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Abstract

In this paper, we study a reaction-diffusion vector-host epidemic model. We define
the basic reproduction number Ry and show that R is a threshold parameter: if Ry <1
the disease free steady state is globally stable; if Ry > 1 the model has a unique globally
stable positive steady state. Our proof combines arguments from monotone dynam-
ical system theory, persistence theory, and the theory of asymptotically autonomous
semiflows.
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1 Introduction

In recent years, many authors (e.g. [I, [5, [6, [7, 8 1O, 1T, 12, 13, 14, 15 I8, 21, 23] 25
26, 32, 37, 38, 40, 41, [43]) propose reaction-diffusion models to study the transmission of
diseases. Among them, Fitzgibbon et al. [12, 13| apply a reaction-diffusion system on non-
coincident domains to describe the circulation of diseases between two hosts; Lou and Zhao
[25] propose a reaction-diffusion model with delay and nonlocal term to study the spread of
malaria; Vaidya, Wang and Zou [37] study the transmission of avian influenza in wild birds
by a reaction-diffusion model with spatial heterogeneous coefficients.

Although diffusive epidemic models are studied extensively, they have only recently been
used to describe a real world situation [I5], 26]. In [26], we simulate the spatial spread of
seasonal influenza in Puerto Rico using a diffusive SIR model based on the geographical and
population data. In [I5], the authors demonstrate the effectiveness of a diffusive vector-host
epidemic model in understanding the Zika outbreak in Rio De Janeiro. Our objective in this
manuscript is to provide a rigorous analysis of the reaction-diffusion model proposed in [I5].

Suppose that individuals are living in a bounded domain 2 C R" with smooth boundary
0. Let Hi(xz,t),V,(z,t) and V;(z,t) be the density of infected hosts, uninfected vectors,
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and infected vectors at position x and time ¢, respectively. Then the model proposed in [15]

to study the outbreak of Zika in Rio De Janerio is the following reaction-diffusion system

0

EHZ' —V-0(2)VH; = —=\(z)H; + o1(z)H,(2)V; reQ,t>0,
%Vu — V- 0a(2)VV, = —o9(x)V, H; + B(x)(V, + Vi) — u(x)(V, + Vi)V, ret>0,
%Vi — V- 0(2)VV; = o9(x)V, H; — p(x)(Vi, + V)V, xreQ,t>0.

(1.1)

with homogeneous Neumann boundary condition

0y 0y 0

- o> 5 Vi=0. z€00t>0, (1.2)

and initial condition
(Hi(.,0),Vi(.,0), Vi(x,0)) = (Hio, Vuo, Vio()) € C(Q;R2). (1.3)

where d;, 0, € C'T%(Q) are strictly positive, the functions H,, \, 3,01, 09 and p are strictly
positive and belong to C'(Q). The flux of new infected human is given by o (z)H,(x)V;(t, x)
in which H,(z) is the density of susceptible population depending on the spatial location
x. The main idea of this model is to assume the susceptible human is (almost) not affected
by the epidemic during a relatively short period of time and therefore flux of new infected
is remaining (almost) constant. Such a functional response mainly permit to take care of
realistic density of population distributed in space. For Zika in Rio De Janerio the number
infected is fairly small in comparison with the number of the all population (less than 1%
accordingly to [3]). Therefore the density of susceptible can be considered to be constant
without been altered by the epidemic.

In section 2, we define the basic reproductive number Ry as the spectral radius of —C' B,
ie. Ry =r(—CB™"), where B: D(B) C C(Q;R?) — C(Q;R?) and C : C(Q; R?) — C(Q; R?)

are linear operators on C/(Q; R?) with

_(V5Y 0 ~\ o.H, (0 0
B‘( 0 v-52v)+<0 —/J,V) and C_(0—2V 0)’
with the suitable domain D(B) (see [33, 28§]).
The equilibria of (LI)-(L3)) are solutions of the following elliptic system:

—V -0 (x)VH; = —Nx)H; + o1(x)H,(2)V; x €,
=V -0 (x)VV, = —oa(x)V, H; + B(x)( Vi + Vi) — pu(z) (Vi + Vi)V, € Q,
—V - 0y(x)VVi = o) Vo H; — () (Vo + Vi) Vi, xeQ, (L4
QHZ-ZQVHZQVZ-:O, x € 0N

on on on



The system always has one trivial equilibrium E, and a unique semi-trivial equilibrium
E; = (0, V, 0). In section 2, we prove that E; is globally asymptotically stable if Ry < 1 in
Theorem [2.5]

Our main result is in section 3, where we show that (LI))-(T3)) has a unique globally
asymptotically stable positive steady state By = (H;, Vi, V;) if Ry > 1 (see Theorem BIT)).
We remark that it is usually not an easy task to prove the global stability of the positive
steady state for a three-equation parabolic system when there is no clear Lyapunov type func-
tional. Our proof combines arguments from monotone dynamical system theory, persistence
theory, and the theory of asymptotically autonomous semiflows.

We briefly summarize our idea of proof here. Adding up the second and third equations
in (L) and letting V := V,, 4+ V;, V satisfies the diffusive logistic equation 9,V,, — V- 6,VV =
BV — V2. Since this equation has a globally stable positive steady state ‘7, it is tempting
to assume that the dynamics of ((ILI))-(L3]) is determined by the limit system

o - By 3 o
—H;—V-6VH;, =—-\H;+0,H,V;, xeQ,t>0,
%t (1.5)

af/z‘—v'@Vf/z’:Uz(V—‘Z)JrFIi—MV‘N/Z-, reQt>0.

However even for ordinary differential equation (ODE) systems, Thieme [36] gives many
examples where the dynamics of the limit and original systems are quite different. A remedy
to this is the theory of asymptotically autonomous semiflows (see [34, Theorem 4.1]), which
is generalized from the well-known theory by Markus on asymptotically autonomous ODE
systems. Applying this theory, to prove the convergence of (H;(-,t),V;(+,t)), it suffices to
show: (a) system (IH) has a unique positive steady state (H;,V;); (b) The steady state
(H;,V;) of (LH) is globally stable in W := {(Hy, Vi) € C(QR2) : Hip + Vig # 0}; (c)
The w—limit set of (H;(-,t), V;(,t)) intersects W. The proof of (a) is given in section 3.1.1.
The proof of (b) is provided in section 3.1.2, where we take advantage of the monotonicity of
(C3). To show (c), we use the uniform persistence theory in [I6] to obtain litrr_k E}f | Hi(-, ) |loot
|Vi(+,t)]|0c > € for some € > 0 (see Lemma [3.I0]). Interested readers may read the appendix
on the ODE system for the idea of the proof first.

In section 4, we prove the global stability of £ for the critical case Ry = 1. Here the main
difficulty is to prove the local stability of E; as the linearized system at E; has principal
eigenvalue equaling zero. In section 5, we give some concluding remarks. In particular,
we summarize our results on the basic reproduction number Ry, which will be presented

in a forthcoming paper. We also remark that our idea is applicable to other models (e.g.

[21], 22} 29, B1]).



2 Disease free equilibria

The objective of this section is to define the basic reproduction number and investigate
the stability of the trivial and semi-trivial steady states. The existence, uniqueness, and
positivity of global classical solutions of ([LI)-(L3)) have been shown in [I5]. Let V =V, +V;.
Then V(x,t) satisfies

Vi = V- 6(2)VV = B(2)V — u(x)V? 2 Qt>0,

%vzo’ ) r € 0Q,t >0, (2.1)
V(.,0)=V, € C(C;RY).

The following result about (2.I]) is well-known (see, e.g., [4]).

Lemma 2.1 For any nonnegative nontrivial initial data Vo € C(2), @I) has a unique
global classic solution V (z,t). Moreover, V(x,t) > 0 for all (z,t) € Q x (0,00) and
lim |[V(-,t) = V]e =0, (2.2)

t——+o00

where V is the unique positive solution of the elliptic problem

2V =0, x € 0N (2:3)

{ —V - 0y(2)VV = B(z)V — pu(z)V?, x € €,
on

By Lemma 211 V,(z,t) 4+ Vj(x,t) — V(z) uniformly for 2 € Q as t — oo if Vg + Vg # 0.
As usual, we consider two types of equilibria for (LI))-(2]): Disease Free Equilibrium
(DFE) and Endemic Equilibrium (EE). A nonnegative solution (H;, V,, V;) of (4] is a DFE
if H; = V; = 0, and otherwise it is an EE. By Lemma 2.1 we must have V,+V,=V or
Vi, + V; = 0. It is then not hard to show that (ICI)-(I2) has two DFE: trivial equilibrium
Ey = (0,0,0) and semi-trivial equilibrium E, = (0,V,0). We denote the EE by E, =

~

(fIi, Vo, V;), which will be proven to be unique if exists.
Lemma 2.2 Ej is always unstable.

Proof. We linearize (1)) around Fy by letting H;(z,t) = @(x)e™, V,(z,t) = ¢(x)e™, and
Vi(z,t) = ¢ (x)e™ and ignoring the high order terms:

ko =V - 01V — Ao+ o1 H, x €,

K=V -85V + B(op+ 1), x € Q,
Kb =V - 55V, z€Q, (2.4)
0 ,-245-9 o, v e .

8_n(p:8_n :8n



Let ¢9 > 0 be a positive eigenvector corresponding to the principal eigenvalue & of the
following problem

I%QS:V'(SQVCb—FﬁQS, ZL’EQ,

0

—¢ =0, x € 0N,

on
Then % > 0 is an eigenvalue of (24]) with a corresponding eigenvector (0, ¢, 0). Therefore

Ey is linearly unstable. By the principle of linearized instability, Fj is unstable. =

Linearizing (LT)) around Fy, we arrive at the following eigenvalue problem:

K@ :V-51V<p—)\g0+01Hu¢, SL’GQ,

KO =V-0Vo—0Veo+B(o+v) —2uVe—pVe,  xeQ,

K =V -0V 4+ 0V —uVa, x €, (2.5)
0 0 0

Since the second equation of (2.5]) is decoupled from the system, we consider the problem

K =V-01Vyo—Ap+ o H, z € Q,

K =V +aVe—pVy,  z€Q, (2.6)
ﬁ - 3¢ =0 x € 02

an? "o’ .

Problem (20]) is cooperative, so it has a principal eigenvalue kq associated with a positive

eigenvector (o, o) (e.g. see [19]).
For § € C'(Q) being strictly positive on Q and f € C(Q), let x(d, f) be the principal

eigenvalue of

KO =Y -8(x)Vo+ fo, x e,
{ o)

0
—¢=0 € 0.
8n¢ ’ *
It is well known that k1(0, f) is the only eigenvalue associated with a positive eigenvector,
and it is monotone in the sense that if f; > (#) f2 then k1(6, f1) > k2(0, fa).

Lemma 2.3 E is locally asymptotically stable if kg < 0 and unstable if kg > 0.

Proof. Noticing that V is a positive solution of 23), we have k1 (2, ﬁ—,uV) = 0. Therefore,
Iil(ég, —0'2‘7 + ﬁ - 2/11‘7) < 0.
Suppose kg < 0. Let x be an eigenvalue of (2.5). Then & is an eigenvalue of either (2.6])

or the following eigenvalue problem:

kp =V -52V¢—02V¢—|—5¢—2uf/¢, x €,
on

Since ko < 0 and k1 (da, —ooV + B — Q;LV) < 0, we have Rk < 0. Since k is arbitrary, E; is
linearly stable. By the principle of linearized stability, F; is locally asymptotically stable.

bt



Suppose kg > 0. Let (o, 1) be a positive eigenvector associated with k. By 1 (d2, —o0,V+
8- Q;LV) < 0 and the Fredholm alternative, the following problem has a unique solution ¢:

Ko =V -5:Vp— 0oV + B(d+ o) — 2uVe — upViho, € Q,

—¢ =10 of.
on , xr €

Hence (2.3]) has an eigenvector (o, ¢o, o) corresponding to eigenvalue ko > 0. So Ej is
linearly unstable. By the principle of linearized instability, F; is unstable. =

We adopt the approach of [35] [39] to define the basic reproduction number of (ILT]). Let
B :[C(Q)]* — [C(9)]? be the operator such that

_ d d
D(B) = {(gp,w) € C*(Q;R?) : 5% = %w =0 on aQ}
and 5 \ i
s = (5 000)+ (5 ") (5) e
Define

0 0
¢= (02\7 0) ’
Let A= B+ C. Then A and B are resolvent positive (see [35] for the definition), and A is a
positive perturbation of B. It is easy to check that the spectral bound of B is negative, i.e.
S(B) < 0. By [35, Theorem 3.5], kg = S(A) has the same sign with r(—~CB™') — 1, where
r(—CB™") is the spectral radius of —CB~'. Then we define the basic reproduction number

Ry by

Ro = T(—CB_l).
We immediately have the following result:

Lemma 2.4 Ry—1 and kg have the same sign. Moreover, E; s locally asymptotically stable
if Ry <1 and unstable if Ry > 1.

We then consider the global dynamics of the model when Ry < 1.

Theorem 2.5 If Ry < 1, then Ej is globally asmyptototically stable, i.e. Ey is locally stable
and, for any initial data (Hyo, Vo, Vio) € C(RY) with Vi + Vig # 0, we have

Proof. By Lemma 2.4l E; is locally asymptotically stable and ko < 0. Then we can choose

e > 0 small such that the following eigenvalue problem

kp =V -0Veo— Ao+ o H,, x € Q,
k) =V-56V0+0(V4ep—ulV—ey, xeQ,
0 0

8_72,()0 = 8_nw = O, HARS 89,



has a principal eigenvalue k. < 0 with a corresponding positive eigenvector (¢, 1.). By (1))
and Lemma 21, we know that V,(x,t) + Vi(z,t) — V(z) uniformly on Q as t — oo . Hence
there exists t, > 0 such that V(z) — e < Vi (x,t) + Vi(z,t) < V() + ¢ for 2 € Q and ¢ > t.
It then follows that

%Hz —V-6VH;, =-)\H;+ UlHu(l’)‘/Z’, T € Q,t > o,
%Vi—v-égvvi SO-Q(V“_E)Hi_IU(V_E)‘/Z’ e, t>t.

So (H;,V;) is a lower solution of the following problem

( . R . R
%Hi—V'(SlVHi:—)\Hi—l—UlHu‘/i, ZL’EQ,t>tQ,
%‘z—V'52V‘A/Z':O'Q(V‘i‘G)I:IZ’—/J/(V_E)‘A/iu $€Q,t>t0, (2 9)
—ﬁizgf/,:o, z € 00t > 1y,
an on )

(| Hi(z,tg) = Mo(z), Vi(z,ty) = M (x), x € (),

where M is large such that H;(x,to) < H;(z,t) and Vi(z, to) < Vi(z,to). By the comparison
principle for cooperative systems (e.g. [30]), Hi(x,t) < H;(z,t) and V(x,t) < Vi(x,t) for all
r € Qand t > ty. It is easy to check that the unique solution of the linear problem (23
is (Hi(z,t), Vi(z,t)) = (Mo(z)e"t, Mip(z)e"?). Since k. < 0, we have H,(x,t) — 0 and
XA/Z-(:L',t) — 0 uniformly for # € Q as t — oo. Hence H;(z,t) — 0 and Vj(z,t) — 0 uniformly
for z € Q as t — oo. By Vi 4 Vig # 0 and Lemma 11 V, (-, t) + Vi(-,t) — V in C(Q). So
we have V,(z,t) — V(z) uniformly for z € Q ast — co. =

3 Global dynamics when Ry > 1

The objective in this section is to prove the convergence of solutions of (LI))-(L3) to the
unique positive steady state when Ry > 1.
3.1 The limit problem

By Lemma 2] we have V,(-,t) + Vi(-,t) — V in C(Q) as t — oo if Vyo + Viy # 0. This
suggests us to study the following limit problem of ([LLI])-(L3)):

p
%Hi—V'(;lVHi:—)\H,’—I—UlHu‘/,’, ZL’EQ,t>0,
19) . .
%Vi—v.52vvi:ag(V—w)+Hi—uvw, rE0t>0, 5.1)
Iy -9y _y v €t >0,
on on

\ HZ(I7O> = Hi(](flf), ‘/;(I7O> = ‘/;0(:1;)7 VIS Q.
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The steady states of (3.1]) are nonnegative solutions of the problem:

-V -0 VH; = —-)\H; + o1 H,V;, S Q,

—V - 0,VVi = 0o(V = Vi) " H; — pV'V, r €, (3.2)
0 0 ’
——H; = —V; =0, Q.

8nH 8nv 0 r €0

Clearly (0,0) is a steady state. In this section, we prove that if a positive steady state of
B exists, it is globally stable in {(H;o, Vio) : Hio + Vio # 0}.

3.1.1 Uniqueness of positive steady state

In the following lemmas, we prove the uniqueness of the positive steady state of (B1]).

Lemma 3.1 If (H;,V;) is a nontrivial nonnegative steady state, then H(x),Vi(z) > 0 for
all z € Q and Vi(zo) < V(xo) for some zy € Q.

Proof. Since (Iffl, VZ) is nontrivial, H; # 0 or v # 0. Noticing (A — Vv - 51V)I:IZ- = o.H, Vi,
we must have H; # 0 and V; # 0. By the maximum principle, we have H,(z), V;(z) > 0 for
all 2 € Q. Assume to the contrary that Vi(z) > V(x) for all z € Q, then

A A

This implies V; = 0, which is a contradiction. m
By the previous lemma, any nontrivial nonnegative steady state must be positive. For
any Cp,Cy > 0, define

S={Vie C(UR,): ||Villoe < C, and Vi(zo) < V (20) for some zy € Q1
and f:S C C(Q) = C(Q) by
F(V) = (Cy— 7 - 6,7) 7 [02(\7 SV = V- 69) Lo Hy Vs + (Cy — W)Vi] Ve s.

Lemma 3.2 If (fIZ, V,) is a positive steady state, then there exists C7 > 0 such that Vi is a
nontrivial fized point of f for all Cy > CT and Cy > 0.

Proof. By the first equation of ([3.2)), H, = A=V 51V)_101Hu‘72-. Substituting it into the

second equation, we obtain
96,0V = 0o(V = Vi) (A= V- 619) o Vi — pl Y

By Lemma [3.1I] V; is a nontrivial fixed point of f if Cy is large. =



Lemma 3.3 For any Cy > 0, there exists C5 > 0 such that f is monotone for all Cy > C5
in the sense that f(V;) < f(f/,) for all V;, Vi e S with V; < V..

Proof. It suffices to prove that f(V;) < f(Vi+ h) forany V; € Sand 0 < h < Cy — V.
Define

~ A

F(V) = oo(V = V)t (A = V- 6:9) o H,V; + (Cy = pV)Vi.
Then, we have
fVith) = F(Vi) = oo((V = Vi= h)" = (V = V)" ) (A = V- 8V) "o Y,
+ 0oV =V, =) N =V -6,V) torHyh + (Cy — uV)h
> [0y (A= V- 6,V) Loy H,V; + Cy — puV]h,
where we used
(V=Vieh)t = (V= V)| < h.
By the elliptic estimate, the following set is bounded:
{AN=v-6,V) ' H,V;, Ve S}
Hence, f(V; +h) — f(V;) > 0 if Cy is large. Therefore, f(V; +h) — f(V;) > 0, and f is

monotone. m

For any fi, f» € C(Q), we say f1 << fo if fi(x) < fo(2) for all z € Q.
Lemma 3.4 For any k € (0,1) and V; € S with V; >> 0, kf(V;) << f(kV}).

Proof. By the definition of S, there exists zo € Q such that V(zo) > Vi(zo). So (V () —
Vi(zo))™ < (V(xo) — kVi(zo))* and (V(z) = Vi(x))* < (V(z)—kVi(z))" for all z € Q. It then
follows that kf(V;)(z0) < f(kVi)(xo) and kf(V;) < f(kV;). The assertion now just follows
from the fact that (Cy — v - 0,V) ! is strongly positive (i.e. if g € C(Q) such that g > 0 and
g(o) > 0 for some z € Q, then (Cy, — V- 6,V) 'g >>0). m

Lemma 3.5 The positive steady state, if exists, is unique.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that (H}, V') and (H?,V;?) are two distinct positive steady
states. Then V' # V? by the first equation of ([3.2). Without loss of generality, we may
assume V;' £ V2. Define

k=max{k>0: kV!<V?}.
Then k € (0,1). By the definition of k, kV;' < Vi and kV;!(xg) = V(z,) for some z, € Q.
We can choose C; and C such that they are fixed points of f, ie. f(V;') = V;' and

f(V?) = V2. By the previous lemmas, we have
KV = kf(V]) << f(RV]) < F(V?) = V2.

(2

Thus kV;' << V;?, which contradicts kV;!(x0) = V*(20). ™

9



3.1.2 Global stability of positive steady state

Let Fy(H;,V;) = —A\H;+0,H,V; and Fy(H;,V;) = 0o(V=V;)* H;—uV'V;. Noticing 8F, /dV; >
0 and dF,/0H; > 0, system (B is cooperative. Let ®(t) : C(Q:R?) — C(Q;R?) be the
semiflow induced by the solution of BII), i.e. ®(t)(Hi, Vio) = (Hi(-,t), Vi(-,t)) for all t > 0.
Then ®(t) is monotone (e.g. see [30]).

Lemma 3.6 For any nonnegative nontrivial initial data (Hyy, Vi), the solution of (B.1))
satisfies that Hy(x,t) > 0 and Vi(x,t) > 0 for all x € Q and t > 0.

Proof. By the comparison principle for cooperative systems, H;(z,t) > 0 and V;(z,t) > 0
for all x € Q and ¢ > 0. Suppose Vjy # 0. Noticing

3} .
EV" — V- 0,VV; > —pV'V, (3.3)

and by the comparison principle, we have V;(x,t) > 0 for all x € Q and t > 0. By

0
ZH,— V- 6,VH; > —\H,,
1 V.01V >

and the comparison principle, H;(x,t) > 0 for all z € Q and ¢ > 0.
Suppose Vo = 0. Since (Hg, Vi) is nontrivial, we have H;y # 0. By

Oy _v.6vH, > Y
ot

and the comparison principle, we have H;(z,t) > 0 for all z € Q and ¢ > 0. By the continuity
of Vi(z,t) and Vi(z,0) = 0, (V — Vi(z,1))* > 0 for all (x,t) € Q x (0,t,] for some t > 0.

Then by
%‘fi — V-5,V > —uVVi, xeQte (0,
and the comparison principle, we have V;(z,t) > 0 for all (z,t) € Q x (0,%9]. Finally by

B3), we have Vj(z,t) >0 forallz € Qand ¢t > 0. m

Lemma 3.7 For any nonnegative initial data (Hyy, Vi), there exists M > 0 such that the

solution of [BIl) satisfies
0 < Hy(x,t),Vi(z,t) < M, forallx € Q,t> 0.

Proof. Let M; = max{||V||s, |[Vio|lo}. By the second equation of 1)) and the comparison
principle, we have V;(z,t) < M for all # € Q and ¢ > 0. Then by the first equation of (3.1]),

we have

%Hz — V- 51(.?17)VHZ S —)\(I)HZ + O'l(LU)Hu(ZL’)Ml, x € Q,t > 0.

10



So H; is a lower solution of the problem:

%w — V-0 (x)Vw = =Ax)w + oy (x)H, () My, x€Q,t>0,
—w =0, x et >0,
on

w(z,0) = Hyp(x), x € .

Let My = max{||o1|oo|| Hulloo M1/ Ams ||Hiollso}, Where X,, = min{\(z) : x € Q}. Then we
have 0 < w(z,t) < M for all (x,t) € Q x (0,00). Hence by the comparison principle, we
have 0 < H;(x,t) < w(x,t) < M. Therefore, the claim holds for M = max{M;, M>}. =

Lemma 3.8 If the positive steady state (f[,, IA/Z) of BI) ewxists, it is globally asymptotically
stable, i.e. it is locally stable and, for any nonnegative nontrivial initial data (H;o, Vio),

lim H;(-,t)= H; and lim Vi(-,t) =V, in C(Q).

t—o00 t—o00
Proof. By Lemma B.6, we have H;(x,t) > 0 and Vj(z,t) > 0 for all z € Q and ¢t > 0. So
without loss of generality, we may assume Hj(z) > 0 and Vjo(x) > 0 for all z € Q.

Suppose that (f[z, ‘72) is a positive steady state of (B.I]), which is unique by Lemma B.5l

Let (H,,V,) = (eH;, €V;) for some e > 0. We may choose € small such that the following is

satisfied:
V-0 (x)VH, < —XNa)H, + o1(x)H,(2)V,, x € €,

3.4
3H:gV:Q x € 01, (34)

H,(w) < Halw), V.(r) < Vi), e

Hence by [30, Corollary 7.3.6], ®(t)(H,, V) is monotone increasing in ¢ and converges to a

positive steady state of (BI). Since (13[2, VZ) is the unique positive steady state of ([BII), we
must have ®(¢)(H,,V,) — (H;, V;) in C(Q) as t — oo.

Similarly, we may define (H;,V;) = (kf[z,k:ffl) with £ large such that ([B.4]) is sat-

isfied with inverse inequalities, and then ®(t)(H;,V;) — (H;,V;) in C(Q) as t — oo.

Since (H,;,V,) < (Hy,Vio) < (H;,V;) and ®(t) is monotone, we have ®(t)(H,,V,) <

é(t)(H,O, Vio) < ®(t)(H;,V;) for all t > 0. Therefore, ®(t)(H;o, Vo) — (H;,V;) in C(Q)

~

as t — 0o, and (H;,V;) is locally stable. This proves the lemma. m

3.2 Global stability of FE»

In this section, we prove the convergence of solutions of (LI)-(L3) to the unique positive

steady state F» when Ry > 1. We begin by proving the ultimate boundedness of the solutions.

11



Lemma 3.9 There exists M > 0, independent of initial data, such that any solution (H;, V,,, V;)

of (LI)-(L3) satisfies that
0 < Hy(z,t), Vy(a, 1), Vi(z, t) < M, x € Q,t>tg,
where ty is dependent on initial data.

Proof. By Lemma 21, we have V,(z,t) + Vi(z,t) — V(z) uniformly on Q as t — oo if
Viuo+Vio # 0. Hence there exists t; > 0 depending on initial data such that V,,(z,t)+V;(x,t) <
|V |oo 4+ 1 for t > t; and z € Q. By the first equation of (II)) and the comparison principle,
we have H; < H; on ) x [t1,00), where H; is the solution of the problem

%ﬁi — V-0 (2)VH; = —MNa)H; + o1 (2) Hy (2) (V]| oo + 1), @€ Qt > 1y,
—FIZIO, x € 00t > ty,
an

Hi(l’,tl) = Hi(l’,tl), T € Q,

We know that H;(z,t) — H;(x) uniformly on Q as t — co, where H? is the unique solution
of the problem

—v -6 (2)VH; = =A\@)Hi + o1 (2) Hy(2) (| V] + 1), z€,

3]:[1 = O, x € 0f.
on

Therefore there exists to > ¢, such that H;(z,t) < Hy(x,t) < ||[H}||o + 1 for all z € Q and
t > to. Therefore, the claim holds with M = max{||V s + 1, || H!|lec +1}. =

Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and ®(¢) : X — X be a continuous semiflow. The
distance from a subset B of X to a subset A of X is defined as d(B, A) := sup in£ d(y, x).
yeB xe

Suppose that X = X, where X, is an open subset of X. Then X = X, U 0X, with the
boundary 90X, = X — X, being closed in X. The semiflow ®(¢) is said to be uniformly
persistent with respect to (Xg, 0Xp) if there is an € > 0 such that h{gigf d(T(t)x,0Xo) > €
for all x € X.

In the following of this section, let X = C(Q;R?) with the metric induced by the supre-

mum norm || + ||o. Define
8X0 = {(HZ,VU,V;) eX H,+V,=0o0orV,+V, :0}

and

Xy = {(HZ,VU,V;) eX . H+V,>0 and Vo+Vi> O}
Then X = X, U 0X,, X, is relatively open with X, = X, and 90X is relatively closed in
X. Let w(z,t) = (Hi(z,t), Vi (x,t), Vi(z,t)) be the solution of (II))-(L3) with initial data

12



wo = (Hyo, Vao, Vio) € X. Let ®(t) : X — X be the semiflow induced by the solution of
(CI)-[@3), i.e. (t)wo = w(-,t) fort > 0. Then ®() is point dissipative by Lemma [3.9 (see,
e.g., [16] for the definition). Moreover, ®(¢) is compact for any ¢ > 0, since ([LI)-(L3)) is a
standard reaction-diffusion system.

We prove the following persistence result when Ry > 1, which is necessary for proving

the convergence of solutions to the positive steady state.

Lemma 3.10 If Ry > 1, then (LI)-(L3) is uniformly persistent in the sense that there
exists € > 0 such that, for any initial data (Hyy, Vyo, Vio) € Xo,

liminf inf ||(Ei(-,1), Va(-, ), Vi(-,1)) — w]lw > €. (3.5)

t—oo wedXg

Moreover, (LT))-(L3) has at least one EE.

Proof. We prove this result in several steps.

Step 1. X is invariant under ®(¢).

Let wy = (H;o, Vo, Vio) € Xo. Then Hyp + Vg > and V0 + Vjo > 0. Suppose Vo = 0.
Then H;y # 0 and Vo # 0. By the first equation of (I1]), we have

2HZ- — V-0 VH; > —\H;.
ot

Then by Hjy # 0 and the maximum principle, we have H;(x,t) > 0 for z € Q and ¢t > 0. By
the second equation of ([LI]), we have

%Vu — V- 52VVu 2 Vu(—O'gHZ' + 6 — ,U(Vu + V;))
Then by Vo # 0 and the maximum principle, we have V,(x,t) > 0 for x € Q and t > 0.

Noticing the third equation of (IIl), we have

B,
EVZ-—V-(SNVW —u(Vy + Vi)V, xe€Q,t>0.

Then by the maximum principle, we have Vj(z,t) > 0 for z € Q and ¢ > 0.
Suppose Vig # 0. Noticing

%m—vvwmz—mw+mm

and by the maximum principle, we have V;(z,t) > 0 for all x € Q and ¢ > 0. By the first
equation of (I.T), we have

%HZ‘—V'51VHZ'> —)\HZ', LL’EQ,T,>0,

13



which implies that H;(z,t) > 0 for all x € Q and ¢ > 0. By the second equation of (), we
have

d
Ve = V029V, > Vi(=ooH;i 4+ B — u(Vy +V3)), € Q,t>0.

Therefore, we have ®(t)wy € X, for all t > 0. Hence Xj is invariant under ®(¢).

Step 2. 0X is invariant under ®(t). For any wy € 90Xy, the w-limit set w(wy) is either
{Eo} or {E1}.

Suppose wy = (Hy0, Vo, Vio) € 0Xo. Then, Hyg+Vig =0or Vyo+ Vo =0. If Hig+ Vo =0
and Vo # 0, then we have H;(-,t) = V;(-,t) = 0 for all t > 0 by the first and third equations
of (LI). Then the second equation of () is

%Vu — V- 0,VV, =V, (B — puV,).

Hence by Lemma 2.1], we have V,(z,t) > 0 for z € Q and ¢t > 0, and V,(-, ) — V uniformly
on Q ast — 00. So ®(t)wy € 90X, with w(wp) = {E1}.

If Vo + Vio = 0, then by the second and third equations of (IIl), we have V,(-,t) =
Vi(-,t) =0 for all t > 0. Then the first equation of (I.TJ) is

0
ot !

which implies that H;(z,t) — 0 uniformly on Q as ¢t — 0. Therefore, we have ®(¢)w, € 90X,
with W(wo) = {E()}
By Step 2, the semiflow ®y(t) := P(t)|ox,, the restriction of ®(t) on 90Xy, admits a

compact global attractor Ay. Moreover, it is clear that
Ap = Unpea,w(wo) = {Eo, E1 }.

Step 3. Ay has an acyclic covering M = {Ey} U {E}}.

It suffices to show that { E4} A {Ep}, i.e. WY(E))NW?(Ey) = @. Suppose to the contrary
that there exists wy = (Hio, Vio, Vio) € W*(E1) N W*(Ey). Let (H;(-,t), Vu(-, 1), Vi(-,1)) be
a complete orbit through wy. By wy € W?¥(Ey) and Lemma 2] we have V,o = Vg = 0,
and hence V,(-,t) = Vi(-,t) = 0 for all t € (—o0,00). Therefore V,(-,t) /4 V oas t — —oo,
contradicting wy € W*(E;). Therefore M = {Ey} U {E,} is an acyclic covering of Ay.

Step 4. W?¥(Ey) N Xy = @ and W*¥(E;) N Xy = 2.

We will actually show:

W*(Eo) = {(Hio, Vuo, Vio) € 0Xo : Vi = Vo = 0} (3.6)

and
W*(E1) = {(Hio, Vao, Vio) € 0Xo: Hio=Vip =0 and Vo #0}.

14



By Step 2, it suffices to show that there exists ¢ > 0 such that, for any initial data
(Hio, Vo, Vio) € X, we have

t—r00
and
t—o0

We first prove (B.8). By Lemma 24 and Ry > 1, we have ry > 0. Hence there exists
€o > 0 such that the following problem has a principal eigenvalue k., > 0 corresponding to

a positive eigenvector (¢, Ve,)

ko =V -0,V — Ao+ o1 H, x € Q,
K =V -0V + 0oV —eg)p — n(V +260)00, €9,
0

Q.
=9, =0, x €0

Assume to the contrary that (B.8]) does not hold. Then there exists some wy = (H;o, Vyo, Vio) €
X such that the corresponding solution satisfies

limsup [|(Hi(-, 1), Vu(:, 1), Vi(-, 1)) = Erllee < €0

t—o00

Hence there exists £, > 0 such that V — ¢y < V(1) < V + ¢ and Vi(+,t) < € for all t > .
It then follows from the second and third equation of (I.1]) that

0
7" A A
EW_V'(SQVW > 0o(V —€0)H; — u(V + 2€0) Vi, x €Ot > 1.
In Step 1, we have shown that H;(z,t), Vi(z,t) > 0 for all # € Q and ¢t > 0. Thus we can
choose m > 0 small such that H;(-,ty) > moe and V;(-,ty) > miby. Hence (H;, V) is an
upper solution of the problem
(0

%t

%

i — V-0, VH; = >\HZ'—|—O'1HH‘/2', SL’GQ,tZto,

FIZ'—V'(51VFIZ': —Aﬁi—FUlHu‘_/Z‘, LL’EQ,T,ZT,(],

‘Z:_V'(SQV‘?Z':O'Q(V_EO)H (V+2€0)V LUEQ,T,ZT,(],

—HZ:QVZ:O, x € 00t > t,
an on _

L Hi(-,t0) = moe, Vil to) = mibe.

We observe that the solution of this problem is (H;, V;) = me™® (¢, 1¥.,). By the comparison
principle of the cooperative systems, we have H;(, ) > H;(-,t) and Vi(-,t) > V(- t) fort > t.
Since ke > 0, we have H;(-,t) — oo and V;(-,t) — oo as t — oo, which contradicts the

boundedness of the solution. This proves (B.8]).
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We then prove ([B.7). Suppose to the contray that (8.7) does not hold. Then for given
small €; > 0, there exists initial data (H;, Vi, Vio) € Xo such that

limsup [|(Hi(- 1), Vu(, 1), Vi(-, 1)) = Eollee < €1

t—o0

Hence there exists t; > 0 such that V,(-,t) < e; and V(-,t) < € for all ¢ > ¢;. However
by Lemma 21 we know that V,(-,¢) + Vi(-,t) — V uniformly on Q as ¢t — oo, which is a
contradiction as €; is small.

Finally by Steps 1-4 and [16l Theorem 4.1], there exists ¢ > 0 such that (3.1) holds.
Moreover by [44, Theorem1.3.7], (LI)-(L3) has an EE. =

Combing Lemmas [3.§ and B.I0l we can prove the main result in this section.

Theorem 3.11 If Ry > 1, then for any initial data (H, Vo, Vio) € Xo, the solution
(H;, V., Vi) of (LI)-([L3]) satisfies that

~

lim (H;(x,t), Vy(z,t), Vi(z, 1)) = (H;, Vi, Vi) uniformly on Q,

t—o00
where By = (H;, V., V;) is the unique EE of (IT).

Proof. By Lemma B.I0 there exists an EE, E, := (f[,, Vi, \72), of (LI)-(T3) when Ry > 1.
By Lemma 21 V, +V; = V. So (ﬁz, VZ) is a positive solution of ([B2)), which is unique by
Lemma 3.5 Hence, Ej is the unique EE of (L))-(L3).

Let (H;o, Vao, Vio) € Xo. Then Vg + Vg # 0 and H;g + Vip # 0. By Lemma 2.1} we have
V(- ) + Vi(-,t) = V in C(Q) as t — oo. By Lemma BI0, there exists ¢ > 0 such that

li inf |3 (-, 1) oo + [[Vi(s )00 = €. (3.9)

We focus on the first and third equations of ([LI]) and rewrite them as:

¢
%Hi—V'51VHZ’:—>\HZ’+O'1HuV;, LL’EQ,T,>0,
[0) - n -
%W—Vééngzag(v—v;) HZ—,UVV;—FF(ZE,t), ZL’GQ,t>0, (310)
—H,=—V,=0, r € 0Q,t >0,
on on
\ HZ(I7O> = Hi(](x)7 ‘/Z(I7O> = ‘/;-0(25), VS Q?
where
F(z,t) = 0o (Vu(-, 1) = (V = Vi(, )"V Hy = p(Va (-, 1) + Vi, 1) = V).
Noticing

A A

Va(,t) = (V = Vi(, )T < [Va(, 8) + Vi t) = VI,
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we have F(z,t) — 0 uniformly on Q as ¢t — oo. Then by [27, Proposition 1.1], (EI0) is
asymptotically autonomous with limit system (BI). By ([B3), the w—limit set of (BI0)
is contained in W = {(H;,V;) € C(Q;R%) : H; +V; # 0}. By Lemma B8, W is the
stable set (or basin of attraction) of the equilibrium (H;, V;) of (). Hence by the theory
of asymptotically autonomous semiflows (originally due to Markus. See [34], Theorem 4.1]
for the generalization to asymptotically autonomous semiflows), we have (H;(-,t), V;(-,t)) —
(H;,V;) in C(Q;R?) as t — oo. Moreover, by Vi, (-,t) + Vi(-,t) = V and V; + V, = V, we
have V,(-,t) — V, in C(Q) as t — oo. This completes the proof. m

4 Global stability when R, =1

In this section, we prove the global stability of E; for the critical case Ry = 1. The following
result is well known. Since we can not locate a reference and for the convenience of readers,

we attach a proof.
Lemma 4.1 The positive steady state V of (1) is exponentially asymptotically stable.

Proof. It is easy to see that V is locally asymptotically stable. To see this, linearizing (2.1])

around V', we obtain

Ko =V -0,V + B — 2uV ¢, x € €,
o (4.1)
on
Since V satisfies (Z3)), we have 1(da, 3 — uV) = 0. Hence a := k1 (8y, 8 — 2uV) < 0, i.e. the
principal eigenvalue of ([4.J]) is negative. Therefore, Vs linearly stable. By the principle of
linearized stability, it is locally asymptotically stable.

Let € > 0 be given. Since V is locally asymptotically stable, there exists ¢ > 0 such that
V(1) = Voo < € for all Vy € C(Q) with ||V — Vo < 6. Let w(-,t) = V(-,t) — V. Then

w satisfies X
w; =V - 6Vw + (B — 2uV)w — 2uw?, xeQt>0,
gw =0, x €N t>0, (4.2)
on R
w(I,O):‘/O—V, x € Q.
Let S(t) be the semigroup generated by V - 6,V + (8 — 2uV) (associated with Neumann
boundary condition) in C'(Q). Then there exists M; > 0 such that ||S(¢)|| < Mie™® for all

t > 0. Then by (£2]), we have
t
wl1t) = S(Ow(,0) ~ [ St - sl s7ds.
0
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It then follows that
[w( )l < [[SEw(:,0)]loc + /Ot IS(t = s)pw(:, 5)*||ds
< M0+ Myl [ ).
By the Gronwall’s inequality, if € < a/2|p||oo M1, we have
10 8o < M Vo = Va0t < 0y [V — 2.

Therefore, V is exponentially asymptotically stable. m
We then prove the local stability of £} when Ry = 1.

Lemma 4.2 If Ry =1, then E is locally stable.

Proof. Let € > 0 be given. Denote V =V, +V;. By Lemma (1] there exists 6, M;,b > 0
such that, if ||Vio + Vio — V|e < 20, then

1V = Voo < My||Vio + Vio — V| oo™ (4.3)

Suppose that (H;, Vio, Vio) satisfies ||Hiolloo < 6, ||V — f/||Oo < ¢ and [|Vig||se < 6 such that

([@3) holds.

Since kg has the same sign with Ry—1, we have kg = 0. Let T'(¢) be the positive semigroup
generated by A = B + C in C(Q;R?). Then there exists My > 0 such that ||7(t)|| < M, for

all t > 0. By (II)-(I3), we have
() = 7O () + L 70 (i - 09t stV P15)

H, t 0
T (% ) +/o Tt =) (02<v<-,s> VY 8) — p(V(-ys) - V)n(-,s>) o5
Let w(t) = max{||Hi(-, t)l|wo, [Vi(-, )| }. By @), we have

IN

u(t) < Myu(0) + 2My max{|[oz [, [[1ll } /Ot V(- 8) + Vi(:, 8) = Vl|oou(s)ds
< My +6C /Ot e " u(s)ds
where C' = 4M; My max{||o2||o, ||1¢]|cc}. Then by Gronwall’s inequality,
u(t) = masc{ | (e, 8)lloes IViC Dlloc} < Mae©%, (4.4
Moreover, by (4.3]), we have
IVl t) = Voo S IVaot) + Vi t) = Voo + Vi, O)loo < 2M16 + Moe®/*5. (4.5)
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Combining (£4)-(3), we can find 6 = d(e) > 0 such that
IH (D)oo < € Vel 1) = Voo < €, and V(- 8) o < €.

Since € > 0 is arbitrary, E; is locally stable. m
We then prove the global attractivity of £y when Ry = 1.

Theorem 4.3 If Ry = 1, then E; is globally stable in the sense that it is locally stable and,
for any nonnegative initial data (Hyo, Vi, Vio) with Vo + Vig # 0,
lim ||( ( >t)aVu('>t)a‘/i('at))_E1||oo:0

t—o00

Proof. Let
M = {(Hio, Vao, Vio) € C(Q Rg) 2 Vo +Vio = V}

It suffices to show: (a) Ej is a locally stable steady state of (ILII)-(I3]); (b) The stable set (or
basin of attraction) of F; contains M; (c¢) The w—limit set of (H;, Vio, Vio) with Vio+Vig # 0
is contained in M.

By Lemma 4.2 F; is locally stable, which gives (a). If Vi, + Vio # 0, we have V,(-,t) +
Vi(-,t) = V in C(Q) as t — oo, which implies (c).

To prove (b), suppose (Hjo, Vio, Vio) € M. Then the solution of (LI)-(L3]) satisfies
Vi (x,t) + Vi(z,t) = V(z) for all z € Q and ¢ > 0. Hence (H,(x,t), Vi(z,t)) is the solution of
the limit problem (B.1I).

Since Ry = 1, we have ko = 0. Let (o, ¢p) be a positive eigenvector associated with kg
of the eigenvalue problem (26). Motivated by [7, 42], for any wq := (H;o, Vio), we define

c(t;wp) :=inf{¢ € R: H;(-,t) < épp and V;(-,t) < épo}.

Then c(t; wy) > 0 for all ¢ > 0. We now claim that ¢(¢;wg) > 0 is strictly decreasing. To see
that, fix t, > 0, and we define H;(x,t) = c(to; wo)wo(z) and Vi(z,t) = c(to; wo)do(z) for all
t >ty and v € Q. Then (H;(x,t),Vi(x,t)) satisfies

( _ _ _ _
%Hz - V- 51VH,' = —)\HZ + O'lHuV;', S Q,t 2 to,
0 - N "
) %V \Y 8(52VV > O'g(v — V;) Hz — MV‘/Z, x € Q,t Z to, (46)
—H,=—V,=0, x € 00t > t,
an 0n _
\ Hz(a 0) = Hi('atO)a ‘/2(7t0) 2 ‘/z(at())

By the comparison principle for cooperative systems, we have (H;(x,t), Vi(x,t)) > (H;(x,t), Vi(x, 1))
for all z € Q and t > t,. By the second equation of ([&8]), we get

0

a‘_/l - V- 52V‘_/Z > 0'2(‘7 — ‘_/Z)+HZ — IM‘A/‘_/Z
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By the comparison principle, V;(z,t) > Vi(x,t) for all x € Q and t > t5. Then by the first
equation of (Z.6]),
0

EHZ - V- 51VHZ' > —)\HZ + o1 H,V;.

By the comparison principle, we have H;(x,t) > H;(z,t) for all x € Q and t > t,. Therefore,
c(to; wo)po(x) > Hy(x,t) and c(to; wo)do(x) > Vi(x,t) for all z € Q and t > t,. By the
definition of ¢(t;wy), c(to;wy) > c(t; wp) for all t > tq. Since ty > 0 is arbitrary, c(t; wy) is
strictly decreasing for ¢ > 0.

Let ®(t) be the semiflow induced by the solution of the limit problem (3I). Let w :=
w(wp) be the omega limit set of wy. We claim that w = {(0,0)}. Assume to the contrary
that there exists a nontrivial wy; € w. Then there exists {{;} with ¢, — oo such that
d(t)wy — wy. Let ¢, = tligloc(t;wo). We have c(t;w;) = ¢, for all ¢ > 0. Actually
this follows from the fact that ®(t)w; = ®(¥) tl}l_rg() O(tp)wy = t}}l_}I{l)o O(t + ty)wo. However
since w; is nontrivial, we can repeat the previous arguments to show that ¢(¢; wq) is strictly
decreasing. This is a contraction. Therefore w = {(0,0)}, and (H;(-,t), Vi(-,t)) — (0,0) in
C(Q) as t — co. Since V,(-,t) 4+ Vi(-,t) = V, we have V,(-,t) = V in C() as t — 0. This

completes the proof. m

5 Concluding remarks

In this paper, we define a basic reproduction number Ry for the model (LI)-(L3]), and show
that it serves as the threshold value for the global dynamics of the model: If Ry < 1, then
disease free equilibrium F; is globally asymptotically stable; if Ry > 1, the model has a
unique endemic equilibrium FEs, which is globally asymptotically stable.

As shown in Theorem [6.4] the global dynamics of the corresponding ODE model of (I.T])-
(L3) is determined by the magnitude of oy09H,/Au. This motivates us to define the local
basic reproductive number for model (LT))-(T3):

o1(z)H,(x) oo(2)
AMz) (@)

Since Ry is difficult to visualize, it is natural to ask: are there any connections between R

R(z) := Ri(x)Ry(x) =

and R? As the global dynamics of both models are determined by the magnitude of the
basic reproduction number, this is equivalent to ask: how the diffusion rates change the
dynamics of the model (IL))-(T3]), and what is the relation between the reaction-diffusion
model ([LI))-(L3]) and the corresponding reaction system (the model without diffusion)? We

will explore these questions in a forthcoming paper. Our main ingredient is the formula:
Ro = T(LlRngRg)
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with Ly == (A= v - 6,V)"*X and Ly := (uV — vV - 6,V)*uV. This formula establishes an

interesting connection between Ry and R as we can prove
r(L1Ly) = r(Ly) = r(Lg) = 1.
Consequences of this formula are:
1. If Ri(x), i = 1,2, is constant, then Ry = R;

2. Ry > 1if Ri(z) > 1,i=1,2, forall z € Q and Ry < 1 if R;(z) < 1,4 = 1,2, for all
req.
Furthermore, when the diffusion coefficients §; and d, are constant, we prove

. m R, — Jo ARudz [, ,uRgdx;
(81,62)—(00,00) JoXdz [, pd

e lim lim Ry = lim lim Ry = max{R(x) : x € Q}.

91—002—0 62—001—0
Finally, we remark that our approach is applicable to several other reaction-diffusion
models (e.g. [211, 22, 29, [31]). For example, the reaction-diffusion within-host model of viral
dynamics studied in [29] B1] is

%T - V- 51($)VT = )\(I) - ,uT - ]471TV(-]€2T]), T € Q,t > O,
%[ - V- (52(1’)V[ = k?lTV(+k2TI) — ,uZ[ xr € Q,t > O, (51)
%V—V'(Sg(l’)VV:N(SC)I_,U/U‘/a ret>0,

where T, I and V' denote the density of healthy cells, infected cells and virions, respectively.
If 9y = 05 and p = p;, then E :=T + I satisfies

%E —V-01(x)VE = \Nzx) — pE.

This equation has a unique positive steady state £ and E(-,t) — E in C(Q) as t — .

Therefore (5.1) also has a limit system which is monotone:

%1 V(1)Y= By (B — DYV (bko(E — D)D) — il € Q,t >0,
%V—V-ég(z)vV:N(x)I—va, x e t>0.

For the models in [2I] 22], our method is applicable when there are no chemotaxis. The

analysis of the basic reproduction number of all these models can also be done similarly.
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6 Appendix

Let H;(t),V,(t) and V;(t) be the density of infected hosts, uninfected vectors, and infected

vectors at time ¢ respectively. Then the model is

CH(1) = ~AHL(1) + o HLVi(D), t>0,
%Vu(t) = —0a V() Hy(t) + B(Vu(t) + Vi(t)) — p(Va(t) + Vi(£))Valt), t>0, (6.1)
E‘/i(t) = 09V, (t) Hy(t) — p(Vu(t) + Vi(1)Vi(t), t>0.

with initial value
(H;(0),V,(0),Vi(0)) € M :=TR3.
The basic reproduction number Ry is defined as
o109H,
A
The steady states of (6.1I) are ssq = (0,0,0), ss; = (0, 5/u,0), and

B(Hyo100 — M) A B(Huo100 — Apt)
Witep "Hyo100"  Hypoy09

B (5(R0 —1) B AR — 1))
- oy Rop' Hyo09

R() =

SS9

= (ﬁiavuvf/i%

which exists if and only if Ry > 1.
If we add the two last equations of (G.I]) then N(t) := V,(t) + V;(t) satisfies the logistic

equation

CN() = BN (1) — uN(). (6.2)
We decompose the domain M := Rf’r into the partition
M = 0My U M,,
where
oMy :={(H;,V,,,V;) e M : H+V; =0o0r V,+V; =0}
and

My :={(H;,V,, Vi) € M : H;+V; > 0 and V,, + V; > 0} = M \ 9M.

Biologically, we can interpret dM, as the states without vectors or infected individuals. The
subregions dMy and M, are both positively invariant by the semiflow generated (6.I]). We

can also decompose M with respect to the subdomain

OM, == {(H;,V,, Vi) € M : V, + V; = 0}
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and
My, ={(H;,V,,,V;) e M : V,+V; > 0}.

Since N(t) := V,(t) + Vi(t) always satisfies the logistic equation (6.2]), the subregions OM;
and M; are both positively invariant by the semiflow generated (6.1]).

Lemma 6.1 Both OM; and M, are positively invariant by the semiflow generated (G.1)).

Moreover,
1. 1f (H;(0),V,(0),V;(0)) € OM;, then

lim (Hy(t), Vi (1), Vi(t)) = (0,0, 0);

2. if (H;(0),V,(0), Vi(0)) € My, then

Jim Vi) + i(t) = .

If (H;(0), V,(0),V;(0)) € M; the long time behavior of (6.1]) is characterized by

d
—H,(t) = —)\HZ + UlHu‘/i, t >0,

i

%Vi(t) =B/ — Vi) H; — BV, t >0, (6.3)

Lemma 6.2 Suppose Ry > 1. Then (G3)) has a unique positive steady state (}AIZ, VZ) More-
over, (f[,, IA/Z) is locally asymptotically stable, and if Hyy + Vig # 0, then the solution (H;, V;)
of ([63)) satisfies

~ ~

Jim (L (1), V(1)) = (F, V7).
Proof. The uniqueness of the positive steady state (13[2, VZ) can be checked directly when
Ry > 1. Let D =R2. Then D is invariant for (6.3). It is not hard to show that the solution
of (6.3) is bounded.

Let F\(H;,V;) = —AH;+0,H,V; and Fy(H;,V;) = 09(8/u—V;)* H;—BV;. Then OF,/0V; >
0 and 0F,/dH; > 0 on D. So (63) is cooperative. Let ®(t) : D — D be the semiflow
generated by the solution of (63). Then ®(¢) is monotone.

If Hip+ Vigp # 0, then H;(t) > 0 and V;(t) > 0 for all ¢ > 0. So without loss of generality,
we may assume H;p > 0 and Vo > 0. We can choose § small such that Fl(éﬁi,éf/i) >0,
Fg((slffi,év,-) >0, Hyy > 5?[,-, and Viy > V. By [30, Proposition 3.2.1], i)(t)(éf[i,éﬂ) is
nondecreasing for ¢ > 0 and converges to a positive steady state as t — oo. Since (f[,, IA/Z) is
the unique positive steady state, we must have ®(¢)(0H;, 8V;) — (H;, V) as t — oo.
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Similarly, we may choose k > 0 such that Fy (kH;, kV;) < 0, Fy (k;
and Vg < kV;. Then ®(t)(6H;,6V;) is non-increasing for ¢
(H;,V;) as t — oo. By the monotonicity of ®(t), we have ®(t )(

O(t)(kH;, kV;) for t > 0. It then follows that ®(t)(H;o, Vio) — (H; V)

We now present a uniform persistence result.

kV;) <0, Hy < kH;,
d é( t)(kH;, kV;) —
Vi) < @(t)(Hip, Vi) <
ast—00. ®
Lemma 6.3 If Ry > 1, then the semiflow generated by (6.1I) is uniformly persistent with re-
spect to (Mg, OMy) in the sense that there exists € > 0 such that, for any (H;(0), V,,(0),V;(0)) €

My, we have
liminf inf |[(H;(t),V,(t), Vi(t)) — w| > e. (6.4)

t—oo weIMy

Proof. We apply [16, Theorem 4.1] to prove this result. Let ®(¢) : R? — R? be the semiflow
generated by (G.1), i.e. ®(t)wo = (H;(t), Viu(t), Vi(t)) for t > 0, where (H;(t), Vi (1), Vi(t)) is
the solution of (6.I)) with initial condition wy = (H;(0), V,,(0), Vi(0)) € R?.
The semiflow ®(¢) is point dissipative in the sense that there exists M > 0 such that
lirtn sup [|®(t)wo|| < M for any wy € RY. Actually, Lemma [6.1] implies that lim sup V,,(t) <
—o0

t—o0

B/p and limsup Vi(t) < [/u. By the first equation of (61I), we have limsup H;(t) <
UlﬁHu/M)\-t_mo o

We note that My and 0M, are both invariant with respect to ®(¢). Moreover, the semiflow
Dy(t) := P(t)|ons, 1-e. the restriction of ®(¢) on My, admits a compact global attractor Ay.
If wy = (H;(0), V,(0), V;(0)) € OM,, then the w—limit set of wy is w(wy) = {sso} if wy € M,
and w(wp) = {ss1} if wy € My \ M;. Hence we have

Ag = Uppea,w(wo) = {sso} U {ss1}.

This covering is acyclic since {ss1} 4 {sso}, i.e. W"(ss1) N W?(ssg) = &. To see this,
suppose wy = (H;(0), V,,(0), Vi(0)) € W*(ss1) NW?(ssg). By Lemma[6.1] we have wg € OM;.
Let (H;(t), Vy(t),Vi(t)) be the complete orbit through wy, then V,(t) = V;(t) = 0 for t € R.
So wy  W"(ss1), which is a contradiction.

We then show that W*(ssg) "My = @ and W*¥(ss;)NMy = @. By Lemmal6.1], W*(ssq) =
OM; C OM,, and hence W?(ssg) N My = @. To see W?(ss1) N My = @, it suffices to prove
that there exists € > 0 such that, for any wy = (H;(0), V,(0),V;(0)) € My, the following
inequality holds

lim sup |®(t)wy — ss1| > e. (6.5)

t—o00

Assume to the contrary that (6.5]) does not hold. Let ¢y > 0 be given. Then there exists
wy € My such that

lim sup |®(t)wy — ss1| < €.
t—00
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So there exists to > 0 such that 5/ — ey < Vi, (t) < 5/ + €0 and V;(t) < g for t > t.
By (6.1]), we have

iﬂl(t) = —\H; + O'1Hu‘/i, t > to,

d
(6.6)
dii‘/z(t) > 0’2(% — EO)Hi — ,U(g + 260)‘/2', t>t.

The matrix associated with the right hand side of (G.0]) is

5_>\ UéHu

A = ,

02(; — €o) —M(; + 2€)

whose eigenvalues A; and Ay satisfy that A\ + Ao = =\ — u(5/p + 2¢9) < 0 and M)Ay =
(B )+ 2€0) —or09H (B/ 10— €0). Since Ry > 1, we can choose €y small such that A\; Ay < 0.
Hence either A\; > 0 > Ay or Ay > 0 > A;. Without loss of generality, suppose \; > 0 > A,.
Then by the Perron-Frobenius theorem, there is an eigenvector (¢,) associated with X\
such that ¢ > 0 and ¥ > 0.

Let (H;(t),V;(t)) be the solution of the following problem

diﬁ[i(t) = —\H(t) + o H,Vi(t), t > to,
Vi) = o—2<§ ) Hl) — u(f L2e)Vilt), >t (6.7)

HZ(tO) = 6¢7 ‘/Z(t(]) = 6¢7

where 4 is small such that H;(t,) > H;(to) and V;(to) > Vi(to). By (6.6) and the comparison
principle for cooperative systems, we have (H;(t), Vi(t)) > (H,(t), Vi(t)) for t > t;. We can
check that the solution of B1) is (H;(t),Vi(t)) = (010 seperrt=0)) It then follows
from A; > 0 that tlg& H;(t) = oo and tlgglo Vi(t) = oo, which contradicts the boundedness of
the solution.

Our conclusion now just follows from [16, Theorem 4.1]. m

We now present the result about the global dynamics of (G.1I).
Theorem 6.4 The following statements hold.
1. ssg is unstable; If (H;(0),V,(0),V;(0)) € OM;, then

lim (H;(t), Va.(t), Vi(t)) = ss0;

t—o0

2. Suppose Ry < 1. Then ssy is globally asymptotically stable, i.e. ssq is locally asymp-
totically stable and if (H;(0),V,(0),V;(0)) € My, then

lim (H;(t), Vi.(t), Vi(t)) = ssq;

t—o00
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3. Suppose Ry > 1. Then ssy is unstable, and if (H;(0),V,(0),V;(0)) € OM, \ OM;, then

lim (Hz(t)> Vu(t)a ‘/,(t)) = §51.

t—o00

Moreover, ssq is globally asymptotically stable in the sense that ssy is locally asymp-
totically stable and for any (H;(0),V,(0),V;(0)) € M,,

lim (H,(t), Vi, (t), Vi(t)) = s5o.

t—o00

Proof. We only prove the second convergence result in part 3 (see [15] and Lemma for
the other parts). Since the solution of (6.3]) is bounded, the omega limit set of the solution
of (6] exists.

Suppose (H;(0),V,(0),V;(0)) € My. Then the solution (H;(t), V,(t),V;(t)) of (6] sat-
isfies that H;(t), V,,(t), Vi(t) > 0 for all ¢ > 0. Since V,(0) + V;(0) # 0, we have V,(-,t) +
Vi(,t) = B/p as t — oo. So the limit system of

%Hl(t) = _)\Hz -+ UlHu‘/iu t> 0,

is (63]). By Lemma [6.3] there exists € > 0 such that
li{ninf |H;(t)] + |Vi(t)| > e.
—00

Hence the omega limit set of (6.2) is contained in W := {(H,o, Vo) € R2 : Hy+ Vi # 0}
By Lemma G2, W is the stable set of the stable equilibrium (H;, V;) of ([63). By the theory
of asymptotic autonomous systems, we have H;(t) — H; and Vi(t) — Vi ast — oo. Moreover
since Vi, (-, t) 4+ Vi(-,t) = B/ = Vi, + Vi, we have V,,(t) = V, as t — co. m
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