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BIFURCATION STRUCTURE OF STEADY-STATES FOR A COOPERATIVE

MODEL WITH POPULATION FLUX BY ATTRACTIVE TRANSITION

MASAHIRO ADACHI† AND KOUSUKE KUTO‡

Abstract. This paper studies the steady-states to a diffusive Lotka-Volterra cooperative model
with population flux by attractive transition. The first result gives many bifurcation points on
the branch of the positive constant solution under the weak cooperative condition. The second
result shows each steady-state approaches a solution of the scalar field equation as the coefficients
of the flux tend to infinity. Indeed, the numerical simulation using pde2path exhibits the global
bifurcation branch of the cooperative model with large population flux is near that of the scalar
field equation.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we are concerned with the following diffusive Lotka-Volterra cooperative model
with density-dependent nonlinear diffusion terms:





ut = d1∆u+ α∇ ·

[
v2 ∇

(
u

v

)]
+ u(a1 − b1u+ c1v), (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, T ),

vt = d2∆v + β∇ ·

[
u2 ∇

(
v

u

)]
+ v(−a2 + b2u− c2v), (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, T ),

∂νu = ∂νv = 0, (x, t) ∈ ∂Ω × (0, T ),

u(x, 0) = u0(x) ≥ 0, v(x, 0) = v0(x) ≥ 0, x ∈ Ω,

(1.1)

where Ω (⊂ R
N ) is a bounded domain with a smooth boundary ∂Ω; unknown functions u(x, t)

and v(x, t) are the population densities at location x ∈ Ω and time t > 0 of two species in
a symbiotic relationship with each other. We assume the homogeneous Neumann boundary
conditions that each species has the zero derivative in the direction of the outward unit normal
vector ν on the boundary ∂Ω of the habitat Ω. The coefficients ai, bi and ci (i = 1, 2) in the
reaction terms are all positive constants. The growth rate of the species corresponding to u
is a1 > 0 assuming natural increase, while that of the species corresponding to v is −a2 <
0 assuming natural decrease. The positive coefficients c1 and b2 indicates the magnitude of
symbiotic interactions between different species. The positive constants d1 and d2 stand for
random diffusion rates of each individual of the species. The strongly coupled diffusion terms
∇· [v2∇(u/v)] and ∇· [u2∇(v/u)] describe a situation in which each species migrates with higher
probability to areas with higher densities of different species. In terms of the diffusion process

Date: June 28, 2024.
2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35B35, 35B36, 35B32, 35J20, 92D25.
Key words and phrases. nonlinear diffusion, population model, bifurcation, the scalar field equation,

perturbation.
This research was partially supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number 22K03379.
† Department of Pure and Applied Mathematics, Graduate School of Fundamental Science and Engineering,

Waseda University, 3-4-1 Ohkubo, Shinjuku-ku, Tokyo 169-8555, Japan.
‡ Department of Applied Mathematics, Waseda University, 3-4-1 Ohkubo, Shinjuku-ku, Tokyo 169-8555, Japan.
E-mail: kuto@waseda.jp.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.18976v1


2 M. ADACHI AND K. KUTO

in ecology, the strongly coupled diffusion term microscopically models a situation where the
transition probability of each individual of each species depends on the density of the other
species at the point of arrival (Okubo and Levin [12, Section 5.4]). Although the strongly
coupled diffusion term is placed in [12] as a prototype of bio-diffusion, along with the cross-
diffusion term ∆(uv) and the chemotaxis term ∇ · (u∇v), there have not been many studies
from the perspective of reaction-diffusion systems. Concerning a prey-predator model with the
strongly coupled diffusion term as in (1.1), Oeda and the second author [11, 8] studied the
set of stationary solutions. Furthermore, for the prey-predator model, Heihoff and Yokota [7]
established the global existence and boundedness of time-depending solutions and derived the
convergence of solutions to the positive constant solution.

Throughout this paper, we assume the weak cooperative condition

c1
c2
<
b1
b2
<
a1
a2
. (1.2)

Under the condition (1.2), it is easy to check that (1.1) without the initial conditions admits the
positive constant solution

(u∗, v∗) =

(
a1c2 − a2c1
b1c2 − b2c1

,
a1b2 − a2b1
b1c2 − b2c1

)
,

and moreover, (u∗, v∗) is globally asymptotically stable in the kinetic system of the correspond-
ing ordinary differential equation with di = α = β = 0 (e.g., Goh [6]). Furthermore, also in
the linear diffusion case where di > 0 and α = β = 0, the well-known result by Weinberger
[16] on the invariant region of a class of reaction-diffusion system ensures that (u∗, v∗) is glob-
ally asymptotically stable in the sense that all positive solutions of (1.1) converge to (u∗, v∗)
uniformly in Ω as t→ ∞.

Therefore, it is natural to ask whether the strongly coupled diffusion term ∇ · [v2∇(u/v)]
or ∇ · [u2∇(v/u)] can produce nonconstant steady-states and the nontrivial spatio-temporal
dynamics instead of the global stability of (u∗, v∗). With those objectives in mind this paper
focuses on the effect of the strongly coupled diffusion term on the set of stationary solutions.
Then we study the stationary problem which consists of the nonlinear elliptic equations

d1∆u+ α∇ ·

[
v2 ∇

(
u

v

)]
+ u(a1 − b1u+ c1v) = 0 in Ω, (1.3a)

d2∆v + β∇ ·

[
u2 ∇

(
v

u

)]
+ v(−a2 + b2u− c2v) = 0 in Ω, (1.3b)

subject to the homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions

∂νu = ∂νv = 0 on ∂Ω (1.3c)

and the nonnegative conditions

u ≥ 0 and v ≥ 0 in Ω. (1.3d)

In what follows, we call (u, v) a positive solution if (u, v) satisfies (1.3a)-(1.3c) and u > 0 and
v > 0 in Ω. Hence a positive solution corresponds to a coexistence steady-state of the two
species.

In order to find nonconstant solutions of (1.3), we resort to the bifurcation theory established
by Crandall and Rabinowitz [3] regarding d2 as the bifurcation parameter. The first result
(Theorem 2.1) asserts that if (α, β) ∈ Rj as in Fig.1 for each j ∈ N, then there appears a

bifurcation point d
(j)
∗ in the sense that a local branch of nonconstant solutions bifurcate from

(u∗, v∗) at d2 = d
(j)
∗ . Next the asymptotic behavior of nonconstant solutions of (1.3) as α→ ∞
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and/or β → ∞ will be discussed. The second result (Theorem 2.2) asserts that if α = αn → ∞
and/or β = βn → ∞ with αn/βn → γ ∈ [0,∞], then any sequence of positive nonconstant
solutions (un, vn) converges to (τ∗v, v) with some positive function v and τ∗ = u∗/v∗ passing to a
subsequence if necessary. Furthermore, it will be shown that the limit function v can be classified
depending on γ := limn→∞ αn/βn: If γ ∈ [0, Aτ∗) with A := a1/a2, then the limit v is equal to
the constant v∗, that is, any sequence {(un, vn)} converges to (u∗, v∗), whereas if γ ∈ (Aτ∗,∞],
then {(un, vn)} approaches a positive solution of the scalar field equation. Consequently, it
can be said from this result that nonconstant solutions of (1.3) can be approximated by some
solution of the scalar field equation when the strongly coupled diffusion terms are very strong.

In this paper, the eigenvalue problem of the Laplace equation:

−∆u = λu in Ω, ∂νu = 0 on ∂Ω

will play an important role. We denote the all eigenvalues by

0 = λ0 < λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ · · · ≤ λj ≤ · · ·

counting multiplicity and denote by Φj any L2(Ω) normalized eigenfunciton corresponding to
the eigenvalue λj. Furthermore, the usual norm of Lp(Ω) will be denoted by

‖u‖p :=

(∫

Ω
|u(x)|p

)1/p

if 1 ≤ p <∞

and ‖u‖∞ = supx∈Ω |u(x)|. As typical functional spaces for the bifurcation analysis concerning
(1.3), we define

Xp :=W 2,p
ν (Ω) = {u ∈W 2,p(Ω) : ∂νu = 0 on ∂Ω }

and

Xp := Xp ×Xp, Y p := Lp(Ω)× Lp(Ω)

for any p > N .

2. Main results

The first result asserts that bifurcation points appear on the branch

Γ0 := { (d2, u
∗, v∗) ∈ R+ ×Xp }, where R+ := (0,∞),

of the positive constant solution (u∗, v∗) by the effect of the strongly coupled diffusion terms.

Theorem 2.1. Assume (1.2). Let λj with j ≥ 1 be any simple eigenvalue. Suppose that

(α, β) ∈ Rj := { (α, β) ∈ R
2
≥0 : a2v

∗λjα− (a1 + d1λj)u
∗λjβ − (c2d1λj + a1c2 − a2c1)v

∗ > 0 },
(2.1)

where R≥0 := [0,∞). Then, a simple curve of nonconstant positive solutions of (1.3) bifurcates
from the branch Γ0 of the positive constant solution at

d2 = d
(j)
∗ (α, β) :=

a2v
∗λjα− (a1 + d1λj)u

∗λjβ − (c2d1λj + a1c2 − a2c1)v
∗

{ (d1 + αv∗)λj + b1u∗ }λj
. (2.2)

To be precise, there exist a neighborhood Uj ⊂ R × Xp of (d
(j)
∗ , u∗, v∗) and a small positive

number δj such that all solutions of (1.3) (treating d2 as a positive parameter) contained in Uj

consist of the union of Γ0 ∩ Uj and a simple curve

Γj :



d2
u
v


 =



d
(j)
∗ (α, β)
u∗

v∗


+



q(s)
s(Φj + ũ(s))
s(κjΦj + ṽ(s))


 for s ∈ (−δj , δj),
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Rj
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����

Figure 1. Rj and γ = Aτ∗ on the αβ plane

where κj = (b1u
∗ + (d1 + αv∗)λj)/(c1 + λjα)u

∗ and (q(s), ũ(s), ṽ(s)) ∈ R × Xp are smooth
functions satisfying (q(0), ũ(0), ṽ(0)) = (0, 0, 0) and

∫
Ω Φjũ(s) =

∫
Ω Φj ṽ(s) = 0 for s ∈ (−δj , δj).

See Figure 1 for a depiction of the region Rj on the αβ plane.
The next result asserts that the limit of positive solutions of (1.3) as α→ ∞ and/or β → ∞

with α/β → γ ∈ [0,∞] can be characterized by either (u∗, v∗) or a positive solution to the scalar
field equation depending on γ.

Theorem 2.2. Assume (1.2) and N ≤ 3. Let {(αn, βn)} ⊂ R
2
≥0 be any nonnegative sequence

satisfying αn/βn → γ ∈ [0,∞] and at least one of {αn} and {βn} tends to ∞. Let {(un, vn)}
be any sequence of positive nonconstant solutions of (1.3) with (α, β) = (αn, βn). Then there
exists a positive function v ∈ C2(Ω) such that

lim
n→∞

(un, vn) = (τ∗, 1)v in C1(Ω)× C1(Ω) with τ∗ =
u∗

v∗
,

passing to a subsequence if necessary. Furthermore, the following properties hold true:

(i) If γ ∈ [0, Aτ∗) with A = a1/a2, then v = v∗, more precisely in this case, it follows that
limn→∞(un, vn) = (u∗, v∗) in C1(Ω)× C1(Ω) with the full sequence.

(ii) If γ ∈ (Aτ∗,∞], then v satisfies
{
d∆v + ξ∗v(v − v∗) = 0 in Ω,

∂νv = 0 on ∂Ω,
(2.3)

where

(d, ξ∗) :=

{
(τ∗d1 + γd2, (γa2 − τ∗a1)/v

∗) if γ <∞,

(d2, a2/v
∗) if γ = ∞.

The limit equation (2.3) can be classified into the scalar field equation, and the rich structure
of nonconstant solutions with small d2 > 0 has been actively studied in the field of nonlinear
elliptic equations (e.g., [10, Chapter 3]). Therefore, the assertion (ii) of Theorem 2.2 naturally
enables us to expect that (1.1) has also a rich structure of nonconstant stationary patterns when
α is large enough such as α/β > Aτ∗ and d2 > 0 is very small. See Figure 1 for the regions (i)
and (ii) occur on the αβ plane.

3. A priori estimates

In this section, some a priori estimates of solutions of (1.3) will be shown. We begin with the
L2 estimate independently of di (i = 1, 2), α and β.
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Lemma 3.1. Assume (1.2). Let (u, v) be any solution of (1.3). Then it holds that

‖u‖2 ≤
a1c2

b1c2 − b2c1
|Ω|1/2 and ‖v‖2 ≤

a1b2
b1c2 − b2c1

|Ω|1/2.

Proof. It is noted that (1.3a) is equivalent to

∇ · [(d1 + αv)∇u− αu∇v] + u(a1 − b1u+ c1v) = 0 (3.1)

in which the linear and nonlinear diffusion terms are expressed as the divergence form. Inte-
grating (3.1) over Ω and using the divergence theorem, one can get

∫

Ω
u(a1 − b1u+ c1v) =

∫

∂Ω
[(d1 + αv)∇u− αu∇v] · ν dσ = 0

by the Neumann boundary conditions on u and v. It follows that b1‖u‖
2
2 = a1‖u‖1 + c1

∫
Ω uv.

Applying the Schwarz inequality to both terms in the right-hand side, we obtain

b1‖u‖2 ≤ a1|Ω|
1/2 + c1‖v‖2. (3.2)

Hence the same procedure for (1.3b) gives

c2‖v‖2 ≤ b2‖u‖2. (3.3)

By (3.2) and (3.3), one can get the desired estimates on ‖u‖2 and ‖v‖2. The proof of Lemma
3.1 is complete. �

Furthermore, in the case where the spatial dimension N satisfies N ≤ 3, we find the uniform
W 2,p bound which is independent of α and β as follows:

Theorem 3.2. Assume (1.2) and N ≤ 3. Then for any p ∈ (1,∞), there exists a positive
number Cp = Cp(ai, bi, ci, di), which is independent of α and β, such that any solution (u, v) of
(1.3) satisfies

‖u‖W 2,p(Ω) ≤ Cp and ‖v‖W 2,p(Ω) ≤ Cp.

In the proof of Theorem 3.2, the following Harnack inequality will play an important role.

Lemma 3.3 ([9]). Let w be a nonnegative solution of

∆w + V (x)w = 0 in Ω, ∂νw = 0 on ∂Ω.

Then for any p > max{N/2, 1}, there exists C♯ = C♯(‖V ‖p) > 0 such that

max
x∈Ω

w(x) ≤ C♯min
x∈Ω

w(x).

Proof of Theorem 3.2. Since ∇· (v∇u−u∇v) = v∆u−u∆v, then (3.1) (or (1.3a)) is reduced to

(d1 + αv)∆u− αu∆v + u(a1 − b1u+ c1v) = 0 in Ω. (3.4)

Similarly one can form (1.3b) derive

(d2 + βu)∆v − βv∆u+ v(−a2 + b2u− c2v) = 0 in Ω. (3.5)

Substituting ∆v in (3.5) for ∆v in (3.4), and substituting ∆u in (3.4) for ∆u in (3.5), we obtain
the following semilinear system which is equivalent to (1.3):





∆u+ V1(u, v;α, β)u = 0, u ≥ 0 in Ω,

∆v + V2(u, v;α, β)v = 0, v ≥ 0 in Ω,

∂νu = ∂νv = 0 on ∂Ω,

(3.6)
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where

V1(u, v;α, β) :=
(d2 + βu)(a1 − b1u+ c1v) + αv(−a2 + b2u− c2v)

d1d2 + d1βu+ d2αv
(3.7)

and

V2(u, v;α, β) :=
(d1 + αv)(−a2 + b2u− c2v) + βu(a1 − b1u+ c1v)

d1d2 + d1βu+ d2αv
. (3.8)

Our strategy of the proof is first to find the uniform bound of ‖Vi(u, v;α, β)‖2 independently of
(α, β) with the aid of Lemma 3.1 and next to apply Lemma 3.3 to (3.6). It follows from (3.7)
that

|V1(u, v;α, β)| ≤

∣∣∣∣
(d2 + βu)(a1 − b1u+ c1v)

d1d2 + d1βu+ d2αv

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣
αv(−a2 + b2u− c2v)

d1d2 + d1βu+ d2αv

∣∣∣∣

≤
|a1 − b1u+ c1v|

d1
+

| − a2 + b2u− c2v|

d2
.

(3.9)

Similarly, we know from (3.8) that

|V2(u, v;α, β)| ≤
| − a2 + b2u− c2v|

d2
+

|a1 − b1u+ c1v|

d1
. (3.10)

Hence (3.9) and (3.10) with Lemma 3.1 ensure a positive constant C = C(ai, bi, ci, di) inde-
pendent of (α, β) such that ‖Vi(u, v;α, β)‖2 ≤ C for i = 1, 2. Therefore, if N ≤ 3, then the
application of Lemma 3.3 for (3.6) with p = 2 ensures some C♯ = C♯(ai, bi, ci, di) such that

max
x∈Ω

u(x) ≤ C♯min
x∈Ω

u(x), max
x∈Ω

v(x) ≤ C♯min
x∈Ω

v(x).

Since minx∈Ω u(x) ≤ a1c2/(b1c2 − b2c1) and minx∈Ω v(x) ≤ a1b2/(b1c2 − b2c1) by Lemma 3.1,
then we obtain the uniform L∞ bound, which is independent of α and β, as follows:

max
x∈Ω

u(x) ≤M and max
x∈Ω

v(x) ≤M where M := C♯
a1 max{b2, c2}

b1c2 − b2c1
. (3.11)

By virtue of (3.6), the standard application of the elliptic regularity theory using (3.9)-(3.11)
ensures the desired bound Cp in the assertion. The proof of Theorem 3.2 is complete. �

Theorem 3.4. Let M be the positive constant obtained in (3.11). If (1.3) admits at least one
positive nonconstant solution, then

d1 <
(α+ β)M

2
+

1

λ1

(
a1 +

(3c1 + b2)M

2

)

or

d2 <
M

2

(
α+ β +

c1 + 3b2
λ1

)
,

Proof. Suppose that (u, v) is a positive nonconstant solution of (1.3). We set u := |Ω|−1
∫
Ω u

and v := |Ω|−1
∫
Ω v. Taking the inner product of (3.1) with u− u, we obtain

∫

Ω
(d1 + αv)|∇u|2 − α

∫

Ω
u∇u · ∇v =

∫

Ω
(u− u)u(a1 − b1u− c1v). (3.12)

Here we observe that

a1

∫

Ω
(u− u)u = a1

∫

Ω
(u− u)(u− u+ u) = a1‖u− u‖22 (3.13)

and

−b1

∫

Ω
(u− u)u2 = −b1

∫

Ω
(u− u)(u2 − u2 + u2) = −b1

∫

Ω
(u− u)2(u+ u) (3.14)
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and

c1

∫

Ω
(u− u)uv = c1

∫

Ω
(u− u)(u− u+ u)v

= c1

∫

Ω
(u− u)2v + c1u

∫

Ω
(u− u)v

= c1

∫

Ω
(u− u)2v + c1u

∫

Ω
(u− u)(v − v).

(3.15)

Substituting (3.13)-(3.15) into (3.12), one can see that

d1‖∇u‖
2 − α

∫

Ω
u∇u · ∇v < a1‖u− u‖22 + c1

∫

Ω
(u− u)2v + c1u

∫

Ω
(u− u)(v − v).

Therefore, together with (3.11), the Schwarz and the Young inequalities yield
(
d1 −

αM

2

)
‖∇u‖22 −

αM

2
‖∇v‖22 <

(
a1 +

3c1M

2

)
‖u− u‖22 +

c1M

2
‖v − v‖22. (3.16)

Obviously, the same procedure for (1.3b) yields
(
d2 −

βM

2

)
‖∇v‖22 −

βM

2
‖∇u‖22 <

b2M

2
‖u− u‖22 +

3b2M

2
‖v − v‖22. (3.17)

Adding (3.16) and (3.17), one can see
(
d1 −

(α+ β)M

2

)
‖∇u‖22 +

(
d2 −

(α+ β)M

2

)
‖∇v‖22

<

(
a1 +

(3c1 + b2)M

2

)
‖u− u‖22 ++

(c1 + 3b2)M

2
‖v − v‖22.

Together with the Poincaré-Wirtinger equality, we obtain
{
d1 −

(α+ β)M

2
−

1

λ1

(
a1 +

(3c1 + b2)M

2

)}
‖∇u‖22

+

{
d2 −

(α+ β)M

2
−

(c1 + 3b2)M

2λ1

}
‖∇v‖22 < 0.

Consequently, we obtain the assertion of Theorem 3.4. �

4. Bifurcation from the constant state

In this section, we give the proof of Theorem 2.1. The proof relies on the bifurcation theo-
rem from simple eigenvalues established by Crandall and Rabinowitz [3, Theorem 1.7] and its
improvement by Shi and Wang [13, Theorem 4.3] for the application to a class of quasilinear
systems. We begin with the linearized stability of (u∗, v∗) when d2 > 0 is sufficiently large.

Lemma 4.1. Assume (1.2). Then for any (α, β) ∈ R
2
+, there exists d̂∗(α, β) ≥ 0 such that if

d2 > d̂∗(α, β), then (u∗, v∗) is linearly stable.

Proof. In view of the left-hand sides of (3.4) and (3.5), for any (d2, u, v) ∈ R+×Xp with p > N ,
we define F (d2, u, v) ∈ Y p by

F (d2, u, v) :=

[
d1 + αv −αu
−βv d2 + βu

] [
∆u
∆v

]
+

[
u(a1 − b1u+ c1v)
v(−a2 + b2u− c2v)

]
. (4.1)
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In order to find bifurcation points on Γ0, we consider the linearized eigenvalue problem around
the positive constant solution (u∗, v∗) to (1.3) as follows:

L(d2)

[
φ
ψ

]
+ µ

[
φ
ψ

]
=

[
0
0

]
, (4.2)

where L(d2) = D(u,v)F (d2, u
∗, v∗). By straightforward calculation, one can see that the eigen-

value problem (4.2) is reduced to the following system of linear elliptic equations:
[
d1 + αv∗ −αu∗

−βv∗ d2 + βu∗

] [
∆φ
∆ψ

]
+

[
µ− b1u

∗ c1u
∗

b2v
∗ µ− c2v

∗

] [
φ
ψ

]
=

[
0
0

]
. (4.3)

We seek for solution (φ,ψ) of (4.3) in the following form of the Fourier expansion:

(φ,ψ) =

∞∑

j=0

(hj , kj)Φj .

By the fact that {Φj} is a complete orthogonal system in L2(Ω), we substitute the above ex-
pression into (4.3) to get

(µI −Aj(d2;α, β))

[
hj
kj

]
=

[
0
0

]
, (4.4)

where

Aj(d2;α, β) :=

[
b1u

∗ + (d1 + αv∗)λj −(c1 + λjα)u
∗

−(b2 + λjβ)v
∗ c2v

∗ + (d2 + βu∗)λj

]
.

It is noted that µ is an eigenvalue of (4.2) if and only if (4.4) admits a nontrivial solution (hj , kj)
with some j ∈ N ∪ {0}, that is,

det (µI −Aj(d2;α, β)) = µ2 − trAj(d2;α, β)µ + detAj(d2;α, β) = 0. (4.5)

We denote roots of the algebraic equation det (µI −Aj(d2;α, β)) = 0 by µ±j (d2;α, β) with

Reµ−j (d2;α, β) ≤ Reµ+j (d2;α, β) and Imµ−j (d2;α, β) ≤ Imµ+j (d2;α, β).

Since
trAj(d2;α, β) = b1u

∗ + c2v
∗ + λj(d1 + d2 + αv∗ + βu∗) > 0,

then 



µ−j (d2;α, β) < 0 < µ+j (d2;α, β) if detAj(d2;α, β) < 0,

0 = µ−j (d2;α, β) < µ+j (d2;α, β) if detAj(d2;α, β) = 0,

0 < Reµ−j (d2;α, β) ≤ Reµ+j (d2;α, β) if detAj(d2;α, β) > 0.

(4.6)

By straightforward calculation, one can verify that

detAj(d2;α, β)

={(d1 + αv∗)λj + b1u
∗}λjd2 − a2v

∗λjα+ (a1 + d1λj)u
∗λjβ + (c2d1λj + a1c2 − a2c1)v

∗,

and therefore,

detAj(d2;α, β)





< 0 if (α, β) ∈ Rj and 0 < d2 < d
(j)
∗ (α, β),

= 0 if (α, β) ∈ Rj and d2 = d
(j)
∗ (α, β),

> 0 if (α, β) ∈ Rj and d2 > d
(j)
∗ (α, β),

(4.7)

and
detAj(d2;α, β) > 0 for any d2 > 0 if (α, β) 6∈ Rj , (4.8)

where Rj and d
(j)
∗ (α, β) are defined by (2.1) and (2.2), respectively. In addition, it is noted that

detA0(d2;α, β) > 0 for any d2 > 0 and (α, β) ∈ R≥0 under (1.2).
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For any (α, β) ∈ R
2
≥0, we define J(α, β) by the set of j ∈ N such that (α, β) ∈ Rj , that is,

J(α, β) := { j ∈ N : (α, β) ∈ Rj }.

In view of Rj, one can verify that ♯J(α, β) <∞ for any (α, β) ∈ R
2
+. We set

d̂∗(α, β) :=

{
max{ d

(j)
∗ (α, β) : j ∈ J(α, β) } if J(α, β) 6= ∅,

0 if J(α, β) = ∅.
(4.9)

We obtain from (4.6)-(4.8) that if d2 > d̂∗(α, β), then Reµj(α, β) > 0 for any j ∈ N ∪ {0}.

Consequently, it follows that (u∗, v∗) is linearly stable if d > d̂∗(α, β). The proof of Lemma 4.1
is complete. �

Proof of Theorem 2.1. In view of (4.2) and (4.5), one can see that KerL(d2) is nontrivial if and
only if detAj(d2;α, β) = 0. Therefore, it follows from (4.7) that KerL(d2) is nontrivial if and

only if d2 = d
(j)
∗ (α, β), and moreover,

KerL(d
(j)
∗ (α, β)) = Span { (1, κj)Φj },

where κj = (b1u
∗ + (d1 + αv∗)λj)/(c1 + λjα)u

∗. Here it is easily verified that

KerL∗(d
(j)
∗ (α, β)) = Span { (1, κ∗j )Φj },

where L∗(d
(j)
∗ (α, β)) is the adjoint operator of L(d

(j)
∗ (α, β)) and κ∗j = (b1u

∗+(d1+αv
∗)λj)/(b2+

λjβ)v
∗. By the Fredholm alternative theorem, one can see that

RanL(d
(j)
∗ (α, β)) = Span { (1, κ∗j )Φj }

⊥,

that is, L(d
(j)
∗ (α, β)) is a Fredholm operator with index zero. For the application of [13, Theorem

4.3], we have to check the transversality condition that

D(u,v),d2F (d
(j)
∗ (α, β), u∗, v∗)

[
1
κj

]
Φj 6∈ RanL(d

(j)
∗ (α, β)) (= Span { (1, κ∗j )Φj }

⊥ ). (4.10)

Here it is easily verified that

D(u,v),d2F (d
(j)
∗ (α, β), u∗, v∗)

[
1
κj

]
Φj =

[
0
−κjλj

]
Φj.

Obviously, the right-hand side is not orthogonal to Span { (1, κ∗j )Φj }, and thereby, (4.10) follows.

Therefore, we can use the bifurcation theorem [13, Theorem 4.3] to obtain all assertions in
Theorem 2.1. �

5. Asymptotic behavior of solutions as α, β → ∞

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 2.2.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Assume (1.2) and N ≤ 3. Let {(un, vn)} be any sequence of positive
nonconstant solutions of (1.3) with (α, β) = (αn, βn) satisfying γn := αn/βn → γ ∈ [0,∞] and
at least one of {αn} and {βn} tends to ∞. By Theorem 3.2 and the Sobolev embedding theorem,
we find nonnegative functions (u∞, v∞) ∈ Xp with p > N such that

lim
n→∞

(un, vn) = (u∞, v∞) weakly in Xp and strongly in C1(Ω)× C1(Ω), (5.1)

passing to a subsequence if necessary.
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As the first step of the proof, we show that u∞ > 0 and v∞ > 0 in Ω. We set (ũn(x), ṽn(x)) :=
(un(x)/‖un‖∞, vn(x)/‖vn‖∞). Multiplying the first equation of (3.6) by 1/‖un‖∞, we see that

∆ũn + V1(un, vn;αn, βn)ũn = 0 in Ω, ∂ν ũn = 0 on ∂Ω

for any n ∈ N. By virtue of (3.9) and ‖ũn‖∞ = 1, the elliptic regularity theory and the strong
maximum principle (e.g., [5]) give a positive function ũ∞ ∈ Xp with p > N and ‖ũ∞‖∞ = 1

such that ũn → ũ∞ weakly in Xp and strongly in C1(Ω). Obviously, the same procedure for the

second equation of (3.6) implies that ṽn → ṽ∞ weakly in Xp and strongly in C1(Ω) with some
positive function ṽ∞ ∈ Xp with p > N and ‖ṽ∞‖∞ = 1. Next, multiplying (1.3b) by 1/‖vn‖∞
and integrating the resulting expression over Ω, one can see

∫

Ω
ṽn(−a2 + b2un − c2vn) = 0 for any n ∈ N (5.2)

by (1.3c). Suppose for contradiction that minx∈Ω un(x) → 0 as n→ ∞, subject to a subsequence.
Thanks to (3.9), we can set n→ ∞ in the weak form of

∆un + V1(un, vn;αn, βn)un = 0 in Ω, ∂νun = 0 on ∂Ω (5.3)

and apply the combination of the elliptic regularity with the strong maximum principle to reach
u∞ = 0 in Ω. Setting n→ ∞ in (5.2), we know that

∫

Ω
ṽ∞(−a2 − c2v∞) = 0.

Hence this contradicts the fact that ṽ∞ > 0 in Ω. Consequently, we obtain u∞ > 0 in Ω by
contradiction. We next suppose for contradiction that minx∈Ω vn(x) → 0 as n→ ∞, passing to
a subsequence. Owing to the uniform estimate (3.10), the same limiting procedure in the weak
form of

∆vn + V2(un, vn;αn, βn)vn = 0 in Ω, ∂νvn = 0 on ∂Ω (5.4)

leads to v∞ = 0 in Ω. In view of (3.7), setting n → ∞ in (5.3) again, we know that u∞ > 0
satisfies

−d1∆u∞ = u∞(a1 − b1u∞) in Ω, ∂νu∞ = 0 on ∂Ω

in the weak sense. By the uniqueness of positive solutions to the above Neumann problem, one
can deduce u∞ = a1/b1. Then, setting n→ ∞ in (5.2), one can see

(
−a2 +

a1b2
b1

)∫

Ω
ṽ∞ = 0.

From ṽ∞ > 0 in Ω, it follows that a1/a2 = b1/b2. However this contradicts (1.2). Therefore, we
obtain v∞ > 0 in Ω by contradiction.

As the next step of the proof, we show that u∞(x) = τ∗v∞(x) for all x ∈ Ω with τ∗ = u∗/v∗.
Taking the inner product of (1.3a) with un/vn, we get

d1

(∫

Ω

|∇un|
2

vn
−

∫

Ω

(
un
vn

)2

∇un · ∇vn

)
+ αn

∫

Ω
v2n

∣∣∣∣∇
(
un
vn

)∣∣∣∣
2

=

∫

Ω

u2n
vn

(a1 − b1un + c1vn) (5.5)

for all n ∈ N. By virtue of (5.1) with u∞ > 0 and v∞ > 0 in Ω, we multiply (5.5) by 1/αn and
set n→ ∞ to get

∫

Ω
v2∞

∣∣∣∣∇
(
u∞
v∞

)∣∣∣∣
2

= 0.
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Since u∞ > 0 and v∞ > 0 in Ω, then u∞/v∞ = τ∗ in Ω with some positive constant τ∗. In order
to get τ∗ = u∗/v∗, we set n→ ∞ in the integration of (1.3a) and (1.3b) to see

{
a1‖v∞‖1 + (−b1τ

∗ + c1)‖v∞‖22 = 0,

−a2‖v∞‖1 + (b2τ
∗ − c2)‖v∞‖22 = 0.

It follows from the algebraic equations that τ∗ = u∗/v∗.
As the final step of the proof, we show the desired assertions (i) and (ii) of Theorem 2.2. By

virtue of u∞ = τ∗v∞ in (5.1), we set n→ ∞ in (5.3) and (5.4) using (3.7) and (3.8), respectively,
to reach the same equation of v∞ as follows:

{
d∆v∞ + ξ∗v∞(v∞ − v∗) = 0 in Ω,

∂νv∞ = 0 on ∂Ω,
(5.6)

where

(d, ξ∗) :=

{
(τ∗d1 + γd2, (γa2 − τ∗a1)/v

∗) if γ <∞,

(d2, a2/v
∗) if γ = ∞.

It is well-known that if ξ∗ < 0, then (5.6) is corresponding to the diffusive logistic equation and
v∞ = v∗, whereas if ξ∗ > 0, then (5.6) is corresponding to the scalar field equation and admits
positive nonconstant solutions when d > 0 is small. The proof of Theorem 2.2 is complete. �

6. Numerical bifurcation branches

In this section, some numerical bifurcation branches of steady-state solutions to the one-
dimensional version of (1.3) will be shown. Our numerical simulations employ the continuation
software pde2path [2, 4, 14, 15] based on an FEM discretization of the stationary problem. For
(1.3), our setting of parameters in the numerical simulation is as follows:

Ω = (−0.5, 0.5), (d1, a1, a2, b1, b2, c1, c2) = (0.004, 1, 1, 4, 5, 2, 3). (6.1)

and some pairs of (α, β) so that γ = α/β = 2. In line with the theoretical analysis, d2 will play
an role of the bifurcation parameter.

It should be noted here that in the one-dimensional case where Ω is an interval, the global
bifurcation structure of all positive nonconstant solutions of the limiting system (2.3) is well
known. To illustrate the structure, we classify the positive nonconstant solutions by node, and
introduce

S(j)
∞ = { (d2, v) : v satisfies (2.3) and v′ has exactly j − 1 zeros in Ω }.

Then it is well-known that S
(j)
∞ forms a pitchfork bifurcation curve bifurcating from the positive

constant solution v = v∗ at

d2 =
1

γ

(
ξ∗v∗

(jπ)2
− τ∗d1

)
(= d

(j)
∗,∞ ),

and moreover, the upper and lower branches of S
(j)
∞ can be parameterized by d2 ∈ (0, d

(j)
∗,∞). Here,

for each j ∈ N, we call the subset of S
(j)
∞ for which v′ is monotone increasing (resp. decreasing)

in a neighborhood of the left end of Ω, the upper (resp. lower) branch. In (f) of Figure 2, right

(blue), center (red) and left (green) curves numerically exhibit upper branches of S
(1)
∞ , S

(2)
∞ and

S
(3)
∞ in case (6.1) and γ = 2.
In Figure 2, (a) to (e) numerically present the bifurcation branches of nonconstant solutions of

(1.3). In each of (a)-(e), right (blue), center (red) and left (green) bifurcation curves correspond
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v

(a) (α, β) = (2, 1)

v

(b) (α, β) = (5, 2.5)

v

(c) (α, β) = (10, 5)

v

(d) (α, β) = (20, 10)

v

(e) (α, β) = (50, 25)

v

(f) (2.3) with γ = 2

Figure 2. Bifurcation branches of solutions to (1.3) and (2.3).
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to global extensions of upper branches of Γ1, Γ2 and Γ3 (obtained in Theorem 2.1), respectively.
The coefficients in the reaction terms and the linear diffusion coefficient d1 are fixed to satisfy
(6.1), while gradually increasing both α and β by keeping their ratio γ = α/β equals to 2 from (a)
to (e). At this point, it can be observed that the bifurcation branches approach the bifurcation
branches of the limiting system (2.3) presented in (f). The transition of the bifurcation branches
from (a) to (e) supports numerically the content of (ii) of Theorem 2.2.
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