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Note on a vector-host epidemic model with spatial structure1

Mingxin Wang2

School of Mathematics and Information Science, Henan Polytechnic University, Jiaozuo 454003, China

Abstract. Magal, Webb and Wu [Nonlinearity 31, 5589-5614 (2018)] studied the model

describing outbreak of Zika in Rio De Janerio, and provided a complete analysis of dy-

namical properties for the solutions. In this note we first use a very simple approach to

prove their results, and then investigate the modified version of the model concerned in

their paper, with Neumann boundary condition replaced by Dirichlet boundary condi-

tion.
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1 Introduction

Vector-borne diseases such as chikungunya, dengue, malaria, West Nile virus, yellow fever and

Zika virus pose a major threat to global public health [1, 2, 3, 4]. In recent years, many authors

have proposed reaction-diffusion models to study the transmission of diseases in spatial settings.

Among them, Fitzgibbon et al. [5] proposed and studied a spatially correlated bounded vector-

host epidemic model that qualitatively described the 2015-2016 Zika epidemic in Rio de Janeiro.

The global dynamics of the spatial model were further established based on the basic reproduction

number. Suppose that individuals are living in a bounded smooth domain Ω ⊂ R
n, and ν is the

outward normal vector of ∂Ω. Let Hi(x, t), Vu(x, t) and Vi(x, t) be the densities of infected hosts,

uninfected vectors, and infected vectors at position x and time t, respectively. Then the model

proposed in [5] 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,

∂νHi = ∂νVu = ∂νVi = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω, t > 0,

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

(1.1)

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 ∂νHi0 = ∂νVu0 = ∂νVi0 = 0 on ∂Ω.
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2 Note on a vector-host epidemic model

When establishing the model (1.1), the main assumption is that the susceptible human popula-

tion is (almost) not affected by the epidemic during a relatively short period of time and therefore

the flux of new infected is (almost) constant. Such a functional response mainly permits to take

care of realistic density of population distributed in space.

The model (1.1) has been thoroughly studied by Magal, Webb and Wu [6, 7]. In [6], they 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 [7], 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 first use a very simple approach to prove the main results of [6], and then study

the other version of (1.1) coupled with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition















































∂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 = Vu = Vi = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω, t > 0,

Hi(x, 0) = Hi0(x), Vu(x, 0) = Vu0(x), Vi(x, 0) = Vi0(x),

(1.2)

where the initial data Hi0, Vu0, Vi0 ∈ C(Ω̄), and are positive in Ω and satisfy Hi0 = Vu0 = Vi0 = 0

on ∂Ω, all parameters are same as in (1.1). It is easy to see that the solutions (Hi, Vu, Vi) of (1.1)

and (1.2) are unique, positive and bounded.

For the sake of convenience, we denote ∇ · d1(x)∇ = L1 and ∇ · d2(x)∇ = L2.

2 Preliminaries on the equilibrium solutions of (1.1) and (1.2)

Equilibrium problems of (1.1) and (1.2) are the following boundary value problems


































−L1H
∗
i = −ρ(x)H∗

i + σ1(x)Hu(x)V
∗
i , x ∈ Ω,

−L2V
∗
u = −σ2(x)V

∗
uH

∗
i + β(x)(V ∗

u + V ∗
i )− µ(x)(V ∗

u + V ∗
i )V

∗
u , x ∈ Ω,

−L2V
∗
i = σ2(x)V

∗
uH

∗
i − µ(x)(V ∗

u + V ∗
i )V

∗
i , x ∈ Ω,

B[H∗
i ] = B[V ∗

u ] = B[V ∗
i ] = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω

(2.1B)

with B[W ] = ∂νW and B[W ] =W , respectively. Let λB(β) be the principal eigenvalue of







−L2ϕ− β(x)ϕ = λϕ, x ∈ Ω,

B[ϕ] = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω.

Assume that (H∗
i , V

∗
u , V

∗
i ) is a nonnegative solution of (2.1B) and set VB = V ∗

u + V ∗
i . Then VB

satisfies
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





−L2VB = β(x)VB − µ(x)V 2
B
, x ∈ Ω,

B[VB] = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω.
(2.2B)

If λB(β) ≥ 0, then (2.2B) has no positive solution. Therefore, VB = 0, i.e., V ∗
u = V ∗

i = 0, and then

H∗
i = 0 by the first equation of (2.1B). So (0, 0, 0) is the only nonnegative solution of (2.1B). If

λB(β) < 0, then (2.2B) has a unique positive solution VB and VB is globally asymptotically stable.

Assume λB(β) < 0 and let VB be the unique positive solution of (2.2B). To investigate positive

solutions of (2.1B) is equivalent to study positive solutions (H∗
i , V

∗
i ) of



















−L1H
∗
i = −ρ(x)H∗

i + σ1(x)Hu(x)V
∗
i , x ∈ Ω,

−L2V
∗
i = σ2(x)(VB(x)− V ∗

i )H
∗
i − µ(x)VB(x)V

∗
i , x ∈ Ω,

B[H∗
i ] = B[V ∗

i ] = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω

(2.3B)

satisfying V ∗
i < VB. Clearly, (0, 0) is the unique trivial nonnegative solution of (2.3B). The

linearized eigenvalue problem of (2.3B) at (0, 0) is


















−L1φ1 + ρ(x)φ1 − σ1(x)Hu(x)φ2 = λφ1, x ∈ Ω,

−L2φ2 − σ2(x)VB(x)φ1 + µ(x)VB(x)φ2 = λφ2, x ∈ Ω,

B[φ1] = B[φ2] = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω.

(2.4B)

By the results of [8], the problem (2.4B) has a unique principal eigenvalue λB(VB) with positive

eigenfunction φ = (φ1, φ2)
T . Moreover, when B[W ] = ∂νW (the Neumann boundary condition),

λB(VB) has the same sign with R0 − 1, where R0 is given in [6].

Theorem 2.1. Assume λB(β) < 0. If (2.3B) has a positive solution (H∗
i , V

∗
i ), then λ

B(VB) < 0.

Proof. Define an operator

LBψ =

(

−L1ψ1 + ρ(x)ψ1,

−L2ψ2 + µ(x)VB(x)ψ2

)

, ψi ∈ C2(Ω̄), B[ψi]∂Ω = 0, i = 1, 2,

and a matrix

AB(x) =

(

λB(VB) σ1(x)Hu(x)

σ2(x)VB(x) λB(VB)

)

.

Then LB is reversible and L
−1
B is strongly positive and compact. On the contrary we assume

λB(VB) ≥ 0. Then the operator TB := L
−1
B AB(x) is also strongly positive and compact, and

r(TB) = 1 as φ1, φ2 > 0 and φ = (φ1, φ2)
T satisfies φ = L

−1
B AB(x)[φ] by (2.4B).

On the other hand, since (H∗
i , V

∗
i ) is a positive solution of (2.3B), we have

r(TB)

(

H∗
i

V ∗
i

)

=

(

H∗
i

V ∗
i

)

= TB

(

H∗
i

V ∗
i

)

− L
−1
B

(

λB(VB) 0

σ2(x)V
∗
i λB(VB)

)(

H∗
i

V ∗
i

)

,

and

L
−1
B

(

λB(VB) 0

σ2(x)V
∗
i λB(VB)

)(

H∗
i

V ∗
i

)

≥ L
−1
B

(

0

σ2(x)V
∗
i H

∗
i

)

=:

(

0

χ(x)

)

,

where χ(x) > 0. This is impossible by the conclusion [9, Theorem 3.2 (iv)].
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3 Dynamical properties of (1.1)–main results in [6] and proofs

In this section we focus on the model (1.1) and write the boundary operator B as N to represent

the Neumann boundary condition and VB = VN . Clearly, λ
N (β) < 0 since β(x) > 0.

Theorem 3.1. Then the problem (2.3N ) has a positive solution (H∗
i , V

∗
i ) if and only if λN (VN ) < 0.

Moreover, (H∗
i , V

∗
i ) is unique and satisfies V ∗

i < VN when it exists. Therefore, (2.1N ) has a positive

solution (H∗
i , V

∗
u , V

∗
i ) if and only if λN (VN ) < 0, and (H∗

i , V
∗
u , V

∗
i ) is unique and takes the form

(H∗
i , VN − V ∗

i , V
∗
i ) when it exists.

Proof. By Theorem 2.1, it suffices to prove that if λN (VN ) < 0, then (2.3N ) has a unique positive

solution (H∗
i , V

∗
i ) and V

∗
i < VN . To this aim, we prove the following general conclusion.

• There is 0 < ε0 ≪ 1 such that, when |ε| ≤ ε0, the problem


















−L1Hi = −ρ(x)Hi + σ1(x)Hu(x)Vi, x ∈ Ω,

−L2Vi = σ2(x)(VN (x) + ε− Vi)
+Hi − µ(x)(VN (x)− ε)Vi, x ∈ Ω,

∂νHi = ∂νVi = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω

(3.1ε)

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

∗
i,ε), and V

∗
i,ε < VN + ε.

Existence of positive solution of (3.1ε). Let λ
N (VN ; ε) be the principal eigenvalue of



















−L1φ1 + ρ(x)φ1 − σ1(x)Hu(x)φ2 = λφ1, x ∈ Ω,

−L2φ2 − σ2(x)(VN (x) + ε)φ1 + µ(x)(VN (x)− ε)φ2 = λφ2, x ∈ Ω,

∂νφ1 = ∂νφ2 = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω,

(3.2ε)

(the existence and uniqueness of λN (VN ; ε) is given in [8]). As λN (VN ) < 0, there is 0 < ε0 ≪ 1

such that, when |ε| ≤ ε0, we have λN (VN ; ε) < 0, and VN (x) ± ε > 0, ε2µ(x) < β(x)VN (x) in Ω̄.

Let H̄∗
i be the unique positive solution of the linear problem







−L1H̄
∗
i + ρ(x)H̄∗

i = σ1(x)Hu(x)(VN (x) + ε), x ∈ Ω,

∂νH̄
∗
i = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω.

Then (H̄∗
i , VN + ε) is a strict upper solution of (3.1ε). Let (φ1, φ2) be the positive eigenfunction

corresponding to λN (VN ; ε). It is easy to verify that δ(φ1, φ2) is a lower solution of (3.1ε) and

δ(φ1, φ2) ≤ (H̄∗
i , VN + ε) provided δ > 0 is suitably small. By the upper and lower solutions

method, (3.1ε) has at least one positive solution (H∗
i,ε, V

∗
i,ε), and V

∗
i,ε < VN + ε, H∗

i,ε < H̄∗
i .

Uniqueness of positive solutions of (3.1ε). Let (Ĥ
∗
i,ε, V̂

∗
i,ε) be another positive solution of (3.1ε).

We can find 0 < s < 1 such that s(Ĥ∗
i,ε, V̂

∗
i,ε) ≤ (H∗

i,ε, V
∗
i,ε) in Ω̄. Set

s̄ = sup{0 < s ≤ 1 : s(Ĥ∗
i,ε, V̂

∗
i,ε) ≤ (H∗

i,ε, V
∗
i,ε) in Ω̄}.

Then 0 < s̄ ≤ 1 and s̄(Ĥ∗
i,ε, V̂

∗
i,ε) ≤ (H∗

i,ε, V
∗
i,ε) in Ω̄. We shall prove s̄ = 1. If s̄ < 1, then

W := H∗
i,ε − s̄Ĥ∗

i,ε ≥ 0, Z := V ∗
i,ε − s̄V̂ ∗

i,ε ≥ 0. Since s̄V̂ ∗
i,ε ≤ V ∗

i,ε < VN + ε and V̂ ∗
i,ε > s̄V̂ ∗

i,ε, we have

(VN + ε− V ∗
i,ε)

+ = VN + ε− V ∗
i,ε, (VN + ε− V̂ ∗

i,ε)
+ < VN + ε− s̄V̂ ∗

i,ε,
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VN (x) + ε− V ∗
i,ε − (VN (x) + ε− V̂ ∗

i,ε)
+ > s̄V̂ ∗

i,ε − V ∗
i,ε = −Z.

After careful calculation, it derives that







−L1W = −ρ(x)W + σ1(x)Hu(x)Z,

−L2Z > −[µ(x)(VN (x)− ε) + σ2(x)Ĥ
∗
i,ε]Z + σ2(x)(VN (x) + ε− V ∗

i,ε)W.

Notice VN (x)+ε−V
∗
i,ε > 0 and W,Z ≥ 0. It follows that W,Z > 0 in Ω̄ by the maximum principle.

Then there exists 0 < τ < 1− s̄ such that (W,Z) ≥ τ(Ĥ∗
i,ε, V̂

∗
i,ε), i.e., (s̄+ τ)(Ĥ

∗
i,ε, V̂

∗
i,ε) ≤ (H∗

i,ε, V
∗
i,ε)

in Ω̄. This contradicts the definition of s̄. Hence s̄ = 1, i.e., (Ĥ∗
i,ε, V̂

∗
i,ε) ≤ (H∗

i,ε, V
∗
i,ε) in Ω̄. Certainly,

V̂ ∗
i,ε < VN + ε, and (VN (x) + ε− V̂ ∗

i,ε)
+ = VN (x) + ε− V̂ ∗

i,ε.

On the other hand, we can find ζ > 1 such that ζ(Ĥ∗
i,ε, V̂

∗
i,ε) ≥ (H∗

i,ε, V
∗
i,ε) in Ω. Set

ζ = inf{ζ ≥ 1 : ζ(Ĥ∗
i,ε, V̂

∗
i,ε) ≥ (H∗

i,ε, V
∗
i,ε) in Ω̄}.

Then ζ is well defined, ζ ≥ 1 and ζ(Ĥ∗
i,ε, V̂

∗
i,ε) ≥ (H∗

i,ε, V
∗
i,ε) in Ω. If ζ > 1, then P := ζĤ∗

i,ε−H
∗
i,ε ≥ 0

and Q := ζV̂ ∗
i,ε − V ∗

i,ε ≥ 0, and (P,Q) satisfies







−L1P = −ρ(x)P + σ1(x)Hu(x)Q,

−L2Q > −[µ(x)(VN (x)− ε) + σ2(x)H
∗
i,ε]Q+ σ2(x)(VN (x) + ε− V̂ ∗

i,ε)P.

As VN (x) + ε − V̂ ∗
i,ε > 0 and P,Q ≥ 0. Then P,Q > 0 in Ω̄, and there exists 0 < r < ζ − 1 such

that (P,Q) ≥ r(Ĥ∗
i,ε, V̂

∗
i,ε), i.e., (ζ − r)(Ĥ∗

i,ε, V̂
∗
i,ε) ≥ (H∗

i,ε, V
∗
i,ε) in Ω̄. This contradicts the definition

of ζ. Hence ζ = 1 and (Ĥ∗
i,ε, V̂

∗
i,ε) ≥ (H∗

i,ε, V
∗
i,ε). The uniqueness is proved.

Taking ε = 0 in the above, we obtain the desired conclusion.

Theorem 3.2. Let (Hi, Vu, Vi) be the unique positive solution of (1.1). Then the following hold.

(i) If λN (VN ) < 0, then

lim
t→∞

(Hi, Vu, Vi) = (H∗
i , VN − V ∗

i , V
∗
i ) = (H∗

i , V
∗
u , V

∗
i ) in [C2(Ω̄)]3. (3.3)

(ii) If λN (VN ) ≥ 0, then

lim
t→∞

(Hi, Vu, Vi) = (0, VN , 0) in [C2(Ω̄)]3. (3.4)

Proof. (i) Let (Hi, Vu, Vi) be the unique solution of (1.1), and set V = Vu + Vi. Then we have



















∂tV − L2V = β(x)V − µ(x)V 2, x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

∂νV = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω, t > 0,

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

and lim
t→∞

V (x, t) = VN (x) in C
2(Ω̄). For any given 0 < ε ≤ ε0, there exists Tε ≫ 1 such that

0 < VN (x)− ε ≤ V (x, t) ≤ VN (x) + ε, ∀ x ∈ Ω̄, t ≥ Tε.
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Hence, (Hi, Vi) satisfies



















∂tHi − L1Hi = −ρ(x)Hi + σ1(x)Hu(x)Vi, x ∈ Ω, t > Tε,

∂tVi − L2Vi ≤ σ2(x)(VN (x) + ε− Vi)
+Hi − µ(x)(VN (x)− ε)Vi, x ∈ Ω, t > Tε,

∂νHi = ∂νVi = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω, t > Tε.

Let (H∗
i,ε, V

∗
i,ε) be the unique positive solution of (3.1ε), and (φ1, φ2) be the positive eigenfunction

corresponding to λN (VN ; ε). We can take constants k ≫ 1 and 0 < δ ≪ 1 such that

k(H∗
i,ε(x), V

∗
i,ε(x)) ≥ (Hi(x, Tε), Vi(x, Tε)), δ(φ1(x), φ2(x)) ≤ (Hi(x, Tε), Vi(x, Tε)), x ∈ Ω̄.

Then k(H∗
i,ε, V

∗
i,ε) and δ(φ1, φ2) are the upper and lower solutions of (3.1ε), respectively. Let

(Hi,ε, Vi,ε) be the unique positive solution of



































∂tHi − L1Hi = −ρ(x)Hi + σ1(x)Hu(x)Vi, x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

∂tVi − L2Vi = σ2(x)(VN (x) + ε− Vi)
+Hi − µ(x)(VN (x)− ε)Vi, x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

∂νHi = ∂νVi = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω, t > 0,

(Hi(x, 0), Vi(x, 0)) = k(H∗
i,ε, V

∗
i,ε), x ∈ Ω̄.

(3.5)

Then (Hi,ε(x, t), Vi,ε(x, t)) is decreasing in t, and

δ(φ1(x), φ2(x)) ≤ (Hi,ε(x, t), Vi,ε(x, t)), (Hi(x, t+ Tε), Vi(x, t+ Tε)) ≤ (Hi,ε(x, t), Vi,ε(x, t))

by the comparison principle. Moreover, lim
t→∞

(Hi,ε(x, t), Vi,ε(x, t)) = (H∗
i,ε, V

∗
i,ε) in [C2(Ω̄)]2 by the

uniform estimate and compact arguments (cf. [10, Theorems 2.11, 3.14]) and the uniqueness of

positive solutions of (3.1ε). So lim sup
t→∞

(Hi(x, t), Vi(x, t)) ≤ (H∗
i,ε, V

∗
i,ε) and, by letting ε→ 0,

lim sup
t→∞

(Hi(x, t), Vi(x, t)) ≤ (H∗
i , V

∗
i ) uniformly in Ω̄. (3.6)

On the other hand, as V ∗
i (x) < VN (x) in Ω̄, there exists 0 < r0 ≤ ε0 such that V ∗

i (x) < VN (x)−2r

in Ω̄ for all 0 < r < r0. For such a r, using (3.6) and lim
t→∞

V (x, t) = VN (x) in C2(Ω̄), we can can

find Tr ≫ 1 such that

Vi(x, t) ≤ V ∗
i (x) + r < VN (x)− r, 0 < VN (x)− r ≤ V (x, t) ≤ VN (x) + r, ∀ x ∈ Ω̄, t ≥ Tr.

Consequently, (Hi, Vi) satisfies















































∂tHi − L1Hi = −ρ(x)Hi + σ1(x)Hu(x)Vi, x ∈ Ω, t > Tr,

∂tVi − L2Vi ≥ σ2(x)(VN (x)− r − Vi)Hi − µ(x)(VN (x) + r)Vi

= σ2(x)(VN (x)− r − Vi)
+Hi − µ(x)(VN (x) + r)Vi, x ∈ Ω, t > Tr,

∂νHi = ∂νVi = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω, t > Tr,

Hi(x, Tr) > 0, 0 < Vi(x, Tr) < VN (x)− r, x ∈ Ω̄.
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Let (φ1, φ2) be the positive eigenfunction corresponding to λN (VN ;−r). Similar to the above,

δ(φ1, φ2) is a lower solution of (3.1−r) and δ(φ1(x), φ2(x)) ≤ (Hi(x, Tr), Vi(x, Tr)) in Ω̄ provided 0 <

δ ≪ 1. Let (Hi,−r, Vi,−r) be the unique positive solution of (3.5) with ε = −r and (Hi(x, 0), Vi(x, 0)) =

δ(φ1(x), φ2(x)). Then

(Hi(x, t+ Tr), Vi(x, t+ Tr)) ≥ (Hi,−r(x, t), Vi,−r(x, t)), x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

and (Hi,−r, Vi,−r) is increasing in t by the comparison principle. Similar to the above,

lim
t→∞

(Hi,−r(x, t), Vi,−r(x, t)) = (H∗
i,−r, V

∗
i,−r) in [C2(Ω̄)]2,

where (H∗
i,−r, V

∗
i,−r) is the unique positive solution of (3.1−r). Thus, lim inf

t→∞
(Hi, Vi) ≥ (H∗

i,−r, V
∗
i,−r),

and then lim inf
t→∞

(Hi, Vi) ≥ (H∗
i , V

∗
i ) by letting r → 0. This combined with (3.6) yields lim

t→∞
(Hi, Vi) =

(H∗
i , V

∗
i ) uniformly in Ω̄. Using the fact that lim

t→∞
(Vu+Vi) = VN in C2(Ω̄) and the uniform estimate

(cf. [10, Theorems 2.11, 3.14]), we see that (3.3) holds.

(ii) Let λN (VN ; ε) be the principal eigenvalue of (3.2ε). If λ
N (VN ) > 0, then λN (VN ; ε) > 0 when

0 < ε ≪ 1. So (3.1ε) has no positive solution. Let (Hi,ε, Vi,ε) be the unique positive solution of

(3.5) with initial data (C,K), where C and K are suitably large positive constants, for example,

K > max
Ω̄

max{VN (x) + ε, Vi(x, Tε)}, C > max
Ω̄

max{Kσ1(x)Hu(x)/ρ(x), Hi(x, Tε)}.

Then (C,K) is an upper solution of (3.1ε), and (Hi,ε, Vi,ε) is decreasing in t. Similar to the above,

lim
t→∞

(Hi,ε, Vi,ε) = (0, 0) since (3.1ε) has no positive solution. Then, by the comparison principle,

lim
t→∞

(Hi, Vi) = (0, 0). This together with lim
t→∞

(Vu + Vi) = VN gives the limit (3.4).

If λN (VN ) = 0, then λN (VN ; ε) < 0 and (3.1ε) has a unique positive solution (H∗
i,ε, V

∗
i,ε) for

any ε > 0. Obviously, lim
ε→0

(H∗
i,ε, V

∗
i,ε) = (0, 0) in [C2(Ω̄)]2 since (3.10), i.e., (2.3N ) has no positive

solution in the present case. Similar to the above, lim
t→∞

(Hi, Vi) = (0, 0) and (3.4) holds. The proof

is complete.

4 Dynamical properties of (1.2)

In the present situation we write the boundary operator B as D to represent the Dirichlet

boundary condition and VB = VD. The results and arguments are similar to that in Section 3.

Theorem 4.1. Assume λD(β) < 0. Then the problem (2.3D) has a positive solution (H∗
i , V

∗
i ) if and

only if λD(VD) < 0. Moreover, (H∗
i , V

∗
i ) is unique and satisfies V ∗

i < VD when it exists. Therefore,

(2.1D) has a positive solution (H∗
i , V

∗
u , V

∗
i ) if and only if λD(VD) < 0, and (H∗

i , V
∗
u , V

∗
i ) is unique

and takes the form (H∗
i , VD − V ∗

i , V
∗
i ) when it exists.

Proof. By Theorem 2.1, it suffices to prove that if λD(VD) < 0, then (2.3D) has a unique positive

solution (H∗
i , V

∗
i ) and V

∗
i < VD. To this aim, we prove the following general conclusion.
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• Let ϕ(x), with maxΩ̄ ‖ϕ‖ = 1, be the positive eigenfunction corresponding to λD(β). Then

there is 0 < ε0 ≪ 1 such that, when |ε| ≤ ε0, the problem


















−L1H
∗
i = −ρ(x)H∗

i + σ1(x)Hu(x)V
∗
i , x ∈ Ω,

−L2V
∗
i = σ2(x)(VD(x) + εϕ(x) − V ∗

i )
+H∗

i − µ(x)(VD(x)− εϕ(x))V ∗
i , x ∈ Ω,

H∗
i = V ∗

i = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω

(4.1ε)

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

∗
i,ε), and V

∗
i,ε(x) < VD(x) + εϕ(x).

Existence of positive solution of (4.1ε). Let λ
D(VD; ε) be the principal eigenvalue of



















−L1φ1 + ρ(x)φ1 − σ1(x)Hu(x)φ2 = λφ1, x ∈ Ω,

−L2φ2 − σ2(x)(VD(x) + εϕ(x))φ1 + µ(x)(VD(x)− εϕ(x))φ2 = λφ2, x ∈ Ω,

φ1 = φ2 = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω.

As λD(VD) < 0, there is 0 < ε0 ≪ 1 such that, when |ε| ≤ ε0, we have λD(VD; ε) < 0, and (cf. [11,

Lemma 2.1])

VD(x)± εϕ(x) > 0, (εϕ(x))2µ(x) < β(x)VD(x) + εϕ(x)(λD(VD) + β(x)) in Ω.

Let H̄∗
i be the unique positive solution of the linear problem







−L1H̄
∗
i + ρ(x)H̄∗

i = σ1(x)Hu(x)(VD(x) + εϕ(x)), x ∈ Ω,

H̄∗
i = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω.

Then (H̄∗
i , VD+εϕ(x)) is a strict upper solution of (4.1ε). Let (φ1, φ2) be the positive eigenfunction

corresponding to λD(VD; ε). It is easy to verify that δ(φ1, φ2) is a lower solution of (4.1ε) and

δ(φ1, φ2) ≤ (H̄∗
i , VD + εϕ(x)) provided δ > 0 is suitably small. By the upper and lower solutions

method, (4.1ε) has at least one positive solution (H∗
i,ε, V

∗
i,ε), and V

∗
i,ε < VD + εϕ(x), H∗

i,ε < H̄∗
i .

Uniqueness of positive solutions of (4.1ε). Let (Ĥ
∗
i,ε, V̂

∗
i,ε) be another positive solution of (4.1ε).

We can find 0 < s < 1 such that s(Ĥ∗
i,ε, V̂

∗
i,ε) ≤ (H∗

i,ε, V
∗
i,ε) in Ω. Set

s̄ = sup{0 < s ≤ 1 : s(Ĥ∗
i,ε, V̂

∗
i,ε) ≤ (H∗

i,ε, V
∗
i,ε) in Ω}.

Then s̄ is well defined, 0 < s̄ ≤ 1 and s̄(Ĥ∗
i,ε, V̂

∗
i,ε) ≤ (H∗

i,ε, V
∗
i,ε) in Ω. We shall prove s̄ = 1. If s̄ < 1,

then W := H∗
i,ε − s̄Ĥ∗

i,ε ≥ 0, Z := V ∗
i,ε − s̄V̂ ∗

i,ε ≥ 0. Since s̄V̂ ∗
i,ε ≤ V ∗

i,ε < VD + εϕ(x) and s̄ < 1, we

have

(VD + εϕ(x)− V ∗
i,ε)

+ = VD + εϕ(x) − V ∗
i,ε, (VD + εϕ(x) − V̂ ∗

i,ε)
+ < VD + εϕ(x)− s̄V̂ ∗

i,ε,

VD(x) + εϕ(x) − V ∗
i,ε − (VD(x) + εϕ(x) − V̂ ∗

i,ε)
+ > s̄V̂ ∗

i,ε − V ∗
i,ε = −Z.

By the careful calculations,







−L1W = −ρ(x)W + σ1(x)Hu(x)Z,

−L2Z > −[µ(x)(VD(x)− εϕ(x)) + σ2(x)Ĥ
∗
i,ε]Z + σ2(x)(VD(x) + εϕ(x) − V ∗

i,ε)W.
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Notice VD(x) + εϕ(x) − V ∗
i,ε > 0 and W,Z ≥ 0. It follows that W,Z > 0 in Ω by the maximum

principle. Then there exists 0 < r < 1− s̄ such that (W,Z) ≥ r(Ĥ∗
i,ε, V̂

∗
i,ε), i.e., (s̄+ r)(Ĥ∗

i,ε, V̂
∗
i,ε) ≤

(H∗
i,ε, V

∗
i,ε) in Ω. This contradicts the definition of s̄. Hence s̄ = 1, i.e., (Ĥ∗

i,ε, V̂
∗
i,ε) ≤ (H∗

i,ε, V
∗
i,ε) in

Ω. Certainly, V̂ ∗
i,ε < VD + εϕ(x), and (VD(x) + εϕ(x) − V̂ ∗

i,ε)
+ = VD(x) + εϕ(x) − V̂ ∗

i,ε.

Same as the proof of Theorem 3.1 we can prove (Ĥ∗
i,ε, V̂

∗
i,ε) ≥ (H∗

i,ε, V
∗
i,ε).

Take ε = 0 in the above, we obtain the desired conclusion.

Theorem 4.2. Let (Hi, Vu, Vi) be the unique positive solution of (1.2). Then the following holds.

(i) If λD(β) < 0 and λD(VD) < 0, then lim
t→∞

(Hi, Vu, Vi) = (H∗
i , VD − V ∗

i , V
∗
i ) = (H∗

i , V
∗
u , V

∗
i ) in

[C2(Ω̄)]3.

(ii) If λD(β) < 0 and λD(VD) ≥ 0, then lim
t→∞

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

(iii) If λD(β) ≥ 0, then lim
t→∞

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

Proof. (i) Let (Hi, Vu, Vi) be the unique solution of (1.2), and set V = Vu + Vi. Then we have



















∂tV − L2V = β(x)V − µ(x)V 2, x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

V = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω, t > 0,

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

and lim
t→∞

V (x, t) = VD(x) in C2(Ω̄). Let ϕ(x), with maxΩ̄ ‖ϕ‖ = 1, be the positive eigenfunction

corresponding to λD(β). We first prove that for any given 0 < ε ≤ ε0, there exists Tε ≫ 1 such that

0 < VD(x)− εϕ(x) < V (x, t) < VD(x) + εϕ(x), ∀ x ∈ Ω, t ≥ Tε. (4.2)

The idea of the proof of (4.2) comes from that of [11, Lemma 2.1]. In fact, set W (x, t) = V (x, t)−

VD(x) and Z(x) = εϕ(x). Then W (x, t) → 0 in C1(Ω̄) as t → ∞. Thanks to Z ∈ C1(Ω̄) and

∂νZ
∣

∣

∂Ω
< 0, there exist τ > 0 and T1 ≫ 1 such that ∂ν(W (x, t)−Z(x))

∣

∣

∂Ω
≥ τ for all t ≥ T1. This

together with (W (x, t)−Z(x))
∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0 asserts that there exists Ω0 ⋐ Ω such thatW (x, t)−Z(x) < 0

in Ω \ Ω0. As Z > 0 in Ω̄0 and W (x, t) → 0 in C(Ω̄0) as t → ∞, we can find T2 ≫ 1 such that

W (x, t) − Z(x) < 0 in Ω̄0. Thus, W (x, t) − Z(x) < 0, i.e., V (x, t) < VD(x) + εϕ(x) in Ω for

t ≥ max{T1, T2}. Similarly, we can prove VD(x)− εϕ(x) < V (x, t) in Ω when t is large.

Making use of (4.2), we see that (Hi, Vi) satisfies



















∂tHi − L1Hi = −ρ(x)Hi + σ1(x)Hu(x)Vi, x ∈ Ω, t > Tε,

∂tVi − L2Vi ≤ σ2(x)(VD(x) + εϕ(x) − Vi)
+Hi − µ(x)(VD(x)− εϕ(x))Vi, x ∈ Ω, t > Tε,

Hi = Vi = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω, t > Tε.

Let (H∗
i,ε, V

∗
i,ε) be the unique positive solution of (4.1ε), and (φ1, φ2) be the positive eigenfunction

corresponding to λD(VD; ε). According to [11, Lemma 2.1], we can take constants k ≫ 1 and

0 < δ ≪ 1 such that

k(H∗
i,ε(x), V

∗
i,ε(x)) ≥ (Hi(x, Tε), Vi(x, Tε)), δ(φ1(x), φ2(x)) ≤ (Hi(x, Tε), Vi(x, Tε)).
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Then k(H∗
i,ε, V

∗
i,ε) and δ(φ1, φ2) are the upper and lower solutions of (4.1ε), respectively. Let

(Hi,ε, Vi,ε) be the unique positive solution of


































∂tHi − L1Hi = −ρ(x)Hi + σ1(x)Hu(x)Vi, x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

∂tVi − L2Vi = σ2(x)(VD(x) + ε− Vi)
+Hi − µ(x)(VD(x)− ε)Vi, x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

Hi = Vi = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω, t > 0,

(Hi(x, 0), Vi(x, 0)) = k(H∗
i,ε, V

∗
i,ε), x ∈ Ω̄.

Then (Hi,ε(x, t), Vi,ε(x, t)) is decreasing in t, and

δ(φ1(x), φ2(x)) ≤ (Hi,ε(x, t), Vi,ε(x, t)), (Hi(x, t+ Tε), Vi(x, t+ Tε)) ≤ (Hi,ε(x, t), Vi,ε(x, t))

by the comparison principle. Therefore, lim
t→∞

(Hi,ε(x, t), Vi,ε(x, t)) = (H∗
i,ε, V

∗
i,ε) in [C2(Ω̄)]2 by the

uniform estimate and compact arguments (cf. [10, Theorems 2.11, 3.14]) and the uniqueness of

positive solutions of (4.1ε). So lim sup
t→∞

(Hi(x, t), Vi(x, t)) ≤ (H∗
i,ε, V

∗
i,ε) and, by letting ε→ 0,

lim sup
t→∞

(Hi(x, t), Vi(x, t)) ≤ (H∗
i , V

∗
i ) uniformly in Ω̄.

On the other hand, let W (x) = VD(x) − V ∗
i (x). Then W (x) > 0 as V ∗

i (x) < VD(x) in Ω.

Through the direct calculations we have

−L2W +
[

σ2(x)H
∗
i + µ(x)VD(x)

]

W = β(x)VD > 0.

By the Hopf boundary lemma, ∂νW
∣

∣

∂Ω
< 0. Making use of [11, Lemma 2.1], we can find a

0 < r0 ≤ ε0 such that W > 2rϕ, i.e.,

V ∗
i (x) < VD(x)− 2rϕ(x) in Ω ∀ 0 < r < r0.

For such r, as lim
ε→0

V ∗
i,ε = V ∗

i in C2(Ω̄) (the uniform estimate and compact arguments), similar to

the proof of (4.2), we can find 0 < ε̄ < ε0 such that

V ∗
i,ε̄(x) < V ∗

i (x) +
r

2
ϕ(x) in Ω.

Owing to lim
t→∞

Vi,ε̄(x, t) = V ∗
i,ε̄ in C2(Ω̄), by (4.2), there exists T̄ε̄ ≫ 1 such that

Vi,ε̄(x, t) < V ∗
i,ε̄(x) +

r

2
ϕ(x) < V ∗

i (x) + rϕ(x) < VD(x)− rϕ(x) in Ω, ∀ t ≥ T̄ε̄.

Therefore, when t ≥ Tε̄+ T̄ε̄, we have Vi(x, t) ≤ Vi,ε̄(x, t−Tε̄) < VD(x)− rϕ(x) in Ω. This combined

with (4.2) indicates that there exists Tr ≫ 1 such that

Vi(x, t) < VD(x)− rϕ(x), 0 < VD(x)− rϕ(x) ≤ V (x, t) ≤ VD(x) + rϕ(x)

for all t ≥ Tr and x ∈ Ω. Consequently, (Hi, Vi) satisfies














































∂tHi −L1Hi = −ρ(x)Hi + σ1(x)Hu(x)Vi, x ∈ Ω, t > Tr,

∂tVi − L2Vi ≥ σ2(x)(VD(x)− rϕ− Vi)Hi − µ(x)(VD(x) + rϕ)Vi

= σ2(x)(VD(x)− rϕ− Vi)
+Hi − µ(x)(VD(x) + rϕ)Vi, x ∈ Ω, t > Tr,

Hi = Vi = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω, t > Tr,

Hi(x, Tr) > 0, 0 < Vi(x, Tr) < VD(x)− rϕ, x ∈ Ω̄.
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The remaining proof is the same as that of Theorem 3.2(i), and the details are omitted.

(ii) The proof is the same as that of Theorem 3.2(ii), and the details are also omitted.

(iii) In such case, (2.3D) has no positive solution and limt→∞(Vu + Vi) = 0. Therefore,

limt→∞Hi = 0 by the first equation of (1.2). The proof is complete.

Define boundary operators Bj[W ] = aj(x)∂νW + bj(x)W , where either aj(x) ≡ 0, bj(x) ≡ 1 or

aj(x) ≡ 1, bj(x) ≥ 0 with bj ∈ C1+α(∂Ω), j = 1, 2. It should be mentioned that when the boundary

conditions in (1.1) and (1.2) are replaced by B1[Hi] = 0, B2[Vu] = B2[Vi] = 0, then the conclusions

of this paper are still true and the proofs are similar.

Acknowledgment: The author greatly appreciates the suggestions provided by Dr. Lei Li and

Dr. Wenjie Ni in the proof of (4.2).
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