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1. Introduction

In many applications, systems experiencing delay in fact involve distributed delays. If
the rate of change depends on the past, for example, reporting delays in economics
or maturation delays in ecological systems, assuming constant concentrated delays is a
significant simplification. Generally, the dependency will be on a certain segment of
prehistory of the process, and, in certain cases, on the whole of it, leading to infinite delays.
This is the reason why stability of systems with a distributed delay has been intensively
investigated, let us mention some recent publications [1I, 4], (17 18], 20} 24], 25| 28, 30} 31], see
also references therein. In biological models [21], 22 [32], a distributed delay sometimes is
accepted by default. A neural network [23] is one of the most important applications where
delays, in particular distributed, occur.

For scalar equations with a distributed delay, stability, either dependent or independent
of the delay distribution, has been studied by several authors [5, [6 8, 15, 33]. A particular
case of a system of two equations was explored in [7] [16].

The purpose of the present paper is to obtain delay-independent stability conditions for
a system of differential equations with a distributed delay

% — ) [ /H , REDFX) = X (0] (1.1)

where X : R — R*, s € N, X is a column vector function X = (z1,xs,...x), the column
vector function of s variables F': R® — R? is

F:(flaf2>"'fs)> (12)

G:R —= R xRS, RT = [0,+00), and R : R*t? — R® x R® are matrix functions: G is
diagonal with g; on the diagonal, and r;;(¢,7) are entries of R. We consider the case when
the s-dimensional domain H(t) is H(t) = [hy(t),t] X [ha(t),t] X - - - X [hs(2),t], hj(t) < ¢, and
the volume integral can be iterated, where system (ILT]) can be rewritten as a collection of s
equations for i =1,2,...,s,

CZ: = gi(t) {/h“g)ﬁnl(t,ﬁ)- . -/hisg;sris(t, Ts) fi(x1(m1), 22(T2), . . ., xs(T5)) — xi(t) | . (1.3)

In particular, let h;;(t) <t, 4,7 =1,...,s be measurable functions, and r;; be step functions
taking the value of one on half-open intervals (h;;(t), +00):

1, (e,
Tij(t, C) = X(hi;(0).00)(C)s X (C) = { 0, C&J.
Then, (L.3) has the form

dSL’Z’
dt

= ¢;(t) [fi(x1(Ri1(t)), xo(hiz(t)), ..., xs(his(t))) — zi ()], i=1,2,...,s. (1.4)
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The Hopfield neural network [23]
j=1

is a particular case of (I.4]) for

R -
gi(t) = b, filxr,20,...,2,) = b Zcijfj(zj)a hij(t) =t —7y, 4,j=1,...,s.
et

In the case of absolutely continuous in ¢ functions r;;(t, ¢),

0 - :
a_crij(ta C) = kij(t>C)a 1,) = ]-7 ceey S, Ki(taTlaTQa cee 77-8) - Hkij(taTj)a

(L3) becomes

dz i
dt

= gi(t) /Ki(t,ﬁ,---,Ts)fi(xl(ﬁ),...,xS(TS)) dry...drg—xi(t)| , i=1,...,s.
H(t)

(1.6)
In future, we consider each of the equations separately, as in (I.3]). However, due to the
length of (L3]), a shorter notation will be used, aligned with (I.TI)

dSL’Z’
dt

o) [ / REDIEE) 0], (1.7)

where 7 = (71,...,Ts).

The purpose of the present paper is to explore global asymptotic stability of cooperative
systems with distributed delays, which include () and (L0 as special cases. In addition
to being distributed, the delays can change with time. Distributed delays describe a feasible
fact that any interval for delay values has some probability, such models include equations
with concentrated (either constant or variable) delays.

Compared to most previous works, main differences are outlined below.

e Distributed delays can, as particular cases, include systems with variable concentrated
delays, integral terms (used in most papers on distributed delays), their combinations,
and some other models (for example, the Cantor function as a distribution). Moreover,
argument deviations can be Lebesgue measurable, not necessarily continuous, functions.
This is the reason why methods for continuous delays do not work in this setting.

e Delay distributions can be non-autonomous. If we describe these distributions as a
probability that a delay takes a greater than a given value, this corresponds to time-
dependent delay. In applications, this allows to consider, for example, seasonal changes
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in delay distributions. To some extent, we explore the most general system with a unique
positive equilibrium, and justify global stability of this equilibrium, once delays are
involved only in those terms which describe cross-influences. The present paper answers
the question when delays do not have any destabilizing effect on a non-autonomous
system.

e On the other hand, many of the previous papers on distributed delay describe much
more complicated dynamics than absolute global stability established in the present
paper. For example, delay dependence of stability properties was studied in [13], while
possible multistability considered in [6]. However, the study of systems which can be
destabilized by large enough delay are not in the framework of the present paper. Here
we restrict ourselves to “absolutely stable” systems, where no type or size of a finite
delay can destabilize it, as long as the initial conditions belong to the “attraction set”.

The plan of the paper is as follows. After some preliminaries and an auxiliary statement
in Section [ we get stability results for systems with a distributed delay in Section 8l These
theorems are later applied to particular cases of neural networks and models of population
dynamics in Section Ml Finally, the results are discussed, and some open problems and
directions of research are outlined in Section [Bl

2. Preliminaries
Consider a system with distributed delays (I.1]), under the initial condition

X(t) = ®(t), t <ty, (2.1)
where ®(t) is a bounded vector function.

Definition 2.1 A wvector function X (t) is a solution of system (LI),[2.1) if it satisfies
(@I for almost allt >ty and ) fort < t.

In particular, (I3]) can be written in matrix form (I]), where
H(t) = (hi(t),t] x (ha(t),t] x -+ x (hs(t),t]. (2.2)

Problems (L3)),([2.1) and (LI),(21) will be investigated under some of the following
assumptions.

(al) There is a domain D C R?® such that all f; : D — R are continuous functions,
1=1,...,8.

(a2) Any scalar delay function h : Rt — R considered in the paper (h;; in particular) is
Lebesgue measurable, h(t) < ¢ and tEeroo h(t) = 4o0.



(a3) The entries of the matrix R(t,7) = (ri;(t, 7‘))” L Ti(te), 4,7 = 1,...,s are left
continuous non-decreasing functions for any ¢, r;;(-,7) are locally integrable for any s,
rij(t,7) =0, 7 < hi(t), ri;(t,tT) =1,4,5 = 1,..., s, here all the integrals are understood
in the sense

/f Qi) = [ 1 /f ) dxiso0() = £(1),

where u(t) is the right-side limit of the function u at point t.

(ad) G(t)=diag{gi(t), ..., gs(t)}, gi(t) are Lebesgue measurable essentially bounded on R*
+0o0
functions, g;(t) > 0,i=1,...,s, / gi(s) ds =400, i=1,...,8
0
(ab) @ : (—o0,0] — R? is a continuous bounded vector function.

Examples of (I3]) include a system with several concentrated delays

d:zl

= [Z%fz 21 (hirj (1)), - xs(hisj(t)))—%(t)]a (2.3)

where h;; satisfy (a2), Zaij =1,i=1,...,s, as well as a system of integro-differential
j=1

- [Z [ S E DA E), () dT—xxt)], 24)

with h;; satisfying (a2),

equations

Z/ r=1, Ky(t,7)>0, i,j=1,...,s. (2.5)
hij (t)

Definition 2.2 (see [26]) Let D = (a1, b1) X (az, be) X« - X (as, bs), I, = [a1n, b1n] X [a2n, bon] X
- X [asn, bsn), F: R® — R®. An equilibrium z. € D is a strong attractor in D of the

difference system
X(n+1)=F(X(n), n=0,1,... (2.6)

if there exists a sequence of sets {I,}, n=20,1,..., such that

Int(lo) = D, F(I,) C Ly CInt(L,), n=0,1,..., ()L, =z (2.7)

n=1

Note that, once z, is a strong attractor of I’ in D, it is unique, moreover, there are no
other equilibrium points of F'in D.



Lemma 2.3 Let F' be a continuous function, where F' is defined in ([L2)), and F(I;) C
Invr € Int(ly), F(Ipy1) C Ixro C Int(Ix4q), for some k € N, where I, = [ayg, by X
[a2k7 b2k] X X [ask, bsk]-

Then there exist J = [¢1,dy] X [G2,do] X -+ - X [Cs,ds] and J = [c1,dy] X [ca, da] X - - - X |5, d]
such that J C Int(Iy), Iyy1 C IntJ, I 1o C IntJ, J C Int([11) and F(J) C J.

Proof. For simplicity, we choose ¢; = 0.5(ak11 + @ixs2), di = 0.5(bgy1 + bigyo), then
I o CIntJ and J Clnt(l.1) are obviously satisfied.
Next, introduce a family {.J,} of compact subsets of the interior of I, as

Jo = [aary + (1 — @)aqpy1] X [aage + (1 — @)aggyq] X -+ X [aag, + (1 — a)agpr1], a € [0,1]

and notice that for a = 0, Jy = Ixy1, F(Jy) C Ixie, and Iy1o CIntJ. Thus there exists
ap € [0,1] such that
ap =inf{a €[0,1]: F(J,) C J},

as the set in the right-hand side is non-empty. If oy > 0, we choose @ = min{ay, %} (to
avoid a = 1) and denote J = J,. Then J Clnt([l}.), Ir41 C IntJ, I o CIntJ, J Clnt([,1)
and F(J) C .J, and the proof is complete.
It remains to exclude the case ag = 0. If for any positive a, F(J,) ¢ J, we choose
a sequence q,, = %; by our assumption, there is a sequence of points z, € .J;/, such that
F(z,) ¢ J. By definition, all z, € I, which is a compact set, thus there is a subsequence
convergent to some z, and F(z) does not belong to the interior of J. However, as a,, — 0,
this limit point z belongs to Jy = Ix.1. However, F'(Ix41) C Ixio and Int(J) C Ijyo, thus
F(z) €lnt(J), which is a contradiction. Thus there exists oy > 0, and the proof is complete.
O

3. Main Results

Now, we are in a position to prove the main statement of the paper.

Theorem 3.1 Let D = (a1, by) X (ag,by) X « -+ X (as,bs), F: R® — R*. Suppose (al)-(a5)
hold, and z. is a strong attractor of F' in D, with I, = [a1p, b1n] X [a2n, bon] X -+ - X [asn, bsn),
n € Ny= {0} UN.

Then for any initial function such that

® € C((—o0,ty), D), (3.1)
the solution of (LI)),([2.1)) satisfies liIP X(t) = z..
n—-+0oo

Proof. We prove that for any initial function satisfying (B.1I), first, X (¢) €Int(ly) for any
t > to and, in addition, there is ¢; > ¢y such that X (¢;) €Int(/;). Moreover, X (t) €lnt(I;)
for any t > t;.



Assume that with ([B.I]) satisfied, there is the first point ¢* such that X (¢*) & Int(Iy), i.e.
X (t*) is on the boundary 0ly. Then there exists i € {1,...,s} such that either z;(t*) = a;o
or z;(t*) = by, and F(X(¢t)) € I, fi(X(t)) > an, t € [to,t"). In the former case, due to
continuity of z;, there is a t§ € [to,t*) such that x;(t) < 0.5(a; + a;1) for [t§,t*). Hence,
using the notation of (L), we get

mWﬁmm®+[}mﬂme&wﬂmxwwﬁmﬂw

®
0

t* . .
> Q4o —|—/ gl(t) [aﬂ/ dTRi(t,T) — M]
t* H) 2

0

t*

;1 — a;

> Q4o —|—/ gl(t)% dt > ao,
28

which contradicts to the assumption z;(t*) = a;o.
Similarly, in the latter case, assuming that z;(t*) = by and x;(t) > 0.5(bisy + by) for
t € [t7,t*], we obtain

mWﬁmmD+[}mﬂme&wﬂmxwwﬁmﬂw

a bi1 + b;
< biO —|—/ gl(t) [bzl/ dq—Ri(t,T) _ + 0:|
¢ H(b) 2

1

v bio — it
< bi() + g; (t) 5 dt < bi(),
t

*
1

again leading to a contradiction. Thus, X (¢) €Int(/y) for any t > t,.

Note that by Lemma 23, there exist J = [¢1,di] X [G2,d] X -+ X [E5,ds] and J =
[c1,dq] x [ca,do] X +++ X [cs,ds] such that J CInt(Iy), I} CIntJ, I, CIntJ, J Clnt(I;) and
F(J)cC J.

The proof that there exists t; > to, such that X (¢) €Ilnt(/;) for ¢t > ¢; will consist of
two parts. First, we prove that there is a ¢ such that X (#) €Int(.J); moreover, X (t) €lnt(.J)
for any ¢ > ¢. Second, we find ¢; > ¢ for which X (¢;) €Int(l;), and also justify that
X(t) €lnt(ly), t > t;.

Since I; CIntJ, we have ¢ < a;1 < bj; < d;. Denote

d := min {1%1?5 (an — ), 1%’125 (di — bil)} > 0, (3.2)

which is positive as a minimum of 2s positive values.

For any X (t) €Int(ly) we have F'(X(t)) € I;. Assume that this does not hold for some
i. Let t be such that the ith component of X(¢) satisfies z; < ¢;. We prove that there is a
moment of time ¢y; such that z;(t1;) > ¢.



We recall that
Ao < G < a1 < ¢ < A < big <di < bil <CZZ <bi0, 1= 1,...,8. (33)

As long as z;(t) < ¢;, we have, by (B.2)),
) =) [ 4R )~

2%@{Lm%dﬁﬁﬁ%f4=w®@rf02®ﬁ)

By (a4), the integral of the positive right-hand side diverges, thus there is ¢;; such that
x;(t;1) > ¢. Since there is t < t;; such that x;(t;1) < & < a;1, without loss of generality we
can assume x;(t) < a;1, t < t;;. Next, note that z;(t) > ¢; for any ¢ > t;;. In fact, assuming
the contrary that ¢t* > ¢;; is the smallest value exceeding t;; at which z(t*) = ¢;, we get
xi(t) € [¢;, ann] for t € [t;1,t*]. Recall that f;(X(t)) > an, t € [tia,t*], therefore

mW%wwﬂ+/#m@ﬂlmeMQﬂmXﬁﬂ—%@ﬂdC

ti1
t
Zalta) + [ 90 on — aa) dC = ().
ti1
This contradicts to our assumption that z(t*) = ¢; < x(t;1).
Similarly, for x;(t) > d;,

%@zm@{@@@ﬁ@ﬂthD~Mﬂ
Sw@{éw%dﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂdZm@Mu—MS—Mﬁ)

Hence there is ;5 such that z;(t;2) < d;. Again, we justify that x;(t) < d; for any t > t.
Choosing

t = max < max t;;, max tjp ¢,
1<i<s ' 1<i<s

we conclude that X (¢) €Int(J) for any ¢ > t.
By (a2), there is #; such that h;(t) >t forany t > t;,i=1,...,s.

Note that F'(J) C J and J Clnt(/;). Define

01 := min { min (¢; — a;1), o (bir — dz)} ) (3.4)

1<i<s

which is positive by ([B3.3]). We have for ¢ > ¢,

%@2%@{@@@¢&Wﬂ—m4mew—%ﬁzﬁﬁﬂ
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for any x;(t) < a;; and conclude by (a4) that there is ¢;3 such that x;(¢;3) € (a1, ¢;). Moreover,
x;(t) > a; for any t > t;3. Assuming the contrary that z;(¢) € (an,x;(ti3)] for t € [tis, t3)
and z;(t3) = a;1, we get for t € [ti3,13), fi(X(t)) > ¢

zi(t) > gi(t) {/H(t) i deRyi(t, 7) — xz’(tis)] = gi(t)(ci — zi(tiz)) > gi(t)(ci — a;) > 019:(t) > 0,

which contradicts to the assumption that x;(t5) = a; < z;(t:3).
If l’z(t) Z bila

Thus x;(t;4) < by for some t;, and similarly we get z;(t) < b;; for any ¢t > t;4. Then, for
t > t1, where

{1 = max < maxt maxt
! 1<ics B 1gics A

we have z;(t) € (ai1,bn), 1 =1,...,s, or X(t) €lnt(ly), t > t;.

Since z;(t) € (a;1,bi), 1 =1,...,8, t > t;, we proceed to the next induction step from
I, to I».

By (a2), there exists ¢ > tq such that h(t) > t; for any ¢t > t. Then, we have an initial
value problem with all initial values in Int(/;) and complete the induction step similarly,
justifying that there is ¢t > t; such that X (¢) € I, for t > ty, and also h(t) > ty for any
t > t5. Proceeding in the same manner from n to n + 1, we prove that there is an increasing
sequence of ¢, such that X(t) € I, for t > t,. Since the intersection of I, is z,, this implies

lim X(t) = z.. 0

t—+o00

Consider system (L3]) or (II]) under the assumptions (al)-(ab), as well as an additional
assumption

(a6) 2z, = (7,...,2},...27) is the only equilibrium in the domain D, and there exist

L;; > 0 such that, for any (z1,...,z5) € D, a.c.
}fi(l'l,...,l’j_l,l’j,l’j+1,...,l’s) —fi(xl,...,xj_l,x;,xjﬂ,...,xs)}

S L,’j}!lﬁ'j—l';, i,jzl,...,s, L:(Lij)f,jzl'

Note that (35) in (a6) is satisfied if f; is globally Lipschitz, ie.  for any
(x1,...,2j,...,25) € Dand (21,...,9j,...,25) € D, a.e,

(3.5)

|filr, o my, @y, Ty, @) — fil@n, o 1, Y5, Ty, -5 )| S L |y — 5
fori,j =1,...,s. In particular, if f; are a.e. differentiable and

ofi
al’j

<Ljae , i,7=1,...,s,
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condition (a6) is satisfied.

We recall that a matrix A = (a;;); ;—, is nonnegative if a;; > 0 and positive if a;; > 0,
i,7 =1,...,s. Let |X]| be an arbitrary fixed norm of a column vector in R*, and ||A| be
the induced matrix norm. The classical definition of an M —matrix will be used. Following
[11], we say that A = (a;;);,;—, is a (non-singular) M-matriz if a; < 0 for i # j and A7 is
positive. By I we denote an s X s identity matrix.

There are many equivalent definitions of M-matrices, see [11] and also [9, Lemma 2.3].

Lemma 3.2 [T1, p. 137,142, Ezercise 2.9 of Chapter 6] A is an M—matriz if and only if

a;; <0, # j and there exist positive numbers &;, i = 1,...,s such that
&CI,Z’Z’ > Z€j|&i]’|, 7 = 1, .o, S,
J#i

Lemma 3.3 Let (a6) be satisfied, L be defined in [B.5), and I — L be an M-matriz. Then,
there exist {am } 25 and {by, } 15, i =1,...,s such that

Wiy, < Qip+1 <LU2< < bm+1 <b2‘n, nEN, ’izl,...,S,

lim a;, = lim b, =], i=1,...,s,
n—-+o0o n——+0o00

and the domains
In == [alna bln] X [a2n7 b2n] cee X [asnu bsn]

satisfy
L cD, F(l, Cl,y, neN

Proof. By definition of the nonnegative matrix L, all off-diagonal entries of I — L are
non-positive. By Lemma B.2] we have a finite set of & > 0,4 =1,..., s such that

gl(l—L”) > ZgjLij, 1= 1,...,8,

J#i
or
Q; :ZQLU—FL” < 1, 1= 1,...,8.
j# >
Denote
a = max o € (0,1). (3.6)

Choose for some ¢ > 0,

ap =x; —c&, by =7 +c&, i=1,...,s
such that

I = [alhbn] X [a217b21] s X [aslabsl] CcD.
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In particular, if
D= (alo, blo) X (a2o, 520) X X (a50a bsO)a

we can take any positive ¢ satisfying

bjo — T —a;
¢ < min{ min -2 ],minjijo .
1<j<s & 1Siss g
We have
I = [z] — c&1, 2] + &) X [25 — c€o, x5 + o] X -+ X [xh — &, 2k + & (3.7)

*

implying |v; — 2}| < ¢, j =1,...,s for X € I and fi(2],23,...,2%) = ;. By (B.5), once
X e ]1,

\fz(X) - l’:| < |fi(I1,$2a . 7%—17%) - fi(ff,x% . 7$s—1,$s)|

+ | filz], oy .o sy, ) — fila], @b, s, T))|
+ 4 | file] 2,k ws) — filal as, x:)}
J#i
<Ljc& + Z Lijc&; < ack;,
J#i

where a € (0, 1) is denoted in (3.6]).
Recall ([B.7) and denote for n € N,

Iy = [2] — a"c&y,a] +a”cky] X -+ X [xh — a" ks, xh + oy (3.8)
We have justified F'(I;) C I3, with I defined in (B.8)). Now let X € I,,. Then,

|fZ(X) - Zlf:| S |fi($1>$2a s 7$5—17$S) - fi($T7$2a s 7IS—17$S)|

+ ‘fi(xi7x27 ey Tg—1, xs) - fz(l’i,x;, ey Ts—1, xs)‘
T+t fl(xivxzv s ,%:_1, $s) - fl(xivxzv s ,%:_1, $:)
J#i
SLZ‘Z'OKTL_IC& + Z LijOén_Iij < OéOén_lcé-i = OénCé-Z‘,
J#

so F(X) € I,,41, where I, is defined in (3.8)). F' is an a-contraction, a € (0,1). Since

* n—1 * n—1 ;
i =2, — " &, by =a] +0" &, 1=1,...,5,
we get lim a;, = lim b, =2}, i=1,...,s, which concludes the proof of the lemma. O
n—-+00 n——+o0o

Lemma[3:3 and Theorem B Ilimmediately imply the following asymptotic stability result.
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Theorem 3.4 Suppose (al)-(a6) are satisfied. If I — L is an M-matriz, where L is defined
in [B3), then any solution of (L3)) with Xog € D converges to z.

Proof. Let I — L be an M-matrix. By Lemma [3.3] and Definition 2.2, z, is a strong
attractor in D of difference system (Z.0). Thus, the conditions of Theorem ] are satisfied,
and therefore any solution of (IL3)),([2.I]) with (8.I]) being fulfilled converges to z,. O

4. Applications and Examples

Consider a particular case of s = 2. System (L)) includes the model with variable delays

= ) (0 — (1), -
YV = g0 [Blalia®) ~ (0], £ 0
and the integro-differential system
T oo [ menee) d-]
(4.2)

dy t
= =gqy Ks(t, s) fa(x(s)) ds — , >0,
)| [ Kt plato) ds— o)

where for both (A1) and (£2), the functions h; and g; satisfy (a2) and (ad), respectively.
For (A.2)), in addition, a modification of (a3)

(a3*) K;(t,s) : RT x Rt — R* ¢ = 1,2 are locally integrable functions in both ¢ and s
t

satisfying Ki(t,s)ds=1,1=1,2
hi(t)

is assumed to hold.
Further, for both (A1) and (4.2), the functions f; should satisfy

(a7) Both f; : Rt — RT and f, : RT — RT are continuous strictly monotone increasing,

fl (O) = fg(O) =0 and
falw) > fii(@), w€(0,27), folx) < fii(z), z€ (2" +00), y" = fi(a"). (4.3)
Note that (43]) implies that (z*,3*) is the unique equilibrium of systems (4.1]) and (2.

Proposition 4.1 Let h;, g; and f; satisfy (a2),(a4) and (a7), respectively, and, in the case
of (A2), (a8*) hold. Then, all solutions of (A1) and ([E2) with non-negative non-trivial in
both © and y continuous initial conditions converge to (x*,y*).
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Proof. Define D = (0, +0c) x (0,4+00), F' = (f1, f2)T, then F : D — D. Let us construct
In = [alrw bln] X [a'2na b2n]a where

a1 <A1 < Arp < A1 < oony Qo1 < Q2900 < Qo < Aopt1 < ..., (44)
"'<bln+1<b1n<...blg<bn, "'<bgn+1<bgn<...bgg<bgl, (45)
and
lim ay, = lim by, =2%, lim ag, = lim by, = y~, (4.6)
n—-+o0o n—-+o0o n——+o0o n—-+o0o

which would imply that (z*,y*) is a strong attractor.

Since f; is monotone increasing, so is f; ', also both f, and f, ! are monotone increasing.
By [&3) in (a6), f2(z) > f{'(z) for x € (0,2*). Denote y = fo(x), = f5 '(y). The function
f1 is also monotone increasing, thus, taking fs of both sides, we get

Afe(2) > A(fi @) ==, o fily)> f'(y), ye (0,99

Similarly, considering # > z*, or y = fo(z) > y*, we get fi(y) < f5 ' (y) for y € (y*, +00).
Thus
A > '), ve 0y, fly) <), ve (', +0).

Next, choose arbitrary initial left bounds ay; € (0,2%) and by; € (2%, 400). For the left
bound define as; = fo(ai1), a2 = fi(as), azn = fa(arz). By (£3),

0< fit(z) < folz) < fol2*) =y*, € (0,2%),

hence fo : (0,2%) — (0,y*). Recall that f, is monotone and a;; € (0,2*), therefore
ann = fi(a1) € (0,y*). In addition, for x € (0,z*), (£3) implies f; : (0,y*) — (0,2%)
for monotone increasing fi;. Therefore a2 € (0,2%) and az = fa(a12) € (0,y*). We have
a1, a2 € (0,y%), a;p € (0,2%). Also,

a1z = fi(az) = fi(f2lan)) > fi(fi (an)) = an,
aze = folars) = fo(filaz)) > fo(fs (a1)) = az.

For an induction step, take

Aip4+1 = fl(a2n)7 A2n41 = f2(a1n+1)- (4-7)

From a1, € (0,2%), az, € (0,y*) and monotonicity of fi,fo> we get aj,y1 € (0,2%),
asnt1 € (0,y%), as well as

ainy1 = filagn) = fi(fa(arn)) > fl(fl_l(aln)) = Qin;

gz = folarns1) = fo(f1(azn)) > fo(f5 ' (a2n)) = azn.
13



Thus, (4.4]) holds, and we have two monotone increasing sequences {ay, } and {as,} bounded

by x* and y*, respectively, from above. Hence both sequences have limits liril ay, = d; €
n—-+0oo

(0, 27], nl_iglw@n =dy € (0,y"]. By (A1) and continuity of fi, f2, di = fi(dz), d2 = fo(dy),
which implies dy = z*, dy = y*.

For the right bound we use

y = fola”) < folz) < fl(z), @€ (a7, +00),

fo : (x*,4+00) = (y*,+00) and f5 : (y*,+00) — (x*,+00). Therefore, we get bounds for
bar = fa(bi) € (y*, +00), bz = fi(az1) € (2%, +00), bag = fi(b12) € (y*, +00).

The sequences of by, € (z*,+00), by, € (y*,+00) satisfying (LI) are constructed
similarly

bint1 = fi(ban);  bant1 = f2(bins1),

and the proof of (4.5) follows the same steps, as well as lim by, = z*, lim by, = y".

n—-4o0o n—+4o00

Therefore, (4.0) is satisfied, and (z*,y*) is a strong attractor. Thus, all the conditions of
Theorem [3.1] are satisfied. The application of Theorem [3.1] concludes the proof. O

The statement of Proposition 1] is the main result of [7], and a two-dimensional
cooperative system described in [7] is a particular case of the system considered in the
present paper.

Example 4.2 Consider a particular case of (23)

o = au(t) [y - ()]

vy = o) [\/m— y(t)} L t>0.
For @3), fi(y) =y, fi'(x) =2*, fole) = vz, fi'(y) =v* A1) =1, fo(1) =1 and

folz) = Va > fii(x) =2, z€(0,1), fole)= Vo< fii(z) =2 ze(l,+o0).
Thus (£3) holds, and Proposition [{.1] implies that any solution with nonnegative nontrivial

(4.8)

initial conditions converges to (1,1).
Example 4.3 For the system
v = i) [y (I (1) — ()],

v o= 90 [Vele®) -y0)]. tz0,

the functions fi(y) = y* and fo(x) = /x are continuous and monotone increasing on R,
fi(l) =1, f2(1) = 1. Also,
folz) = Vo > fil(z) = Ve, ©€(0,1), folz)= Vo< fii(z) =V, ze(l,+00).

Since ([A3) holds, by Proposition [{.1] any non-negative non-trivial in both x and y solution
converges to (1,1).

(4.9)

14



Example 4.4 For the BAM neural network without delays in the leakage terms

s 1/(2k:)
;= gi(t) <Z Oéijxj(hij(t))> —zi(t) ],

where

OéijZO, Zaijzl, /{:Z-EN, i,jzl,...S, tZO,
j=1

Theorem[3.4] implies that the equilibrium (1,1,...,1) attracts all solutions with non-negative
non-trivial continuous initial conditions.

Remark 4.5 In [9], a neural system which can be reduced to
Ei(t) = ilt) | —mi(ha(t)) + Y Fylt,w(hig (1) |, 620, i=1,...,s
j=1

was considered. If in the leakage terms h;(t) =t, i =1,...,s, the results of [4, Theorem 2.5]
coincide with a particular case of Theorem|[3.4) when delays are concentrated. Thus, compared
to [4, Theorem 2.5], Theorem [3] considers more general distributed delays in non-leakage
part but assumes a particular case of non-delayed leakage terms. Therefore, the results are
independent.

Remark 4.6 According to [26, Theorem 3.1/, all solutions of the system

I’Z(t) = —Zlﬁ'z(t) + ia”(t)f](l'](t — ’7'2']')), t>0, 1=1,...,s,

where ,
. _ f. < .|y — T
| fi(u) = f3;(0)| < Ljlu —v], Vu,v €R, IITSI?S}‘;ZIO‘ULJ <1, (4.10)
‘]:
converge to the zero equilibrium (0,0, ...,0). Following the notation of the present paper,

denote by L the matriz with the entries L;; = ay;L;. Thus zero is globally attractive, once a
sum of the entries of each column is less than one. Note that Theorem[3.4] states attractivity
of the zero equilibrium once the matriz I — L is an M-matriz. For example, let

12
2

L_[1 ],
16

then (LI0) is not satisfied, since the sum of the entries of the second column exceeds 1, but
it is easy to check that I — L is an M-matriz by its form and positivity of the inverse matrix

o =2 N 4 16
s SN G Y |

16 2 2

N[

therefore Theorem[3.4] implies global attractivity of the zero equilibrium.
15



Next, consider the Nicholson-type system

dx; . .
x: }:%%+2mem emn® )|, i=1,....5 t>0, (4.11)
J#i

where g; > 0, a;; and 3, are non-negative, while

62 = Zﬁzk > 0,
k=1

and forsome 7 > 0, t—7;(t) <7, i=1,...,s, k=1,...,m. Global attractivity conditions
or (A.I1)) were obtained in [14] [19], see also references therein and [I4] for a detailed history
outline. A positive equilibrium for this system exists [14] once all the constants

Bi

yom— (4.12)
=3, ai

satisfy 7, > 1,1=1,...,s
The unique positive equilibrium of (4.I1]) exists and is globally attractive [14, Theorems
2.5 and 3.3], once
l<yi<eé i=1,...,s (4.13)

Note that inequalities ({LI3) imply 1 — 3>, ai; < B < e i=1,...,s.
As an application of our results, consider the system

t
dajl = Za,]x] t)+ / Bizi(T)e ) dori(t,7) —x(t)| , i=1,...,s, t>0,
J#i
(4.14)
where for the functions g;,r; conditions (a2)-(a4) hold, a;; > 0,1 < 3; < €.
In particular, ({I4]) includes the system with several concentrated delays generalizing

E11)

d, — . .
U= gt [Zaw% )+ Y Bai(ra(t)e ™D —ay(t)| i=1,....5, t>0,
JFi k=

where 3; = Zﬁik >0,i=1,...,s, g; satisfy (ad), for 7 condition (a2) holds.

*

Assume that z* = (27, ...,z¥) is a unique positive equilibrium of (£I4]). In particular,
the fact that 7; > 1, where ; are defined in (412), i = 1,...,s guarantees that such an
equilibrium exists, similarly to systems with concentrated delays.

Denote

= { max{1l — Inf;, Bie 2}, 1< <e, (4.15)

Bie~2, e < B; < e

16



Theorem 4.7 Let (a2)-(a4) hold and I — L be an M-matriz, where

(678 j: 7,

s Qg , ] 7& ’éa
L = (Lij); =1, Lij = { ’ :
and o; are denoted in ([AIBH). Then all solutions of (AI14) with non-negative non-trivial

initial conditions converge to x*.

Proof. Denote

fi(zy, ..., 2) = Z ai;r; + Biwe "

J#i
To apply Theorem B.4] we have to estimate the partial derivatives —2* |, We have
L
Ofi| _ | i, J# i,
825']‘ ﬁz|1 - Ii|€_xi, j =1.

The maximum of the function ze 7 is attained at x = 1 and equals 1/e. According to
[13, Theorem 2.6], any positive solution of the equation

dy; ! i (T
— = gi(t) {/ Biyi(T)e ™) dori(t, T) — y(t) (4.16)
dt hi(t)
with §; > 1 satisfying
limsupy;(t) < sup [ire * = @,
t—+o00 z€[0,4-00) €
liminfy;(t) > min Biwe ™ = a?,

t—+o0 z€(1,400)

where

= 2 B
& 6_?7 ﬁz € [6762)'

i
&

0 { ll’lﬁi, ﬁz S [1,6),

Next, let x; be a component of a solution in (£I4). Then, with the same initial
conditions as in (&I6]), since all components are positive, z;(t) > z?

;. Note that a similar
result for concentrated delays was justified in [10, Theorem 2.3]. Hence it is sufficient to
estimate p;(z;) := B;|1 — z;]e™® only on the interval [z¥, 400). There are two cases: z? < 1
corresponding to f3; € (1,e] and 2? > 1 for 3; € (e, €?).
If 29 < 2; < 1 then p; = Bi(1 — x)e ™, p, = —B;(2 — x;)e”™ < 0. Hence
@}

max p;(z;) = pi(2?) = B;(1 — 2)e ™ =1 —1n ;.
x?§x¢<1
If 29 < 1, 2; > 1 then p; = Bi(x; — 1)e ™, p; = B;(2 — x;)e"" and m_gcpi(xi) =pi(2) =
57;6_2.

17



If ; > 93? > 1 then MaAXy, >0 1 pi(z:) = pi(2) = Bie2.
Theorem [B.4limplies that, since the matrix I — L is an M-matrix, x* is a global attractor,
which concludes the proof. O

In particular, if 8; > e, the diagonal entries of I — L are positive, and the matrix is

Bie_z < 1-2@2‘]', 1=1,...,s,
i#]
the unique positive equilibrium of (414 is globally asymptotically stable, which generalizes
the right inequality in (ZI3) to the case of distributed delays and variable growth rates.

Corollary 4.8 Let n =2, (a2)-(a4) hold and

diagonally dominant

e < 61 < 62, e < 52 < 62, 12091 < (1 — Oél)(l — Oég), (417)
where «; are introduced in ([AI5). Then the positive equilibrium is globally attractive.

Proof. For n = 2, as a; = f;e2, we have

T A= Il —a; —ap _ 1—fie? —ap L
—a9g] 1-— 9. —ag 1-— 526

Thus I — A is an M-matrix if Sie™2 < 1,4 = 1,2 and aj2a91 < (1 —a;)(1 — ), in particular,
when (ZIT7) holds. O

Example 4.9 Consider the system with hy, hy satisfying (a2), r1 >0, ro > 0,
() = 1 [05y(0) + da(ha () — o)

y'(t) = 1o [0.22(t) + 5y(ha(t))e ¥ 20 —y®)], t>0. (4.18)
Obviously B1 = 4 and By = 5 are in (e, e?). Also,
arpa; = 0.1 < (1 — Bre™)(1 — Boe™?) ~ 0.148295,
so ([AI7) is satisfied, and the positive equilibrium is globally attractive.
Note that for n = 2, conditions [EI3)) are equivalent to
L—ap < B < (1—ap)e, 1—ay < By < (1—ay)e. (4.19)

The right inequalities in ([ALI9) can be rewritten as

a2 <1— e, ayn <1—fhe?,
where the first inequality is not satisfied since

a1 =0.5>1— fre 2 ~ 0.45866.

Thus Corollary[4.§ establishes global attractivity of the positive equilibrium of (AI8), while

@I9) fails.
18



5. Discussion

General system (.I]) was motivated by neural networks but another common application is
a compartment, or patch model of mathematical biology. For example, (4.14)) is a particular
type of a compartment model, where z; is a population size in the ith patch, a;;(t) describes
the relocation rate from the patch j to patch i, i # 7, and Nicholson’s growth rate. Assuming
the logistic growth rate, we get for K; > 0 being the carrying capacity of the ith patch, a
model

d:EZ: 0| asn0 /ml ( [(()) drit, ) —ai(t)| , i=1,....5 (5.1)

As possible extension of current research, another compartment model with the Mackey-
Glass growth rate

dl’z — ri(t Za”z] / Bi——t— . d it T) —x(t)]| ,i=1,...,s (5.2)

J#i

can be explored under usual assumptions. It would be interesting to investigate existence,
uniqueness and absolute attractivity of the positive equilibrium, and the dependency of this
equilibrium on the parameters, as well as delay-dependent stability.

In addition to Nicholson-type system (d.I4]) studied in the present paper and proposed
(GI), (5.2), it is possible to consider Ricker-type model, fori =1,...,s,

dxz — gi(t / Bix;(T exp{ i — (T Zawxj } d.ri(t,7) —x;(t)| . (5.3)

J#i

Global attractivity of a positive equilibrium for s = 2 and s = 3 was recently studied in
[2], with explicit criteria obtained. It would be interesting to compare sufficient conditions
under which the positive equilibrium of (53] attracts all positive solutions with these tests.
In general, the strong attractivity is a stricter assumption that the fact that all solutions of
a system of difference equations converge to a certain solution [27], so it is expected that
global attractivity conditions for (5.3]) may be more restrictive than the tests in [2].

Let us discuss whether we can replace a sequence of parallelepiped-type domains
containing a fixed point z, by any closed compact sets including z,. Notice that a compact
set on a line mentioned in the definition of a strong attractor in [26] can be reduced to a
closed segment such that its interior contains z,. Recall that every open set R is a union of
at most countable number of open disjoint intervals [29, p. 45, problems 22 and 29]. Hence
a closed bounded set is a union of at most countable number of disjoint closed segments
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(some may consist of one point only). As segments are disjoint, only one of the segments
includes z,. Therefore at each stage we can consider only this segment. The fact that this
segment has a non-empty interior, follows from (Z7). Thus, instead of a sequence of compact
sets in [26], without loss of generality we can consider I, = [a1y,, bin] X « -+ X [agp, bsn] as in
Definition 221 Thus, our definition in fact coincides with the one in [26].

The main result of the present paper is the proof of global attractivity of non-
autonomous equations with distributed and finite, not necessarily bounded, delays. One of
the natural questions arising will be extension of the present results to equations with infinite,
but exponentially decaying memory. Considering delay-dependent attractivity conditions for
systems with distributed delays, similarly to the case of “small delays” in [I3| [14], is another
important question, once a cooperative system is not globally asymptotically stable for any
delays.

The results of the present paper are concerned with non-autonomous systems. For
relevant autonomous equations with distributed delays, it has been recently proved [3] [12]
that, once we replace a distributed delay in an autonomous equation with its expected value,
and the resulting delay equation is stable, so is the model with a distributed delay. It is
an interesting and challenging problem to extend this result to autonomous systems with
distributed delays.
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