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Abstract. This is the third part of our series of work devoted to the dynamics of
an epidemic model with nonlocal diffusions and free boundary. This part is concerned
with the rate of accelerated spreading for three types of kernel functions when spreading
happens. By constructing the suitable upper and lower solutions, we get the rate of
the accelerated spreading of free boundary, which is closely related to the behavior of
kernel functions near infinity. Our results indicate that the heavier the tail of the kernel
functions are, the faster the rate of accelerated spreading is. Moreover, more accurate

spreading profiles for solution component (u,v) are also obtained.
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1 Introduction
In this paper, we continue investigating the dynamics of the following epidemic model
h(t)
up = dy / Ji(z —y)u(t,y)dy — diu —au+ H(v), t >0, x € [0,h(t)),
0
h(t)
vy = d2/ Jo(x —y)u(t,y)dy —dov —bv + G(u), t >0, x € [0,h(t)),
0
u(t, h(t)) = v(t, h(t)) =0, t>0, (1.1)

h(t) roo
B (t) = /0 /h(t) (1 J1(z — y)ult, z) + pado(x — y)o(t, z)|dydz, t >0,

L7(0) = ho >0, u(0,z) = up(z), v(0,z) =wvo(x), =€ [0,ho,
where all parameters are positive constants. The kernel functions J; and J5 satisfy

(3) J € C(R) A L¥(R), J(x) > 0, J(0) > 0, J is even, / J(z)dz = 1.
R

The initial value functions ug and vy are in C([0, hol), positive in [0, hy) and vanish at = hg. The

nonlinear reaction terms H and G satisfy
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(H) H,G e C?*([0,00)), H(0) = G(0) =0, H'(2),G'(2) > 0in [0,00), H"(2),G"(2) < 0 in (0, 00),
and G(H(2)/a) < bz for some 2z > 0.

In this model, u(t,z) and v(¢,x) stand for the spatial concentrations of the bacteria and the
infective human population, respectively, at time ¢ and location = in the one dimensional habitat;
—au represents the natural death rate of the bacterial population and H (v) denotes the contribution
of the infective human to the growth rate of the bacteria; —bv is the fatality rate of the infective
human population and G(u) is the infection rate of human population; d; and ds, respectively,
stand for the diffusion rates of bacteria and infective human; the spatial movements of u and v are
approximated by the nonlocal diffusions.

The corresponding Cauchy problem of (L.IJ) with local diffusions

ug = dyug, —au+ H(v), t>0, x € R,
(1.2)
v = dovgy —bv 4+ G(u), t>0, z€R

was first proposed by Hsu and Yang [I] to model the spread of an oral-fecal transmitted epidemic.
Let
H'(0)G'(0)
ab )
It was proved in [I] that when Ry > 1, there exists a ¢, > 0 such that if and only if ¢ > ¢,, (2

has a positive monotone traveling wave solution that is unique up to translation. Moreover, the

Ro =

dynamics of the corresponding ODE system with positive initial value is governed by Ry. When
Ro < 1, (0,0) is globally asymptotically stable; while when Ry > 1, there exists a unique positive

equilibrium (u*, v*) which is uniquely given by
av* = H("), " =G(u"), (1.3)

and is globally asymptotically stable.
For the explanation of model (II]), one can refer to [2, 3l [4]. We in [5] proved that this model is

well-posed, and its longtime behaviors are governed by the following spreading-vanishing dichotomy.
(1) Spreading: necessarily Ro > 1, hoo := limy_yo0 h(t) = o0,

lim (u(t,z),v(t,z)) = (U(z),V(z)) in [Coc([0,00)))%,

t—o00

where (U(x),V(x)) is the unique bounded positive solution of

dl/ Ti(z — ) U(y)dy — iU — all + H(V) = 0, z € [0,00),

dgj Jo(x —y)V(y)dy — do2V -0V + G(U) =0, z € [0,00).
0

(2) Vanishing: ho, < 0o and limy_, o [Ju(t, ) + v(t, ')HC([O,h(t)]) =0.

It can be seen from [5, Proposition 2.2] that the unique bounded positive solution (U,V) of
(I4]) is continuous and strictly increasing for x > 0, and (U(x),V (z)) — (u*,v*) as z — oo.



Later on, we in [6] investigated the spreading speed when spreading occurs. We found that the

spreading speed is determined by the following so-called semi-wave problem
0
i [ Do =6y i+ et —as+ H@) =0, 7€ (—o0,0)

0
d2/ oz — yyb(y)dy — dotp + et —bp+ G($) =0, € (—00,0),
e (1.5)

¢(—00) =u", P(—o0) =v", ¢(0) =¢(0) =0,

0 o0
c= / / <M1J1 (@ = y)d(@) + paJa(x — y)¢(x)> dydz.
—o0 J0

A rather complete understanding of such semi-wave problem has been obtained by Du and Ni [7].
They showed that (L)) has a unique solution triplet (co, ¢cy, Pe,) With co > 0 and (¢ey, Ve, ) strictly

decreasing in (—oo, 0] if and only if J; and J satisty the following condition
(J1) / xJi(z)dr < oo fori=1,2.
0

Using the solution of (LX) and some suitable comparison arguments, in [6] we derived the
spreading speed of (ILIJ). That is, if (J1) holds, then

lim w = (g,

t—oo T

tli}rn I{g&}}( (lu(t,z) = U(x)| + |v(t,z) — V(x)]) =0 for any ¢ € [0, cp),
o0 [0,ct

where ¢y is unique speed of semi-wave problem (L3)), and (U,V) is the unique bounded positive
solution of (IA). If (J1) does not hold, then

lim w = oQ,
t—oo T
tli)m I[Blaa( (Ju(t,z) = U(2)| + |v(t,x) = V(2)]) =0 for any c € [0,00).

The case limy_, o h(t)/t = oo is usually called accelerated spreading.
In this paper, we are interested in the rate of accelerated spreading for three types of kernel

functions. For clarity, we need first to introduce the following two notations:

(1) s(t) ~ I(t) means that there exist positive constants ¢; and ¢z such that

al(t]) < s(t]) < l(|t]) for all ¢ > 1.

(2) s(t) = o(l(t)) means that s(¢)/l(t) — 0 as t — oc.

The three types of kernel functions we care about are

n°1
10 aeR and 8> 1, (1.6)
|z In” |z
In? |z| ,
Jj ~ PR fori=1,2, y€(1,2) and 5 € R, (1.7)
In?
g 19, and > 1. (1.8)

|2



Clearly, as |x| — oo, the decaying rates for these three types of kernel functions satisfy
Cy) ~ @2 - 9.
We have the following main result.

Theorem 1.1. Let (u,v,h) be the unique solution of (LIl and spreading happen. Then the fol-

lowing statements are valid.

(1) If (T4 holds, then

Inh(t) ~ t7 Inf ¢,

=
—
=
@|Q
~
N~—

tliglo me%i)((t)] (Ju(t,z) = U(z)| + |v(t,z) — V(2)|) = 0 for any s(t) with Ins(t) = o(t

(2) If (LX) holds, then

B
h(t) ~ t7=T In7-T ¢,

tlgglo :cen[((l)i}({t)] (Ju(t,z) = U(x)| + |v(t,z) — V(x)]) =0 for any s(t) = o(tﬁ 7ot t).

(3) If (L) holds with 8> —1, then

h(t) ~ tInPtie,

}E’Qo xe%i}((t)} (Ju(t,z) — U(z)| + [v(t,z) — V(z)|) =0 for any s(t) = o(tIn" ™ ).

(4) If ([8) holds with 8 = —1, then

h(t) ~ tlnlnt,
lim max (Ju(t,z) — U(z)| + v(t,z) — V(x)]) = 0 for any s(t) = o(tInlnt).

t—00 x€[0,s(t)]

We would like to mention that some results like Theorem [[1] for the Fisher-KPP equation in
[3, 14, 8] and the epidemic model in [9] can be proved by following analogous lines as in this paper.
Our arguments are based on some suitably upper and lower solutions, and are mainly inspired by
[10, 11, 12]. In [10], Du and Ni studied the rate of accelerated spreading for the Fisher-KPP equation
with nonlocal diffusion and free boundaries in one dimensional space for algebraic decay function,
namely, those behaving like ||~ for v € (1, 2] near infinity. For the case in high dimensional space
with radially symmetry, Du and Ni [I1] obtained the rate of accelerated spreading when spreading
happens. Moreover, the rate of accelerated spreading for an epidemic model with nonlocal diffusions
and free boundaries was also discussed by Du, Ni and Wang [13]. For the corresponding Cauchy
problem with such nonlocal diffusion operator, accelerated spreading also can happen if kernel
function converges to 0 as |z| — oo slower than any exponentially decaying function, nowadays
well known as exponentially unbounded or heavy-tailed (see e.g. [14] [I5] [16] 17, [18]). On the other
hand, with slowly decaying initial function, i.e., decaying slower than any exponentially decaying

function, accelerated propagation can appear for the reaction-diffusion equation (see e.g. [19] 20]),



the fractional reaction-diffusion equation (see e.g. |21} 22]), and the chemotaxis-growth system (see
e.g. [23]). One will see that for reaction-diffusion equation, the initial function plays a similar role
with the kernel function for nonlocal diffusion problem.

For the recent development on the free boundary problem with local or nonlocal diffusion from
ecology, one can refer to, for example, [24] for the approximation of local diffusion version in [25]
by nonlocal diffusion counterpart in [3|, 8], |26l 27] for the bistable or combustion nonlinear term,
[28 29] for the model with delay, [30] @, 3], 32] for the epidemic models with nonlocal diffusions,
133l 34, 35] for L-V competition or predator-prey models, and [36, [37] for the model with nonlocal
diffusion and seasonal succession.

Before ending this introduction, we would like to discuss how we guess the correct rate of free
boundary h(t). As in the proof of Lemma[21] we need to first estimate the orders of f 1 Ji(y)ydy and
h fh i(y)dy, and find the largest order of them. For example, if (.G holds, simple calculations
show that the order of h [;° . Ji(y)dy is larger than that of fl i(y)ydy, ie.,

/ wy—h/ y)dyon—eo(1).
1

> hln“Inh
h Ji(y)dy ~ ————,
]Q (y)dy =

which, combined with the free boundary condition of (IL]), implies that

Moreover,

B'(t) < Cw, ie, In'h(t) < Cw for some C' > 0.
n#=1 (1) I~ h(t)
Then we need to find a function h(t) such that for some 7> 0, In h(T) > In h(T') and
- In®In h
In' h(t) > iéﬁ@,W>T
In®~LA(t)

This will be the correct rate of h if we can construct an adequate lower solution h(t) satisfying

Inh(t) ~ Inh(t).

Remark 1.1. Very recently, Du and Ni ([12]) considerably sharpened the results in [10]. More

precisely, by assuming that kernel function J satisfy

| 1|im J(|z|)|z|”7" = A for some A > 0 and all v € (1, 2],
T|—00

they obtained the exact rate of accelerated spreading, i.e.,

22
lim h(lt) = A, if v € (1,2),

t—>ootj 2—’7

where [ is the expanding rate of free boundary. Inspired by their work, if we strengthen conditions
([L6)-(L8]) as above, similar results are expected to hold for (II).

Moreover, if one enhances the assumptions on kernels in [1J), [15, [18] or initial data in [19, [20),
21, (22, 23], for example, letting J(|z|)e~ /™12l o X > 0 as |z| — oo or w(0,z)z® — X > 0 for
some a > 0 as x — oo, can we get better estimates on the location of level set? These will be very

interesting.



2 Proof of Theorem [1.1]

In this section, we will prove Theorem [[T] by several lemmas. The arguments depend crucially
on the suitably upper and lower solutions, as well as the proper comparison techniques, which is
inspired by [10, 11, 12, 13]. Firstly we give the upper bounds for free boundary h(t).

Lemma 2.1. Let (u,v,h) be the unique solution of (LI)) and spreading happen. Then there exists
a positive constant C depending only on (a,b, H,G, Jy, Ja, pu1, p2) such that for all large t,

Inh(t) < CtFlnft  if (CH) holds,
h(t) < Ct7TIn7T ¢ if (IT7) holds,
h(t) < Ctln’t1¢ if (L¥) holds with g > —1,
h(t) < Ctlnlnt if (L.8)) holds with g = —1.

Proof. Simple computations show that for i = 1,2,

/Oh/hooji(x —y)dydz = /01 Ji(y)ydy + /1h Ji(y)ydy + h/hooJi(y)dy = I(h).

Then by estimating the two terms fl i(y)ydy and h f , Ji(y)dy, we have
ln Inh |
I h Tlh if (m) hOldS,

(h) ~

I(h) ~ h* YW’ h if (7) holds,

I(h) ~WP*th if ([T) holds with § > —1,
(h)

I(h) ~Inlnh if (L8) holds with g = —1.

On the other hand, since there is a large 7' > 0 such that (u(t,z),v(t,z)) < (2u*,2v*) for t > T
and x € [0, h(t)], we have that for t > T,

h(t
‘(t) < / /( )2(,u1u*J1(x —y) + pov* oz — y))dyda,
0 h(t

which, combined with (2II), implies that there exists a positive constant C; relying only on
(a,b, H,G, Jy, Jo, p1, o) such that for t > T,

B (t) < Cih(t )Eﬁ 1111 :8 if (I6) holds,

B (t) < C1h*77(t)InP h(t) if (7 holds,

B (t) < CyInP L h(t) if (L8) holds with £ > —1,
W (t) < CyInln h(t) if (L) holds with 3 = —

We next only handle the case where (L7)) holds since other cases can be done similarly. Let

W) = K(t+6)7T 1 (t+6), ¢ >T,



where @ is a positive constant to be determined later and K is large enough such that K7=!(y —

1)2~1 > 204. Then it is not hard to show that by choosing 6 to be large enough, we have

R (t) > K%(t +0)T AT (4 0) > CUR () P () for t > T
/7 —

Moreover, we may let 6 be sufficiently large if necessary such that h(T) > h(T). A simple compar-
ison argument yields h(t) < h(t) for ¢t > T. Thus the proof is complete. O

The remainder of this section is devoted to the proof of lower bounds. Firstly, inspired by [12],
Lemma 2.2], we give a general technical lemma which is crucial for the construction of the desired
lower solutions.

Proposition 2.1. Assume that positive constants ki,ks and | satisfy ke > ki1 > 1> 1. Let J
satisfy (J) and p > 1 be a constant. Define

a$):rmn{1,<k1;$>p}.

Then for any given small € > 0, there exists a ko > [, depending only on I, p,e and J, such that
when k1 > ko and ko — k1 > 2kg, we have

ko
/l J(x — @)y > (1 )(x) for z € [ko, ko).

Proof. Due to (J), for any given small € > 0, there exists a [y > 1 such that

lo

J@Myzl—g

o
If we extend £(z) by {(z) = 0 for x > ko, it is easy to verify that £(x) is convex in > ko — k1 and
6(x) ~€@)] < Frle — ] for .y € [0,00) (22)

Set kg > 2lg, k1 > ko and ko — k1 > 2kog. We now complete the proof by

Case 1: z € [ko, ko — k1 — ly); Case 2: x € [ky — k1 — lo, ko — k1 + 1p);
Case 3: x € [ko — k1 + 1y, ko — lg]; Case 4: x € [ky — ly, k2.

For Case 1, straightforward computations yield

ko ko—k1 ko—ki—x
/l J(x — y)Ey)dy > /l T — y)dy = /l J(y)dy

—T

> /l Yy > / " Iy

—ko —lo
>1-2 > (1- ().
For Case 2, in light of (Z2), we have
ko ko—x k1—lo
| ey = [ sz [ J(W)E( +y)dy
l l—x l—ko+ki1+lo



2 k1
> (1—e)é(x) + 2% — Z—? > (1 —¢)é(z)

provided that k; > %.
For Case 3, clearly, we have that for any y € [0,ly], z +y > —y > ko — k1. Note that £(x) is
a convex function of x for x > kg — k1. Then we can deduce

lo

ko ko—x
/'Ju—yx@Myz/' J@M@+ﬂﬂy2/ J)e(e + y)dy
l [

—x l—ko+ki1—Ip

lo lo
z/’J@x@+yMy=A JWE@ + 1) + £z — v))dy

—lo

v

lo
2/’J@K@Myzu—fxu>
0

For Case 4, since £(x) = 0 for x > ko, we see

ko—x

ko ko—zx
/‘Jm—yxwmyz/‘ J@K@+yﬁy2/ JW)E(e + y)dy
l l

—x —lo
l() lO

= [ J)éx+y)dy — / J(y)¢(z + y)dy

—lp ko—x

lo
=/‘J@%@+yMy

—lo

Then by the similar arguments as in Case 3, we can prove Case 4. Thus setting kg = %,

finish the proof. U

The following comparison principle for free boundary problem with nonlocal diffusions will be
used often in the later discussion.

Proposition 2.2. ([6] Proposition 2.3] ) For any T > 0, we assume that P; with i = 1,2 satisfy
(J), s(t) and r(t) are continuous and increasing in [0,T], as well as h(t), h(t) € C1([0,T]) with
s(t) < r(t) < min{h(t), h(t)} fort € [0,T]. Let (u,v) € [C([0,T] x [s(t), A(t)])]?, (a,7) € [C([0,T]x
[s(t), h(t)])]?, the left derivatives (u,(t — 0,),v,(t — 0,7)) and (a;(t — 0,2),0:(t — 0,x)) exist in
(0,T] x [r(t),h(t)] and (0,T] x [r(t), h(t)], respectively. Suppose (u(t,),v(t,z)) < (u(t,z),v(t,x))



for 0 <t <T and x € [s(t),r(t)]. Moreover, (u,v,h) and (u,v,h) satisfy

h(t)

u(t —0,2) < dl/ P (z —y)u(t,y)dy — diu — au + H(v), 0<t<T, zelr(t),h(t)),
s(t)
h(t)

vy(t = 0,2) édz/ Py(z —y)o(t, y)dy — dav — bv + G(u), 0<t<T, x€lrt)h(t),
s(t)

u(t, h(t)) <0, v(t,h(t)) <0, 0<t<T,

h(t) oo
K(t) < L/ (11 Pr(z — y)u(t, ) + poPo(z — y)u(t,z))dydz, 0<t<T,
h

h(0) < h(0), w(0,z) <u(0,z), v(0,2) <v(0,x), x € [s(0), h(0)]
and
h(t) _
u(t —0,2) > dy " Py(x — y)u(t,y)dy — diu — au + H(v), 0<t<T, zelr(t),h(t)),
h(t) _
Bt —0,2) > ds /(t) Pola — y)o(t, y)dy — dot — b + G(a), 0<t<T, z€rlt),h(t),
a(t,h(t)) >0, o(t,h(t)) >0, 0<t<T,
/ /h:; (1 Pr(z — y)u(t, z) + poPo(z — y)o(t, z))dydz, 0<t<T,

respectively. Then we have
h(t) < h(t),  (u(t,z),v(t, x)) < (a(t,z),v(t,z)) for (t,x) € [0,T] x [s(t), h(t)].
Using Ro > 1 and (H), we can find a constant r > 0 depending only on (a, b, H, G) such that
(—anu® + H(nv*), —bnv* + G(nu*)) > min{n, 1 —n}(r,r) for all n € [0,1]. (2.3)

Lemma 2.2. Let (u,v,h) be the unique solution of (1) and the assumption (L) hold. Then the

following statements are valid.

(1) There exists a positive constant C' depending only on the initial functions, parameters and
1 [}
kernel functions of (IL1l) such that Inh(t) > Ct? In? t for all large t.

e

(2) For any s(t) satisfying Ins(t) = o(t% In? t), we have

ligiogf(u(t,:n),v(t,:n)) > (U(z),V(x)) uniformly in [0, s(t)],

where (U(z),V (x)) is the unique bounded positive solution of (L4).

Proof. For any given 0 < ¢ < 1, according to [5, Proposition 2.2], we can find a X > 0 such that

U(z),V(x)) > (11— %)(u*,v*) for z > X..
For positive constants [y < 1 and 6 > 1 to be determined later, we define

1 «a
ﬁ(t) =l (07 lnB(t+9)7 @(tvx) = U:C(t7x)7 Q(t7x) = U:C(tvx) for (t7x) S [0,00) X [XEvh(t)]v
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1 a
where €107 1070 > 4 (¥ v*) = (1 — /&) (u*,v*), and

with p > 1 satisfying
1 1
Zz 1-p+——<0.
p—1

nr14 8
Assume Inf > |a|. Thus h(t) is strictly increasing for ¢ > 0. Making use of Proposition 2] with

1—

1 a
[ = X., we have that there exists a large ky > 0 such that if ehff P o - 8kg, then

/MQ@@—yxuwmyz(r—ﬁxﬁaﬁﬂﬂt>0,$€WmM”Li:1ﬂ' (24)

€

Next we will prove that by choosing /1, 8 and T suitably, there holds:

h(t)
u < dy /X Ti(@ — y)ult, y)dy — dva — au+ H(v),

>0, o € o)\ { 21,
h(t)
vy < dy /X Jo(x — y)u(t, y)dy — dov — bv + G(u),
t>0,x€M@ﬁ@»\{1§Q}, (2.5)
u(t, h(t)) _(t h(t)) =0, t>0,
/ / M1J1 (x — y)u(t,x) + poJo(z — y)u(t, a:))dyda;, t >0,
u(t,z) <u(t+T,z), v(t,z) <vt+T,z), t>0, z e [Xg ko,
h(0) < h(T), w(0,z) <u(T,z), v(0,2) <v(T,z), r € [Xe, h(0)].

Once we have proved (Z.3), by virtue of a comparison argument (Proposition 22l with (s(t),r(t)) =
(Xe, ko)), we derive

h(t+T) > h(t) and (u(t+T,z),v(t+T)) > (u(t,z),v(t,z)) fort >0, z € [X.,h(t)],
which obviously yields the assertion (1). As for the assertion (2), we have

max |u(t,x) — U(x
e [u(t.x) — Ulz)

u'(1—+/e) (1 — min {1, [8%]/)}) + 3*/25“*

1 a P
0t—o00(1)tP InB ¢ * *
1min{1, 8 lleh(t)] }] +3\/§u = 3*/§u as t = co.

= (1-3)

Thus there exists a 77 > T such that

u(t,z) > U(x) — 2¢/eu* fort > Ty, x € [Xe,s(t)].
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Recall that u(t + T, z) > u(t,z) for t > 0 and x € [X., h(t)]. We can conclude that
uw(t,z) > U(x) — 2y/eu* for t > Ty + T, z € [X.,s(t)].

Moreover, since u(t,z) — U(x) locally uniformly in [0, 00) as t — oo, one can choose a Ty > T} + T
such that
u(t,z) > U(x) — 2y/eu” fort > Ty, x € [0, X.].

Thus for any small € > 0, we have
u(t,z) > U(x) — 2/eu* for t > Ty, x € [0,s(t)],

which immediately implies liminf; o u(¢,2) > U(x) uniformly in [0, s(¢)]. Analogously, we can

]
show liminf; , v(t,z) > V(x) uniformly in [0, s(¢)]. Thus the assertion (2) is obtained.
1 a
Now it remains to verify (Z3). Firstly, for = € [Th(t)/8, h(t)], if €197 17 ¢ > 1, we have

h(t) o Th(t)
/ Ji(e — y)C(ty)dy > /X Ji(e — y)C(ty)dy = /X Tz — y)dy
e @_ e
8

V
Y
—~
<
S—
=
<

Vv
A
=
-
=)
Bm ,5.
<
o,
o,

S lnaln%_lnaln% L _aa /lnﬁy)lna—lyd
Cp-1 lnﬁ_l% lnﬁ_l% p—1 In 200 yP Y
¢1In2In“Inh(t n ISTe’ /ln%lna_l
21n” h(t) B—1)
In“In A(t) (gl In2 >
= — + 0h—soo(1
In? h(t) 2 hvoo(1)
¢1In2In®Inh(t)
410 h(t)
<1 ln2min{1,(%)a}lna(t+9)
>
- 41n” h(t)

Y
———d
10 yP Y

, (2.6)

where we have used that

I In 20 e m M0 ey

8 _ =
In®~1 % In”~1 % In® h(t)

[(B=1)In2+o(1)],

and In®In h(t) > min{1, (%)a}lna(t + 6). From (2.3]), it follows that
(—au + H(v),—bv + G(u)) > 7e(u,v) for = € [ko, h(t)], if € is small enough, (2.7)

where 7 depends only on a, b, H and G.
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Hence, for = € [ko, h(t)], using [2.4) and 2.7), if ¢ is suitably small, we have

v
| —
| &

re

=2 Jy

re

=72 )

re

-2

Xe

h(t)
o [

h(t)
h(t)

h(t)

z—y)u(t,y)dy — diu — au+ H(v)

dy — E)] /M Ji(x —yu(t,y)dy — (di — Te) u

€

Ji(z — y)u(t,y)dy + <d1 - E) (1—e*u— (d —Fe)u

2

Ji(z — y)ult,y)dy + —u +

Ji(z — yult,y)dy + %gg (2.8)

On the other hand, we have u,(t,z) = 0 for t > 0 and = € [ko,7h(t)/8]. Due to ([2.8), the first
inequality of (23] holds when ¢ > 0 and = € [ko, 7h(t)/8). For t > 0 and

e [(1 - ¥> @(t),@(t)] ,
Ine=1 hy(t)

in view of (2.06) and (28], we have

yt(tv ‘T)

IA

<

i h(t) — """ K (t)
* -1 - 3
S (MDY 1 0)'F 0 0+ 0) [1-+ 0l 0+ 0)
* y -1 1= 3
2u€§;p,0l1 <E(Z)(t_ 5E>p (t+ Q)Tﬂ In?(t+0)
#8018 —z\"!
QUEZ”pll (ﬁ(z)(t l’>p ' h(t) In® (¢ + 6)
2u:8pplf In®(t +

0)
B In” h(t)

uires; In 2 min{1, (%)a} In“(t + 0)

81n” h(t)

provided that [y is suitably small such that

For ¢t > 0 and

using (2.8)) yields

28 pl? . uies In2min{1, (3)°}

sy
|
o0
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B
2 _py 1
< pTll In! =Pt h(t) In®(t + 0)u

1+-4
2pl, 7

B

IN

re
< —
U= 3 u
if /1 is small enough such that
2l T
P o _E
B -3
Hence the first inequality of (2.5]) holds with /;, # and € chosen as above. Analogously, we can show
the inequality in the third line of (23] is valid if [1, # and € are chosen suitably.
Then we prove the inequality in the six line of ([2.5]) holds. Straightforward computations show

1l a
that if 1?7 07 0 js suitably large, then

h(t)  poo
/ / (11 (x = y)ult, z) + pata(z — y)u(t, z))dyde
.

TG

> (pulJy(x = y) + poviJa(z — y))dyde
x.  Jaw

B oo

8
= (rulJi(z —y) + povlJa(z —y))dyde

—h(t)
h(t)— X< 0o h(t)— X,
- ﬁ [z / [ (r1utdi(y) + povtJa(y))dady
__ __ h(t)_Xs _L(st)

8

/ [L ,u1u:J1(y) +,u2v:J2(y))d:Edy
h(t) Ao
h(t)

B0 [ )+ et )y
h(t)—X-e

> Cuh(t) / Wiy o,
h(t) y1In"y

B
_ C1h(t) In® lnh( ) aClh( ) / B 1o ydy
(B —1)In~Lh(t) In A(t)
A WA C
W@ (ﬁ—l
Cih(t) In® In (t)
=208 - )" A(t)
_ Cumin{L, (3)°}() (¢ +6)
- 2(/3—1)1115 Lh(t) ’
where C'1 depends only on a, b, H, G, pu; and J; with ¢ = 1,2. On the other hand, simple
computations arrive at

+ 0@—>oo(1))

M(t) = —F——~ [1+aln Yt+0)]

Blnﬁ 1ﬁ(t)
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C’l min{1, ( )Y }hA(t) In®(t + 0)
- 2(5—1)111/3 Lh(t)

provided that [y is suitably small such that
2} _ Crmin{1, ()°)
BT 28-1)
Thus the inequality in the fifth line of (2.5 holds.
Now to prove (25), it remains to show the inequalities in the last two lines of (Z1]). For positive

constants €, § and [ chosen as above, since spreading happens for (I.I]), we can find a 7' > 0 such

1 a
that h(T) > 19”70 — b(0) and

(ult, ), v(t,z)) > (1 - {)(U(x), V(z)) fort > T, x € [X., h(0)].

w5

Recalling (U(x),V(x)) > (1 — %) (u*,v*) for z > X, we have that when ¢t > T and z € [X., h(0)],

(u(t, z),v(t,2)) = (1 = =2)(U(2),V(z)) = (1 = Ve)(u",v") > (u(t,x),v(t, ),

which immediately implies that (u(t + T, z),v(t + T,x)) > (u(t,z),v(t,z)) for t > 0 and = €
[X:, h(0)]. Thus ([Z35]) holds. The proof is complete. O

Next we consider the case where (7)) holds.

Lemma 2.3. Let (u,v,h) be the unique solution of (ILI) and the assumption (L) hold. Then the
following statements are valid.

8
(1) There exists a positive constant C' such that h(t) > Ct>=1 Inv-1 ¢ for all large t.
i
(2) For any s(t) = o(tﬁ In"-1 t), we have

liminf(u(t, z),v(t,z)) > (U(z),V(z)) uniformly in [0, s(¢)].

t—00

Proof. For any small 0 < ¢ < 1, let X, be defined as in the proof of Lemma For positive
constants {1 < 1 and 6 > 1 to be determined later, we define

h(t) = Li(t + 0)7T 77 (£ 4 0), u(t, ) = uil(t,2), v(t,a) = viC(t,a),
where (¢,z) € [0,00) x [X¢, h(t)], (uf,v}) is the same with that of Lemma [22] and

In light o£ Proposition 211 with [ = X., we have that there exists a large ko > 0 such that if
1
11071 1In"—1 0 > 4kg, then

/ e - ity = (1 i) ort> 0, e lho b)), i = 12 (29)

€
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Setting f+1n6 > 0 ensures that h(t) is strictly increasing for ¢ > 0. Next we prove that by choosing
l1, 0 and T properly, (23] holds but with

e tho. )\ { 22 |

e fro.no)\ {421

in the first two inequalities. Once we have done it, arguing as in the proof of Lemma 2.2, we can

replaced by

get the desired results.

Now it remains to verify ([2.35). By the definition of (u,v, h), the equalities in the fifth line of
(I?E) hold Now we prove the inequalities in the first two lines of (Z5l). For = € [h(t)/4, h(t)], if
1197*1 an*l 0 is suitably large, with the aid of (7)) and

. h(t) —z
_h
we have
h(t) R
/ Ji(z —y)¢(t, y)dy
;(t)—:c N
- /X Tt e+ y)dy
e
> wey JWIC(E 2 +y)dy
X -2
/“ n? |y A(t) — = — y
> Gl d
o g k()
h(t)
L S /—"5 Wyl
= ) Jomo b
a %
- o =718 4d
B Ju ¥ 00
h(t) h(t)
2—y 6 <
RS Y B p 6 1 B—1
— 2L 1 - 71 d
h() [2 "o 2—w/hg;> v
Cqh'() [(nh(H) ~W6)°  (nh()—8)] B /Q 1 11
BPET 62 82 2~ )h(t) Jro ey
h(t)
ah' ' @Wlh@), 11 a8 /T ey
> _ _ Y 1pf-1
2T o) @ ) T e hm fuw Y
_ pl—ry 8 o1 1 _ L
= h'77(t) In” h(t) [2(2—7)(62—7 82_7)+0h—>00(1)]
S1 1 1 -
> A () In” h(t

Q1€ ( 1 _ 1 )l
42 —7v) 6> &7

(4 0) " P (¢ + 0) WPl (¢ + 6) 7T nT (¢ + 6)]
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B
P ] Inln(t + )

g1 1 @4—@-1[hd N

1
C4(2-7) (62—V a 82_7)1}05(1& +0) 1 In(t +0) +

G1€ 1 1 1y .1 1
42 —v)(y — 1)5 (62—~/ 82— )ll ! mln{2_ﬁ7 LHt+0)", (2.10)

v

1 B
where [107-1 Inv-1 f is large enough such that

(Inh(t) — In6)? ﬂnh@)—ln&ﬁ} I’ ht), 1 1
_ > - )-
627 827 2 6277 82

Clearly, using (2.9) and arguing as in the proof of Lemma 2:2] we have that if € is suitably small,
for x € [ko, h(t)], (28) is also valid here.

On the other hand, we have w,(t,x) = 0 for t > 0 and = € [0, h(t)/2]. Combining with (Z.8]), the
first inequality of (2.8) holds for x € [ko, h(t)/2). For t > 0 and z € (h(t)/2,h(t)), due to (2I0]),

we have

_ o al(t) *h%t)

wlhr) =200y = 2 )
:2@$jfifp+5m*a+m}
- dut(t+6)7t
=~ ﬁ

leg 1 1 1— . 1 1
< - I —, 1}t +46
S5 G - e Mgy e

provided that [ is small enough such that

4u;‘ Q1 Te 1 1 1—

TR R

mln{26, 1}.

So the inequality in the first line of (23] holds. Analogously, we can show the inequality in the
third line of (2.0 is valid if €, [; and 6 are chosen as above.

Then we prove the inequality in the fourth line of (X)) holds. Straightforward computations
show that if lﬁﬁ ln% 0 is suitably large, then

h(t) poo
/ / (1 h(z = y)u(t, ) + poda(z — y)u(t, z))dyds

h(t)
> Ju

h(t) —x
1usJi(z —y) + povlJa(z — y)) h(t) dydax

/ 2(n A0
% / o / puE Ty (2 — ) + vt oz — y)) (—)dyda
h(t) ,(t)
oL L o [ e st
> ﬁ/” (rau2 Ty () + v Ta(y))ydy

i
h(t)

2

AV
s

. y*> 7 In” ydy

=

—
o~

N—
=
N

- ‘
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_ 1 B _ = 2= 1Pt
5 | ™ V3= 3—#@ vy ydy
_ GiE*(0) [(mh() ~2)° (k) -4)°]  CiB o A1 g
37 257 43 3= (M) Juw ey
_ CRP() 1n%(t)( L1, o8 /% 1 i1 g
=T B9 P T B Jue 7 e
C 1 1
> p2—Y B L _
> 12O 0) | 5 (s — ) + o)
o 1 1,
> _ g B
= 4(3—7) (= — =) (O WA
O 1 Loy 2=y BER=) B
= 4(3_7)(23_7 - 43_7)11 (t+0)v11In 1 (t+0) |Inl + - 1(ln(t+0)+51nln(t+9))
2 4(3_7)(23_7 _43_7)11 (t“‘e)W 11H Y (t+9)mln{2—ﬁ,1}mln (t-|-9)
o1 il 1 1 EE
_m1n{2—5,1}4(’y_ 1)6(3_fy)(23—v — 43_V)(t+9)w Ulnv-1 (¢t + 6),

8
where C depends only on a, b, H, G, u; and J; with ¢ = 1,2, and llﬁﬁ In -1 6 is sufficiently large

such that
(Inh(t) —In2)"  (Inh(t) —In4)”’ - I’ h(t) 1 1

23— 43— > (G-

On the other hand, simple computations arrive at

/ ll 2=y _B_ —1
W(t) = 7_1(15+0)%1 In7=T(t +0)[1+ BIn""(t + 0)]
< Mt F (4 0)
v—1
! e 1 1 2y B
< i — -1 -1
< minfos e oy (3~ ) H O T (e 6)

provided that [; is suitably small such that

! i 1 1
- < i _ .
o1 = milee U T = (3 )

Thus the inequality in the fourth line of ([2.35]) holds.
Now to prove (2.3]), it remains to show the inequalities in the last two lines of ([Z3]). Since one

can do this by following the same lines as in the proof of Lemma [2.2] we omit the details. Hence,
(23) holds. The proof is finished. O

We then consider the case where condition (L8] holds with g > —1.

Lemma 2.4. Let (u,v,h) be the unique solution of (1) and the condition (L8] hold with B > —1.
Then the following statements are valid.

(1) There exists a positive constant C such that h(t) > CtIn®*1t for all large t.



18

(2) For any s(t) = o(tIn”*1t), we have

liminf(u(t, z),v(t,z)) > (U(z),V(z)) uniformly in [0, s(¢)].

t—00

Proof. Let X, and kg be defined as in the proof of Lemma for any small € > 0. Define
h(t) =1L (t+0)In Tt +0), u(t,z) =u((t,x), v(t,z)=0vC(t ),
where positive constants {; < 1 and 6 > 1, and

€ (0,1), 6% > ko, 110" ~*In"t10 > 30, 1,OIPHL O — 30% > 2k,
(uz,02) = (1= VE) (', 07), (@) =min {1, f5 | fort 20, @ € [Xe, h(0)).

Now we are in the position to show that by choosing suitable (I1,6,¢,T), there holds:
h(t)
uy < dy / Ji(z —y)u(t,y)dy — div — au+ H(v),
Xe
t>0, x € [ko, h(t)) \ {A(t) — (t+0)°},

h(t)
v, < d2/ Jo(z — y)u(t,y)dy — dov — bv + G(u),

€

£>0, o € ko, h(t) \ {B(E) — (¢ +0)°) o)
u(t,h(t)) = v(t, h(t)) = 0, t>0,
< /Et /h:; (:uljl(x —y)u(t,z) + podo(x — y)y(t,x))dydx, t >0,
u(t,z) <u(t+T,x), v(t,z) <v(t+T,z), t>0, z e [X., ko,
h(0) < h(T), w(0,z) <u(T,z), v(0,2) <v(T,x), r € [X.,h(0)].

Once it is done, by the definition of (u,v,h) and the similar arguments as in the proof of Lemma
2.2] one readily derives the results as wanted.
Now let us prove ([2I1]). The identities in the fifth line of ([ZII]) is obvious. We next deal with
the inequality in the first line of (2I1). Clearly,
h—ux

u(t, ) > u:m for x € [h(t) — 2(t + 6)“, h(t)].

Thus, for = € [h(t) — (t + 6)“, h(t)], letting O be sufficiently large, we have

h(t) h(t)—x
/ i — y)ult,y)dy = / Tu(y)ult, + y)dy

Xe—x

(t+6) a/2 o
> U / (==,
(t+6) (t+6)*

(t+0) a/2 —y
> = / dy
(t40)> (t +6)*

>@/ (t+6)2/2 11,8 | —y
T2 e YR (EH0)
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o ug / (07 n” by,
(

2(t + 9)0‘ t+9)a/2 Y
* B+1
uwa " +0) 5 gy

= — (= . 2.12
sty ) (2.12)

Besides, by Proposition 2.1l and our choices of I; and 6, we have

h(t) _ -

/ Ji(x —y)¢(t,y)dy > (1 —*){(t,z) for t >0, z € [ko,h(t)], i =1,2. (2.13)

Certainly, using [2.13)), if € is small enough, (28] is valid here. On the other hand, we have u, = 0 for
t > 0and z € [ko, h(t)—(t4+6)*). Thus the first inequality of (ZI1]) holds for = € [ko, A(t)—(t+0)%).

Using (212) yields
() (4 0)* — (h(t) — z)a(t +0)>!

Gt (t +0)%
< e (tﬁ+(te))a IR0 i%;o)‘“
_ by E}T;()i* Dot B+ D)t +0)]
< b ET;()T D24 a+p)

waln® Mt +0) 50 gy
> 2(t+9)°‘(5+1)[a - _(5) +]

for t > 0 and x € (h(t) — (t + 0), h(t)] provided that [y is small enough such that
UsSt o1 Xy
liul (2—1—0&4—5)_2(5_1_1)[0( (2) ]

So the first inequality holds. Similarly, we can show the inequality for v, i.e., the inequality in the
third line of (2I1]) holds if 1, € and 6 are chosen as above.

We now turn to the inequality of A/, i.e., the one in the sixth line of (ZII]). Direct calculations
show that if 0 is large enough, then

h(t) oo
/ / (1 (z = y)u(t, ) + pod2(z — y)u(t, z))dydz
« Jh(t)

v

h(t)—(t+0)*  poo
ﬁ /h() (muiJi(z —y) + poviJo(z — y))dyde
() t

0] 0]
/ / / / (mui i (y) + povlJa(y))dady
(t+€ t+6)e  JEB St y6)a

> / / " (i) + vt Ja(y) dedy
+0)> J(

> / T (i) + vt @)y — (¢ + 0)%)dy
2(t+6



b8
> 0 / coIyy
2(t+6)

Co | s h() 511 a
_5“{ S — P2+ 6)°]
- 5(:121 {[lnll +In(t+60)+ (B+1)Inn(t+60) —In2"™ —[In2+ aln(t + 0)]5“}

C2(1 —Oéﬁ—l—l) B+1

B
> 1 In”""(t + 0),

where Cy depends only on (a,b, H, G, Jy, Ja, 11, pt2). Moreover, it is easy to see that

B () =Lt 4+0) + (B4 1) InP(t +6)
=Lt +0) 1+ (B+1)In7 (¢t +06)]
< (24 B)InTi(t +6)

Cy(1 — aP*h)

<
- B+1

It 4 6)

provided that [; is suitably small such that

02(1 — OZB-H)

L2+ p) < 511
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Now to prove (21I1]), it remains to verify the inequalities in the last two lines of ([2IT]). Since

one can do this by arguing as in the proof of Lemma [22] we omit the details here. Hence (2IT])

holds. The proof is ended.

Then we turn to the case where the assumption (L8] hold with g = —1.

O

Lemma 2.5. Let (u,v,h) be the unique solution of (1) and the assumption (L8] hold with

B8 = —1. Then the following statements are valid.
(1) There exists a positive constant C' such that h(t) > Ctlnlnt for all large t.

(2) For any s(t) = o(tIlnlnt), we have

liminf(u(t, z),v(t,z)) > (U(z),V(x)) uniformly in [0, s(t)].

t—o0

Proof. Let X, and kg be defined as in the proof of Lemma for any small € > 0. Define
h(t) = lL(t+0)Inln(t +0), u(t,x)=ui((t,z), v(t,z)=v:((t z),
where Iy < 1 and 0 > 1, (u},v}) is the same with that of Lemma [22] and

a e (0,1), 0> kg, e™ 01 > 30, 10Inlnd — 370 > 2k,

1
2
((t,x) = min{l, %} for t >0, z € [ X, h(t)].
Now we are going to show that by choosing suitable (11,60, 7)), (211 holds but with

x € ko, h(t)) \ {h(t) — (t + 0)*} replaced by z € [ko, h(t)) \ {ﬁ(t) _ eln“(t+9)}
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in the first two inequalities of ([2.I1]). Once we have done that, as in the proof of Lemma 2.2] the
desired results follow.

Now let us verify (2II)). The identities in the fifth line of (2II]) is obvious. Due to the above
choices of (I1,6) and Proposition 2], we have

/b(t) Ji(w —y)C(ty)dy = (1= *)((t, @) for t 20, x € [ko, A(t)], i =1,2. (214)

€

Clearly,

h_
u(t, z) > u’ ”“’

e oomo(ys) [OF TE [(t) — 2™ 0 n(t)].
e n

Thus, for z € [h(t) — ™ 49 h(t)], with @ large enough, we have

h(t) h(t)—x
/ T — y)u(t, y)dy = / T(y)ult,e +y)dy

Xe—x
_ ln% (t+0)
uk ¢ h(t)—x—y
> & J —aid
2 J_gmeqto) 1v) eln®(t+0) Y
_enF (140)
u* e —y
> = Ji1(y)———d
2 ) mecto) (y)eln (t+0) Y
_ ln% t+6
> uzS1 / e 1 d
[ N 2N} ) T 111 y
2% (H0) | _cwecero)  |y[In |yl
eIn® (t+0)

_uis / 1 4
T 9eIn®(t46) onZ(re) ylny y
_ulsialnIn(t +0)

4eln® (t+0)

(2.15)

By virtue of (2.14)), if € is small enough, (2.8) also holds. On the other hand, we have u, = 0
for t > 0 and 2 € [ko, h(t) — ™ +9). Thanks to (ZS), the first inequality of (ZII) holds for
z € [ko, h(t) — e 0 For z € (h(t) — e 49 h(t)), using (ZF) and @I5), we have

U= (et0)
Lilnln(t+60) + 1 In~(t + )
eln® (t+0)
- 201 Inln(t + 0)
S T e (t0)
- Feufqalnln(t + 6)
ReIn® (t+0)

for t > 0 and z € (h(t) — ™" +0) b(#)] provided that 161; < Feulcia. So the first inequality holds.
Similarly, we can show the inequality for v is true if [y, 6 and e are chosen as above.

We next show the inequality of A/(t). Direct calculations show that if 6 is large enough, then

h(t) oo
/ / (11 (x = y)ult, z) + pata(z — y)u(t, ©))dyde
- Jh

2

ﬁ(t)_elna(tJrﬂ) 0o
2 /h / (:“W:Jl(x —y) + paviJe(zr — y))dydx
ey h(t)
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AQ) h(t)
2 y [ * *
_ / / +/ / (mueJl(y) + p2vg Jz(y))d$dy
en(t+0) Jeo@t+0)  JED Jen(z+0)

10

BB y
> / / (Ul Ji(y) + povl Ja(y))dady

e (t+9) J (t19)a
h(t)
i «@

- 2eIn® (t46) ('uluzjl(y) + M2”2J2(y)) ly — eln (t+9)]dy
2 Cl dy

gene(t+0) Y In gy
=Ci{ln[lnl; +In(t+6)+Inlnln(t +0) —In2] —In[In2 + In*(¢ + )]}

> Ci(1 —2a)Inln(t +6),

where C depends only on (a,b, H, G, J1, Ja, 111, pt2). Moreover, it is easy to see that

/ h
— — < —
R(t) =1 Inln(t +0) + (1 0) 2l InIn(t +0) < C1(1 — 2a) InIn(t + )

provided that 2/; < C1(1 — 2a). Hence the inequality of h'(t), i.e., the one in the six line of ([ZITI)
holds.
Hence, to prove ([ZI1)), it remains to show the inequalities in the last two lines of (2.I1]), which

can be done by using the analogous arguments as in the proof of Lemma The details are
omitted here. Therefore, ([2Z11]) holds. The proof is ended. O

Clearly, Theorem [[T] follows from Lemmas and the fact that

lim sup(u(t, z),v(t,z)) < (U(z),V(z)) uniformly in [0, c0)

t—o00

which has been proved in [0, Lemma 3.4].
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