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Global dynamics of a two-stage structured diffusive population

model in time-periodic and spatially heterogeneous

environments

H. M. Gueguezo∗, T. J. Doumatè†, R. B. Salako ‡

Abstract

This work examines the global dynamics of classical solutions of a two-stage (juvenile-adult)
reaction-diffusion population model in time-periodic and spatially heterogeneous environments.
It is shown that the sign of the principal eigenvalue λ∗ of the time-periodic linearized system at
the trivial solution completely determines the persistence of the species. Moreover, when λ∗ > 0,
there is at least one time-periodic positive entire solution. A fairly general sufficient condition
ensuring the uniqueness and global stability of the positive time-periodic solution is obtained. In
particular, classical solutions eventually stabilize at the unique time-periodic positive solutions
if either each subgroup’s intra-stage growth and inter-stage competition rates are proportional,
or the environment is temporally homogeneous and both subgroups diffuse slowly. In the later
scenario, the asymptotic profile of steady states with respect to small diffusion rates is established.
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1 Introduction

The investigation of population dynamics through reaction-diffusion models occur in several evolution
systems arising in applied sciences [14–18, 23–25]. These studies have found numerous applications
in several disciplines such as ecology, biology, epidemiology [2, 5, 8, 12, 13, 23, 26, 27, 31, 32]. There are
several approaches to modelling internal dispersal. For example, it is customary to use the Laplace
operator to model the dispersal mechanism of species exhibiting local and random movements between
adjacent locations. Moreover, in most studies, it is common to assume that all members of the
population diffuse uniformly at the same rate. However, there may be individual variation in dispersal
mechanisms and/or diffusion rates within the same population. Such variations may occur at different
stages of maturity in the life cycle of the population [3, 6, 10, 11]. In the current work, we study the
dynamics of a population where the adults and juveniles adopt the same dispersal mechanism but
differ in their diffusion rates in time-periodic and spatially heterogeneous environments.
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Consider the system of parabolic equations







∂tu1 = d1∆u1 + r(t, x)u2 − s(t, x)u1 − (a(t, x) + b(t, x)u1 + c(t, x)u2)u1 x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

∂tu2 = d2∆u2 + s(t, x)u1 − (e(t, x) + f(t, x)u2 + g(t, x)u1)u2 x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

0 = ∂~nu1 = ∂~nu2 x ∈ ∂Ω, t > 0,

(1.1)

where r, s, a, b, c, e, f and g are nonnegative functions. The function u(t, x) := (u1(t, x), u2(t, x)) de-
notes the density function of a population: u1(t, x) and u2(t, x) are the density functions of the
immature juveniles and adults who have attained reproductive maturity, respectively. Ω is a bounded
open domain in R

n with a smooth boundary ∂Ω. ~n is the outward normal unit vector at ∂Ω. r(t, x)
(resp. s(t, x)) is the adults’ (resp. juvenile’s) local and temporal reproduction (resp. maturity)
rate. e(t, x) (resp. a(t, x)) is the local and temporal death rate of the adults (resp. juveniles). The
functions b(t, x), c(t, x), f(t, x) and g(t, x) account for the local and temporal limitations due to
over crowding and inter-specific competitions between the members of the populations. The positive
constants d1 and d2 are the diffusion rates of the juveniles and adults, respectively. The homo-
geneous Neumann boundary condition is imposed in (1.1) to indicate that the population lives on
an isolated habitat and there is no movement across its boundary. The aim of the current work
is to study the dynamics of “classical solutions” to (1.1). We say that a nonnegative function
u(t, x) = (u1(t, x), u2(t, x)) defined on (t0, t0 + T̃ ) × Ω̄, for some T̃ > 0 and t0 ∈ R, is a classical
solution of (1.1), if u ∈ C1,2((t0, t0 + T̃ )×Ω) ∩C0,1((t0, t0 + T̃ )× Ω̄) and satisfies system (1.1) in the
classical sense. Since u1(t, x) and u2(t, x) in (1.1) model the density functions of some population,
then we shall only be concerned with nonnegative classical solutions of (1.1).

System (1.1) has been recently studied by several authors when the environment is temporally constant
(see [3, 4, 6, 7, 9, 10, 19, 28, 29, 33] and the references cited therein). Assuming that the coefficients
are time-independent: the works [3, 19] examined the dynamics of solutions of system (1.1) with
the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions, and established some results on the existence and
uniqueness of a positive steady-state solution; the work [4] examined the uniqueness and global stability
of the positive constant equilibrium solution whenever it exists under the additional assumptions b = c
and f = g when all the coefficients are both temporally and spatially homogeneous; the works [6, 10]
obtained necessary and sufficient conditions for the persistence of the population, and the existence
of positive steady-state solutions of system (1.1); the effects of dispersal rates on the persistence
and spatial distributions of the steady-state solutions of (1.1) are studied in [9, 10]. The authors
of [28,29] studied system (1.1) with nonlocal dispersal operators in temporally constant environments
and showed that the population eventually goes extinct if and only if the principal spectrum point of
its linearization at the trivial solution is less or equal to zero.

Thanks to the works cited above, it is known that the sign of the principal eigenvalue of the linearized
system at the trivial solution plays an important role on the dynamics of solutions to (1.1) in tem-
porally homogeneous environments. An important question partially answered by previous studies is
concerned with the uniqueness and stability of steady-state solution of (1.1). Indeed, it follows from
the reaction term in (1.1) (mainly the terms (r − cu1)u2 in the first equation, and (s− gu2)u1 in the
second equation) that the solution operator generated by nonnegative solutions of (1.1) is cooperative
when population density is small, and competitive when population density is large. This feature
makes the study of the uniqueness and global stability of positive entire solutions of (1.1) more deli-
cate as most standard arguments from the existing literature do not apply. Hence, previous attempts
have been concerned with identifying sufficient conditions on the parameters of the model (1.1) which
guarantee the existence, uniqueness and global stability of the positive steady-state solutions.
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In the current work, the question of uniqueness and globally stability of the positive steady state
solution of (1.1) when the environment is temporally homogeneous is completely solved when the
population diffuses slowly (see Theorem 2.11). Moreover, the spatial profiles of the steady state
solutions with respect to small population diffusion rates is obtained (see Theorem 2.12). We note that
some partial results are known on the spatial distributions of the positive steady with respect to small
diffusion rates of the populations when the environments is temporally constants (see [10, Theorem
1] and [9, Theorem 2.4]).

Supposing that the environment is spatially heterogeneous and depends periodically in time, Theorems
2.1 and 2.2 identify the necessary and sufficient conditions for the extinction and persistence of the
species, respectively. Moreover, when the species persists, the existence of a strictly positive entire
solution is established in Theorem 2.4. Sufficient conditions for the uniqueness and global stability
of the positive entire solution is considered in Theorem 2.5. In particular, when the ratios c/r and
g/s are constant, positive entire solution of (1.1), whenever exists, is unique and globally stable (see
Corollary 2.7).

The rest of our work is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces some notations and definitions
necessary for the clarity of our exposition. This section is concluded with the statement of our main
results. We present the proofs of our main results in Section 3.

2 Notations, Definitions and Main Results

2.1 Notations and Definitions

Let C(Ω) denote the Banach space of uniformly continuous functions on Ω endowed with the standard
uniform-topology norm,

‖w‖∞ := max
x∈Ω̄

|w(x)| w ∈ C(Ω̄).

Define the sets
C+(Ω) := {w ∈ C(Ω) : w(x) ≥ 0 for all x ∈ Ω}

and
C++(Ω) = {w ∈ C+(Ω) : w(x) > 0 for all x ∈ Ω}.

Clearly, C+(Ω) (resp. C++(Ω)) is a closed (resp. open) subset of C(Ω). Next, fix T > 0 and let XT

denote the Banach space

XT := {w : R → C(Ω) such that w is continuous and T periodic}

endowed with the sup-norm

‖w‖XT
= max

t∈[0,T ]
‖w(t, ·)‖∞ w ∈ XT .

Similarly we introduce the sets

X+
T := {w ∈ XT : w(t, ·) ∈ C+(Ω) for all t ∈ [0, T ]}

and
X++

T := {w ∈ X+
T : w(t, ·) ∈ C++(Ω) for all t ∈ [0, T ]}.
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Hence the sets X+
T and X++

T are closed and open subsets of XT , respectively. Moreover, X+
T induces

a natural order on XT , in the sense that for any given w and w̃ in XT , we say that

w ≤ w̃ if and only if w̃ − w ∈ X+
T .

Moreover we have that w < w̃ (resp. w ≪ w̃) if w ≤ w̃ and w̃ − w 6= 0 (resp. w̃ − w ∈ X++
T ). We

extend the order on XT componentwise on the product space XT × XT , that is, given w = (w1, w2)
and w̃ = (w̃1, w̃2) ∈ XT × XT , we say that w ≤ w̃ (resp. w < w̃, w ≪ w̃) if w̃i ≤ wi (resp. w̃i < wi,
w̃i ≪ wi ) for each i = 1, 2. We shall endow C(Ω)× C(Ω) with the max-norm

‖u‖ := max{‖u1‖∞, ‖u2‖∞} ∀ u ∈ C(Ω)× C(Ω).

Similarly, on XT × XT , we consider the norm

‖w‖T := max{‖w1‖XT
, ‖w2‖XT

} ∀ w ∈ XT ×XT . (2.1)

For every p > 1, set
Domp(∆) := {u ∈ W 2,p(Ω) : ∂~nu = 0 on ∂Ω}

and
Dom∞(∆) = {u ∈ ∩p≥1W

2,p(Ω) : ∆u ∈ C(Ω)}.
It is well known that the Laplace operator ∆ generates an analytic c0-semigroup {et∆}t≥0 on Lp(Ω)
with domain Domq(∆). It is also known that ∆ generates an analytic c0-semigroup on C(Ω̄) with
domain Dom∞(∆) ( [1]).

Set D := [Dom∞(∆)]2 and define the mapping A : R×D → C(Ω̄)× C(Ω̄) by

A(t)u =

(
d1∆u1 + r(t, ·)u2 − (s(t, ·) + a(t, ·))u1

d2∆u2 + s(t, ·)u1 − e(t, ·)u2

)

t ∈ R, u ∈ D.

Hence, (1.1) is equivalent to







∂tu(t, ·) = A(t)u(t, ·) +G(t,u(t, ·)) x ∈ Ω, t > t0

∂~nu(t, ·) = 0 x ∈ ∂Ω, t > t0

u(t, ·) = u0 x ∈ Ω, t = t0,

(2.2)

where

G(t,u) =

(
−(b(t, .)u1 + c(t, .)u2)u1

−(f(t, .)u2 + g(t, .)u1)u2

)

u ∈ C(Ω)× C(Ω), t ∈ R. (2.3)

Given a bounded function h : S ⊂ Ω× R → R, we set

hinf := inf
(t,x)∈S

h(t, x) and hsup = sup
(t,x)∈S

h(t, x).

When the infimum (resp. supremum) is attained, we shall use hmin (resp. hmax) for hinf (resp. hsup).
Throughout this work, we suppose that the following standing hypothesis holds:

(H1) The model parameter functions a, b, c, e, f , g, r, and s are Hölder continuous in both variables,
time periodic with a common period T > 0, and min{rmin, smin, bmin, fmin} > 0.

The Hölder continuity of the model parameters specified in (H1) ensures that solutions of (1.1)
exhibit regularity in the classical sense. Additionally, strict positivity of the intra-stage self-limitation
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coefficients b and f is imposed for ensuring the global boundedness of solutions (see inequality (3.4)).
The condition min{rmin, smin} > 0 indicates that all spatial locations consistently support species
growth and reproduction. It is worth noting that the latter condition can be relaxed, although we
imposed it for technical reasons in the proofs of our main results.

It follows from (H1) and [20, Theorem 7.1.3] thatA(t) generates an evolution c0-semigroup {U(t, s)}t≥s,
in the sense that, given an initial data u0 ∈ C(Ω) × C(Ω), then v(t, x, s) := (U(t, s)u0)(x), t ≥ s is
the unique classical solution of







∂tv = A(t)v x ∈ Ω, t > s,

0 = ∂~nv x ∈ ∂Ω, t > s,

v(t, ·, s) = u0 x ∈ Ω, t = s.

(2.4)

Furthermore, thanks to (H1), the function (t,u) 7→ G(t,u) is locally Lipschitz in u uniformly in t ∈ R,
and Hölder continuous in t uniformly for u on bounded sets. Thus, by [20, Theoreme 3.3.4], for any
u0 ∈ C(Ω) × C(Ω) and initial data t0 ∈ R, system (1.1) has a unique classical solution u(t, ·;u0, t0)
defined on a maximal interval of existence [t0, t0 + Tmax) for some Tmax ∈ (0,∞]. Moreover, since
A(t) is cooperative, if u0 ∈ [C+(Ω̄)]2, it follows from the comparison principle for parabolic equations
that u(t, ·;u0, t0) ∈ [C+(Ω̄)]2 for every t ∈ [t0, t0 + Tmax). Therefore, since G(t,u(t, ·;u0)) ≤ 0
whenever u0 ∈ [C+(Ω̄)]2, then u(t, ·;u0, t0) ≤ U(t, t0)u0 for any t ∈ [t0, t0 + tmax). Hence, Tmax = ∞.
Furthermore, due to the type of nonlinearity in (2.2), we have that u(t, ·;u0, t0) is uniformly bounded
in t ≥ t0 (see inequality (3.4) ).

We linearize (1.1) at the trivial solution 0 and consider the associated eigenvalue problem







λϕ = A(t)ϕ − ∂tϕ x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

0 = ∂~nϕ x ∈ ∂Ω, t > 0,

ϕ(0, ·) = ϕ(T, ·).
(2.5)

Since the operator at the right hand-side of system (2.5) is cooperative, it follows from the Krein-
Rutman theorem that the periodic eigenvalue problem (2.5) has a principal eigenvalue, say λ∗, with
a corresponding positive eigenfunction ϕ = (ϕ1, ϕ2) ∈ X++

T × X++
T . We normalize the eigenvalue,

so that ‖ϕ‖T = 1. Note that the function Φ(t, x) := eλ∗tϕ(t, x) solves the linear cooperative system
(2.4).

2.2 Main Results

Our first result concerns the extinction of the population and reads as follows.

Theorem 2.1. Assume (H1) and λ∗ ≤ 0. Then every classical solution u(t, ·) of (1.1) with a positive
initial data satisfies

lim
t→∞

sup
t0∈R

‖u(t+ t0, ·;u0, t0)‖ = 0. (2.6)

Thanks to Theorem 2.1, we see that the population will eventually go extinct if λ∗ ≤ 0. A natural
question is to inquire what happens when λ∗ > 0. Our next result is concerned with the uniform
persistence of the population when λ∗ > 0.

Theorem 2.2. Assume (H1) and λ∗ > 0 and fix a positive initial data u0 ∈ [C+(Ω̄)]2 \ {0}. Then
there is η∗ > 0 such that

η∗1 ≤ u(t+ t0, ·;u0, t0) ∀ t ≥ T, t0 ∈ R. (2.7)
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Theorem 2.2 shows that the population persists if λ∗ > 0. Thanks to the last two results, it is of
great importance to know the underlying hypotheses on the model parameters which yield λ∗ > 0.
However, it is known that λ∗ may depend nontrivially on the diffusion rates d1 and d2. For example,
the work [9] studied how the diffusion rates d1 and d2 affect λ∗ when the parameters are temporally
homogeneous. In the latter case, the results of [9] showed that λ∗ may not depend monotonically on
the diffusion rates which is in strong contrast to the case of single-stage population models. Our next
result provides sufficient assumptions on the model parameters which give the sign of λ∗ irrespective
of the population’s diffusion rates.

Proposition 2.3. Assume (H1) and let λ∗ be the principal eigenvalue of (2.5). Then the following
conclusions hold.

(i) If either (r + s)2 ≤, 6= 4(a+ s)e or
(
a+s
r

)

min

(
e
s

)

min
> 1, then λ∗ < 0.

(ii) If either
∫ T

0

∫

Ω

√
rs > 1

2

∫ T

0

∫

Ω(a+ s+ e) or
(
a+s
r

)

max

(
e
s

)

max
< 1, then λ∗ > 0.

Next, when the species persists, it is usually the case for most unstructured population models that
there exists some positive entire solution. By a positive entire solution of (1.1), we mean a positive
classical solution of (1.1) defined for all time t ∈ R. A similar result also holds for the time-periodic
two-stage structured model (1.1) as established in our next result.

Theorem 2.4. Assume (H1) and λ∗ > 0.

(i) System (1.1) has at least one T -periodic strictly positive entire solution.

(ii) If the coefficients are time-independent, then system (1.1) has at least one positive steady state
solution.

(iii) If all the parameters are constant, then system (1.1) has a constant positive equilibrium solution.

The question of the uniqueness and stability of the entire positive solution of (1.1) turns out to
be challenging. In spatially and temporally homogeneous environments, a positive constant steady-
state solution of (1.1) is unique whenever it exists. Moreover, the linearized system at this positive
equilibrium solution is always cooperative. This leads to the question of whether any entire solution
of the nonhomogeneous system (1.1) is unique and globally stable when the linearization of (1.1) at
such a solution is cooperative. Remarkably, our subsequent result provides an affirmative answer to
this question. To state this result, we introduce the following assumption.

(H2) λ∗ > 0 and (1.1) has a strictly positive T-periodic entire solution ũ(t, x) satisfying r(t, x) ≥
c(t, x)ũ1(t, x) and s(t, x) ≥ g(t, x)ũ2(t, x) for every x ∈ Ω̄ and t ∈ R.

Note that, since 0 < ũ1 ≤ max {‖r‖∞,‖s‖∞}
min{bmin,fmin}

and 0 < ũ2 ≤ max {‖r‖∞,‖s‖∞}
min{bmin,fmin}

for any positive entire

solution ũ(t, x) of (1.1), (H2) holds for small ‖c‖T and ‖g‖T whenever λ∗ > 0. Note also that if ũ(t, ·)
is a strictly positive T -time periodic solution of (1.1) satisfying hypothesis (H2), the linearization of
(1.1) at ũ is cooperative. In which case, it can be shown that ũ(t, ·) is linearly stable. Our next result
shows that the following stronger result holds.

Theorem 2.5. Assume (H1) and suppose that (1.1) has a positive T-periodic solution ũ(t, x) satis-
fying (H2). Then, for every classical solution u(·, ·;u0, t0) of (1.1) with a positive initial data u0 and
initial time t0 ∈ R, it holds that

lim
t→∞

sup
t0∈R

‖u(t+ t0, ·;u0, t0)− ũ(t+ t0, ·)‖ = 0. (2.8)
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Theorem 2.5 provides a sufficient condition for the uniqueness and stability of strictly positive T -
periodic and bounded solution of (1.1). For practical applications, it would be helpful to find some
way to verify whether hypothesis (H2) holds. Our next result goes along this direction and provides
sufficient conditions to construct examples for which hypothesis (H2) holds.

Proposition 2.6. Assume that (H1) holds, λ∗ > 0, and (r̃, s̃) := (r/c, s/g) satisfies







∂tr̃ ≥ d1∆r̃ − (a+ s+ br̃)r̃ x ∈ Ω, t ∈ R,

∂ts̃ ≥ d2∆s̃− (e+ f s̃)s̃ x ∈ Ω, t ∈ R,

∂~nr̃ ≥ 0, ∂~ns̃ ≥ 0 x ∈ ∂Ω, t ∈ R.

(2.9)

Then system (1.1) has a unique strictly positive entire T -periodic ũ solution satisfying (H2). Fur-
thermore, ũ is uniformly globally stable with respect to solutions with positive initial in the sense of
(2.8).

The next result is a consequence of Theorem 2.5 and Proposition 2.6.

Corollary 2.7. Assume that (H1) holds, λ∗ > 0, and the functions c/r and g/s are constant. Then
(H2) holds and (1.1) has a unique time T -periodic positive solution ũ. Furthermore, ũ is globally
asymptotically stable with respect to all nonnegative and nontrivial solutions in the sense of (2.8).

Remark 2.8. Thanks to Proposition 2.3-(ii) and Corollary 2.7, if
(
a+s
r

)

max

(
e
s

)

max
< 1 and the

functions c/r and g/s are constant, then every classical solution of (1.1) with a positive initial data
eventually converges to the unique T -periodic positive entire solution.

Remark 2.9. Thanks to Corollary 2.7, when all the parameters are temporally and spatially constant,
then every solution of (1.1) eventually stabilizes either (i) at the trivial solution if λ∗ ≤ 0, or (ii) at the
unique positive constant equilibrium solution if λ∗ > 0. In this case, we have that λ∗ is independent of
population diffusion rates and the global dynamics of solution of the diffusive population model (1.1)
is determined by that of the corresponding kinetic system.

Example 2.10. Thanks to Proposition (2.6), we present a few examples of parameters such that
(H2) holds whenever λ∗ > 0. First fix a, b, e, f, c and g as in (H1). Second, fix s̃0 ∈ X+

T such that
the periodic logistic reaction diffusion equation







∂ts̃ = d2∆s̃+ (s̃0 − e− f s̃)s̃ x ∈ Ω, 0 < t < T

0 = ∂~ns̃ x ∈ ∂Ω, 0 < t < T,

s̃(0, ·) = s̃(T, ·),
(2.10)

has a unique T -periodic positive entire solution, denoted as s̃∗(t, x). Third, fix r̃0 ∈ X+
T such that the

periodic logistic reaction diffusion equation







∂tr̃ = d1∆r̃ + (r̃0 − a− br̃)r̃ x ∈ Ω, 0 < t < T

0 = ∂~nr̃ x ∈ ∂Ω, 0 < t < T,

r̃(0, ·) = r̃(T, ·),
(2.11)

has a unique T -periodic positive entire solution, denoted as r̃∗(t, x). Then for r = cr̃∗ and s = gs̃∗ in
(1.1), (H2) holds whenever λ∗ > 0.
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It is clear that when all the parameters are positive constants, then Proposition 2.6 is trivially applica-
ble. It turns out that when the diffusion rates d1 and d2 are small, hypothesis (H2) is also necessary.
To be precise, we need the following hypothesis.

(H3) All the parameter functions are time independent, Hölder continuous on Ω̄, emin > 0 and
( rs
a+s

− e)max > 0.

When the environment is time homogeneous, it follows from [10] that system (1.1) has at least one
positive steady-state for small diffusion rates of the population if ( rs

a+s
− e)max > 0. However, positive

classical solutions of (1.1) eventually go extinct for small diffusion rates of the population if ( rs
a+s

−
e)max < 0. Hence, the fact that ( rs

a+s
− e)max > 0 in (H3) ensures the existence of positive steady-

states of (1.1) for small diffusion rates. Under hypotheses (H1) and (H3), we have the following
result on the uniqueness and global stability of positive steady state solutions of (1.1).

Theorem 2.11. Suppose that (H1) and (H3) hold. Then there is d0 > 0 such that for every
0 < d1, d2 < d0, system (1.1) has unique positive steady state solution u(·;d). Furthermore, u(·;d) is
globally stable in the sense that for every classical solution u(t, x;u0) of (1.1) with a positive initial
data, it holds that

lim
t→∞

‖u(t, ·;u0)− u(·;d)‖ = 0. (2.12)

Our approach to establish Theorem 2.11 is to show that under hypotheses (H1) and (H3), hypothesis
(H2) holds for the range of diffusion rates as selected in the statement of the theorem. Hence, we
see that Theorem 2.11 is also a consequence of Theorem 2.5. Moreover, under hypotheses (H1)
and (H3), Theorem 2.11 indicates that if both subpopulations move slowly, then the population will
always stabilize at the unique positive steady state. An immediate question raised by Theorem 2.11 is
whether the conclusions of the theorem still hold when the parameters are time dependent. We plan
to further explore these questions in our future works.

We complement Theorem 2.11 with the following result on the spatial distributions of the population
when the diffusion rates are small.

Theorem 2.12. Suppose that (H1) and (H3) hold. Let d0 > 0 be as in Theorem 2.11. Then for
every 0 < d1, d2 < d0, the unique positive steady state solution u(·;d) of (1.1) satisfies

lim
max{d1,d2}→0

u(x;d) = u∗(x) for x locally uniformly in Ω, (2.13)

where for each x ∈ Ω̄, u∗(x) = (u∗
1(x), u

∗
2(x)) is the unique nonnegative stable solution of the system

of algebraic equations
{

0 = r(x)u∗
2 − (a(x) + s(x) + b(x)u∗

1 + c(x)u∗
2)u

∗
1

0 = s(x)u∗
1 − (e(x) + f(x)u∗

2 + g(x)u∗
1)u

∗
2.

(2.14)

Theorem 2.12 establishes the asymptotic profiles of the steady state solutions of (1.1) when the
diffusion rates are small and the environments is temporally constant. This result improves the
previous results in [10, Theorem 1] and [9, Theorem 2.4], where Theorem 2.12 was established under
some smallest assumptions on c and g. Here we require no restriction on the functions c and g.
Theorem 2.12 indicates that when both the juveniles and adults diffuse slowly, then the population
will concentrate on the sites where the product of the maturity and reproduction rates r(x)s(x) exceeds
the product of the local cumulative lost rates (a(x) + s(x))e(x). Hence, when the population diffuses
slowly, the intra-stage and inter-stage competition rates play no role on its survival. This is similar to
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what it is known for unstructured population models of logistic-type reaction terms ( [8, Proposition
3.16]). It would be interesting to know the extend to which the conclusion of Theorem 2.12 holds
when the environment is both temporally and spatially heterogeneous.

3 Proofs of the Main Results

Throughout the rest of this work, we shall always suppose that (H1) holds. We collect a few prelim-
inary results. First, set

M :=
ϕmax

ϕmin
where ϕmax = max

x∈Ω,t∈[0,T ],i=1,2
ϕi(t, x) and ϕmin := min

x∈Ω,t∈[0,T ],i=1,2
ϕi(t, x).

Let {U(t, s)}t>s be the evolution operator induced by solutions of (2.4). Then,

‖U(t, s)‖ ≤ Meλ∗(t−s) ∀ t ≥ s. (3.1)

Indeed, let u ∈ [C(Ω̄)]2. Observing that

− ‖u‖
ϕmin

ϕ(s, ·) ≤ u ≤ ‖u‖
ϕmin

ϕ(s, ·) ∀ s ∈ R,

then, since U(t+ s, s) is positive,

U(t+ s, s)
(

− ‖u‖
ϕmin

ϕ(s, ·)
)

≤ U(t+ s, s)u ≤ U(t+ s, s)
( ‖u‖
ϕmin

ϕ(s, ·)
)

∀ t ≥ 0, s ∈ R.

Recalling that U(t+ s, s)(ϕ(s, ·)) = eλ∗tϕ(t+ s, ·), we deduce that

− ‖u‖
ϕmin

eλ∗tϕ(t+ s, ·) ≤ U(t+ s, s)u ≤ ‖u‖
ϕmin

eλ∗tϕ(t+ s, ·) ∀ t ≥ 0, s ∈ R. (3.2)

Since u ∈ [C(Ω)]2 is arbitrary, then

‖U(t+ s, s)‖ ≤ ϕmax

ϕmin
eλ∗t t ≥ 0, s ∈ R,

which yields (3.1). Now, by (3.1) and the fact 0 ≤ u(t+ t0, ·;u0, t0) ≤ U(t + t0, t0)u0, t ≥ 0, t0 ∈ R,
u0 ∈ [C+(Ω̄)]2, we have

‖u(t+ t0, ·,u0, t0)‖ ≤ Metλ∗‖u0‖ t ≥ 0, t0 ∈ R, and u0 ∈ [C+(Ω̄)]2. (3.3)

It is clear from (3.3) that solutions of the initial value problem (1.1) are globally bounded in time if
λ∗ ≤ 0. To see that this global boundedness also holds when λ∗ > 0, we note that, given u0 ∈ [C+(Ω̄)]2,
then for every t0 ∈ R, u(t+ t0, ·;u0, t0) satisfies







∂tu1 ≤ d1∆u1 + ‖r‖∞u2 − bminu
2
1 x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

∂tu2 ≤ d2∆u2 + ‖s‖∞u1 − fminu
2
2 x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

0 = ∂~nu x ∈ ∂Ω, t > 0.
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Thus, observing that the constant function ū(t, x) = M1 for all t ≥ 0, whereM = max{‖u0‖, max{‖r‖∞,‖s‖∞}
min{bmin,fmin}

}
satisfies 





∂tū1 ≥ d1∆ū1 + ‖r‖∞ū2 − bminū
2
1 x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

∂tū2 ≥ d2∆ū2 + ‖s‖∞ū1 − fminū
2
2 x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

0 = ∂~nū x ∈ ∂Ω, t > 0,

and u0 ≤ ū, we can employ the comparison principle for parabolic cooperative systems to conclude
that u(t+ t0, ·;u0, t0) ≤ ū(t, ·) for all t ≥ 0, from which it follows that

‖u(t+ t0, ·;u0, t0)‖ ≤ max
{

‖u0‖,
max{‖r‖∞, ‖s‖∞}
min{bmin, fmin}

}

∀ t0 ∈ R and t ≥ 0. (3.4)

3.1 Proof of Theorem 2.1

Note from (3.3) that u(t+ t0, ·,u0, t0) converges exponentially to zero uniformly in t0 ∈ R if λ∗ < 0.
To handle the case of λ∗ = 0, we start with the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let λ∗ be the principal eigenvalue of (2.5) and ϕ be the corresponding strictly positive
eigenfunction satisfying ‖ϕ‖T = 1. Let u(t, ·;u0, t0) be a classical solution of (1.1) with a positive
initial data u0 ∈ [C+(Ω̄)]2 and initial time t0 ∈ R. For every t ≥ 0, define

σ(t,u0) = inf{σ > 0 : u(t+ t0, ·;u0, t0) ≤ σeλ∗tϕ(t+ t0, ·), ∀ t0 ∈ R}. (3.5)

Then, σ(t,u0) ∈ (0,∞) for every t ≥ 0 and the function [0,∞) ∋ t 7→ σ(t,u0) is nonincreasing.

Proof. Fix u0 ∈ [C+(Ω̄)]2 \ {0} and we proceed in two steps.

Step 1. As 0 ≤ u(t+ t0, ·;u0, t0) ≤ U(t + t0, t0)u0, for every t ≥ 0 and t0 ∈ R, it follows from (3.2)
that σ(t,u0) is well defined for all t ≥ 0. Note again from (3.2) that

u(t+ t0, ·;u0, t0) ≤
‖u0‖
ϕmin

etλ∗ϕ(t+ t0) ∀ t ≥ 0, t0 ∈ R.

Thus, 0 < σ(t,u0) ≤ ‖u0‖/ϕmin for every t ≥ 0.

Step 2. We show that σ(t,u0) ≤ σ(τ,u0) whenever t ≥ τ ≥ 0. To this end, fix τ ≥ 0 and t0 ∈ R, and
set

ṽ(t) := σ(τ,u0)e
λ∗(t+τ)ϕ(t+ t0 + τ, ·) ∀ t > 0.

Recall that Φ(t, ·) = etλ∗ϕ(t, ·) satisfies (2.4). Hence

∂tΦ(t+ t0 + τ, ·) = A(t+ t0 + τ, ·)Φ(t+ t0 + τ, ·) ∀ t ≥ 0. (3.6)

Multiplying this equation by σ(τ,u0)e
−λ∗t0 , we get

∂t(σ(τ,u0)e
−λ∗t0Φ(t+ t0 + τ, ·)) = A(t+ t0 + τ, ·)(c(τ,u0)e

−λ∗t0Φ(t+ t0 + τ, ·))
because σ(τ,u0)e

−t0λ∗ is constant and independent of t. Observing that

ṽ(t, ·) = σ(τ,u0)e
λ∗(t+τ)ϕ(t+ τ + t0, ·) = σ(τ,u0, t0)e

−λ∗t0Φ(t+ t0 + τ, ·) t ≥ 0,
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so ṽ(t, ·) satisfies






∂tṽ(t, ·) = A(t+ τ + t0, ·)ṽ(t, ·) x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

0 = ∂~nṽ(t, ·) x ∈ ∂Ω, t > 0

ṽ(0, ·) = σ(τ,u0, t0)e
−λ∗τϕ(τ + t0, ·) t = 0, x ∈ Ω.

(3.7)

On the other hand, setting v̂(t, ·) = u(t+ t0 + τ, ·;u0, t0), t ≥ 0, we obtain







∂tv̂(t, ·) ≤ A(t+ t0 + τ, ·)v̂(t, ·) x ∈ Ω, t > 0

∂~nv̂(t, ·) = 0 x ∈ ∂Ω, t > 0

v̂(0, ·) = u(t0 + τ, ·, t0) x ∈ Ω, t = 0,

(3.8)

because G(t,u(t, ·;u0, t0)) ≤ 0, where G(t,u) is given by (2.3). Recalling from (3.5) that

ṽ(0, ·) = c(τ,u0)e
λ∗τϕ(t0 + τ) ≥ u(τ + t0, ·, t0) = v̂(0, ·),

we deduce from (3.7), (3.8), and the comparison principle for systems of cooperative parabolic equa-
tions that

v̂(t) ≤ ṽ(t), ∀t ≥ 0,

that is
u(t+ τ + t0, ·,u0, t0) ≤ σ(τ,u0)e

λ∗(t+τ)ϕ(t + τ + t0, ·) t0 ∈ R, t ≥ 0, τ ≥ 0.

Since the constant σ(τ,u0) is independent of t0, then σ(t + τ,u0) ≤ σ(τ,u0) for every t ≥ 0 and
τ ≥ 0.

Now, we present a proof of Theorem 2.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Note from (3.5) that

u(t+ t0, ·;u0, t0) ≤ σ(t,u0)e
λ∗tϕ(t+ t0, .) and u(t+ t0, ·;u0, t0) > 0 ∀ t > 0, t0 ∈ R.

Thus
‖u(t+ t0, ·;u0, t0)‖ ≤ σ(t,u0)e

λ∗t‖ϕ(t+ t0, ·)‖∞ ≤ σ(t,u0)e
λ∗t ∀ t ≥ 0. (3.9)

We distinguish two cases.

Case 1. λ∗ < 0. The result follows from (3.3). It also follows from (3.9) since ‖u(t+ t0, ·;u0, t0)‖ ≤
σ(t,u0)e

tλ∗ ≤ σ(0,u0)e
tλ∗ for all t ≥ 0.

Case 2. λ∗ = 0. We proceed by contradiction to establish that

lim
t→∞

σ(t,u0) = 0. (3.10)

Observe that if (3.10) holds, then the desired result follows from (3.9). So, it is suffices to establish
that (3.10) holds. Since, σ(·,u0) is decreasing in t ≥ 0 (Lemma 3.1), then

σ(∞,u0) := lim
t→+∞

σ(t,u0) = inf
t≥0

σ(t,u0).

Suppose to the contrary that σ(∞,u0) > 0. First, we note that

sup
t0∈R

max
i=1,2

∥
∥
∥
ui(t+ t0, ·,u0, t0)

ϕi(t+ t0, ·)
∥
∥
∥
∞

= σ(t,u0) ∀ t ≥ 0. (3.11)
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Hence, by (3.11), for every n ≥ 1, there exists t0,n ∈ R such that

σ(n,u0)−
1

n
≤ max

i=1,2

∥
∥
∥
ui(n+ t0,n, ·;u0, t0,n)

ϕi(n+ t0,n, ·)
∥
∥
∥
∞

≤ σ(n,u0). (3.12)

Consider the sequences of functions {ϕn}n≥1 and {un}n≥1 defined by

ϕn(t, x) := ϕ(t0,n + n+ t, x) and un(t, x) := u(t0,n + n+ t, x;u0, t0,n) x ∈ Ω, t ≥ −n, n ≥ 1.

Observe that un satisfies






∂tu
n
1 = d1∆un

1 + rnun
2 − snun

1 − (an + bnun
1 + cnun

2 )u
n
1 x ∈ Ω, t > −n,

∂tu
n
2 = d2∆un

2 + snun
1 − (en + fnun

2 + gnun
1 )u

n
2 x ∈ Ω, t > −n,

0 = ∂~nu
n
1 = ∂~nu

n
2 x ∈ ∂Ω, t > −n,

(3.13)

where for each n ∈ N, t ∈ R, and x ∈ Ω,

hn(t, x) = h(t+ n+ t0,n, x), h ∈ {r, s, a, b, c, e, f}.

On the other hand, ϕn satisfies







∂tϕ
n
1 = d1∆ϕn

1 + rnϕn
2 − (sn + an)ϕn

1 x ∈ Ω, t ∈ R,

∂tϕ
n
2 = d2∆ϕn

2 + snϕn
1 − enϕn

2 x ∈ Ω, t ∈ R,

0 = ∂~nϕ
n
1 = ∂~nϕ

n
2 x ∈ ∂Ω, t ∈ R.

(3.14)

Thanks to (H1) and the Arzela-Ascoli theorem, possibly after passing to a subsequence, we may
suppose that there exist T -periodic functions h∞ ∈ C(R : Ω), h ∈ {a, b, c, r, s, e, f}, satisfying (H1)
such that hn → h∞ as n → ∞ locally uniformly in R × Ω̄. Moreover, since supn≥1 ‖ϕn‖ ≤ ‖ϕ‖ and
supn≥1 ‖un‖ ≤ M‖u0‖ (see (3.3)), by the regularity properties for parabolic equations [20, Theorem
3.4.1], after passing to a further subsequence, there exist ϕ∞ and u∞ belonging to C(R × Ω̄) such
that ϕn → ϕ∞ and un → u∞ as n → ∞, locally uniformly. Furthermore, ϕ∞ and u∞ are classical
solutions of 





∂tϕ
∞
1 = d1∆ϕ∞

1 + r∞ϕ∞
2 − (s∞ + a∞)ϕ∞

1 x ∈ Ω, t ∈ R,

∂tϕ
∞
2 = d2∆ϕ∞

2 + s∞ϕ∞
1 − e∞ϕ∞

2 x ∈ Ω, t ∈ R,

0 = ∂~nϕ
∞
1 = ∂~nϕ

∞
2 x ∈ ∂Ω, t ∈ R,

(3.15)

and






∂tu
∞
1 = d1∆u∞

1 + r∞u∞
2 − (s∞ + a∞ + b∞u∞

1 + c∞u∞
2 )u∞

1 x ∈ Ω, t ∈ R,

∂tu
∞
2 = d2∆u∞

2 + s∞1∞1 − (e∞ + f∞u∞
2 + g∞u∞

1 )u∞
2 x ∈ Ω, t ∈ R,

0 = ∂~nu
∞
1 = ∂~nu

∞
2 x ∈ ∂Ω, t ∈ R,

(3.16)

respectively. Recalling that, for each t > −n,

un(t, ·) =u(t+ n+ t0,n, ·,u0, t0,n) ≤ σ(t+ n,u0)ϕ(t + n+ t0,n, ·) = σ(t+ n,u0)ϕ
n(t, ·),

letting n → ∞, we obtain
u∞(t, ·) ≤ σ(∞,u0)ϕ

∞(t, ·) ∀ t ∈ R. (3.17)
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Noting also from (3.12) that

σ(∞,u0) = max
i=1,2

∥
∥
∥
u∞(0, ·)
ϕ∞
i (0, ·)

∥
∥
∥
∞
, (3.18)

then, since σ(∞,u0) > 0, it follows from the comparison for cooperative parabolic systems that
u∞(t, ·) ≫ 0 for each t ∈ R. We then deduce from (3.16) that u∞ is a strict sub-solution of (3.15).
Observing also that σ(∞,u0)ϕ

∞ satisfies the cooperative system (3.15), we conclude from the com-
parison principle for parabolic equations and (3.17) that

u∞(t, ·) ≪ σ(∞,u0)ϕ
∞(t, ·) ∀ t ∈ R,

which is contrary to (3.18). Hence, (3.10) holds.

3.2 Proofs of Theorem 2.2 and Proposition 2.3

We need a few lemmas.

Lemma 3.2. For each positive number ε > 0, there exists δT,ε > 0 such that

sup
0≤t≤T

‖u(t+ t0, ·;u0, t0)‖ ≤ ε (3.19)

whenever u(t, ·;u0, t0) is a classical solution of (1.1) with a positive initial data u0 and initial time
t0 ∈ R satisfying ‖u0‖∞ < δT,ε.

Proof. Recall from (3.3) that ‖u(t0 + t, ·,u0, t0)‖ ≤ Metλ∗‖u0‖ for all t0 ∈ R and t ≥ 0. So, taking

δT,ε =
εe−Tλ∗

M
, we get sup0≤t≤T ‖u(t0 + t, ·,u0, t0)‖ ≤ ε whenever ‖u0‖ ≤ δT,ε.

The next lemma establishes persistence of solutions with small initial data on the time interval [0, T ].

Lemma 3.3. There exists δT > 0 such that given any initial time t0 ∈ R and positive initial data u0

with ‖u0‖ ≤ δT , then for every γ > 0 and 0 ≤ t ≤ T , it holds that

γϕ(t+ t0, ·; t0) ≤ u(t+ t0, ·;u0, t0) whenever γϕ(t0, ·) ≤ u0. (3.20)

Proof. Set K = max{‖b‖XT
+‖c‖XT

, ‖f‖XT
+‖g‖XT

} and ε = λ∗

2K . So, λ∗−εK = λ∗

2 > 0. By Lemma
3.2, there exists δT,ε > 0 such that for any choice of initial time t0 ∈ R, if u(t+t0, ·;u0, t0) is a classical
solution of (1.1) subject to an initial data satisfying ‖u0‖∞ ≤ δT,ε, then

sup
0≤t≤T

‖u(t+ t0, ·,u0, t0)‖ ≤ ε. (3.21)

Let t0 ∈ R and u(t + t0, ·;u0, t0), t ≥ 0, be a classical solution of (1.1) with ‖u0‖∞ ≤ δT := δT,ε.
Observe that

{

∂tu1 = d1∆u1 + ru2 − (a+ s+ εK)u1 + (εK − bu1 − cu2)u1 x ∈ Ω, t > t0,

∂tu2 = d2∆u2 + su1 − (e+ εK)u2 + (εK − fu2 − gu1)u1 x ∈ Ω, t > t0.
(3.22)

But (3.21) along with the T−periodicity of the parameters of (3.22) implies

‖b(t, ·)u1(t, ·) + c(t, ·)u2(t, ·)‖∞ ≤‖b(t, ·)‖∞‖u1(t, ·)‖∞ + ‖c(t, ·)‖∞‖u2(t, ·)‖∞
≤ (‖b‖XT

+ ‖c‖XT
)‖u(t, ·)‖∞ ≤ εK

13



and

‖f(t, ·)u2(t, ·) + g(t, ·)u2(t, ·)‖∞ ≤‖f(t, ·)‖∞‖u2(t, ·)‖∞ + ‖g(t, ·)‖∞‖u1(t, ·)‖∞
≤(‖f‖XT

+ ‖g‖XT
)‖u(t, ·)‖∞ ≤ εK

for all t ∈ [t0, T + t0]. The last two inequalities together with (3.22) give







∂tu1 ≥ d1∆u1 + ru2 − (a+ s+ εK)u1 x ∈ Ω, t0 < t < T + t0,

∂tu2 ≥ d2∆u2 + su1 − (e+ εK)u2 x ∈ Ω, t0 < t < T + t0,

0 = ∂~nu x ∈ ∂Ω, t0 < t < t0 + T.

(3.23)

However, we know that Φ(t, x) = eλd1,d2
tϕ(t, x), where ϕ is the positive periodic eigenfunction asso-

ciated with λ∗, solves (2.4). Hence, taking λ∗ = λd1,d2
, for every γ > 0,

u(x, t) = (γe(λ∗−εK)(t−t0)ϕ1(t, ·), γe(λ∗−εK)(t−t0)ϕ2(t, ·))

satisfies 





∂tu1 = d1∆u1 + ru2 − (a+ s+ εK)u1 x ∈ Ω, t0 < t < T + t0,

∂tu2 = d2∆u2 + su1 − (e+ εK)u2 x ∈ Ω, t0 < t < T + t0,

0 = ∂~nu x ∈ ∂Ω, t0 < t < t0 + T.

As a result, if initially u0 ≥ γϕ(t0, ·) we obtain from the comparison principle for parabolic equations
that

u(t, ·;u0, t0) ≥ γe(λ∗−εK)(t−t0)ϕ(t, ·) = γe
λ∗

2
(t−t0)ϕ(t, ·) ≥ γϕ(t, ·) ∀ t ∈ [t0, T + t0]. (3.24)

In particular u(t+ t0, ·;u0, t0) ≥ γϕ(t+ t0, ·) whenever t ∈ [0, T ].

Next, we derive appropriate upper bounds for solutions.

Lemma 3.4. There exists γ∗ > 0 such that for every γ ≥ γ∗, initial time t0 ∈ R and initial function
u0 ∈ [0, γϕ(t0, ·)], it holds that u(t+ t0, ·;u0, t0) ∈ [0, γϕ(t+ t0, ·)] for every t ≥ 0.

Proof. Let t0 ∈ R and u(t, ·;u0, t0) be a classical solution of (1.1). It follows from (1.1) that

{

∂tu ≤ A(t)u) + G̃(u) x ∈ Ω, t > t0,

0 = ∂~nu x ∈ ∂Ω, t > t0,
(3.25)

where G̃ is

G̃(u) =

(
−(bminu1)u1

−(fminu2)u2

)

∀ u ∈ [C(Ω̄)]2.

Set γ∗ = max
{

λ∗

bminϕ1,min
, λ∗

eminϕ2,min

}

. Hence, for every γ ≥ γ∗, t ∈ [t0, T + t0] and x ∈ Ω

(A(t)γϕ) + G̃(γϕ) = ∂t(γϕ)− λ∗γϕ+ G̃(γϕ) ≤ ∂t(γϕ). (3.26)

As a result, if 0 ≤ u0 ≤ γϕ(t0, ·), it follows from the comparison principle for cooperative systems
that u(t+ t0, ·,u0, t0) ≤ γϕ(t+ t0, ·) ∀t ∈ [0, T ].
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The last two lemmas establish the existence of invariant rectangles with respect to the uniform-
topology.

To state our next result, some notations and definitions are in order. Let {et(∆−id)}t≥0 denote the
analytic c0-semigroup generated by the linear and closed operator ∆ − id on C(Ω̄) with domain
Dom∞(∆). By the maximum principle for parabolic equations, we have that

‖et(∆−id)‖ ≤ e−t ∀ t > 0. (3.27)

Hence, for every 0 < α < 1, the fractional power space, denoted Xα, of id − ∆ is well defined [20,
Theorem 1.4.2]. By [20, Theorem 1.4.3], for every 0 < α < 1, there exist cα > 0 such that

‖et(∆−id)‖Xα ≤ cαt
−αe−t ∀ t > 0. (3.28)

Since {et(∆−id)}t>0 is compact, then Xβ is compactly embedded in Xα for any 0 < α < β < 1
( [20, Theorem 1.4.8] and [30, Theorem 3.3]). Define {T(t)}t≥0 as the analytic c0-semigroup on
[C(Ω̄)]2 given by

T(t)u =
(

etd1(∆−id)u1, e
td2(∆−id)u2

)

u ∈ [C(Ω̄)]2, t ≥ 0. (3.29)

Thanks to (3.28), it holds that

‖T(t)‖[Xα]2 ≤ cα min{d1, d2}−αt−αe−min{d1,d2}t ∀ t > 0. (3.30)

Lemma 3.5. Fix 0 < α < 1 and let Xα be the fractional power space defined above. Let γ ≥ γ∗

where γ∗ > 0 is as in Lemma 3.4. Then, there exists K := KT,α,γ > 0 such that for every t0 ∈ R, if
u0 ∈ [0, γϕ(t0, ·)] ∩ [Xα]2 satisfies ‖u0‖[Xα]2 ≤ K, then ‖u(T + t0, ·,u0, t0)‖[Xα]2 ≤ K.

Proof. Let u(t, ·;u0, t0) be a classical solution of (1.1). By the variation of constant formula,

u(t+ t0, ·;u0, t0) = T(t)u0 +

∫ t+t0

t0

T(t+ t0 − s)F̃(s, ·,u(s, ·;u0, t0))ds ∀ t ≥ 0.

where {T(t)}t≥0 is the analytic c0-semigroup defined in (3.29) and

F̃(t, ·,u) =
(

r(t, .)u2 − s(t, .)u1 + d1u1 − (a(t, .) + b(t, .)u1 + c(t, .)u2)u1

s(t, .)u1 − (e(t, .) + f(t, .)u2 + g(t, .)u1)u2 + d2u2

)

u ∈ [C(Ω̄)]2, t ∈ R.

A change of variable yields

u(t+ t0, ·;u0, t0) = T(t)u0 +

∫ t

0

T(t− s)F̃(s+ t0, ·,u(s+ t0, ·;u0, t0))ds, t > 0.

Hence, by (3.30), setting δ := min{d1, d2}, for every t > 0,

‖u(t+ t0, ·;u0, t0)‖[Xα]2

≤ cα
δα

(

t−αe−δt‖u0‖∞ +

∫ t

0

(t− s)−αe−δ(t−s)‖F̃(s+ t0, ·,u(s+ t0, ·;u0, t0))‖∞ds
)

. (3.31)

Now suppose that u0 ∈ [0, γϕ(t0, ·)]. Then u(t + t0, ·;u0, t0) ∈ [0, γϕ(t + t0, ·)] for every t > 0 by
Lemma 3.4. This implies that

‖u(t+ t0, ·;u0, t0)‖ ≤ γ‖ϕ(t+ t0, ·)‖ ≤ γ‖ϕ‖[XT ]2 = γ ∀t ≥ 0.
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Therefore, for every t ≥ t0,

‖(b(t, ·)u1(t, ·;u0, t0) + c(t, ·)u2(t, ·;u0, t0))u1(t, ·;u0, t0)‖∞
≤(‖b(t, ·)‖∞γ + ‖c(t, ·)‖∞γ)γ ≤ (‖b‖XT

+ ‖c‖XT
)γ2

and
‖(e(t, ·)u2(t, ·;u0, t0) + g(t, ·)u1(t, ·;u0, t0))u2(t, ·;u0, t0)‖∞ ≤ (‖e‖XT

+ ‖g‖XT
)γ2.

So, introducing the bounded linear operator B(t) : [C(Ω̄)]2 → [C(Ω̄)]2

B(t, ·,u) =
(

r(t, ·)u2 + (d1 − s(t, ·)− a(t, ·))u1

s(t, ·)u1 + (d2 − e(t, ·))u2

)

∀ u ∈ X2, t ∈ R,

we obtain

‖B‖ := sup
t∈R

‖B(t)‖ ≤ ‖r‖XT
+ ‖s‖XT

+ ‖a‖XT
+ ‖e‖XT

+ d1 + d2 ∀ t ∈ R,

and

‖F̃(t, ·,u(t, ·;u0, t0))‖∞ ≤ (‖B‖+ ‖b‖XT
+ ‖c‖XT

+ ‖e‖XT
+ ‖g‖XT

)γ2 := M0γ
2 ∀ t ≥ t0.

Combining this with (3.31), we get

‖u(t+ t0, ·;u0, t0)‖[Xα]2 ≤ cα
δα

γ
(

t−αe−δt +M0γ

∫ t

0

(t− s)−αe−δ(t−s)ds
)

≤ cα
δα

γ
(

t−αe−δt +M0γ

∫ ∞

0

s−αe−δsds
)

∀ t > 0. (3.32)

As a result, we may take KT,α,γ = cα
δα

γ
(

T−αe−δT +M0γ
∫∞

0 s−αe−δsds
)

.

Combining all the previous results, we get the next result.

Lemma 3.6. Fix 0 < α < 1 and let Xα be the fractional power space in Lemma 3.5. Let γ ≥ γ∗

where γ∗ is given by Lemma 3.4. Let K = KT,α,γ be the positive number given by Lemma 3.5. For
0 < ξ < γ and t0 ∈ R, define

Mt0,α
γ,ξ := {u0 ∈ [ξϕ(t0, ·), γϕ(t0, ·)] ∩ [Xα]2 : ‖u0‖[Xα]2 ≤ K}. (3.33)

Then, there exists ξ∗ = ξ∗(T, α, γ) > 0 such that for every ξ ∈ (0, ξ∗], initial time t0 ∈ R, and initial
distribution u0 ∈ Mt0,α

γ,ξ , the solution u(·, ·;u0, t0) of (1.1) satisfies u(t0 + T, ·;u0, t0) ∈ Mt0,α
γ,ξ .

Proof. We proceed by contradiction to establish the existence of ξ∗. To this end, suppose that there
exists a sequence of positive numbers (ξn)n converging to zero and a sequence of initial times {tn0}n≥1,

and initial distributions {u0,n}n≥1 such that u0,n ∈ Mtn0 ,α

γ,ξn
and u(tn0 +T, ·;u0,n, t

n
0 ) /∈ Mtn0 ,α

γ,ξn
for every

n ≥ 1. Since u0,n ∈ [0, γϕ(tn0 , ·)] ∩ [Xα]2, ‖u0,n‖[Xα]2 ≤ K, and ϕ is T -periodic, then by Lemma 3.5,
for every n ≥ 1, u(tn0 + T, ·;u0,n, t

n
0 ) ∈ [0, γϕ(tn0 , ·)] ∩ [Xα]2 and ‖u(tn0 + T, ·;u0,n, t

n
0 )‖[Xα]2 ≤ K . As

a result, for each n ≥ 1, there exists xn ∈ Ω such that either u1(t
n
0 + T, xn;u0,n, t

n
0 ) < ξnϕ(t

n
0 , x1) or

u2(t
n
0 + T, xn;u0,n, t

n
0 ) < ξnϕ(t

n
0 , xn). This implies that

min{u1,min(t
n
0 + T, ·;u0,n, t

n
0 ), u2,min(t

n
0 + T, ·;u0,n, t

n
0 )} < ξn‖ϕ‖[XT ]2 = ξn ∀ n ≥ 1. (3.34)
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Moreover, recalling Lemma 3.3, we also have

‖u0,n‖∞ ≥ δT ∀ n ≥ 1, (3.35)

where δT is the positive number given by Lemma 3.3. Since there is 0 < ν ≪ 1 such that Xα is
compactly embedded in Cν(Ω) ( [20, Theorem 1.6.1]), and given that ‖un

0‖Xα×Xα ≤ K for every
n ≥ 1, we can invoke the Arzela-Ascoli theorem to extract a subsequence {u0,n′}n′≥1 and u0 ∈ Cν(Ω)
such that

lim
n→∞

‖u0,n′ − u0‖Cν(Ω̄) = 0, 0 < ν ≪ 1. (3.36)

Furthermore, thanks to (H1), possibly after passing to another subsequence, for each τ ∈ {r, s, a, b, c, e, f, g},
we have τ(tn0 + t, ·) → τ∞(t, ·) locally uniformly in R × C(Ω̄) as n → ∞, where τ∞ is T -periodic.
In addition, by the similar arguments leading to (3.16) and recalling (3.34), we may suppose that
u(t+ tn0 , ·;u0,n, t

n
0 ) → u∞(t, ·) locally uniformly in R+ × Ω̄ as n → ∞, and u∞(t, x) satisfies







∂tu
∞
1 = d1∆u∞

1 + r∞(t, ·)u∞
2 − (a∞(t, ·) + b∞(t, ·)u∞

1 + c∞u∞
2 )u∞

1 x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

∂tu
∞
2 = d2∆u∞

2 + s∞u∞
1 − (e∞(t, ·) + f∞(t, ·)u∞

2 + g∞(t, ·)u∞
1 (t, ·))u∞

2 x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

0 = ∂~nu
∞ x ∈ ∂Ω, t > 0,

u∞(0, ·) = u0 x ∈ Ω̄.

(3.37)

Since u0,n ∈ [C+(Ω̄)]2 for each n ≥ 1, then u0 ∈ [C+(Ω̄)]2. Note also from (3.35) that ‖u0‖∞ ≥ δT .
Therefore, thanks to the comparison principle for cooperative systems, u∞(t, ·) ∈ [C++(Ω̄)]2 for every
t > 0. In particular

min
x∈Ω̄

min{u∞
1 (T, x), u∞

2 (T, x)} > 0. (3.38)

However, since u(T + t0,n, ·;u0,n, t
n
0 ) → u∞(T, ·) as n → ∞ in C(Ω̄), we deduce from (3.34) that

minx∈Ω̄min{u∞
1 (T, x), u∞

2 (T, x)} = 0, which is contrary to (3.38). Hence the desired result.

Now, we give a proof of Theorem 2.2.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Let u(t, ·;u0, t0) be a classical solution of (1.1) subject to a positive initial
data u0 and initial time t0 ∈ R. We first show that there exists γ0 > 0 such that

γ0 ≤ inf
t0∈R

min
{

min
x∈Ω̄

u1(T + t0, x;u0, t0)

ϕ1(t0 + T, x)
,min
x∈Ω̄

u1(T + t0, x;u0, t0)

ϕ1(t0 + T, x)

}

. (3.39)

Indeed, since limt→0+ supt0∈R
‖u(t0 + t, ·;u0, t0) − u0‖ = 0 and ‖u0‖ > 0, there exists 0 < t∗ ≪ T

such that
inf
t0∈R

‖u(t0 + t∗, ·;u0, t0)‖ > 0. (3.40)

Now, we proceed by contradiction to establish (3.39). To this end, we suppose that there is a sequence
of initial times {t0,n}n≥1 satisfying

lim
n→∞

min
{

min
x∈Ω̄

u1(T + t0,n, x;u0, t0,n)

ϕ1(t0,n + T, x)
,min
x∈Ω̄

u1(T + t0,n, x;u0, t0,n)

ϕ1(t0,n + T, x)

}

= 0. (3.41)

Consider the sequence of functions {un(·, ·)}n ≥ 1 defined by un(t, x) = u(t0 + t∗ + t, x,u0, t0,n),
t ≥ 0 and x ∈ Ω̄. Since, supn≥1 ‖un‖ ≤ supt≥t0

‖u(t, ·;u0, t0)‖ < ∞ and supn≥0 ‖un(0, ·)‖[Xα]2 < ∞
(see (3.32) for the last inequality), then, possibly after passing to a subsequence, we can employ the
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regularity theory for parabolic equations to conclude that there exist u∞
0 ∈ Cν(Ω̄), 0 < ν ≪ 1 and

u∞ satisfying (3.37), such that un(t, ·) → u∞(t, ·) as n → ∞, locally uniformly on R+ × Ω̄, and
u∞(0, ·) = u∞

0 . Recalling that mini=1,2 ϕi,min > 0, we deduce from (3.41) that

min
x∈Ω̄

{u∞
1 (T − t∗, x), u∞

2 (T − t∗, x)} = 0,

which in view of the maximum principle for cooperative parabolic systems implies that ‖u∞(T −
t∗, ·)‖ = 0. Thus, u∞(t, ·) = 0 for all t ≥ 0. In particular, u∞

0 = 0. However, by (3.40), we have that
‖u∞

0 ‖ > 0. So, we have a contradiction. Therefore, (3.39) holds.

Let δT be the positive number of Lemma 3.2 and set γ = min
{

δT , γ0

}

, so that u(t0 + T, ·;u0, t0) ≥
γϕ(t0 + T, ·) = γϕ(t0, ·) for any t0 ∈ R. Then, by Lemma 3.3,

u(t0 + nT, ·;u0, t0) ≥ γϕ(t0 + nT, ·) = γϕ(t0, ·) ∀ n ≥ 1 and t0 ∈ R. (3.42)

Finally, taking

K := 1 + sup
t≥0,t0∈R

‖u(t+ t0, ·,u0, t0)‖∞ + ‖a‖XT
+ ‖b‖XT

+ ‖c‖XT
+ ‖e‖XT

+ ‖f‖XT
< ∞,

we obtain
∂tui ≥ di∆ui −K2ui ∀ t ≥ 0, i = 1, 2.

We can now employ the comparison principle for parabolic equations to conclude that, for each n ≥ 1
and 0 ≤ t ≤ 1,

ui(t0 + nT + t, x;u0, t0) ≥ e−tK2

min
x∈Ω

ui(t0 + nT, x;u0, t0) ∀ i = 1, 2.

Taking η∗ := γe−K2

mini=1,2 ϕi,min, the last inequality along with (3.42) implies that u(t0+t, ·;u0, t0) ≥
(η∗, η∗) for all t ≥ T and t0 ∈ R.

We end this subsection with a proof of Proposition 2.3.

Proof of Proposition 2.3. Suppose that (H1) holds. Let λ∗ be the principal eigenvalue of (2.5) and
ϕ be a corresponding positive T -periodic eigenfunction. Now, we proceed to prove (i) and (ii).

(i) First, suppose that (r+s)2 ≤, 6= 4(a+s)e. Set ΩT := [0, T ]×Ω andO := {(t, x) ∈ ΩT : (a+s)e > 0}.
Hence Oc := ΩT \ O ⊂ {(t, x) ∈ ΩT : (r + s) = 0}. Next, observe that







λ∗ϕ
2
1 +

1
2

d
dt
ϕ2
1 = d1ϕ1∆ϕ1 + rϕ1ϕ2 − (a+ s)ϕ2

1 x ∈ Ω, 0 < t < T,

λ∗ϕ
2
2 +

1
2

d
dt
ϕ2
2 = d2ϕ2∆ϕ2 + sϕ1ϕ2 − eϕ2

2 x ∈ Ω, 0 < t < T,

0 = ∂~nϕ1 = ∂~nϕ2 x ∈ ∂Ω, 0 < t < T.

Integrating the first two equations, we obtain

λ∗

∫

ΩT

ϕ2
1 +

1

2

∫

Ω

(ϕ2
1(T, ·)− ϕ2

1(0, ·)
)

= −d1

∫

ΩT

|∇ϕ1|2 +
∫

ΩT

rϕ1ϕ2 −
∫

ΩT

(a+ s)ϕ2
1

and

λ∗

∫

ΩT

ϕ2
2 +

1

2

∫

Ω

(ϕ2
2(T, ·)− ϕ2

2(0, ·)) = −d2

∫

ΩT

|∇ϕ2|2 +
∫

ΩT

sϕ1ϕ2 −
∫

ΩT

eϕ2
2.
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It follows from the last two equations and the fact that r + s = 0 on Oc, that

λ∗

∫

ΩT

(ϕ2
1 + ϕ2

2) ≤−
∫

ΩT

(
(a+ s)ϕ2

1 − (r + s)ϕ1ϕ2 + eϕ2
2

)

=−
∫

Oc

(
(a+ s)ϕ2

1 − (r + s)ϕ1ϕ2 + eϕ2
2

)
−
∫

O

(
(a+ s)ϕ2

1 − (r + s)ϕ1ϕ2 + eϕ2
2

)

≤−
∫

O

(
(a+ s)ϕ2

1 − (r + s)ϕ1ϕ2 + eϕ2
2

)

=−
∫

O

(√
a+ sϕ1 −

r + s

2
√
a+ s

ϕ2

)2

+

∫

O

( (r + s)2

4(a+ s)
− e

)

ϕ2
2.

Therefore, since e− (r+s)2

4(a+s) ≥, 6= 0 on O and ϕ >> 0, we deduce from the last inequality that λ∗ < 0.

Next, suppose that 1 <
(
a+s
r

)

min

(
e
s

)

min
. Then emin > 0. Take l0 := 1

2

(
1(

e
s

)

min

+
(
s+a
r

)

min

)

. Hence,

there is ε0 > 0 such that 1(
e
s

)

min

< l0 − ε0 < l0 < l0 + ε0 <
(
s+a
r

)

min
. Next, set ϕ̃1 ≡ 1 and ϕ̃2 = l0ϕ̃1.

Then, since l0 + ε0 <
(
a+s
r

)

min
, we have

rϕ̃2 − (s+ r)ϕ̃1 < −ε0r ≤ −ε0rminϕ̃1 x ∈ Ω̄, 0 ≤ t ≤ T.

Similarly, since 1 < (l0 − ε0)
(
e
s

)

min
and ϕ̃2 = l0ϕ̃1, we have

sϕ̃1 − eϕ̃2 < −eε0ϕ̃1 =
eε0
l0

ϕ̃2 ≤ −eminε0
l0

ϕ̃2 x ∈ Ω̄, 0 ≤ t ≤ T.

Therefore, since ϕ̃ = (ϕ̃1, ϕ̃2) is constant and positive, hence T -periodic and satisfies the homogeneous
Neumann boundary conditions, we can employ the comparison principe for principle eigenvalue of
linear cooperative system to deduce that λ∗ ≤ −min{ε0rmin,

eminε0
l0

} < 0 for any choice of diffusion
rates d1 > 0 and d2 > 0.

(ii) Observe that







λ∗ + ∂t ln(ϕ1) =
d1

ϕ1
∆ϕ1 + rϕ2

ϕ1
− (a+ s) x ∈ Ω, 0 < t < T,

λ∗ + ∂t ln(ϕ2) =
d2

ϕ2
∆ϕ2 + sϕ1

ϕ2
− e x ∈ Ω, 0 < t < T,

0 = ∂~nϕ1 = ∂~nϕ2 x ∈ ∂Ω, 0 < t < T.

Hence, since ϕ is T -periodic, integrating the first two equations and add up the resulting equations,
we obtain

2λ∗T |Ω| =
∫

Ω

2∑

i=1

ln

(
ϕi(0, ·)
ϕi(T, ·)

)

+

∫

ΩT

2∑

i=1

di|∇ lnϕi|2 +
∫

ΩT

(

r
ϕ2

ϕ1
+ s

ϕ1

ϕ2

)

−
∫

ΩT

(a+ s+ e)

=

∫

ΩT

2∑

i=1

di|∇ lnϕi|2 +
∫

ΩT

(

r
ϕ2

ϕ1
+ s

ϕ1

ϕ2

)

−
∫

ΩT

(a+ s+ e)

≥
∫

ΩT

(

r
ϕ2

ϕ1
+ s

ϕ1

ϕ2

)

−
∫

ΩT

(a+ s+ e)

≥
∫

ΩT

(2
√
rs− (a+ s+ e)).

19



Hence λ∗ ≥ 1
T |Ω|

∫

ΩT
(2
√
rs− (a+ s+ e)). It then follows that λ∗ > 0 if

∫

ΩT

√
rs > 1

2

∫

ΩT
(a+ s+ e)).

Next, suppose that 1 >
(
a+s
r

)

max

(
e
s

)

max
. We distinguish two cases.

Case 1. e ≡ 0. Then integrating the second equation of (2.5), we obtain

λ∗

∫

ΩT

ϕ2 =

∫

Ω

sϕ1 > 0,

which implies that λ∗ > 0.
Case 2. e ≥, 6= 0. Choose l1 > 0 and ε1 > 0 satisfying 1(

a+s
r

)

max

> l1 + ε1 > l1 > l − ε1 >
(
e
s

)

max
.

Set ϕ̃2 = 1 and ϕ̃1 = l1. Then, since 1 > (l1 + ε1)
(
a+s
r

)

max
, we have

rϕ̃2 − (a+ s)ϕ̃1 > ε1(a+ s) >
ε1(a+ s)min

l1
ϕ̃1 x ∈ Ω̄, 0 ≤ t ≤ T.

Similarly, since (l1 − ε1) >
(
e
s

)

max
, we have

sϕ̃1 − eϕ̃2 > ε1s ≥ ε1sminϕ̃2 x ∈ Ω̄, 0 ≤ t ≤ T.

Therefore, since ϕ̃ = (ϕ̃1, ϕ̃2) is constant and positive, then by the comparison principle for principal

eigenvalues or linear cooperative systems, we have that λ∗ ≥ min{ε1smin,
ε1(a+s)min

l1
} > 0 for any

choice of diffusion rates d1 > 0 and d2 > 0.

3.3 Proof of Theorem 2.4

Proof of Theorem 2.4. When the parameters are time-independent, the existence of a positive steady
state of (1.1) when λ∗ > 0 is proved in [10]. The existence of a constant positive positive equilibrium
for the kinetic system when λ∗ > 0 is proved in [4]. Hence, we shall only prove the existence of a
time-periodic solution when the environment is time-periodic and spatially homogeneous.

Fix 0 < α < 1 and γ∗ the positive number obtained in Lemma 3.4. Let K = KT,α,γ∗ be given by
Lemma 3.5, and ξ∗ > 0 be provided by Lemma 3.6. Consider the closed bounded and convex subset
of [Xα]2, given by M0,α

γ∗,ξ∗ , where the set MT−0,α
γ∗,ξ∗ is defined by (3.33) for every t0 ∈ R (Here we take

t0 = 0). Hence, by Lemma 3.6, we have that u(T, ·;u0, 0) ∈ M0,α
γ∗,ξ∗ whenever u0 ∈ M0,α

γ∗,ξ∗ . This

shows that the Poincaré map u(T, ·) : M0,α
γ∗,ξ∗ ∋ u0 7→ u(T, ·,u0, 0) ∈ M0,α

γ∗,ξ∗ is well defined. Note
from (3.32) that, for all β ∈ (α, 1),

‖u(T, ·,u0, 0)‖[Xβ]2 ≤ cβ
δβ

γ∗
(

T−βe−δT +M0γ
∗

∫ ∞

0

s−βe−δsds
)

∀ u0 ∈ S∗
T .

Since Xβ is compactly embedded in Xα for all β ∈ (α, 1), the Poincaré map u(T, ·) is compact on
M0,α

γ∗,ξ∗ . Moreover, given that F̃ is locally lipschitz in u, it follows from the regularity theory for

parabolic equations that the Poincaré map u(T, ·,u0, 0) is continue with respect to u0 in M0,α
γ∗,ξ∗ .

Thus, thanks to the Schauder fixed point theorem, the function u(T, ·, ·, 0) admits a fixed point
in M0,α

γ∗,ξ∗ , say uT,∗, that is there exists uT,∗ ∈ M0,α
γ∗,ξ∗ satisfying u(T, ·,uT,∗, 0) = uT,∗. Thus,

u∗(t, ·) = u(t, ·,uT,∗, 0) is a T -periodic solution of (1.1). On the other hand, by the maximum
principle for parabolic equations, since uT,∗ > 0, we have u∗

inf > 0.
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3.4 Proof of Theorem 2.5

Throughout this subsection, we shall suppose that (H1)-(H2) hold. We first establish the following
result.

Lemma 3.7. Suppose that λ∗ > 0 and (1.1) has a T -periodic positive entire solution ũ(t, ·) satisfying
(H2). Consider the closed sets

S̃t := [C+(Ω̄)]2 ∩ [0, ũ(t, ·)], t ∈ R. (3.43)

Then the following conclusions hold.

(i) If u0 ∈ S̃t0 for some t0 ∈ R, then u(t, ·;u0, t0) ∈ S̃t for all t ≥ t0.

(ii) If 0 ≤ u0 < (ũ1,min, ũ2,min) and u0 6= 0, then ‖u(t + t0, ·;u0, t0) − ũ(t0 + t, ·)‖ → 0 as t → ∞,
uniformly in t0 ∈ R.

Proof. Let ũ(t, ·) be a strictly positive entire solution satisfying (H2) and set

h̃1(t, x) = r(t, x) − c(t, x)ũ1(t, x) and h̃2(t, x) = s(t, x)− g(t, x)ũ2(t, x) x ∈ Ω̄, t ∈ R. (3.44)

Hence h̃1 ≥ 0 and h̃2 ≥ 0. Now we proceed to prove assertions (i) and (ii).

(i) Thanks to the continuous dependence of solutions of (1.1) with respect to initial data, without loss
of generality, we fix t0 ∈ R and u0 ∈ S̃t0 such that u0 << ũ(t0, ·). Let tmax be defined as

tmax := sup{t > 0 : u(τ + t0, ·;u0; t0) ∈ S̃τ 0 ≤ τ ≤ t}.

Since ũ(t0, ·)− u0 ∈ C++(Ω̄), then tmax is well defined and tmax ∈ (0,∞]. We claim that tmax = ∞.
Suppose to the contrary that tmax < ∞. Hence, there is x∗ ∈ Ω̄ such that either

ũ1(t0 + tmax, x
∗)− u2(t0 + tmax, x

∗;u0, t0) = 0 or ũ2(t0 + tmax, x
∗)− u2(t0 + tmax, x

∗;u0, t0) = 0.
(3.45)

Define w̃(t, ·) = ũ(t, ·)− u(t, ·;u0, t0), t ≥ t0. Then







∂tw̃1 = d1∆w̃1 + h̃1w̃2 − (a+ s+ b(ũ1 + u1) + cu2)w̃1 x ∈ Ω, t > t0,

∂tw̃2 = d2∆w̃2 + h̃2w̃1 − (e + f(ũ2 + u2) + gu1)w̃2 x ∈ Ω, t > t0,

0 = ∂~nw̃1 = ∂~nw̃2 x ∈ ∂Ω, t > t0,

(3.46)

where h̃1 ≥ 0 and h̃2 ≥ 0 are given by (3.44). Observing that w1(t, ·) ≥ 0 and w2(t, ·) ≥ 0 for
t0 ≤ t ≤ tmax, it follows from (3.46) that

{

∂tw̃1 ≥ d1∆w̃1 − (a+ s+ b(ũ1 + u1) + cu2)w̃1 x ∈ Ω, t0 < t ≤ t0 + tmax,

0 = ∂~nw̃1 x ∈ ∂Ω, t0 < t ≤ tmax + t0

and {

∂tw̃2 ≥ d2∆w̃2 − (e+ f(ũ1 + u2) + gu1)w̃2 x ∈ Ω, t0 < t ≤ t0 + tmax,

0 = ∂~nw̃2 x ∈ ∂Ω, t0 < t ≤ t0 + tmax.

Therefore, since w̃(t0, ·) ∈ C++(Ω̄), it follows from the strong maximum principle for parabolic equa-
tions that w̃1(t0 + tmax, ·) ∈ C++(Ω̄) and w̃2(t0 + tmax, ·) ∈ C++(Ω̄), which contradicts (3.45). Hence
we must have that tmax = ∞, which yields the desired result.
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(ii) Fix 0 < u0 < (ũ1,min, ũ2,min) and u0 6= 0. Set

σ̃(t) = inf{σ > 1 : ũ(t+ t0) ≤ σu(t+ t0, ·;u0, t0) ∀ t0 ∈ R}, t ≥ 0.

We first claim that σ̃(t) is nonincreasing in t ≥ 0. Indeed, fix t0 ∈ R and τ ≥ 0. Then, since
u(t, ·;u0, t0) ≤ ũ(t, ·) for all t ≥ t0, we have

∂t(σ̃(τ)u1) =d1∆(σ̃(τ)u1) + (r − cu1)(σ̃(τ)u2)− (a+ s+ bu1)(σ̃(τ)u1)

≥d1∆(σ̃(τ)u1) + (r − cũ1)(σ̃(τ)u2)− (a+ s+ bũ1)(σ̃(τ)u1) t > τ + t0.

Similarly

∂t(σ̃(τ)u2) = d2∆(σ̃(τ)u2) + (s− gũ2)(σ̃(τ)u1)− (e+ fũ2)(σ̃(τ)u2) t ≥ τ + t0.

Hence






∂t(σ̃(τ)u1) ≥ d1∆(σ̃(τ)u1) + h̃1(t, ·)(σ̃(τ)u2)− (a+ s+ bũ1)(σ̃(τ)u1) x ∈ Ω, t > τ + t0,

∂t(σ̃(τ)u2) ≥ d2∆(σ̃(τ)u2) + h̃2(t, ·)(σ̃(τ)u1)− (e+ fũ2)(σ̃(τ)u2) x ∈ Ω, t > τ + t0,

0 = ∂~n(σ̃(τ)u1) = ∂~n(σ̃(τ)u2) x ∈ ∂Ω, t > τ + t0,

σ̃(τ)u(·, ·;u0, t0) ≥ ũ x ∈ Ω̄, t = τ + t0,

(3.47)

where h̃i ≥ 0, i = 1, 2, is as in (3.44). Hence, since ũ(t, ·) is a positive entire solution of (1.1), it
follows from the comparison principle for cooperative systems that ũ(t, ·) ≤ σ̃(τ)u(t, ·;u0, t0) for any
t ≥ t0 + τ . Since t0 is arbitrary chosen, we deduce that σ̃(t) ≤ σ̃(τ) for every t ≥ τ ≥ 0. Therefore,

σ̃∞ := lim
t→∞

σ̃(t) = inf
t≥0

σ̃(t). (3.48)

It is clear from the definition of σ̃(t) that σ̃∞ ≥ 1. Next, we claim that

σ̃∞ = 1. (3.49)

Suppose to the contrary that (3.49) is false, that is σ̃∞ > 1. Since u0 > 0, by (2.7), there is η∗ > 0
such that

η∗1 ≤ u(t+ t0, ·;u0, t0) ∀ t ≥ T, t0 ∈ R. (3.50)

Next, choose 0 < δ∗ ≪ 1 such that

σ̃∞ > eδ∗ and min{bmin, fmin}(σ̃∞ − eδ∗)η∗ > δ∗e
δ∗ . (3.51)

Next, fix τ ≥ T and t0 ∈ R and define

v(t, ·) = σ̃(τ)e−δ∗tu(t+ t0 + τ, ·;u0, t0) 0 ≤ t ≤ 1.

Recall from (i) that r − cu1 ≥ r − cũ1 = h̃1. Hence, thanks to (3.50) and (3.51), we have

∂tv1 =d1∆v1 + (r − cu1)v2 − (a+ s+ bu1(t+ τ + t0, ·))v1 − δ∗v1

≥d1∆v1 + h̃1(t, x)v2 − (a+ s+ bv1 + b(u1(t+ τ + t0, ·)− v1))v1 − δ∗v1

=d1∆v1 + h̃1v2 − (a+ s+ bv1)v1 + (b(v1 − u1(t+ τ + t0, ·))− δ∗)v1

=d1∆v1 + h̃1v2 − (a+ s+ bv1)v1 + (b(σ̃(τ) − eδ∗t)u1(t+ τ + t0, ·)− δ∗e
−δ∗t)v1e

−δ∗t

≥d1∆v1 + h̃1v2 − (a+ s+ bv1)v1 + (b(σ̃∞ − eδ∗t)u1(t+ τ + t0, ·)− δ∗e
δ∗t)e−δ∗tv1

≥d1∆v1 + h̃1v2 − (a+ s+ bv1)v1 + (bmin(σ̃∞ − eδ∗t)η∗ − δ∗e
δ∗t)v1e

−δ∗t

≥d1∆v1 + h̃1v2 − (a+ s+ bv1)v1 0 < t ≤ 1, x ∈ Ω, (3.52)
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where the functions a, b, s, r, e and f are evaluated at t+ τ + t0. Similarly, we have

∂tv2 ≥ d2∆v2 + h̃2v1 − (e + fv2)v2 0 < t ≤ 1, x ∈ Ω. (3.53)

Observing that ∂~nvi = 0 on (0, 1]× ∂Ω and

v(0, ·) = σ̃(τ)u(τ + t0, ·;u0, t0) ≥ ũ(τ + t0, ·),

we can employ the comparison principle for cooperative systems to conclude that

v(t, ·) ≥ ũ(t+ τ + t0, ·) ∀0 ≤ t ≤ 1.

Taking t = 1 in the last inequality, we get

σ̃(τ)e−δ∗u(1 + τ + t0, ·;u0, t0) ≥ ũ(τ + 1 + t0, ·) ∀ τ ≥ T, t0 ∈ R. (3.54)

By (3.54) and the definition of σ̃(t), we have

σ̃(t+ 1) ≤ σ̃(τ)e−δ∗ ∀ τ ≥ T.

Letting τ → ∞ leads to σ̃∞ ≤ σ̃∞e−δ∗ , which is impossible since δ∗ > 0. Therefore, we must have
that σ̃∞ = 1, that is (3.49) holds.

Finally, by (3.49) and the fact that u(t + t0, ·;u0, t0) ≤ ũ(t + t0, ·;u0, t0) ≤ σ̃(t)u(t + t0, ·;u0, t0) for
all t ≥ 0 and t0 ∈ R, we conclude that ‖u(t+ t0, ·;u0, t0) − ũ(t0 + t, ·)‖ → 0 as t → ∞, uniformly in
t0 ∈ R.

Thanks to Lemma 3.7, we can give a proof of Theorem 2.5.

Proof of Theorem 2.5. Assume that the hypothesis of the theorem holds. Let u0 ∈ [C++(Ω̄)]2. Next,

set u0 = (
min{ũ1,min,u0,1}

2 ,
min{ũ2,min,u0,2}

2 ). Then by Lemma 3.7, setting u(t, ·; t0) = u(t, ·;u0, t0) for
t ≥ t0 ∈ R, it holds that

u(t, ·; t0) ∈ S̃t, ∀ t ≥ t0 ∈ R and lim
t→∞

sup
t0∈R

‖u(t+ t0, ·; t0)− ũ(t0 + t, ·)‖ = 0. (3.55)

From this point, the proof is divided into two steps.
Step 1. Here we show that

u(t, ·; t0) ≤ u(t, ·;u0, t0) t ≥ t0. (3.56)

Fix t0 ∈ R and set w(t, ·; t0) = u(t, ·;u0, t0)− u(t, ·; t0), t ≥ t0. Then

∂tw1 =d1∆w1 + (r − cu1)u2 − (r − cu1)u2 − (a+ s+ b(u1 + u1))w1 t > t0,

=d2∆w1 + (r − cu1)w2 − (a+ s+ b(u1 + u1) + cu2)w1 t > t0. (3.57)

Similarly,
∂tw2 = d2∆w2 + (s− gu2)w1 − (e+ f(u2 + u2) + gu1)w2 t > t0. (3.58)

Therefore, setting
h1,2 = r − cu1, h1,1 = a+ s+ b(u1 + u1) + cu2,

h2,1 = s− gu, and h2,2 = e+ f(u2 + u2) + gu1,
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then, by the results of Lemma 3.7, hi,j > 0 for i, j = 1, 2. Thus, by (3.57) and (3.58), w(t, x) solves
the cooperative system







∂tw1 = d1∆w1 − h1,1w1 + h1,2w2 x ∈ Ω, t > t0,

∂tw2 = d2∆w2 + h1,2w1 − h2,2w2 x ∈ Ω, t > t0,

0 = ∂~nw1 = ∂~nw2 x ∈ ∂Ω, t > t0.

(3.59)

Since w1(t0, ·; t0) > 0 and w2(t0, ·; t0) > 0, it follows from the comparison principle for cooperative
systems that w1(t+ t0, x; t0) > 0 and w2(t+ t0, x; t0) > 0 for t > 0 and x ∈ Rn, which yields (3.56).
Step 2. We complete the proof here by establishing that

lim
t→∞

sup
t0∈R

‖u(t+ t0, ·;u0, t0)− ũ(t0 + t, ·)‖ = 0. (3.60)

Thanks to (3.55), to obtain that (3.60) holds, it is enough to establish that

lim
t→∞

sup
t0∈R

‖w(t0 + t, ·; t0)‖ = 0 (3.61)

where w(t+ t0, ·; t0) t ≥ 0, t0 ∈ R is as in Step 1. We proceed by contradiction to prove the validity of
(3.61). Hence, we suppose that there is a sequence {tn}n≥1 of positive numbers converging to infinity
and a sequence of initial times {t0,n}n≥1 such that

inf
n≥1

‖w(t0,n + tn, ·; t0,n)‖ > 0. (3.62)

Consider the sequence of wn(t, ·) := w(t0,n + tn + t, ·; t0,n), t > −tn, n ≥ 1. Thanks to the regularity
theory for parabolic equations and the fact that solutions of (1.1) are eventually bounded, then without
loss of generality, we may suppose that wn(t, ·) → w∞(t, ·) and u(t+tn+t0,n, ·; t0,n) → u∞(t, ·) as n →
∞ locally in C1,2(R×Ω̄). Furthermore, by (H1), we may also suppose that τ(t+tn+t0,n, ·) → τ∞(t, ·)
(a T -periodic function) as n → ∞ locally uniformly in R× Ω̄ for each τ ∈ {a, b, c, r, s, e, f, g, ũ1, ũ2},
and thanks to (3.59),w∞ satisfies







∂tw
∞
1 = d1∆w∞

1 − h∞
1,1w

∞
1 + h∞

1,2w
∞
2 x ∈ Ω, t ∈ R,

∂tw
∞
2 = d2∆w∞

2 + h∞
1,2w

∞
1 − h∞

2,2w
∞
2 x ∈ Ω, t ∈ R,

0 = ∂~nw
∞
1 = ∂~nw

∞
2 x ∈ ∂Ω, t ∈ R,

(3.63)

where h∞
1,2 = r∞ − cũ∞

1 , h∞
1,1 = a∞ + s∞ + b∞(u∞

1 + ũ∞
1 ) + c∞u∞

2 , h∞
2,1 = s∞ − g∞ũ∞

1 , and h∞
2,2 =

e∞ + f∞(u∞
2 + ũ∞

2 ) + g∞u∞
1 . Clearly h∞

1,2 and h∞
2,2 > 0. It also follows from (3.55) and Step 1 that

h∞
1,1 ≥ 0, h∞

2,1 ≥ 0, u∞
1 ≥ ũ∞

1 and u∞
2 ≥ ũ∞

2 . Therefore, taking σ∗ = min{bminũ1,min, fminũ2,min} > 0,
we deduce from (3.63) that







σ∗w
∞
1 + ∂tw

∞
1 ≤ d1∆w∞

1 − (a∞ + s∞ + b∞ũ∞
1 )

︸ ︷︷ ︸

h̃∞

1,1

w∞
1 + h∞

1,2w
∞
2 x ∈ Ω, t ∈ R,

σ∗w
∞
2 + ∂tw

∞
2 ≤ d2∆w∞

2 − (e∞ + f∞ũ∞
2 )

︸ ︷︷ ︸

h̃∞

2,2

w∞
2 + h∞

1,2w
∞
1 x ∈ Ω, t ∈ R,

0 = ∂~nw
∞
1 = ∂~nw

∞
2 x ∈ ∂Ω, t ∈ R.

(3.64)
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Now, note that since ũ(t, ·) is a T -periodic strictly positive entire solution of (1.1) and ũ(t0,n + tn +
t, ·) → ũ∞(t, ·) as n → ∞ locally uniformly in R× Ω̄, then ũ∞ is a strictly positive entire solution of







∂tũ
∞
1 = d1∆ũ∞

1 − h̃∞
1,1ũ

∞
1 + h∞

1,2ũ
∞
2 x ∈ Ω, t ∈ R,

∂tũ
∞
2 = d2∆ũ∞

2 − h̃∞
2,2u

∞
2 + h∞

1,2ũ
∞
1 x ∈ Ω, t ∈ R,

0 = ∂~nũ
∞
1 = ∂~nũ

∞
2 x ∈ ∂Ω, t ∈ R.

(3.65)

Recall that M∗ := supt∈R
‖w(t, ·)‖ ≤ supt≥t0

‖u(t, ·; t0)‖ < ∞ (by Lemma 3.4). Setting

v(t, ·, t0) := eσ∗(t−t0)w∞(t, ·) and v(t, ·; t0) =
M∗

mini=1,2{ũi,min}
ũ∞(t, ·), t ≥ t0, t, , t0 ∈ R,

we have that v(t0, ·, t0) ≤ v(t0, ·; t0) for all t0 ∈ R. Observe v solves the linear cooperative system
(3.65), while thanks to (3.64), v(t, ·; t0) is a subsolution of (3.65). Therefore, by the comparison
principle for cooperative systems, we have that v(t, ·; t0) ≤ v(t, ·; t0) for all t ≥ t0. Hence

‖w∞(t, ·)‖ ≤ M∗e−σ∗(t−t0)

mini=1,2 ũi,min
‖ũ∞(t, ·)‖ ≤ M∗maxi=1,2 ũi,max

mini=1,2 ũi,min
e−σ∗(t−t0) ∀ t ≥ t0.

Letting t0 → −∞ in the last inequality gives ‖w∞(t, ·)‖ = 0 for all t ∈ R, which implies that
‖w(t0,n + tn, ·; t0,n)‖ → 0 as n → ∞. This clearly contradicts with (3.62). Therefore, (3.61) holds,
which completes the proof of the theorem.

Proof of Proposition 2.6. Let (r̃(t, ·), s̃(t, ·)) be given as in Corollary (2.6). We proceed in two steps.
Step 1. Fix u0 ∈ [C+(Ω̄)]2 and t0 ∈ R such that u0 ≤ (r̃(t0, ·), s̃(t0, ·)). We claim that

u(t, ·;u0, t0) ≤ (r̃(t, ·), s̃(t, ·)) ∀ t ≥ t0. (3.66)

To this end, observe that u1(t, ·) := u1(t, ·;u0, t0) satisfies

∂tu1 − d1∆u1 − c(t, x)(r̃ − u1)u2 + (a+ s+ bu1)u1 = 0 x ∈ Ω, t > t0; ∂~nu1 = 0 x ∈ ∂Ω, t > t0,

and by (2.9), r̃ satisfies

∂tr̃ − d1∆r̃ − c(t, x)(r̃ − r̃)u2 + (a+ s+ br̃)r̃ ≥ 0 x ∈ Ω, t ∈ R; ∂~nr̃ ≥ 0 x ∈ ∂Ω, t ∈ R.

Hence, by the comparison principle for parabolic equations, we conclude that u1(t, ·) ≤ r̃(t, ·) for all
t ≥ t0. Similarly, u2(t, ·) := u2(t, ·;u0, t0) satisfies

∂tu2 − d2∆u2 − g(t, x)(s̃− u2)u1 + (e+ fu2)u2 = 0 x ∈ Ω, t > t0; ∂~nu1 = 0 x ∈ ∂Ω, t > t0,

and by (2.9), s̃ satisfies

∂ts̃− d2∆s̃− g(t, x)(s̃− s̃)u1 + (e + f s̃)s̃ ≥ 0 x ∈ Ω, t ∈ R; ∂~ns̃ ≥ 0 x ∈ ∂Ω, t ∈ R.

Hence, by the comparison principle for parabolic equations, we conclude that u2(t, ·) ≤ s̃(t, ·) for all
t ≥ t0. Therefore, (3.66) holds.

Step 2. Suppose that λ∗ > 0. We show that (1.1) has a strictly positive T -periodic solution ũ(t, ·)
satisfying

ũ(t, ·) ≤ (r̃(t, ·), s̃(t, ·)) t ∈ R. (3.67)
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Fix 0 < α < 1 and γ∗ as in Lemma 3.4, and K = KT,α,γ∗ as in Lemma 3.5. Next, let ξ∗ > 0 be the
positive number in Lemma 3.6 that satisfies

u(t0 + T, ·;u0, t0) ∈ Mt0,α
γ∗,ξ whenever u0 ∈ Mt0,α

γ∗,ξ and 0 < ξ < ξ∗, t0 ∈ R, (3.68)

where Mt0,α
γ∗,ξ is defined by (3.33). Next, chose 0 < ξ̃∗ ≪ min{ξ∗, 1} such that

ξ̃∗ϕ(0, ·) < (r̃(0), s̃(0, ·)).

Thanks to Step 1 and the fact that (r̃(T, ·), s̃(T, ·)) = (r̃(0, ·), s̃(0, ·)), we have that u(T+t0, ·, ·;u0, t0) ∈
[0, (r̃(0, ·), s̃(0, ·))] whenever 0 ≤ u0 ≤ (r̃(0, ·), s̃(0, ·)). This along with (3.68) shows that,

u(T, ·;u0, 0) ∈ M∗ := [0, (r̃(0), s̃(0))] ∩M0,α
γ∗,ξ∗ whenever u0 ∈ M∗. (3.69)

Since M∗ is a closed, convex and bounded subset of [Xα]2, and by the arguments in proof of Theorem
2.4-(i), the Poincaré map M∗ ∋ u0 7→ u(T, ·;u0, 0) ∈ M∗ is compact, then by the Schauder fixed
point theorem, there is ũ0 ∈ M∗ such that u(T, ·; ũ0, 0) = ũ0. Therefore, ũ(t, x) = u(t, ·; ũ0, 0) is a
strictly positive and bounded T -periodic solution of (1.1). Furthermore, since ũ0 ≤ (r̃(0, ·), s̃(0, ·)),
we deduce from step 1 that ũ(t, ·) ≤ (r̃(t, ·), s̃(t, ·)) for all t ≥ 0. This along with the periodicity of the
maps ũ(t, ·) and (r̃(t, ·), s̃(t, ·)) implies that (3.67) holds. Consequently, ũ(t, ·) satisfies the requirement
of hypothesis (H2) since r̃ = r

c
and s̃ = s

g
.

We complete this subsection with a proof of Corollary 2.7.

Proof of Corollary 2.7. Suppose that (H1) holds, λ∗ > 0, and c̃ := c
r

and g̃ = g
s

are constant
functions. If c̃ = g̃ = 0, then any positive T -periodic positive solution of (1.1) satisfies (H2), and
hence the result follows from Theorem 2.5. If c̃ > 0 and g̃ > 0, then taking r̃ = 1

c̃
and s̃ = 1

g̃
, we have

that (2.9) of Proposition 2.6 holds, and hence the result follows again. Hence, it remains the case of
c̃g̃ = 0 and c̃ + g̃ > 0. Without loss of generality, with suppose that c̃ = 0 and g̃ > 0. By Theorem
2.4, we know that (1.1) has at least one T -periodic positive solution ũ. Note that ũ2 satisfies

{

∂tũ2 ≤ d2∆ũ2 + s(1 − g̃ũ2)ũ1 x ∈ Ω, t ∈ R,

0 = ∂~nũ2 x ∈ ∂Ω, t ∈ R.

Hence, since ũ1, ũ2 ∈ X++
T , we can employ standard stability results on the single species Logistic-type

equations and the comparison principle for parabolic equations to deduce that g̃ũ2 ≤ 1, which implies
that s− gũ2 = s(1− g̃ũ2) ≥ 0. It is also clear that r − cũ1 = r(1 − c̃ũ1) ≥ 0. Hence ũ satisfies (H2),
and hence the result follows from Theorem 2.5.

4 Proof of Theorem 2.11

Throughout the rest of this paper, we shall always suppose that (H1) and (H3) hold. We establish
some lemmas. For every ε ≥ 0, define

Gε(x, τ) =
√

(a(x) + s(x) + τc(x))2 + 4τb(x)(ε + r(x)) + (a(x) + s(x) + τc(x)) x ∈ Ω̄, τ ≥ 0, (4.1)

and

wε
1(x; τ) =

2(ε+ r(x))τ

Gε(x, τ)
∀ x ∈ Ω̄, τ ≥ 0. (4.2)
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Lemma 4.1. For every ε ≥ 0, let Gε and wε
1 be defined as in (4.1) and (4.2), respectively.

(i) Gε is Hölder continuous, and for each x ∈ Ω̄, Gε(x, τ) is strictly increasing in τ ≥ 0. Moreover,
for every τ ≥ 0, it holds that miny∈Ω̄Gε(y, τ) ≥ 2(a+ s)min > 0.

(ii) wε
1 is Hölder continuous, and for each x ∈ Ω̄, wε

1(x; τ) is strictly increasing in τ ≥ 0. Moreover

−ετ = (r(x) − c(x)wε
1(x; τ))τ − (a(x) + s(x) + b(x)wε

1(x; τ))w
ε
1(x; τ) ∀ x ∈ Ω̄, τ ≥ 0, (4.3)

(iii) For every τ2 > 0, there is mτ2 > 0 and ετ2 > 0 such that

(r − cwε
1(·; τ))min ≥ mτ2 ∀ 0 ≤ ε ≤ ετ2 and 0 ≤ τ ≤ τ2. (4.4)

Proof. (i) The regularity of Gε in x and τ ≥ 0 easily follows from that of the functions a, b, c, s and
r. It is easy to see from the definition of Gε that it is strictly increasing in τ ≥. Hence Gε(x, τ) ≥
Gε(x, 0) = 2(a(x) + s(x)) ≥ 2(s+ a)min for all x ∈ Ω̄.

(ii) The regularity of wε
1 in x and τ follows from that of Gε and r. It is clear that wε

1(x; τ) ≥ 0 for all
x ∈ Ω̄ and τ ≥ 0, with strict inequality if τ > 0. It is clear that (4.3) holds if τ = 0. Now fix τ > 0
and x ∈ Ω̄. Hence wε

1(x; τ) > 0. Consider the quadratic equation

0 = (r(x) + ε)τ − (a(x) + s(x) + τc(x))z − b(x)z2, (4.5)

where the unknown is z. It follows from the quadratic formula that the unique positive solution of
(4.5) is

z+ =
(a(x) + s(x) + τc(x)) −

√

(a(x) + s(x) + τc(x))2 + 4τ(ε+ r(x))b(x)

−2b(x)
=

2τ(ε+ r(x))

Gε(x, τ)
.

Noting from the formula of wε
1(x; τ) that z

+ = wε
1(x; τ), then (4.3) holds since z+ solves (4.5). Thanks

to the formula of z+, we have that

∂τw
ε
1(x; τ) =

c(x)(A(x, τ) +B(x)) − c(x)
√

A2(x, τ) + 2τB(x)

2b(x)
√

A2(x, τ) + 2τB(x)
,

where
A(x) := a(x) + s(x) + τc(x) and B(x) = 2(ε+ r(x)b(x))).

Observing that

(c(x)A(x, τ) +B(x))2 =c2(x)A2(x, τ) + 2c(x)A(x, τ)B(x) +B2(x)

=c2(x)(A2(x, τ) + 2τB(x)) + 2c(x)(a(x) + s(x))B(x) +B2(x)

>c2(x)(A2(x, τ) + 2τB(x)),

then ∂τw
ε
1(x; τ) > 0 for x ∈ Ω̄ and τ ≥ 0.

(iii) When τ > 0, it follows from (4.3) that

r(x) − c(x)wε
1(x; τ) =

(a(x) + s(x) + b(x)wε
1(x; τ))w

ε
1(x; τ)

τ
− ε

=
2(a(x) + s(x) + b(x)wε

1(x; τ))(ε + r(x))

Gε(x; τ)
− ε (4.6)
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Note also that when τ = 0, we have w∗
1(x, 0) = 0, Gε(x, 0) = 2(a(x) + s(x)), and

2(a(x) + s(x) + b(x)wε
1(x; τ))(ε + r(x))

Gε(x; τ)
− ε = r(x) = r(x) − c(x)wε

1(x; 0).

Therefore, (4.6) also holds for τ = 0. Hence, since Gε(·; τ1) ≤ G1(·, τ1) ≤ G(·, τ2), then by (4.6), for
every 0 < τ1 < τ2 > 0 and 0 < ε < 1, it holds that

r(x) − c(x)wε
1(x; τ) ≥

2(a+ s)min(ε+ rmin)

‖G1(·; τ2)‖∞
− ε, 0 < ε < 1, 0 ≤ τ < τ2.

Hence, for each fixed τ2 > 0, since as ε → 0+, it holds that 2(a+s)min(ε+rmin)
‖G1(·;τ2)‖∞

− ε → 2(a+s)min(rmin)
‖G1(·;τ2)‖∞

> 0,

there is 0 < ετ2 < 1 such that (r−cwε
1(·; τ))min ≥ 2(a+s)min(rmin)

2‖G1(·;τ2)‖∞

for all 0 < ε < ετ2 and 0 ≤ τ ≤ τ2.

Next, for each ε ≥ 0, we introduce the function

hε(x) =
(ε+ r(x))s(x)

a(x) + s(x)
− e(x) x ∈ Ω̄. (4.7)

and

F ε(x, τ) = hε
+(x)+ε−

(

2(ε+ r(x))s(x)
( 1

Gε(x, 0)
− 1

Gε(x, τ)

)

+
(

g(x)wε
1(x; τ) + τf(x)

))

x ∈ Ω̄, τ ≥ 0,

(4.8)
where hε

+ = max{hε, 0}, and Gε and wε
1 are defined by (4.1) and (4.2), respectively.

Lemma 4.2. Set τ2 := (2‖(2s+ rs)/(s+ a)‖∞ + ‖e‖∞ + 2)/fmin. For every ε ≥ 0, let F ε be defined
by (4.8).

(i) F ε is Hölder continuous, strictly decreasing in τ ≥ 0; F ε(x, 0) ≥ ε for all x ∈ Ω̄, and F ε(x, τ2) <
0 for all x ∈ Ω̄ and 0 ≤ ε ≤ 1.

(ii) For every 0 < ε < 1 and x ∈ Ω̄, there is a unique positive number 0 < wε
2(x) < such that

F ε(x,wε
2(x)) = 0. Moreover, for every 0 < ε ≤ 1, wε

2 is Hölder continuous in x ∈ Ω̄. Further-
more,

−εwε
2(x) ≥ (s(x)−g(x)wε

2(x))w
ε
1(x;w

ε
2(x))−(e(x)+f(x)wε

2(x))w
ε
2(x) 0 < ε < 1, x ∈ Ω̄, (4.9)

where wε
1 is as in (4.2).

(iii) If in addition emin > 0, then there is ε̃τ2 > 0 and m̃τ2 > 0 such that

(s− gwε
2)min ≥ m̃τ2 ∀ 0 < ε < ε̃τ2 . (4.10)

Proof. (i) It is clear that (i) readily follows from (4.8).

(ii) Since for every x ∈ Ω̄ and 0 < ε ≤ 1, F ε(x, 0) > 0 and F ε(x, τ2) < 0, then by the intermediate
value theorem there is wε

2(x) such that F ε(x,wε
2(x)) = 0. Observing that ∂τF

ε(x, τ) < 0 for all
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τ ≥ 0, the the uniqueness and regularity of wε
2 follows from the implicit function theorem. Finally, fix

0 < ε ≤ 1 and x ∈ Ω̄. Then,

0 =wε
2(x)F

ε(x,wε
2(x))

=(hε
+(x) + ε)wε

2(x) −
2(ε+ r(x))s(x)wε

2(x))

Gε(x, 0)
+ (s(x)− g(x)wε

2(x))w
ε
1(x;w

ε
2(x)) − f(x)[wε

2(x)]
2

≥(hε(x) + ε)wε
2(x)−

2(ε+ r(x))s(x)wε
2(x))

Gε(x, 0)
+ (s(x) − g(x)wε

2(x))w
ε
1(x;w

ε
2(x)) − f(x)[wε

2(x)]
2

=(hε(x) + ε)wε
2(x)−

(ε+ r(x))s(x)wε
2(x))

a(x) + s(x)
+ (s(x) − g(x)wε

2(x))w
ε
1(x;w

ε
2(x)) − f(x)[wε

2(x)]
2

=εwε
2(x) + (s(x)− g(x)wε

2(x))w
ε
1(x;w

ε
2(x)) − (e(x) + f(x)wε

2(x))w
ε
2(x),

from which (4.9) follows.

(iii) Suppose that emin > 0. Thanks to the fact that wε
2F

ε(·, wε
2) = 0, we have that

0 =
(

(hε
+ + ε)− (ε+ r(x))s(x)

(a(x) + s(x))
− f(x)wε

2(x)
)

wε
2(x) + (s(x)− g(x)wε

2(x))w
ε
1(x;w

ε
2).

Hence

s(x)− g(x)wε
2 =

((ε+ r(x))s(x)

(a(x) + s(x))
+ f(x)wε

2(x) − (hε
+ + ε)

) wε
2(x)

wε
1(x;w

ε
2(x))

=2
((ε+ r(x))s(x)

(a(x) + s(x))
+ f(x)wε

2(x)− (hε
+ + ε)

) (ε+ r(x))

Gε(x,wε
2(x))

. (4.11)

If hε(x) ≤ 0, then

s(x)− g(x)wε
2(x) =2

((ε+ r(x))s(x)

(a(x) + s(x))
+ f(x)wε

2(x) − ε
) (ε+ r(x))

Gε(x,wε
2(x))

≥2
( rminsmin

‖a+ s‖∞
− ε

) (ε+ r(x))

Gε(x,wε
2(x))

≥ r2minsmin

‖a+ s‖∞‖G1(·, τ2)‖∞
,

whenever 0 < ε < min
{

1, rminsmin

2‖a+s‖∞

}

.

If hε(x) ≥ 0, then

s(x) − g(x)wε
2(x) =2

(

e(x) + f(x)wε
2(x) − ε

) (ε+ r(x))

Gε(x,wε
2(x))

≥ eminrmin

‖G1(·; τ2)‖∞
whenever 0 < ε ≤ min

{

1,
emin

2

}

ε.

We can now take ε̃τ2 := min
{

1, rminsmin

2‖a+s‖∞

, emin

2

}

and m̃τ2 = min
{

r2minsmin

‖a+s‖∞‖G1(·,τ2)‖∞

,
r2minsmin

‖a+s‖∞‖G1(·,τ2)‖∞

}

.

Lemma 4.3. Let τ2 > 0 and ε̃τ2 be as in Lemma 4.2. Let ετ2 be as in Lemma 4.1. Set ε∗ =
min{ε̃τ2 , ετ2}. For every 0 < ε < ε∗, let w

ε(x) = (wε
1(x;w

ε
2(x)), w

ε
2(x)) for all x ∈ Ω̄, where wε

2 is
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given by Lemma 4.2 and wε
1 is defined by (4.2). Then there exists w̃ε ∈ [C2(Ω̄)]2~n := {(w1, w2) ∈

[C2(Ω̄)]2 : ∂~nwi = 0 on ∂Ω} satisfying

min{(r − cw̃ε
1)min, (s− gw̃ε

2)min} > 0, w̃ε ∈ [C++(Ω̄)]2, and lim
ε→0

‖w̃ε −wε‖ = 0. (4.12)

Furthermore, for each 0 < ε < ε∗, there is dε > 0 such that for any choice of diffusion rates 0 <
d1, d2 < dε, w̃ε satisfies







0 ≥ d1∆w̃ε
1 + (r(x) − c(x)w̃ε

1)w̃
ε
2 − (a+ s+ bw̃ε

1)w̃
ε
1 x ∈ Ω,

0 ≥ d2∆w̃ε
2 + (s− gw̃ε

2)w̃
ε
1 − (e+ fw̃ε

2)w̃
ε
2 x ∈ Ω,

0 = ∂~nw̃
ε
1 = ∂~nw̃

ε
2 x ∈ ∂Ω.

(4.13)

Proof. Let {et∆}t≥0 denote the analytic c0-semigroup generated by the Laplace operator on C(Ω̄)
subject to the homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions on ∂Ω. Then, for every z ∈ C(Ω̄), et∆z ∈
Dom∞(∆) for all t > 0 and ‖etz − z‖∞ → 0 as t → 0+. Furthermore, by the maximum principle for
parabolic equations, et∆z ∈ C++(Ω̄) for all t > 0 whenever z ∈ C+(Ω̄) \ {0}.
Let m∗ := min{mτ2 , m̃τ2}, where mτ2 and m̃τ2 are given by Lemma 4.1-(iii) and Lemma 4.2-(iii),
respectively. Since for every 0 < ε < ε∗, 0 < w̃ε

2, it follows from Lemma 4.1-(iii) and Lemma 4.2-(iii)
that

min
x∈Ω̄

(r − cwε
1(x;w

ε
2(x))) ≥ m∗ and (s(x) − g(x)wε

2(x)) ≥ m∗.

Hence, for every 0 < ε < ε∗, we can choose 0 < tε ≪ 1 such that w̃ε
1 := etε∆wε

1(·;wε
2(·)) ∈ C++(Ω̄)

and w̃ε
2 := etε∆wε

2 ∈ C++(Ω̄) satisfy

min
x∈Ω̄

(r − cw̃ε
1(x)) ≥

m∗

2
, min

x∈Ω̄
(s(x) − g(x)w̃ε

2(x)) ≥
m∗

2
, and ‖w̃ε −wε‖ < ε.

Furthermore, by (4.3) and (4.9), possible after decreasing 0 < tε we may suppose that

{

− ε
3 w̃

ε
2(x) ≥ (r(x) − c(x)w̃ε

1(x))w̃
ε
2 − (a(x) + s(x) + b(x)w̃ε

1(x))w̃
ε
1(x) x ∈ Ω̄,

− ε
3 w̃

ε
2(x) ≥ (s(x) − g(x)w̃ε

2(x))w̃
ε
1(x)) − (e(x) + f(x)w̃ε

2(x))w̃
ε
2(x) x ∈ Ω̄.

(4.14)

Finally, for every 0 < ε < ε∗, take

dε :=
εminx∈Ω̄ w̃ε

2(x)

3(1 + ‖∆w̃ε
1‖∞ + ‖∆w̃ε

2‖∞)
.

Then by (4.14), w̃ε satisfies (4.13) for every 0 < d1, d2 < dε, which completes the proof of the
lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Suppose that ( rs
a+s

− e)max > 0. Fix 0 < ε < ε∗, where ε∗ is as in Lemma 4.3. Let w̃ε

and dε be as in Lemma 4.3. Then there is 0 < d̃ε < dε such that for every 0 < d1, d2 < d̃ε, λd1,d2
> 0

and system (1.1) has a positive steady state u satisfying 0 << u ≤ w̃ε.

Proof. We proceed in three steps. Set [0, w̃ε] := {u ∈ [C(Ω̄)]2 : 0 ≤ u ≤ w̃ε}.
Step 1. Fix 0 < d1, d2 < dε. We show that

u(t, ·;u0) ∈ [0, w̃ε] whenever u0 ∈ [0, w̃ε]. (4.15)
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To this end, fix u0 ∈ [0, w̃ε] and set v(t, ·) := w̃ε − u(t, ·;u0). Then, thanks to (4.13), v(t, ·) satisfies

∂tv1 =− d1∆u1 − (r − cu1)u2 + (a+ s+ bu1)u1

≥d1∆v1 + (r − cwε
1)w

ε
2 − (r − cu1)u2 − ((a+ s+ bwε

1)w
ε
1 − (a+ s+ bu1)u1)

=d1∆v1 + (r − cwε
1)v2 + ((r − cwε

1)u2 − (r − cu1)u2)− (a+ s+ b(u1 + wε
1))v1

=d1∆v1 + (r − cwε
1)v2 − (a+ s+ b(u1 + wε

1) + cu2)v1 x ∈ Ω, t > 0.

Similarly
∂tv2 ≥ d2∆v2 + (s− gwε

1)v1 − (e + f(u2 + wε
2) + gu1)v2 x ∈ Ω, t > 0.

Note also that ∂~nv1 = ∂~nv2 = 0 of (0,∞) × ∂Ω. Therefore, since (r − cwε
1) > 0 and (s − gwε

2) > 0
on Ω̄ by (4.12), and 0 ≤ v(0, ·), we can employ the comparison principle for cooperative systems to
conclude that v(t, ·) ≥ 0 for all t > 0, which completes the proof of (4.15).

Step 2. Fix 0 < d1, d2 < d̃ε. There is 0 < d̃ε ≤ dε such that

λ∗ > 0 ∀ 0 < d1, d2 < d̃ε (4.16)

Indeed, since ( rs
a+s

− e)max > 0, then (rs − e(a + s))max > 0. Then by [10, Proposition 1 ], there is

d̃ > 0 such that λ∗ > 0 for every 0 < d1, d2 < d̃. So, we can take d̃ε := min{d̃, dε}, so that (4.16)
holds whenever 0 < d1, d2 < d̃ε.

Step 3. Note that by the first inequality of (4.12), and Step 1, solution operator of system (1.1)
generates a strongly cooperative semi-flow {Φ(t)}t≥0 on [0, w̃ε]. Moreover, by the regularity theory
for parabolic equations, Φ(t) is compact for every t > 0. Moreover, by Step 2, the trivial steady state
u := 0 is linearly unstable, and by step 1, w̃ε is super-solution of (1.1). Therefore, by the theory of
monotone dynamical systems [21], there is 0 < u(·;d) ≤ w̃ε such that Φ(t)u(·;d) = u(·;d) for all
t ≥ 0. Hence, u(·;d) is a positive steady state solution of (1.1).

Thanks to the above lemmas, we can now give a proof of Theorem 2.11.

Proof of Theorem 2.11. Take ε0 = ε∗
2 and d0 = d̃ε0 where ε∗ and d̃ε0 is as in Lemma 4.4. Fix

0 < d1, d2 < d0. By Lemma 4.4, system (1.1) has positive steady state u(·;d) satisfying u(·;d) ≤ w̃ε0 ,
where w̃ε0 is as in Lemma 4.3. Therefore, by the first inequality in (4.12), we have that

(r − cu1(·;d))min ≥ (r − cwε0
1 )min > 0 and (s− gu2(·;d))min ≥ (s− gwε0

2 )min > 0.

Therefore, u(·;d) satisfies hypothesis (H2). Therefore, by Theorem 2.5, u(·;d) is globally stable with
respect to positive perturbations.

5 Proof of Theorem 2.12

As in the previous section, we shall always suppose that (H1) and (H3) hold. We prove a few lemmas.
Throughout the rest of this section, for every 0 < ε < ε∗, where ε∗ is given by Lemma 4.3, wε is as
in Lemma 4.2 and w̃ε is as in Lemma 4.3.

Lemma 5.1. For every x ∈ Ω̄, let w0
2(x) denote the unique nonnegative solution of the algebraic

equation in τ ≥ 0 of
F 0(x, τ) = 0, (5.1)
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where F ε, ε ≥ 0 is defined by (4.8). Define also w0
1(x) = w0

1(x;w
0
2(x)) for every x ∈ Ω̄, where w1 is

defined by (4.2). Then w0 := (w0
1 , w

0
2) ∈ [C+(Ω̄)]2, ‖wε − w0‖ → 0 as ε → 0+ , where wε is as in

Lemma 4.2 for every ε > 0. In particular ‖w̃ε −w0‖ → 0 as ε → 0+. Furthermore, when x ∈ Ω̄ such
that h0(x) > 0, where hε is defined in (4.7), we have that min{w0

1(x), w
0
2(x)} > 0 and

{

0 = (r(x) − c(x)w0
1(x))w

0
2(x) − (a(x) + s(x) + b(x)w0

1(x))w
0
1(x),

0 = (s(x)− g(x)w0
2(x))w

0
1(x) − (e(x) + f(x)w0

2(x))w
0
2(x),

(5.2)

whereas w0
1(x) = w0

2(x) = 0 when h0(x) ≤ 0.

Proof. The continuity of w0
2 and the fact that ‖wε

2 − w0
2‖∞ → 0 as ε → 0+ follows from the implicit

function theorem. This in turn implies that w0
1 ∈ C(Ω̄) and a composition of two such functions, and

‖wε
1−w0

1‖∞ → 0 as ε → 0+. Clearly, we have that w0
2 ≥ 0, which thanks to (4.2) implies that w0

1 ≥ 0.
Thus ‖wε − w0‖ → 0 as ε → 0+. This in turn with the fact that ‖w̃ε − wε‖ → 0 as ε → 0+ (see
(4.12)) implies that ‖w̃ε −w0‖ → 0 as ε → 0+. Clearly, w0

2(x) = w0
1(x) = 0 whenever h0(x) = 0.

Next, fix x ∈ Ω̄ such that h0(x) > 0. Then, F 0(x, 0) = h0(x) > 0. Hence, since F 0(x, τ2) < 0 (where
τ2 is as in Lemma 4.2), it follows from the intermediate value theorem, the fact that F 0(x, τ) is strictly
decreasing in τ ≥ 0, and the fact that F 0(x,w0

2(x)) = 0 that w0
2(x) > 0. This along with (4.2) implies

that w0
1(x) > 0. The first equation of (5.2) follows from (4.3) with ε = 0 and τ = w0

2(x). Furthermore,
since h0(x) > 0, then it follows from the proof of (4.10) that equality holds in this case with ε = 0,
which yields the validity of the second equation of (5.2).

Next, for each 0 < ε < ε∗, consider the linear eigenvalue problem of the cooperative system







λεv1 = d1∆v1 + (r − cw̃ε
1)v2 − (a+ s)v1 x ∈ Ω,

λεv2 = d2∆v2 + (s− gw̃ε
2)v1 − ev2 x ∈ Ω,

0 = ∂~nv1 = ∂~nv2 x ∈ ∂Ω.

(5.3)

Denote by λε
∗ the principal eigenvalue of (5.3). Note from (5.2) that for every x ∈ Ω̄ satisfying

h0(x) > 0, that is r(x)s(x) > e(x)(a(x) + s(x)), we have that

(r(x) − c(x)w0
1(x))(s(x) − g(x)w0

2(x))− (a(x) + s(x))e(x)

=(a(x) + s(x))w0
2(x) + e(x)b(x)w0

1(x) + f(x)b(x)w0
1(x)w

0
2(x) > 0.

Hence ((r− cw0
1)(s− gw0

2)− (a+ s)e)max > 0. Therefore, since ‖w̃ε−w0‖ → 0 as ε → 0+ (see Lemma
5.1), then there is 0 < ε̃∗ < ε∗ such that ((r − cw̃ε

1)(s − gw̃ε
2) − (a + s)e)max > 0 for 0 ≤ ε < ε̃∗.

Therefore, by [10, Proposition 1], for every 0 < ε < ε̃∗, there is d̃ε∗ > 0 such that λ̃ε
∗ > 0 for every

0 < d1, d2 < d̃ε∗.

The following lemma is needed.

Lemma 5.2. Fix 0 < ε < ε̃∗ and 0 < d1, d2 < ε̃∗. Then there is a unique positive steady state v(·;d)
to the cooperative system







0 = d1∆v1 + (r − cw̃ε
1)v2 − (a+ s+ bv1)v1 x ∈ Ω,

0 = d2∆v2 + (s− gw̃ε
2)v1 − (e+ fv2)v2 x ∈ Ω,

0 = ∂~nv1 = ∂~nv2 x ∈ ∂Ω.

(5.4)
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Furthermore, v(·;d) → vε as max{d1, d2} → 0+ locally uniformly in Ω, where for each x ∈ Ω̄, vε(x)
is the unique nonnegative stable solutions of the system algebraic equations

{

0 = (r − cw̃ε
1)v

ε
2 − (a+ s+ bvε1)v

ε
1 x ∈ Ω,

0 = (s− gw̃ε
2)v

ε
1 − (e+ fvε2)v

ε
2 x ∈ Ω.

(5.5)

Proof. Since λε
∗ > 0 for every 0 < d1, d2 < ε̃∗ and system (5.5) is cooperative, strictly subhomogenous,

and nonnegative classical solutions of the corresponding parabolic system are eventually bounded,
then it has a unique positive steady state solution v(·;d). The asymptotic profiles of v(·;d) as
max{d1, d2} → 0 follows from [10, Theorem 1].

We complete this section with a proof of Theorem 2.12.

Proof of Theorem 2.12. By Lemma 4.4, we have that 0 ≪ u(·;d) ≤ w̃ε for every 0 < d1, d2 <
min{d̃ε, d̃ε∗}, 0 < ε < ε̃∗. Hence, since by Lemma 5.1, ‖w̃ε −w0‖ → 0 as ε → 0+, then

lim sup
max{d1,d2}

u(x;d) ≤ w0(x) for x uniformly in Ω̄. (5.6)

Next, for every 0 < ε < ε̃∗ and 0 < d1, d2 < min{d̃ε, d̃ε}, since u(·;d) ≤ w̃ε and u(·;d) is a positive
steady state solution of (1.1), then







0 ≥ d1∆u1(·;d) + (r − cw̃ε
1)u2(·;d)− (a+ s+ bu1(·;d))u1(·,d) x ∈ Ω,

0 ≥ d2∆u2(·;d) + (s− gw̃ε
2)u1(·;d)− (e + fu2(·;d))u2(·;d) x ∈ Ω,

0 = ∂~nu1(·;d) = ∂~nu2(·;d) x ∈ ∂Ω,

and hence u(·;d) is super-solution of (5.4). Therefore, v(·;d) ≤ u(·;d) for every 0 < d1, d2 <
min{d̃ε∗, d̃ε} and 0 < ε < ε̃∗. Hence, letting max{d1, d2} → 0+, we deduce from Lemma 5.1 that

vε(x) ≤ lim inf
max{d1,d2}→0+

u(x;d) for x locally uniformly in Ω. (5.7)

where vε, 0 < ε < min{d̃ε∗, d̃ε}, is the unique nonnnegative stable solution of (5.5). Since ‖w̃ε−w0‖ →
0 as ε → 0 and w0 is the unique nonnegative stable solution of the system of algebraic equations (5.2),
then letting ε → 0 in (5.5), we have that ‖vε −w0‖ → 0 as ε → 0+. Thus, sending ε → 0+ in (5.7),
we have that

w0(x) ≤ lim inf
max{d1,d2}→0+

u(x;d) for x locally uniformly in Ω. (5.8)

Observing that w0(x) is the unique nonnegative stable solution of (2.14) for every x ∈ Ω̄, then
w0 = u∗. Therefore (2.7) follows from (5.6) and (5.8).
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