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Note on a vector-host epidemic model with spatial structure1
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Abstract. Magal, Webb and Wu [Nonlinearity 31, 5589-5614 (2018)] studied the out-

break of Zika in Rio De Janerio model, and provided complete dynamic properties. In

this note we will use a very simple approach to provide a complete proof.
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1 Introduction

The Zika virus has caused significant public health impacts, including congenital microcephaly

and neurodevelopmental disorders after pregnancy infection. Suppose that individuals are living in

a bounded smooth domain Ω ⊂ R
n. Let Hi, Vu and Vi be the densities of infected hosts, uninfected

vectors, and infected vectors, respectively. Then the model proposed in [1] to study the outbreak

of Zika in Rio De Janerio is the following reaction-diffusion system















































∂tHi −∇ · d1(x)∇Hi = −ρ(x)Hi + σ1(x)Hu(x)Vi, x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

∂tVu−∇ · d2(x)∇Vu = −σ2(x)VuHi+β(x)(Vu+Vi)−µ(x)(Vu+Vi)Vu, x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

∂tVi −∇ · d2(x)∇Vi = σ2(x)VuHi − µ(x)(Vu + Vi)Vi, x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

∂Hi

∂n
= ∂Vu

∂n
= ∂Vi

∂n
= 0, x ∈ ∂Ω, t > 0,

(Hi(·, 0), Vu(·, 0), Vi(·, 0)) = (Hi0, Vu0, Vi0) ∈ C(Ω̄; R3
+),

(1)

where d1, d2 ∈ C1+α(Ω̄) and ρ, β, σ1, σ2, µ ∈ Cα(Ω̄) are strictly positive, and Hu ∈ Cα(Ω̄) is

nonnegative and non-trivial. The flux of new infected humans is given by σ1(x)Hu(x)Vi(x, t) in

which Hu(x) is the density of susceptible population depending on the spatial location x. The

initial functions satisfy ∂Hi0

∂n
= ∂Vu0

∂n
= ∂Vi0

∂n
= 0 on ∂Ω.

The model (1) has been thoroughly studied by Magal, Webb and Wu [2, 3]. In [2], the authors

found the basic reproduction number R0 and show that R0 is a threshold parameter: if R0 ≤ 1 the

disease free equilibrium is globally stable; if R0 > 1 the model has a unique globally stable positive

equilibrium. In [3], it was shown that the basic reproduction number R0 can be defined as the

spectral radius of a product of a local basic reproduction number R and strongly positive compact

linear operators with spectral radii one.

In this note we will use a very simple approach to prove the main results of [2].

1This work was supported by NSFC Grant 12171120.
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2 Note on a vector-host epidemic model

2 Existence of positive equilibrium solutions

The equilibrium problem of (1) is



































−∇ · d1(x)∇H
∗
i = −ρ(x)H∗

i + σ1(x)Hu(x)V
∗
i , x ∈ Ω,

−∇ · d2(x)∇V
∗
u = −σ2(x)V

∗
uH

∗
i + β(x)(V ∗

u + V ∗
i )− µ(x)(V ∗

u + V ∗
i )V

∗
u , x ∈ Ω,

−∇ · d2(x)∇V
∗

i = σ2(x)VuHi − µ(x)(V ∗
u + V ∗

i )V
∗

i , x ∈ Ω,

∂H∗

i

∂n
= ∂V ∗

u

∂n
=

∂V ∗

i

∂n
= 0, x ∈ ∂Ω.

(2)

Let λ(β) be the principal eigenvalue of







−∇ · d2(x)∇φ− β(x)φ = λφ, x ∈ Ω,

∂φ
∂n

= 0, x ∈ ∂Ω.

If λ(β) ≥ 0, then (0, 0, 0) is the only nonnegative solution of (2). In fact, let (H∗

i , V
∗
u , V

∗

i ) be a

nonnegative solution of (2) and set V∗ = V ∗
u + V ∗

i . Then







−∇ · d2(x)∇V∗ = β(x)V∗ − µ(x)V 2
∗ , x ∈ Ω,

∂V∗

∂n
= 0, x ∈ ∂Ω.

(3)

It is well known that (3) has no positive solution when λ(β) ≥ 0. Therefore, V∗ = 0, i.e., V ∗
u =

V ∗

i = 0, and then H∗

i = 0 by the first equation of (2).

If λ(β) < 0, then the problem (3) has a unique positive solution V∗(x) and V∗(x) is globally

asymptotically stable. Thus, (0, V∗(x), 0) is a nontrivial and nonnegative solution of (2). It is easy

to see that (0, V∗(x), 0) is the only possible semi-trivial nonnegative solution of (2).

Assume λ(β) < 0 and let V∗(x) be the unique positive solution of (3). To investigate positive

solutions of (2) is equivalent to study positive solutions (H∗

i , V
∗

i ) with V
∗

i ≤ V∗ of



















−∇ · d1(x)∇H
∗

i = −ρ(x)H∗

i + σ1(x)Hu(x)V
∗

i , x ∈ Ω,

−∇ · d2(x)∇V
∗

i = σ2(x)(V∗(x)− V ∗

i )H
∗

i − µ(x)V∗(x)V
∗

i , x ∈ Ω,

∂H∗

i

∂n
=

∂V ∗

i

∂n
= 0, x ∈ ∂Ω

(4)

with V ∗
i ≤ V∗. Clearly, (0, 0) is the unique trivial nonnegative solution of (4). The linearized

eigenvalue problem of (4) at (0, 0) is



















−∇ · d1(x)∇φ+ ρ(x)φ− σ1(x)Hu(x)ϕ = λφ, x ∈ Ω,

−∇ · d2(x)∇ϕ− σ2(x)V∗(x)φ+ µ(x)V∗(x)ϕ = λϕ, x ∈ Ω,

∂φ
∂n

= ∂ϕ
∂n

= 0, x ∈ ∂Ω

(5)

By the results of [4], (5) has a unique principle eigenvalue λ(V∗) with eigenfunction (φ,ϕ) : φ,ϕ > 0.

Moreover, λ(V∗) has the same sign with R0 − 1, where R0 is given in [2].
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Theorem 2.1. The problem (4) has a positive solution (H∗
i , V

∗
i ) if and only if λ(V∗) < 0. Moreover,

the positive solution (H∗

i , V
∗

i ) of (4) is unique and satisfies V ∗

i < V∗ when it exists. Therefore, (2)

has a positive solution (H∗

i , V
∗

i , Vu) if and only if λ(V∗) < 0, and (H∗

i , V
∗

i , Vu) is unique and takes

the form (H∗
i , V

∗
i , V∗ − V ∗

i ) when it exists.

Proof. Step 1: We prove that if (4) has a positive solution (H∗
i , V

∗
i ), then λ(V∗) < 0. Define

Lψ =

(

−∇ · d1(x)∇ψ1 + ρ(x)ψ1,

−∇ · d2(x)∇ψ2 + µ(x)V∗(x)ψ2

)

, A(x) =

(

λ(V∗) σ1(x)Hu(x)

σ2(x)V∗(x) λ(V∗)

)

.

Then L is reversible and L −1 is a strongly positive compact operator. By (5), (φ,ϕ) =
(

L −1A(x)
)

(φ,ϕ).

If λ(V∗) ≥ 0, then the operator T = L −1A(x) is also a strongly positive compact operator, and

r(T ) = 1 as (φ,ϕ) =
(

L −1A(x)
)

(φ,ϕ).

As (H∗

i , V
∗

i ) is a positive solution of (4), then we have

(

H∗
i ,

V ∗
i

)

= T

(

H∗
i ,

V ∗
i

)

− L
−1

(

λ(V∗) 0

σ2(x)V
∗
i λ(V∗)

)(

H∗
i ,

V ∗
i

)

,

and

L
−1

(

λ(V∗) 0

σ2(x)ViHi λ(V∗)

)(

H∗
i ,

V ∗
i

)

≥ L
−1

(

0

σ2(x)ViHi

)

=:

(

0

χ(x)

)

,

where χ(x) > 0. This is impossible by the conclusion [5, Theorem 3.2 (iv)].

Step 2: We prove that if λ(V∗) < 0, then (4) has at least one positive solution (H∗

i , V
∗

i ). Let

H̄∗

i be the unique positive solution of the linear problem







−∇ · d1(x)∇H̄
∗

i + ρ(x)H̄∗

i = σ1(x)Hu(x)V∗(x), x ∈ Ω,

∂H̄∗

i

∂n
= 0, x ∈ ∂Ω.

Then (H̄∗
i , V∗) is an upper solution of (4). Let (φ,ϕ) be the positive eigenfunction corresponding

to λ(V∗) and ε > 0 be a constant. It is easy to verify that ε(φ,ϕ) is a lower solution of (4) and

ε(φ,ϕ) ≤ (H̄∗

i , V∗) provided ε > 0 is suitable small. By the upper and lower solutions method, (4)

as at least one positive solution.

Step 3: We shall prove the uniqueness of positive solution of (4). Let (H∗
i , V

∗
i ) be a positive

solution of (4). Then λ(V∗) < 0 by Step 1. Consider the linear problem







−∇ · d2(x)∇U = σ2(x)(V∗(x)− U)H∗
i − µ(x)V∗(x)U, x ∈ Ω,

∂U
∂n

= 0, x ∈ ∂Ω.
(6)

Obviously, V∗ is a strict upper solution of (6), and there exists 0 < ε ≪ 1 such that εϕ ≤ V∗

and ε(σ2V∗φ + λ(V∗)ϕ) ≤ σ2(V∗ − εφ)H∗
i in Ω. Then we can verify that εϕ is a lower solution of

(6). Thus (6) has a solution U : εϕ ≤ U < V∗. Since V ∗

i solves (6), we see V ∗

i = U < V∗ by the

uniqueness. It then follows from the first equation of (4) that H∗

i < H̄∗

i .
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Noticing that (H̄∗
i , V∗) is an upper solution of (4). By the monotone iterative method, (4) has

a positive solution (Ĥ∗

i , V̂
∗

i ) and (H∗

i , V
∗

i ) ≤ (Ĥ∗

i , V̂
∗

i ) ≤ (H̄∗

i , V∗). We shall prove (H∗

i , V
∗

i ) =

(Ĥ∗

i , V̂
∗

i ). Clearly, we can find ζ > 1 such that ζ(H∗

i , V
∗

i ) ≥ (Ĥ∗

i , V̂
∗

i ) in Ω. Set

ζ = inf{ζ ≥ 1 : ζ(H∗

i , V
∗

i ) ≥ (Ĥ∗

i , V̂
∗

i ) in Ω}.

Then ζ is well defined, ζ ≥ 1 and ζ(H∗

i , V
∗

i ) ≥ (Ĥ∗

i , V̂
∗

i ) in Ω. We shall prove ζ = 1. Assume ζ > 1.

Let u = ζH∗
i − Ĥ∗

i and v = ζV ∗
i − V̂ ∗

i . Then u, v ≥ 0, and by the carefully calculations,



















−∇ · d1(x)∇u+ ρ(x)u = σ1(x)Hu(x)v, x ∈ Ω,

−∇ · d2(x)∇v + (σ2H
∗
i + µ(x)V∗)v > σ2(V∗ − V̂ )u, x ∈ Ω,

∂u
∂n

= ∂v
∂n

= 0, x ∈ ∂Ω

(7)

It follows that u, v > 0 in Ω̄ by the maximum principle. We can find ε > 0 such that (u, v) ≥

ε(H∗
i , V

∗
i ), i.e., (ζ − ε)(H∗

i , V
∗
i ) ≥ (Ĥ∗

i , V̂
∗
i ) in Ω. This is contradicts to the definition of ζ. Then

ζ = 1, i.e., (H∗

i , V
∗

i ) = (Ĥ∗

i , V̂
∗

i ). The proof is complete.

3 Stabilities of nonnegative solutions of (2)

Theorem 3.1. Let (Hi, Vu, Vi) be the unique positive solution of (1). Then the following holds.

(i) If λ(β) < 0 and λ(V∗) < 0, then

lim
t→∞

(Hi, Vu, Vi) = (H∗

i , V∗ − V ∗

i , V
∗

i ) = (H∗

i , V
∗

u , V
∗

i ) in [C2(Ω̄)]3. (8)

(ii) If λ(β) < 0 and λ(V∗) ≥ 0, then

lim
t→∞

(Hi, Vu, Vi) = (0, V∗, 0) in [C2(Ω̄)]3. (9)

(iii) If λ(β) ≥ 0, then

lim
t→∞

(Hi, Vu, Vi) = (0, 0, 0) in [C2(Ω̄)]3. (10)

Proof. (i) Let ε > 0 and λ(V∗ ± ε) be the principal eigenvalue of



















−∇ · d1(x)∇φ+ ρ(x)φ− σ1(x)Hu(x)ϕ = λφ, x ∈ Ω,

−∇ · d2(x)∇ϕ− σ2(x)(V∗(x)± ε)φ+ µ(x)(V∗(x)∓ ε)ϕ = λϕ, x ∈ Ω,

∂φ
∂n

= ∂ϕ
∂n

= 0, x ∈ ∂Ω.

(11±ε)

As λ(V∗) < 0, there is 0 < ε0 ≪ 1 such that, when 0 < ε ≤ ε0, λ(V∗ ± ε) < 0, and the problems



















−∇ · d1(x)∇Hi = −ρ(x)Hi + σ1(x)Hu(x)Vi, x ∈ Ω,

−∇ · d2(x)∇Vi = σ2(x)(V∗(x)± ε− Vi)
+Hi − µ(x)(V∗(x)∓ ε)Vi, x ∈ Ω,

∂Hi

∂n
= ∂Vi

∂n
= 0, x ∈ ∂Ω

(12±ε)
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has a unique positive solution (H∗
i,±ε, V

∗
i,±ε), and V

∗
i,±ε < V∗ ± ε and

lim
ε→0

(H∗

i,±ε, V
∗

i,±ε) = (H∗

i , V
∗

i ) in [C2(Ω̄)]2. (13)

Let (Hi, Vu, Vi) be the unique solution of (1), and set V = Vu + Vi. Then V satisfies



















Vt −∇ · d2(x)∇V = β(x)V − µ(x)V 2, x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

∂V
∂n

= 0, x ∈ ∂Ω, t > 0,

V (x, 0) = Vu(x, 0) + Vi(x, 0) > 0, x ∈ Ω̄,

and limt→∞ V = V∗ in C2(Ω̄). For any given 0 < ε ≤ ε0, there exists Tε ≫ 1 such that

0 < V∗(x)− ε ≤ V (x, t) ≤ V∗(x) + ε, ∀ t ≥ Tε, x ∈ Ω̄. (14)

Let (H̄i, V̄i) and (H i, V i) be the unique positive solutions of



































∂tH̄i −∇ · d1(x)∇H̄i = −ρ(x)H̄i + σ1(x)Hu(x)V̄i, x ∈ Ω, t > Tε,

∂tV̄i −∇ · d2(x)∇V̄i = σ2(x)(V∗(x)+ε−V̄i)
+H̄i−µ(x)(V∗(x−ε)V̄i, x ∈ Ω, t > Tε,

∂H̄i

∂n
= ∂V̄i

∂n
= 0, x ∈ ∂Ω, t > Tε,

H̄i(x, Tε) = kH∗
i,+ε, V̄i(x, Tε) = kV ∗

i,+ε, x ∈ Ω̄,

(15)

and


































∂tH i −∇ · d1(x)∇H i = −ρ(x)H i + σ1(x)Hu(x)V i, x ∈ Ω, t > Tε,

∂tV i −∇ · d2(x)∇V i = σ2(x)(V∗(x)− ε− V i)H i − µ(x)(V∗(x) + ε)V i, x ∈ Ω, t > Tε,

∂H
i

∂n
=

∂V
i

∂n
= 0, x ∈ ∂Ω, t > Tε,

H i(x, Tε) = δφ−ε, V i(x, Tε) = δϕ−ε, x ∈ Ω̄,

respectively, where (φ−ε, ϕ−ε) is the positive eigenfunction corresponding to λ(V∗;−ε), k ≫ 1 and

0 < δ ≪ 1 are constants such that

(kH∗

i,+ε, kV
∗

i,+ε) ≥ (Hi(x, Tε), Vi(x, Tε)), (δφ−ε, δϕ−ε) ≤ (Hi(x, Tε), Vi(x, Tε)).

It is clear that (kH∗

i,+ε, kV
∗

i,+ε) is an upper solution of (12+ε) and (δφ−ε, δϕ−ε) is a lower solution

of (12−ε). Hence, (H̄i, V̄i) ≥ (H i, V i), and (H̄i, V̄i) and (H i, V i) are decreasing and increasing in t,

respectively. Then

lim
t→∞

(H̄i, V̄i) = (H∗

i,+ε, V
∗

i,+ε), lim
t→∞

(H i, V i) = (H∗

i,−ε, V
∗

i,−ε) in [C2(Ω̄)]2 (16)

by the uniform estimate and compact arguments (cf. [6, Theorems 2.11, 3.14]).

On the other hand, using (14) and the comparison principle we deduce that (Hi, Vi) satisfies

(H̄i, V̄i) ≥ (Hi, Vi) ≥ (H i, V i) for t ≥ Tε and x ∈ Ω̄. Hence, by (16),

(H∗

i,−ε, V
∗

i,−ε) ≤ lim inf
t→∞

(Hi, Vi) ≤ lim sup
t→∞

(Hi, Vi) ≤ (H∗

i,+ε, V
∗

i,+ε) in [C2(Ω̄)]2.
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This combines with (13) gives limt→∞(Hi, Vi) = (H∗
i , V

∗
i ) in [C2(Ω̄)]2. As we have shown that

limt→∞(Vu + Vi) = V∗, it is to see that (8) holds.

(ii) Let λ(V∗ + ε) be the principal eigenvalue of (11+ε). If λ(V∗) > 0, then λ(V∗ + ε) > 0 when

0 < ε≪ 1. So (12+ε) has no positive solution. Let (H̄i, V̄i) be the unique positive solution of (15)

with initial data H̄i(x, Tε) = C1, V̄i(x, Tε) = C2, where C1 and C2 are large positive constants, for

example,

C1 ≥ max
Ω̄

max{V∗(x) + ε, Hi(x, Tε)}, C2 ≥ max
Ω̄

max{C1σ1(x)Hu(x)/ρ(x), Vi(x, Tε)}.

Then (C1, C2) is an upper solution of (12+ε), and (H̄i, V̄i) is decreasing in t. Similar to the above,

limit limt→∞(H̄i, V̄i) exists and is a nonnegative solution of (12+ε). Certainly, limt→∞(H̄i, V̄i) =

(0, 0) since (12+ε) has no positive solution. Then, by the comparison principle, limt→∞(Hi, Vi) =

(0, 0). This together with limt→∞(Vu + Vi) = V∗ gives (9).

If λ(V∗) = 0, then λ(V∗ + ε) < 0 and (12+ε) has a unique positive solution (H∗
i,+ε, V

∗
i,+ε) and

limε→0(H
∗
i,+ε, V

∗
i,+ε) = (0, 0) in [C2(Ω̄)]2 since (4) has no positive solution in the present case.

Similar to the above, limt→∞(Hi, Vi) = (0, 0) and (9) holds.

(iii) In such case, (3) has no positive solution and limt→∞(Vu+Vi) = 0. Therefore, limt→∞Hi =

0 by the first equation of (1). The proof is complete.
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