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Abstract In order to understand how nonlocal diffusion and pulse intervention affect

dynamics of species, we focus on an age-structured nonlocal diffusion model in moving and

heterogeneous environment, where nonlocal diffusion describes the long range dispersal

of species itself and time-periodic harvesting pulse exacting on the adult reflects human

intervention. A generalized principal eigenvalue involving harvesting rate used to identify

the spreading and vanishing outcomes is firstly defined and the existence of the principal

eigenvalue is given under some conditions. Subsequently, properties of the generalized

principal eigenvalue and the principal eigenvalue related to harvesting rate and length of

habitat interval are analyzed, respectively. The criteria to governing spreading or vanish-

ing of the species are finally investigated, with sufficient conditions for spreading-vanishing

established. Our results indicate that complexities can be induced by the internal long

rang dispersal and expanding capacities of species, as well as external harvesting inter-

vention of human. Specifically, appropriate harvesting rate and expanding capacities can

even change the reciprocal outcomes of species from co-existence to co-extinction.
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1 Introduction

To precisely describe the spatial spreading of species and the front of expanding habitats, several
reaction-diffusion mutualistic models of random dispersal with Stefan boundary conditions
have been widely researched [19, 40], see also [32, 33] for competition models and [34, 38] for
prey-predator models. The well-posedness of the solution has been established and dynamic
behaviors as well as sufficient conditions for spreading-vanishing have been given by a series of
well-developed theories since the early work of Du and Lin in [9].

Nonlocal diffusion as a long range dispersal can better characterize the movement of species,
while local diffusion as adjacent random dispersal processes expressed by reaction-diffusion
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equations has been widely researched [2,4,17,22]. Some classic models characterized by Lapician
local operator have been expanded to nonlocal operators, for instance, a Fisher-KPP equation
with nonlocal dispersal in [6] is a natural extension of the model for a moving boundary in [9],
which arises significant differences on the spreading-vanishing criteria, and a higher-dimensional
Fisher-KPP equation with nonlocal dispersal and a moving boundary is investigated by Du and
Ni in [12]. See also extensions for a class of two-species mutulistic model [11, 35], for models
with Lotka-Volterra type competition and prey-predator growth terms [15], which also give the
longtime asymptotic limits of the solution when spreading happens in weak competition and
weak predation cases, see also [3, 7, 16] and references therein. Besides mathematics, nonlocal
diffusion problems have attached much attention in many other fields. A generalized nonlocal
Kuramoto-Sivashinsky evolution equation was researched in hydromechanics [8]. Nonlocal op-
erator method was applied to solve the differential electromagnetic vector wave equations in
electric fields [27], and nonlocal discrete differential operators as well as a family of weighted
p-Laplace operators were introduced to show a simple graph colorization method [20]. See
also [24] for materials science and [39] for image recovery.

A nonlocal dispersal operator to replace the local diffusion Laplace term duxx is commonly
written by

d(J ∗ u− u)(t, x) = d[

∫
R
J(x− y)u(t, y)dy − u(t, x)].

Since u(t, x) is the density of species at time t and space x, J(x− y) represents the probability
distribution function moving from the location y to x, then J(x − y)u(t, y) is the rate that
is proportional to the probabilities of an individual density u(t, y) jumping from location y to
x, vice versa. Du et al. in [10, 11, 13] established a semi-wave model and discussed different
conditions as ∫ +∞

0

xJ(x)dx < +∞ and

∫ +∞

0

eλxJ(x)dx < +∞

satisfied by a continuous nonnegative even kernel function J , that is, spreading speed is finite
if and only if

∫ +∞
0

xJ(x)dx < +∞, otherwise, the accelerate spreading happens and compre-
hensive results on spreading speed occurs.

Apart from moving boundaries and nonlocal diffusion caused by species itself, the pulses
from human intervention also have an effect on the extinction or persistence of species. Math-
ematical models with periodic pulse interventions such as spraying pesticide and harvesting of
crops [29], vaccination of susceptible individuals [30,31] and releasing of natural enemies in the
management of invasive species [28] from continuous to discrete system, will cause considerable
technical difficulties for analysis. An impulsive reaction-diffusion model was introduced and
its speed and critical threshold were investigated by Lewis and Li in [18]. See also [21] for
one-single logistic model with pulses and free boundaries, [36] for cooperative reaction-diffusion
model with impulsive harvesting in evolving domain, [25] for a West Nile virus nonlocal model
with seasonal succession, and [41] for competition model with seasonal succession. Taking
a comprehensive consideration of these factors, we consider a cooperative nonlocal diffusion
model with harvesting pulses imposed on adults in moving and heterogeneous environment,
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which reads as

u1t = d1L1[u1] + b(t)u2 − [a(t) +m1(t)]u1

−α1(t)u
2
1, t ∈ ((nτ)+, (n+ 1)τ ], x ∈ (g(t), h(t)),

u2t = d2L2[u2] + a(t)u1 −m2(t)u2 − α2(t)u
2
2, t ∈ ((nτ)+, (n+ 1)τ ], x ∈ (g(t), h(t)),

u1((nτ)
+, x) = u1(nτ, x), x ∈ (g(nτ), h(nτ)),

u2((nτ)
+, x) = H(u2(nτ, x)), x ∈ (g(nτ), h(nτ)),

u1(t, x) = u2(t, x) = 0, t ∈ (0,+∞), x ∈ {g(t), h(t)},

h′(t) =
2∑

i=1

µi

∫ h(t)

g(t)

∫ +∞
h(t)

Ji(x− y)ui(t, x)dydx, t ∈ (nτ, (n+ 1)τ ],

g′(t) = −
2∑

i=1

µi

∫ h(t)

g(t)

∫ g(t)

−∞ Ji(x− y)ui(t, x)dydx, t ∈ (nτ, (n+ 1)τ ],

h(0) = −g(0) = h0,

u1(0, x) = u1,0(x), u2(0, x) = u2,0(x), x ∈ [−h0, h0], n = 0, 1, 2, . . . ,

(1.1)

where u1(t, x) and u2(t, x) are densities of juveniles and adults, d1 and d2 represent the diffusive
rates of juveniles and adults, respectively. b(t) denotes reproduction rate of adults and a(t)
is the rate at which juveniles mature into adults. m1(t) and m2(t) represent the death rates
of juveniles and adults. α1(t) and α2(t) denote the competition coefficients of juvenile and
adult individuals, respectively. Biologically, u((nτ)+, x) can describe the density of survivor
mosquito after being killed at every time t = nτ . Impulsive functions usually take the form
H1(u) = cu, H2(u) = mu/(a+u) and H3(u) = uer−bu, which are normally called linear function,
Beverton-Holt function [1] and Ricker function [26], respectively. Harvesting function satisfies
H(u) ∈ C1([0,+∞)) and usually has the properities as following

(A) H(u) > 0 for u > 0 and H(0) = 0; H ′(u) > 0 for u ≥ 0. Also, H(u)/u is nonincreasing
with respect to u and 0 < H(u)/u < 1.

It is clear that different parameters in H(u) will cause different harvesting pulses, as a
result, 1−H(u)/u is naturally used to characterize the harvesting rate on adults, specially, for
H1(u) = cu, 1 − c is the harvesting rate and 0 < 1 − c < 1. Ji : R → R with i = 1, 2 is a
continuous nonnegative even kernel function, and has the properties

(J) : Ji ∈ C(R) ∩ L∞(R), Ji(0) > 0,

∫
R
Ji(x)dx = 1, sup

R
Ji <∞, i = 1, 2,

and nonlocal operator is

Li[ui] = Li[ui; g, h](t, x) =

∫ h(t)

g(t)

Ji(x− y)ui(t, y)dy − ui(t, x), i = 1, 2. (1.2)

Initial functions ui,0(x)(i = 1, 2) satisfy

ui,0(x) ∈ C([−h0, h0]), ui,0(x) > 0 in (−h0, h0), ui,0(−h0) = ui,0(h0) = 0. (1.3)

There have been much research on free boundary problems for mutualistic models. Never-
theless, the introduction of nonlocal dispersal in such an age-structured impulsive system (1.1)
in heterogeneous and moving environment is to allow diversity in results and naturally raises
analytical difficulties. Whether does the principal eigenvalue that divides dynamic behaviors
of species still exist in dual effects of nonlocal dispersal and periodic pulses? What are the new
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criteria for spreading and vanishing of individuals? Whether or not can external periodic har-
vesting pulse and internal expanding capacities alter the population state, from persistence to
extinction? Moreover, how does the harvesting rate affect or change the dynamical outcomes?
We try to address problems raised above. The goal of this paper is to investigate the impact
of periodic harvesting pulse and nonlocal diffusion on longtime behavior of species, and finally
obtain the spreading-vanishing criteria by overcoming difficulties caused by pulse and nonlocal
operator.

The rest of this paper is arranged as follows. In Section 2, the global existence and unique-
ness of the solution to problem (1.1) with nonlocal diffusion and harvesting pulse is given. To
overcome the difficulty caused by nonlocal operator and harvesting pulse in the periodic eigen-
value problem, we first define a generalized principal eigenvalue involving pulses in Section 3,
then sufficient conditions for the existence of the principal eigenvalue are given and the proper-
ties of principal eigenvalues are explored. Section 4 mainly focuses on the spreading-vanishing
criteria, in which the dynamic behavior of the solution in a fixed domain is firstly investigated,
then some sufficient conditions involving pulse on spreading-vanishing are shown. Criteria
about expanding capacities governing spreading or vanishing of species are finally obtained.

2 Global existence and uniqueness

For convenience, some notations are firstly introduced. For any given h0 and τ , we define

Hh0,τ := {h(t) ∈ C([0,+∞)) ∩ C1((nτ, (n+ 1)τ ]) : h(0) = h0, h
′(t) > 0},

Gh0,τ := {g(t) ∈ C([0,+∞)) ∩ C1((nτ, (n+ 1)τ ]) : −g(t) ∈ Hh0,τ},

Xg,h
ui,0;τ

:= {(ζ1, ζ2)(t, x) : ζi ∈ [C((nτ, (n+ 1)τ ]× [g(t), h(t)]), ζi ≥ 0, ζi(0, x) = ui,0(x)

forx ∈ [−h0, h0] and ζi(t, g(t)) = ζi(t, h(t)) = 0 for t ∈ [0,+∞), i = 1, 2}.

Theorem 2.1 Suppose that (J) holds. Then for any given h0, ui,0 satisfying (1.3) and any
given τ > 0, problem (1.1) admits a unique solution (u1, u2; (g, h)) defined for all t ∈ (0,+∞).
Moreover,

(u1(t, x), u2(t, x)) ∈ [Xg,h
ui,0;τ

]2 and (g(t), h(t)) ∈ Gh0,τ ×Hh0,τ .

Proof. (i) For the interval t ∈ (0+, τ ], we regard (u1(0
+, x), u2(0

+, x)) as the initial value of
solution (u1(t, x), u2(t, x)) to problem (1.1). Since ui,0(x) ∈ C([−h0, h0]) and H ∈ C1([0,+∞)),
we derive that new initial value satisfies that u1(0

+, x) = u1(0, x) ∈ C([−h0, h0]) and u2(0+, x) =
H(u2,0(x)) ∈ C([−h0, h0]). Recalling the existence and uniqueness of the solution without
pulse in [6] and Lemma 2.2 later, we declare that the solution (u1, u2; (g, h)) to problem (1.1)
exists and is unique in t ∈ (0+, τ ]. Furthermore, ui ∈ C((0, τ ] × [g(t), h(t)]) for i = 1, 2 and
(g(t), h(t)) ∈ [C([0, τ ]) ∩ C1((0, τ ])]2.

(ii) For the interval t ∈ (τ+, 2τ ], by the same procedure as (i), the new initial value satisfies
u1(τ

+, x) = u1(τ, x) ∈ C([g(τ), h(τ)]) and u2(τ
+, x) = H(u2(τ, x)) ∈ C([g(τ), h(τ)]). Owing

to Lemma 2.2, one easily checks that the solution (u1, u2; (g, h)) to problem (1.1) exists and is
unique in t ∈ (τ+, 2τ ]. Also, (u1(t, x), u2(t, x)) ∈ [C((τ, 2τ ] × [g(t), h(t)])]2 and (g(t), h(t)) ∈
[C([τ, 2τ ]) ∩ C1((τ, 2τ ])]2.

(iii) The local existence and uniqueness of the solution can be derived by the same process
in interval t ∈ (2τ+, 3τ ], t ∈ (3τ+, 4τ ], . . . , and step by step, we then find a maximal time
interval [0, Tmax) with Tmax := n0τ + τ0, 0 ≤ τ0 < τ and positive integer n0 by Zorn’s lemma
such that problem (1.1) admits a unique solution in [0, Tmax).

4



(iv) We now claim that Tmax = +∞. The following estimates of (u1, u2; (g, h)) in Lemma
2.2, which together with the standard continuous extension method, yield the global existence
and uniqueness of the solution to problem (1.1).

□

Lemma 2.2 Assume that (J) holds. For any given nonnegative integer n0 and 0 < τ1 ≤ τ , if
(u1, u2; (g, h)) is a solution to problem (1.1) defined for t ∈ (0, T ] with T := n0τ + τ1. Then we
acquire

0 < u1(t, x), u2(t, x) ≤ max{ b
M

αm
1

,
aM

αm
2

, ∥ u1,0 ∥∞, ∥ u2,0 ∥∞} := A

for t ∈ (0, T ] and x ∈ (g(t), h(t)).

Proof. Denote (ū1, ū2) = (A,A), since (J) holds, careful calculations yield

ū1t − d1L1[ū1]− b(t)ū2 + (a(t) +m1(t))ū1 − α1(t)ū
2
1

≥ −d1A(
∫ h(t)

g(t)
J1(x− y)dy − 1)− b(t)A− α1(t)Ā

2

≥ A(−bM + αm
1 A) ≥ 0,

similarly, ū2t − d2L2[ū2]− a(t)ū1 +m2(t)ū2 − α2(t)ū
2
2 > 0 for t ∈ (0, T ] and x ∈ (g(t), h(t)).

If n0 = 0, we get t ∈ (0, T ] ⊆ (0, τ ]. Since (ū1(0, x), ū2(0, x)) ≥ (u1,0, u2,0), a comparison
principle to conclude (0, 0) < (u1(t, x), u2(t, x)) ≤ (A,A) for t ∈ (0, τ1] and x ∈ (g(t), h(t)). If
n0 = 1, we obtain t ∈ (0, τ + τ1]. Since the interval t ∈ (0, τ1] is discussed above, we here fix
t ∈ ((τ1)

+, τ + τ1]. It then follows from (A) that

ū1((τ1)
+, x) = ū1(τ1, x), ū2((τ1)

+, x) = A > H(A) = H(ū2(τ1, x)), x ∈ (g(nτ1), h(nτ1)).

Step by step, (0, 0) < (u1(t, x), u2(t, x)) ≤ (A,A) for t ∈ (0, T ] and x ∈ (g(t), h(t)) can be
obtained. □

3 The generalized eigenvalue problem

To understand the long-time behavior of the solution to problem (1.1), we first consider the
corresponding problem of (1.1) in a fixed interval [L1, L2], and the following nonlocal time-
periodic eigenvalue problem in a fixed boundary

ϕt − d1L̃1[ϕ] = b(t)ψ − [a(t) +m1(t)]ϕ+ λϕ, t ∈ (0+, τ ], x ∈ (L1, L2),

ψt − d2L̃2[ψ] = a(t)ϕ−m2(t)ψ + λψ, t ∈ (0+, τ ], x ∈ (L1, L2),

ϕ(0+, x) = ϕ(0, x), x ∈ (L1, L2),

ψ(0+, x) = H ′(0)ψ(0, x), x ∈ (L1, L2),

ϕ(0, x) = ϕ(τ, x), ψ(0, x) = ψ(τ, x), x ∈ [L1, L2]

(3.1)

is firstly introduced, where L̃i[u] is defined in (1.2) with [g(t), h(t)] replaced by [L1, L2], satis-
fying

L̃i[u] := L̃i[u;L1, L2](t, x) =

∫ L2

L1

Ji(x− y)u(t, y)dy − u(t, x), i = 1, 2.
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For the coupled problem (3.1) with harvesting pulse, the generalized principal eigenvalues
can be defined by λ and λ:

λ((L1, L2), H
′(0)) := inf{λ ∈ R | ∃ϕ, ψ ∈ C1,0((0, τ ]× [L1, L2]), ϕ, ψ > 0 andϕ, ψ are

τ − periodic so as (3.2) hold},

where 

ϕt − d1L̃1[ϕ] ≤ b(t)ψ − [a(t) +m1(t)]ϕ+ λϕ, t ∈ (0+, τ ], x ∈ (L1, L2),

ψt − d2L̃2[ψ] ≤ a(t)ϕ−m2(t)ψ + λψ, t ∈ (0+, τ ], x ∈ (L1, L2),

ϕ(0+, x) = ϕ(0, x), x ∈ (L1, L2),

ψ(0+, x) = H ′(0)ψ(0, x), x ∈ (L1, L2),

ϕ(0, x) = ϕ(τ, x), ψ(0, x) = ψ(τ, x), x ∈ [L1, L2],

(3.2)

and

λ((L1, L2), H
′(0)) := sup{λ ∈ R | ∃ϕ, ψ ∈ C1,0((0, τ ]× [L1, L2]), ϕ, ψ > 0 andϕ, ψ are

τ − periodic if inequalities in (3.2) are all reversed.}

If we can find (λ∗, ϕ, ψ) with positive function pair (ϕ, ψ) such that the equalities in (3.2) hold,
then λ∗ is called a principal eigenvalue of problem (3.1).

Specially, suppose J1(x) = J2(x)(:= J(x)) and all coefficients are constant, then periodic
eigenvalue problem (3.1) can be transformed into

ϕt − d1L̃[ϕ] = bψ − (a+m1)ϕ+ λϕ, t ∈ (0+, τ ], x ∈ (L1, L2),

ψt − d2L̃[ψ] = aϕ−m2ψ + λψ, t ∈ (0+, τ ], x ∈ (L1, L2),

ϕ(0+, x) = ϕ(0, x), x ∈ (L1, L2),

ψ(0+, x) = H ′(0)ψ(0, x), x ∈ (L1, L2),

ϕ(0, x) = ϕ(τ, x), ψ(0, x) = ψ(τ, x), x ∈ [L1, L2].

(3.3)

Moreover, we declare that problem (3.3) can be transformed into two eigenvalue problems since
J1 = J2, one of which is time-independent, and the other is space-independent. In fact, we first
consider a time-independent eigenvalue problem

L̃[u] := L̃[u(x);L1, L2] =

∫ L2

L1

J(x− y)u(y)dy − u(x) = λ0u(x), L1 ≤ x ≤ L2.

It follows from Cao et al. in [6, Proposition 3.4 with a0 = 0] that the principal eigen-pair
(λ0,Ψ(x)) of operator L̃ exists with positive eigenvalue function Ψ(x) ∈ C([L1, L2]). By the
method of separation variables with ϕ(t, x) = α(t)Ψ(x) and ψ(t, x) = β(t)Ψ(x), the eigenvalue
problem (3.1)(problem (3.3)) can be written by a spatially independent eigenvalue problem

α′(t) = bβ(t)− (a+m1 − d1λ0)α(t) + λα(t), t ∈ (0+, τ ],

β′(t) = aα(t)− (m2 − d2λ0)β(t) + λβ(t), t ∈ (0+, τ ],

α(0) = α(τ), β(0) = β(τ),

α(0+) = α(0), β(0+) = H ′(0)β(0).

(3.4)

We derive from the first two equations of problem (3.4) that(
α′(t)
β′(t)

)
=

(
−a−m1 + d1λ0 + λ b

a −m2 + d2λ0 + λ

)(
α(t)
β(t)

)
≜M

(
α(t)
β(t)

)
.
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The corresponding characteristic equation is |M − µE| = 0, and a direct calculation yields

µ1,2 = λ+
−a−m1 −m2 + (d1 + d2)λ0+

√
(a+m1 −m2 − d1λ0 + d2λ0)2 + 4ab

2
≜ λ+ c1,2.

(3.5)
Without loss of generality, we assume that c1 > c2. Careful calculations imply that

a+m1 − d1λ0 + c1 = −(m2 − d2λ0 + c2) > 0.

Let (k11, k12) and (k21, k22) be the linearly independent of eigenvectors related to eigenvalues
µ1 and µ2, which yield

(
ki1 ki2

)( −a−m1 + d1λ0 + λ− µi b
a −m2 + d2λ0 + λ− µi

)
=

(
0 0

)
for i = 1, 2. Therefore

(k11, k12) = (a, a+m1 − d1λ0 − λ+ µ1) = (a, a+m1 − d1λ0 + c1)

and
(k21, k22) = (m2 − d2λ0 − λ+ µ2, b) = (m2 − d2λ0 + c2, b).

In the following, we consider the corresponding algebraic equations(
a a+m1 − d1λ0 + c1

m2 − d2λ0 + c2 b

)(
α(t)
β(t)

)
=

(
eµ1t

meµ2t

)
,

and through careful calculations we can obtain

(α(t), β(t)) = (
beµ1t − (a+m1 − d1λ0 + c1)me

µ2t

C
,
−(m2 − d2λ0 + c2)e

µ1t + ameµ2t

C
),

where
C = ab− (a+m1 − d1λ0 + c1)(m2 − d2λ0 + c2) > 0.

Direct calculations yield α(0) + k1β(0) = k2 with k1 = (a + m1 − d1λ0 + c1)/a and k2 =
b/C − (a+m1 − d1λ0 + c1)(m2 − d2λ0 + c2)/(aC), which are independent of m.

In the following we denote Λ = eµ1τ for simplicity. Since α(0) = α(τ) and β(0+) =
H ′(0)β(τ), we get{

b− (a+m1 − d1λ0 + c1)m = bΛ− (a+m1 − d1λ0 + c1)e
(c2−c1)τmΛ,

am+ (a+m1 − d1λ0 + c1) = H ′(0)ae(c2−c1)τmΛ +H ′(0)(a+m1 − d1λ0 + c1)Λ.
(3.6)

For abbreviation, we further denote

A11 = b, A12 = a+m1 − d1λ0 + c1, A13 = (a+m1 − d1λ0 + c1)e
(c2−c1)τ ,

A21 = a, A22 = H ′(0)ae(c2−c1)τ , A23 = H ′(0)(a+m1 − d1λ0 + c1),

then (3.6) can be written by{
A11 − A12m = A11Λ− A13mΛ,

A21m+ A12 = A22mΛ + A23Λ.
(3.7)
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Figure 1: The solution curve to problem (3.8). The green line represents the solution curve of the first equation in (3.8),

which go through fixed points P1(
b

a+m1−d1λ0+c1
, 0) and P2(0, 1). m1 = −(a+m1 − d1λ0 + c1)/(ae(c2−c1)τ ) and

Λ1 = 1/(H′(0)e(c2−c1)τ ) are two asymptotes. Also, Λ is strictly decreasing with respect to m in interval
(−∞, b

(a+m1−d1λ0+c1)e
(c2−c1)τ )

⋃
((a+m1 − d1λ0 + c1)e(c2−c1)τ ,∞) and lim

m→∞
Λ = 1/e(c2−c1)τ (> 1). Similarly, mathematical

analysis of the second equation in (3.8) shows that points P3(−a+m1−d1λ0+c1
a

, 0), P4(0,
1

e(c2−c1)τ ) are in the blue line and

m2 = b/[(a+m1 − d1λ0 + c1)e(c2−c1)τ ], Λ2 = 1/(e(c2−c1)τ ) are two asymptotes. Λ is strictly increasing with respect to m in

interval (−∞,
−(a+m1−d1λ0+c1)

ae(c2−c1)τ )
⋃
(
−(a+m1−d1λ0+c1)

ae(c2−c1)τ ,∞) and lim
m→∞

Λ = 1/H′(0)e(c2−c1)τ (> 1). Clearly, Q1 and Q2 are two

intersection points, which represents two solution to problem (3.8).

The explicit solution (m,Λ) to problem (3.7) is not easy to given, so in the following we will
develop the existence of solution by image method. It is clear that (3.7) can be transformed
into {

Λ = (A11 − A12m)/(A11 − A13m),

Λ = (A21m+ A12)/(A22m+ A23).
(3.8)

It can be seen from Fig. 1 that points Q1(m1,Λ1) ∈ D1 := (−(a+m1−d1λ0+c1)

ae(c2−c1)τ
, 0)×(1, 1

e(c2−c1)τ
)

and Q2(m2,Λ2) ∈ D2 := ( b
(a+m1−d1λ0+c1)e(c2−c1)τ

,∞)× ( 1
e(c2−c1)τ

, 1
H′(0)e(c2−c1)τ

). Since α(t)β(t) < 0

in D2, problem (3.6) admits a unique solution Q1(m1,Λ1) ∈ D1 with α(t)β(t) > 0, then
eigenvalue problem (3.4) has a unique solution with α(0)+k1β(0) = k2 and (α(t), β(t)) > (0, 0)
for t ∈ (0+, τ ], which indicates problem (3.3) admits a unique solution (λ∗, ϕ, ψ) with ϕ, ψ > 0.

Remark 3.1 Suppose that J1(x) = J2(x)(:= J(x)). If all coefficients are constant, it follows
from the analysis in Fig. 1 that the principal eigen-pair (λ∗((L1, L2), H

′(0)), ϕ(t, x), ψ(t, x))
of periodic problem (3.1) (i.e. problem (3.3)) exists with ϕ(t, x), ψ(t, x) > 0 in t ∈ (0+, τ ]
and x ∈ [L1, L2]. If coefficients are time-dependent, it follows from [5] that the principal
eigenvalue λ∗((L1, L2), H

′(0)) in (3.4) exists with positive eigenfunctions. Otherwise, if J1(x) ̸=
J2(x), then eigenvalue problem (3.1) only admits generalized eigenvalues and we denote them
by λ((L1, L2), H

′(0)) and λ((L1, L2), H
′(0)), respectively.

Next, we give a comparison principle involving the generalized principal eigenvalue, which
will be used in the sequel.

Lemma 3.1 Assume that (J) holds.
(i) If J1 ̸= J2 and all coefficients in (3.1) are constant. Then for any given λ1((L1, L2), H

′(0))
and functions ϕ(t, x), ψ(t, x) ∈ C1,0((0, τ ]× [L1, L2]) with ϕ, ψ ≥, ̸≡ 0 satisfying

ϕt − d1L̃1[ϕ] ≤ bψ − (a+m1)ϕ+ λ1ϕ, t ∈ (0+, τ ], x ∈ (L1, L2),

ψt − d2L̃2[ψ] ≤ aϕ−m2ψ + λ1ψ, t ∈ (0+, τ ], x ∈ (L1, L2),

ϕ(0+, x) = ϕ(0, x), x ∈ (L1, L2),

ψ(0+, x) = H ′(0)ψ(0, x), x ∈ (L1, L2),

ϕ(0, x) = ϕ(τ, x), ψ(0, x) = ψ(τ, x), x ∈ [L1, L2],

(3.9)
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and (λ1, ϕ1, ψ1) satisfying

ϕ1t − d1L̃1[ϕ1] ≥ bψ1 − (a+m1)ϕ1 + λ1ϕ1, t ∈ (0+, τ ], x ∈ (L1, L2),

ψ1t − d2L̃2[ψ1] ≥ aϕ1 −m2ψ1 + λ1ψ1, t ∈ (0+, τ ], x ∈ (L1, L2),

ϕ1(0
+, x) = ϕ1(0, x), x ∈ (L1, L2),

ψ1(0
+, x) = H ′(0)ψ1(0, x), x ∈ (L1, L2),

ϕ1(0, x) = ϕ1(τ, x), ψ1(0, x) = ψ1(τ, x), x ∈ [L1, L2],

(3.10)

we obtain λ1 ≤ λ1.
(ii) If J1 = J2. Then for any given (Λ,Φ,Ψ) with (Φ(t, x),Ψ(t, x)) ∈ ([0, τ ]× [L1, L2])

2 and
(Φ,Ψ) ≥, ̸≡ (0, 0), satisfying

Φt − d1L̃[Φ] ≤ b(t)Ψ− [a(t) +m1(t)]Φ + ΛΦ, t ∈ (0+, τ ], x ∈ (L1, L2),

Ψt − d2L̃[Ψ] ≤ a(t)Φ−m2(t)Ψ + ΛΨ, t ∈ (0+, τ ], x ∈ (L1, L2),

Φ(0+, x) = Φ(0, x), x ∈ (L1, L2),

Ψ(0+, x) = H ′(0)Ψ(0, x), x ∈ (L1, L2),

Φ(0, x) = Φ(τ, x),Ψ(0, x) = Ψ(τ, x), x ∈ [L1, L2],

(3.11)

and (Λ,Φ1,Ψ1) satisfying

Φ1,t − d1L̃[Φ1] ≥ b(t)Ψ1 − [a(t) +m1(t)]Φ1 + ΛΦ1, t ∈ (0+, τ ], x ∈ (L1, L2),

Ψ1,t − d2L̃[Ψ1] ≥ a(t)Φ1 −m2(t)Ψ1 + ΛΨ1, t ∈ (0+, τ ], x ∈ (L1, L2),

Φ1(0
+, x) = Φ1(0, x), x ∈ (L1, L2),

Ψ1(0
+, x) = H ′(0)Ψ1(0, x), x ∈ (L1, L2),

Φ1(0, x) = Φ1(τ, x),Ψ1(0, x) = Ψ1(τ, x), x ∈ [L1, L2],

(3.12)

we have Λ ≤ Λ, and the equality holds provided that (Λ,Φ,Ψ) and (Λ,Φ1,Ψ1) are the principal
eigen-pair of eigenvalue problem (3.1).

Proof. Before proving, we first define

⟨µ, ν⟩ :=
∫ L2

L1

µ(t, x)ν(t, x)dx.

(i) If J1 ̸= J2 and all coefficients in (3.2) are constant. Let W (t, x) = ϕ(τ − t, x) and
Z(t, x) = ψ(τ − t, x) in (3.9), which satisfy

−Wt − d1L̃1[W ] ≤ bZ − (a+m1)W + λ1W, t ∈ [0, τ−), x ∈ (L1, L2),

−Zt − d2L̃2[Z] ≤ aW −m2Z + λ1Z, t ∈ [0, τ−), x ∈ (L1, L2),

W (τ−, x) = W (τ, x), x ∈ (L1, L2),

Z(τ−, x) = H ′(0)Z(τ, x), x ∈ (L1, L2),

W (0, x) = W (τ, x), Z(0, x) = Z(τ, x), x ∈ [L1, L2],

(3.13)

where W (τ−, x) = lim
t→τ−0

W (t, x) and Z(τ−, x) = lim
t→τ−0

Z(t, x) denote the left limits of W (t, x)

and Z(t, x) at t = τ , respectively. Firstly, multiplying the first equation in (3.10) by W and
the first equation in (3.13) by ϕ1, then integrating both sides of these two equations in x over
[L1, L2] give that

⟨ϕ1t,W ⟩ − d1⟨L̃1[ϕ1],W ⟩ ≥ b⟨ψ1,W ⟩ − (a+m1)⟨ϕ1,W ⟩+ λ1⟨ϕ1,W ⟩, t ∈ (0, τ),
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⟨−Wt, ϕ1⟩ − d1⟨L̃1[W ], ϕ1⟩ ≤ b⟨Z, ϕ1⟩ − (a+m1)⟨W,ϕ1⟩+ λ1⟨W,ϕ1⟩, t ∈ (0, τ).

In the following, since ⟨L̃1[ϕ1],W ⟩ = ⟨L̃1[W ], ϕ1⟩, we obtain by abstracting these two equa-
tions and integrating in t over (0+, τ−) that∫ τ−

o+
⟨ϕ1t,W ⟩+ ⟨Wt, ϕ1⟩dt ≥

∫ τ−

0+
b(⟨ψ1,W ⟩ − ⟨Z, ϕ1⟩)dt+ (λ1 − λ1)

∫ τ−

0+
⟨ϕ1,W ⟩dt.

Since ∫ τ−

0+
⟨ϕ1t,W ⟩+ ⟨Wt, ϕ1⟩dt

=
∫ L2

L1
(ϕ1(τ

−, x)W (τ−, x)− ϕ1(0
+, x)W (0+, x))dt

=
∫ L2

L1
(ϕ1(0

+, x)W (τ−, x)− ϕ1(0
+, x)W (τ−, x))

= 0,

thus

0 ≥ b

∫ τ−

0+
(⟨ψ1,W ⟩ − ⟨Z, ϕ1⟩)dt+ (λ1 − λ1)

∫ τ−

0+
⟨ϕ1,W ⟩dt. (3.14)

Similarly, repeating the above process for the second equations in (3.10) and (3.13), it then
follows from ⟨L̃2[ψ1], Z⟩ = ⟨L̃2[Z], ψ1⟩ and∫ τ−

0+
⟨ψ1t, Z⟩+ ⟨Zt, ψ1⟩dt

=
∫ L2

L1
(ψ1(τ

−, x)Z(τ−, x)− ψ1(0
+, x)Z(0+, x))dt

=
∫ L2

L1
[(H ′(0))2ψ1(0, x)Z(τ, x)− (H ′(0))2ψ1(0, x)Z(τ, x)]dt

= 0

to conclude that

0 ≥ a

∫ τ−

0+
(⟨ϕ1, Z⟩ − ⟨W,ψ1⟩)dt+ (λ1 − λ1)

∫ τ−

0+
⟨ψ1, Z⟩dt. (3.15)

Finally, adding (3.14) and (3.15) yields

(λ1 − λ1)(
1

a

∫ τ−

0+
⟨ψ1, Z⟩dt+

1

b

∫ τ−

0+
⟨ϕ1,W ⟩dt) ≤ 0.

The result λ1 ≤ λ1 is now proved since 1
a

∫ τ−

0+
⟨ψ1, Z⟩dt+ 1

b

∫ τ−

0+
⟨ϕ1,W ⟩dt ≥, ̸≡ 0.

(ii) If J1 = J2, then λ∗((L1, L2), H
′(0)) is the principal eigenvalue to problem (3.1) with

L̃1 = L̃2(:= L̃). We first consider the following auxiliary problem

−ϕ∗
t − d1L̃[ϕ∗] = a(t)ψ∗ − [a(t) +m1(t)]ϕ

∗ + λ2ϕ
∗, t ∈ (0+, τ ], x ∈ (L1, L2),

−ψ∗
t − d2L̃[ψ∗] = b(t)ϕ∗ −m2(t)ψ

∗ + λ2ψ
∗, t ∈ (0+, τ ], x ∈ (L1, L2),

ϕ∗(0+, x) = ϕ∗(0, x), x ∈ (L1, L2),

ψ∗(0+, x) = 1
H′(0)

ψ∗(0, x), x ∈ (L1, L2),

ϕ∗(0, x) = ϕ∗(τ, x), ψ∗(0, x) = ψ∗(τ, x), x ∈ [L1, L2].

(3.16)

Multiplying the first equation in (3.1) by ϕ∗ and the first equation in (3.16) by ϕ, then inte-
grating both sides of these two equations in x over [L1, L2] give that

⟨ϕt, ϕ
∗⟩ − d1⟨L̃[ϕ], ϕ∗⟩ = b(t)⟨ψ, ϕ∗⟩ − ⟨[a(t) +m1(t)]ϕ, ϕ

∗⟩+ λ∗⟨ϕ, ϕ∗⟩,
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⟨−ϕ∗
t , ϕ⟩ − d1⟨L̃[ϕ∗], ϕ⟩ = a(t)⟨ψ∗, ϕ⟩ − ⟨[a(t) +m1(t)]ϕ

∗, ϕ⟩+ λ2⟨ϕ∗, ϕ⟩.
Abstracting the above two equations and then integrating in t over (0+, τ ], asserts

0 =

∫ τ

0+
(b(t)⟨ψ, ϕ∗⟩ − a(t)⟨ψ∗, ϕ⟩)dt+ (λ∗ − λ2)

∫ τ

0+
⟨ϕ, ϕ∗⟩dt (3.17)

in view of ⟨L̃[ϕ], ϕ∗⟩ = ⟨L̃[ϕ∗], ϕ⟩ and the periodicity and impulsive conditions of ϕ and ϕ∗.
Similarly, careful calculations yield

0 =

∫ τ

0+
(a(t)⟨ϕ, ψ∗⟩ − b(t)⟨ϕ∗, ψ⟩)dt+ (λ∗ − λ2)

∫ τ

0+
⟨ψ, ψ∗⟩dt. (3.18)

By adding (3.17) and (3.18), it is clear that λ2 = λ∗.
Next we take the problem (3.16) with (λ∗, ϕ∗, ψ∗) and (3.11) with (Λ,Φ,Ψ) into considera-

tion. By the same procedure, we obtain

0 ≤
∫ τ

0+
(b(t)⟨Ψ, ϕ∗⟩ − a(t)⟨ψ∗,Φ⟩)dt+ (Λ− λ∗)

∫ τ

0+
⟨Φ, ϕ∗⟩dt

0 ≤
∫ τ

0+
(a(t)⟨Φ, ψ∗⟩ − b(t)⟨ϕ∗,Ψ⟩)dt+ (Λ− λ∗)

∫ τ

0+
⟨Ψ, ψ∗⟩dt

which concludes that λ∗ ≤ Λ since
∫ τ

0+
(⟨Φ, ϕ∗⟩+ ⟨Ψ, ψ∗⟩)dt ≥, ̸≡ 0. Similarly, using (3.16) with

(λ∗, ϕ∗, ψ∗) and (3.12) with (Λ,Φ1,Ψ1) to obtain λ∗ ≥ Λ, so

Λ ≤ λ∗ ≤ Λ.

□

Corollary 3.1 Suppose J1 ̸= J2 and all coefficients in (3.1) are constant. For the generalized
principal eigenvalue, we have λ ≤ λ.

Proof. It follows from the definition of λ that λ1 ≥ λ − ϵ for sufficiently small ϵ, then
λ ≥ λ1 ≥ λ− ϵ. Similarly, λ ≤ λ1 ≤ λ+ ϵ holds. Therefore, we obtain

λ− ϵ ≤ λ1 ≤ λ1 ≤ λ+ ϵ

by Lemma 3.1 (i). And letting ϵ→ 0 yields λ ≤ λ. □
If J1 ̸= J2 and coefficients in (3.1) are time-dependent, whether λ ≤ λ still holds or not is

subject to further discussion.

The properties of the generalized principal eigenvalue and the principal eigenvalue involving
harvesting pulse are investigated in the following.

Lemma 3.2 Suppose that (J) holds, we have the following statements.
(i) λ((L1, L2), H

′(0)) = λ((0, L2−L1), H
′(0)) and λ((L1, L2), H

′(0)) = λ((0, L2−L1), H
′(0)).

(ii) λ(Ω, H ′(0)) and λ(Ω, H ′(0)) are nonincreasing with respect to the domain Ω for any
given H ′(0), that is,

λ(Ω2, H
′(0)) ≤ λ(Ω1, H

′(0))

and
λ(Ω2, H

′(0)) ≤ λ(Ω1, H
′(0))

hold for any Ω1 ⊆ Ω2 ⊆ R1.
(iii) Furthermore, if J1(x) = J2(x), then for any given L > 0, λ∗((0, L), H ′(0)) is strictly

decreasing in H ′(0), and λ∗((0, L), H ′(0)) is strictly decreasing with respect to the length L of
the interval (0, L) for any given H ′(0).
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Proof. (i) Let y = x−L1 with x ∈ [L1, L2], then λ((L1, L2), H
′(0)) = λ((0, L2−L1), H

′(0)) and
λ((L1, L2), H

′(0)) = λ((0, L2 − L1), H
′(0)) can be guaranteed by the transformation (t, x) →

(t, y).
(ii)Without loss of generality, we only prove that λ(Ω2, H

′(0)) ≤ λ(Ω1, H
′(0)) for any Ω1 ⊆

Ω2 ⊆ R1, and it suffices to prove λ((0, L2 − L1), H
′(0)) ≤ λ((0, L4 − L3), H

′(0)) if L2 − L1 >
L4 − L3.

Let (λ((0, L2 − L1), H
′(0)), ϕ(t, x), ψ(t, x)) be a generalized eigen-pair of (3.1) on (0+, τ ]×

[0, L2 − L1], satisfying

ϕt − d1L̃1[ϕ] ≥ b(t)ψ − [a(t) +m1(t)]ϕ+ λϕ, t ∈ (0+, τ ], x ∈ (L1, L2),

ψt − d2L̃2[ψ] ≥ a(t)ϕ−m2(t)ψ + λψ, t ∈ (0+, τ ], x ∈ (L1, L2),

ϕ(0+, x) = ϕ(0, x), x ∈ (L1, L2),

ψ(0+, x) = H ′(0)ψ(0, x), x ∈ (L1, L2),

ϕ(0, x) = ϕ(τ, x), ψ(0, x) = ψ(τ, x), x ∈ [L1, L2].

(3.19)

Since

−d1[
∫ L2−L1

0
J1(x− y)ϕ(t, y)dy − ϕ(t, x)]

= −d1[
∫ L4−L3

0
J1(x− y)ϕ(t, y)dy − ϕ(t, x)]− d1

∫ L2−L1

L4−L3
J1(x− y)ϕ(t, y)dy

≤, ̸≡ −d1[
∫ L4−L3

0
J1(x− y)ψ(t, y)dy − ϕ(t, x)]

for t ∈ (0+, τ) and x ∈ [0, L4 − L3], we obtain from the first equation in (3.19) that

ϕt − d1[
∫ L4−L3

0
J1(x− y)ϕ(t, y)dy − ϕ(t, x)]

≥, ̸≡ b(t)ψ − [a(t) +m1(t)]ϕ+ λ((0, L2 − L1), H
′(0))ϕ.

(3.20)

Similarly, for t ∈ (0+, τ) and x ∈ [0, L4 − L3], we have

ψt − d1[
∫ L4−L3

0
J2(x− y)ψ(t, y)dy − ϕ(t, x)]

≥, ̸≡ a(t)ϕ−m2(t)ψ + λ((0, L2 − L1), H
′(0))ψ.

(3.21)

Furthermore,
ϕ(0, x) = ϕ(τ, x), ψ(0, x) = ψ(τ, x)

and
ϕ(0+, x) = ϕ(0, x), ψ(0+, x) = H ′(0)ψ(0, x)

in x ∈ [0, L2 − L1]. Finally, the definition of λ((0, L4 − L3), H
′(0)) guarantees that λ((0, L2 −

L1), H
′(0)) ≤ λ((0, L4 − L3), H

′(0)), So λ(Ω, H ′(0)) is nonincreasing in Ω.
(iii) Since J1(x) = J2(x), the principal eigenvalue problem (3.1) admits a unique solution

(λ∗((L1, L2), H
′(0)), ϕ, ψ) with ϕ, ψ > 0. In problem (3.4) with constant coefficients replaced

by time-periodic coefficients, differentiating both sides of the first two equations with respect
to H ′(0) in (0+, τ ] yields

α′
t = b(t)β′(t)− [a(t) +m1(t)− d1λ0]α

′(t) + (λ∗)′α(t) + λ∗α′(t), t ∈ (0+, T ],

β′
t = a(t)α′(t)− [m2(t)− d2λ0]β

′(t) + (λ∗)′β(t) + λ∗β′(t), t ∈ (0+, T ],

α′(0) = α′(τ), β′(0) = β′(τ),

α′(0+) = α′(0), β′(0+) = β(0) +H ′(0)β′(0),

(3.22)

where α′ := ∂α(t)
∂H′(0)

and β′ := ∂β(t)
∂H′(0)

for brevity.
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We now take the following auxiliary problem related to problem (3.4) into consideration
−α∗

t = a(t)β∗(t)− [a(t) +m1(t)− d1λ0]α
∗(t) + λ∗α∗(t), t ∈ (0+, T ],

−β∗
t = b(t)α∗(t)− [m2(t)− d2λ0]β

∗(t) + λ∗β∗(t), t ∈ (0+, T ],

α∗(0) = α∗(τ), β∗(0) = β∗(τ),

α∗(0+) = α∗(0), β∗(0+) = 1
H′(0)

β∗(0).

(3.23)

Multiplying the first equation in (3.22) by α∗ and the second equation by β∗, then integrating
both sides in = (0+, T ] yields yields

−
∫ τ

0+
α′α∗

tdt =

∫ τ

0+
[b(t)β′α∗ − (a(t) +m1(t)− d1λ0)α

′α∗ + (λ∗)′αα∗ + λ∗α′α∗]dt

and

− 1

H ′(0)
β(0)β∗(0)−

∫ τ

0+
β′β∗

t dt =

∫ τ

0+
[a(t)α′β∗ − (m2(t)− d2λ0)β

′β∗ + (λ∗)′ββ∗ + λ∗β′β∗]dt.

Recalling (3.23), it is easy to see that{ ∫ τ

0+
[a(t)α′β∗ − b(t)β′α∗]dt =

∫ τ

0+
(λ∗)′αα∗dt∫ τ

0+
[b(t)β′α∗ − a(t)α′β∗]dt− 1

H′(0)
β(0)β∗(0) =

∫ τ

0+
(λ∗)′ββ∗dt

Adding this two equations yields

(λ∗)′((0, L), H ′(0)) =
− 1

H′(0)
β(0)β∗(0)∫ τ

0+
(ββ∗ + αα∗)dt

< 0,

thus λ∗((0, L), H ′(0)) is strictly decreasing in H ′(0) for any given Ω.
Meanwhile, we can modify the proof of (ii) to derive the strictly decreasing of λ∗((0, L), H ′(0))

in L. In fact, if λ = λ := λ∗, then the inequalities in (3.19) is replaced by equalities and
λ((0, L2 − L1), H

′(0)) is replaced by λ∗(0, L2 − L1), H
′(0), respectively. Subsequently, it fol-

lows from inequalities in (3.20) and (3.21) with λ((0, L2 − L1), H
′(0)) replaced by λ∗((0, L2 −

L1), H
′(0)) and Lemma 3.1(ii) that λ∗((0, L2 − L1), H

′(0)) < λ∗((0, L4 − L3), H
′(0)), therefore

λ∗((0, L), H ′(0)) is strictly decreasing in L. □

4 Spreading and vanishing

In order to investigate the criteria for species spread and vanish in impulsive and nonlocal
model with moving boundaries, we first fix the domain from [g(t), h(t)] to [L1, L2].

4.1 A corresponding fixed boundary problem

The initial boundary problem with harvesting pulse and nonlocal diffusion in a fixed domain
can be written by

u1t = d1L̃1[u1] + b(t)u2 − a(t)u1 −m1(t)u1

−α1(t)u
2
1, t ∈ ((nτ)+, (n+ 1)τ ], x ∈ [L1, L2],

u2t = d2L̃2[u2] + a(t)u1 −m2(t)u2 − α2(t)u
2
2, t ∈ ((nτ)+, (n+ 1)τ ], x ∈ [L1, L2],

u1((nτ)
+, x) = u1(nτ, x), x ∈ (L1, L2),

u2((nτ)
+, x) = H(u2(nτ, x)), x ∈ (L1, L2),

ui(0, x) = ui,0(x), x ∈ [L1, L2], i = 1, 2,

(4.1)
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and its corresponding periodic problem is

U1t = d1L̃1[U1] + b(t)U2 − a(t)U1 −m1(t)U1 − α1(t)U
2
1 , t ∈ (0+, τ ], x ∈ [L1, L2],

U2t = d2L̃2[U2] + a(t)U1 −m2(t)U2 − α2(t)U
2
2 , t ∈ (0+, τ ], x ∈ [L1, L2],

U1(0
+, x) = U1(0, x), x ∈ (L1, L2),

U2(0
+, x) = H(U2(0, x)), x ∈ (L1, L2),

U1(0, x) = U1(τ, x), U1(0, x) = U1(τ, x), x ∈ [L1, L2].

(4.2)

Definition 4.1 (û1(t, x), û2(t, x)) ∈ [Qn((0,+∞) × (L1, L2))]
2 is called a lower solution to

problem (4.1) if

û1t ≤ d1L̃1[û1] + b(t)û2 − a(t)û1 −m1(t)û1 − α1(t)û
2
1, t ∈ ((nτ)+, (n+ 1)τ ], x ∈ [L1, L2],

û2t ≤ d2L̃2[û2] + a(t)û1 −m2(t)û2 − α2(t)û
2
2, t ∈ ((nτ)+, (n+ 1)τ ], x ∈ [L1, L2],

û1((nτ)
+, x) ≤ u1(n̂τ, x), x ∈ (L1, L2),

û2((nτ)
+, x) ≤ H(û2(nτ, x)), x ∈ (L1, L2),

ûi(0, x) ≤ ûi,0(x), t ∈ (0,+∞), x ∈ [L1, L2], i = 1, 2

with
Qn([0,+∞)× [L1, L2]) ≜ {(u1(t, x), u2(t, x)) ∈ C((nτ, (n+ 1)τ ]× [L1, L2])}.

Similarly, (ũ1(t, x), ũ2(t, x)) is called an upper solution to problem (4.1) if all inequalities in
the above are reversed. If also (û1(t, x), û2(t, x)) ≤ (ũ1(t, x), ũ2(t, x)), then (ũ1, ũ2) and (û1, û2)
are called an ordered upper and lower solution. By this manner, the lower and upper solu-
tion (Û∗

1 (t, x), Û
∗
2 (t, x)) and (Ũ∗

1 (t, x), Ũ
∗
2 (t, x)) to periodic problem (4.2) can also be defined

with initial value condition ûi(0, x) ≤ ûi,0(x)(ũi(0, x) ≥ ũi,0(x)) replaced by periodic condition

Ûi(0, x) ≤ Ûi(τ, x)(Ũi(0, x) ≥ Ũi(τ, x)), respectively.

Theorem 4.1 Assume that (J) holds. Let λ((L1, L2), H
′(0)) and λ((L1, L2), H

′(0)) be the gen-
eralized principal eigenvalue of problem (3.1) and (u1(t, x), u2(t, x)) be the unique solution to
problem (4.1). Then we have the following three statements.
(i) The periodic problem (4.2) admits a unique positive solution if λ((L1, L2), H

′(0)) < 0. More-
over, if λ((L1, L2), H

′(0)) ≥ 0, (0, 0) is the only nonnegative periodic solution to problem (4.2)
provided that J1 ̸= J2 and all coefficients are constant.
(ii) If λ((L1, L2), H

′(0)) ≥ 0, then lim
t→+∞

(u1(t, x), u2(t, x)) = (0, 0) uniformly for x ∈ [L1, L2].

(iii) If λ((L1, L2), H
′(0)) < 0, then lim

m→+∞
(u1, u2)(t + mτ, x) = (U∗

1 , U
∗
2 )(t, x) uniformly for

(t, x) ∈ [0, τ ] × [L1, L2], where (U∗
1 (t, x), U

∗
2 (t, x)) is the unique positive solution to periodic

problem (4.2).

Proof. (i) Since λ((L1, L2), H
′(0)) < 0, one easily checks that (A,A) and (U1, U2) are the

upper and lower solutions to problem (4.2), where (A,A) is defined in Lemma 2.2 and (U1, U2)
satisfies

U1(t, x) = εe(λ+υ)τϕ(t, x), t ∈ [0,+∞), x ∈ [L1, L2]

and

U2(t, x) =


εψ(nτ, x), x ∈ [L1, L2],

εe(λ+υ)τψ((nτ)+, x), x ∈ [L1, L2],

εe(λ+υ)τe(−λ−υ)(t−nτ)ψ(t, x), t ∈ ((nτ)+, (n+ 1)τ ], x ∈ [L1, L2]
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for suitable υ [36, Theorem 4.3], where (λ, ϕ, ψ) satisfies (3.2). Then the iteration sequence

{U (m)

1 , U
(m)

2 } with (U
(0)

1 , U
(0)

2 ) = (A,A) can be constructed, which satisfy

U
(m)

1t − d1L̃1[U
(m)

1 ] +K1U
(m)

1 = b(t)U
(m−1)

2 − a(t)U
(m−1)

1

−m1(t)U
(m−1)

1 − α1(t)(U
(m−1)

1 )2 +K1U
(m−1)

1 , t ∈ (0+, τ ], x ∈ [L1, L2],

U
(m)

2t − d2L̃2[U
(m)

2 ] +K2U
(m)

2 = a(t)U
(m−1)

1 −m2(t)U
(n−1)

2

−α2(t)(U
(m−1)

2 )2 +K2U
(m−1)

2 , t ∈ (0+, τ ], x ∈ [L1, L2],

U
(m)

1 (0+, x) = U
(m−1)

1 (τ, x), x ∈ (L1, L2),

U
(m)

2 (0+, x) = H(U
(m−1)

2 (τ, x)), x ∈ (L1, L2),

U
(m)

i (0, x) = U
(m−1)

i (τ, x), t ∈ (0,+∞), x ∈ [L1, L2],

(4.3)

where K1 and K2 are large enough. Similarly, we can define iteration sequence {U (m)
1 , U

(m)
2 }

with (U
(0)
1 , U

(0)
2 ) = (U1, U2).

We claim that sequences {U (m)

1 , U
(m)

2 } and {U (m)
1 , U

(m)
2 } are monotonically decreasing and

increasing, respectively, and they converge to positive function pairs (U
∗
1(t, x), U

∗
2(t, x)) and

(U∗
1(t, x), U

∗
2(t, x)). Furthermore, (U

∗
1(t, x), U

∗
2(t, x)) and (U∗

1(t, x), U
∗
2(t, x)) are the maximal

and minimal positive periodic solution to problem (4.2). Moreover,

(U1, U2) ≤ (U
∗
1(t, x), U

∗
2(t, x)), (U

∗
1(t, x), U

∗
2(t, x)) ≤ (A,A). (4.4)

The uniqueness of positive periodic solution (U∗
1 , U

∗
2 ) will be shown in the following. To

proceed, let (U∗
1 , U

∗
2 ) and (Ũ1, Ũ2) be two different solutions, and denote

S = {s ∈ [0, 1], sŨ1 ≤ U∗
1 , sŨ2 ≤ U∗

2 , t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ [L1, L2]}.

We claim that 1 ∈ S. Otherwise, we assume that s0 = supS < 1. Define (W1,W2) :=
(U∗

1−s0Ũ1, U
∗
2−s0Ũ2), satisfying (W1,W2) ≥ (0, 0) in [0, τ ]×[L1, L2]. Without loss of generality,

we assume that W1(t0, x0) = 0 for some (t0, x0) ∈ [0, τ ]× [L1, L2]. Direct calculations yield

W1t − d1L̃1[W1]

= b(t)(U∗
2 − s0Ũ2)− (a(t) +m1(t))(U

∗
1 − s0Ũ1)− α1(t)[(U

∗
1 )

2 − s0Ũ
2
1 ]

> −(a(t) +m1(t))(U
∗
1 − s0Ũ1)− α1(t)(U

∗
1 − s0Ũ1)(U

∗
1 + s0Ũ1)

= −K1(t)W1

with K1(t) := a(t) +m1(t) + α1(t)(U
∗
1 + s0Ũ1) and

W2t − d2L̃2[W2]

= a(t)(U∗
1 − s0Ũ1)−m2(t)(U

∗
2 − s0Ũ2)− α2(t)[(U

∗
2 )

2 − s0Ũ
2
2 ]

> −m2(t)(U
∗
2 − s0Ũ2)− α2(t)(U

∗
2 − s0Ũ2)(U

∗
2 + s0Ũ2)

= −K2(t)W2

with K2(t) := m2(t) + α2(t)(U
∗
2 + s0Ũ2). So

W1t(t0, x0) > d1L̃1[W1] = d1

∫ L2

L1

J1(x0 − y)W1(t0, y)dy ≥ 0.
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On the other hand, W1t(t0, x0) ≤ 0 since W1(t0, x0) = 0 for some (t0, x0) ∈ [0, τ ] × [L1, L2],
which leads contradiction, so the uniqueness of solution to problem (4.2) is now obtained in
[0, τ ] × [L1, L2]. Since (A,A) and (U1, U2) can be sufficiently large and small, respectively, it
then follows from (4.4) that the solution (U∗

1 (t, x), U
∗
2 (t, x)) to periodic problem (4.2) is unique

in the whole space.
We finally claim that problem (4.2) has no positive solution if λ((L1, L2), H

′(0)) ≥ 0. Sup-
pose by contradiction that (U1, U2) is a positive steady state of (4.2), which meets

U1t − d1L̃1[U1] = b(t)U2 − a(t)U1 −m1(t)U1 − α1(t)U
2

1

< b(t)U2 − a(t)U1 −m1(t)U1, t ∈ (0+, τ ], x ∈ [L1, L2],

U2t − d2L̃2[U2] = a(t)U1 −m2(t)U2 − α2(t)U
2

2

< a(t)U1 −m2(t)U2, t ∈ (0+, τ ], x ∈ [L1, L2],

U1(0
+, x) = U1(0, x), x ∈ (L1, L2),

U2(0
+, x) = H(U2(0, x)), x ∈ (L1, L2),

U1(0, x) = U1(τ, x), U1(0, x) = U1(τ, x), x ∈ [L1, L2].

It is deduced by the definition of generalized principal eigenvalue that λ((L1, L2), H
′(0)) ≤ 0.

We have the following two cases.
Case 1 If λ = λ, then the principal eigenvalue λ∗ is well defined and λ∗ < 0 by the

comparison principle in Lemma 3.1 (ii) with Λ = 0, which leads contradiction to λ∗ = λ ≥ 0.
Case 2 If λ ̸= λ, recalling Corollary 3.1, we have λ < λ ≤ 0, which also contradicts to the

condition λ ≥ 0.
Thus periodic problem (4.2) has the unique nonnegative solution (0, 0) if λ((L1, L2), H

′(0)) ≥ 0.
(ii) It is easy to verify that (Me−λtϕ(t, x),Me−λtψ(t, x)) is an upper solution to prob-

lem (4.1), in which (ϕ, ψ) satisfy problem (3.2) and M is a positive constant which is suf-
ficient large such that Mϕ(0, x) ≥ u1,0(x) and Mψ(0, x) ≥ u2,0(x) in x ∈ [L1, L2]. Since
(Me−λtϕ(t, x),Me−λtψ(t, x)) → (0, 0) as t → ∞, it follows from the comparison principle that
lim

t→+∞
(u1(t, x), u2(t, x)) = (0, 0) uniformly for x ∈ [L1, L2].

(iii) We prove it by induction. Without loss of generality, we suppose that u2(0, x) >
0 in x ∈ (L1, L2), otherwise, u(τ, x) can be regarded as the new initial value. In fact, for

m = 0, since ϵ is sufficiently small and A is large enough, we obtain U
(0)
2 (0, x) ≤ u2(0, x) ≤

U
(0)

2 (0, x) for x ∈ [L1, L2], so H(U
(0)
2 (0, x)) ≤ H(u2(0, x)) ≤ H(U

(0)

2 (0, x)) for x ∈ [L1, L2],

which means U
(0)
2 (0+, x) ≤ u2(0

+, x) ≤ U
(0)

2 (0+, x) for x ∈ [L1, L2]. Comparison principle

yields U
(0)
2 (t, x) ≤ u2(t, x) ≤ U

(0)

2 (t, x) for t ∈ [0, T ] and x ∈ [L1, L2]. By the same procedure
for t ∈ [nτ, (n+ 1)τ ](n ≥ 1), we finally obtain

U
(0)
2 (t, x) ≤ u2(t, x) ≤ U

(0)

2 (t, x), t ≥ 0, x ∈ [L1, L2].

Similarly, for m = 1, using the iteration sequence in (4.3) to obtain

U
(1)
2 (t, x) ≤ u2(t+ τ, x) ≤ U

(1)

2 (t, x), t ≥ 0, x ∈ [L1, L2],

By induction of m, we finally get

(U
(m)
1 , U

(m)
2 )(t, x) ≤ (u1, u2)(t+mτ, x) ≤ (U

(m)

1 , U
(m)

2 )(t, x), t ≥ 0, x ∈ [L1, L2],

which together with the uniqueness of periodic solution to (4.2) in (i) by λ((L1, L2), H
′(0)) < 0,

yields lim
m→+∞

(u1, u2)(t+mτ, x) = (U∗
1 , U

∗
2 )(t, x) uniformly for x ∈ [L1, L2]. □
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4.2 Main results for moving boundary problem

This section is devoted to researching the criteria and sufficient conditions for spreading-
vanishing of individuals, in which the negative effect of harvesting rate on the persistence
of invasive species can be observed, and difficulties induced by nonlocal diffusion in theoretical
analysis are solved.

In view of g′(t) < 0 and h′(t) > 0, we declare

lim
t→+∞

g(t) = g∞ and lim
t→+∞

h(t) = h∞,

with some g∞ ∈ [−∞,−h0) and h∞ ∈ (h0,+∞].
Since −g(t) and h(t) are strictly increasing with respect to t, it then follows from Lemma 3.2

(ii) that λ((g(t), h(t)), H ′(0)) and λ((g(t), h(t)), H ′(0))) are nonincreasing in t, and λ∗((g(t), h(t)), H ′(0))
is strictly decreasing in t if the principal eigenvalue exists. We then define

λ((g∞, h∞), H ′(0)) := lim
t→∞

λ((g(t), h(t)), H ′(0))

and
λ((−∞,+∞), H ′(0)) := lim

−L1,L2→∞
λ((L1, L2), H

′(0)),

which all are related to pulse function H ′(0). Similarly, we can also define λ((g∞, h∞), H ′(0)),
λ((−∞,+∞), H ′(0)), λ∗((g∞, h∞), H ′(0)) and λ∗((−∞,+∞), H ′(0)).

In the following, we aim to characterize the spreading or vanishing of juveniles and adults
with harvesting pulse in nonlocal diffusion and free boundaries. To begin with, we first introduce
the comparison principle, and its proof is standard, see [6, Theorem 3.2] without pulse.

Lemma 4.2 (Comparison principle) Assume that (J) holds and (u1, u2; (g, h)) is the unique
solution to problem (1.1). Let (ū1(t, x), ū2(t, x)) ∈ [C((nτ, (n + 1)τ ] × [ḡ(t), h̄(t)])]2 for n =
0, 1, 2, . . . , (ḡ(t), h̄(t)) ∈ [C((0,+∞)) ∩ C1((nτ, (n+ 1)τ ])]2, satisfying

ū1t ≥ d1L1[ū1] + b(t)ū2 − a(t)ū1 −m1(t)ū1

−α1(t)ū
2
1, t ∈ ((nτ)+, (n+ 1)τ ], x ∈ (ḡ(t), h̄(t)),

ū2t ≥ d2L2[ū2] + a(t)ū1 −m2(t)ū2 − α2(t)ū
2
2, t ∈ ((nτ)+, (n+ 1)τ ], x ∈ (ḡ(t), h̄(t)),

ū1((nτ)
+, x) ≥ ū1(nτ, x), x ∈ (ḡ(nτ), h̄(nτ)),

ū2((nτ)
+, x) ≥ H(ū2(nτ, x)), x ∈ (g(nτ), h(nτ)),

ū1(t, ḡ(t)), ū1(t, h̄(t)), ū2(t, ḡ(t)), ū2(t, h̄(t)) ≥ 0, t ∈ (0,+∞),

h̄′(t) ≥
2∑

i=1

µi

∫ h̄(t)

ḡ(t)

∫ +∞
h̄(t)

Ji(x− y)ūi(t, x)dydx, t ∈ (nτ, (n+ 1)τ ],

ḡ′(t) ≤ −
2∑

i=1

µi

∫ h̄(t)

ḡ(t)

∫ ḡ(t)

−∞ Ji(x− y)ūi(t, x)dydx, t ∈ (nτ, (n+ 1)τ ],

−ḡ(0) ≤ h0 < h0 ≤ h̄(0),

ūi(0, x) = ui,0(x), x ∈ [−h0, h0], i = 1, 2,

then [g(t), h(t)] ⊂ [ḡ(t), h̄(t)] for t ∈ (0,+∞) and

(u1(t, x), u2(t, x)) ≤ (ū1(t, x), ū2(t, x)) for t ∈ (0,+∞) and x ∈ [g(t), h(t)].

The triplet (ū1(t, x), ū2(t, x); (ḡ(t), h̄(t))) is called an upper solution to problem (1.1). Also, if
all inequalities in the above are reversed and (ū1, ū2; (ḡ, h̄)) is replaced by (u1, u2; (g, h)), then
[g(t), h(t)] ⊃ [g(t), h(t)] and

(u1(t, x), u2(t, x)) ≥ (u1(t, x), u2(t, x)) for t ∈ (0,+∞) and x ∈ [g(t), h(t)].
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Lemma 4.3 Assume that J1(x) = J2(x). If h∞ − g∞ <∞, then λ∗((g∞, h∞), H ′(0)) ≥ 0 and

lim
t→+∞

||(u1(t, ·), u2(t, ·))||C[g(t),h(t)] = (0, 0)

uniformly for x ∈ [g(t), h(t)].

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that λ∗((g∞, h∞), H ′(0)) < 0. Then there exists a sufficiently
small ε1 such that

λ∗((g∞ + ε, h∞ − ε), H ′(0)) < 0 for all 0 < ε < ε1.

Also, by continuous dependence of ε, for such ε we can find a large integer Nε such that

g∞ < g(t) < g∞ + ε, h∞ − ε < h(t) < h∞,∀ t ≥ Nετ.

Considering the following initial value problem for n ≥ Nε

u1t = d1(
∫ h∞−ε

g∞+ε
J1(x− y)u1(t, y)dy − u1(t, x))

+b(t)u2 − (a(t) +m1(t))u1 − α1(t)u
2
1, (t, x) ∈ Ωτ,ε,

u2t = d2(
∫ h∞−ε

g∞+ε
J2(x− y)u2(t, y)dy − u2(t, x))

+a(t)u1 −m2(t)u2 − α2(t)u
2
2, (t, x) ∈ Ωτ,ε,

u1((nτ)
+, x) = u1(nτ, x), x ∈ (g∞ + ε, h∞ − ε),

u2((nτ)
+, x) = H(u2(nτ, x)), x ∈ (g∞ + ε, h∞ − ε),

ui(Nετ, x) = ui(Nετ, x), x ∈ (g∞ + ε, h∞ − ε), i = 1, 2,

where Ωτ,ε := {(t, x) : (nτ)+ < t ≤ (n+ 1)τ ], g∞ + ε < x < h∞ − ε}.
It follows from the comparison principle in Lemma 4.2 that (u1, u2)(t, x) ≥ (u1, u2)(t, x) for

t ≥ Nετ and x ∈ [g∞ + ε, h∞ − ε]. Recalling λ∗((g∞ + ε, h∞ − ε), H ′(0)) < 0 and Theorem
4.1(iii), one easily checks that

lim
n→+∞

(u1(t+ nτ, x), u2(t+ nτ, x)) = (U ε
1 (t, x), U

ε
2 (t, x)), t ∈ [0, τ ], x ∈ [g∞, h∞],

where(U ε
1 , U

ε
2 ) is the unique positive steady state with initial value condition ui(Nετ, x) =

ui(Nετ, x) replaced by periodic condition ui(0, x) = ui(τ, x) in x ∈ (g∞ + ε, h∞ − ε).
Consequently, there exists a N1ε(≥ Nε) such that

(u1, u2)(t+ nτ, x) ≥ (u1, u2)(t+ nτ, x) ≥ 1

2
(U ε

1 , U
ε
2 )(t, x) > 0, ∀t ≥ N1ετ, x ∈ [g∞ + ε, h∞ − ε].

Since J1(0) = J2(0) > 0, J1(x) = J2(x) > 0 for x ∈ [−3ε, 3ε] with such ε ∈ (0, h0), we then
define

γ = min
[−3ε,3ε]

J1(x) and δ = min
[0,τ ]×[g∞+ε,h∞−ε]

{U ε
1 (t, x), U

ε
2 (t, x)},

then γ,δ > 0. Notice the fact [h∞ − 2ε, h∞ − ε] ⊂ [g∞ + ε, h∞ − ε], we obtain

h′(t+ nτ) =
2∑

i=1

µi

∫ h(t+nτ)

g(t+nτ)

∫ +∞
h(t+nτ)

Ji(x− y)ui(t+ nτ, x)dydx

≥
2∑

i=1

µi

∫ h(t+nτ)

h(t+nτ)−2ε

∫ h(t+nτ)+ε

h(t+nτ)
Ji(x− y)ui(t+ nτ, x)dydx

≥ γε
2∑

i=1

µi

∫ h(t+nτ)

h(t+nτ)−2ε
ui(t+ nτ, x)dx

≥ γε
2∑

i=1

µi

∫ h∞−ε

h∞−2ε
ui(t+ nτ, x)dx,

≥ 1
2
γδε2

2∑
i=1

µi > 0, for t ≥ N1ετ.
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This contradicts to h∞ <∞. Therefore λ∗((g∞, h∞), H ′(0)) ≥ 0.
The proof ends with (u1, u2)(t, x) → (0, 0). In fact, we can construct an upper solution to

problem (1.1), satisfying

ū1t = d1(
∫ h∞
g∞

J1(x− y)ū1(t, y)dy − ū1(t, x)) + b(t)ū2

−a(t)ū1 −m1(t)ū1 − α1(t)ū
2
1, (t, x) ∈ Ωτ,∞,

ū2t = d2(
∫ h∞
g∞

J2(x− y)ū2(t, y)dy − ū2(t, x))

+a(t)ū1 −m2(t)ū2 − α2(t)ū
2
2, (t, x) ∈ Ωτ,∞,

ū1((nτ)
+, x) = ū1(nτ, x), x ∈ (g∞, h∞),

ū2((nτ)
+, x) = H(ū2(nτ, x)), x ∈ (g∞, h∞),

ūi(0, x) = ũi,0(x), x ∈ [−h0, h0], i = 1, 2

for n = 0, 1, 2, . . . , where Ωτ,∞ := {(t, x) : (nτ)+ < t ≤ (n + 1)τ ], g∞ < x < h∞}, ũi,0(x) =
ui,0(x) in [−h0, h0] and ũi,0(x) = 0 in [g∞,−h0)

⋃
(h0, h∞]. Then (u1, u2)(t, x) ≤ (ū1, ū2)(t, x) in

[0,∞)× [g(t), h(t)] by the comparison principle. Since λ∗((g∞, h∞), H ′(0)) ≥ 0, it follows from
Theorem 4.1(ii) that (ū1, ū2)(t, x) → (0, 0) in C([g∞, h∞]), which ends the proof. □

Lemma 4.4 Suppose J1(x) ̸= J2(x) and all coefficients are constant. If λ(∞, H ′(0)) ≥ 0, then
vanishing occurs, that is, the solution (u1, u2) to problem (1.1) satisfies

lim
t→+∞

(u1, u2)(t, x) = (0, 0)

uniformly in x ∈ [g(t), h(t)].

Proof. Let (ū1, ū2)(t) be the solution to
(ū1)t = b(t)ū2 − (a(t) +m1(t))ū1 − α1(t)(ū1)

2, t ∈ ((nτ)+, (n+ 1)τ ],

(ū2)t = a(t)ū1 −m2(t)ū2 − α2(t)(ū2)
2, t ∈ ((nτ)+, (n+ 1)τ ],

ū1((nτ)
+) = ū1(nτ), ū2((nτ)

+) = H(ū2(nτ)),

ū1(0) = ū2(0) = A,

where A is defined in Lemma 2.2. Recalling
∫ +∞
−∞ Ji(x)dx = 1, it is clear that

diLi[ūi] = di

∫ h(t)

g(t)

Ji(x− y)ūi(t)dy − diūi ≤ 0,

and ui(0, x) ≤ ūi(0) = A. A simple comparison principle asserts (u1, u2)(t, x) ≤ (ū1, ū2)(t) for
x ∈ [g(t), h(t)] and t ≥ 0.

Motivated by [37, Theorem 3.3], let us construct the iteration sequence {(ū(n)1 , ū
(n)
2 )} with

initial value (ū
(0)
1 , ū

(0)
2 ) := (A,A). It then follows from [23] that the limit of iteration sequences

{(ū(n)1 , ū
(n)
2 )} exists as n→ ∞, and we denote it by (U∆

1 , U
∆
2 ), which satisfies

(U△
1 )t = b(t)U△

2 − (a(t) +m1(t))U
△
1 − α1(t)(U

△
1 )2, t ∈ (0+, τ ],

(U△
2 )t = a(t)U△

1 −m2(t)U
△
2 − α2(t)(U

△
2 )2, t ∈ (0+, τ ],

U△
1 (0+) = U△

1 (0), U△
2 (0+) = H(U△

2 (0)),

U△
1 (0) = U△

1 (τ), U△
2 (0) = U△

2 (τ)

We further obtain
lim

n→+∞
(ū1, ū2)(t+ nτ)(t) ≤ (U∆

1 , U
∆
2 )(t)
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by the iteration method [36, Theorem 4.5]. Recalling λ(∞, H ′(0)) ≥ 0, J1(x) ̸= J2(x) and all
coefficients are constant, one easily checks the (U∆

1 , U
∆
2 ) = (0, 0) similarly as Theorem 4.1(i).

Therefore, we get lim
t→+∞

(u1, u2)(t, x) = (0, 0) uniformly in x ∈ [g(t), h(t)].

Corollary 4.1 Suppose J1(x) = J2(x) and the principal eigenvalue satisfies λ∗(∞, H ′(0)) ≥ 0,
then

lim
t→+∞

(u1, u2)(t, x) = (0, 0)

uniformly in x ∈ [g(t), h(t)].

Before discussing the following part, we first give a conclusion for convenience.

Proposition 4.5 If λ∗(b(t), a(t) +m1(t), a(t),m2(t);∞;H ′(0)) < 0, then for any given A∗ ≥
B := { bM

am+mm
1
, aM

mm
2
}, the following problem

u1t = b(t)u2 − (a(t) +m1(t))u1, t ∈ ((nτ)+, (n+ 1)τ ],

u2t = a(t)u1 −m2(t)u2, t ∈ ((nτ)+, (n+ 1)τ ],

u1((nτ)
+) = u1(nτ), u2((nτ)

+) = H(u2(nτ)),

ui(0) = A∗, i = 1, 2

admits a unique positive solution (ū1, ū2)(t) and lim
n→+∞

(ū1, ū2)(t+ nτ)(t) = (u∗1, u
∗
2)(t) uniformly

in [0, τ ], where (u∗1, u
∗
2)(t) satisfies

(u∗1)t = b(t)u∗2 − (a(t) +m1(t))u
∗
1, t ∈ (0+, τ ],

(u∗2)t = a(t)u∗1 −m2(t)u
∗
2, t ∈ (0+, τ ],

u∗1(0
+) = u∗1(0), u

∗
2(0

+) = H(u∗2(0)),

u∗1(0) = u∗1(τ), u
∗
2(0) = u∗2(τ).

(4.5)

Lemma 4.6 Let (u1, u2; (g, h)) be the unique solution to (1.1) with J1(x) = J2(x). Assume
that λ∗(b(t), a(t) +m1(t) + α1(t)u

∗
1, a(t),m2(t) + α2(t)u

∗
2;∞;H ′(0)) < 0 with (u∗1, u

∗
2) defined in

(4.5), if h∞ − g∞ = ∞, then h∞ = −g∞ = ∞.

Proof. Since λ∗(b(t), a(t) + m1(t) + α1(t)u
∗
1, a(t),m2(t) + α2(t)u

∗
2;∞;H ′(0)) < 0, we get

λ∗(b(t), a(t) +m1(t), a(t),m2(t);∞;H ′(0)) < 0. It then follows from Proposition 4.5 that the
following initial value problem

u1t = b(t)u2 − (a(t) +m1(t))u1, t ∈ ((nτ)+, (n+ 1)τ ],

u2t = a(t)u1 −m2(t)u2, t ∈ ((nτ)+, (n+ 1)τ ],

u1((nτ)
+) = u1(nτ), u2((nτ)

+) = H(u2(nτ),

ui(0) = A, i = 1, 2

admits a unique positive solution (ū1, ū2)(t) and lim
n→+∞

(ū1, ū2)(t+ nτ)(t) = (u∗1, u
∗
2)(t) for t ∈

[0, τ ], where A ≥ max{A,A∗} with A defined in Lemma 2.2 and A∗ defined in Proposition 4.5.
Also, a comparison principle yields (u1, u2)(t, x) ≤ (ū1, ū2)(t) for t ≥ 0 and x ∈ (−∞,+∞). So
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for any given ϵ1, there exists a large integer N1 such that (u1(t, x), u2(t, x)) ≤ (u∗1(t)+ϵ1, u
∗
2(t)+

ϵ1) for t ≥ N1τ and x ∈ [g(t), h(t)], which together with (1.1) yields

u1t − d1L[u1] ≥ b(t)u2

−[a(t) +m1(t) + α1(t)(u
∗
1 + ϵ1)]u1, t ∈ ((nτ)+, (n+ 1)τ ], x ∈ (g(t), h(t)),

u2t − d2L[u2] ≥ a(t)u1

−[m2(t) + α2(t)(u
∗
2 + ϵ1)]u2, t ∈ ((nτ)+, (n+ 1)τ ], x ∈ (g(t), h(t)),

u1((nτ)
+, x) = u1(nτ, x), x ∈ (g(nτ), h(nτ)),

u2((nτ)
+, x) = H(u2(nτ, x)), x ∈ (g(nτ), h(nτ)),

h′(t) =
2∑

i=1

µi

∫ h(t)

g(t)

∫ +∞
h(t)

Ji(x− y)ui(t, x)dydx, t ∈ (nτ, (n+ 1)τ ],

g′(t) = −
2∑

i=1

µi

∫ h(t)

g(t)

∫ g(t)

−∞ Ji(x− y)ui(t, x)dydx, t ∈ (nτ, (n+ 1)τ ],

u1(t, x) = u2(t, x) = 0, t ≥ N1τ, x ∈ {g(t), h(t)},
n = N1, N1 + 1, N1 + 2, . . . .

Recalling λ∗(b(t), a(t) +m1(t) + α1(t)u
∗
1, a(t),m2(t) + α2(t)u

∗
2;∞;H ′(0)) < 0, so λ∗(b(t), a(t) +

m1(t)+α1(t)(u
∗
1+ϵ1), a(t),m2(t)+α2(t)(u

∗
2+ϵ1);∞;H ′(0)) < 0 provided that positive constant

ϵ1 is suitable small. Let (u1, u2; (g, h)) be the unique solution to the following problem

u1t − d1L[u1] = b(t)u2
−[a(t) +m1(t) + α1(t)(u

∗
1 + ϵ1)]u1, t ∈ ((nτ)+, (n+ 1)τ ], x ∈ (g(t), h(t)),

u2t − d2L[u2] = a(t)u1
−[m2(t) + α2(t)(u

∗
2 + ϵ1)]u2, t ∈ ((nτ)+, (n+ 1)τ ], x ∈ (g(t), h(t)),

u1((nτ)
+, x) = u1(nτ, x), x ∈ (g(nτ), h(nτ)),

u2((nτ)
+, x) = H(u2(nτ, x)), x ∈ (g(nτ), h(nτ)),

h′(t) =
2∑

i=1

µi

∫ h(t)

g(t)

∫ +∞
h(t)

Ji(x− y)ui(t, x)dydx, t ∈ (nτ, (n+ 1)τ ],

g′(t) = −
2∑

i=1

µi

∫ h(t)

g(t)

∫ g(t)

−∞ Ji(x− y)ui(t, x)dydx, t ∈ (nτ, (n+ 1)τ ],

u1(t, x) = u2(t, x) = 0, t ≥ N1τ, x ∈ {g(t), h(t)},
ui(N1τ, x) = ui(N1τ, x), x ∈ [g(N1τ), h(N1τ)],

h(N1τ) = −g(N1τ) = h(N1τ),

i = 1, 2, n = N1, N1 + 1, N1 + 2, . . . ,

where L[ui] =
∫ h(t)

g(t)
J(x− y)ui(t, y)dy − ui(t, x). It follows from the comparison principle that

(u1, u2)(t, x) ≥ (u1, u2)(t, x), h(t) ≥ h(t), g(t) ≥ g(t), t ≥ N1τ, x ∈ (g(t), h(t)).

In the following, we will prove h∞ − g∞ = ∞. On the contrary, we have h∞ − g∞ < ∞, it
then follows from Lemma 4.3 that

λ∗(b(t), a(t) +m1(t) + α1(t)(u
∗
1 + ϵ1), a(t),m2(t) + α2(t)(u

∗
2 + ϵ1); (g∞, h∞);H ′(0)) ≥ 0.

By the monotonicity in Lemma 3.2 (iii), one easily checks that

λ∗(b(t), a(t) +m1(t) + α1(t)(u
∗
1 + ϵ1), a(t),m2(t) + α2(t)(u

∗
2 + ϵ1); (g(N1τ), h(N1τ));H

′(0)) > 0,
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which together with λ∗(b(t), a(t)+m1(t)+α1(t)(u
∗
1+ϵ1), a(t),m2(t)+α2(t)(u

∗
2+ϵ1);∞;H ′(0)) <

0, yields

λ∗(b(t), a(t) +m1(t) + α1(t)(u
∗
1 + ϵ1), a(t),m2(t) + α2(t)(u

∗
2 + ϵ1); (−L∗, L∗);H ′(0)) = 0

for some positive constant L∗. Since h∞ − g∞ = ∞, we can enlarge the integer N1 such that
h(N1τ)− g(N1τ) > 2L∗, so h(N1τ)− g(N1τ) > 2L∗. Therefore, by Lemma 3.2 (i) and (iii), we
obtain

λ∗(b(t), a(t) +m1(t) + α1(t)(u
∗
1 + ϵ1), a(t),m2(t) + α2(t)(u

∗
2 + ϵ1); (g∞, h∞);H ′(0))

≤ λ∗(b(t), a(t) +m1(t) + α1(t)(u
∗
1 + ϵ1), a(t),m2(t) + α2(t)(u

∗
2 + ϵ1); (g(N1τ), h(N1τ));H

′(0))

< λ∗(b(t), a(t) +m1(t) + α1(t)(u
∗
1 + ϵ1), a(t),m2(t) + α2(t)(u

∗
2 + ϵ1); (−L∗, L∗);H ′(0))

= 0,

which leads a contradiction. So h∞ − g∞ = ∞.
The proof ends with h∞ = −g∞ = ∞. Once it has done, this together with h(t) ≥ h(t)

and g(t) ≥ g(t), to obtain h∞ = −g∞ = ∞. Without loss of generality, suppose on the
contrary that h∞ <∞ and −g∞ = ∞. Since λ∗(b(t), a(t)+m1(t)+α1(t)(u

∗
1+ ϵ1), a(t),m2(t)+

α2(t)(u
∗
2 + ϵ1);∞;H ′(0)) < 0, for any sufficiently small ϵ2, there exists sufficiently large g1 such

that λ∗(b(t), a(t)+m1(t)+α1(t)(u
∗
1+ ϵ1), a(t),m2(t)+α2(t)(u

∗
2+ ϵ1); (−g1, h∞− ϵ2);H ′(0)) < 0.

For such g1 and ϵ2, we can select a large integer N2 such that

(−g1, h∞ − ϵ2) ⊂ (g(t), h(t)),∀t ≥ N2τ.

Let (û1, û2; (−g1, h∞ − ϵ2)) be the unique solution to

û1t − d1L̂[û1] = b(t)û2

−[a(t) +m1(t) + α1(t)(u
∗
1 + ϵ1)]û1, t ∈ ((nτ)+, (n+ 1)τ ], x ∈ (−g1, h∞ − ϵ2),

û2t − d2L̂[û2] = a(t)û1

−[m2(t) + α2(t)(u
∗
2 + ϵ1)]û2, t ∈ ((nτ)+, (n+ 1)τ ], x ∈ (−g1, h∞ − ϵ2),

û1((nτ)
+, x) = û1(nτ, x), x ∈ (−g1, h∞ + ϵ2),

û2((nτ)
+, x) = H(û2(nτ, x)), x ∈ (−g1, h∞ + ϵ2),

ûi(N2τ, x) = ui(N2τ, x), x ∈ [−g1, h∞ + ϵ2],

i = 1, 2, n = N2, N2 + 1, N2 + 2, . . . ,

where L̂[u] =
∫ h∞+ϵ2
−g1

J(x− y)u(t, y)dy − u(t, x). The comparison principle yields

(u1, u2)(t, x) ≥ (û1, û2)(t, x), ∀t ≥ N2τ, x ∈ [−g1, h∞ + ϵ2].

Analogously as methods in Lemma 4.3, we can find a constant δ∗ and a large integer N3(> N2)
such that h′(t + nτ) ≥ δ∗ > 0 for t ≥ N3τ . So h(t + nτ) → ∞ as t → ∞, which leads a
contradiction to h∞ <∞. The proof is now complete. □

Lemma 4.7 Assume λ((−h0, h0), H ′(0)) > 0 and ∥u1,0(x)∥C([−h0,h0]) + ∥u2,0(x)∥C([−h0,h0]) is
sufficiently small, then h∞ − g∞ <∞ and lim

t→+∞
||u1(t, ·)||C[g(t),h(t)] = lim

t→+∞
||u2(t, ·)||C[g(t),h(t)] =

(0, 0) uniformly for x ∈ [g(t), h(t)].

Proof. We see from λ((−h0, h0), H ′(0)) > 0 that λ((−h1, h1), H ′(0)) > 0 for some h1 = h0 + ϵ
with ϵ > 0 small. Let (ϕ(t, x), ψ(t, x)) be the corresponding normalized eigenfunction pair in
the fixed domain [−h1, h1] and ||ϕ(t, x)||C[−h1,h1], ||ψ(t, x)||C[−h1,h1] ≤ 1 for t ∈ [0, τ ].
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Define

W 1(t, x) = C1e
−γtϕh1(t, x), W 2(t, x) = C1e

−γtψh1(t, x), t ≥ 0, x ∈ [−h1, h1],

η(t) = h0 + (h1 − h0)(1− e−γt), t ≥ 0,

where positive constants γ and C1 to be chosen later. It is obvious that η(t) ∈ [h0, h1).
Careful calculations in t ∈ ((nτ)+, (n+ 1)τ ] and x ∈ (−η(t), η(t)) yield

W 1t − d1[
∫ η(t)

−η(t)
J1(x− y)W 1(t, y)dy −W 1(t, x)]− b(t)W 2 + [a(t) +m1(t)]W 1 + α1(t)W

2

1

= C1e
−γt[−γϕh1 + (ϕh1)t − d1(

∫ η(t)

−η(t)
J1(x− y)ϕh1(t, y)dy − ϕh1)

− b(t)ψh1 + [a(t) +m1(t)]ϕh1 + C1α1(t)e
−γt(ϕh1)

2]

≥ C1e
−γt[−γϕh1 + (ϕh1)t − d1(

∫ h1

−h1
J1(x− y)ϕh1(t, y)dy − ϕh1)

− b(t)ψh1 + (a(t) +m1(t))ϕh1 ]

≥ C1e
−γtϕh1 [λ((−h1, h1), H ′(0))− γ]

> 0

provided that γ := λ((−h1,h1),H′(0))
2

> 0.
Similarly, it is clear that

W 2t − d2(
∫ η(t)

−η(t)
J1(x− y)W 2(t, y)dy −W 2(t, x))− a(t)W 1 +m2(t)W 2 + α2(t)W

2

2

= C1e
−γt[−γψh1 + (ψh1)t − d2(

∫ η(t)

−η(t)
J2(x− y)ψh1(t, y)dy − ψh1)

− a(t)ϕh1 +m2(t)ψh1 + C1α2(t)e
−γt(ψh1)

2]

≥ C1e
−γtψh1 [λ((−h, h), H ′(0))− γ]

> 0.

Meanwhile, for x ∈ [−η(nτ), η(nτ)], we get

W 1((nτ)
+, x) = C1e

−γnτϕh1((nτ)
+, x) = W 1(nτ, x)

and
W 2((nτ)

+, x) = C1e
−γnτψh1((nτ)

+, x)

= C1e
−γnτH ′(0)ψh1(nτ, x)

= H ′(0)W 2(nτ, x)

≥ H(W 2(nτ, x))

according to (A).
Since [−η(t), η(t)] ⊂ (−h1, h1), we deduce that

2∑
i=1

µi

∫ η(t)

−η(t)

∫ +∞
η(t)

Ji(x− y)W i(t, x)dydx

≤
2∑

i=1

µi

∫ η(t)

−η(t)
W i(t, x)dx

< C1e
−γt

∫ h1

−h1
(µ1ϕh1(t, x) +

∫ h1

−h1
µ2ψh1(t, x))dy

≤ 2h1C1e
−γt(µ1 + µ2)

and
η′(t) = (h1 − h0)γe

−γt,
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so

η′(t) ≥
2∑

i=1

µi

∫ η(t)

−η(t)

∫ +∞

η(t)

Ji(x− y)W i(t, x)dydx.

provided that C1 := (h1 − h0)
γ

2h1(µ1+µ2)
> 0.

Recalling [−η(t), η(t)] ⊂ (−h1, h1), we obtain W 1(t,±η(t)) = C1e
−γtϕh1(t,±η(t)) > 0 and

W 2(t,±η(t)) = C1e
−γtψh1(t,±η(t)) > 0 hold for i = 1, 2 and t > 0. Also,

W 1(0, x) = C1ϕh1(0, x) ≥ u1,0(x), W 2(0, x) = C1ψh1(0, x) ≥ u2,0(x), x ∈ [−h0, h0]

provided that

∥u1,0(x)∥C([−h0,h0]) + ∥u2,0(x)∥C([−h0,h0]) ≤ C1min{ min
x∈[−h0,h0]

ψh1(0, x), min
x∈[−h0,h0]

ψh1(0, x)}.

Therefore, (W 1,W 2; (−η, η)) is an upper solution to problem (1.1). It follows from Lemma
4.2 that (u1(t, x), u2(t, x)) ≤ (W 1,W 2)(t, x) in (t, x) ∈ (0,+∞) × (g(t), h(t)), and h(t) ≤ η(t),
g(t) ≥ −η(t) for t ∈ (0,+∞). Since lim

t→+∞
(W 1,W 2)(t, x) = (0, 0) in x ∈ [g(t), h(t)], we derive

that lim
t→+∞

||(u1(t, ·), u2(t, ·))||C[g(t),h(t)] = (0, 0). Meanwhile, h∞ − g∞ = lim
t→+∞

(h(t)− g(t)) ≤
2h1 < +∞ can be obtained. This finishes the proof. □

Lemma 4.8 If −g∞ = h∞ = ∞ and λ(∞, H ′(0)) < 0, then

lim
m→+∞

(u1, u2)(t+mτ, x) = (U△, V △)(t)

uniformly for t ∈ [0, τ ] and locally uniformly for x ∈ (−∞,+∞), where (U△, V △)(t) is the
unique positive solution to problem

Ut = b(t)V − (a(t) +m1(t))U − α1(t)U
2, t ∈ (0+, τ ],

Vt = a(t)U −m2(t)V − α2(t)V
2, t ∈ (0+, τ ],

U(0+) = U(0), V (0+) = H(V (0)),

U(0) = U(τ), V (0) = V (τ).

(4.6)

Proof. It is clear that the solution (U△, V △)(t) of spatial-independent problem (4.6) exists
uniquely [37, Theorem 3.6] and we omit the details here.

In the following, we claim that

lim infm→+∞ (u1, u2)(t+mτ, x) ≥ (U△, V △)(t) locally uniformly in [0, τ ]× (−∞,+∞)
(4.7)

and

lim supm→+∞ (u1, u2)(t+mτ, x) ≤ (U△, V △)(t) uniformly in [0, τ ]× (−∞,+∞). (4.8)

We first prove that (4.7) holds. Since λ(∞, H ′(0)) < 0, there exists a positive constant L
such that

λ((−L,L), H ′(0)) < 0.

Also, by −g∞ = h∞ = ∞, we can find the positive integer nL such that h(t) − g(t) ≥ 2L for
any t ≥ nLτ .
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We first consider the following initial boundary problem

u1t − d1L̃1[u1] = b(t)u2 − (a(t) +m1(t))u1
−α1(t)u

2
1, t ∈ ((nτ)+, (n+ 1)τ ], x ∈ [−L,L],

u2t − d2L̃2[u2] = a(t)u1 −m2(t)u2 − α2(t)u
2
2, t ∈ ((nτ)+, (n+ 1)τ ], x ∈ [−L,L],

u1((nτ)
+, x) = u1(nτ, x), x ∈ (−L,L), n ≥ nL,

u2((nτ)
+, x) = H(u2(nτ, x)), x ∈ (−L,L), n ≥ nL,

u1(nLτ, x) = u1(nLτ, x), u2(nLτ, x) = u2(nLτ, x), x ∈ [−L,L], n = nL, nL + 1, . . . ,

(4.9)

in a fixed domain [−L,L]. A comparison principle to conclude

(u1, u2)(t, x) ≤ (u1, u2)(t, x), ∀t ≥ nLτ, −L ≤ x ≤ L.

Since λ(∞, H ′(0)) < 0, by Theorem 4.1 (iii), problem (4.9) admits a unique positive steady
state (U(t, x), V (t, x)) defined in problem (4.2) with [L1, L2] replaced by [−L,L], and

lim inf
m→+∞

(u1, u2)(t+mτ, x) ≥ (U, V )(t, x) uniformly on [0, τ ]× [−L,L],

Next letting L→ ∞ yileds

lim inf
m→+∞

(u1, u2)(t+mτ, x) ≥ (U△, V △)(t) locally uniformly in [0, τ ]× (−∞,+∞).

Finally we prove (4.8) holds. Let (ū1, ū2) be a solution to the following problem
u1t = b(t)u2 − (a(t) +m1(t))u1 − α1(t)u

2
1, t ∈ ((nτ)+, (n+ 1)τ ],

u2t = a(t)u1 −m2(t)u2 − α2(t)u
2
2, t ∈ ((nτ)+, (n+ 1)τ ],

u1((nτ)
+) = u1(nτ), u2((nτ)

+) = H(u2(nτ)),

u1(0) = u2(0) = A,

(4.10)

where A is defined in Lemma 2.2. Recalling the diffusion term in (1.1) and

−di(
∫ h(t)

g(t)

Ji(x− y)ūi(t)dy − ūi(t)) ≥ 0, i = 1, 2,

which together with a comparison principle yields (u1, u2)(t, x) ≤ (ū1, ū2)(t) for t ∈ [0,+∞)
and x ∈ [g(t), h(t)], thus

lim sup
m→+∞

(u1, u2)(t+mτ, x) ≤ lim
m→+∞

(ū1, ū2)(t+mτ) (4.11)

uniformly for t ∈ [0,+∞) and x ∈ [g(t+mτ), h(t+mτ)].
In the following, We construct iteration sequences {Ũ (m)} and {Ṽ (m)} satisfying

Ũ
(m)
t +K∗Ũ (m) = K∗Ũ (m−1) + b(t)Ṽ (m−1) − (a(t) +m1(t))Ũ

(m−1)

−α1(t)(Ũ
(m−1))2, t ∈ (0+, τ ],

Ṽ
(m)
t +K∗Ṽ (m) = K∗Ṽ (m−1) + a(t)Ũ (m−1) −m2(t)Ṽ

(m−1)

−α2(t)(Ṽ
(m−1))2, t ∈ (0+, τ ],

Ũ (m)(0+) = Ũ (m−1)(τ),

Ṽ (m)(0+) = H(Ṽ (m−1)(τ)),

Ũ (m)(0) = Ũ (m−1)(τ), Ṽ (m)(0) = Ṽ (m−1)(τ).
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Similarly as Theorem 4.1, the induction for m yields

(ū1, ū2)(t+mτ) ≤ (Ũ (m), Ṽ (m))(t), t ∈ [0, τ ], m = 0, 1, 2, . . . . (4.12)

Recalling that problem (4.6) has a unique solution (U△, V △), then iteration sequence satisfies

lim
m→+∞

(Ũ (m), Ṽ (m))(t) = (U△, V △)(t), t ∈ [0, τ ]. (4.13)

It follows from (4.11), (4.12) and (4.13) that lim supm→+∞ (u1, u2)(t+mτ, x) ≤ (U△, V △)(t)
uniformly in [0, τ ]× (−∞,+∞). □

Usually, we say vanishing if lim
t→+∞

(u1, u2)(t, x) = (0, 0) in x ∈ [g(t), h(t)], and spreading if

h∞−g∞ = ∞ and lim infm→+∞ (u1, u2)(t+mτ, x) > 0 in [0, τ ]× [g(t), h(t)]. Recalling Lemmas
4.3, 4.4 and 4.8, we have the following sufficient conditions for spreading and vanishing.

Theorem 4.9 Assume that (J) holds. We have the following statements:
(i) If λ(∞, H ′(0)) ≥ 0, J1(x) ̸= J2(x) and all coefficients are constant, then vanishing occurs;
(ii) If λ(∞, H ′(0)) < 0 and

(a) −g∞ = h∞ = ∞, then spreading happens;
(b) h∞ − g∞ <∞, J1(x) = J2(x), then vanishing occurs.

Specially, if the principle eigenvalue exists, we have the following spreading-vanishing di-
chotomy.

Theorem 4.10 Suppose J1(x) = J2(x) holds, that is, the principal eigenvalue λ∗ exists, then
the following assertions hold:
(i) If λ∗(∞, H ′(0)) ≥ 0, then vanishing occurs;
(ii) If λ∗(∞, H ′(0)) < 0 and

(a) −g∞ = h∞ = ∞, then spreading happens;
(b) h∞ − g∞ <∞, then vanishing occurs.

In the following, the spreading-vanishing dichotomy in expanding capacities (µi)(i = 1, 2)
are investigated.

Theorem 4.11 Assume that (J) holds and J1(x) = J2(x).
(i) If λ∗(∞, H ′(0)) ≥ 0, then vanishing occurs for any given µ1 > 0, µ2 > 0 and initial value
(u1,0, u2,0) satisfying (1.3);
(ii) If λ∗((−h0, h0), H ′(0)) ≤ 0, then −g∞ = h∞ = ∞ and spreading occurs for any given µ1,
µ2 and initial value;
(iii) If λ∗((−h0, h0), H ′(0)) > 0 and λ∗(∞, H ′(0)) < 0, then there exists µ∗∗ ≥ µ∗∗ > 0 such
that vanishing happens for 0 < µ1 + µ2 ≤ µ∗∗ and spreading happens for µ1 + µ2 > µ∗∗ for any
given initial datum;
(iv) If initial value (u1,0, u2,0) satisfying (1.3) is sufficiently small, then vanishing occurs for
any fixed µi(i = 1, 2) > 0.

Proof. (i) If λ∗(∞, H ′(0)) ≥ 0, it indicates by Corollary 4.1 that (u1, u2)(t, x) → (0, 0) in
x ∈ [g(t), h(t)] as t→ ∞. Therefore vanishing occurs for any µ1, µ2 and initial value satisfying
(1.3).

(ii) If λ∗((−h0, h0), H ′(0)) ≤ 0, we claim that −g∞ = h∞ = ∞ and spreading occurs. Other-
wise, we first suppose h∞−g∞ <∞. It is derived from Lemma 4.3 that λ∗((g∞, h∞), H ′(0)) ≥ 0.
So λ∗((−h0, h0), H ′(0)) > λ∗((g∞, h∞), H ′(0)) ≥ 0 holds by strictly monotonic decreasing of
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λ∗ with respect to Ω in Lemma 3.2 (iii), which contradicts to λ∗((−h0, h0), H ′(0)) ≤ 0, so
−g∞ = h∞ = ∞. Also λ∗((−h0, h0), H ′(0)) ≤ 0 indicates λ∗(∞, H ′(0)) < 0, and by the same
method in Lemma 4.8, we prove that species spread.

(iii) We first construct the upper solution, which is similar to Lemma 4.7 and we emphasize
the difference and give the sketches here. Modify

η(t) = h0 + 2h1(µ1 + µ2)C1

∫ t

0

e−γtdt, t ≥ 0

where

γ :=
λ∗((−h1, h1), H ′(0))

2

is defined in Lemma 4.7 and

C1 ≥ max{
∥u1,0(x)∥C([−h0,h0]) + ∥u2,0(x)∥C([−h0,h0])

minx∈[−h0,h0] ϕh1(0, x)
,
∥u1,0(x)∥C([−h0,h0]) + ∥u2,0(x)∥C([−h0,h0])

minx∈[−h0,h0] ψh1(0, x)
}.

It can be computed that

η(t) = h0 + 2h1(µ1 + µ2)C1

∫ t

0

e−γtdt < h0 + 2h1(µ1 + µ2)
C1

γ
≤ h1

provided that

0 < µ1 + µ2 ≤
(h1 − h0)γ

2h1C1

= µ∗∗.

The choice of C1 satisfies W 1(0, x) = C1ϕh1(0, x) ≥ u1,0(x) and W 2(0, x) = C1ψh1(0, x) ≥
u2,0(x) in x ∈ [−h0, h0]. Also,

2∑
i=1

µi

∫ η(t)

−η(t)

∫ +∞
η(t)

Ji(x− y)W i(t, x)dydx

≤ 2h1(µ1 + µ2)C1e
−γt

= η̄′(t).

Thus (W 1,W 2; (−η, η)) is an upper solution to problem (1.1), which indicates vanishing occurs
if 0 < µ1 + µ2 ≤ µ∗∗.

Next, we claim that there exists a large µ∗∗ such that spreading happens when µ1+µ2 > µ∗∗.
In order to emphasize the dependence of the unique solution (u1, u2; (g, h)) of (1.1) on µ, we
denote it by (u1,µ, u2,µ; (gµ, hµ)).

Recalling that λ∗((−h0, h0), H ′(0)) > 0 and λ∗(∞, H ′(0)) < 0, it is easy to see that
λ∗((gµ∗(t∗), hµ∗(t∗)), H ′(0)) = 0 for some t∗, µ∗ > 0. Define

2l∗ := hµ∗(t∗)− gµ∗(t∗),

it follows from the properties of λ∗ in Lemma 3.2 (iii) that λ∗((gµ0(t0), hµ0(t0)), H
′(0)) < 0

provided that hµ0(t0) − gµ0(t0) > 2l∗ for some given t0 and µ0. So in the following, we firstly
prove that there exists positive µ0, such that

hµ0(t0)− gµ0(t0) > 2l∗ for some t0 > 0. (4.14)

Suppose on the contrary that hµ(t)− gµ(t) ≤ 2l∗ for any t, µ > 0. Since that −gµ(t) and hµ(t)
are strictly increasing in t and µ, so

G∞ := lim
t,µ→∞

gµ(t) and H∞ := lim
t,µ→∞

hµ(t),
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moreover, H∞ − G∞ ≤ 2l∗. Since that Ji(0) > 0, there exists ϵ0 and κ0 such that Ji(x) > κ0
for |x| < ϵ0. Also, for such ϵ0, there exists positive constant µ0 and positive integer N0 large
enough such that

hµ(t) + ϵ0/4 > H∞ for µ ≥ µ0 and t ≥ N0τ.

Recalling equations in (1.1) and integration in t over [N0τ, (N0 + 1)τ ], yields

hµ((N0 + 1)τ)− hµ(N0τ) =
2∑

i=1

µi

∫ (N0+1)τ

N0τ

∫ hµ(t)

gµ(t)

∫ +∞
hµ(t)

Ji(x− y)ui,µ(t, x)dydxdt

≥
2∑

i=1

µi

∫ (N0+1)τ

N0τ

∫ hµ0 (t)

gµ0 (t)

∫ +∞
hµ0 (t)+ϵ0/4

Ji(x− y)ui,µ0(t, x)dydxdt

≥
2∑

i=1

µi

∫ (N0+1)τ

N0τ

∫ hµ0 (t)

hµ0 (t)−ϵ0/2

∫ hµ0 (t)+ϵ0/2

hµ0 (t)+ϵ0/4
Ji(x− y)ui,µ0(t, x)dydxdt

≥ ϵ0κ0/4
2∑

i=1

µi

∫ (N0+1)τ

N0τ

∫ hµ0 (t)

hµ0 (t)−ϵ0/2
(ui,µ0)min(t, x)dxdt,

So µ1 + µ2 ≤ 4[hµ((N0+1)τ)−hµ(N0τ)]

ϵ0κ0

2∑
i=1

µi

∫ (N0+1)τ
N0τ

∫ hµ0 (t)

hµ0 (t)−ϵ0/2
(ui,µ0

)min(t,x)dxdt

<∞ (the right side of above equality has

an upper bound that is independent of µ thanks to hµ(t)− gµ(t) ≤ 2l∗ for any t, µ > 0), which
leads a contradiction. Therefore, (4.14) holds and λ∗((gµ0(t0), hµ0(t0)), H

′(0)) < 0 for some
t0, µ0 > 0. It follows from [14, Lemma 4.11] that spreading often happens for µ = µ0. Since
that −gµ(t) and hµ(t) are increasing in µ, species spread for µ ≥ µ0, which ends the proof.

The conclusion (iv) can be deduced by the method in Lemma 4.7 analogously. □

We finish the section with a discussion and a few remarks. Our model extends previous
work from random diffusion to nonlocal diffusion, which describes the movement of species from
adjacent spatial diffusion to long-distance dispersal. Also, a transient and time-periodic pulse is
introduced in the adult to make such structured model describing continuous-discrete process,
which increases the reality and universality of application for this model, and the difficulty of
mathematical analysis is accordingly raised. Specifically, a juvenile-adult model with nonlocal
diffusion and harvesting pulse in moving and heterogeneous environment is proposed to research
the dynamics of species in this paper. The global existence and uniqueness of solution to
nonlocal problem (1.1) with harvesting pulse in moving boundaries is firstly studied in Theorem
2.1. Since the difficulties caused by harvesting pulse and nonlocal operator, we introduce the
generalized principal eigenvalue of corresponding eigenvalue problem (3.1) in a fixed domain.
The nonincreasing property of the generalized principle eigenvalue related to the length of region
is investigated in Lemma 3.2(ii). Furthermore, some special conditions for the existence of the
principle eigenvalue with positive eigenvalue functions are discovered in Fig. 1 and Remark 3.1.
And the strictly decreasing property of the principle eigenvalue related to the length of region
and harvesting function is investigated in Lemma 3.2(iii). What of particular importance is
that the longtime behavior of the solution to problem (1.1) for spreading or vanishing is quite
rich, which is caused by dual effects of nonlocal diffusion and harvesting pulse in moving and
heterogeneous environment. That is, the sufficient conditions for species to spread or vanish are
depicted by λ(∞, H ′(0)) and λ(∞, H ′(0)) in Theorem 4.9, and Theorem 4.10 with some special
conditions gives a more concrete dichotomy about spreading-vanishing by λ∗(∞, H ′(0)). Some
sufficient conditions for spreading and vanishing are also given (e.g. λ((−h0, h0), H ′(0)) > 0
and small initial value for vanishing in Lemma 4.7, λ∗((−h0, h0), H ′(0)) ≤ 0 for spreading
in Theorem 4.11). Spreading-vanishing criteria for expanding capacities are finally shown in
Theorem 4.11.

Compared with some other works of mutualistic models, we here consider the longtime be-
haviors of global solution caused by moving boundaries, harvesting pulse and nonlocal dispersal,
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which all increase the difficulty of theoretical analysis and diversity of complicated outcomes.
In fact, the harvesting rate (1 − H ′(0)) can alter the steady state of solution. For instance,
if the principle eigenvalue exists, then for some H ′(0) > 0, we have λ∗(∞, H ′(0)) < 0 and
species spread (Lemma 4.8), while the decreasing property of H ′(0) (the increasing property
of harvesting rate 1 −H ′(0)) may leads to λ∗ ≥ 0 (Lemma 3.2(iii)), which turns species from
spread to vanish (Corollary 4.1). It indicates that the larger the intensity rate is, individuals
goes extinct more likely. Some difficulties caused by nonlocal diffusion and pulse in moving and
heterogeneous environment have been overcomed, however, the introduction of the generalized
principal eigenvalue leads to a gap in classification of expansion and extinction, which is not
conducive to the integrity of the conclusion. Also, whether or not can the extra restrictive
conditions about the eigenvalue in several results be removed (see Lemma 4.4)? And whether
does the impact of harvesting timing τ can be analyzed in this nonlocal and moving boundary
problem? All of these are worth further discussion.
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