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Abstract

We propose a class of nonlocal diffusion systems on time-varying domains, and
fully characterize their asymptotic dynamics in the asymptotically fixed, time-
periodic and unbounded cases. The kernel is not necessarily symmetric or compactly
supported, provoking anisotropic diffusion or convective effects. Due to the nonlocal
diffusion on time-varying domains in our systems, some significant challenges arise,
such as the lack of regularizing effects of the semigroup generated by the nonlo-
cal operator, as well as the time-dependent inherent coupling structure in kernel.
By investigating a general nonautonomous nonlocal diffusion system in the space
of bounded and measurable functions, we establish a comprehensive and unified
framework to rigorously examine the threshold dynamics of the original system on
asymptotically fixed and time-periodic domains. In the case of an asymptotically
unbounded domain, we introduce a key auxiliary function to separate vanishing
coefficients from nonlocal diffusions. This enables us to construct appropriate sub-
solutions and derive the global threshold dynamics via the comparison principle.
The findings may be of independent interest and the developed techniques, which
do not rely on the existence of the principal eigenvalue, are expected to find further
applications in the related nonlocal diffusion problems. We also conduct numerical
simulations based on a practical model to illustrate our analytical results.
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1 Introduction

The overwhelming majority of studies devoted to diffusion processes assume they occur in
a static media. However, the expansion and contraction of spatial media is ubiquitous in
reality. In fact, the universe we live in undergoes an accelerating expansion [44], and ele-
mentary biological processes such as morphogenesis (i.e., the process whereby organisms
grow from a single cell) involve tissue expansion [47]. At the species scale, the habitats
of most organisms frequently shift in response to changes in ecological environments. For
example, the depth and surface area of many rivers and lakes fluctuate seasonally. Dur-
ing summer or the rainy season, rising water levels expand habitats, benefiting organisms
living within. Conversely, in winter or the dry season, the water levels drop, reducing the
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available habitat. There are also several examples of habitats that are constantly expand-
ing, such as those of Aedes mosquitoes, which can transmit dengue fever, yellow fever, Zika
virus, and other infectious diseases. Global warming and frequent human activities have
significantly expanded areas suitable for their survival and reproduction ( [32,42]). All
these facts highlight the need to incorporate time-varying domains into reaction-diffusion
models to better capture population dynamics in changing environments.

The role of domain growth in reaction-diffusion models was first investigated by New-
man and Frisch [39] in their studies of chick limb development. Kondo and Asai [30]
demonstrated that growth could account for the stripe patterning observed in the Po-
macanthus fish, where additional stripes emerge progressively as the fish matures (see
also Painter et al. [40]). Crampin et al. [7H10] further introduced mathematical models
to incorporate more general growth cases. Their results highlighted the critical role of
domain growth in enhancing pattern robustness and generating diverse biological pat-
terns. In addition, Chaplain et al. [6] extended reaction-diffusion models to spherical
surfaces, demonstrating how domain geometry and growth drive spatial heterogeneity in
solid tumor development. Since then, population persistence and pattern formation on
time-varying domains have attracted increasing interest in the study of reaction-diffusion
models, see, e.g., [26}27,38,41,42] and references therein. In particular, Lam et al. [32]
studied the asymptotic dynamics of reaction-diffusion systems under the different evolving
cases of domain using the theories of chain transitive sets ( [53]) and principal eigenvalues.
In the aforementioned studies, all spatial diffusion processes in the models are described
by Laplacian operator.

Recently, the nonlocal diffusion, describing the movements between both adjacent
and nonadjacent spatial locations, has been introduced in reaction-diffusion equations,
see [b,[14.|43,145,46,51]. Besides, the associated nonlocal convolution-type operators have
been widely employed to model various movements arising in population dynamics, phase
transition phenomena and image processing, see [17,[20,24] and the references therein.
Therefore, beyond the independent interest in specific models, a clearer and deeper un-
derstanding of nonlocal diffusion is expected to offer valuable insights with implications
across multiple disciplines.

In light of these reasons and inspired by [32,46], we aim to propose a class of reaction-
diffusion systems with nonlocal diffusion and investigate their global dynamics on time-
varying domains. More precisely, we consider the following nonlocal diffusion system for
r € Qandt >0,

v

n +(a-V)o+ (V-a)v=D - J(x — z)v(t, z)dz — Dv + f(v), (1.1)
under the different evolving conditions of domain €2, which incorporates the homogeneous
Dirichlet boundary condition

v(t,z) =0, t>0, zeR"\, (1.2)

and the initial condition
v(0,2) = vo(z), =€ Q. (1.3)

For the detailed derivation of f, we refer to Section 2. Here, v = (vy,...,v,)7
represents the vector of densities of m interacting species, m and n are positive inte-
gers, D = diag{dy,...,dn,}, d; > 0 is diffusion coefficient for i = 1,...,m, f(v) =
(fi(v), ..., fm(v))T denotes the reaction terms, the kernel J satisfies the assumption (J)
below, and 2; C R" is simply connected and bounded with smooth boundary 0€2; for all



t > 0. The condition indicates that the habitat outside €2, is so hostile that the
species die immediately upon entering ( [24]).

Notice that for each i = 1,...,m, the diffusion of the density v; at a point x and time
t depends on the values of v; at all points in the set {} +supp.J, which is what makes the
diffusion operator nonlocal in system (L.1). As stated in [19], the kernel J(z — z) denotes
the probability distribution of an individual jumping from location z to location z, then
the rate at which individuals are arriving to position x from all other places is given by
di [z J(x — 2)v;(t, 2) dz, while the rate at which they are leaving location z to travel to
all other sites is given by —d; fRn J(z — z)vi(t,x) dz = —dv(t, x).

In addition to the nonlocal feature, system incorporates two additional terms
associated with the flow a, which arises from domain evolution: (a-V)v and (V-a)v. The
former represents material transport around the domain at a rate determined by the flow,
while the latter accounts for dilution or concentration due to local volume changes. As
the first step in the analysis, it is essential to reformulate the model f on a fixed
domain. For this purpose, we focus on a class of time-varying domains characterized by
linear isotropic deformation with spatially uniform rates. Then a smooth positive function
p, with p(0) = 1, is introduced to measure the growth of the domain: Q; = p(t)Q for
t > 0. Detailed discussions and fundamental assumptions are provided in Section 2. Thus,
by denoting u(t,y) := v(t, p(t)y), we derive the following equivalent model,

ou np(t)
a—D/QOJP(i)(y—z)u(t,z)dz—Du—mquf(u), t>0, yeQ, (1.4)
u(07y) = UO(y), y e QO7
where
S (y) = p" () T (p()y), =0 (1.5)

Obviously, the transport effect is excluded in at the cost of the kernel being inherently
coupled with p(t), making them inseparable. In view of the equivalence between f
defined on ; and reformulated on €0y, we will focus on the global dynamics of
under the following three asymptotic cases of p. Each case corresponds to a specific
type of domain evolution. Notably, the first two cases describe asymptotically bounded
domains since Ep(t) < 0.

o Asymptotically fized case:
lim p(t) = pso >0, lim p(t) =0.

t——+00 t——+o0
In this case, the domain €2, asymptotically approaches a fixed domain as t — +o00. A

biologically reasonable example is logistic or saturated growth ( [38,41]) of the form

p(t) = —£=¢"_ where x > 0. This can be seen easily by noting dﬁ = Kkp (1 — i)

Poo—1+4ert? Poo

o Asymptotically time-periodic case:

lim (p(t) — pr(t)) = lim (p(t) — pr(t)) = 0.

t——+o0 t——+o0

Here, pr denotes a positive T-periodic function for some T' > 0, and the domain €2,
asymptotically exhibits periodic oscillations as t — +o00 ( [27],32]).

o Asymptotically unbounded case:

. _ . PAY) s



In this case, the domain €2; eventually expands to R™ as ¢ — +o0, with the relative
growth rate of p(t) approaching a nonnegative constant k. Biologically relevant
examples of p include exponential growth p(t) = e* and a simpler alternative p(t) =
1 + wt with x > 0, both of which have been discussed in [38}/41].

It should be noted that, though the problem (1.4) can be regarded as a nonlocal
counterpart of those studied in [710},26,32,38,41,42], it presents greater challenges for the
analysis of its global dynamics. For example, there is no regularizing effect in general due
to nonlocal diffusion, which renders the arguments employed in the local setting invalid,

including the theories of asymptotically autonomous semiflows and chain transitive sets

[53]. Furthermore, in the local version of (1.4)) as shown in [7,26,:32,3§|, the diffusion
d

term is given by WAu. This decoupling of the Laplacian operator from p(t) allows it to
be treated independently, enabling the principal eigenvalue theory as a powerful tool for
analyzing the asymptotic dynamics of local systems. However, this method is no longer
applicable to the nonlocal system because of the inherent coupling structure in ,
particularly in the asymptotically unbounded case, where the diffusion effect vanishes as
p(t) — 4o00. In addition, the principal eigenvalue of nonlocal diffusion operators do not
exist in general. Therefore, the previous arguments need to be improved or reconceived.

In Section 3, to characterize the asymptotic dynamics of in the first two cases,

we consider a general nonautonomous nonlocal diffusion system given by

% =D | K(t,z—y)u(t,y)dy — Du+ g(t,x,u), t>0,z €. (1.6)
Qo

Let w(®) denote the spectral bound of the evolution family generated by the corresponding
linearized system. When K(t,x) = K(x) and m = 1, the global dynamics of in
the case w(®) > 0 was established by Rawal and Shen [43], where the construction of
a perturbed problem admitting a principal eigenvalue is a crucial step in proving the
existence and uniqueness of a positive time-periodic solution. Subsequently, Shen and
Vo [46] extended the above results to the case w(®) < 0. It is noteworthy that, in the
critical case w(®) = 0, the uniqueness of a nonnegative time-periodic solution and the
global dynamics of system remain an interesting and challenging open problem due
to several overwhelming difficulties, including the absence of regularizing effects and the
principal eigenvalue for the nonlocal diffusion operator. If g(¢,z,u) = g(z,u), the global
dynamics in the critical case was established in [3,|4] using a Harnack-type inequality for
nonlocal elliptic equations and bootstrap arguments. For traveling waves and spreading
speeds in nonlocal diffusion equations with time heterogeneities in both the kernel and
the reaction, we refer to the recent works [15,|16].

Here we propose some novel approaches for rigorously analyzing the threshold dy-
namics of in the time-periodic case based on w(®). The techniques developed here
are independent of principal eigenvalue and may be applicable to a wide class of related
nonlocal diffusion problems. Specifically, we establish the comparison principle and well-
posedness of in C' (R+,X+), and develop a deeper understanding of time-periodic
solutions in X_”H where X and X are two spaces of bounded and measurable functions on
Qo and R x Qq, respectively, see Lemma and Theorem for more details. These
results will be utilized in Section 4 to analyze the threshold dynamics of in the
asymptotically fixed and time-periodic cases.

In Section 5, we consider the asymptotically unbounded case. To address the challenges
posed by the inherent coupling structure in , we construct a nonnegative function



¢ € C1(R"), supported on Q, satisfying

1 n
| @ =00 dy = 6(e) = o). we R

This inequality partially decouples the vanishing factor ﬁ from the effects of nonlocal
diffusion. Combined with the entire solution of limiting system corresponding to (1.4)),
this auxiliary function enables the construction of appropriate subsolutions, leading to
the derivation of global threshold dynamics via the comparison principle.

For a given v € Int(R7), let M := {u € R™ : 0 < u < v}. Through out the paper, we
always assume that J and f satisfy the following assumptions:

(J) J:R"™ — Ris a continuous nonnegative function with J(0) > 0 and [, J(z)dz = 1;

(F) f € CO%LR x Qp x R™,R™); Df(u) = (agﬁ?))mxm is cooperative and irreducible
for u € M; f(0) = 0, and there exists ¢ > 0 such that for each 0 < i < m,
fi(u) — n%vi < —o whenever ¢t > 0 and u € M with u; = v;; af(u) < f(au) for all

u € M with u € Int(R7") and a € (0, 1).

We remark that the kernel J is not necessarily symmetric or compactly supported,
which means that individuals have greater probability of jumping in one direction than
in others, provoking anisotropic diffusion or convective effects ( [1,25]). In contrast to
the previous studies [10,[32,41,/42], we remove the assumption that p > 0, allowing the
domain to expand and shrink, as described in [27] for positive and negative growth.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we derive the nonlocal
diffusion model on a time-varying domain and reformulate it on a fixed domain. In
Section 3, we provide a comprehensive framework to characterize the threshold dynamics
of a general nonautonomous nonlocal diffusion system. These rusults subsequently are
utilized in Section 4 to rigorously examine the global dynamics of the original nonlocal
system on asymptotically fixed and time-periodic domains, respectively. In Section 5, we
investigate the global dynamics on asymptotically unbounded domains. Finally, numerical
simulations are given in Section 6.

2 Nonlocal model: a derivation

In this section, we derive the nonlocal diffusion systems formulated on a time-varying
domain. To this end, some basic assumptions are required on the time-varying domain.
Following the approach of [7-10], we adopt a general framework without distinguishing
between specific tissue or media types, enabling the inclusion of properties for any given
tissue or medium. As a result, no constitutive equations are introduced, and the tissue is
assumed to be incompressible, that is, the domain undergoes deformation and expansion
due to growth, with no accompanying change in density.

2.1 Time-varying domain and flow

Suppose that tissue which occupies the domain 3 C R™ at time ¢ = 0 deforms and
expands so that at a subsequent time ¢ it occupies a new continuous, simply connected
and bounded domain €);, and that each point of €2; can be identified with position vector
x, which is occupied at ¢ by the particle in tissue with position vector X at the time ¢ = 0.



Then the motion of tissue can be described by specifying the dependence of the positions
x of the particles of tissue at time ¢ on their initial positions X at time ¢ = 0, that is,

z=T(X), t>0,

for all X € )y, where I' : R, x 9 — R" is a smooth injection.
In the spatial description, the flow a(t,z) represents the velocity at time ¢ of the
particle which was at X = I'"!(¢, z) initially, that is,

ar(t, X)

tor) =
alt, v) ot lx=r-i(tz)

(2.1)
which may be typically generated by rigid motions and deformations of the tissue. Here,
we neglect rigid motions since they do not affect the reaction and diffusion processes, and
assume that the flow arises solely from the (positive or negative) growth of the tissue. It
is worth noting that the velocity gradient tensor Va, which describes the relative velocity
of each particle with respect to its neighbors, is locally determined by some constitutive
equations characterizing tissue properties, such as prepatterns in growth factors, as well
as cellular or sub-cellular structures influencing the direction of growth. These detailed
factors, however, are beyond the scope of this paper. By continuum mechanics [21], the
diagonal components of Va represent the rate of extension. Consequently, for any fixed
time t > 0, the domain ), expands if V - a(t,z) > 0 for all x € €, and contracts if
V -a(t,x) <0 for all x € €.

2.2 Nonlocal diffusion system

Let v(t,z) = (vi(t,x),v2(t, @), ..., vn(t,x))" denote the vector of densities of m interact-
ing species at position = € €, and time t. Inspired by the idea in [12], we define the
nonlocal flux functional F(-, ;%) for any pair of measurable domains €' and 2", where
1) is a nonnegative integrable function defined on ' U ", as follows:

F(,Q"¢) = /”// J(x — 2)¢(z) dzda — /1/” J(z — x)(x) drdz,

which quantifies the net flux from ' to " arising from the nonlocal interactions of
1 over these domains. Obviously, }"(Q’,Q”;@b) = —F(Q”,Q’;¢). Then, the nonlocal

balance law |13] for v over an elemental volume V; evolving in time is given by

d

— [ v(t,z)dz = DF(R"\V;, Visv) + [ f(v)da,

where D represents the diffusion coefficient, and f(v) denotes the reaction term. Applying
the Reynolds transport theorem for the left-hand side, we obtain

/w (% +(a-V)v+ (V- a)v) dz = DF (R"\V;, Vi;v) + s F(v)da.

The domain is fixed in time and so we may differentiate through the integral. By the
arbitrariness of V;, the governing equation becomes

% +(a-VYo+(V-a)v=D - J(x — 2)v(t,z)dz — Dv + f(v) (2.2)

for x € O, t > 0.



Compared to the standard reaction-diffusion systems, the time-varying domain intro-
duces two additional terms into (2.2). The first term, (a - V)v, represents the transport
of material around the domain driven by the flow. The second term, (V - a)v, accounts
for dilution due to local volume expansion when V - a > 0, or concentration due to local
volume contraction when V - a < 0. Consequently, by incorporating the homogeneous
Dirichlet boundary conditions

v(t,z) =0, xe€R™"\Q, t >0, (2.3)

and the initial condition
v(0,2) = vo(z), =€ Q, (2.4)

we formulate the initial-boundary value problem (2.2)—(2.4) with nonlocal diffusion on

the time-varying domain.

2.3 Linear isotropic deformation

In most cases, the properties of solutions to — on time-varying domains are
difficult to study, even after reformulating the problem on a fixed domain, where the
resulting form is significantly more complex, see for example [38]. In this paper, we
focus on a special class of time-varying domains undergoing linear isotropic deformation,
with deformation rates independent of spatial position. By neglecting the rigid-body
translations and rotations of the tissue, the coordinate system can be appropriately chosen
such that there is a reference point which remains at the origin of the coordinate all the
time. Then there exists a smooth positive function p defined on [0, 400) with p(0) =1
such that
r=T(t,X)=pt)X, X €y t>0.

The flow can then be determined by as a(t,z) = p(t)X = xp(t)/p(t). To facilitate
analysis, we transform the spatial coordinates into the reference domain €2y, which is
independent of time, and simplify notation by using the coordinate y € )y instead of X
hereafter. Define

u(t,y) =v(t,x) =v(t, p(t)y), ye€ Q, t>0.

Then transformed nonlocal system of (2.2)—(2.4)) with nonautonomous coefficients be-
comes

ou np(t)
— =D Ja1 (y—2)u(t,z)dz — Du— —u + f(u), € Qy, t >0,
ot = D [, Tog v~ 2ult2) o) I e (25)

U(O,y) = UO(y)> RS QOa

where J_1_(y) = p"(t)J(p(t)y) satisfying [o., J% (y)dy =1 for all t > 0.

p(t)

Remark 2.1. Assume that J is a smooth, nonnegative, and symmetric function supported

on the unit ball in R™, satisfying fRn J(y)dy = 1. By appropriately rescaling the kernel

J% in (2.5)) and taking the limit as the scaling parameter goes to zero, the solutions of
p(t

the nonlocal system (2.5)) converge uniformly to the solution of the local analogous system
(see (32]) on [0,T] for any fired T > 0. For the proof, please refer to [45]. If J is
asymmetric, similar convergence results can be found in [1].



3 A general nonautonomous nonlocal diffusion system

In this section, we consider a class of nonautonomous nonlocal diffusion systems within a
fixed domain:

ou
— =D Kt x— t,y)dy — D t t>0 Q
u(0,x) = ug(x), x € (.

where K(t, z —y)u(t,y) == (Ki(t,x —y)ur(t,y), ..., Ko (t, 2 — y)um(t,y))T. We first prove
the comparison principle and establish the well-posedness of system (3.1]), and then pro-
vide a comprehensive framework to characterize the threshold dynamics of in the
time-periodic case based on the spectral bound. These results will be utilized in Section 4
to rigorously examine the global dynamics of the original system on asymptotically fixed
and time-periodic domains, respectively.

3.1 Comparison principle and well-posedness
The following assumptions are imposed on K and g¢:

(K) For each 1 < i < m, K, is a nonnegative continuous function with /C;(¢,0) > 0, and
fR" Ki(t,x)dz =1 for all t € R;

(G1) g € CO%L(R x Qo x R™ R™); (2ulbzw)y - is cooperative for all z € 0y, t > 0,0 <

Ouj

u < v, and for each 1 < i < m, g;(t,z,0) = 0, g;(t, z,u) < 0 whenever u € M with
Ui = Vi
(G2) (W)mxm is irreducible for all t > 0, z € Qy and u € M.
J
Define the norm on R™ as |jal/gm = max la;|, where a = (ay,...,a,)" € R™. We

denote X := C(Q, R™), equipped with the maximum norm ||¢|| y := max ||¢(z)||gm, and
r€llo

the positive cone X, := C(Q, R7). Inspired by [28,51], we introduce
X = {p: Qy — R™; ¢ is bounded and Lebesgue measurable on Q}

which is equipped with the norm ||¢|| ¢ := sup ||¢(2)||gm, and the corresponding positive
CEEQO
cone X, := {4,0 eX:p(x)>0,z¢€ ﬁo}. It can be readily verified that (X, || - [|5) is a
Banach space and Int(X,) # 0.
Let a,b € R™. We writea—b>0ifa—b€eR?;a—b>0ifa—0be R} {0}; and
a—b> 0if a—b € Int(R7). Similar to the order defined in R™, we can define the partial

order induced by the positive cone in X and X, respectively. For any given a € R™, we
denote

Xt ={peX:0<p(x)<a z€Q} and Xi:z{@EX:OSgp(x)ga,xeﬁg}.

Definition 3.1. Let [ € (0, +00]. The function u € C([0,1),X) is called a supersolution
(or subsolution) of the equations corresponding to (3.1)) if 24(t, x) ewists for t € [0,1) and
x € Qo, and satisfies
0
_u > <§> D /C(t,x—y)U(t,y)dy—Du—l—g(t,x,u), te (Ovl)uerO-
Qo



The function u € C([0,1),X) is called a solution of system (B1)) if it is both a super-
solution and subsolution, and u(0,z) = ug(z).

We first establish the maximum principle for the following linear system, and then
apply it to derive the comparison principle for the problem (3.1)),

g;‘ =D | K(tx = y)ult,y) dy = Du(t,x) + M(t2)u(t,2) (3.2)

for t > 0, x € Qp, where M(t,2) = (my;(t,))mxm is cooperative for all z € Qy,t > 0,
with m;; € C(Ry x Qy,R), and there exists a point zy such that M (¢, ) is irreducible
for all ¢ > 0. For this purpose, it is necessary to introduce an auxiliary lemma. Define a
set

0:={¢ € X : ¢(x) = 0 almost everywhere in Qp}.

Lemma 3.2. Assume that (K) holds and Ty > 0. Let u € C([0,Ty], X) and satisfy the
system (3.2)) on [0,To] x Qo. If u(0,-) € 0, then u(t,-) € 0 for any t € (0,Tp).

Proof. Let u = (uy,...,u,)" and define the vector-valued sign function sgn(u) :=
(sgn(uq),...,sgn(um))’. Denote @ := > ", |u;|. Taking the inner product of the gov-
erning equation for u with sgn(u), and integrating the resulting equation over €y, we
obtain

d _

T u(t,z)dx

S </ Ki(t,z —y) |lui(t, y)| dydz —/ w;sgn(u;) dx) +C [ adx
_ QU Q() Q0

Qo

IN

Z ( |ui(t,y)| dy — |ui(t,x)|dx) —I—C/ udx
Py Qo Qo

C/ u(t, ) dx,
Qo

where C' > 0. By the Gronwall inequality, it follows that fQ (t,z)dx =0 for t € (0, Tp).
This completes the proof. O

Lemma 3.3 (Maximum principle). Assume that (K) holds and Ty > 0. Let u €
C([0,Tv), X) satisfy that 34(t,x) exists fort € [0,1) and x € Q. Moreover, u satisfies the
differential inequality:

% >D | K(t,r —y)u(t,y)dy — Du(t,z) + M(t,x)u(t,z), tec (0,Tp],z € Q.
Qo

(1) If u(0,-) € Xy, then u(t,-) € X, for any t € (0, Tp).

(2) If u(0,-) € X4\ 0, then u(t,-) € Int(X,) for any t € (0, Ty).

(3) If u(0,z) > 0 a.e. in Qo, then u(t,x) >0 a.e. in Qy for any t € (0,Tp).
(

(4) If u(0,z) > 0 a.e. in Qq, then u(t,x) >0 a.e. in Qy for any t € (0, Ty].



Proof. Let

h = Z max  |my;(t,z)| < +oo and d:=max{dy,...,d,}.

i (t,2)€[0,To] x Qo

Set w(t, z) := e Dty (t, x). Then for t € (0,Ty] and z € Qy, it satisfies

%—Z} >D | K(t,z—y)wt,y)dy — Dw+ (h+ d)w + Mw. (3.3)
Qo

(1) Let w(0,z) > 0 in Q. It then suffices to verify that w(t,z) > 0 for all (¢,z) €
[0, Ty] x Q. Suppose that

w = inf w;(t,x) <0,
(t,x)€[0,t0] xQo,1<i<m

where tg = m. Thus, there exists {(tx, z1) }rey € [0,%0] x Qo such that wy, (t, z1) — w

as k — +oo for some ig. Integrating the ip-th inequality of (3.3) over [0, ], we have
Wy, (tk, .CL’k) > in(O, xk) + 1o (CE—F QB) w.

Letting & — 400, then w > t, (J—{— QH) w, which is a contradiction. Therefore, w(t,z) > 0
on [0,%9] x €. Repeating this arguments, we conclude that w(t,z) > 0 for all (t,z) €
[0, To] x Q.

(2) Let u(0,-) € X, \ 0. Assume that there exists (f,,%,) € (0,Ty] x Qo such that
wi, (t., 7.) = 0 for some 4y. Notice that

awio

ot

(t,,7,) <0 and K4 (., 0) > 0.

Using the cooperative property of M, we deduce that w;,(f.,z) = 0 almost everywhere in
Q. To clarify which components of w are equal to zero almost everywhere at time t,, we
define the following index set:

Z:={ie{l,....,m}:wi(l,,z) = 0 almost everywhere in O} .

Obviously, Z # (0, and the complementary set J := {1,...,m} \ Z. In view of the above
discussion, we can derive that w;(f.,z) > 0 for all z € Qq if j € J. Since M(t,z) is a
continuous matrix with respect to ¢ and x, and M (t, z) is irreducible for all ¢ > 0, there
exists some point z* such that M(t,,z*) is irreducible and w;(t,,z*) = 0 for all i € T.
Hence, we have

8wi
> -

0= ot

(t,,2*) = Zmij(f*,x*)wj(f*,x*), ieT.
JETJ

This implies mij(f*,x*) =0 fori € Z,5 € J, which contradicts the irreducibility of
M (t,,z*) if J is nonempty. Therefore, Z = {1,...,m}. Since

ow; - - —

a—‘;’@,x) > (d—d; + b — my(t,2)w; >0, (t,2) € (0,Tp] x Do, i € I,
it follows that w;(t,, ) > 0 if w;(0,7) > 0. Consequently, u(0,z)(= w(0,z)) = 0 almost
everywhere, leading to a contradiction. Hence, we have proven that for each i =1,...,m,

w;(t,x) > 0 for (t,z) € (0,Ty] x Q. It follows that for any fixed t € (0,Tp] and each
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i=1,...,m Wtz):=d |, Jo, KCi(s, @ = y)wi(s, y) dyds is a continuous function on Qg
with a positive minimum. Integrating the governing equation for w; over [0, t], we obtain
wi(t,-) > Wilt,-) on Qp, which implies w(t,-) € Int(X).

(3) Let w(0,2) > 0 a.e. in . Set @ := u + v such that 4(0,z) > 0 for any = € Q,
where v := v(t,z) is given by Lemma [3.2] Following the approach in case (1), we deduce
that @(t,z) > 0 in [0, Ty] x Q. Furthermore, by Lemma 3.2} it holds that v(t,z) = 0 a.e.
in [0, Ty] x Q. Hence, it follows that u(t,z) > 0 a.e. in [0, 7] x Q.

(4) The proof is similar to that of Case (3) and is therefore omitted here. O

Now, we establish the comparison principle for (3.1]) and prove its well-posedness.

Theorem 3.4 (Comparison principle). Assume that (K) and (G1) hold. Let u,u €
C([0,To], X4) be a supersolution and a subsolution of the equation associated with ((3.1)
for some Ty > 0. Denote w(t,x) := u(t,z) — u(t,x). Then the following statements are
valid:

(1) If w(0,-) € Xy, then w(t,-) € X4 for any t € (0, Ty).
(2) If (G2) holds and w(0,-) € X, \ 0, then w(t,-) € Int(X,) for any t € (0, Tp].
(3) If w(0,2) >0 a.e. in Qy, then w(t,z) >0 a.e. in Qy for any t € (0, Ty).

(4) If (G2) holds and w(0,x) > 0 a.e. in Qy, then w(t,x) > 0 a.e. in Qg for any
t € (0, Tp].

Proof. By assumption (G1), there exists H (¢, x, 4, u) which is cooperative and satisfies
g(t,z,0)—g(t,z,u) = H(t,z, 4, uw)w. Applying Lemma[3.3|to the system for w, we deduce
the desired conclusions. O

It is worth noting that the above maximum and comparison principles remain valid
on [s,s + Ty if we consider s as the initial time. This fact will be utilized when needed
in the following proofs.

Proposition 3.5 (Well-posedness). Assume that (K) and (G1) hold. For eachuy € X,
the problem (B.1)) admits a unique solution u € C(Ry, X") such that u(t,x) emists for
t>0 and x € Q.

Proof. For any given t, > 0, let Y;, := C([0,%o], X) equipped with the norm ||u||Yt0 =

sup |lu(t,-)|lx. Define an operator I';, on Y}, as
te(0,to]

H%@@w%—m@%ﬁA{D K(s,2 — 4)(s, ) dy — Dé(s,) + g(s., &(s,))| ds.

Qo

Set a := 2 |jv

rm> and define

Vi i={o €Yy :loly, <a}.

Obviously, there exists § > 0 such that I';,Y,? C Y2 for any ¢y € [0,6]. Let d :=
max {ds, ..., d,}. By assumption (G1), it is straightforward to verify that

ITty¢1 = i @2y, < (2d + M)to |1 — P2lly,, »

11



where M = M(d,a) > 0 is Lipschitz constant of g. Let ¢y := m.

to € [0,00), Ty, is a contraction mapping on Y,?, which implies the existence of a unique
u € Y3 satisfying I's;u = u. It follows that system (3.1) admits a unique local mild
solution u € Y}, in the sense that

Then for any

u(t, z) = uo(z) + /0 {D K(s,z —y)u(s,y)dy — Du(s,x) + g(s,x,u(s,z))| ds.

Qo

By iterating the above arguments, we can extend the solution to the maximal interval of
existence [0, Thax) satisfying

limsup [lu(t, )| x = 400 if Tinax < +o0.

t—Tmax

Applying Lemma, , we conclude that u(t,z) < v for all (t,2) € [0, Tmax) X Qo, which
yields Tiax = +00. It is easy to verified that u(¢,z) is a uniformly continuous function
with respect to ¢ for each fixed z, and $%(t, z) exists for ¢ > 0 and z € €. O

Remark 3.6. If ug € XY, a similar argument shows that (13.1) admits a unique solution
u € Cl’O(R+ X QO,Rm).

Remark 3.7. Since system (3.1)) admits the comparison principle, the arguments similar
to those for (52, Lemma 2.1] imply that any locally attractive solution of system (3.1)) is
Liapunov stable.

3.2 Threshold dynamics of (3.1) in the time-periodic case

In this subsection, we propose a general framework for rigorously analyzing the threshold
dynamics of (3.1)) in the time-periodic case. We need the following additional assumptions
on K and g:

(T) Foreach 1 <i<m, K;(t,z) =K;(t+7T,x) and g;(t,z,u) = g;(t + T, x,u);
(G3) ag(t,z,u) < g(t,z,au) for u € M with u € Int(R™), t > 0, z € Qg and « € (0,1);
(G3') ag(t,z,u) < g(t,x, au) for u € M with u € Int(R™), ¢ > 0, x € Qp and « € (0, 1).
When m = 1, the assumptions (G3) and (G3') are equivalent. Define
Cr:={ueCRx QR : ult,z) =u(t+T,x)}

equipped with the norm ||ul, := sup [u(t, )|y, and the cone
telo,

Ct={u€Cr:u(t,r) >0}.
Let X denote the set of all bounded and measurable functions u : R x Qo — R™ that

satisfy u(t,z) = u(t + T,z) for all (t,z). This space is equipped with norm ||ul| ¢ :=
supejo7) llu(t, )|l x- The corresponding positive cone is defined as

X, = {u € X :u(t,z) >0, (t,r) €R xﬁo}.
Similarly, the partial order induced by the cone can be defined for Cr and X.

12



For any given a € R™, let
X7 = {uEX:OSu(t,x)Sa, (t,x)eRxﬁo}.

Define

L] (12) o= — 2t ) + D | Ktz — yyult,y) dy — Du+ (ZZLDDN g )
ot Qo 8uj mxm

for u € Cr. We denote the spectrum of Ly by o (Ly). The spectral bound of Ly is
given by s(Lr) :=sup{Reu: p € o (Lr)}. Let ®(t,s) denote the evolution family on X
generated by the system

@:D K(t,x —y)u(t,y)dy — Du + <
ot %

dgi(t, z,0
:d;al) v t> 0.1
auj mxm

The exponential growth bound of evolution family ®(¢, s) is defined as
w(®) :=inf {@: IM > 1 such that || (¢, s)|| < M=) vt s e Rt > s}.

By applying [49, Proposition 5.5 and Lemma 5.8], along with the discussion in |36} Section

2.2, we have

s(Ly) = w(®) = w, (3.4)

where r (® (7,0)) denotes the spectral radius of ® (7',0).
To investigate the threshold dynamics of system (3.1 in the time-periodic case, we
propose the following periodic problem associated with system ((3.1):

du

— =D K(t,z —y)u(t,y)dy — Du+ g(t,z,u), t€ R,z &,

5 o ( y)ult,y)dy 9( ) 0 (3.5)
u(t,z) =u(t+7T,x), te R,z e Q.

Since the solution mapping of lacks compactness in C(Qo, R™), only the pointwise
convergence of solutions can be examined as t — +4oc0. This obstacle motivates us to
analyze in the space Xi. Furthermore, in the subsequent proof, we introduce a
method for constructing subsolutions in the absence of a principal eigenvalue, which can
also be extended to address other similar problems where the principal eigenvalue does
not exist.

Lemma 3.8. Assume that (K), (G1)—(G3) and (T) hold. The following statements
are valid for system (3.5)):

(1) If w(®) < 0, then 0 is the unique nonnegative solution in XY ;

(2) Ifw(®) =0, and either (G3') holds, or w (®) = 0 is the principal eigenvalue, then
0 us the unique nonnegative solution in XY ;

(8) If w(®) > 0, then (3.5) admits a unique positive solution w* € X’fr Moreover,
w* € Int(C).
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Proof. 1t is ev1dent that (| admits at least one trivial solution. Let u be a T-periodic
solution of (§ in X v The following proof is divided into three cases: w (®) < 0,
w(P) =0, andw( )>0

Case 1. When w (®) < 0, we choose u € X such that «(0,z) < @(z). By Theorem
B-4] it holds that u(¢,z) < u(t,z;u). Since ag(t, z,u) < g(t,z,au) for a € [0, 1], applying
Theorem [3.4] again yields u(t, z; u) [®(t,0)u] (z). Thus, we have

[ut, )l x < @ 0)ulx =0 as ¢ = +o,

which implies u = 0.
Case 2. When w (®) = 0, define:

u; = inf  w(t,x) >0, i=1,...,m,
(t,z)€[0,T]x80

and the index sets:
T:={ie{l,...,m}:u; =0}, J = {je{l,...,m}:gj>0}.

We claim that J = (). Suppose, for contradiction, that this is not the case. By Theorem
and the temporal periodicity of u, there exists ¢; > 0 such that min{w,,...,u,,} > c.
Below, we proceed with the proof to derive a contradiction, assuming that either (G3’)
holds or w (®) = 0 is the principal eigenvalue.

Assume that (G3') holds. Then there exists co = ca(c1) > 0, independent of ¢, x,¢ and
u, such that

i 8gl-(t,:c,0)u'

i—git,z,u) >co i=1,...,m.

= 8’&]‘
We obtain
— <D [ K(t,x— t,y)dy — D - -
5 <D [ K=ty dy—pus (BEED) e
where ¢3 = - ” . Tt follows that r(e=T®(T,0)) < r(®(T,0)) = 1. By the same arguments

as those in the case where w(®) < 0, we conclude u = 0, which is a contradiction.
Next, we assume that w(®) = 0 is the principal eigenvalue. Let p be the principal
eigenfunction associated with w(®) such that 0 < p < w in R x 4. By (G3), we have

0=w(®)p(t,x)

8p g;(t, x,0)
-D tox—y)p(t.y)dy + Dp — | 220
8t Qo ’C( ! y)p( 7 y) Y e ( au’j m><mp
<o
<5 D i K(t,x —y)p(t,y)dy + Dp — g(t, x,p)

in R x Qy. Define o :=sup{a > 0:au < pin R x Q) and set ¢ := p — a*u. Then
a* € (0,1) and £ € XV satisfying

0
a—i(t x) =2 D A Ktz —y)&t,y)dy — DE+ g(t, 2, p) — a”g(t, z, u)
> D g K(t,x —y)&(t,y)dy — DE+ g(t,2,p) — g(t, z,a"w)
=D | K(t,z—y)&(t,y)dy — DE+ H(t, x,p, a*u)E, (3.6)
Qo
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where H(t,x,p,a*u) is T-periodic, cooperative and irreducible. Suppose there exists to
such that &(tg,-) € X+ \ 0. By Lemma and the temporal periodicity of &, it follows
that £(¢,-) € Int(X,) for all ¢ € R which contradicts the definition of a*. Otherwise, we
must have £(¢,-) € X, N0 for all ¢ € R. In this case, there exists (fo,zo) € R x Qg such
that &(to, x9) = 0. Considering at (tg, o), we again arrive at a contradiction.
According to Theorem we conclude that for any t € R, u(t,z) = 0 almost every-
where for z € Qg. Assume that there exists (t*,2*) € R x Qq such that u(t*,2*) > 0.
It follows that wu(t,z*) > 0 for all ¢ € R and satisfies the following periodic differential

equation:
%u(zﬁ,x*) = —Du+g(t,z*,u), t>0,
u(t,z*) =u(t+T,x%), teR.
For each = € ), define the operator:

_Dt""fg(agiés’z’()) )me ds

Q.(t)v:=e “i v, vER™

According to [34, Lemma B.2] and (3.4), we have maxr(Q,(T)) < r(®(7,0)) = 1. By
SO

[53, Theorem 2.3.4], we can show that ||u(t,z*)||gm — 0 as ¢ — +oo which leads to a
contradiction. Thus, we conclude that u(t,z) = 0 for all (t,7) € R x Q.

Case 3. When w(®) > 0, we first show that the positive solution is unique, if it
exists. Suppose that w is another positive solution of in Xi. Based on the previous
analysis, it holds that

inf w;(t, z) > 0.
(t,2)€[0,T]x 0 ,i=1,....m
Define #* := sup{8 > 0 : fu < w in R x Qy} and set & := w — B*u. Without loss of
generality, assume * € (0,1]. Then, applying a similar argument on the equation of
e X_"; as in Case 2, we obtain £* = 1, that is, u < w in R x Q. Similarly, we can also
show u > w in R x Qy. Thus, the positive solution of is unique.

Next, we prove the existence of a positive solution for . If there exists a function
¢ € X such that ®(T',0)¢ > ¢, then, following the similar arguments as in [51, Theorem
2.2], it can be shown that admits a positive solution w € X’j}r. Furthermore, in view
of the discussion on [51, Theorem 2.2] (or |43, Theorem E]) and the uniqueness of positive
solution, we also have w € Int(C7).

We proceed to construct a function ¢ € X such that ®(7,0)¢ > ¢. If 7(®(7,0)) >
max r(Q. (7)), based on the results of [34, Lemmas 2.5 and B.2| (or [2, Theorem 2.1]), we

zE€QY

conclude that there exists ¢ € Int(C;) with ||¢|| = 1 satisfying Lr¢ = s(Lr)¢. Since

g(t,x, (i;b(ta ) (agig;fﬂ 0) ) . o(t, x)

uniformly for (¢, z) € [0,7] x Q, it follows that there exists § > 0 such that

=0
Rm

lim
6—0t

0g;i(t,z,0)

an

g(t,2,00) > ( ) 56 — s(Lr)3o

for all (t,7) € [0,T] x Q. As a result, the following inequality holds:

(5%¢(t, x) < D) K(t,x —y)o(t,y)dy — Déo + g(t,x,0¢), te€[0,T].

Qo
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Thus, we conclude that ®(7',0)d¢(0,-) > d¢(0,-).
If r(®(T,0)) = maxr(Q.(T)), there exist zo € {2y and ¢ > 0 such that r(Q.(T)) > 1

e

for all # € By, ,. As stated in [29, Section I, the function r(z) := r(Q.(T)) is continuous,
and there exists a continuous function p(z) satisfying Q.(T)p(z) = r(z)p(x) for x € Q.
Define ry := rEr;lin r(z) > 1, and construct the cut-off function

xre

ro,%g
( 1
17 H*T - xOHRn S gga
3 1 1 2
77(1') = - E(H‘r - ':COHR" - 59)7 g@ S ||$ - x0‘|§n S §Q7
0, o = wollen > Zo
\

By assumption (G2), we can choose ¢(x) such that

m =1 d i i >0 forall .
(Jhex () ]|g an :Cerénnzg |0i()] orall ¢

0,30 0,3

In g

Define ¢(t,x) :=e 7

'Q.(t)p(x). Similarly, there exists &’ > 0 such that
/ agi(t7 Z, 0) ' Inry
> = L 7
g(t,x,8') ( o, >mxm 5 5

for all (t,z) € [0,T] x . Since n(x) € [0,1], it follows that g(t,z,d'ny) > ng(t, x,0'y).
Thus, for ¢ € [0, T] and z € €y, we have

0
5’77(95)51/1(12 r) < D5’/Q Ktz —y)n(y)v(t,y) dy — Dd'mp + g(t, x, 0'mp).

Consequently, we obtain ®(7,0)dn(0,-) > dn(T,-) > d'mp(0,-). This completes the
proof. O]

We are now ready to prove the main results of this section.

Theorem 3.9. Assume that (K), (G1)—(G3) and (T) hold. The following statements
are valid for system (3.1)):

(1) If w(®) <0, then 0 is globally asymptotically stable in X7 .

(2) If w(®) =0 and either (G3') holds or w (®) = 0 is the principal eigenvalue, then 0
is globally asymptotically stable in XY .

(3) If w(®) > 0, then w* is globally asymptotically stable in XY \ {0}, where w* is
obtained in Lemma [3.(2).

Proof. In the case where w(®) < 0, for any ¢ € XV, by comparison principle, we have
0 < wu(t,z;¢) <wu(t,z;v). It is clear that

u(kT +t,z;0) <u((k— DT +t,x;v) <wv, k>1.

Then the sequence {u(kT +t,z;v)} converges pointwise as k — +oo to some function
u, € X{. By Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, it is straightforward to verify
that u, is a nonnegative solution of ({3.5). Furthermore, by Lemma we deduce that
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us(t,z) = 0. Subsequently, applying Dini’s theorem, we conclude that u(¢,x;v) — 0 as
t — +oo uniformly for z € Q. Therefore, u(t, z;¢) also converges to 0 uniformly for
z € Qy as t — +00. The desired result immediately follows from [52, Lemma 2.1].

In the case where w(®) > 0, by Lemma 3.8 admits a unique positive solution
w*(t,x). For any ¢ € XV with ¢ # 0, Theorem implies that u(T, z;¢) € Int(X,).
Thus, there exists 0 < § < 1 such that u(T,x;¢) > dw*(0,z). Since dw*(t,z) is a
subsolution of the equation corresponding to due to (G3), we have dw*(t,z) <
u(t, x; dw*(0,-)). It follows that, for k > 1,

u((k+ DT +t,2;0) > wkT +t,z; 6w (0,-) > u((k — )T +t, z; 0w*(0,-)).

According to Lemmal[3.8] it is easy to see that the sequences {u(kT +t, z;v)} and {u(kT+
t,z;0w*(0,-))} converge pointwise to the same function w* € Int(C}) as k — +oo . Then,
by Dini’s theorem, we have

lim [lu(t,v) = w (1)l = lim_[Ju(t, 50w (0,)) = (£, )| =0,

t—-+o0
which yields
hm Ju(t, - ¢) —w(t,-)[x = 0.

t——+o0

With Remark [3.7] we then obtain the global asymptotic stability of w*. O

Next, we present a generalized version of Theorem which provides the global
dynamics of (3.1 in X.
Theorem 3.10. Assume that (K), (G1)—(G3) and (T) hold. The following statements
are valid for system (3.1)):
(1) If w(P) <0, then 0 is globally asymptotically stable in Xj’r,

(2) If w(®) =0 and either (G3') holds or w (®) = 0 is the principal eigenvalue, then 0
is globally asymptotically stable in XY .

(8) If w(®) > 0, then w* is globally asymptotically stable in Xi\(), where w* € Int(C})
as obtained in Lemmal[3.§(2).

Proof. In the case where w(®) < 0, the proof is similar to that of Theorem . For the
case where w(®) > 0, according to Theorem , the solution of system in X’i \ 0
becomes strongly positive at any positive time. We may consider a positive time as the
initial time. The subsequent proof is analogous to that of Theorem and is therefore
omitted. O

Finally, we consider a special case where K and ¢ are independent of ¢, specifically:
(TO) K(t,z) = K(z) and g(t, z,u) = g(z, u).
In this case, Ly and problem (3.5)) reduce to

[Lou] (z) := D g K(x —y)u(y)dy — Du + (%{:O» u(z), weX,
and
D g K(z —y)u(t,y)dy — Du+ g(z,u) =0, (3.7)

respectively. According to [49, Theorem 3.14], [37, Corollary 2.1] or [48, Proposition 2.4],
it holds that s(Lg) = s(—% + Lo). Here, —% + Ly is considered as an operator on Cr.
Based on Theorem [3.9, we can deduce the following conclusions.
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Corollary 3.11. Assume that (K), (G1)—(G3) and (TO) hold. The following state-
ments are valid for system (3.1)):

(1) If s(Lo) < 0, then 0 is globally asymptotically stable for system (3.1)) in X7.

(2) If s(Lo) = 0 and either (G3') holds or s(Ly) = 0 is the principal eigenvalue, then 0
is globally asymptotically stable for system (3.1)) in X7 .

(8) If s(Lg) > 0, then problem (3.7) admits a unique positive solution w* in X’i More-
over, w* € Int(X,) and is globally asymptotically stable for system (3.1)) in X¥\{0}.

4 Asymptotically bounded domain

In this section, we investigate the global dynamics of system (1.4) when the domain
2, is asymptotically bounded, with a particular focus on two cases where {2; converges
asymptotically to a fixed domain or a time-periodic domain.

4.1 Asymptotically fixed domain

In this subsection, we consider the case where the domain €2, asymptotically converges
to a fixed domain. Specifically, we assume that p(t) satisfies the following asymptotic
condition:

(B1) lim p(t) = pso >0, lim p(t) =0.

t——+o0 t—+00

We start with the limiting system:

% = D/QO Jp%o(y — 2)u(t, z)dz — Du(t,y) + f(u), t >0,y € Qy, (41)
U(O,y) = uO(Z/)? ye QO'

Define
[Lu] (y) == D g Sy = 2)u(z)dz = Du(y) + Df(O)uly), we X,

Let

L] (9) =D | [J1(y=2) + e u(e)dz = Duly) +culy) + DI O)uly), € X,

Poo

and

[L.u] (y) :==D [max {JL (y—2z2)—e, 0}] u(z) dz—Du(y)—eu(y)+Df(0)u(y), v e X.
QO Poo

According to [2,37], L admits principal eigenvalue, as do L. and L.. Let \* == s(L), M=
s(Lc) and AI := s(L.) which are the principal eigenvalues of L, L. and L, respectively.
It is easy to verify that A} — A" and Al — A" as e — 0. B

Indeed, let U(t), U-(t) and U,(t) denote the ¢o-semigroup generated by L, L. and L,
respectively. Obviously, for any given T" > 0,

r(U.(T)) < r(U(T)) < r(U(T)).

)
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According to [37, Theorem 2.2], there exists ¢ € Int(X ) such that Lo = A*¢. It follows
that U(T)¢ = r(U(T))¢ since r(U(T)) = e**. By the variation of constants formula, we
have

0.(1)6] @) 2 Ul ) —¢ [ V(-9 [ [ )61 ) s + 051 <~>] () ds.

0

It is easy to verify that

lim
e—0t

= 0.
b's

[ue-af (616 2) b+ L6900

Hence, for any €* > 0, there exists 6 > 0 such that for all 0 < e < §, we have U_(T)¢ >
(r(U(T)) — €*) ¢. According to |35, Lemma 2.4}, one can deduce that r(U_(T)) > r(U(T))—

e* for all 0 < e < 4. It follows that lim+ Al = A\*. By the similar discussion or according
e—0

to [29, Section IX, P.497], one can show ! — \* as ¢ — 0F. According to Corollary |3.11}
we have the following results.

Proposition 4.1. The following statements are valid for system (4.1)):
(1) If X* <0, then 0 is globally asymptotically stable in X7 .

(2) If \* > 0, then system (4.1) admits a unique positive steady state u* in Xi, more-
over, u* € Int(X}) and is globally asymptotically stable in X7 \ {0}.

Theorem 4.2. Assume (B1) holds. For system (1.4)), the following statements are valid:
(1) If X* <0, then 0 is globally asymptotically stable in X7 .
(2) If X* > 0, then u* is globally asymptotically stable in X7 \ {0}.

Proof. For any € > 0, since J%(z) — J 1 (2) uniformly for z € S := {x —y:x €Oy € ﬁo}

Poo

and % — 0 as t — +o0, there exists t. > 0 such that

~—

(T
max{JL(z)—a,O} SJ%(Z)SJL(Z)—F&, and —€§n%§€,

~—

for all z € S;t > t.. Consider the following auxiliary problems

ou

e _ D/Q [Jp%.o(y_z) —|—5] Ue(t,2) dz — Duc(t,y)

ot
tetio(ty) + f(T@),  t>tayeQy (42)
'L_Le(tsay> = u<t€>y)7 Yy € QO'
and
%zD [max{Jl(y—z)—sOHu(tz)dz—Du(ty)
ot % = ’ e e\
_egs(ty) + f(gs)7 t> t€7y € QO) (43)
gs(t67y> - u(tmy)v y e Q.
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Let u.(t,y) and u_(t,y) denote the solutions of (4.2)) and (4.3)), respectively. By compar-

ison principle, we have
u.(t,y) <u(t,y) <u.(ty) fory € Qo,t > t.. (4.4)

When A\* > 0, there exists ¢y > 0 such that /_\f‘; > 0 and Al > 0 for all ¢ < gy. Due
to (F), we can verify that v is a supersolution for system (4.2)) and (4.3)) for all € > 0
small enough, and the conclusions obtained in Section 3 still hold for these system. By

Corollary [3.11} system (4.2) and (4.3) admit a unique positive steady state uf(y) and

*

u?(y), respectively, and

e

lim |ae(t,) —uZllx = lim flu(t,-) —ulllx = 0. (4.5)

t——+o00 t——+o00 -

One can verify that @ (y) > u’(y), and @}(y) is nondecreasing and u’(y) is nonincreasing
in £. Hence, for each y € Qp, u*(y) and u?*(y) converge to some u*(y) and u*(y) as € tends
to zero, respectively. By Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, it is straightforward
to verify that u*(y) and u*(y) satisfy the same equation

D [ 1y 2)u()dz ~ Duly) + f(u(y)) = 0

According to Proposition [4.1] we have u* = u* = u* € X. Therefore, by Dini’s theorem,

: — % * 1 * ok —
lim [ | = lim Juz — ' =0 (1.6)

By combining (4.4)—(4.6) with Remark we obtain the global stability of u*.
When \* < 0, there exists €; such that A\, < 0. By Corollary |3.11} one has ., (t,y)
converges to zero uniformly in y € Qg as t — +o0, which implies

lim [Ju(t, )|y = 0. (4.7)

t—-+o00

When \* = 0, we have \* > 0 for any € > 0. Hence, to prove (4.7), it suffices to show
that @*(y) = 0. According to Proposition (or Lemma , this holds true. In view of
Remark [3.7] we then deduce the global asymptotic stability of 0. O

By Theorem [3.10, we also have the following observation.
Theorem 4.3. Assume (B1) holds. The following statements are valid for system (1.4)):
(1) If \* <0, then 0 is globally asymptotically stable in )A(i

(2) If \* > 0, then u* is globally asymptotically stable in )A(i \ 0.

4.2 Asymptotically time-periodic domain

In this subsection, we explore the global dynamics in the case where €2; is asymptotically
time-periodic. Specifically, we assume that there exists a positive T-periodic function pr
satisfying the following asymptotic condition:

(B2) lim (p(t) — pr(t)) = lim ((t) — pr(t)) = 0.

t——+o0 t—4o00
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Consider the limiting system:

ou pr(t)

5 = D o Jﬁ(y — 2)u(t, z) dz — Du(t,y) — in(t)u + f(u), t>0,y € Qo,

u(0,y) = uo(y), y € Q.

(4.8)
and the linearized system:
or(t

gu _ D[ J.1 (y—zu(t,z)dz — Du(t,y) — in( )u +Df(0)u, t>0,y € Q,
ot Qo o (%) pT(t)
u(0,y) = uo(y), y € Q.

(4.9)
Let V(t,s) denote the evolution family on X generated by (4.9)). Consider an eigenvalue
problem association with (4.9)):

0 or(t
2 _p J 1 (y—2)u(t,z)dz — Du(t,y) — n'OT( )u +Df(0)u+ Au, teRyeQ,
ot Qp PT® pr(t)
w(T +t,y) = u(t,y), teR,y e Q.
(4.10)
According to [2], problem (4.10) admits the principal eigenvalue A%, which satisfies
Inr(V(T
Ny = —w(V) = ——”(T( )

By applying Theorem [3.9] we derive the following results.
Proposition 4.4. The following statements are valid for system (4.8):
(1) If X > 0, then 0 is globally asymptotically stable in X .

(2) If Ny < 0, then system (4.8)) admits a unique positive steady state w} in Xi; more-
over, wy. € Int(CF) and is globally asymptotically stable in X4 \ {0}.

Based on Theorem (or Lemma, Proposition , and the arguments in Theorem
4.2 we have the following result.

Theorem 4.5. Assume (B2) holds. For system , the following statements are valid:
(1) If X > 0, then 0 is globally asymptotically stable in X .
(2) If X <0, then wy is globally asymptotically stable in X7 \ {0}.
Theorem [3.10| gives rise to the following observation.
Theorem 4.6. Assume (B2) holds. The following statements are valid for system .'
(1) If N > 0, then 0 is globally asymptotically stable in X}ﬁ

(2) If Ny < 0, then u}. is globally asymptotically stable in Xi \ 0.

21



5 Asymptotically unbounded domain

In this section, we continue to investigate the global dynamics of system ((1.4)) in the case
where €, is asymptotically unbounded. Accordingly, we assume that p(t) satisfies the
following infinite growth condition:

. - . o) .
(B3) tginoo p(t) = +oo, tginoo 25 =k =0 and Qg is convex.
In addition to the assumption (J), we also impose the following assumption on J in this
section:

(J1) J is compactly supported with its center of mass at the origin, i.e., [, J(z)zdz = 0.

Throughout this section, we always assume that (B3) and (J1) hold. Consider the
limiting system:

dw
— = —nk t>0
% nkw + f(w), t>0, (5.1)
w(0) = wy € M.
For convenience, denote A := —nkI + Df(0) where [ is a identity matrix. Note that

the Perron—Frobenius theorem implies that s(A) is the principal eigenvalue of A, that is,
there exists a vector z > 0 in R™ such that Az = s(A)z. According to [53, Theorem
2.3.4], we have the following threshold dynamics result for system (/5.1)).

Proposition 5.1. The following statements are valid:
(1) If s(A) <0, then 0 is globally asymptotically stable for system (5.1)) in M.
(2) If s(A) > 0, then system (5.1)) has a unique positive equilibrium w,., and it is globally
asymptotically stable for system (5.1) in M\ {0}.

Consider the following auxiliary problem:

dw p(t)
E = —nﬁw + f(w)7 t>0, (5.2)
w(0) = wo € M.

Clearly, system (5.1]) is the limiting system of (5.2)). Applying the theory of asymptotically

autonomous semiflows or the theory of chain transitive sets (see [53, Section 1.2.1]), we

can deduce that if s(A) < 0, the solution w(t; wy) of (5.2)) satisfies tliin w(t; wo) = 0.
—+00

For each ¢ € XY, let wy := max ¢(y). According to Theorem , we have u(t,y; ) <

y€Qo
w(t; wp). It follows that tliin |lu(t,-; ¢)||x = 0. That is, we obtain the following result.
—+oo

Proposition 5.2. If s(A) < 0, for each ¢ € XY, the solution u(t,y;¢) of system (1.4)
satisfies tliin lu(t,-; 9)lx =0.
—r 00

In the following discussion, we focus on the global dynamics of system (1.4)) for s(A) >
0. Consider the following system:

ou /

— =D J1 (y—2)u(t,z)dz — Du—nku+ f(u), t> 0,y € Q,

5 =D | L l—2u2) f, tx0yeny
u(0,y) = uo(y), y € Q.

We first analyze the asymptotic behavior of the solutions to system ([5.3) and then derive
the dynamics of system by the comparison principle. To construct a subsolution
of the equation corresponding to system , we introduce an auxiliary function that
partially decouples the vanishing factor % from the effects of nonlocal diffusion.
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Lemma 5.3. There exist a nonnegative function ¢ € C1(R™), which is strictly positive in
Qo and vanishes outside it, and a constant T’ > 0 such that

/Q e =)0l Ay — o) > —ﬁm), Vr R, t> T (5.4)

Proof. We first consider the case where ) is an open ball By, defined as Byg := {z €
R™ : | — x9| < 2R}, where |z| denotes the Euclidean distance from z to the origin.
Without loss of generality, assume xy = 0. Define

]_, x € BR,

T
ﬁ(m—x)Q, xEB2R\BR,
where Z is the orthogonal projection of z onto 0Bsg. Define a smooth function

1
Cexp(—l_:ﬁ), x € By,
0, x € R"\ By,

() =

where C' is the normalizing constant such that [;, ¢(z)dz = 1. For € > 0, let ¢ (z) :=

e ™"p(z/e), which defines a mollifier. Here, we take ¢ = Tlo%o and denote suppy. by K.
Define
1, r € BR+ K,
n(z) =< 0, x € R"\ (Bg + 2K),
%—i—%cos (wf’o"%%) z € (Br+2K)\ (Bg + K).

Clearly, n € C'(R") and satisfies n(z) = 1 for |z| < % and n(z) = 0 for |z| > %%. We
define
¢(x) = n(x)pe(x) + (1 —n(x))p(z), z€R,

where . = 1. x p. It follows that ¢ € C'(R™) which is strictly positive in By and
vanishes outside it.

Next, we verify that the function ¢ satisfies the inequality .

(i). Let x € Bgr + 3K. By Taylor’s Theorem, we have

p(t)

L T (2 =)o) dy — ¢(x)
— [ T (- y)(ely) - b)) dy

1
Bon p(t)

— J (z—y)(Vo(x)(y —x) + o(ly — x])) dy

Bon p(t)

= Vo(z) /B . J1 (—z)zdz+ Jﬁ (x —y)o(ly — z|) dy

p(t) Baog

:=L T4 (x— y)olly — 2]) dy, (5.5)

p(t)
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for sufficiently large p(t). Since ¢ is bounded below by a positive constant on Bg + 3K,
there exists T} > 0, independent of x, such that

P(6) p(t)
(ii). Let € R™\ (Bgr + 3K). By the definition of ¢, we have

/B Ja1(z—y)o(y)dy — é(z) > —qu(x), xr € Bp+3K, t > 1. (5.6)

0, z € R™\ Bog,
¢(x) =p(r) =9 1
R?
which is convex on R" \ (Bg + 2K). Take R(z) := 2R + |z, then we have

(f—$)2, $€BQR\(BR+2K>,

a::/ J%(x—y)ydy, Ve € R"\ (B + 3K), t > Ty,
BR() ot

for sufficiently large T, > 0. Using Jensen’s inequality [22], we conclude

p(t) Bog p(t)

olx) < / T (2~ y)dy) dy = / T+ (o~ y)é(y) dy, (5.7)
BR(x)

for any z € R"\ (Bgr + 3K) and t > T5. Thus, we have established for the case
where )y is an open ball.

For a general bounded convex domain )y with a smooth boundary 9€)y, based on the
John ellipsoid, we may apply an affine transformation 7 to map €2y onto an open ball.
Using the same approach, we may construct a function ¢y, (-) corresponding to the ball.
By the inverse affine transformation, we obtain a function ¢, (7 '(-)) € C'(R"). This
function is convex in a neighborhood of 92y, and further satisfies . This completes
the proof. n

Lemma 5.4. Assume s(A) > 0. Then there exist constants oo > 0 and N > 0 such that
for any 6 € (0,6, the function ug(y) := dz¢(y), where z is the positive eigenvector of A
and ¢ € CY(R") is given by Lemma is a subsolution of the equations corresponding

to (5.3) in [N, 4+00) x Q.

Proof. We fix a real number k4 > 0 such that A 4+ k4 has positive diagonal entries and
set s(A) == T and € = 5{7;;- By an elementary analysis (see, for example, (6.10)
in [18]), there exists a vector v > 0 in R™ satisfying

f(u) —nku > Au — eo(Au + kau), u € [0, 0]gm.

Next, we choose a sufficiently small &, > 0 such that ugs(z) € [0,d]gm for all 2 € Q. It
follows that for any ¢ € (0, dg], we have

D / J1 (2 — y)us(y) dy — Dugs — nkug + f(ug)
Qo

p(t)

1
> _ _
> p(t)Dg(; + ((1 €)A eokA]>g5

> (-
:(_p(

~

+ (1 — 60)77 — 60]€A)Q5

)

o)
SWiEen

+f)
— U
£ 2/

~—
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where d := max {dy,ds, ..., d,}, and hence,

D | Ji (z—vy)us(y)dy — Dus — nkus + f(us) > 0 in R™ for all = € Q,

Q0 P(t
provided that p(t) > %‘Z . The proof is completed. O

Next, we use the subsolution obtained in Lemma to further construct a general-
ized subsolution (see, e.g., [31]) of the equation corresponding to system (5.3), which is
instrumental in establishing the asymptotic behavior of solutions to the system. Define

g = {x € Qy:d(y,00) >n}. It is clear that Q, 7 Qy as n — 0%. Let g,(y) be a
smooth cut-off function satisfying o, (y) = 0 in Qy \ ©,, and g, (y) = 1 in Qy,. If s(A4) > 0,
by the Dancer-Hess connecting orbit theorem (see, e.g., |11, Proposition 1] and 23| Propo-
sition 2.1]), it follows that system admits a connecting orbit o : R — M such that

a(—o00) =0, a(+o0) =w,., o'(t) >0, Vt € R.
Since a(—o0) = 0, there exists 7 = 7(d,n) such that
a(r) < u;(y) for all y € Q). (5.8)

Lemma 5.5. For any given u € X with u |pq,= 0, then

=0.

X

lim
t——+o00 p(t)

/QO Ja (= 2ulz)dz —u

Proof. We extend u(y) to be zero for y € R™ \ €. Then we have
|02z —uty) = [ T (=)l - ) ds
Q0 p(t) n P
z
[ ut+ ) - ) e
[upp] p(t)
For any € > 0, there exists . > 0, independent of z, such that

<e, Vt>t,., z€suppd,
X

since p(t) — 400 as t — +oo. Consequently, we obtain

/SuppJ J(2) {u(- + %} _ u(-)} d

This completes the proof. n

<e Vt>t..
X

Motivated by [32, Lemma 3.2], we have the following result.

Lemma 5.6. Assume s(A) > 0. For any given 6 € (0,0],n > 0,7,
7 <7 and (5.8), there exist two positive constants B = B(1,7) a dN
such that for any to > N, the function

€ R satisfying
N(n,T T) > N

,7_

u(t,y) == max {us(y), a(ln o, (y) + 7 — (7 — 7)e 7))}

is a generalized subsolution of the equations corresponding to (5.3)) in [to, +00) x Q.
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Proof. For any given n > 0 and 7 > 7, we define that

/
¢ :=c1(7,7) = max {m&u_c ai(s)} >0,

/
¢y :=Co(T,7T) = min {Srer[lir;] 2025(88))} > 0.

We extend the function a(In g, (y) + 7) to Qo, defining it as 0 at any point y € Qo where
0,(y) =0, for all 7 € [r,7]. Clearly, under this extension, a(In g,(y) + 7) is a continuous

function on € x [z, 7], satisfying a(In g,(y)+7) = 0 for 9Qy x [, T]. According to Lemma
, there exists N = N(n,7,7) > N such that

1
D[ Ju )( —z)a(lng,(2) + 7)dz — Da(lng,(y) + 1) > —= n%in] o' (s). (5.9)
Q O s€lr,7
Let 8= #— and 7(t) :== 7 — (7 — 7)e Pt=10) where t, > N is an arbitrarily chosen

constant. Define the set

D= {(t.y) € [to, +00) x D : a(lnoy(y) + (1)) > us(y)}

Clearly, it holds that u(t,y) = a(Ing,(y) + 7(t)) in D. By (5.8), and due to the mono-
tonicity of a, we have Ing,(y) + 7(t) > 7 in D. At the same time, direct computation
yields

a(lng,(y) +7(1)) < eu(T — z)Ba(ln oy (y) + (1))
= coa(In g, (y) + 7(t)) in D, (5.10)

0
ot

and
fla(ng,(y) + 7(t)) — nka(lng,(y) + 7(t)) = o/(In 0,(y) + 7())

1
> = H[lin] a'(s) + ca(ln g, (y) + 7(t)) in D.
se|T,T
(5.11)

Together with (5.9)—(5.11]), and using the fact that

D[ Ji(y—2ultz)dz>D | Ji(y—=za(lng,(z)+7(t))dz,

Qo p(t) Qo p(t)

we obtain that

0

5 a(ln o, (y) + 7(t)) <D/ L (y — 2)u(t,z)dz — Du —nku+ f(u) inD. (5.12)
By virtue of Lemma in the set

D := {(t,y) € [to, +00) x Qo : us(y) > a(lno,(y) +7(¢))},

we have

0= 8u5 <D/ Ju(t, z)dz — Du — nku + f(u). (5.13)

Combining (5.12) and (5.13)), it follows that u(t,y) is a generalized subsolution of the
equations corresponding to system ((5.3)) in [to, +00) x €. O]
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Next, using the subsolution constructed in Lemmas [5.4] and we establish the
asymptotic behavior of solutions to system . Furthermore, under assumption (B3),
we perturb system and employ the comparison principle to analyze the asymptotic
behavior of solutions to system (|1.4)).

Proposition 5.7. Assume s(A) > 0. For any ¢ € X \ {0}, the solution u(t,y;¢) of
system (5.3 satisfies tliin u(t,y; ¢) = we uniformly in any compact subset of Q.
—+o0

Proof. According to Theorem [3.4] the solution u(t,-;¢) € Int(X?Y) for ¢ > 0. We can
choose & € (0, 8] small enough such that u(1,y; ¢) > us(y) for all y € Q. It follows that
u(t,y; @) > us(y) in [1, +00) x Qq.

Let n > 0 be an arbitrarily given constant, 7 be chosen to satisfy , and T > 7

be another arbitrarily given constant. Set ¢, = max {1, N }, and let u be defined as in

Lemma with time to. Clearly, u(to,y) = us(y) on Qp due to (5.8). According to
Theorem [3.4 we have u(t,y; ¢) > u(t,y) in [to, +00) X Q. It follows that

u(l,y; ) = a(lnoy(y) +7(1)) = a(7(t)), Vy € Qay, T € [to, +00),
since 0,(y) = 1 in Qy,. Due to lim;,, o 7(t) = 7, we have

l%erinfu(t, y; ¢) > o7) uniformly for y € Qy,,.
—+00

Letting 7 — 400, then

lim inf u(¢, y; ¢) > w, uniformly for y € s, (5.14)

t—4o00

On the other hand, let wy = max¢(y). By comparison principle, we have u(t,y;¢) <
IS

w(t; wo) for t > 0 and y € Qp, where w(t; wp) is the solution of system (5.1]) with w(0; wg) =
wy. By Proposition |5.1,, we have

limsup u(t, y; ¢) < w, uniformly for y € €. (5.15)

t—+o0

Together with (5.14)—(5.15)), we deduce t£+moo u(t,y; ¢) = we uniformly for y € Qy,. By the
arbitrariness of n, it follows that the conclusion holds for any compact subset of €05. [

Proposition 5.8. Assume s(A) > 0. For any ¢ € X} \ {0}, the solution u(t,y;¢) of
system (1.4) satisfies tli+m u(t,y; ¢) = we uniformly in any compact subset of Qp.
— 400

Proof. Since s(A) > 0, there exists g9 > 0 such that s(A+el) > 0 for all € € (0,g4]. By
assumption (B3), there exists t. such that

nk—sgnﬂgnk—l—g for all t > t..

p(t)

Let u’ . denote the positive equilibrium of the system
u'(t) = —nkuteu+ f(u), weM.

It is straightforward to verify that lim. o+ u% . = w.. Notice that every nontrivial solution
of ¥/ (t) = —nku + eu + f(u) is a supersolution for (1.4) in [t.,+00) x €y. By Theorem
3.4l and Proposition [5.1], it follows that

limsup u(t, y; ¢) < u*, uniformly for y € Q.

t—+00
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Letting ¢ — 0™, we obtain

lim sup u(t, y; ¢) < w, uniformly for y € Q. (5.16)

t——+00

On the other hand, consider the following auxiliary problem:

QoD [ Ty 2ult ) Az Do —nku—zut (), £ 1y € 9,
Q
u(ts,y) = u(tEJy’ ¢)7 Yy < Qo,

and denote its solution by 1. By Theoremf, it holds that u(t,y; ¢) > ¥(t,y) for t > t.
7

and y € Q. Furthermore, by Proposition , we have tliin ||w(t, ) —ut, |C(Q,) =0, for
—+o0

any compact subset )’ C Qq. It follows that

lim inf u(t, y; ¢) > we (5.17)

t—+o00

uniformly for y in any compact subset of {25. Combining (5.16|) and (5.17)), the proof is
complete. n

By combining Propositions [5.2] and [5.8] we have the following threshold-type results
on the global dynamics of system (|1.4]).

Theorem 5.9. The following statements are valid for system (1.4)):
(1) If s(A) <0, then 0 is globally asymptotically stable in X3 .

(2) If s(A) > 0, for each vy € X% \ {0}, the solution u(t,y;uo) of system (L.4)) satisfies
tligrn u(t, y, ug) = we uniformly in any compact subset of Qy, where w, is shown as
—r+00

in Proposition [5.1(2).
As a consequence of Theorems [3.4] and [3.10] we also have the following result.
Theorem 5.10. For system , the following statements are valid:
(1) s(A) <0, then 0 is globally asymptotically stable in X};

(2) If s(A) > 0, for each ug € X¥ \ 0, the solution u(t,y;ue) of system (L4) satisfies

tlim u(t, y, ug) = we uniformly in any compact subset of (.
—+00

6 Numerical simulations

In this section, we present numerical simulations based on a practical model to illustrate
our analytic results. Specifically, we consider a West Nile (WN) virus model proposed
in [3350], which is described by the following ODE dynamical system:
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dL
—V = bv(SV + EV —|— [V) — vaV — dLLv,

dt
ds I
d_tv = _aVBRN_};SV +myLy — dySy,

dE 1
- = OévﬁRN—RSV — (kv +dv)Ev,
R

dt

drl

— = kv Eyv —dyly,

dt (6.1)
DR _ pBr 2RIy 4 ngR

a R RNR v T NRIVR,

dl S

d_tR = CYRﬁRN—ifV — (0r + V) IR,
dRg

—— =~plp —npR

dt YRIR — TIRAR,
dXg
—— =plp.

1 RIR

The meanings of the parameters in the system (/6.1)) are provided in Table

Table 1: Description of variables and parameters of the model (6.1)).

Parameters Description
Ly, Sy, By, Iy the numbers of the classes of larval, susceptible, exposed and
infectious (infective) adult in female mosquito, respectively
Sr, Ir, Rr, XRr the numbers of the classes of susceptible, infectious, removed

and dead in bird, respectively

Nrp =Sp+ Igr + Rr total live population of bird

by
dr,dy
Or
ay, R
Br
my
Ky
YR
R

mosquito birth rate

larval, adult mosquito death rate

bird death rate, caused by virus

WN transmission probability per bite to mosquitoes, birds
biting rate of mosquitoes on birds

mosquito maturation rate

virus incubation rate in mosquitoes

bird recovery rate from WN

bird loss of immunity rate

As noted by Lewis et al. [33], “both bird and mosquito movements actually involve a
maxture of local interactions, long-distance dispersal and, in the case of birds, migratory
flights”. Thus, it is natural to incorporate nonlocal diffusion into system (6.1). Under
appropriate assumptions ( [33]), this system simplifies to:

(0l
ot

0lg
ot

—Q :Dv/ J(ZL'—Z)]V(Z,t)dZ—vaV
Qo

I x € Qpy, t>0,
+ OCVBRN_R (Av — Iy) — dv 1y,
R (6.2)
—:DR J(J?—Z)IR(Z,t)dZ—DRIR
o I z €Qy, t>0,
+ OéRﬁRN—V (Nr = Ir) — vrIR,
R



where Dy and Dy denote the diffusion coefficients with Dy, < Dy as mosquitoes disperse
more slowly than birds, and Ay := Sy + Ey + Iy and Ny are constants. We now consider
the nonlocal system on a time-varying domain and use the approach discussed in
Section 2 to rewrite in the following form. For convenience, the unknown functions
retain their original symbols.

( 88];/ - DV/ p(t)J(p(t)(y - Z))]V(Z,t) dz — Dy Iy
" I 5t RS QO, t> O,
+ OévﬂR—R (Ay = 1Iy) — (dv + &) Iy,
oI Nr p(t) 63)
af - DR/ p(t)J(p(t)(y — 2))Ir(2,t) dz — Drlg
" (t) yeQO, t > 0.
\ + ozRﬁR N, (NR —Ip) — <7R + %) In,

In this system, we have v := (Ay, Ng) and M := [0, Ay] x [0, Ng|. It follows that all the
above analytical results are applicable to (6.3)). For simplicity, we set €y := (0,1) and

define J(z) as follows:
11— <1
J(I) — ’x|7 ’x| — I
0, lz| > 1.

At the following numerical simulations, we choose the initial values

I (0,y) = sin%; Tr(0, ) = 0.5y — 0.5,

For illustrative purpose, we set
vr = 0.01, Ngr =100, Ay =5000, Dy =0.03, Dp=2.
For other parameters, we use values as estimated in [50], namely,
dy =0.029, ay =024, ar=1, [r=0.16.

Next, we consider different asymptotic cases of p and conduct numerical simulations
to validate the theoretical results established for both asymptotically bounded and un-
bounded cases.

Case 1. Asymptotically fixed domain
3
Take p(t) := t > 0. It follows that hm p( ) =3 and 1tlier p(t) = 0. Let \* be
—+o0

1+1 2t 9
the principal elgenvalue of the following elgenvalue problem

Q A
DV/ pocd (poo(y — 2)) Iy (2,t) dz — Dy Iy + %RVIR —dy Iy = NIy,
Qo

DR/ Pood (Poo(y — 2))IR(2,t)dz — Drlr + arBrly — yrIgr = \'IR.
Qo

It can be shown that A* > 0, and numerical computations yield \* ~ 0.2196.

Case 2. Asymptotically periodic domain
Take p(t) := (1 — e7%) (0.2sin(0.17t) + 1) + 1. It follows that tli+m (p(t) — pr(t)) =
—+00

tliin (p(t) — pr(t)) = 0, where T' = 20 and pr(t) = 0.2sin(0.17t) + 1. Let A5 be the
—+00
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principal eigenvalue of the following eigenvalue problem

(01
=D | pr®I (O~ iv(z,t)dz - Drly
Qo
. teR,ye(0,1),
A /
LAV g = PP
o1 Nrg pr(t)
S =Dn [ orl17or(t)(y — 2)In(z,)d= ~ Dl
0 ool teR,y e (0,1),
+ apBrly — vrlp — 2o In + Nodg,
pr(t)
\]V(T + t7y) = ]V(ta y)7 IR<T + tv y) = ]R(tv y)a te Ray € (Oa ]-)

It can be shown that A} < 0, and numerical computations yield A\ ~ —0.2829.

Case 3. Asymptotically unbounded domain

Let p(t) := 0.5t + 1. Then k := thin % = 0. We choose this linear function because,
— 00

in numerical simulations, a rapidly growing p can lead to increased numerical errors and
reduced simulation accuracy. Denote

o (ke
arfBr —vr — k

By calculation, s(A) = =003EV00392EL29T64 o~ ().5348 > 0.

Case 4. Asymptotically ﬁxed domain with an asymmetric kernel

We are also interested in how an asymmetric kernel affects the solution distribution.
Since the kernel is not necessarily symmetric or compactly supported in the asymptotically
fixed domain case, we consider the following kernel J:

C’e‘é, r <0,
J(x)=C1—-22), 0<z<i,
0, :1:’2%

where C' = 1/(0.25 + y/7/2) is the normalizing constant. A direct computation shows
that fR z)dr =1 and fR z)rdr ~ —0.6375 < 0. Other parameters are the same as
in Case 1. Through similar calculatlons, we obtain A} ~ 0.1181.

From Fig. [1H3], we observe that the results of the numerical simulations are consistent
with our theoretical proofs. Although we have chosen relatively small diffusion coefficients,
the influence of spatial diffusion is still evident in the figures. Furthermore, a symmetrical
pattern emerges as time evolves, characterized by a central peak and decreasing values on
both sides of the graph. This results from the symmetry of the kernel and the homogeneous
Dirichlet boundary conditions. Additionally, as shown in Fig. [ the distribution pattern
of the kernel function significantly affects the location of population aggregation. Since
kernel’s center of mass lies on the negative half-axis, the populations exhibit a significant
leftward shift, leading to the aggregation (or maximum) point appearing near the leftmost
boundary.

Moreover, from Fig. [3] it is shown that the solution approaches a constant in the
middle part, while near the boundary, it decreases rapidly within a small neighborhood
of the boundary as time evolves. This phenomenon primarily arises from the shrinking
support of the kernel over time, as well as the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition.
Furthermore, it highlights the necessity of imposing the conditions on compact subsets,
as demonstrated in our proof in Section 5.
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Fig. 1. Dynamics of Iy, and Iy in Case 1.
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Fig. 3. Dynamics of Iy, and Ig in Case 3.
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