have Y is a negative constant multiple of ¢,

and (L —\I)[¢] = (L —AI)[¢p] = 0, which indicates A = \,. This is a contradiction. So conclusion
(2) is proved. The proof is finished. O

Now we are in the position to show the asymptotic behaviors of A, about interval [l1,l3]. Since
it is clear that A, relies only on the length ly — Iy of interval [l3,{1], we consider A, on [—[,!] and
rewrite it as Ay ().

Proposition 2.2. Let A\,(l) be the principal eigenvalue of (ZII). Then the following results hold.
(1) Ap(1) is strictly increasing and continuous with respect to [ > 0.

(2) lmy_oo Ap(l) = Aa, where A4 is given by (2.0]).

(3) limy_o Ap(l) = max{—by, —ba}.

Proof. (1) Let Iz > {1 > 0. Denote by ¢ = (¢1,¢2) the positive eigenfunction of \,(l2). Simple
computations yield

11 ll
ar /l Jii(z — y)e1(y)dy + arz /l Jiz(z — y)p2(y)dy — bipr < Ap(l2)er, = € [—l1, 1],
—t1 —t1

11 ll
azl/ Jo1(z — y)e1(y)dy + azz/ Joz(x — y)p2(y)dy — baa < Ap(l2)pa, = € [—l1, 1],

- -l
which holds strictly at {;. By Lemma [Z3] we have A,(l1) < Ap(l2). The monotonicity is obtained.

Next we prove A, () is continuous for [ > 0. For any lp > 0 and I,, N\, lo, denote by ¢° and "
the positive eigenfunctions of A, (lp) and A, (ly,), respectively. For clarity, we denote the operator £
defined in [—1,,1,] and [~lo,lo] by L™ and L, respectively. By monotonicity, A,(l,) is decreasing
in n and A\,(l,,) > Ap(lp). Thus Ao = limy, 00 Ap(ln) > Ap(lo). If Ao > A(lp), then we have
(L2 — Ao T)[¢] < 0. By continuity, there exists N > 0 such that (L" — A\ooZ)[@"] < 0 for all n > N,
where @0 = ¥ for |z| < Iy and ¢° = ©O(lp) for |z| € [lo,ln]. Moveover, due to A\p(ln) > Ao, We
have (L™ — A\ooZ)[¢"] > 0. Define ¢ = ¢¥ — M ™ with M large enough such that v is negative
somewhere on [—l,,1,]. Clearly, (L™ — AsoZ)[¢)] < 0. Then using Touching Lemma (Lemma 2.2])
with (£, ¢,%) replaced by (L™ — A\ooZ, @Y, 1)), respectively, we have (L™ — A\Z)[@"] = 0 which
implies Aoo = Ap(ly,) for n > N. This contradicts A\, (l,) > Moo for n > 1. Thus Ao = Ap(lo)-

For any ly > 0 and I,  ly, arguing as above we also can show lim, oo Ap(ln) = Ap(lo).
Therefore, the continuity is obtained.

(2) Recall that A4 and 64 are given by (Z6). Define ¢ = (64,1)7. Then we claim that
L[p] < Aap for all I > 0 which, combined with Lemma 23] yields

A1) < A (2.7)

Simple calculations leads to
! !
ar / Ji(x —y)0ady + a12/ Jio(x —y)dy — 0104 < a1104 + a12 — 0104 = Aal4,
—1 —1
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! !
asi /z Jor(x —y)0ady + az /z Joo(z —y)dy — by < a4 + az — by = Aa.

Thus our claim holds and ([27]) is obtained.
Define ¢ = (gl(x),gz(x))T with

@, (x) = 0a8(x), @,(z) =&(x) and {(z) =1 — ||,

From [20, Lemma 5.2], there exists a L. > 0 such that when [ > L., we have

/ Jij(x —y)é(y)dy > (1 —e)é(x) fori,j=1,2, ze[-1]1]. (2.8)

A straightforward calculation yields

I I
an /z Ji(z —y)e, (y)dy + aiz /z Ji2(z — y)p,(y)dy — bip,

! !
=a; 1 Ji(x —y)04E(y)dy + a1z /z Ji2(x — y)&(y)dy — 104
> a110a(1 —€)§ + a12(1 —€)§ — b1048 = (Aa —ane — ael—ig)fl(x)-

Similarly, we have

! !
a21/ Jan(z = y)e, (y)dy + 6122/ J22(x — y)p, (y)dy — bap, > (Aa — aznblae — axe)p, ().
-l

By Lemma 23] we obtain liminf;_,., A\,(I) > A4, which, combined with (27]), completes the proof
of assertion (2).
(3) Clearly, Ay(l) > max{—by, —bs}. Let ¢ = (1,1)”. Direct computations show

21

! 1 2
an / Ji(z —y)dy + 6112/ Jig(x —y)dy — by < an / Ji1(y)dy + a12 / Jia(y)dy — by
— l —a1

21
§CL11/ Jll( )dy+a12 J12 dy+max{ bl,—bg} 1n[ l,l];
—21 —21

!
a1 /z Jor(z — y)dy + az /l Joo(x — y)dy — by

21 21
< agl/ J21( )dy + CL22/ J22 dy + max{ by, —bg} in [ l,l].
— 21

By Lemma again, we have
/ < Z a;ijJij( >dy + max{—by, —bs},
i,j=1

which implies lim sup;_,y A\p(1) < max{—bj, —b2}. Thus (3) is proved. The proof is finished. O

For later use, we now concretize principal eigenvalue problem (Z1]) as follows.

l2 l2
dq / Ju(z —y)e1(y)dy + 6/ Jia(z — y)2(y)dy — dipr — apr = A1, r € [y, 2],
h " (2.9)
2

l2
G/(O)/ Jo1(x —y)p1(y)dy + dz/ Joo(x —y)p2(y)dy — daa — bpa = Ao, x € [l1, 1]
l1 ll
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Then we investigate the asymptotic behaviors of A, about diffusion coefficients d; and dz. So we
rewrite A, as a binary function A, (d;, d2) which, by Proposition[21], is well defined on [0, c0) x [0, 00).

Proposition 2.3. Let \,(di,dz2) be given as above. Then the following statements are valid.
(1) A\p(d1,d2) is continuous with respect to (dy,ds) € [0,00) x [0, 00).
(2) If c = G'(0) and Jia = Jo1, then A\y(di,d2) is strictly decreasing in each variable di and ds.

(3) If we fix do > 0, then A\y(di,d2) — k1 as di — oo where k1 is the principal eigenvalue of

lo
ds /l s — 9)b(y)dy — o — bo = r, @ € [I1,1o].

1

If we fix dy =0, then \p(di,dz) = —b as dj — 0.

(4) If we fix di > 0, then A\y(di,da) — k2 as dy — 0o where ko is the principal eigenvalue of
lo
dq Jii(z —y)o(y)dy — dip — ad = ko, = € [l1,ls].
Iy

If we fix di =0, A\y(di,d2) = —a as dy — oc.
(5) Ap(dy,d2) = —o0 as (dy,d2) — (00, 00).
Proof. (1) Choose any (di,dz) and (dy,ds) € [0,00) % [0,00). Denote by (¢1,¢2) the corresponding
positive eigenfunction of A,(di,ds). Direct computations yield
l2

_ l2 B
dy [ Ju(z —y)e1(y)dy + 0/ Ji2(x — y)p2(y)dy — dip1 — apr
ll ll

B l2 _
= M\p(di1,d2)p1 + (d1 — dl)/ Ju(z —y)e1(y)dy — (di — di)er
I

1 xr
< Ap(da, da)pr +2|dy — di x?[l%]{%(x)}%‘
’ z€(l1,l2]

Similarly, we have

l2 _ ) —
G'(0) /l Jor(x —y)p1(y)dy + da Joo(x — y)pa(y)dy — daa — by

1 l1

< Ap(dy,d2)pa + 2|dy — da| max {902(:17)}9027(@

w€ll,l] min @9 (x)
xE[ll,lz]
Let
K maXxe[o,l}{sﬁl(x)} maxxe[o,z]{ﬁﬁz(l’)}
- e min ¢i(z) min @o(x) b
z€(0,1] 1 z€[0,l]
Thus, using Lemma 23] we have
/\p((zl,d_g) < )\p(dl,dg) + 2K(|d_1 — d1| + |CZ2 — d2|) (2.10)

Analogously,
Ap(czl,dg) > )\p(dl,dg) — QK(‘CZl — d1’ + ’CZQ — dg’),
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which together with (2.10]) gives
Ap(di, d2) = Ap(di, da)| < 2K (|di — di| + |d2 — daf).

Then the continuity follows.

(2) Since ¢ = G'(0) and J12 = Ja1, by Proposition [ZT] the variational characteristic holds. We
only show the monotonicity of A,(d;,d2) about d; since the other case is similar. Let us fix da
and choose any 0 < d; < d;. Denote by ¢ = (1, 92) the corresponding positive eigenfunction of
Ap(di,d2) with ||¢||2 = 1. Then we see

lo lo lo lo
M) =i [ [ e = per e @)dnde +c / / Ji2(z — y)ea ()1 () dyda
lo
—(d1 +a) /11 go%(x)dx—l—G'(O)/l /l Jo1(x — y)e1(y)p2 (z)dydz

lz lz l2
tdy /l [ e = ) a(o)tyds = (@2 +1) /l B () d.
1 1 1

Following from [9, Proposition 3.4], we have

12 12 l2
/ / I (@ — 9)e1 (9 (2)dyda — / P()dx < 0.
11 11 ll

Hence

l2
Ap(dr,da) < dl/ / Ji1(x —y)e1(y)er (z dyda:+c/ /l Jia(x — )2 (y)e1 (z)dyda
Iy lo plo
o) [ @ @0) [T [T - e

[
l2 lzl l2
dy / / sl — y)pa()pa(w)dyda — (da + ) / A(x)de
ll ll ll
< Ap(dy, dy).

The monotonicity is obtained.

(3) Since conclusions (3) and (4) are parallel, we only prove conclusion (3). Recalling (28], we
know Ap(di,dz) < Aa. Let ¢ = (0,¢) where ¢ is the corresponding positive eigenfunction of r;.
Clearly, L[p] > k1. By Lemma 2.1 \y(di,d2) > k1.

We first consider the case da > 0. Clearly, it suffices to prove that for any sequence {d}} with
d} — oo as n — 00, there exists a subsequence, still denoted by itself, satisfying \,(d},d2) — K1
as n — oo. For convenience, denote \,(dy,dz) by A} since we fix da. Let ¢" = (¢f,p3) be the
corresponding positive eigenfunction of A with [|¢"[|x = 1. Notice that A} is bounded independent
of n. Thus there exists a subsequence of {n}, still denoted by itself, such that (¢}, ¢h) converges
weakly to (1,92) with 1; € L*([l1,l2]), and A — Ao > k1 as n — oo. Due to ¢" € X, we
have 1; > 0 for i = 1,2. We claim that 11 = 0. Dividing £1[¢"] = A\J¢! by d} and then letting

n — oo yield
lo
Ji(z —y)ei (y)dy — ¢ — 0 uniformly in [I1, o).

l1
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Since ¢} converges weakly to ¢ and operator fllf Ji1(xz—y)et (y)dy is compact, we have as n — oo,

l2

l2
/z Ji(z —y)et (y)dy — l Jii(x —y)i1(y)dy uniformly in [I1, o).
1 1

Hence

l2
1 — / Jir(z — y)¢i(y)dy uniformly in [Iy, o).
l1

By the uniqueness of weak limit, we have

l2
¥ (z) = / Ju(z — y)n(y)dy for 3 € [, lo].

l1

If there exists some xg € [l1,l2] such that ¢;(z¢) > 0, then it is not hard to show that ¢ (z) > 0 in
[l1,12], which implies that (0,7) is the principal eigenpair of problem

l2
/ (e — yw(y)dy — wlz) = &w.

51

However, from [9, Proposition 3.4], the principal eigenvalue £ must be less than 0. This contradiction
implies 11 = 0, and thus our claim holds.

Since ¢7 — 0 in C([l1,l2]) and [[¢"|x = 1, we have |4 |lc(,,)) — 1 as n — oo. Note that
O — 1hy weakly in L?([l1,l3]) and operator fllf Joo(x — y)h(y)dy is compact, we have

l2 12
/ Joo(x — y)y (y)dy — Joo(x — y)ha(y)dy uniformly in [l1,[5].
l1 ll
Moreover, due to ¢} — 0 in C([l1,l2]) as n — oo, as n — oo we have
l2
da / Joo(x — y) (y)dy — day — by — Apy — 0 uniformly in [l o).
I
By [9, Proposition 3.4], we see d2 +b+ \) > d2 +b+ k1 > 0. So as n — oo, we have
l2
dz/ Joo(z — y)a(y)dy

I
do +b+ k1

oy () — uniformly in [l1,ls].

By the uniqueness of weak limit, we obtain

l2
ds /l Toa(@ — y)a(y)dy — datbs — bos = Asotln. (2.11)

1

Recall that [|¢5 |lc(y,.)) — 1 as n — co. We obtain [[12| o)) = 1. Together with (ZITI), we
easily derive that ¥9 > 0 in [l1, 2], which indicates that Ao = K1.

If we fix d2 = 0, then we still have o7 — 0 in C([l1,l2]) and thus [[¢3 | L) — 1 as n —
oo. By Lo[p"] = A\J¢h, we derive [A} + blll¢h|loq, ) — 0 as n — oo which, combined with
195 |1, = 1, leads to Ao = —b. Thus conclusion (4) is proved.

(5) It can be seen from [9l Proposition 3.4] that for i = 1,2, the following eigenvalue problem

l2

l Jii(z — y)w(y)dy —w(x) = Aw(x) for x € [l1, 2]
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has an eigenvalue \; with a positive eigenfunction w; satisfying Hwi”C([ll,lQ]) = 1. Moreover, \; €
(—1,0). Let

d = min{dy,ds}, A=min{\;, A2}
K=a+b+ c cA0)

ming ey 1, wi(®)  mingepy 1) wa
Next we show L[w] < (dA + K)w. Once it is done, by Lemma 23] we get A,(di,d2) < d\ + K.
Then conclusion (6) obviously follows from the fact that A < 0 and K is independent of (dy,ds).

Simple computations yield

@ W= (wl,wg)T.

l2

l2
dy / Ji(z — y)wi(y)dy + c/ Jiz(x — y)wa(y)dy — diwy — aw;
11 ll
C

minxe[h,lz} w1 (l‘)

Similarly we have La[w] < (d2Ag2 + K)wa. Therefore, L[w] < (dA + K)w and (6) is proved. The
proof is ended. U

< (diM+a+

Jwi < (diA + K)w;

With the aid of the above results, we now discuss a fixed boundary problem which is associated

to (7). Let us start by considering the following steady state problem

l2

l2
dq Ji1(z —y)U(y)dy — diU — aU + c/ Jia(xz —y)V(y)dy = 0, x € [ly,19]
h h (2.12)

lQ 12
dy [ J2(z—y)V(y)dy —doV =V +G(| Ja(z—y)U(y)dy) =0, = € [l 1]
ll ll
To emphasize the dependence of A, on interval [l1,l], we denote it by A,(li,l2). Since the
following result can be proved by using similar methods in [16, Theorem 3.10 and Lemma 3.11] or

[23] Propositions 2.10 and 2.11], we omit the details here.
Lemma 2.4. Let \y(l1,l2) be defined as above. Then the following statements are valid.

(1) If M\p(lh,l2) > 0, then problem [2I2) has a unique solution (U, V) € X and (u* — U,v* —
V) € XTT. Denote (U, V) by (U109 Vi1a)- Then (Ui 1y, Vi 1o) > (U1~1,l~2’

Vi l~2) for all large
[l~1,l~2] C [, o] and (U, 1y, Viy 1o) — (u*,0*) in locally uniformly in R as —ly,ly — oc.

(2) If \p(l1,12) <0, then O is the unique nonnegative solution of ([2Z12).

Next we consider the following fixed boundary problem.

( lo l2
up = d1/ Ji(z — y)u(y)dy — diu — au + C/ Jio(x —y)v(y)dy, t>0, €l
!

1 l1

k2 f2 (2.13)
vy = do l Jo(x —y)v(y)dy —dev —bv+G( | Jar(z —y)u(y)dy), t>0, z € [l,la,

1 Iy

u(0,z) = up(z), v(0,2) = vo(x),

where (g, 09) € X T\ {0}. It is worthy mentioning that in this paper we will often use comparison
principles, including the comparison principles for fixed boundary problem and for free boundary
problem. Since these comparison principles are well known to us, we do not prove them here. The

readers can refer to [16, Lemmas 2.1 and 2.3] for some similar versions.
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Lemma 2.5. Let (u,v) be the unique solution of [2I3)). Then the following statements are valid.
(1) If M\p(l1,l2) > 0, then (u(t,x),v(t,x)) — (U, V) in X ast — oc.

(2) If \p(li,12) <0, then (u(t,z),v(t,x)) — 0 in X as t — oco. Moreover, if A\p(l1,l2) < 0, then
(eFtu(t, x), eFo(t, x)) — 0 in X for all k € (0, —\y(l1,12)) as t — occ.

Proof. The convergence results in X can be proved by using similar methods as in [22, Proposition
3.4] or [23], Proposition 2.12]. Hence we only give the sketch for proof of the exponential stability.
Let ¢ = (¢1,¢2)T be the corresponding positive function of A,(l1,l2). Define @ = Me *p;(z) and
U = Me ", (x) with positive constants M and k to be determined later. It is not hard to verify
that there exist suitable M and k such that (@, ?) is an upper solution of ([ZI3]). Then the desired

result follows from a comparison argument. The details are ignored here. O

3 Dynamics of (L7

In this section, we investigate the dynamics of (L7]). We first show spreading-vanishing di-
chotomy holds, and then discuss the criteria determining when spreading or vanishing happens.
Note that the well-posedeness of (7)), Theorem [T, can be proved by using analogous meth-
ods as in the proof of [I6l Theorem 1.1]. The details are thus omitted here. From Theorem
[LI we see that A(t) is strictly increasing in [0,00), and thus geo := limy_ g(t) € (hg,o0] and
heo = limy_,o A(t) € (hg, 0] are well defined. We call the case hoo — goo < 00 wvanishing, and call

hoo — goo = 00 spreading.

Lemma 3.1. If heo — goo < 00, then Ap(goo, hoo) < 0 and limy o [[u(t, x) + v(t, )|l c(ge),me)]) =
0. Moreover, if A\p(goo, hoo) < 0, then limy_o e¥||u(t,z) + v(t, )|l e nw) = 0 for all k <
—Ap(goo, o)

Proof. We first prove that if hoo — goo < 00, then A\y(goo, hoo) < 0. Otherwise, by the continuity
of A\p(l1,1l2) on [l1, 5], there exist small ¢ > 0 and 6 > 0 such that \p(goo + &, hoc —¢) > 0 and
min{Jy1(z), Joo(x)} > 6 for |x| < 2e due to (J). Moreover, there is T' > 0 such that g(t) < goo + €
and h(t) > heo — e for t > T. Hence the solution component (u,v) of (L) satisfies that for all
t>T and z € [goo + €, hoo — €],

hoo—¢ hoo—¢
ug > dy / Ji(z — y)u(y)dy — diu — au + C/ Jiz2(z — y)v(t,y)dy,
Joot€ Joote
hoo—¢ hoo—¢
v > dy / Jao (7 — y)v(y)dy — dav — bv + G(/ Jar(x — y)u(y)dy),
Joot€ Joote
w(T,z) >0, v(T,z)>0.

Let (u,v) be the solution of ([ZI3) with [I1,l2] = [goo + €, heo — €], Uo(z) = u(T,z) and vy(z) =
v(T, z). Noticing that A\p(goo+€, hoo —€) > 0, by Lemma2.5l we have (u,v) — (U,V) in X ast — oo
where (U, V) is the positive steady state of (212 with [l1,l2] = [geo + €, heo — €]. Furthermore, by
comparison principle, we see u(t +T,z) > u(t,z) and v(t + T, ) > v(t, ) for x € [goo + &, hoo — €],
which implies that liminf,,(u(t, z),v(¢,2)) > (U, V) uniformly in [geo + €, hoo — €]. Thus there
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exist a small 0 > 0 and a large 77 > T such that u(t,2) > o and v(t,xz) > o for t > T; and
[go0 + €, hoo — €]. In view of the equation of h(t), we have for t > T}

h(t) poo h(t) poo
W (t) = Ml/ / Jin(z — y)u(t, z)dydz + po /( . Jaz(x — y)u(t, v)dydaz
g(t t

) )
hoo —& hoo+2 hoo—€ hoo+2
> ,ul/ / Ji(z — )adydx—i—ug/ Joo(x — y)odydx
> (1 +M2)5U > 0,

which clearly contradicts hoo < 00. Thus Ap(goo, hoo) < 0.

Let (u,v) be the solution of ([2I3)) with [l1,l2] = [goo, hoos @o(z) = [[uollc((=he,he)) and To(z) =
[vollc((=ho,ho))- Clearly, a(t, ) > u(t,z) and v > v(t,z) for t > 0 and x € [g(t), h(t)]. Note that
Ap(goos hoo) < 0. Then the convergence results follow from Lemma 25l The proof is ended. O

The above result shows that if vanishing happens, then the epidemic will disappear in the long
run. However, the following result implies that if spreading occurs, then the epidemic will be
successfully transmitted to whole space. Since one can prove it by similar lines in the proof of [16],

Lemmas 4.5 and 4.6], we omit the details.

Lemma 3.2. If hoo — goo = 00( necessarily Rg > 1, see Lemma 33 ), then —goo = 00, hoo = 00
and (u(t,z),v(t,x)) = (u*,v*) in Cjpe(R) as t — oo.

Clearly, the spreading-vanishing dichotomy, Theorem [[.2], follows from Lemmas [3.1] and

Next we discuss when spreading or vanishing happens.

Lemma 3.3. If Ry < 1, then vanishing happens. Particularly,

ho C d1 Cd2
hoo — Joo < - d 2hg.
g /_ho [uo(az) + bvo(az)] Z + min { o b } 0

Proof. Remember Rg < 1. By a series of simple computations, we have

h(t)

d [ho ) c
dt /ga) [u(t’x) " EU(t’x)} o= /g(w [ut(t@) + gvt(t,:n)] da

h(t) h(t) h(t)
= / {dl / Ji1(z — y)u(t,y)dy — dyu — au + c/ Jia(z — y)v(t,y)dy
g(t) g(t) g(t)
c h(t) h(t)
+- [dg / Jao(x — y)v(t,y)dy — dov — bv + G(/
bl Jge g(t)

h(t)
=),

t)

Ja1(z — y)ult, y)dy)] }dw

)
Cd2
/h( [lell(x —y)u(t,z) + TJgg(a: —y)u(t, az)} dydz
t
g(t)

|:d1J11$— )( )+%

Joo(x — y)u(t, :E):| dydx

—00

()

h(t)

L

h(t) h(t) h(t

—I-/ [— au(t,x) + c/ Jio(x — y)o(t,y)dy — co(t,z) + G( / Ja1(z — y)ul(t, y)dy)} dz
g(t) g(t) gt

< mm{dl gjz}wu J(1).
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Hence we derive

&l

I e P LR

Integrating the above inequality from 0 to t yields

ho

h(t) — g(t) < /

[uo(:n) + (—:vo(x)} dz + min {ﬂ @} 2hy,
—ho

b p1’ bpo

which completes the proof. O

Now we deal with the case Ry > 1. For the principal eigenvalue problem (2.9), a straightforward

calculation gives

—a — b+ +/(a—b)%+ 4cG'(0)

5 .
Clearly, Ry > 1 is equivalent to A4 > 0. By Proposition [2.2], there exists a unique critical length
L*, depending only on (d;,a,b,c,G'(0), Ji;) for 4,5 = 1,2, such that \,(I1,l2) = 0if Iy —l; = L*,
and A, (l1,02)(la =13 — L*) > 0if Iy — I3 # L*. Then from Lemma [B1] it follows that if 2hg > L*,

then spreading happens. So we have the following result.

A4 =

Lemma 3.4. Let L* be defined as above. Then if vanishing occurs, then hoo — goo < L*, which
implies that spreading happens when 2hg > L*.

Lemma 3.5. If 2hg < L*, there exists a jp > 0 such that vanishing happens if p1 + po < fi.

Proof. Due to 2hg < L*, by Proposition 22l we know there exists a small ¢ > 0 such that \,(—ho(1+
£),ho(1 +¢)) < 0. For convenience, denote hy = ho(l 4+ ¢). Let ¢ = (p1,p2) be the positive
eigenfunction of A,(—hy, hy) with ||¢||x = 1. Define

A() = ho [1+ (1= ™) ,5(t) = —h(t), alt,z) = Me g1, 7= Me i,

with 0 < § < =\, (—hy, hy) and M large enough such that Me;(x) > ug(z) and Mpa(z) > vo(x)
for x € [~h1, h1]. Direct calculations yield that for ¢t > 0 and = € [—h(t), h(t)]

h h
Uy — dy / Ji1(z — y)u(t,y)dy + dya + au — c/ Ji2(x — y)o(t,y)dy
—h —h
h1

h1
> Me™0 [—5901 - dl/ Ju(x —y)e1(y)dy + digr + apr — C/ Jia(x — y)p2(y)dy
—hy —hy

> Me™" (=6p1 = Ap(—=h1,l)gr) > 0.

Using the assumption on G, we can derive

h h
Uy — dy / Joa(r — y)o(t,y)dy + dav + bv — G(/ Jor (@ — y)u(t, y)dy)
—h —h
h1
ha G( . Jo1 (@ — y)u(t, y)dy)
> Me™ | —6py — dy Joz(z — y)p2(y)dy + dapa + b — — =

—h
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h1 h1

> Me™0 [—5902 —dy . Joo(x — y)2(y)dy + dapa + bpa — G'(0) . Jo1(x — y)e1(y)dy
—ni —ni

= M€_6t(—(5g02 — )\p(—hl, hl)(pg) > 0.

Moreover,

h(t)  poc h(t) oo
H1 / . / Ju(z — y)u(t, v)dyds + p2 / / Joo(x — y)ov(t, z)dydx
—h(t) Jh(t) —h(t) Jh(t)

h(t) 00 h(t) 00
= ulMe_‘St / ) /_ Ji1(x — y)er (z)dydz + ,ugMe_‘St / ) /_ Jao(x — y)pa(z)dydx
—ret) JR(t) “Rh(t) JR(D)

< (1 4 po)Me™°2h; < e6hge " = I (t)

provided that pp + ps < 251\%‘21. Therefore, by comparison principle we have @(t,z) > u(t,x),

o(t,z) > v(t,z), —h(t) < g(t) and h(t) > h(t) for t > 0 and x € [g(t), h(t)], which implies vanishing
will happen. The proof is ended. O

Remark 3.1. From the above proof, we can see that M — 0 as |[ug(x) + vo(Z)|lc(=he,ho)) — O-
Hence if [lug(z) 4+ vo(2)|lc((=ho,ho)) 8 small enough, then vanishing will happen.

Now we parameterize the initial function (ug,vo) as 7(d1,92) with 7 > 0 and (91, 2) satisfying

(I). The next result implies that if 7 is sufficiently large, then spreading will occur.

Lemma 3.6. Assume that 2hg < L* and Ji;(z) > 0 in R for i = 1,2. Then spreading happens if T

18 sufficiently large.

Proof. By way of contradiction, we suppose that vanishing happens for all 7 > 0. By Lemma [3.1],

we have hso — goo < L*. In view of the equation of h, we have

h(t) foo

h(t) foo
B (t) = / / Ji1(x — y)u(t, z)dydz + po / Jao(x — y)v(t, z)dydx
g(t) Jh(t) g(t) Jh(t)

h(t)

> min{u / i1 () dy, i / Taag) [ futt) + ott 0]
L L g(t

Thus we derive

oo rh(s) *
/0 / [u(s,x) +v(s,z)]dads < L" = ho . (3.1)
9

(s) min{ul/ Ji1(y)dy, po Joo(y)dy}
L* L*

Simple computations as in Lemma B.1] yield

d h(t)

a J [u(t,x) + gv(t,x)] dr > — max{ﬂ7 cdy (W (t) — g (t)) — / lau + cv]da.

B by 9(t)
Integrating the above inequality from 0 to t leads to
h(t) . t rh(s)
/ {u + —U} dx + / / lau(s,z) + cv(s, x)]deds
9(t) b 0 J(s)

> T/ho {191(33) + 2192(95)} dz — max{ﬂ

djg
,—C L*.
—ho M1 b/LQ
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Notice that limy . [[u(t, z) + v(t, )|l c(g),ne))) = 0- Using BI) and letting ¢ — oo in the above
inequality arrives at

d cdy
w1 b

(a+c)(L* — ho)

}L* S 0 [e9) :
min{,ul/ Jll(y)dy,uz/ Joo(y)dy}
L* L*

ho c
T/_ho [75‘1(95) + 5192(96) dz — max{

This is a contradiction since the right side of the above inequality does not rely on 7. Therefore,
the proof is finished. O

Let the initial function (ug, vg) = 7(91,92) with 7 > 0 and (91, ¥2) satisfying (I). Then combing

Remark [B.J] with Lemma[3.6] we can derive a critical value for 7 governing spreading and vanishing.

Lemma 3.7. Suppose that 2hg < L* and J;; > 0 in R for i = 1,2. Then there exists a unique
7 > 0 such that spreading happens if and inly if 7 > 7*.

Proof. Due to RemarkB.1] we have that vanishing occurs for all small 7. From comparison principle,
it follows that the unique solution (u,v,g,h) of (7)) is strictly increasing in 7. Then in view of

Lemma [3.6] we have that spreading happens for all large 7 > 0. Hence we define
7% = inf{71y > 0 : spreading happens for 7 > 79}.

Clearly, 7* is well defined and 7" > 0. It is easy to see that spreading happens for all 7 > 7. Now
we show that vanishing occurs if 7 < 7*. Otherwise, there exists a 79 € (0,7*) such that spreading
happens with 7 = 7. By the monotonicity of the unique solution of (u,v, g, h) of (7)), we deduce
that spreading occurs for all 7 > 7y which obviously contradicts the definition of 7*. Thus if 7 < 7%,
then vanishing must happen.

It remains to check the case 7 = 7*. If spreading happens for 7 = 7, then there exists a
to > 0 such that h(tg) — g(tp) > L*. By the continuous dependence of (u,v,g,h) on 7, there
is a small € > 0 such that the unique solution (u.,ve,ge, he) of (7)) with 7 = 7% — £ satisfies
that h.(tg) — g:(to) > L* which, by Lemma B4 implies that spreading occurs. Clearly, this is a

contradiction. Hence if 7 = 7%, then vanishing ocuurs. The proof is finished. O

Lemma 3.8. If 2hg < L*, then there exists a p, > 0 (u, > 0) which is independent of pa (pi1)
such that spreading happens if p1 > p, (p2 > p,).

Proof. We only prove the assertion about pup since the similar method can be adopt for pe. Let
(u,v,h) be the unique solution of (7)) with puy = 0. Clearly, (u,v,h) is an lower solution of (.7
and Lemmas B34 hold for (u,v,h). Then we can argue as in the proof of [22] Theorem 1.3] to
deduce that there exists a p, > 0 such that spreading happens for (u,v,h) if pg > - Thus the
assertion of p; is proved. O

The above lemma implies that if g1 + po > Byt spreading will happen. Moreover, Lemma
shows vanishing will occur if p1 + pe < fi. However, based on these results we can not derive a
critical value of py + po such that spreading happens if and only if p + po is beyond this critical
value. The reason is that the unique solution (u,v,h) is not monotone about u; + po. But if we
assume that there exists a function f € C([0,00)) satisfying f(0) = 0 and strictly increasing to oo
such that pe = f(u1) or p1 = f(u2), then we can obtain a unique critical value as we mentioned

early. We only handle the case pus = f(u1) since the other case is parallel.
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Lemma 3.9. Suppose 2hy < L* and po = f(p1) with f defined as above. Then there exists a
unique py > 0 such that spreading happens if and only if @1 > pj.

Proof. By Lemma B.5] vanishing happens if p1 + f(u1) < fi. Due to the assumptions on f, there
exists a unique fi; > 0 such that g1 + f(11) = @ and (1 + f(p1) — @) (1 — f11) > 0 if py # fig.
Hence py + f(u1) < [ is equivalent to py < fi;. By lemma B.6] if g > By spreading occurs. Then
we can use the monotonicity of (u,v,g,h) on p; and argue as in the proof of [9, Theorem 3.14] to

complete the proof. The details are omitted. O

Next we consider the effect of diffusion coefficients d; and do on criteria for spreading and
vanishing. Assume ¢ = G'(0) and Ji2 = J;. Then thanks to Propositions 2] and 23] the
variational characteristic holds and the monotonicity of A, on diffusion coefficients d; and dy is
valid. For clarity, we rewrite \,(l1,l2) as A,(l1,l2,d1,d2). By Proposition 23] for all (ly,12),
)\p(ll,lg,dl,dg) — —0O0O as (dl,dg) — (O0,00), while )\p(ll,lg,dl,dg) — )\p(ll,lg,o,()) as (dl,dg) —
(0,0). Moreover, in view of Proposition 2.2 we see A\,(l1,12,0,0) — max{—a,—b} aslp —1; — 0
and Ap(l1,02,0,0) = Aa > 0 (Ro > 1) as l — I — oco. Hence there exists a unique L* depending
only on (a, b, ¢, Ji2) such that \,(l1,l2,0,0) = 0if lo — I} = L* and A\,(l1,12,0,0)(ly — l; — L*) > 0
if ly — 1y # L*.

As is seen from Lemma [3:4], the critical value L* depends on d; and ds, while L* only relys on
(a,b,c, Ji2). Moreover, since \y(l1,l2,d1,d2) < Ap(l1,12,0,0) , by Proposition we easily derive
L* > L* for all d; > 0 with ¢ = 1,2. Then we have the following result.

Lemma 3.10. Assume that ¢ = G'(0), Ji2 = Jo1 and do = f(dy) with f defined as in Lemma[Z9
Then if 2hg > L*, then we can find a unique d; such that spreading happens if di > d*, while if
dy > dj, whether spreading or vanishing occurs depends on p; for i = 1,2 as in Lemmas [3.3 and
B8 If 2ho < L*, then for any di > 0, spreading and vanishing both may happen, depending on u;
fori=1,2 as in Lemmas and[T8.

Proof. For convenience, we denote \,(—ho, ho, d1, f(d1)) by Ap(ho,d1). Owing to our assumptions
and Proposition 23] we know that A,(ho,d;) is strictly decreasing and continuous in d; > 0.
Thanks to 2hg > L*, we have Ap(ho,d1) = Ap(ho,0) > 0 as dy — 0. Notice that A,(ho,di) — —o0
as di — oo. Thus there exists a unique dj such that \,(hg,d;) > 0 if d; < dj which, combined
with Lemma B.1], yields that spreading occurs. If di > df, then \,(ho,d;) < 0. We can argue as in
the proof of Lemmas and 3.8 to derive the desired result. If 2hy < L*, then Ap(ho,dy) < 0 for

all d; > 0. So similarly, we can obtain the result as wanted. The proof is complete. O

Remark 3.2. Under the assumptions of Lemmal3 10, we rewrite L* as L*(dy) to stress the depen-
dence on dy. By Proposition[2.3, we easily find that L*(dy) is continuous and strictly increasing in
dy >0, L*(dy) — L* as d; — 0, and L*(d1) = o0 as di — 0.

Remark 3.3. From [4, Theorem 1.3], [10, Theorem 1.3], [15, Theorem 1.3], [22, Theorem 1.3]
and [23, Theorem 1.2/, we can find that if diffusion coefficients are small enough, then spreading
will happen no matter what other parameters are. However, for our model, Lemma [310 indicates
that if hy is sufficiently small, then for all diffusion coefficients, both spreading and vanishing may

happen. This phenomenon may imply that the nonlocal reaction makes spreading difficult.
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4 A discussion on the nonlocal reaction term

In this short section, we discuss the effect of nonlocal reaction term on spreading and vanishing.
As is seen from [9, Theorem 1.3], [I0, Theorem 1.3], [I5] Theorem 1.3], [22] Theorem 1.3] and [23],
Theorem 1.2], the critical length of habitat, determined by a related principal eigenvalue problem,
plays a crucial role in criteria for spreading and vanishing. Now by comparing the critical lengths in
models (L3)-(L7), we intend to figure out whether the nonlocal reaction term makes the spreading
of an epidemic difficult. In other words, for models (L3)-(L7), we conjecture that the more nonlocal
reaction terms a model has, the harder spreading happens for the model.

For clarity, we list the corresponding principal eigenvalue problems for models (L3)-(LH), re-

spectively.
l /

d [ o= oty - do - ao+ Fo =0, w0, (4.1)

l G/ l
d [ I potay—do—as+ O [k —yoiay=re. veloil. @)

0 0

l
dl/ Ji(z — y)p1(y)dy — dipr — apr + cpa = Ao, z € 0,1,

0 (4.3)

!
dz/ Ja(z — y)p2(y)dy — dapa — bpa + G'(0)1 = Ap2, = € [0,1].
0

l l
dq / Ji(x —y)e1(y)dy — dipr — apr + 6/ K(x —y)p2(y)dy = A1, = €0,1],
0 0
(4.4)

!
dz/ Jo(z — y)pa(y)dy — das — bpa + G'(0)p1 = A2, r € [0,1.
0

It is noted that for convenience, we consider the above principal eigenvalue problems on interval [0, ]
since these principal eigenvalues depend only on the length of an interval. Denote their principal
eigenvalues by A;(1) with ¢ = 1,2,3,4, respectively. Clearly, for these four principal eigenvalue
problems, there exist the unique critical lengths, denoted respectively by L7, L3, L3, L}, such that
Xi(L}) = 0. Let (v(l),w) be the principal eigenpair of

!
/0 J(x—yw(y)dy —w=vw, z€[0,l].

It is well known that v(1) is strictly increasing in [ > 0, lim;_,gv(l) = —1 and lim;_,o, v(I) = 0.

In the following, we assume that all kernel functions in ([@1])-(@.4]) are the same and represented
by J, i.e. J1 = Jo = K = J. Then using the properties of principal eigenvalue and some simple
calculations, we have A\;(l) = dv(l) —a + CG/# and \o(l) = dv(l) —a + &bw)(u(l) + 1). Since
v(l) € (—1,0) for all [ > 0, we derive Ai(l) > Aa(l) which, combined with the monotonicity of \;({)
on [, implies L] < L3.

For problems (£3)) and (£4]), owing to our assumption J; = Jo = K = J, we easily see that

these two principal eigenvalue problems can be transformed to the following two algebraic eigenvalue
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problems respectively.

div(l)p1 — ap1 + cp2 = Apr, div(l)p1 — ap1 + c(v(l) + 1)p2 = Ap1,
dov(l)ps — bpa + G'(0)p1 = Ape, and dav(l)pa — bpa + G'(0)p1 = Apo.

Then straightforward computations show that when

)\3(1) _ le(l) —a—+ d2V(l) —b+ \/(dgy(l) —b— dly(l) + a)2 i 4CG/(0)
2 9
_ div(l) —a+dav(l) — b+ \/(dgl/(l) —b—dyv(l) + a)2 + 4G (0) (v (1) + 1)

2 )

Aa(l)

their corresponding eigenvectors (p1, p2)? are positive. Recall v(1) € (0,1). So A3(l) > A\4(I) which,
together with the monotonicity again, directly yields L3 < Lj.
Moreover, if we also let J;; = J for 4,5 = 1,2 in (23], then ([29) can reduce to

div(l)pr — apy + c(v(1) + 1)p2 = Ap1,
dov(l)pa — bpa + G'(0)(v(1) 4+ 1)p1 = Apa.

Analogously, it is easy to see that the principal eigenvalue A, (1) of ([2.9)) takes form of

M) = div(l) — a+ dav(l) — b+ +/(dav(l) —2b —div(l) 4+ a)? + 4eG'(0)(v(1) + 1)2.
Clearly, A\y(l) > A\p(1). Thus L} < L* where L* is defined as in Lemma 3.4 i.e. A,(L*) = 0.

All in all, if we assume that all the kernel functions appearing in principal eigenvalue problems
HI)-@4) and (29) are the same and denoted by J, then we have A;(I) > Ao(I) and A3(l) >
A4(l) > Ap(1), which together with the monotonicity of principal eigenvalue on [, leads to L} < Lj
and L3 < L} < L*. This indicates that the more nonlocal reaction terms a model has, the larger
its critical length for the initial habitat is, making the spreading of an epidemic more difficult to
happen.

However, we point out that the extra assumption that all kernel functions are the same is a

technical condition, by which we can compare the above principal eigenvalues.
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