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Abstract. In this paper, we discuss the existence and uniqueness of coexistence states for

a class of non-local elliptic system. This problem models the behaviour of a bacteria and a
living nutrient, whose diffusion depends on the population of the bacteria in a non-local and

nonlinear way. Mainly, we employ bifurcation methods and the Implicit Function Theorem
to obtain the existence and uniqueness of positive solution.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we deal with the existence of coexistence states of the following nonlocal and
nonlinear elliptic system

−a
(∫

Ω

v

)
△u = λu− u2 + buv in Ω,

−△v + σv = ρu in Ω,

u = v = 0 on ∂Ω,

(P)

where Ω is a bounded regular domain of RN , N ⩾ 1, a : R → [0,+∞) is a continuous function,
b ∈ R, ρ ⩾ 0, σ > 0 and λ ∈ R will be considered as bifurcation parameter.

A particular system of (P) was introduced in [1] to model the behaviour of a bacteria, with
density v, located in a container Ω, and u plays the role of the nutrient. Specifically, in [1] the
first equation in (P) is

−a
(∫

Ω

v

)
△u = f(x), in Ω,

where f is a constant rate of the nutrient.
In our model, this nutrient is another living organism that grows following a logistic law,

λu − u2, λ is the growth rate, and interacts with the bacteria with rate b, in a competitive or
cooperative way depending on the sign of b, negative in the first case, positive in the second
one. In the particular case b = 0, this interaction does not occur. Finally, the bacteria has a
constant σ death rate and a source rate ρ depending only of the nutrients.

Observe that the main novelty of (P) is that the diffusion of the nutrient depends on the
population of the bacteria in a nonlocal and nonlinear way, see also [4], [7] and [10] for related
works with nonlocal diffusivity term.

Our main goal in this paper is to give sufficient conditions to assure the existence of a
coexistence state, that is, a solution of (P) with both positive components. Let us describe our
main results.

In the particular case ρ = 0, that is, the bacteria does not receive nutrients, then the bacteria
dies, v = 0, and the nutrients follow the classical logistic equation{

−a(0)∆u = λu− u2 in Ω,

u = 0 on ∂Ω,
(1)

In this case, assuming that a(0) > 0, it is well-known that (1) possesses a positive solution
if and only if λ > a(0)λ1, where λ1 is the principal eigenvalue of the Lapalacian in Ω under
homogeneous boundary conditions.
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Thus, from now on we assume that ρ > 0. In this case, the results depend on the sign of b.
We distinguish three cases:

(i) If b = 0. Then, if λ > a(0)λ1 then (P) possesses at least a coexistence state. Moreover,
if a is increasing, then (P) has a unique coexistence state.

(ii) If b < 0. Then, (P) has at least a coexistence state if λ > a(0)λ1 and (P) does not have
coexistence state for λ ≤ λ1 min

s≥0
a(s).

(iii) If b > 0. Then, (P) has at least a coexistence state if λ > a(0)λ1 if some of the following
conditions holds:
(a) b or ρ is small or σ is large; or
(b)

lim
s→∞

a(s)

s
= ∞.(2)

Moreover, (P) does not possess coexistence state if λ ≤ λ0 for some λ0 ∈ R.
Although the results of existence in all cases are quite similar, their achievements differ in

each case. In particular, we will use the bifurcation technique, and the major difference in
the different cases is in the way to get the a priori bounds. Let us emphasize that in the
cooperative case (b > 0), we have obtained the a priori bounds in two different ways. In case
(a) we use mainly arguments based on the principle of maximum, while in case (b) we argue by
contradiction and and make use of the fact that the diffusion coefficient grows very fast.

In all the cases, we prove the existence of an unbounded continuum C ⊂ R×C1
0 (Ω)×C1

0 (Ω)
of positive solutions of (P). Specifically, we prove:

Theorem 1.1. Assume a(0) > 0. From the trivial solution (u, v) = (0, 0) emanates an un-
bounded continuum C ⊂ R× C1

0 (Ω)× C1
0 (Ω) of positive solutions of (P) at

λ = a(0)λ1.

Moreover, if b ≤ 0 or b > 0 or ρ is small or σ, or b > 0 and a verifies (2), then

(a(0)λ1,∞) ⊂ ProjR(C) ⊂ (λ0,∞),

for some λ0 ≤ 0. where ProjR(λ, u, v) = λ for (λ, u, v) ∈ C.
As a consequence, there exists at least a positive solution for λ > a(0)λ1.

In Section 4 we also study the local bifurcation, including the bifurcation direction. This
direction depends on the relative size of the coefficients of (P) and a′(0). Specifically, if

a′(0) >
(bρ− λ1 − σ) ∥φ1∥33

λ1ρ∥φ1∥1
,

then the direction is supercritical, while if

a′(0) <
(bρ− λ1 − σ) ∥φ1∥33

λ1ρ∥φ1∥1
the direction is subcritical, here, φ1 is a positive eigenfunction associated to λ1. In Figure 1 we
have illustrated two possible bifurcation diagrams.

Moreover, we prove an uniqueness result. We show that when a is increasing, there exists a
unique coexistence state of (P) for b ∈ (−b0, b0) for some b0 > 0. Observe that this uniqueness
is optimal in the following sense: if a is increasing and b is large, the bifurcation direction is
subcritical, and then the multiplicity of positive occurs for λ ∈ (λ1a(0) − δ, λ1a(0)) for some
δ > 0 and small.

Finally, we analyze the case a(0) = 0. In this case we can not apply directly the bifurcation
method, but we can use a compactness argument to show the existence of positive solution of
(P) for all λ > 0.

An outline of the work is as follows: in Sections 2 and 3 we give some preliminaries, introduce
some notations and prove some a priori bounds of positive solutions of (P) and non-existence
results. Sections 4 and 5 are devoted to local and global bifurcation. The uniqueness results are
proved in Section 6. Finally, in Section 7 we study the degenerate case a(0) = 0.
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(a) Supercritial bifurcation (b) Subcritial bifurcation

Figure 1. Bifurcation diagrams of (P)

2. Preliminaries and Notations

In this section, we will summarize some definitions and notations that will be used throughout
the work.

Given f ∈ C
(
Ω
)
, we denote by

fM := max
x∈Ω

f(x) and fL := min
x∈Ω

f(x).

Moreover, for d > 0 and b ∈ L∞(Ω), we denote by σ1[−d∆+ b] the principal eigenvalue of

(3)

{
−d△u+ b(x)u = λu, in Ω

u = 0, on ∂Ω

It is well known that the map

(d, b) ∈ R× L∞(Ω) 7→ σ1[−d∆+ b] is continuous and increasing.

When d = 1 and b ≡ 0 in Ω, we simply write λ1 the principal eigenvalue in (3).
Observe that since σ > 0, it follows that

(4) σ1 [−△+ σ] = λ1 + σ > 0.

Along the paper, we denote by eσ the unique positive solution of{
−△e+ σe = 1, in Ω

e = 0, on ∂Ω,
.(5)

whose existence and uniqueness are guaranteed by (4).
Our main goal in this work will be to investigate the existence of a non-negative solutions

(u, v) for the problem (P). In particular, we distinguish three types of solutions:

• Trivial (0, 0).
• Semi-trivial (u, 0) and (0, v).
• Coexistence state (u, v) when both components are non-trivial and non-negative.

First, we deal with the case ρ = 0. Observe that v verifies

(6) −∆v + σv = 0 in Ω, v = 0 on ∂Ω.

Hence, by (4) and using the maximum principle we get that v ≡ 0 in Ω. Then, u verifies{
−a(0)△u = λu− u2, in Ω

u = 0, on ∂Ω
.(7)

Therefore, (7) possesses a unique positive solution if, and only if,

λ > σ1[−a(0)△] = a(0)λ1.
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In summary, when ρ = 0, (P) possesses a positive solution if and only if λ > a(0)λ1. In such
case, the solution is unique.

From now on, we assume throughout the paper that ρ > 0.
Observe that (P) does not possess semi-trivial solutions. Indeed, if u = 0 in Ω, then v verifies

(6). Hence, v ≡ 0 in Ω.
On the other hand, if u ≡ 0 in Ω, from (6), we conclude that v ≡ 0 in Ω.
Finally, observe that if (u, v) is a coexistence state of (P), then both u and v are strictly

positive by the strong maximum principle.

3. A Priori Bounds and Non-Existence of Coexistence States

In this section, we prove results of non-existence and a priori bounds of coexistence states of
(P). For this, we consider separately the cases b ≤ 0 and b > 0.

Proposition 3.1. Assume that b ≤ 0.

(a) If λ ≤ a
L
λ1, then (P) does not possess coexistence states.

(b) If (u, v) is a coexistence state of (P ), then

u ⩽ λ and v ⩽ ρλeσ in Ω,

where eσ is defined in (5).

Proof. (a) Suppose that (u, v) is a coexistence state of (P), then

λ = σ1

[
−a

(∫
Ω

v

)
△+ u− bv

]
.

Since b ≤ 0 and a(s) ≥ a
L
, it follows that

λ > σ1 [−aL
△] = a

L
λ1.

(b) Let x
M

∈ Ω such that u
M

= u(x
M
) = max

x∈Ω
u(x). Then,

−a
(∫

Ω

v

)
△u(x

M
) = λu

M
− u2

M
+ bu

M
v(x

M
) ⩾ 0

and, as a consequence, we arrive at

(8) u
M

≤ λ+ bv(x
M
).

Since b ≤ 0, it follows that

u ⩽ λ in Ω.

Therefore, from the second equation of (P), it follows that

−△v + σv = ρu ⩽ ρλ

which yields

v ⩽ ρλeσ,

This completes the proof. □

Now, we study the case b > 0.

Proposition 3.2. Suppose that b > 0.

(a) Assume that
bρ∥eσ∥∞ < 1. (H1)

Then,

∥u∥∞ ≤ λ

1− bρ∥eσ∥∞
and ∥v∥∞ ≤ ρλ∥eσ∥∞

1− bρ∥eσ∥∞
.

(b) If

lim
s→∞

a(s)

s
= +∞, (H2)

and λ ∈ Λ ⊂ R, Λ a compact set, then there exists K > 0 such that

∥(u, v)∥∞ ≤ K for all λ ∈ Λ.

Moreover, there exists λ0 ∈ R such that (P) does not possess coexistece states for λ ≤ λ0.
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Proof. (a) Using the second equation of (P), it follows that

−△v + σv = ρu ≤ ρu
M
,

which yields
v ≤ ρu

M
eσ.

Hence,

(9) v
M

≤ ρu
M
∥eσ∥∞.

Using (8), since b > 0 we get that
u

M
≤ λ+ bvM .

By (9), we conclude the first paragraph.
(b) If we denote y

M
∈ Ω such that v(y

M
) = v

M
= max

x∈Ω
v(x), we get

−△v(y
M
) + σv

M
= ρu(y

M
) ⩽ ρu

M
,

and then

(10) σv
M

⩽ ρu
M
.

Consequently, using (8)

σ

ρ
⩽
u

M

v
M

⩽
λ

v
M

+ b.(11)

Then, combining (10) and (8) we deduce that

1

b

(
1− λ

u
M

)
⩽
v
M

u
M

⩽
ρ

σ
.(12)

We argue by contradiction. Suppose that there exist (λn) ⊂ R and(un, vn) ∈ C1
0

(
Ω
)
×C1

0

(
Ω
)
,

positive solutions of (P) such that such λn → λ < +∞ and ∥un∥∞ + ∥vn∥∞ → +∞. By (11), if
∥un∥∞ → +∞ then ∥vn∥∞ → +∞ and, by (12), if ∥vn∥∞ → +∞ then ∥un∥∞ → +∞. Hence,
we have that

(13) ∥un∥∞ → +∞ and ∥vn∥∞ → +∞.

Consider
wn :=

un
∥un∥∞

and zn :=
vn

∥un∥∞
.

Note that

(14) ∥wn∥∞ = 1 and ∥zn∥∞ ≥ 1

b

(
1− λn

∥un∥∞

)
.

Using these expressions in the second equation of (P), we have{
−△zn + σzn = ρwn, in Ω

zn = 0, on ∂Ω.

Then, by Agmon-Douglis-Nirenberg Theorem (see [6]),

∥zn∥W 2.p ⩽ C ∥wn∥p ⩽ C, p > 1.

Hence, there exists z∗ ∈ C1(Ω), z∗ ≥ 0 in Ω such that

zn → z∗ in C1
(
Ω
)
.

Observe that from (14), z∗ ̸= 0 in Ω.
Dividing the equation of un by ∥un∥2∞, we get

−
a

(∫
Ω

vn

)
∥un∥∞

△wn =
λn

∥un∥∞
wn − w2

n + bwnzn in Ω, wn = 0 on ∂Ω.(15)

On the left side of (15), we have

a

(∫
Ω

vn

)
∥un∥∞

=

a

(
∥un∥∞

∫
Ω

vn
∥un∥∞

)
∥un∥∞

=

a

(
∥un∥∞

∫
Ω

zn

)
∥un∥∞

=
a(sn)

sn

∫
Ω

zn,
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where

sn = ∥un∥∞
∫
Ω

zn.

Since z∗ ⪈ 0, we deduce that sn → +∞. Thus

−a(sn)
sn

∫
Ω

zn △wn =
λn

∥un∥∞
wn − w2

n + bwnzn

and, since the right hand side of the equation is bounded by Lp(Ω) it follows from the expression
above

(16) ∥wn∥W 2,p ⩽

C

∥∥∥∥ λn
∥un∥∞

wn − w2
n + bwnzn

∥∥∥∥
p

a(sn)

sn

∫
Ω

zn

.

By (H2), we conclude by (16) that ∥wn∥W 2,p → 0, and then wn → 0 in C1
(
Ω
)
. A contradiction

with ∥w∥∞ = 1.
Next, we prove that (P) does not have positive solutions for λ ≤ λ0. We argue by con-

tradiction. Suppose that there exists a sequence of coexistence states (λn, un, vn) of (P) and
λn → −∞. Observe that since

λn = σ1

[
−a

(∫
Ω

vn

)
∆+ un − bvn

]
then ∥vn∥∞ → ∞. Indeed, assume that ∥vn∥∞ ≤ C, then

λn ≥ a
L
λ1 − bC,

a contradiction.
Since ∥vn∥∞ → ∞, then we obtain that ∥un∥∞ → ∞.
Observe that by (9), we get

1 ≤ λn
∥un∥∞

+ b
∥vn∥∞
∥un∥∞

≤ λn
∥un∥∞

+ b
ρ

σ
,

and then

(17) 1− b
ρ

σ
≤ λn

∥un∥∞
≤ 0.

Now, we can argue as before to conclude that

∥wn∥W 2,p ⩽

C

∥∥∥∥ λn
∥un∥∞

wn − w2
n + bwnzn

∥∥∥∥
p

a(sn)

sn

∫
Ω

zn

.

By (17), we can deduce that

∥wn∥W 2,p → 0,

and we complete the proof. □

Remark 3.1. Observe that the map σ ∈ [0,+∞) 7→ eσ ∈ C(Ω) is decreasing and

eσ → 0 uniformly in Ω as σ → ∞.

Hence, (H1) holds if b or ρ is small, or σ large.
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4. Local Bifurcation Analysis

In this section, we will re-write (P) so that we can apply local bifurcation results to obtain a
curve of non-trivial solutions in a neighborhood of the trivial solution, which is possible by the
Crandall-Rabinowitz Theorem, see [3].

We will assume that a ∈ C2(R) and consider λ as the main bifurcation parameter. Thus, we
define the spaces

(18) E := C2
0

(
Ω
)
× C2

0

(
Ω
)
, F := C

(
Ω
)
× C

(
Ω
)

and the operator F : R× E → F, by

F(λ, u, v) =

−a(∫
Ω

v

)
△u− λu+ u2 − bvu

−△v + σv − ρu

 .
It is clear that the operator F ∈ C2(R× E,F ) .Moreover, (u, v) ∈ E is a non-negative strong

solution of (P) if, and only if,

F(λ, u, v) = 0,(19)

for λ ∈ R. Furthermore

F(λ, 0, 0) = 0, for all λ ∈ R.(20)

Its derivative at point (λ, 0, 0) is given by

F(u,v)(λ, 0, 0)(ξ, η)
t =

[
−a(0)△ξ − λξ
−△η + ση − ρξ

]
.

The next result ensures the existence and uniqueness of a curve of non-trivial solutions from
point (0, 0) and an specific bifurcation point.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that a(0) > 0. Define

λ∗ := a(0)λ1,

and Z the topological complement of Ker
[
F(u,v)(λ

∗, 0, 0)
]
on E, that is:

E = Ker
[
F(u,v)(λ

∗, 0, 0)
]
⊕ Z.

Then, λ∗ is a bifurcation point of F(λ, u, v) = 0 and the set of non-trivial solutions of
F = 0 in a neighborhood of (λ∗, 0, 0) is a unique cartesian curve of class C1 with parametric
representation on Z, that is: there are ε > 0, ρ > 0 and applications of class C1

λ :(−ε, ε) −→ R φ : (−ε, ε) −→ Z ψ : (−ε, ε) −→ Z

s 7−→ λ(s) s 7−→ φ(s) s 7−→ ψ(s)

with λ(0) = λ∗, φ(0) = ψ(0) = 0 and

(a) (Existence of non-trivial solutions) The family λ = λ(s), u = s(φ1 + φ(s)) and
v = s(ψ1 + ψ(s)) is a solution curve (nontrivial if s ̸= 0) for the equation (19) that
bifurcates from (λ∗, 0, 0).

(b) (Uniqueness) If (λ, u, v) ∈ Bρ(λ
∗, 0, 0), a ball in R× E centered in (λ∗, 0, 0) and radius

ρ, is any solution for (20) then there exist 0 < |s| < ε such that

(λ, u, v) = (λ(s), s(φ1 + φ(s)), s(ψ1 + ψ(s))).

Moreover, if a ∈ Ck(R) then the maps λ(s), u(s), v(s) ∈ Ck−1(−ε, ε).

Proof. First, we introduce the notation

L(λ) := F(u,v)(λ, 0, 0).

We will apply Theorem 1.7 of [3]. For that, consider λ as the main bifurcation parameter and
we have to show that F verifies:

(i) Ker [L(λ∗)] = span{(φ1, ψ1)},
(ii) codim [Rg(L(λ∗))] = 1,
(iii) Fλ(u,v)(λ

∗, 0, 0)(φ1, ψ1)
t /∈ Rg [L(λ∗)],
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where φ1 and ψ1 are positive functions, which will be detailed below.
(i) We will determine λ∗ such that

dim [Ker(L(λ∗))] = 1.

Note that, (ξ, η) ∈ Ker [L(λ∗)] if, and only if, (ξ, η) is solution for the problem
−a(0)△ξ − λ∗ξ = 0 in Ω,

−△η + ση − ρξ = 0 in Ω,

ξ = η = 0 on ∂Ω.

For the first equation we deduce that λ∗ := a(0)λ1. Thus, ξ ∈ span{φ1}, where φ1 is the
principal eigenfunction associated to λ1. For the linear equation{

−△η + ση = ρφ1 in Ω,

η = 0 on ∂Ω,
(21)

there exists the unique solution denoted by ψ1. In fact, observe that

(22) ψ1 = Kφ1, K =
ρ

λ1 + σ
.

Then
Ker [L(λ∗)] = span{(φ1, ψ1)}.

(ii) We claim that

Rg(L(λ∗)) = Rg(−∆− λ1I)× C1
0 (Ω).

Given (φ,ψ) ∈ Rg(L(λ∗)), there exists (u, v) ∈ E such that
−a(0)△u− a(0)λ1u = φ in Ω,

−△v + σv − ρu = ψ in Ω,

u = v = 0 on ∂Ω.

(23)

Hence, φ ∈ Rg(−∆− λ1I), that is φ verifies

(24)

∫
Ω

φφ1 = 0.

Since σ1[−∆+ σ] > 0, it is obvious that for any ψ ∈ C1
0 (Ω), there exists v ∈ C2

0 (Ω) solution of
the second equation of (23).

This proves the claim and then

codim [Rg(L(λ∗))] = 1.(25)

(iii) Note that

Fλ(u,v)(a(0)λ1, 0, 0)(φ1, ψ1)
t =

[
−Id 0
0 0

] [
φ1

ψ1

]
=

[
−φ1

0

]
Thus Fλ(u,v)(λ

∗, 0, 0)(φ1, ψ1)
t ∈ Rg [L(λ∗)] implies, see (24), that∫

Ω

φ2
1 = 0,

a contradiction. Therefore, from Theorem 1.7 of [3] we conclude that there exist ε > 0 and
applications of class C1

λ :(−ε, ε) −→ R
s 7−→ λ(s) = a(0)λ1 + ρ(s)(26)

and

Ψ :(−ε, ε) −→ Z2

s 7−→ Ψ(s) = (u(s), v(s)) =(s(φ1 + φ(s)), s(ψ1 + ψ(s))) ,(27)

with ρ(0) = 0 and φ(0) = ψ(0) = 0. Furthermore, these are the only non-trivial solutions of (P)
in a neighborhood of (a(0)λ1, 0, 0). □

In the next result, we study the direction bifurcation from the trivial solution.
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Theorem 4.2. Assume that a(0) > 0. Then, the bifurcation direction from the trivial solution
(u, v) = (0, 0) at λ = λ1a(0) is:

(a) Supercritical, when

a′(0) >

(bρ− λ1 − σ)

∫
Ω

φ3
1

λ1ρ

∫
Ω

φ1

.

(b) Subcritical, when

a′(0) <

(bρ− λ1 − σ)

∫
Ω

φ3
1

λ1ρ

∫
Ω

φ1

.

Proof. Using the equations (26) and (27) in the first equation of (P), it follows that

−a
(∫

Ω

s(ψ1 + ψ(s))

)
△(s(φ1 + φ(s))) =(λ1a(0) + ρ(s))(s(φ1 + φ(s)))

−(s(φ1 + φ(s)))
2

+ b(s(φ1 + φ(s)))(s(ψ1 + ψ(s))) .

Consider the Taylor series of a centered at 0, that is a(s) = a(0) + sa′(0) + O(s), and
ρ(s) = sρ1(s) +O(s). Note that

−
(
a(0) + sa′(0)

∫
Ω

(ψ1 + ψ(s)) +O(s)

)
△(φ1 + φ(s)) s =

=(λ1a(0) + sρ1(s) +O(s))(φ1 + φ(s)) s−(φ1 + φ(s))
2
s2

+ b(φ1 + φ(s))(ψ1 + ψ(s)) s2

and, consequently,

−a(0)△(φ1 + φ(s)) s− s2a′(0)△(φ1 + φ(s))

∫
Ω

(ψ1 + ψ(s))−O(s)△(φ1 + φ(s)) s =

= λ1a(0)(φ1 + φ(s)) s+ ρ1(s)(φ1 + φ(s)) s2 +O(s)(φ1 + φ(s)) s− s2(φ1 + φ(s))
2

+ bφ1(ψ1 + ψ(s)) s2 + bφ(s)(ψ1 + ψ(s)) s2.

Taking the terms of first order in s, it follows that

−a(0)△(φ1 + φ(s))−O(s)△(φ1 + φ(s)) = λ1a(0)(φ1 + φ(s)) +O(s)(φ1 + φ(s))

and, consequently,

−a(0)△φ1 = λ1a(0)φ1.

Let us now consider the terms of second order in s2, it follows that

−a′(0)△(φ1 + φ(s))

∫
Ω

(ψ1 + ψ(s)) =ρ1(s)(φ1 + φ(s))−(φ1 + φ(s))
2
+ bφ1(ψ1 + ψ(s))

+ bφ(s)(ψ1 + ψ(s)) .

Multiplying by φ1 an integrating in Ω, it follows that

−a′(0)
∫
Ω

(ψ1 + ψ(s))

∫
Ω

φ1△(φ1 + φ(s)) =ρ1(s)

∫
Ω

φ1(φ1 + φ(s))−
∫
Ω

φ1(φ1 + φ(s))
2

+ b

∫
Ω

φ2
1(ψ1 + ψ(s)) + b

∫
Ω

φ1φ(s)(ψ1 + ψ(s))

and, by the Green’s Identity and the definition of eigenvalue,

a′(0)λ1

∫
Ω

(ψ1 + ψ(s))

∫
Ω

φ1(φ1 + φ(s)) =ρ1(s)

∫
Ω

φ1(φ1 + φ(s))−
∫
Ω

φ1(φ1 + φ(s))
2

+ b

∫
Ω

φ2
1(ψ1 + ψ(s)) + b

∫
Ω

φ1φ(s)(ψ1 + ψ(s)) .
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Using (22), we get

lim
s→0

ρ1(s) =

a′(0)λ1K

∫
Ω

φ1

∫
Ω

φ2
1 +

∫
Ω

φ3
1 − bK

∫
Ω

φ3
1∫

Ω

φ2
1

= a′(0)λ1K

∫
Ω

φ1 +(1− bK)

∫
Ω

φ3
1.

We conclude the result from (22). □

5. Global Bifurcation Analysis

Let U = C1
0

(
Ω
)
and the positive cone

P = {u ∈ U : u(x) ≥ 0 for all x ∈ Ω}.

In this section, we will re-write (P) to show the existence of an unbounded continuum
C ⊂ R× int(P)× int(P) of positive solutions of (P).

In the next result, we prove a existence of a continuum C of positive solutions of (P), that is,
a maximal connected and closed set in the set of positive solutions of (P).

Theorem 5.1. Assume that a(0) > 0. From the point

(λ, u, v) =(a(0)λ1, 0, 0) ,(28)

bifurcates an unbounded continuum C ⊂ R× int(P)× int(P) of coexistence states of (P).
Moreover;

(1) If b ≤ 0, then

(a(0)λ1,∞) ⊂ ProjR(C) ⊂ (a
L
λ1,∞).

(2) If b > 0 and (H1) is verified, then

(a(0)λ1,∞) ⊂ ProjR(C) ⊂ (0,∞).

(3) If b > 0 and a verifies (H2), there exists λ0 ≤ 0 such that

(a(0)λ1,∞) ⊂ ProjR(C) ⊂ (λ0,∞).

Proof. First, from the result of Section 4, we conclude that λ∗ = a(0)λ1 is a bifurcation point
from the trivial solution (0, 0).

On the other hand, note that it is possible rewrite the equations of (P) as follows

G(λ, u, v) = 0

where G : R× U × U 7→ U × U is defined by

G(λ, u, v) =
[
u
v

]
− L

 λu

a(0)
ρu

+N (λ, u, v) ,

where

L =

[
(−△)

−1
0

0 (−△+ σ)
−1

]
,

and

N (λ, u, v) = L

λu
 1

a

(∫
Ω

v

) − 1

a(0)

+
buv − u2

a

(∫
Ω

v

)
0

 .
Observe that

∥N (λ, u, v) ∥
U×U

∥(u, v)∥
U×U

→ 0 as ∥(u, v)∥
U×U

→ 0.
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Now, we can apply Theorem 6.4.3 of [2], and following exactly the lines of Theorem 1.1 of [9]
(see also Theorem 4.1 of [2]) and conclude that there exists a continuum C of coexistence states
of (P) emanating from (λ∗, 0, 0) which satisfies at least one of the following alternatives:

(A1) C is unbounded in R× U × U .
(A2) There exists (λn, un, vn) ∈ C such that λn → λ and (un, vn) → (0, 0), with λ ̸= λ∗.
(A3) There exists (λn, un, vn) ∈ C such that λn → λ and (un, vn) → (u, 0), with λ ̸= λ∗ and

u > 0.
(A4) There exists (λn, un, vn) ∈ C such that λn → λ and (un, vn) → (0, v), with λ ̸= λ∗ and

v > 0.

Now, we check the validity of each alternative and prove that only (A1) holds.
Alternative (A2) is not valid: Suppose there exists (λn, un, vn) ∈ C such that λn → λ and
(un, vn) → (0, 0) in U × U , with λ ̸= λ∗. Observe that

λn = σ1

[
−a

(∫
Ω

vn

)
∆+ un − bvn

]
.

Since (un, vn) → (0, 0) in U × U , we conclude that

λn = σ1

[
−a

(∫
Ω

vn

)
∆+ un − bvn

]
→ a(0)λ1,

a contradiction.
Alternative (A3) is false: Suppose there exists (λn, un, vn) ∈ C such that λn → λ and (un, vn) →
(u, 0) in U ×U , with λ ̸= λ∗ and u > 0. Since vn is bounded in C2,γ(Ω), γ ∈ (0, 1), it is easy to
deduce that vn → v∗ ≥ 0 solution of

−∆v∗ + σv∗ = ρu > 0,

a contradiction because v∗ = 0.
Alternative (A4) is not valid: Suppose there exists (λn, un, vn) ∈ C such that λn → λ and
(un, vn) → (0, v) in U × U , with λ ̸= λ∗ and v > 0. Using (10) we get

σ ∥vn∥∞ ⩽ ρ ∥un∥∞ .

Thus, taking limit,

σ ∥v∥∞ ⩽ 0,

which is a contradiction.
Therefore, from the point (a(0)λ1, 0, 0) bifurcates an unbounded continuum C ⊂ R× C1

0

(
Ω
)
×

C1
0

(
Ω
)
of coexistence states of (P).

Now, assume that b ≤ 0. then, by Proposition 3.1 we get that existence of a priori bounds in
L∞, and by elliptic regularity, in C1

(
Ω
)
. Moreover, by Proposition 3.1 we deduce non-existence

of positive solutions for λ ≤ a
L
λ1. This finishes this case.

Assume b > 0 and (H1). By Proposition 3.2, we conclude the existence of a priori bounds
and non-existence for λ ≤ 0.

Finally, assume b > 0 and a verifies (H2). Again, we obtain the existence of a priori bounds
and non-existence of positive solutions for λ ≤ λ0 by Proposition 3.2.

This completes the proof.
□

6. Uniqueness result

In this section we show a uniqueness result of coexistence states of (P). Specifically,

Theorem 6.1. Assume a is increasing. Then, there exists b0 > 0 such that (P) possesses at
most a coexistence state for b ∈ (−b0, b0).

Proof. First, we study the case b = 0. Observe that in this case, multiplying the second equation
of (P) by eσ and integrating in Ω, we get that∫

Ω

v = ρ

∫
Ω

eσu.
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Hence, in the case b = 0, (P) is equivalent to
−a

(
ρ

∫
Ω

eσu

)
△u = λu− u2, in Ω

−△v + σv = ρu, in Ω

u = v = 0, on ∂Ω

(P0)

Since a is increasing, it follows by Theorem 5 in [5] the uniqueness of u0 positive solution of

−a
(
ρ

∫
Ω

eσu

)
△u = λu− u2, in Ω, u = 0 on ∂Ω.

Now, it is evident the uniqueness of a positive solution v0 of the linear equation

−△v + σv = ρu0, in Ω, v = 0 on ∂Ω.

Moreover, observe that

σ1

[
−a

(
ρ

∫
Ω

eσu0

)
△+ u0 − λ

]
= 0,

and then,

(29) σ1

[
−a

(
ρ

∫
Ω

eσu0

)
△+ 2u0 − λ

]
> 0.

Next, we study the case b ̸= 0. In this case we apply the Implicit Function Theorem. Consider
the spaces E and F defined in (18) and define the map G : R× E 7→ F by

G(b, u, v) =

−a(∫
Ω

v

)
∆u− λu+ u2 − buv

−∆v + σv − ρu

 .
Observe that G is derivable and G(0, u0, v0) = 0. Its derivative at (0, u0, v0) is given by

G(u,v)(0, u0, v0)

[
ξ
η

]
=

−a(∫
Ω

v0

)
∆ξ +M(x)

∫
Ω

η +N(x)ξ

−∆η + ση − ρξ

 ,
where

M(x) =

a′
(∫

Ω

v0

)
a

(∫
Ω

v0

) (λu0 − u20), N(x) = 2u0 − λ.

Now we show that G(u,v)(0, u0, v0) is an isomorphism from E onto F . Given (f, g) ∈ F , we have
to show the existence and uniqueness of solution of the problem

G(u,v)(0, u0, v0)

[
ξ
η

]
=

[
f
g

]
,

or equivalently 
−a

(∫
Ω

v0

)
∆ξ +M(x)

∫
Ω

η +N(x)ξ = f, in Ω

−∆η + ση − ρξ = g, in Ω

η = ξ = 0, on ∂Ω.

(30)

Observe that (30) is a linear system including a non-local term in η in the ξ-equation. We
transform this linear system into another linear one. Indeed, multiplying the second equation
by eσ, solution of (5), we get that ∫

Ω

η = ρ

∫
Ω

eσξ +

∫
Ω

eσg.
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Then, (30) is equivalent to
−a

(
ρ

∫
Ω

eσu0

)
∆ξ +N(x)ξ + ρM(x)

∫
Ω

eσξ = h, in Ω

−∆η + ση − ρξ = g, in Ω

η = ξ = 0, on ∂Ω

(31)

where

h(x) = f(x)−M(x)

∫
Ω

eσg.

Observe that from (29) it follows that

(32) σ1

[
−a

(
ρ

∫
Ω

eσu0

)
∆+N(x)

]
> 0,

and then, there exists a unique positive solution, denoted by H of the linear equation −a
(
ρ

∫
Ω

eσu0

)
∆H +N(x)H = eσ, in Ω

H = 0, on ∂Ω.

Multiplying this equation by ξ and integrating in Ω, we obtain∫
Ω

Hh− ρ

∫
Ω

HM

∫
Ω

eσξ =

∫
Ω

eσξ.

Then, ∫
Ω

eσξ =

∫
Ω
Hh

1 + ρ
∫
Ω
HM

,

where we have used that M ≥ 0 in Ω. Hence, the first equation of (31) is equivalent to
−a

(
ρ

∫
Ω

eσu0

)
∆ξ +N(x)ξ = h− ρM(x)

∫
Ω

Hf

1 + ρ

∫
Ω

HM

, in Ω

ξ = 0, on ∂Ω

.(33)

By (32), it follows the existence and uniqueness of ξ solution of (33). Since σ1 [−∆+ σ] > 0, it
follows the existence and uniqueness of η. This completes the proof. □

7. Case a(0) = 0

In this section, we study the case when a(0) = 0. Observe that in this case we can not
apply directly the results of previous sections. For this, it is necessary to consider the following
auxiliary problem 

−aε
(∫

Ω

v

)
△u = λu− u2 + buv, in Ω

−△v + σv = ρu, in Ω

u = v = 0, on ∂Ω

(NP1)

where

aε(s) := a(s) + ε, for ε > 0.

Theorem 7.1. Assume that a(0) = 0 and b ≤ 0 or b > 0 and (H1) or (H2). Then, for λ > 0
there exists at least a coexistence state of (P).

Proof. For each ε > 0 there exists an unbounded continuum Cε of positive solutions of (NP1)
bifurcating from the trivial solution at

λ∗ε = aε(0)λ1 = ελ1,

and

(ελ1,∞) ⊂ ProjR(Cε).
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Hence, for λ > 0 fixed, there exists ε0 > 0 such that there exists at least a coexistence state
(uε, vε) of (P) for ε < ε0. Observe that:

−a
(∫

Ω

vε

)
∆uε ≥ uε(λ+ (bvε)L − uε).

Thus, uε is supersolution of a logistic equation of the form

−d∆w = w(µ− w) in Ω, w = 0 on ∂Ω.

It is well known that
µ− dλ1
∥φ1∥∞

φ1(x) ≤ w,

where φ1 is a positive eigenfunction associated to λ1. Then,

(34)

λ+ (bvε)L − a

(∫
Ω

vε

)
λ1

∥φ1∥∞
φ1(x) ≤ uε.

We claim that

(35) ∥uε∥∞ ≤ C

for some positive constant independent of ε.
Indeed, assume first that b ≤ 0. In this case, by Proposition 3.1 we get that ∥uε∥∞ ≤ λ.
In the case b > 0 and (H1), we obtain from Proposition 3.2 that

∥uε∥∞ ≤ C,

with C a positive constant independent of ε.
Finally, when b > 0 and (H2), we can follow again the proof of Proposition 3.2 and conclude

that

∥uε∥∞ ≤ C,

with C a positive constant independent of ε.
Hence, in all the cases we have proved the claim (35).
Going back to the equation of vε, we obtain that vε is bounded in W 2,p(Ω), for any p > 1,

and then passing to the limit

vε → v∗ ≥ 0 in C1
(
Ω
)
.

Assume that v∗ = 0. Then, by (34)

uε(x) ≥
λ

2∥φ1∥∞
φ1(x).

Then,

−∆vε + σvε = ρuε ≥ Cφ1(x),

and then v∗(x) > 0 for all x ∈ Ω. As consequence, v∗ > 0 in Ω, and then

a

(∫
Ω

vε

)
→ a

(∫
Ω

v∗
)
> 0.

Hence, uε is bounded in W 2,p(Ω), and then

uε → u∗ > 0 in C1
(
Ω
)
.

It is clear that (u∗, v∗) is a coexistence state of (P). This finishes the proof. □
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