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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 du,, is commonly
written by

d(J xu—u)(t,z) = d[/]R J(z —y)u(t,y)dy — u(t, z)].

Since u(t, z) is the density of species at time ¢ and space z, J(z — 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 (¢, 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

+o00 400
/ xJ(x)dr < 400 and / M J(x)dr < 400
0 0

satisfied by a continuous nonnegative even kernel function J, that is, spreading speed is finite
if and only if f0+°° xJ(x)dx < +o0, 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,



which reads as

( Ut = dlﬁl[ul] ( ) — [a(t) + ml(t)]ul
—a (t)ui, t € ((n7)", (n+1)7], z € (9(t), h(t)),
uz = doLofus] + a(t)ur — ma(t)us — ax(t)uz,  t € ((n7)*, (n+1)7], z € (9(t), h(?)),
w((n7)*,2) = wr(n7, ), v € (g(nm), hnr)),
us((n7)",2) = H(us(nr, 2)), v € (g(nm), hnr)),
uy(t, z) = us(t,z) =0, t € (0,4+00), x € {g(t),h(t)}, (1.1)
W) = 3 m Lo ey Ji(x = yyui(t, x)dydz, ¢ € (nr, (n+ 1)),
g(t)=— Z ir f}zg [20 T “ Y)ui(t, x)dydz, t e (nr,(n+ 1)7],
h(0) = —g(0) = ho,
| w1(0, %) = u1,0(2), u2(0, 2) = uz0(x), x € [—hg, hol, n=10,1,2,...,

where u; (¢, z) and us(t, ) are densities of juveniles and adults, d; and ds 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. m;(t) and ms(t) represent the death rates
of juveniles and adults. «;(t) and as(f) denote the competition coefficients of juvenile and
adult individuals, respectively. Biologically, u((n7)*,x) can describe the density of survivor
mosquito after being killed at every time ¢ = n7. Impulsive functions usually take the form
Hy(u) = cu, Hy(u) = mu/(a+u) and Hz(u) = ue" **, which are normally called linear function,
Beverton-Holt function [1] and Ricker function [26], respectively. Harvesting function satisfies
H(u) € C'([0,+o0)) 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
Hi(u) = cu, 1 — c is the harvesting rate and 0 < 1 —c¢ < 1. J;: R - R withi =1,21is a
continuous nonnegative even kernel function, and has the properties

(J): J; € C(R) N L*=(R), J;(0) > O,/ Ji(z)dx = 1,sup J; < 00,1 = 1,2,
R R

and nonlocal operator is

h(t)
Li[ui) = Li[ug; g, b](t, x) = / Ji(x — y)ui(t, y)dy — ui(t, z),i = 1,2. (1.2)
g(t)
Initial functions w;o(x)(i = 1, 2) satisty
ui,O(l') € C([—ho, ho]), Ui70(17) > (0in (—ho, ho), Ui’o(—ho) = Ui70(h0) = 0. (13)

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
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 hg and 7, we define

Hy,., = {h(t) € C([0,+00)) N C((nT, (n + 1)7]) : h(0) = ho, /() > 0},
Gror = {g(t) € C([0, +00)) N CY((nr, (n + 1)7]) : —g(t) € Hyyr ),

)
Xl = (G Q) )+ G € [C(n, (n+ 1)7] x [g(t), h(1)]), G = 0, G(0,2) = uio()
forz € [—hg, ho] and (;(t, g(t)) = (¢, h(t)) = Ofort € [0,400), i = 1,2}.

Theorem 2.1 Suppose that (J) holds. Then for any given hy, w;o satisfying and any
given T > 0, problem admits a unique solution (uy,us; (g, h)) defined for all t € (0,400).
Moreover,
(ul (ta :t), U’?(t? QZ)) [Xﬁ ho 7]2 and (g<t)7 h(t)) S Gho,‘r X Hhoﬂ"

Proof. (i) For the interval ¢ € (07, 7], we regard (u; (0%, z),u2(0", x)) as the initial value of
solution (u;(t,z), us(t, z)) to problem (L.1)). Since u;o(x) € C([—ho, ho]) and H € C*([0, +00)),
we derive that new initial value satisfies that u; (07, 2) = u1(0, ) € C([—ho, ho]) and uz (0", ) =
H(us(z)) € C(]—ho, ho]). Recalling the existence and uniqueness of the solution without
pulse in [6] and Lemma 2.2 later, we declare that the solution (uy,us;(g,h)) to problem ([1.1))
exists and is unique in ¢ € (07, 7]. Furthermore, u; € C((0,7] x [g(t), h(t)]) for i = 1,2 and
(9(t), h(t)) € [C([0,7]) N CH((0, 7])]*.

(ii) For the interval ¢ € (71, 27], by the same procedure as (i), the new initial value satisfies
ur(77,2) = u(r,2) € C([g(r), M7)]) and uy(r",2) = H(ua(r,2)) € C([g(7), h(7)]). Owing
to Lemma [2.2] one easily checks that the solution (u1, us; (g, h)) to problem exists and is
unique in t € (7F,27]. Also, (ui(t,z),us(t,z)) € [C((1,27] X [g(t), h(t)])]* and (g(¢),h(t)) €
C([r,27)) (1 C(( 27 )

(iii) The local existence and uniqueness of the solution can be derived by the same process
in interval ¢ € (277,37], t € (377,47], ..., and step by step, we then find a maximal time
interval [0, Tiyax) With Thax := noT + 70, 0 < 79 < 7 and positive integer ny by Zorn’s lemma
such that problem ([1.1]) admits a unique solution in [0, Tjay)-



(iv) We now claim that Ti,.x = +0o. The following estimates of (uy,u9; (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 ([1.1f).

O

Lemma 2.2 Assume that (J) holds. For any given nonnegative integer ng and 0 < 7y < 7, if
(u1,us9; (g,h)) is a solution to problem (1.1)) defined fort € (0,T] with T := not +11. Then we
acquire

MCLM

b
0 <ui(t,o),us(t,r) <max{—,—, [ 10 [|oo, || U200 |loc} := A
ay”

fort € (0,T] and x € (g(t), h(t)).
Proof. Denote (u,us) = (A, A), since (J) holds, careful calculations yield

Uy — diLa[tn] = b(t) g + (a(t) +ma(t))in — aq(t)af
> —di A1 Jiw = y)dy — 1) — b(t)A — ay () A2
> A(=bM +a"A) > 0,
similarly, U — dgﬁg[ﬂg] - (I(t)ﬂl + mz( )’LL2 - O{Q( )ﬂ% >0forte (O,T] and x € (g(t), h(t))

If np =0, we get t € (0,7] C (0,7]. Since (u1(0,x),u2(0,2)) > (u1,0,u20), a comparison
principle to conclude (0,0) < (ui(t,x),ua(t,z)) < (A, A) for t € (0,71] and x € (g(t), h(t)). If
no = 1, we obtain t € (0,7 + 7]. Since the interval ¢ € (0,7;] is discussed above, we here fix
t € ((m)*, 7+ n]. It then follows from (A) that

)T, 2) =ty (m, 1), u((m)T,2) = A> H(A) = H(tp(m, 7)), 2 € (9(nm), h(nm)).

ur ((1

Step by step, (0,0) < (ui(t,z),us(t,z)) < (A, A) for t € (0,7] and = € (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 [L;, Ly|, and the following nonlocal time-
periodic eigenvalue problem in a fixed boundary

(¢ — diL1[] = b)) — [a(t) + ma ()¢ + Ao, t € (07,7), x € (Ly, La),
by — doLa[t)] = a(t)p — ma(t)y) + A, te (0%, 7], z € (L, La),
o(0%, ) = ¢(0,2), € (L1, La), (3.1)
(0t 2) = H'(0)9(0, z), € (L1, Ly),

| 0(0,2) = &(7,2),9(0,2) = ¢(r, ), x € [Ly, Lo]

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

Filu] = Elus Ly, Lo)(t, z) — /L i — y)ult,y)dy — u(t, )i = 1,2.
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For the coupled problem (3.1) with harvesting pulse, the generalized principal eigenvalues
can be defined by A and A:

M(Ly, Ly), H'(0)) := inf{A € R|3¢,9 € C0((0,7] x [L1, Ls]), 6,9 > 0and ¢, 1) are
T — periodicso as (3.2]) hold},

where
(¢ — diLa[g) < b(1)Y — [a(t) + ma(D)]6 + Ao, t € (07,7], x € (L, La),
e — da L[] < a(t)p — ma(t)e) + M, te (0%, 7], & € (L, Ly),
$(0%, z) = ¢(0,z), € (L1, Ly), (3:2)
$(0F, x) = H'(0)¢(0, z), € (L1, Ly),
| 6(0,2) = ¢(7,2),9(0,2) = (7, x), x € [Ly, Ly,
and

A((Lb L2>a H/(O)) = Sup{A €R | = ¢7 @D S 01’0((07 T] X [Lla L2])7 Cb, ¢ > Oand ¢7 %D are
7 — periodic if inequalities in (3.2)) are all reversed.}

If we can find (\*, ¢, 1) with positive function pair (¢, ) such that the equalities in (3.2)) hold,
then \* is called a principal eigenvalue of problem ({3.1]).

Specially, suppose Ji(z) = Jo(x)(:= J(x)) and all coefficients are constant, then periodic
eigenvalue problem (3.1)) can be transformed into

;

& — i L[o] = b — (a+m)d+ Ap, t € (0%, 7], € (L, L),
Ve — LY = a — mat) + N, te<o+ 7], @ € (L, L),
$(07,2) = ¢(0,z), € (L, L), (3.3)
<o+,x> = H'(0)¥(0,z), € (Ly, Ly),
| #(0,2) = ¢(r,2),¥(0,2) = (7, ), xe[Ll,Lz].

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

L[u] := L[u(z); Ly, Ly = /L 2 J(z — y)u(y)dy — u(z) = Mu(z), L1 <z < L.

1

It follows from Cao et al. in [6, Proposition 3.4 with ag = 0] that the principal eigen-pair
(Mo, ¥(z)) of operator L exists with positive eigenvalue function V(z) € C([Ly, Lo]). By the
method of separation variables with ¢(t,z) = a(t)¥(z) and ¢ (t,z) = S(t)¥(x), the eigenvalue
problem (3.1))(problem (3.3)) can be written by a spatially independent eigenvalue problem

o (t) =bB(t) — (a+mq — diho)a(t) + Aa(t), te (0F,7],

F(t) = aa(t) = (ma — dado) 5(t) + AB(1), t e (07,7],

(0) = a(7), 8(0) = B(7),
(0%) = a(0), B(0*) = H'(0)5(0).

We derive from the first two equations of problem (3.4 that

(055:83 ) B ( _a_ml;rdl)\OJr)\ —m2+22)\0+/\)(28 ) éM(ggg )
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The corresponding characteristic equation is |M — puE| = 0, and a direct calculation yields

—a —mi — Mo+ (dl + dz)Aoi\/(a +my — mo — d1>\0 + dQ)\O)Q + 4ab

A
= A+ .
9 C1,2

(3.5)

pi2 = A+

Without loss of generality, we assume that ¢; > co. Careful calculations imply that
a+my—diXg+c = —(m2 — doNg + 02) > 0.

Let (k11, k12) and (ko1, k2o) be the linearly independent of eigenvectors related to eigenvalues
w1 and ps, which yield

—a—m1+d1)\g—|—>\—,ui b .
(kﬂ kﬂ)( a —m2+d2)\0+/\—ﬂz‘)_(0 0)

for i = 1,2. Therefore
(klla klg) = (CL, a-+mq — dl)\O - A —+ /,Ll) = (CL, a-+myq — dl)\O + Cl)

and
(k217 k?22) = (mz —daNg — A+ M2, b) = (mz — da o + c2, b)-

In the following, we consider the corresponding algebraic equations

a a—+mq — dl)\(] + 1 Oé(t) . e’“t
My — daXo + Co b pt) )\ mer2t )’

and through careful calculations we can obtain

be'' — (a+my — dido + cr)me?’ —(my — da)o + c2)et + ame?!

(a(t), A1) = ( - , . )

where
C=ab- ((I +my — dl)\O + Cl)(mg — dg)\o + Cg) > 0.

Direct calculations yield a(0) + k16(0) = ko with k; = (a +my — di)o + ¢1)/a and ky =
b/C — (a4 my — di g + c1)(mg — da)g + ¢2)/(aC'), which are independent of m.

In the following we denote A = e for simplicity. Since «(0) = «(7) and B(0") =
H'(0)B(1), we get

b—(a+my —dido+c)m=bA— (a+mqg—dido+ cp)el DTmA, a6
am + (a +my — di o + c1) = H'(0)ae2=0"mA + H'(0)(a + my — di o + ¢1)A. (3:6)
For abbreviation, we further denote
A =b, Ay =a+my — dido+ c1, A1z = (a+my — dido + c1)e T,
A21 = a, A22 = H'(O)ae(CQ*Cl)T, A23 = H,(O)<CL + my — d1>\0 + Cl),
then (3.6 can be written by
Ay — Agm = Ap A — AjgmA, 3.7
Aglm + A12 = Aggm/\ + A23A. ( ' )
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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 Pl(m’ 0) and P(0,1). m1 = —(a+m1 — d1Xo + c1)/(aelc2=¢1)7) and
A = 1/(H’( )e(CQ’Cl)T) are two asymptotes. Also, A is strictly decreasing with respect to m in interval

_ (e2—c1)T i = (e2—c1)T imi i
S Pve— d1A0+c1)e<C2 o) U((@+m1 —dido +c1)e ,00) and mlgnoo/\ 1/e (> 1). Similarly, mathematical
analysis of the second equation in (3.8) shows that points Pg(—%7 0), P4(0, W
mo =b/[(a4+m1 —diXo + 01)6(52*51)7]7 Ay = 1/(6(52*51)7) are two asymptotes. A is strictly increasing with respect to m in
interval (—oo, 7(“+m17d1>‘°+01))U(f(ajrmlfdlk(ﬁcl) yo0) and lim A = 1/H’(0)e(c2=¢1)7(> 1). Clearly, Q1 and Q2 are two

m— 00

(,

) are in the blue line and

aelca—c1)T aelca—c1)T

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

The explicit solution (m,A) 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

{ A= (A — Aipm) /(A1 — Aism), (3.8)

A = (Aoym + Ayp) /(Agam + Asg).

It can be seen from Fig. 1 that points Q1(m1,A;) € Dy := (_(azzl(i;djﬁfﬂl) ,0)x (1, m)
and Q2(ma, A2) € Dy 1= ((a+m17d1/\oic1)e<c27cl)""OO) X (—mens H,(O)eéz,cl)T). Since a(t)p(t) <0
in Dy, problem (3.6) admits a unique solution @Q(mq,A;) € D; with «(t)5(t) > 0, then
eigenvalue problem ([3.4)) has a unique solution with a/(0)+ k1/5(0) = k2 and («(t), 5(t)) > (0,0)

for ¢t € (0T, 7], which indicates problem (3.3)) admits a unique solution (A\*, ¢, 1) with ¢, > 0.

Remark 3.1 Suppose that Ji(x) = Jo(x)(:= J(x)). If all coefficients are constant, it follows
from the analysis in Fig. 1 that the principal eigen-pair (\*((L1, L), H'(0)), ¢(t, x), (L, x))
of periodic problem (i.e. problem (B.3)) exists with ¢(t,z),¥(t,x) > 0 in t € (0F,7]
and x € [Ly, L. If coefficients are time-dependent, it follows from [5] that the principal
eigenvalue N*((Ly, Lo), H'(0)) in exists with positive eigenfunctions. Otherwise, if Ji(x) #
Jo(x), then eigenvalue problem only admits generalized eigenvalues and we denote them
by N(L1, Ls), H'(0)) and A((Ly, Ly), 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.
(2) If Jy # Jo and all coefficients in are constant. Then for any given A\ ((Ly, Ly), H'(0))
and functions ¢(t,x),v(t,x) € CYO((0, 7] X [L1, L)) with ¢, >,% 0 satisfying
(6 — diLy[¢] b — (a+mi)d+ Mo, teE(0F,7], x€ (L, L),
e — o Ls[Y)] < ag — matp + Mo, t € (0%,7], x € (L1, L),
¢(O+7ZL’) - ¢(0,]}), (L17L2> (39)
w(OJra'r) = Hl<0)w(0’x)u (L17L2>
\ ¢(07I) = ¢(T, $)7¢(07$) = ¢(T7 J]), S [Llu LQ]’
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and (A, ¢1,v1) satisfying

(G — diLy[dn] > biby — (a+m)éy + Ar, t € (0F,7], x € (L, Ly),
V1 — d2£2[¢1] > apr — mothy + A\, te (07, 7], x € (L, L),

$1(0%, ) = ¢1(0,2), € (Ly, Ly), (3.10)
Y1(0F,2) = H'(0)11(0, ), € (L1, L),
[ 01(0,2) = ¢1(7,2),91(0, 2) = Y1 (7, 2), z € [Ly, Lo,

we obtain \; < . B
(i1) If J, = Jo. Then for any given (A, ®, W) with (®(t,z), ¥ (t,z)) € ([0,7] x [L1, Ls])* and
((I)v \Ij) >, 7_é (Oa 0)7 satzsfymg

;

Oy — dy L[] < b(t)T — [a(t) + mi(t)]® + AD, t e (07,7], x € (L, Ly)
— oy L[P] < a(t)® — ma(t)T + AT, te (0%, 7], z € (L, Ly)
o007, 2) = 0(0,2), € (Ly, Ly), (3.11)
U0t x) = H'(0)¥(0,x), € (Ly, Ly),
| 2(0,2) = ®(7,2), ¥(0,z) = ¥(r,2), x € Ly, Ly,
and (A, ®1, V1) satisfying
(@1, — dy L[D4] > b(t) Ty — [a(t) + mq(t)] Dy + ADy, t € (07,7], € (Ly, L),
Uy — do L[] > a(t)®y — my(t) Uy 4+ ATy, te (0%, 7], € (L, Ly),
®1(0F, x) = 4(0, 2), € (Ly, Lo), (3.12)
Uy (01, 2) = H'(0)¥4(0, z), € (L1, Ly),
[ ©1(0,2) = ®4(7,2), U1(0,2) = Wy (T, 2), x € [Lq, Lo,

we have A < A, and the equality holds provided that (A, ®, V) and (A, ®1,V,) are the principal
eigen-pair of eigenvalue problem (3.1)).

Proof. Before proving, we first define

(u, v) ::/L 2,u(t,m)u(t,:zc)dac.

1

(i) If J; # Jy and all coefficients in (3.2) are constant. Let W (t,z) = ¢(7 — t,x) and
Z(t,x) = (T —t,x) in (3.9)), which satisfy

—W, — i L1W] < bZ — (a+m)W + MW, te0,77), =€ (L, Ly),

— 7y — dyLo[Z) < aW — maZ + M 2, te[0,77), x € (L1, Ly),
W(r—,x)=W(rz), x € (Ly, L), (3.13)
Z(t~,x) = H'(0)Z(r,x), x € (Ly, L),

W(0,z) =W(r,z), Z(0,z) = Z(t,x), x € [Lq, Lo,

\
where W(r7,z) = tlimOW(t, x)and Z(17,2) = tlimOZ(t, x) denote the left limits of W (¢, x)
—T— —T—

and Z(t,z) at t = 7, respectively. Firstly, multiplying the first equation in (3.10) by W and
the first equation in (3.13]) by ¢, then integrating both sides of these two equations in x over
[Ll, LQ] give that

(16, W) — di(L1[1], W) > b1, W) = (a+ma){pr, W) + Ay (¢, W), £ € (0,7),
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(Wi, 1) — d1<£~1[W],¢1> < WZ, p1) — (a+my) (W, d1) + M (W, 1), t € (0,7).

In the following, since (L;[¢1], W) = (L£,[W], ¢1), we obtain by abstracting these two equa-
tions and integrating in ¢ over (0™, 77) that

[ ey oz [ b w) = zona+ - %) [ " o Wt

Since
f0+ (P10, W) + (Wi, d1)dt
L7, )W (r,x) — 61 (0%, 2)W (0, 2))dt
= ( 1(0F, )W (77, 2) — 61 (07, )W (7™, 2))
= 0,
thus _ _
0> b/O+ (1, W) —{(Z, ¢1))dt + (), —Xl)/0+ (¢, W)dL. (3.14)

Similarly, repeating the above process for the second equations in (3.10) and (3.13), it then
follows from (Lo[t)1], Z) = (L2[Z], 1) and

o (s Z) + (Zy, n )t
P, ) Z(r @) — i (07, 2) Z(0F, 2))dt
= [2[(H'(0))201(0,2) Z(r, ) — (H'(0)*1(0,2) Z(r, )]t

to conclude that

0>a /0 " (60 2) — (W)t + (o — ) / " (o, 2y, (3.15)

+ o+

Finally, adding (3.14)) and (3.15)) yields

a3 [z [ o man <o

The result \; < A; is now proved since lefot (1, Z)dt + ¢ fOTJ: (p1, W)Hdt >, # 0.
(i) If Jy = Ja, then A\*((Ly, Ly), H'(0)) is the principal eigenvalue to problem (3.1)) with
L1 = Ly(:= L). We first consider the following auxiliary problem

(

—0} — i L]¢"] = a(t)y* — [alt) + ma(8)]¢" + Aao", t € (0%, 7], x € (L, Ly),
— 7 — doL[P*] = b()§" — ma(t)9* + Aoy, te (07, 7], z € (L1, La),

q ¢°(0%,2) = ¢"(0,2), € (L, La), (3.16)
U404, 2) = g (0,2), & (L1, L),

[ ¢7(0,2) = ¢"(7,2),¢*(0,2) = (7, 2), x € Ly, Ly].

Multiplying the first equation in (3.1)) by ¢* and the first equation in (3.16]) by ¢, then inte-
grating both sides of these two equations in x over [L;, Ls] give that

(¢, 0%) — di(L[B], ") = b(t) (¥, ¢*) — ([alt) + mi (1)), ¢*) + A" (o, &),
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(=07, 9) — di(L[67],0) = a(t) (", ¢) — ([a(t) + i (D)]¢", 8) + Ao (6", ).
Abstracting the above two equations and then integrating in ¢ over (07, 7], asserts

-
+ +

0= / (b(t) (W, ") — a(t) (Y™, ¢))dt + (N\* — )\2)/ (g, 0™)dt (3.17)
0 0
in view of ([Z[gb],gb*) = ([ﬁ[gb*], ¢) and the periodicity and impulsive conditions of ¢ and ¢*.
Similarly, careful calculations yield

+ +
By adding (3.17) and (3.18)), it is clear that Ay = A\*. B
Next we take the problem ([3.16) with (A*, ¢*,¢*) and (3.11]) with (A, ®, ¥) into considera-

tion. By the same procedure, we obtain

m=£%@ﬂ@ﬂﬂ-¢@ﬂﬁ#%ﬁ+&ﬁ—AﬂA<m¢ﬂﬁ. (3.18)

T

0< / (B, 67 — alt) (w0, @))dt + (K — A) / (@, ¢°)dt

+ o+

T

0< / (alt) (@, 67 — b(e) (7, ))dt + (K — A) / (W, ) di

+ o+

which concludes that A* < A since [, ((®, ¢*) + (¥, 9*))dt >, % 0. Similarly, using (3.16) with
(A, ¢*, %) and (3.12) with (A, &1, V) to obtain A* > A, so

A<\ <A
]

Corollary 3.1 Suppose Ji # Jo and all coefficients in (3.1) are constant. For the generalized
principal eigenvalue, we have A < A.

Proof. It follows from the definition of A that A, > A — € for sufficiently small ¢, then

A—eggngngJre

by Lemma (i). And letting € — 0 yields A < . B O
If J; # Jo and coefficients in (3.1)) are time-dependent, whether A < A 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.
(2) A((L1, L2), H'(0)) = A(0, La—Ly), H'(0)) and A((L1, L2), H'(0)) = A((0, La— L1 ), H'(0)).
(13) A2, H'(0)) and A2, H'(0)) are nonincreasing with respect to the domain Q for any
given H'(0), that is,
A(Qq, H'(0)) < A(Su, H'(0))
and
A, H'(0)) < X, H'(0))
hold for any €, C Qs C RY.
(1it) Furthermore, if Ji(x) = Jo(z), then for any given L > 0, A*((0, L), H'(0)) is strictly
decreasing in H'(0), and X\*((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—L; with x € [L1, Ly, then A((L1, L), H'(0)) = A((0, Lo — L1), H'(0)) and
A((L1, L2),H'(0)) = A((0, Ly — L), H'(0)) can be guaranteed by the transformation (¢,z) —
(t,y).

(ii) Without loss of generality, we only prove that (22, H'(0)) < A(2y, H'(0)) for any €, C
Qs C R', and it suffices to prove A((0, Ly — Ly), H'(0)) < M(0, Ly — L3), H'(0)) if Ly — Ly >
Ly — L.

Let (A((0, Ly — Ly), H'(0)), ¢(t, x), (¢, z)) be a generalized eigen-pair of (3.1)) on (07, 7] x
[0, Ly — L], satisfying

(60— diLi[¢] > b)) — [a(t) + mi(t)]é+ Ao, t € (0F,7], x € (L1, La),

Uy — d2£2[ | > a(t)p —ma(t)y + A, t€(0+ 7|, € (L1, La),

¢(0%, z) = ¢(0,z), € (L1, Ly), (3.19)
$(0F, ) = H'(0)9(0,z), € (L1, Ly),

| 6(0,2) = ¢(7,2),9(0,z) = (7, ), xe[Ll,LQ]-

Since

_dl[ 0L2_L1 Jl (CE - y)‘b(ta y>dy - ¢(t7 27)]
= —dilf," T R - y)e(ty)dy — ot @) — dy [0 i@ =)ot y)dy
< #E —di[fy T @ -yt y)dy — ot )]

for t € (0%, 7) and x € [0, Ly — L3], we obtain from the first equation in (3.19) that

& — i[5 (e — y)o(t,y)dy — ¢(t, x)]

(3.20)
>.# b)Y —[a(t) + mi(t)]¢ + A((0, Ly — Lq), H'(0))¢.
Similarly, for ¢ € (07, 7) and x € [0, Ly — Ls], we have
o= dilfy " Do = y)ut,y)dy — 6(t, ) (3.21)
>, % a(t)p —ma(t)Y + A0, Ly — L1), H'(0))9.
Furthermore,
gb(O,ZE) = ¢(T’ ZE), ¢(07 l’) = ¢(T7 :L’)
and

$(07, z) = ¢(0,x), (07, z) = H'(0)y(0, )
in z € [0, Ly — L;]. Finally, the definition of A((0, Ly — L3), H'(0)) guarantees that A((0, Ly —
Ly),H'(0)) < A((0, Ly — L3), H'(0)), So A(€2, H'(0)) is nonincreasing in 2.
(iii) Since Ji(z) = Jo(z), the principal eigenvalue problem (3.1)) admits a unique solution
(A*((L1, La), H'(0)), ¢, ) with ¢,¢ > 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 (07, 7] yields

ap = b(t)F'(t) — la(t) +ma(t) — dido]a’(t) + (A")'alt) + Aa/(t), ¢ (07, T,
B = a(t)a/(t) — [ma(t) — da2olB'(t) + (A*)'B(E) + A5 (1), t e (07,71,
o/ (0) = o/(7), B(0) = B'(7),

o/ (07) = o/(0), B(07) = B(0) + H'(0)5'(0),

dOé(t) and B/ . 9B

where o = = 50 B (0)

for brevity.
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We now take the following auxiliary problem related to problem (3.4) into consideration
—a; = a(t)"(t) — [a(t) + mu(t) — didola”(t) + A (), t € (07, T],
=B = b(t)a(t) — [ma(t) — d2Xo] 57 () + A" B"(1), t e (07,17,
a*(0) = a*(7), B7(0) = B*(7),
a*(0%) = a*(0), B*(0%) = 75 5*(0).

Multiplying the first equation in (3.22)) by a* and the second equation by *, then integrating
both sides in = (07, T yields yields

—/ dajdt = / ()8 — (a(t) + myi(t) — diho)'a + (N) aa™ + XN/ a*]dt
0 0

+ +

'_‘.—|

(3.23)

and

1 T ! A% . T Iox B ! % *\/ * % Nl %

Recalling (3.23)), it is easy to see that

[ a8 — b(t)Farldt = [T.(AYao dt
f0+ B/ t - ( ) B ]dt— H’(O)B( ) f0+ /\>k BB*dt

Adding this two equations yields

—78(0)8%(0)
'(0)
foi(ﬁﬁ* + aa*)dt <0

thus A\*((0, L), H'(0)) is strictly decreasing in H'(0) for any given (.

Meanwhile, we can modify the proof of (ii) to derive the strictly decreasing of A*((0, L), H'(0))
in L. In fact, if A = X := X\*, then the inequalities in is replaced by equalities and
A((0, Ly — Ly), H'(0)) is replaced by A*(0, Ly — Ly), H'(0), respectively. Subsequently, it fol-
lows from inequalities in (3.20]) and with A((0, Ly — L), H'(0)) replaced by A\*((0, Ly —
Ly),H’(0)) and Lemma [3.1[ii) that A*((0, Lo — Ly), H'(0)) < A*((0, Ly — L3), H'(0)), therefore
A*((0, L), H'(0)) is strictly decreasing in L. O

(A7) ((0, L), H'(0)) =

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 [Ly, La].

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

( uyy = diLy[ug] + b(t)uy — a(t)uy — ma ()
—aq (t)u?, t e ((n7)", (n+ 1)7], 2 € [L1, Lo,
Uy = doyLofus] + a(t)uy — ma(t)uy — aa(t)ud, t € ((n7)*t, (n+ 1)7], © € [Ly, La), (4.1)
ur((nm)*, z) = uy(nt, x), x € (Ly, L), '
up((n7) ", 2) = H(uaz(n7, 7)), z € (L1, L),
| wi0,2) = uio(), x € [Ly, L], i1 = 1,2,
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and its corresponding periodic problem is

( Uy = diL4[UL] + b(t) Uy — a( VUL —my()Uy — ar(H)UE, t € (0%, 7], x € [L1, Ly)
Uy = doLs]Us] + a(t) Uy — may(t)Us — aa(t)U3, t e (0%, 7], x € [Ly, Ly]
q Ui(0%,2) = U1(0, @), € (L1, Ly), (4.2)
Uy (07, 2) = H(Uz(0,2)), € (Ly, Ly),
\ Ui(0,2) = Uy (1, 2), Uy (0,2) = Uy (T, 2), x € [Ly, Ly].

Definition 4.1 (u;(t,2),42(t,z)) € [Qn((0,400) X (L1, Ly))|* is called a lower solution to
problem (4.1)) if

( lAL]t S dl‘él[’&l] + b(t)ﬁg — (Z(t)’&l — ml(t)ﬁl — Oél(t)ﬁ%, t e ((n7)+, (n + 1)7], xr € [Ll, LQ],
+a

tigr < doLsllin] + a(t)ly — ma(t) iy — ag(t)is, te ((nm)*,(n+ 1)71], x € [Ly, Lo],
i ((nm) ™, z) < wuy(nr, x), x € (Ly, Ly),
z((n7) ", 2) < H(lz(n7, 7)), x € (L1, Lo),
(0, ) < tpo(x), t € (0,400), x € [Ly, Lo}, i =1,2

Qn([0,4+00) X [L1, La]) = {(us(t, z), us(t, x)) € C((nt, (n + 1)7] x [L1, Ls])}.
Similarly, (u,(t,x),Us(t,z)) is called an upper solution to problem (4.1) if all inequalities in
the above are reversed. If also (u1(t,x), Us(t,z)) < (U1(t,z),us(t, x)), then (U1, Usz) and (U, Us)
are called an ordered upper and lower solution. By this manner, the lower and upper solu-
tion (Ur(t,z),Us(t,2)) and (Ur(t,z),Uj(t,z)) to periodic problem can also be defined
with initial value condition 4;(0,x) < 1, 0(z)(0;(0,2) > @;0(x)) replaced by periodic condition
U;(0,2) < Ui(r,2)(U;(0,2) > Ui(r, x)), respectively.

Theorem 4.1 Assume that (J) holds. Let \((L1, Ly), H'(0)) and A((L1, Ly), H'(0)) be the gen-
eralized principal eigenvalue of problem (3.1)) and (ui(t,x),us(t, x)) be the unique solution to
problem . Then we have the following three statements.

(1) The periodic problem admits a unique positive solution if N((Ly, Ly), H'(0)) < 0. More-
over, if AN((Ly1, Ls), H'(0)) > 0, (0,0) is the only nonnegative periodic solution to problem
provided that J; # Jo and all coefficients are constant.

(23) If (L1, Lo), H'(0)) > 0, then tLiinoo (uy(t, ), us(t,x)) = (0,0) uniformly for x € [Ly, Ly].
(43i) If M((L1, Ly), H'(0)) < 0, then mlir?oo (ur, us)(t + mmr,x) = (U, Us)(t, x) uniformly for

(t,x) € [0,7] x [L1, Lo|, where (Uf(t,z),Us(t,x)) is the unique positive solution to periodic
problem (4.2]).

Proof. (i) Since A\((L1, Ls), H'(0)) < 0, one easily checks that (A, A) and (U,,U,) are the
upper and lower solutions to problem (4.2)), where (A, A) is defined in Lemma [2.2|and (U,,U,)
satisfies

U, (t,x) = ee™7¢(t, x), t € [0,400), z € [Ly, Ly

and
e(nr, x), x € [Ly, Ly,
Uy(t,z) = § eeMIy((nr)*, 2), x € [Ly, Lo,

EG(A—H})TG(_)\_U)U_”T)@/}(t, x), te((nm)",(n+1)7], = € [L1, Ly]
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for suitable v |36, Theorem 4.3], where (A, ¢,v) satisfies (3.2]). Then the iteration sequence
{Uﬁm)ﬁém) } with (Ugo),UéO) ) = (A, A) can be constructed, which satisfy

(T — L0 + KT = b T — (T
T — @R+ KT, te (0%, 7], o € [Ly, L),
U = doLafU3") + KU = a()T" ™" — ma(0)U "
—an()(T" )2+ 1Ty, te (0 7],z €L, L], (4.3)
70t 2) =TV V), z € (L1, Ly),
03" (0%, 2) = HOY" "V (r,2)), v € (Ly, L),
| T 0,0 =T 0), t € (0,400), x € (L1, L),

where K, and K, are large enough. Similarly, we can define iteration sequence {U{™, U™}
with (U1, U3”) = (U, Uy).

We claim that sequences {Uﬁm),ﬁé’")} and {U Y”), U g"”} are monotonically decreasing and
increasing, respectively, and they converge to positive function pairs (UI (t,x),U;(t,:v)) and
(U%(t,x),Us(t,z)). Furthermore, (U, (t,z),Uy(t,z)) and (UX(t,x), Us(t, x)) are the maximal
and minimal positive periodic solution to problem . Moreover,

(QDQQ) S (Ui(tvx%U;(th))? (Qi(tax%Q;(th)) S (A7A) (44)

The uniqueness of positive periodic solution (Uy,Us) will be shown in the following. To
proceed, let (U, Us) and (Uy, Us) be two different solutions, and denote

S ={se|0,1],sU, <U;, sUy <U;j, t €[0,T], z € [Ly, Ly]}.

We claim that 1 € S. Otherwise, we assume that sp = supS < 1. Define (W1, Ws) =
(Uf —soUy, Uy —soUs), satistying (Wy, Wy) > (0,0) in [0, 7] X [Ly, Lo]. Without loss of generality,
we assume that Wi (ty, z9) = 0 for some (%o, x9) € [0, 7] X [L1, Ls]. Direct calculations yield

Wiy — di L4[W1]

b(t)(Us — soUs) — (a(t) +~m1(t))(U1* — soU7) - Oél(f)[(UikZ2 — soU3]
—(a(t) +mi(t)(Uy — soUr) — ar(t) (U7 — soUr) (U7 + soUn)

— K (t)W,

V

with K1 (t) := a(t) +my(t) + ay (t)(UF + soU7) and

Wy — do L[ Wo]
= a(t)(U} = soUn) —ma(t)(Us5 — 5002)~— Oéz(t)[(Urff — 50U3]
—mg(t)(UQ* — S()UQ) — Oég(t)(U; — S()UQ)(UQ* + SOUQ)
—Kg(t)Wz

V

with Kg(t) = mg(t) + Oég(t)(Uék + 50[72). So
Lo

Wii(to, m0) > di Ly[W,] = dl/ Ji(xo — y)Wi(to, y)dy > 0.

Ly
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On the other hand, Wy, (tg, xo) < 0 since Wi(to, z9) = 0 for some (to,z) € [0,7] X [L1, Lo,
which leads contradiction, so the uniqueness of solution to problem (4.2) is now obtained in
[0, 7] x [L1, Ls]. Since (A, A) and (U,,U,) can be sufficiently large and small, respectively, it
then follows from that the solution (U (t,x), Us(t,z)) to periodic problem (4.2)) is unique
in the whole space.

We finally claim that problem (4.2) has no positive solution if A((L1, Ls), H'(0)) > 0. Sup-
pose by contradiction that (U, U 2) is a positive steady state of (4.2 ., which meets

( Ty — diLy[U1] = ()T — a(t)T) — mi(8)T1 — ar(8)T;
< bO)Ts — a(O)Ty — my ()T, te (0%, 7], z € [Ly, La],
Ut — doLo[Us] = a(t)T1 — ma()Ts — as(t)T4
< a()T; — mo(t)Ts, te (0%, 7], z € [Ly, La],
U,(0%,2) = U,(0, ), x € (Ly, Ly),
Uy (0%, 2) = H(U(0, z)), v € (L, L),
L U1(0,2) = Uy(r,2), U(0,2) = Uy(r,2), x € [Lq, Lo.

It is deduced by the definition of generalized principal eigenvalue that \((Ly, Ly), H'(0)) < 0.
We have the following two cases.

Case 1 If A = )\, then the principal eigenvalue \* is well defined and A\* < 0 by the
comparison principle in Lemma (ii) with A = 0, which leads contradiction to \* = A > 0.

Case 2 If \ # ), recalling Corollary , we have A < A < 0, which also contradicts to the
condition A > 0.
Thus periodic problem has the unique nonnegative solution (0, 0) if A((Ly, L2), H'(0)) > 0.

(i) It is easy to verify that (Me 2¢(t,x), Me 24)(t,z)) is an upper solution to prob-
lem (4.1)), in which (¢,) satisfy problem and M is a positive constant which is suf-
ficient large such that M¢(0,z) > ujo(x) and My(0,z) > uso(x) in © € [Ly, Ls]. Since
(Me=2tg(t, ), Me 24)(t, ) — (0,0) as t — oo, it follows from the comparison principle that
tginoo (ur(t, z), us(t,x)) = (0,0) uniformly for = € [Ly, Lo].

(iii) We prove it by induction. Without loss of generality, we suppose that us(0,z) >
0 in z € (Ly,Ls), otherwise, u(7r,z) can be regarded as the new initial value. In fact, for
m = 0, since € is sufficiently small and A is large enough, we obtain U go)(O,x) < ug(0,2) <
T%(0,2) for @ € [L1, Ly), so HUL(0,2)) < H(us(0,2)) < HT(0,2)) for x € [Ly, L],
which means UL (0, 2) < us(0F,2) < Uéo)(0+,x) for © € [Ly, Ly]. Comparison principle
yields Qéo)(t,a:) < ug(t,z) < Ug)) (t,x) for t € [0,T] and x € [Ly, Ls]. By the same procedure
for t € [n7, (n + 1)7](n > 1), we finally obtain

U (t7) < us(t,2) T, (t,2), £ > 0, @ € Ly, L)
Similarly, for m = 1, using the iteration sequence in (4.3)) to obtain
U(t,2) < us(t +7,2) < Ty (t,2), 6 >0, 2 € [Ly, Lo,

By induction of m, we finally get

U™ U (t2) < (urwa) (¢ +mr,2) < (0, 0") (8 2). 12 0,2 € [Ln, L,
which together with the uniqueness of periodic solution to in (i) by A((L1, L), H'(0)) < 0,
yields hrf (u1, u2)(t + mr,x) = (Uf, Us)(t, z) uniformly for x € Ly, Ly]. O
m——+00
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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 ¢/(t) < 0 and A'(t) > 0, we declare

tLlJrgloog(t) = goo and tLlinooh(t) = heo,

with some ¢, € [—00, —hg) and he € (hg, +0).

Since —g(t) and h(t) are strictly increasing with respect to ¢, it then follows from Lemma 3.2
(ii) that A((g(t), h(t)), H'(0)) and A((g(t), h(t)), H'(0))) are nonincreasing in ¢, and \*((g(¢), h(t)), H'(0))
is strictly decreasing in t if the principal eigenvalue exists. We then define

(oo o), H'(0)) := lim X((g(t), h(t)), H'(0))

t—o00

and

A(—o0,+0), H'(0)) ;= lim  A((Ly, Lo), H'(0)),
—Li,Ly—00
which all are related to pulse function H’(0). Similarly, we can also define A\((goo, hoo ), H'(0)),
A((=00, +00), H'(0)), A*((9sc, hoo), H'(0)) and A*((—o0, +00), 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 (uy,us;(g,h)) is the unique

solution to problem (L1). Let (uy(t, ), us(t,z)) € [C((nT,(n 4 1)7] x [g(t), A(L)])]* for n =
0,1,2,..., (g(t),n(t)) € [C((0,+2)) N CY((nT, (n+ 1)7])]?, satisfying

( Uy, > diLy[ug] + b(t)us — a(t)uy — mq(t)uy
—au (t)ud, t € ((nr)*, (n+1)7], 2 € (§(1), h(1)),
Uy > doLoltia] + a(t)uy — mo(t)ts — aa(t)us, te ((nm)t, (n+1)7], 2 € (g(t), h(t)),
uy((nm)*, @) > uy(nT, ), x € (g(n7), h(n1)),
ty((n7)*, ) > H(uy(nt, x)), z € (g(n), h(nT)),
i (t, g(t)), a(t, h(t)), aa(t, g(t)), aa(t, h(t)) > 0, t € (0,+00),
B (t) > 21 wi [y ooy Jile = y)ai(t, 2)dydz,  t € (n7, (n+ )7,
7(0) < =X o ) J7 A = )t a)dyde, € (. (o + 17,
—5(0) < hg < ho < (0),
1;(0, ) = u;o(z), x € [—ho, hol, 1 = 1,2,

then [g(t), h(t)] C [g(t), h(t)] fort € (0,400) and
(ur(t, z), us(t, ) < (u1(t, ), uz(t, x)) fort € (0,400) and x € [g(t), h(t)].
The triplet (u(t, x), Us(t, x); (G(t), h(t))) is called an upper solution to problem (L.1). Also, if

all inequalities in the above are reversed and (uy,Uy; (g, h)) is replaced by (uy,uy; (g, h)), then

[9(t), h(t)] D [g(t), h(t)] and
(u(t, ), ua(t, ) > (uy(t, ), uy(t, ) fort € (0,+o00) and x € [g(t), h(t))].
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Lemma 4.3 Assume that Ji(x) = Jo(z). If heo — goo < 00, then N ((goo, hoo), H'(0)) > 0 and
lim [ (ur (2, -), ua(t, )| eto(ey nwy) = (0,0)

tt
uniformly for x € [g(t), h(t)].

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that A*((geo, heo), H'(0)) < 0. Then there exists a sufficiently
small 1 such that

AN ((goo + &, hoo —€), H'(0)) < 0 forall0 < e < ;.
Also, by continuous dependence of ¢, for such € we can find a large integer N, such that
Goo < (1) < goo + €, hoo —& < h(t) < hoo,V t > N.T.

Considering the following initial value problem for n > N,

(wyy =i ([0 T — y)ua(t,y)dy — (7))

+b(t)uy — (a(t) +ma(t))u, — ax(t)ui, (t,z) € Qe
v = do( [0 Do — y)us(t, y)dy — uy(t, 7))
—|—a(t)1_L1 ma(t)uy — ao(t)us, (t,x) € Q.

21((n7)+>x) = Ql(n7-7 x)a S
@2((”7)_'_737) = H(@Q(nTa 33')), YIS
Qi(‘NET? l’) = ui(NsTa x)a S

\

where Q. :={(t,z): (n7)T <t < (n+ 1)7], goo + € < T < hoo — €}

It follows from the comparison principle in Lemma [4.2| that (uy,us)(t, x) > (uy, u,)(t, x) for
t > N7 and o € [goo + €, hoo — €]. Recalling A*((goo + €, hoo — €), H'(0)) < 0 and Theorem
4.1|(iii), one easily checks that

l_1£1 (u (t +n7,2), us(t + nr,2)) = (Ui (¢, 2),Us (t,x)), t €[0,7], & € [goo, Noo),

where(U5, Us) is the unique positive steady state with initial value condition w,(N.7,z) =
u;(NeT,x) replaced by periodic condition ;(0,z) = w,(7,2) in & € (goo + €, oo — €).

Consequently, there exists a N1.(> N.) such that

1
(ur, ue)(t + n1,z) > (uy, uy)(t + nr,x) > §(U1,U2)(t,x) >0, Vt > N7, & € [goo + €, hoo — €]

Since J1(0) = J2(0) > 0, Ji(x) = Jo(z) > 0 for © € [—3¢, 3¢] with such £ € (0, h), we then
define
v= min Ji(z) and = min {Ui(t,z),Us(t,x)},

[—3¢,3¢] [0,7] % [goo+€,ho0 —€]
then v,0 > 0. Notice the fact [hoo — 26, hoo — €] C [goo + €, hoo — €], We obtain

B (t+nt) = Z i tf:: [ ntinr) Ji(T — y)ui(t +n1, z)dydz
= Z fh tfril:) 2% fh(tir U Ji(x — y)ui(t + n7, x)dydx
> e Z n fh(;::f ui(t + n7, x)dr
> 782/% e it + T, ),
>

2755 Z w; >0, fort > Ny.7.
i=1
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This contradicts to hy < 00. Therefore A*((goo, hoo), H'(0)) > 0.
The proof ends with (uy,u2)(t,2) — (0,0). In fact, we can construct an upper solution to

problem ([1.1]), satisfying

(

iy = di ([} Ji(2 = y)un (t,y)dy — W (¢, 7)) + b(t) i
—a(t)uy, — my(t)uy — oy (t)u?, (t,2) € Q7 0,
Uy = d2(fgz:° Jo(x — y)us(t, y)dy — us(t, x))
+a(t)uy — mo(t)uy — as(t)us, (t,2) € Q7 0,
i ((n7)", @) = i (n7, @), € (goos heo),
uz((n7)", ) H{(uy(n7, 1)), T € (goo, o),
| %(0,2) = Up(x), x € [—ho, hol, i =1,2

for n =0,1,2,..., where Q, o, := {(t,z) : (n7)" <t < (n+ 1)7], goo < & < hoo}, Uip(x) =
uio(z) in [—ho, ho] and U o(x) = 0 in [geo, —ho) J(ho, heo). Then (uy,uz)(t,x) < (Uy, @2)(t, z) in
[0,00) % [g(t), h(t)] by the comparison principle. Since A*((goo, hoo), H'(0)) > 0, it follows from
Theorem [4.1[(ii) that (a1, @2)(t, z) — (0,0) in C([geo, ko)), Which ends the proof. O

Lemma 4.4 Suppose Jy(z) # Jo(x) and all coefficients are constant. If A(oo, H'(0)) > 0, then
vanishing occurs, that is, the solution (uy,us) to problem (1.1)) satisfies

lim (ug,u9)(t,z) = (0,0)

t—+o00

uniformly in x € [g(t), h(t)].

T
=)
o
o
=8
.
@
-+
’El

where A is defined in Lemma. Recalhng f (x)dz =1, it is clear that

h(t
d;Li|u;] = di/ X Ji(x — y)u;(t)dy — d;u; <0,
g(t)

and u;(0,z) < w;(0) = A. A simple comparison principle asserts (uq,uz)(t, ) < (uy,uz)(t) for
x € [g(t),h(t)] and t > 0.

Motivated by [37 Theorem 3.3, let us construct the iteration sequence {(a'™,aY”)} with
initial value (ug T s ) := (A, A). It then follows from [23] that the limit of iteration sequences
{(ug ) Uy )} exists as n — 0o, and we denote it by (U2, U2), which satisfies

(UD)e =b(t)Us — (a(t) + ma(t))UT — en(t)(U})2, t € (0%, 7],
(UQA)t = a( )Ul - mZ( )UQ - O‘2(t)(U2A)27 S (O+7T]v
UL (0%) = UL (0), Uy (0%) = H(U3 (0)),

UL (0) = U (7),Us (0) = Uy (7)
We further obtain
lim (i, %) (t + n7)(t) < (U, Us)(t)

n—-4o00
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by the iteration method [36, Theorem 4.5]. Recalling A(oco, H'(0)) > 0, Ji(z) # Jao(x) and all
coefficients are constant, one easily checks the (U2, U£*) = (0,0) similarly as Theorem [4.1] i).
Therefore, we get tli+m (w1, u)(t, ) = (0,0) uniformly in = € [g(t), h(t)].

—+o0

Corollary 4.1 Suppose Ji(x) = Jo(x) and the principal eigenvalue satisfies A\*(oco, H'(0)) > 0,
then
lim (ug,us2)(t,z) = (0,0)

t—+o00

uniformly in x € [g(t), h(t)].

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

Proposition 4.5 If \*(b(t), a(t) + mi(t), a(t), ma(t); 0o; H'(0)) < 0, then for any given A* >

B = {amlﬁn;m ;—;}, the following problem
uy = b(t)ug — (a(t) + mq(t))uq, te ((nm)*, (n+1)7],
uge = a(t)uy — mo(t)us, te ((nm)t, (n+1)7],
u((n7)") = wr(n7), ua((n7)*) = H(uz(n7)),
u;(0) = A%, i=1,2

admits a unique positive solution (uy, us)(t) and lirf (g, u)(t +n7)(t) = (uf, us)(t) uniformly
n—-+0oo

in [0, 7], where (u},ul)(t) satisfies

((up)e = b(t)us — (alt) +mu(t))uj,  te (07,7,
(u3)e = a(t)uy — ma(t)us, te (07,7,
ui (07) = 3 (0), u3(07) = H(u3(0)),

|11(0) = ui(7), u3(0) = uy(7).

(4.5)

Lemma 4.6 Let (u1,us;(g,h)) be the unique solution to (1.1) with Ji(x) = Jo(x). Assume
that X*(b(t), a(t) +my(t) + aq (t)uf, a(t), ma(t) + aa(t)us; 0o; H'(0)) < 0 with (uf,ul) defined in
‘) Zf hoo — Joo = OO, then hoo = 0o = .

Proof. Since A*(b(t),a(t) + mi(t) + aq(t)ui, a(t), ma(t) + aa(t)us; 00; H'(0)) < 0, we get
A(b(t), a(t) + mq(t), a(t), me(t); 00; H'(0)) < 0. It then follows from Proposition that the
following initial value problem

uye = b(t)ug — (a(t) + mq(t))uq, te ((nm)*, (n+1)7],
ug = a(t)uy — mo(t)us, te ((nm)*, (n+1)7],
ur((nT)™) = uyp(n7), uz((n7)™) = H(us(nt),

u;(0) = A, i=1,2

admits a unique positive solution (g, us)(t) and liril (g, u2)(t +n7)(t) = (uj,us)(t) for t €
n——+0oo

[0, 7], where A > max{A, A*} with A defined in Lemma [2.2land A* defined in Proposition .
Also, a comparison principle yields (uy, us)(t, z) < (uy,us)(t) for t > 0 and x € (—o0, +00). So
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for any given ey, there exists a large integer Ny such that (uy (¢, z), us(t, x)) < (uf(t)+er, us(t)+
€1) for t > Ny and = € [g(t), h(t)], which together with (1.1)) yields

( Ut — dlﬁ[ul] Z b(t)UQ

—[a(t) +ma(t) + ar () (u] + €1)]ua, te ()" (n+1)7], x € (9(t), h(1)),
Uot — dgﬁ[Ug] Z a(t)u1
_[ ( ) + QQ(t)(u; + 61)]u27 te ((n7>+7 (TL + 1)7_]7 T (g(t)a h(t)),
ur((nr)*, ) = uy(nt, ), z € (g(n), h(n)),
) w((n7)™, 2) = H(us (nT z)), z € (g(n1), h(n)),
'(t) 22: fh(t) Ji(x — y)u;(t, x)dydz, t € (nt,(n+1)7],
gt)=— ;ui fg’ét fg “ Y)ui(t, x)dydz, te (nr,(n+1)7],
uy(t,x) = us(t,z) =0, t > Ny, x € {g(t),h(t)},

L n:Nl,N1+1,N1+2,....
Reca’uing /\*(b(t)v a(t) + m1<t) +o (t)u; a’(t)7 m?(t) + a2(t)u§, Q5 Hl(o)) < 07 S0 )‘*(b(t)a a(t) +
ma(t)+aq(t)(uf+er), at), ma(t) +as(t)(us+e1); 00; H(0)) < 0 provided that positive constant
€1 is suitable small. Let (u;,uy; (g,h)) be the unique solution to the following problem

([ uy — diLuy] = b(t)u,
—[ () + ma(t) + on () (uf + €1)]wy, t e ((nm)", (n+1)7], x € (¢(t), A(t)),
o — daLuo] = a(t)y,
—[ma(t) + aa(t)(u3 + €1)]us,, t € ((nm)", (n+1)7], x € (¢(t), A(t)),
u, ((n7)", @) =, (n7, ), z € (g(n7), h(nT)),
uy((n)™, @) = H(uy(n7, 7)), z € (g(n7), h(nT)),

2
B(t) = ; 1 fﬁg iy Jilr =yt 2)dyde,  t € (o7, (n+1)7),

J( f}zg) fg ® 7 w,;(t, x)dydz, t€ (nt,(n+1)7],
Ql(tax> = QQ(tvx) =0, t >Ntz € {g(t)uh(t)}a
w;(N17, ) = u;( N1, 2), x € [g(N17), h(N17)],

h(N1T) = —g(N17) = h(Ny7),
L i:1,2, TL:Nl,N1+1,N1+2,...,

where L[u,] = fgb(g) J(z — )y, (t,y)dy — w,(t, ). It follows from the comparison principle that

(ur, ug)(t, ) > (wy, up)(2, ), h(t) = h(t), g(t) > g(t), t = N7, 2z € (9(1), h(1)).

In the following, we will prove h_ — g, = oo. On the contrary, we have h — g, <00, it
then follows from Lemma [£.3] that

A(b(t), alt) +ma(t) + an(t)(ul + €1), a(t), ma(t) + az(t)(us + €1); (g hoo); H'(0)) 2 0.
By the monotonicity in Lemma 3.2 (iii), one easily checks that
AT (b(t), a(t) +ma(t) + ar () (uf + &), a(t), ma(t) + aa(t) (u3 + €1); (g(N17), h(N17)); H'(0)) > 0,
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which together with A*(b(t), a(t)+mq(t)+aq(t)(uf+er), alt), ma(t)+as(t)(us+e€1); 00; H'(0)) <
0, yields

A(b(t), alt) +ma(t) + en(t)(ul + €1), a(t), ma(t) + aa(t)(us + €); (=17, L7); H'(0)) = 0

for some positive constant L*. Since h, — g, = 00, wWe can enlarge the integer N; such that
h(Ni7) — g(N17) > 2L*, so h(N17) — g(N17) > 2L*. Therefore, by Lemma (i) and (iii), we
obtain

A (b(t), a(t) +ma(t) + ar(t)(u] + 1), alt), ma(t) + aa(t)(u3 + €); (g, hoo); H'(0))

A (b(t), a(t) +ma(t) + ax(t)(u] + €1), alt), ma(t) + aa(t)(us + €); (g(N17), A(N17)); H'(0))
A (b(t), a(t) +ma(t) + ar(t)(u] + 1), alt), ma(t) + az(t)(u; + €); (L7, L*); H'(0))

0,

ARPAN

which leads a contradiction. So h. — gOO = 00.

The proof ends with b = —g = 00. Once it has done, this together with h(t) > h(t)
and g(t) > g(t), to obtam heso —0oo = 00. Without loss of generality, suppose on the
contrary that h., < oo and —g_ = oo. Since A*(b(t), a(t) +mi(t) + a1 (t)(ui + €1), alt), ma(t) +
ag(t)(us +€1);00; H'(0)) < 0, for any sufficiently small ey, there exists sufficiently large g; such
that )\*(b(t),a(t)—l—ml(t)—l—ozl(t)(ul—i—el), a(t), ma(t) +as(t)(us+€1); (—g1, hoo —€2); H'(0)) < 0.
For such ¢; and €y, we can select a large integer N, such that

(=91, hog = €2) C (g(1), A(t)), VL = NoT.

Let (uy,uz; (—g1, hy — €2)) be the unique solution to

p

—la(t) + my(t) + a1 (t)(uf 4+ €)|ur, t€ ((nm)t,(n+1)7], x € (—g1,h,, — €2),

Uoy — do L[] = a(t)ty
< —[ma(t) + aa(t)(u3 + )]s, t € ((n7)", (n+1)7], x € (=91, by — €2),
ur((n7)*, x) = ui(nT, x), r € (—g1,hy + €),
us((nT)™, x) = H(us(nt, x)), x € (—g1,h, + €2),
Ui (No7, 2) = u;(NoT, ), T € [—g1,hy + €],

T,
:1 2 n—NQ,NQ—f—l NQ+2

where E[u] = _b°°+62 J(x —y)u(t,y)dy — u(t,z). The comparison principle yields

g1
(21722)(75,1‘) Z (alaa2)(t7m)7 Vt Z NQTa WS [_glahoo + 62]-

Analogously as methods in Lemma we can find a constant §* and a large integer N3(> N»)
such that b'(t + nT) > 6* > 0 for t > N37. So h(t + nT) — oo as t — oo, which leads a
contradiction to h., < co. The proof is now complete. O

Lemma 4.7 Assume A(( h07h0) H/(O)) > 0 and Hulo( )HC([ ho,hol) T HUQU( )”C( —ho,ho]) S
sufficiently small, then heo — goo < 00 and hm i (t, )| cgew ne) = hm |us(t, )| clgw)ne) =

(0,0) uniformly for x € [g(t), h(t)].

=S

Proof. We see from A((—hy, ho), H'(0)) > 0 that A((—hy, hy), H'(0)) > 0 for some hy = hg+€
with € > 0 small. Let (¢(t,2),%(t,x)) be the corresponding normalized eigenfunction pair in
the fixed domain [—hl, hl] and ||¢(t, )||C[—h1,h1]7 ||¢<t7$)||0[—h1,h1] < 1forte [O,T].
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Define
Wi(t,z) = Cre Moy, (t, 1), Walt,z) = Cre Yy, (t,z), t >0, = € [—ha, hi],

7i(t) = ho + (hy — ho)(1 — ™), ¢ >0,

where positive constants v and C} to be chosen later. It is obvious that 7(t) € [ho, h1).
Careful calculations in ¢ € ((n7)", (n+ 1)7] and x € (—7(¢),7(t)) yield

W — di[ [ iz — y)Wa(t,y)dy — Wi t,2)] — BT + [a(t) + mi ()], + o ()7
= Cre =0, + (En)e — (S0 Ji(x = y)n, (t,y)dy — én,)

— 0w, + [alt) +ma(t)]én, + Craa(t)e " (¢n, )]

> Cre " [=yn, + (dn,)e — du( f Ji(x = y)on, (t,y)dy — én,)

= b()n, + (alt) +ma(t))dn, ]

> Cre ™ én, [A((=h1, b)), H'(0)) — 7]

provided that v := w <> 0.
Similarly, it is clear that

Was — da( [0, T — y)Wat, y)dy W2<t,x>> — a(t)W 1 + ma()Wa + as(t) W
Cre™ " [=ytn, + (@Dhl — da (™0 ol = y)vn, (£, y)dy — v, )

= a(t)on, +ma(t)n, + Craa(t)e” Vt(@/)hl) ]

Cre™ ", [A((—h, h), H'(0)) — 7]

0.

VoIV

Meanwhile, for z € [—7(nT),7(nT)], we get
Wi((nm)", 2) = Cre ™ ¢y, ((n7) T, 2) = Wi(nT, 2)
and _
Wa((nr)™, 2) = Cre™ "y, ((n7)*, 2)
= C’le_V”TH’(O)whl (TLT, l’)
= H'(0)Wy(nr, )
> H(Wsy(nt, 2))

according to (A).
Since [—7(t),7(t)] C (—hq, h1), we deduce that

2 7(t) +o00 S 94
me - f— Ji(x —y)Wi(t, x)dydz

m S Wilt, 2)da

< Cle_”f (1 ¢n, (t, —l—f by tatn, (t, x))dy
< 2hCie (Ml + fi2)

IA

and
7 (t) = (ha — ho)ye™ ™,
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SO

/ / W(t, x)dydz.
—7(t) J7(t)

provided that C := (hy — ho)m > 0.

_ Reecalling [-7(t),7(t)] C (=h1,h1), we obtain Wi(t, £7(t)) = Cre ey, (t, £7(t)) > 0 and
Wa(t, £7(t)) = Cre™ by, (¢, £7(t)) > 0 hold for i = 1,2 and ¢ > 0. Also,

Wl(ovx) = Cl¢h1 (07ZE) Z ul,O(x)a W?(Oax) = Cld)hl (07'17) Z UQ70(1’>, S [_hOa hO]
provided that

l121,0(2) || c(1=hosho]) + 1ti2,0(2) lc(=ro,m0)) <Clmln{ min 1, (0,7), min 1y, (0,2)}.
[ ho ho] CEG[—ho,ho]

Therefore, (W1, Wy; (—7,7)) is an upper solution to problem (1.1]). It follows from Lemma
that (w1 (t, @), us(t, 2)) < (Wi, Wa)(t, ) in (¢, 2) € (0,+00) x (g(t), h(t)), and h(t) < 7(t),
g(t) > —7(t) for t € (0,400). Since th+m (W1, Wy)(t,z) = (0,0) in = € [g(t), h(t)], we derive

ﬁ

that tEerooH(ul(t, ) uz(t, )||crg@ ey = (0,0). Meanwhile, ho — goo = tE+moo (h(t) —g(t)) <
2h; < 400 can be obtained. This finishes the proof. O

Lemma 4.8 If —go, = hoo = 00 and (oo, H'(0)) < 0, then

lim  (uy, ue)(t +mr,z) = (U2, V2)(t)

m——+00

uniformly for t € [0,7] and locally uniformly for x € (—o0o,+00), where (U*,VA)(t) is the
unique positive solution to problem

Up = b(t)V = (a(t) + ma (1)U — aa ()U?, T € (0%, 7],

Vi = a(t)U — ma()V — aa(t)V?, te(0%,7], (4.6
U(0) = U(0),V(07) = H(V(0)), '
U(0) =U(r),V(0) = V().

Proof. It is clear that the solution (U2, 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 inf,, oo (ug, u2)(t + m7,x) > (U, VA)(t) locally uniformly in [0, 7] x (—o0, +00)
and
lim sup,,_, oo (U1, u2)(t + m7,z) < (US,V4)(t) uniformly in [0, 7] X (—o00, +00). (4.8)

We first prove that (4.7) holds. Since A(co, H'(0)) < 0, there exists a positive constant L
such that _

Also, by —goo = hoo = 00, we can find the positive integer ny such that h(t) — g(t) > 2L for
any t > npT.
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We first consider the following initial boundary problem

([ uy — dlﬁl[%] = b(t)uy — (alt) +ma(t))u,
i, te ((nr)*, (4 1)7), 2 € -1, ),
Uy, — doLo[uy] = at)uy — ma(t)u, — as(t)us, te((nt)",(n+1)7], 2 €[-L, L], o
wy(n7)*,2) =, (nr. ). v € (=L, L), n = ny, (49)
QQ((nT)—F’I) = H(HQ(TLT, l’)), WS (—L,L), n>ng,
| u(np7,x) =ui(npr,x), uy(npr,x) = ug(nyr,x), x € [—L, L, n=np,ny,+1,...,

in a fixed domain [—L, L]. A comparison principle to conclude
(g, uy)(t, ) < (ug,u2)(t,x), Yt >npr, —L <z < L.

Since A(oo, H'(0)) < 0, by Theorem (iii), problem (4.9) admits a unique positive steady
state (U(t,z), V(t,x)) defined in problem (4.2)) with [L;, Ls] replaced by [—L, L], and

liminf (uy, ug)(t + m7,x) > (U, V)(t, ) uniformly on [0, 7] x [-L, L],

m——+00

Next letting L — oo yileds

lim inf (u1, us)(t + m7, ) > (U2, V2)(t) locally uniformly in [0, 7] x (—o0, +00).

m—r+00

Finally we prove (4.8)) holds. Let (@, @s) be a solution to the following problem

uye = b(t)ug — (a(t) + my(t))ur — ay (t)u?, te ((nm)t, (n+1)7],
a(t

e = alt)ur = ma(ys — az(s, te ((nr)*, (n+ 1)),
u((nr)*) = ul(nT) us((n7) %) = H(ug(nt)), (4.10)
u1(0) = uz(0) = 4,

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

h(t)
—di(/ Ji(x — y)u;(t)dy — u;(t)) >0, i = 1,2,
g

which together with a comparison principle yields (u1,us)(t,z) < (u1,u2)(t) for t € [0, +00)
and x € [g(t), h(t)], thus

lim sup (u1, ug)(t +m7,x) < lim (ay,ug)(t +mT) (4.11)

m—+00 m—++00

uniformly for ¢ € [0, +00) and x € [g(t + m7), h(t + m7)]. )
In the following, We construct iteration sequences {U™} and {V (™} satisfying

(

U™ + KU = KUM= 4 p(6) V=D — (a(t) + mq (¢)) 01

—on(H)(UY)?, te (0%,
VI 4 KV = KV D 4 a (800D — iy (£) V0D
(1) (VD)2 Le (0%, 7],




Similarly as Theorem [£.1] the induction for m yields
(g, Tg)(t +m7) < (U™, VY1), t€[0,7], m=0,1,2,.... (4.12)

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

hIE (U™ V(@) = (U2, V) (), t € [0,7]. (4.13)
m—r—+00

It follows from (£.11]), (4.12) and (4.13) that limsup,, . (u1,u2)(t +m7,z) < (U, V2)(t)
uniformly in [0, 7] x (—o0, +00). O

Usually, we say vanishing if 7tligrn (ur,u2)(t,z) = (0,0) in = € [g(t), h(t)], and spreading if
—+oo

hoo — goo = 00 and liminf,, o (uy,ug)(t +m7,2) > 01in [0, 7] X [g(%), h(t)]. Recalling Lemmas
4.3 [4.4 and we have the following sufficient conditions for spreading and vanishing.

Theorem 4.9 Assume that (J) holds. We have the following statements:
(1) If AM(oo, H'(0)) > 0, Ji(x) # Jo(x) and all coefficients are constant, then vanishing occurs;
(ii) If M(oo, H'(0)) < 0 and

(a4) —goo = hoo = 00, then spreading happens;

(b) hoo — goo < 00, Ji(x) = Jo(x), then vanishing occurs.

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

Theorem 4.10 Suppose Ji(x) = Jo(x) holds, that is, the principal eigenvalue \* exists, then
the following assertions hold:
(1) If X*(oc0, H'(0)) > 0, then vanishing occurs;
(11) If \* (00, H'(0)) < 0 and
(a) —goo = hoo = 00, then spreading happens;
(b) hoo — goo < 00, then vanishing occurs.

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

Theorem 4.11 Assume that (J) holds and Jy(x) = Jo(x).

(2) If N*(00, H'(0)) > 0, then vanishing occurs for any given g > 0, po > 0 and initial value
(w10, u2y) satisfying (L.3));

(13) If X*((—ho, ho), H'(0)) < 0, then —goo = hoo = 00 and spreading occurs for any given i,
to and initial value;

(2ii) If X*((—ho, ho), H'(0)) > 0 and X\*(co, H'(0)) < 0, then there exists '™ > piu > 0 such
that vanishing happens for 0 < py + po < e and spreading happens for py + ps > p** for any
given initial datum;

(tv) If initial value (uq0,us20) satisfying is sufficiently small, then vanishing occurs for
any fized p;(i = 1,2) > 0.

Proof. (i) If M (0o, H'(0)) > 0, it indicates by Corollary 4.1 that (uy,us)(t,z) — (0,0) in
x € [g(t), h(t)] as t — oco. Therefore vanishing occurs for any p;, pe and initial value satisfying

).

(73) If X*((—ho, ho), H'(0)) < 0, we claim that —g. = heo = 00 and spreading occurs. Other-
wise, we first suppose ho, — oo < 00. It is derived from Lemma 4.3 that A\*((geo, o), H'(0)) > 0.
So X*((—ho, ho), H'(0)) > A*((goos heo), H'(0)) > 0 holds by strictly monotonic decreasing of
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A* with respect to €2 in Lemma (iii), which contradicts to A\*((—hg, ho), H'(0)) < 0, so
—(oo = hoo = 00. Also X*((—ho, ho), H'(0)) < 0 indicates A\*(o0, H'(0)) < 0, and by the same
method in Lemma 4.8 we prove that species spread.

(7i1) We first construct the upper solution, which is similar to Lemma and we emphasize
the difference and give the sketches here. Modify

t
ﬁ(t) = ho + 2h1(u1 + ILLQ)C]_/ e‘”tdt, t Z 0
0

where

A*((=h1, ), H'(0))
2

v =
is defined in Lemma 4.7 and

[u1,0(2) | e(=honol) + 1t2,0() lo=nono))  u1.0(2) | o(=roho)) + \|U2,0(17)||C([—ho,ho})}

C1 > max{ , , .
MiNge(—ho,ho] Phy (0, 7) MiNge| g o] Yy (0, 7)

It can be computed that
—_ K —~t C(1
n(t) = ho + 2hy (1 + Mz)ol/ e 'dt < hg + 2hy(pn + ,u2)7 < h
0

provided that

(h1 — ho)y
2h101

The choice of Cy satisfies W1(0,z) = Cydp,(0,7) > uio(z) and Wy(0,2) = Ciaby, (0,7) >

ug0() in & € [—ho, hol. Also,

0<M1+M2§ = s

2 _ J—

> S0 oo Ji(w — )W (t, @) dyda
< 2hy(pg + Mz)Cﬂfﬂt
= ().

Thus (W1, Wa; (—7,7)) is an upper solution to problem (L.1), which indicates vanishing occurs
0 <+ po < e

Next, we claim that there exists a large p** such that spreading happens when g1 +ps > p**.
In order to emphasize the dependence of the unique solution (uq,us; (g, h)) of on ji, we
denote it by (w1, w245 (94, hy))-

Recalling that \*((—hg, ho), H'(0)) > 0 and A*(oco, H'(0)) < 0, it is easy to see that
N (g (t), hyx(t%)), H'(0)) = 0 for some t*, u* > 0. Define

2% 1= by () — gy (£,

it follows from the properties of \* in Lemma (ili) that A*((gu(to), hu,(to)), H'(0)) < 0
provided that h,,(to) — gy, (to) > 2{* for some given ¢ and j. So in the following, we firstly
prove that there exists positive p, such that

huo (to) — guo(to) > 21 for some ¢y > 0. (4.14)

Suppose on the contrary that h,(t) — g,(t) < 20* for any ¢, u > 0. Since that —g,(t) and h,(¢)
are strictly increasing in ¢ and p, so

Goo := lim g,(t) and Hy := lm h,(2),

t,1—00 t,—>00
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moreover, H,, — G < 2[*. Since that J;(0) > 0, there exists ¢y and kg such that J;(z) > ko
for |z| < €. Also, for such €y, there exists positive constant 1o and positive integer Ny large
enough such that

h,(t) 4+ €0/4 > Ho for g > po and t > Ny.

Recalling equations in ((1.1]) and integration in t over [NoT, (No + 1)7], yields

hu((NO +1)7) — hu(NoT) = N](:E)H f f Y, (t, x)dydedt
(No+1)r h
Z N07(') fg/,foto(t f l"O(t)+€0/4 y)ul}uo (t’ x)dydl'dt
(No+1)7 (t)+e /2
> Nof fh;;() )—c0/2 fh " +EOO/4 (2 — y)uiy, (t, z)dydadt

(No+1)7 phyug(t)
> 6()/{0/4 Z L Nof ) h;;o(t)_eom(ui’“o)mm(t, x)dxdt,
A[hu ((No+1)7) —hu(NoT)]

€0kKo Z i fl(ngﬂﬂ fh:oo(tt) 50/2(1‘1 1o )min (t,x)dzdt
an upper bound that is 1ndependent of ,u thanks to h,(t) — g,(t) < 2[* for any ¢, > 0), which
leads a contradiction. Therefore, ) holds and )\*((guo(to),huo(to)),]‘f '(0)) < 0 for some
to, o > 0. It follows from [14, Lemma 4.11] that spreading often happens for y = pg. Since
that —g,(t) and h,(t) are increasing in 1, species spread for y1 > 19, which ends the proof.

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

SO g + o < oo (the right side of above equality has

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 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 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 A(oo, H'(0)) and A(co, H'(0)) in Theorem and Theorem with some special
conditions gives a more concrete dichotomy about spreading-vanishing by A*(oco, H'(0)). Some
sufficient conditions for spreading and vanishing are also given (e.g. A((—ho, ho), H'(0)) > 0
and small initial value for vanishing in Lemma 1.7, A*((—ho, ho), H'(0)) < 0 for spreading
in Theorem . Spreading-vanishing criteria for expanding capacities are finally shown in
Theorem 4111

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 A\*(co, 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 A* > 0 (Lemma [3.2{iii)), which turns species from
spread to vanish (Corollary . 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 7 can be analyzed in this nonlocal and moving boundary
problem? All of these are worth further discussion.
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