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DYNAMICS OF THE REVERSIBLE GRAY-SCOTT MODEL AND

CONVERGENCE TO ITS IRREVERSIBLE LIMIT

PHILIPPE LAURENÇOT AND CHRISTOPH WALKER

Abstract. Well-posedness of a reversible variant of the Gray-Scott model is shown,
along with the convergence of each trajectory to one of the two spatially homogeneous
steady states. The principle of linearized stability provides the local attractivity at an
exponential rate of the stable steady state, while the long-term limit is identified with the
help of center manifold theory. Finally, convergence to the classical Gray-Scott model is
proved for an appropriate choice of parameters.

1. Introduction

The Gray-Scott model

∂tu1 = d1∆u1 − u1u2
2 − k1u1 + a ,

∂tu2 = d2∆u2 + u1u2
2 − u2 ,

is a semilinear system of reaction-diffusion equations describing the (irreversible) chemical
reactions

U1 + 2U2 → 3U2 , U1 → inert , U2 → inert ,

with ui denoting the concentration of the species Ui, i = 1, 2. It is by now well known that
a wide variety of spatial structures, including spots, stripes and fronts, may be generated
by its dynamics depending on the range of the parameters (d1, d2, k1, a) ∈ (0, ∞)4, see
[5, 6, 8, 10, 11, 14, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24] and the references therein.

In [16], a reversible variant of the Gray-Scott model is derived, featuring four active
species involved in the following reversible chemical reactions

U1 + 2U2 ⇆ 3U2 , U1 ⇆ U4 , U2 ⇆ U3 ,

which, after scaling, takes the form

∂tu1 = d1∆u1 − u1u2
2 + k2u3

2 − k1u1 + k4u4 , (1.1a)

∂tu2 = d2∆u2 + u1u2
2 − k2u3

2 − u2 + k3u3 , (1.1b)

∂tu3 = d3∆u3 + u2 − k3u3 , (1.1c)

∂tu4 = d4∆u4 + k1u1 − k4u4 . (1.1d)
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As pointed out in [16], the built-in reversibility drastically alters the dynamics: indeed,
the system (1.1) has an energy (entropy) structure in the sense that

E1(u1, u2, u3, u4) =

∫

[

u1
(

ln u1 − 1
)

+ u2
(

ln (k2u2) − 1
)]

dx

+

∫ [

u3
(

ln (k2k3u3) − 1
)

+ u4

(

ln

(

k4u4

k1

)

− 1

)]

dx

is a Liapunov functional; that is, it decreases along any trajectory as time increases. As a
consequence, no pattern formation arises in the long-term as there are only two stationary
solutions, which are both spatially homogeneous. However, the formal computations per-
formed in [12, 16] reveal that the classical Gray-Scott model may be recovered as a limit
of the reversible Gray-Scott model for a suitable choice of parameters (k2, k3, k4, d4) and
initial value u4(0). As a consequence, pattern formation is shifted to the transient behav-
ior of solutions to the reversible Gray-Scott model in this particular regime of parameters,
as reported in [12] on the basis of numerical simulations. Besides, local well-posedness in
H1 and global well-posedness for suitably small initial values are established in [16], while
the local stability of the spatially homogeneous stationary solutions is studied in [12].

The aim of this paper is to complete and improve the analysis performed in [12, 16]
in two directions: on the one hand, we prove that the reversible Gray-Scott model is
globally well-posed in Lp, p > n, in a bounded domain of R

n with homogeneous Neu-
mann boundary conditions, without any smallness condition on the initial data. A key
observation here is that the above-mentioned functional E1 is not the only Liapunov func-
tional available for the reversible Gray-Scott model. Indeed, given any nonnegative convex
function φ ∈ W ∞

1 ((0, ∞)), one can construct a corresponding Liapunov functional Eφ, see
Proposition 3.2. A consequence of this observation is the convergence of each trajectory
to one of the two (spatially homogeneous) stationary steady states. The local stability
of these steady states is also studied. On the other hand, we provide a complete proof
of the convergence of solutions of the reversible Gray-Scott model to those of the clas-
sical Gray-Scott model when k2 = k3 = k4 = d4 = ε and u4(0) = a/ε. In contrast to
[16, Theorem 1.1], which is only valid on a finite time interval where energy bounds are
available, our convergence result is true on any time interval (0, T ) and does not require
H1-estimates. Instead, it relies on duality techniques to derive L2+δ-estimates on (u1, u2)
for some δ > 0 [3, 7].

2. Main Results

Let (d1, d2, d3, d4) ∈ (0, ∞)4 and (k1, k2, k3, k4) ∈ (0, ∞)4. Consider the reversible Gray-
Scott model (after scaling)

∂tu1 = d1∆u1 − u1u2
2 + k2u3

2 − k1u1 + k4u4 , (t, x) ∈ (0, ∞) × Ω , (2.1a)

∂tu2 = d2∆u2 + u1u2
2 − k2u3

2 − u2 + k3u3 , (t, x) ∈ (0, ∞) × Ω , (2.1b)

∂tu3 = d3∆u3 + u2 − k3u3 , (t, x) ∈ (0, ∞) × Ω , (2.1c)

∂tu4 = d4∆u4 + k1u1 − k4u4 , (t, x) ∈ (0, ∞) × Ω , (2.1d)

with a bounded and smooth domain Ω ⊂ R
n subject to homogeneous Neumann boundary

conditions

∂νu1 = ∂νu2 = ∂νu3 = ∂νu4 = 0 , (t, x) ∈ (0, ∞) × ∂Ω , (2.1e)
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and initial conditions

(u1, u2, u3, u4)(0) =
(

u0
1, u0

2, u0
3, u0

4

)

, x ∈ Ω . (2.1f)

For p ∈ [1, ∞] we denote the positive cone of Lp(Ω) by L+
p (Ω) and simply write Lp(Ω)

for Lp(Ω,R4) and L+
p (Ω) for

[

L+
p (Ω)]4. For ̺ ∈ R, we set

Zp,̺ :=

{

u = (ui)1≤i≤4 ∈ Lp(Ω) :

∫

Ω

4
∑

i=1

ui(x) dx = ̺

}

,

Z+
p,̺ := Zp,̺ ∩ L+

p (Ω) .

(2.2)

The global well-posedness of (2.1) may be formulated as follows.

Theorem 2.1. Let p ∈ (n, ∞) and ̺ > 0. Given u0 ∈ Zp,̺ there exists a unique global
strong solution u = u(·; u0) to (2.1) in Zp,̺; that is,

u ∈ C
(

[0, ∞), Zp,̺
)

,

u ∈ C1((0, ∞), Lp(Ω)
)

∩ C
(

(0, ∞), W 2
p (Ω)

)

.
(2.3)

Moreover, for any t0 > 0,
sup
t≥t0

‖u(t)‖W 1
p

< ∞ , (2.4)

and, if u0 ∈ Z+
p,̺, then u(t) ∈ Z+

p,̺ for all t ≥ 0.

In fact, the mapping (t, u0) 7→ u(t; u0) defines a global semiflow on Zp,̺ and each orbit
{u(t; u0) : t ≥ 0} is relatively compact in Zp,̺.

Though only non-negative solutions to (2.1) are physically relevant, the well-posedness
for arbitrary initial conditions is needed later on for the analysis of the stability of the
steady state lying on the boundary of Z+

p,̺ (see (2.5) below).
We next turn to the long-term behavior of non-negative solutions to (2.1) and fix p ∈

(n, ∞) and ̺ > 0. We first recall that, according to [16, Section 1], there are only two
stationary solutions to (2.1) in Z+

p,̺, denoted by Eb,̺ and E◦,̺, which are both spatially
homogeneous and given by

E◦,̺ :=
̺

|Ω|E◦ , E◦ :=
1

K0

(

k2k3k4 , k3k4 , k4 , k1k2k3
)

,

Eb,̺ :=
̺

|Ω|Eb , Eb :=
1

k1 + k4

(

k4 , 0 , 0 , k1
)

,
(2.5)

with
K0 := k1k2k3 + k2k3k4 + k3k4 + k4 .

The set of equilibria in the invariant subset Z+
p,̺ of L+

p (Ω) is thus discrete, a property
which we combine with the availability of Liapunov functionals, see Section 3, and the
semiflow and compactness properties provided in Theorem 2.1 to identify the long-term
behavior of solutions to (2.1).

Theorem 2.2. Let p ∈ (n, ∞), p ≥ 3, and ̺ > 0. Given u0 ∈ Z+
p,̺, there is ∗ ∈ {b, ◦}

(depending on u0) such that

lim
t→∞

‖u(t) − E∗,̺‖p = 0 . (2.6)

In fact,
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⊲ E∗,̺ = Eb,̺ in (2.6) if and only if u0
2 = u0

3 = 0;
⊲ E◦,̺ is locally exponentially stable in Z+

p,̺.

The proof of Theorem 2.2 relies on the study of the linearization of (2.1) at E∗,̺ with
∗ ∈ {◦, b}: for E◦,̺, we prove that the spectrum of the linearized operator in Zp,0 is
contained in (−∞, −λ◦,̺] for some λ◦,̺ > 0 and the asymptotic exponential stability of
E◦,̺ is then derived with the help of the principle of linearized stability. This efficient tool
is no longer available for Eb,̺ as the spectrum of the linearized operator in Zp,0 contains
the zero eigenvalue. Thus, Eb,̺ is only semi-stable and it is unclear at first glance whether
it plays a role in the long-term dynamics. To shed some light on this issue, we appeal
to center manifold theory [4] and construct a one-dimensional center manifold on which
the dynamics is governed by an ordinary differential equation of the form X ′ = −AX2

for some A > 0, from which a one-side stability (for X(0) > 0) of Eb,̺ follows, which
however excludes non-negative initial values with non-zero second and third components.
Both results complete and extend the analysis performed in [12, Sections 3.1-3.2], which
is based on minimizing properties of the steady states and numerical simulations.

Remark 2.3. If u0 = (u0
i )1≤i≤4 ∈ Z+

p,̺ is such that u0
2 = u0

3 = 0, then the solution
u = (ui)1≤i≤4 to (2.1) satisfies u2(t) = u3(t) = 0 for all t ≥ 0, while (u1, u4) solves the
reduced linear system

∂tu1 = d1∆u1 − k1u1 + k4u4 , (t, x) ∈ (0, ∞) × Ω , (2.7a)

∂tu4 = d4∆u4 + k1u1 − k4u4 , (t, x) ∈ (0, ∞) × Ω , (2.7b)

subject to homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions and initial conditions (u0
1, u0

4). The
convergence of u(t) to Eb,̺ is obvious in that case, as k1‖u1 − Eb,̺,1‖2

2 + k4‖u4 − Eb,̺,4‖2

is a Liapunov functional for (2.7).

The last contribution of this paper is a proof of the convergence of solutions of the re-
versible Gray-Scott model (2.1) to that of the classical Gray-Scott model when the reaction
rates and diffusion coefficients are appropriately chosen, as outlined in [16, Section 1.1].
Let us first recall that the classical Gray-Scott model reads

∂tu1 = d1∆u1 − u1u2
2 − k1u1 + a , (t, x) ∈ (0, ∞) × Ω , (2.8a)

∂tu2 = d2∆u2 + u1u2
2 − u2 , (t, x) ∈ (0, ∞) × Ω , (2.8b)

subject to homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions

∂νu1 = ∂νu2 = 0 , (t, x) ∈ (0, ∞) × ∂Ω , (2.8c)

and initial conditions

(u1, u2)(0) =
(

u0
1, u0

2

)

, x ∈ Ω , (2.8d)

where a is a non-negative source term (usually taken to be a positive constant in the
literature). The global well-posedness in a classical sense is established in [13].

Theorem 2.4. Consider ε ∈ (0, 1) and assume that

k2 = k3 = k4 = d4 = ε . (2.9)

Given (u0
1, u0

2, u0
3, a) ∈ W 1,+

p0
(Ω) for some p0 ∈ (n, ∞), p0 ≥ 2, we set u0

ε = (u0
1, u0

2, u0
3, a/ε)

and let uε = u(·; u0
ε) be the corresponding solution to (2.1). Then there is p ∈ (1, 2) such
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that, for any T > 0,

lim
ε→0

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖(ui,ε − ui)(t)‖p = 0 , 1 ≤ i ≤ 2 ,

where (u1, u2) is the classical solution to (2.8). In addition,

lim
ε→0

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖(u3,ε − u3)(t)‖p = lim
ε→0

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖εu4,ε(t) − a‖2 = 0 ,

where u3 is the unique classical solution to

∂tu3 = d3∆u3 + u2 , (t, x) ∈ (0, ∞) × Ω , (2.10a)

∂νu3 = 0 , (t, x) ∈ (0, ∞) × ∂Ω , (2.10b)

u3(0) = u0
3 , x ∈ Ω . (2.10c)

The outline of this paper is as follows. In the following Section 3 we derive Liapunov
functionals and establish Theorem 2.1 on the global well-posedness of the reversible Gray-
Scott model (2.1). In Section 4 we address the long-term behavior of solutions as summa-
rized in Theorem 2.2. Finally, in Section 5 we prove the convergence of solutions to the
reversible Gray-Scott model (2.1) to solutions of the irreversible Gray-Scott model (2.8)
stated in Theorem 2.4.

3. Well-Posedness and Liapunov Functionals

From now on, we denote the Laplace operator in Lp(Ω) with domain

W 2
p,N(Ω) :=

{

z ∈ W 2
p (Ω) : ∂νz = 0 on ∂Ω

}

by ∆N . We first establish the local well-posedness of (2.1).

Proposition 3.1. Let p ∈ (n, ∞) and ̺ > 0. Given u0 ∈ Zp,̺ there exists a unique
maximal strong solution u = u(·; u0) to (2.1) in Zp,̺ defined on a maximal time interval
[0, t+(u0)) with t+(u0) ∈ (0, ∞]; that is,

u ∈ C
(

[0, t+(u0)), Zp,̺
)

,

u ∈ C1((0, t+(u0)), Lp(Ω)
)

∩ C
(

(0, t+(u0)), W 2
p (Ω)

)

.
(3.1)

In addition, if u0 ∈ Z+
p,̺, then u(t) ∈ Z+

p,̺ for t ∈ [0, t+(u0)).

If t+(u0) < ∞, then

lim sup
tրt+(u0)

‖u(t)‖p = ∞ . (3.2)

In fact, the mapping (t, u0) 7→ u(t; u0) defines a semiflow on Zp,̺.

Proof. Introducing

A := diag[d1∆N − k1, d2∆N − 1, d3∆N − k3, d4∆N − k4] (3.3)

and gathering the remaining linear and the nonlinear terms, it is readily seen that we can
write (2.1) as an abstract semilinear Cauchy problem

du

dt
= Au + f(u) , t > 0 , u(0) = u0 . (3.4)
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Hereby, A is the generator of a positive, strongly continuous analytic semigroup on the
phase space E0 := Lp(Ω) with domain E1 := W 2

p,N(Ω), and the nonlinearity f is given by

f(u) :=
(

− u1u2
2 + k2u3

2 + k4u4, u1u2
2 − k2u3

2 + k3u3, u2, k1u1
)

(3.5)

and satisfies

‖f(u) − f(v)‖p ≤ c
(

1 + ‖u‖2
∞ + ‖v‖2

∞

)

‖u − v‖p , (u, v) ∈ L∞(Ω) × L∞(Ω) .

Since p > n we can fix ξ ∈
(

n/2p, 1/2
)

so that

Eξ := (E0, E1)ξ,p = W 2ξ
p (Ω) →֒ L∞(Ω) , (3.6)

see, e.g., [25, 4.3.3/Theorem]. Therefore,

‖f(u) − f(v)‖E0 ≤ c
(

1 + ‖u‖2
Eξ

+ ‖v‖2
Eξ

)

‖u − v‖E0 , (u, v) ∈ E2
ξ . (3.7)

We may thus apply [18, Theorem 1.2] (with α = γ = 0 < ξ < 1/2 and q = 2 therein) to
deduce that (3.4) has for each u0 ∈ E0 = Lp(Ω) a unique maximal strong solution u(·; u0)
with regularity (3.1) and satisfying the blow-up criterion (3.2). Moreover, the mapping
(t, u0) 7→ u(t; u0) defines a semiflow on Lp(Ω).

If u0 ∈ L+
p (Ω), then u(t; u0) ∈ L+

p (Ω) for t ∈ [0, t+(u0)) since the semigroup generated
by A is positive and since for each R > 0 there is c(R) > 0 such that

f(v) + c(R)v ≥ 0 , v ∈ L+
∞(Ω) with ‖v‖∞ ≤ R .

Finally, the property u(t) ∈ Zp,̺ for t ∈ [0, t+(u0)) is a consequence of the Neumann
boundary conditions (2.1e) and the fact that the reaction terms on the right-hand side
of (2.1a)-(2.1d) sum up to zero. �

Next, we provide a broad class of Liapunov functionals for (2.1) that we shall use to
derive global existence of solutions and to investigate their long-term behavior.

Proposition 3.2. Let p ∈ (n, ∞) and ̺ > 0. Given u0 ∈ Zp,̺ and a non-negative convex
function φ ∈ C2(R) such that

Eφ(u0) :=

∫

Ω

[

φ(u0
1) +

1

k2
φ(k2u0

2) +
1

k2k3
φ(k2k3u0

3) +
k1

k4
φ

(

k4

k1
u0

4

)]

dx < ∞ , (3.8)

the corresponding strong solution u = u(·; u0) to (2.1) provided by Proposition 3.1 satisfies
Eφ(u(t)) ≤ Eφ(u0) for all t ∈ [0, t+(u0)). More precisely,

d

dt
Eφ(u) + Dφ[u] + Rφ[u] = 0 , t ∈ (0, t+(u0)) , (3.9)

with Dφ[u] ≥ 0 and Rφ[u] ≥ 0 given by

Dφ[u] :=

∫

Ω

[

d1φ′′(u1)|∇u1|2 + d2k2φ′′(k2u2)|∇u2|2
]

dx

+

∫

Ω

[

d3k2k3φ′′(k2k3u3)|∇u3|2 +
d4k4

k1
φ′′

(

k4

k1
u4

)

|∇u4|2
]

dx
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and

Rφ[u] :=

∫

Ω
u2

2(u1 − k2u2)
(

φ′(u1) − φ′(k2u2)
)

dx

+
1

k2

∫

Ω
(k2u2 − k2k3u3)

(

φ′(k2u2) − φ′(k2k3u3)
)

dx

+ k1

∫

Ω

(

u1 − k4

k1
u4

)(

φ′(u1) − φ′

(

k4

k1
u4

))

dx .

Owing to the non-negativity of Dφ[u] and Rφ[u], the identity (3.9) guarantees that Eφ

is a Liapunov functional for (2.1), so that t 7→ Eφ[u(t)] is a non-increasing function
on [0, t+(u0)).

When φ(r) = r ln r − r + 1, r ≥ 0, Proposition 3.2 is reported in [16, Eq. (1.5)] for
non-negative solutions. We extend it here to an arbitrary convex function.

Proof. We readily infer from (2.1) that

d

dt

∫

Ω
φ(u1) dx = −d1

∫

Ω
φ′′(u1)|∇u1|2 dx −

∫

Ω
u2

2(u1 − k2u2)φ′(u1) dx

− k1

∫

Ω

(

u1 − k4

k1
u4

)

φ′(u1) dx ,

1

k2

d

dt

∫

Ω
φ(k2u2) dx = −d2k2

∫

Ω
φ′′(k2u2)|∇u2|2 dx +

∫

Ω
u2

2(u1 − k2u2)φ′(k2u2) dx

− 1

k2

∫

Ω
(k2u2 − k2k3u3) φ′(k2u2) dx ,

1

k2k3

d

dt

∫

Ω
φ(k2k3u3) dx = −d3k2k3

∫

Ω
φ′′(k2k3u3)|∇u3|2 dx

+
1

k2

∫

Ω
(k2u2 − k2k3u3)φ′(k2k3u3) dx ,

and

k1

k4

d

dt

∫

Ω
φ

(

k4

k1
u4

)

dx = −d4k4

k1

∫

Ω
φ′′

(

k4

k1
u4

)

|∇u4|2 dx

+ k1

∫

Ω

(

u1 − k4

k1
u4

)

φ′

(

k4

k1
u4

)

dx .

Summing up the above four identities leads us to (3.9). The non-negativity of Dφ[u]
and Rφ[u] follows directly from the convexity of φ. Combined with (3.9), this property
guarantees that Eφ is a Liapunov functional for (2.1). �

To simplify the notation, we set Ep := Eφp for p > 1 when φp(r) := |r|p for r ∈ R.
We now derive several consequences of Proposition 3.2, beginning with the global well-

posedness of (2.1) and the uniform boundedness of its solutions.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Let p ∈ (n, ∞). Given ̺ > 0 and u0 ∈ Zp,̺, the condition
Ep(u0) < ∞ is obviously satisfied and we readily deduce from Proposition 3.2 that the
corresponding solution u = u(·; u0) to (2.1) satisfies

Ep(u(t)) ≤ Ep(u0) , t ∈ [0, t+(u0)) ,
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which clearly excludes the occurrence of (3.2). Consequently, t+(u0) = ∞ and the global
well-posedness of (2.1), along with the global semiflow property, is established.

Let us next fix t0 > 0. It follows from the continuous embedding of W 2
p,N(Ω) in L∞(Ω)

that

M(t0) := max

{

‖u1(t0)‖∞ , k2‖u2(t0)‖∞ , k2k3‖u3(t0)‖∞ ,
k4

k1
‖u4(t0)‖∞

}

< ∞ . (3.10)

Introducing the non-negative convex function

ΦM(t0)(r) :=
(

r − M(t0)
)

+
= max

{

r − M(t0) , 0
}

, r ∈ R ,

we deduce from (3.10) that EΦM(t0)
(u0) = 0, while Proposition 3.2, along with an ap-

proximation argument to cope with the non-differentiability of the positive part, implies
that

0 ≤ EΦM(t0)
(u(t)) ≤ EΦM(t0)

(u0) = 0 , t ≥ t0 .

Combining the above property with the definition of EΦM(t0)
, we find

max

{

u1(t, x) , k2u2(t, x) , k2k3u3(t, x) ,
k4

k1
u4(t, x)

}

≤ M(t0)

for (t, x) ∈ [t0, ∞) × Ω. A similar argument involving the non-negative convex function
ΨM(t0) defined by ΨM(t0)(r) =

(

− r − M(t0)
)

+
for r ∈ R shows that

min

{

u1(t, x) , k2u2(t, x) , k2k3u3(t, x) ,
k4

k1
u4(t, x)

}

≥ −M(t0)

for (t, x) ∈ [t0, ∞) × Ω. Consequently,

max

{

‖u1(t)‖∞ , k2‖u2(t)‖∞ , k2k3‖u3(t)‖∞ ,
k4

k1
‖u4(t)‖∞

}

≤ M(t0) , t ≥ t0 . (3.11)

In particular, f(u) belongs to L∞((t0, ∞) × Ω). We then infer from (3.4), the expo-
nential decay of the semigroup generated by A defined in (3.3) (due to the positivity of
(k1, k3, k4)), and parabolic regularity estimates that u belongs to L∞((t0, ∞), W 1

p (Ω)),

thereby establishing (2.4). Due to the compact embedding of W 1
p (Ω) in Lp(Ω), the stated

relative compactness of the orbits in Lp(Ω) readily follows. This completes the proof of
Theorem 2.1. �

4. Long-Term Behavior

Having established the global well-posedness of (2.1), as well as the boundedness of
its solutions, we now turn to their qualitative behavior. We first exploit the availability
of Liapunov functionals and the semiflow property to show the long-term convergence of
each solution to a steady state, see Section 4.1. The second step is to identify the limiting
steady state, which requires a more detailed study of the semiflow in a neighborhood of
each steady state, see Section 4.2 for E◦,̺ and Section 4.3 for Eb,̺.
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4.1. Long-Term Convergence. We first establish that E2 is a strict Liapunov functional
for (2.1) in Z+

p,̺.

Lemma 4.1. Let p ∈ (n, ∞), p ≥ 2, and ̺ > 0. Let u0 ∈ Z+
p,̺ be such that the corre-

sponding solution u = u(·; u0) satisfies

E2(u(t)) = E2(u0) , t ≥ 0 . (4.1)

Then there is ∗ ∈ {b, ◦} such that u(t) = u0 = E∗,̺ for all t ≥ 0.

Proof. It readily follows from (3.9) and (4.1) that

D2[u(t)] = R2[u(t)] = 0 , t ≥ 0 , (4.2)

which implies, thanks to the positivity of the diffusion and reaction coefficients, that

ui(t, x) = Ui(t) :=
1

|Ω|

∫

Ω
ui(t, y) dy , (t, x) ∈ [0, ∞) × Ω , 1 ≤ i ≤ 4 , (4.3a)

and

U1(t) =
k4

k1
U4(t) , U3(t) =

1

k3
U2(t) , U2

2 (t)(U1(t) − k2U2(t)) = 0 , t ≥ 0 . (4.3b)

Combining (4.1), (4.3) and the property u(t) ∈ Z+
p,̺ provides two additional identities

relating the components of U(t) := (Ui(t))1≤i≤4, namely,
(

1 +
k1

k4

)

U2
1 (t) + k2

(

1 +
1

k3

)

U2
2 (t) =

E2(u0)

|Ω| , t ≥ 0 , (4.4)

and
(

1 +
k1

k4

)

U1(t) +

(

1 +
1

k3

)

U2(t) =
̺

|Ω| , t ≥ 0 . (4.5)

Plugging (4.5) into (4.4) leads us to a single algebraic equation for U1:

k1 + k4

k4
U2

1 (t) +
k2k3

1 + k3

(

̺

|Ω| − k1 + k4

k4
U1(t)

)2

=
E2(u0)

|Ω| , t ≥ 0 .

Owing to the regularity of u, see Theorem 2.1, we may differentiate the above identity
with respect to time and find

[(

1 +
k2k2(k1 + k4)

k4(1 + k3)

)

U1(t) − k2k3

1 + k3

̺

|Ω|

]

U ′
1(t) = 0 , t ≥ 0 ,

from which we deduce that U1(t) = U0
1 := U1(0) for t ≥ 0 due to the continuity of U1.

This last property, along with (4.3b) and (4.5), entails that

Ui(t) = U0
i := Ui(0) , t ≥ 0 , 1 ≤ i ≤ 4 , (4.6a)

along with

U0
4 =

k1

k4
U0

1 , U0
3 =

U0
2

k3
,
(

U0
2

)2(
U0

1 − k2U0
2

)

= 0 , (4.6b)

and
k1 + k4

k4
U0

1 +
1 + k3

k3
U0

2 =
̺

|Ω| . (4.6c)
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On the one hand, if U0
2 = 0, then U0

3 = 0 by (4.6b), while (4.6) gives

U0
1 =

̺k4

|Ω|(k1 + k4)
, U0

4 =
̺k1

|Ω|(k1 + k4)
.

Consequently, U0 = Eb,̺, see (2.5). On the other hand, if U0
2 6= 0, then U0

2 = U0
1 /k2

by (4.6b) and we readily infer from (4.6) that U0 = E◦,̺, see (2.5). This completes the
proof. �

Corollary 4.2. Let p ∈ (n, ∞), p ≥ 2, and ̺ > 0. Given u0 ∈ Z+
p,̺, there is ∗ ∈ {b, ◦}

(depending on u0) such that

lim
t→∞

‖u(t) − E∗,̺‖p = 0 .

Proof. According to Lemma 4.1, E2 is a strict Liapunov functional for the semiflow u(·; u0)
on Z+

p,̺. Thus, given u0 ∈ Z+
p,̺, we infer from the relative compactness of the orbit

{u(t; u0) : t ≥ 0} in Lp(Ω), see Theorem 2.1, and LaSalle’s invariance principle that the
ω-limit set ω(u0) defined by

ω(u0) :=
⋂

t>0

u
(

(t, ∞); u0
)

is non-empty, connected and compact and included in
{

Eb,̺ , E◦,̺

}

, see [1, (17.2) Theorem

& (18.3) Theorem] for instance. The connectedness of ω(u0) completes the proof. �

Corollary 4.3. Let p ∈ (n, ∞), p ≥ 2, and ̺ > 0. Then E2(E◦,̺) < E2(Eb,̺) and, if
u0 ∈ Z+

p,̺ satisfies E2(u0) < E2(Eb,̺), then E∗,̺ = E◦,̺ in (2.6).

An immediate consequence of Corollary 4.3 is that E◦,̺ is locally asymptotically stable
in Lp(Ω) for the semiflow u(·; u0). We shall actually improve this result in the next section
and establish its local exponential stability by means of the principle of linearized stability.

Proof of Corollary 4.3. Owing to (2.5),

E2(E◦,̺) =
̺2

|Ω|
(k2k3k4)2 + k2(k3k4)2 + k2k3k2

4 + k1(k2k3)2k4

K2
0

=
̺2

|Ω|
k2k3k4

K0
<

̺2

|Ω|
k4

k1 + k4
= E2(Eb,̺) .

Now, given u0 ∈ Z+
p,̺ satisfying E2(u0) < E2(Eb,̺), we infer from Proposition 3.2, Theo-

rem 2.2 and the semiflow properties that

E2(E∗,̺) = lim
t→∞

E2(u(t)) ≤ E2(u0) < E2(Eb,̺) ,

and E∗,̺ = Eb,̺ is excluded. Consequently, E∗,̺ = E◦,̺, as claimed. �

4.2. Stability of Equilibria. Fix p ∈ (n, ∞) and p ≥ 2. Setting

Pu :=
Pu

4|Ω|1 , u ∈ Lp(Ω) ,

with

Pu :=

∫

Ω

4
∑

i=1

ui(x) dx , 1 = (1, 1, 1, 1) ,
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it readily follows that P ∈ L(Lp(Ω)) is a projection with kerP = Zp,0. Therefore, we have
the direct sum decomposition

Lp(Ω) = P(Lp(Ω)) ⊕ Zp,0 .

We then introduce

A := diag[d1∆N , d2∆N , d3∆N , d4∆N ] ,

F (u) := f(u) +
(

− k1u1, −u2, −k3u3, −k4u4
)

,

with f defined in (3.5), so that (2.1) can be written as

du

dt
= Au + F (u) , t > 0 , u(0) = u0 . (4.7)

Setting v := (1 − P)u so that u = Pu + v and noticing that PA = AP = 0 and that
PF (u) = 0, it readily follows that Pu(t) = Pu0. Hence, (4.7) is equivalent to the Cauchy
problem

dv

dt
= Av + g(v) , t > 0 , v(0) = (1 − P)u0 , (4.8)

in Zp,0, where

g(v) := F (Pu0 + v) .

Note that the operator A|((1−P)W 2
p,N

(Ω)) still generates a strongly continuous analytic semi-

group on Zp,0 and that g ∈ C1((1 − P)W 2ξ
p (Ω), Zp,0) for ξ ∈ (n/(2p), 1/2) (see the proof

of Proposition 3.1).
Consider now ̺ > 0 and u0 ∈ Z+

p,̺, so that

Pu0 = ̺ and g(v) = F

(

̺

4|Ω|1 + v

)

,

in view of u(t) ∈ Z+
p,̺, see Theorem 2.1. Then v∗,̺ := (1−P)E∗,̺ is an equilibrium to (4.8)

for ∗ ∈ {b, ◦} since PE∗,̺ = ̺, and the corresponding linearized operator

L∗,̺ := A + Dg(v∗,̺)

is given by

L∗,̺[v] =















d1∆v1 − E2
∗,̺,2v1 + k2E2

∗,̺,2v2 − k1v1 + k4v4

d2∆v2 + E2
∗,̺,2v1 − k2E2

∗,̺,2v2 − v2 + k3v3

d3∆v3 + v2 − k3v3

d4∆v4 + k1v1 − k4v4















, (4.9)

after using the identity E∗,̺,1E∗,̺,2 = k2E2
∗,̺,2, which is valid for both equilibria according

to (2.5). Clearly, L∗,̺ with domain (1 − P)(W 2
p,N (Ω)) generates an analytic semigroup on

Zp,0 since Dg(v∗,̺) ∈ L(Zp,0, Zp,0). A straightforward computation gives the following
identity:

Lemma 4.4. Let ∗ ∈ {b, ◦}. Consider v ∈ Zp,0 (possibly complex valued) and set

V(v) :=

(

v1 , k2v2 , k2k3v3 ,
k4

k1
v4

)

. (4.10)
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Then
∫

Ω
L∗,̺[v]V(v) dx = −

4
∑

i=1

Di‖∇vi‖2
2 − E2

∗,̺,2‖v1 − k2v2‖2
2

− k2‖v2 − k3v3‖2
2 − 1

k1
‖k1v1 − k4v4‖2

2 ≤ 0 ,

(4.11)

with

D1 := d1 , D2 := d2k2 , D3 := d3k2k3 , D4 := d4
k4

k1
.

We use the just established identity to deduce information on the spectrum of L∗,̺

in Zp,0.

Proposition 4.5. For ∗ ∈ {b, ◦}, the operator L∗,̺ in Zp,0 has compact resolvent. In
particular, its spectrum is discrete and contains only eigenvalues. Moreover, it is included
in (−∞, 0]. In fact, 0 ∈ σ

(

Lb,̺

)

with

ker Lb,̺ = R
(

k4(1 + k3), −k3(k1 + k4), −(k1 + k4), k1(1 + k3)
)

,

and there are (λb,̺, λ◦,̺) ∈ (0, ∞)2 such that

σ
(

Lb,̺

)

\ {0} ⊂ (−∞, −λb,̺] and σ
(

L◦,̺

)

⊂ (−∞, −λ◦,̺] .

Proof. Let ∗ ∈ {b, ◦}. Since (1−P)(W 2
p,N(Ω)) embeds compactly in Zp,0 = (1−P)(Lp(Ω)),

the operator L∗,̺ has compact resolvent. Therefore, its spectrum σ
(

L∗,̺
)

is discrete and

contains only eigenvalues. Consider then λ ∈ σ
(

L∗,̺

)

and a corresponding eigenvector
v 6= 0. As L∗,̺[v] = λv, we infer from Lemma 4.4 that

0 ≥
∫

Ω
L∗,̺[v]V(v) dx = λ

(

‖v1‖2
2 + k2‖v2‖2

2 + k2k3‖v3‖2
2 +

k4

k1
‖v4‖2

2

)

. (4.12)

Thus λ ∈ (−∞, 0].
Assume now that 0 ∈ σ

(

L∗,̺

)

and consider v ∈ ker L∗,̺. We then infer from (4.11)
and (4.12) that

0 =
4
∑

i=1

Di‖∇vi‖2
2 + E2

∗,̺,2‖v1 − k2v2‖2
2 + k2‖v2 − k3v3‖2

2 +
1

k1
‖k1v1 − k4v4‖2

2 ,

from which we deduce that v ∈ R
4 with

E∗,̺,2(v1 − k2v2) = v2 − k3v3 = k1v1 − k4v4 = 0 . (4.13)

• If ∗ = ◦ then, since E◦,̺,2 6= 0, an immediate consequence of (4.13) is that

v2 =
v1

k2
, v3 =

v1

k2k3
, v4 =

k1v1

k4
.

Recalling that v ∈ Zp,0, we obtain

0 = |Ω|
(

1 +
1

k2
+

1

k2k3
+

k1

k4

)

v1 ,

whence v1 = 0 and v = 0; that is, 0 6∈ σ
(

L◦,̺
)

. Since the spectrum is discrete, there is

λ◦,̺ > 0 such that σ
(

L◦,̺
)

⊂ (−∞, −λ◦,̺].
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• If ∗ = b, then Eb,̺,2 = 0 and we only deduce from (4.13) that v3 = v2/k3 and v4 =
k1v1/k4. Since v ∈ Zp,0, we additionally obtain that

0 = |Ω|
(

v1 + v2 +
v2

k3
+

k1v1

k4

)

,

hence (k1 + k4)v1/k4 = −(1 + k3)v2/k3. Consequently,

v = v1

(

1, −k3(k1 + k4)

k4(1 + k3)
, − k1 + k4

k4(1 + k3)
,
k1

k4

)

,

and we thus have identified ker Lb,̺. Since the spectrum is discrete, there is λb,̺ > 0 such
that σ

(

Lb,̺

)

\ {0} ⊂ (−∞, −λb,̺]. �

After this preparation, we are ready to study more precisely the local behavior of the
semiflow near the steady states and begin with the interior steady state, postponing the
analysis near the boundary steady state to the next subsection. The principle of linearized
stability now implies the exponential asymptotic stability of E◦,̺ in Z+

p,̺.

Corollary 4.6. Let p ∈ (n, ∞), p ≥ 2, and ̺ > 0. Then E◦,̺ is exponentially asymp-
totically stable in Z+

p,̺. That is, given ω ∈ (0, λ◦,̺) there are r > 0 and M ≥ 1 such
that

‖u(t; u0) − E◦,̺‖p ≤ M‖u0 − E◦,̺‖pe−ωt , t ≥ 0 ,

whenever u0 ∈ Z+
p,̺ satisfies ‖u0 − E◦,̺‖p ≤ r.

Proof. The statement readily follows from Proposition 4.5 and the principle of linearized
stability stated in [17, Theorem 1.6] (with γ = γ∗ = α = 0 < ξ < 1/2, q = 2, and
αcrit = α∗

crit = 2ξ − 1 < 0 therein) applied to (4.8). �

4.3. Boundary Steady State. According to Proposition 4.5, the principle of linearized
stability does not apply to investigate the stability properties of the boundary steady
state Eb,̺, since the corresponding linearization Lb,̺ has eigenvalue zero. In fact, Eb,̺ is
a non-hyperbolic fixed point of the semiflow and the appropriate tool to study the local
behavior of the semiflow in the vicinity of such a point is the center manifold theory [4].
As a first step towards the construction of a (local) center manifold, let us recast (4.8) in
a suitable way. Introducing

w := v − (1 − P)Eb,̺ = (1 − P)(u − Eb,̺) ,

we infer from (4.8) that

dw

dt
= Lb,̺[w] + N(w) , t > 0 ,

w(0) = w0 := (1 − P)(u0 − Eb,̺) ,
(4.14)

in Zp,0, where
Lb,̺[w] = Aw + DF (Eb,̺)[w]

and
N(w) := F

(

Eb,̺ + w
)

− DF (Eb,̺)[w] .

We recall that Lb,̺ with domain (1 − P)W 2
p,N (Ω) generates an analytic semigroup on Zp,0

and has the one-dimensional kernel ker Lb,̺ = Rk with

k :=
(

k4(1 + k3), −k3(k1 + k4), −(k1 + k4), k1(1 + k3)
)

(4.15)
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by Proposition 4.5. Moreover,

N(0) = 0 , DN(0) = 0 ,

and, in fact,

N(w) = w2
2

(

k2w2 − ̺K1k4 − w1 , −k2w2 + ̺K1k4 + w1 , 0 , 0
)

(4.16)

with K1 := 1/[|Ω|(k1 + k4)]. To construct a splitting of the space Zp,0 into two Lb,̺-
invariant subspaces according to the zero eigenvalue we introduce

q(w) := K2

∫

Ω

(

w1 + w4 − w2 − w3
)

dx , w ∈ Zp,0 , (4.17)

with

K2 :=
1

2|Ω|(k1 + k4)(1 + k3)

and note that q(k) = 1 and q(Lb,̺[w]) = 0 (see (4.9) and (2.5)). Therefore,

Qw := q(w)k , w ∈ Zp,0 ,

defines a projection Q = Q2 ∈ L(Zp,0) with X := rgQ = Rk and QLb,̺ = Lb,̺Q = 0.
Setting Y := rg(1 − Q) we thus obtain the decomposition

Zp,0 = Rk ⊕ Y = X ⊕ Y (4.18)

with Lb,̺|X = 0 and B := Lb,̺(1 − Q) = Lb,̺|Y generates an analytic semigroup on Y .
Moreover, its spectrum is included in (−∞, −λb,̺] according to Proposition 4.5. Conse-
quently, assumptions (i)-(iii) of [4, Section 6.3] hold.

Using the decomposition w = sk + y with s ∈ R and y ∈ Y , we can write (4.14)
equivalently in the form

ds

dt
= q

(

N
(

sk + y
))

, (4.19a)

dy

dt
= B[y] + (1 − Q)N

(

sk + y
)

, (4.19b)

(s, y)(0) =
(

s0, y0) ∈ R × Y , (4.19c)

(where w0 = s0k + y0). It readily follows from Theorem 2.1 that (4.19) is well-posed in
R × Y and that, owing to the identity

(1 − P)
(

u
(

t; u0)− Eb,̺

)

= u
(

t; u0)− Eb,̺ , u0 ∈ Zp,̺ ,

the mapping
(

t, s0, y0) 7→ w
(

t; s0, y0) := u
(

t; Eb,̺ + s0k + y0)− Eb,̺ (4.20)

defines a global semiflow on R × Y . We may now state the main result of this section.

Proposition 4.7. There exists a C2-smooth (local) center manifold Wc(Eb,̺) for (4.19);

that is, Wc(Eb,̺) is positively invariant for the semiflow w
(

·; s0, y0
)

, and there are δ > 0

and h ∈ C2
(

(−δ, δ), Y
)

satisfying h(0) = 0 and h′(0) = 0 such that

Wc(Eb,̺) =
{

ξk + h(ξ) : ξ ∈ (−δ, δ)
}

.

Moreover, there are δ0 ∈ (0, δ) and K4 > 0 such that

−3K4ξ2 ≤ q
(

N
(

ξk + h(ξ)
))

≤ −K4ξ2 , ξ ∈ (−δ0, δ0) . (4.21)
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As we shall see below, the local behavior (4.21) of ξ 7→ q
(

N
(

ξk + h(ξ)
))

is the key tool

to shed some light on the dynamics of the semiflow w
(

·; s0, y0
)

on the center manifold
Wc(Eb,̺).

Proof. As already mentioned, assumptions (i)-(iii) of [4, Section 6.3] are satisfied and the
existence of a C2-smooth (local) center manifold Wc(Eb,̺) for (4.19) readily follows from
[4, 6.Theorem 8].

We next turn to a detailed study of the behavior of ξ 7→ q
(

N
(

ξk + h(ξ)
))

as ξ → 0 and
prove (4.21). We first observe that the properties of h guarantee that there is H > 0 such
that

‖h(ξ)‖p ≤ Hξ2 , ξ ∈ (−δ, δ) . (4.22)

Next, from (2.5), (4.16) and (4.17) we obtain that, for ξ ∈ (−δ, δ),

q
(

N
(

ξk + h(ξ)
))

= −2K2

∫

Ω

[

− k3(k1 + k4)ξ + h2(ξ)
]2[

̺K1k4 + K0ξ + h1(ξ) − ξh2(ξ)
]

dx

= −2̺K1K2k4

∫

Ω

[

− k3(k1 + k4)ξ + h2(ξ)
]2

dx

− 2K2

∫

Ω

[

− k3(k1 + k4)ξ + h2(ξ)
]2[

K0ξ + h1(ξ) − ξh2(ξ)
]

dx

= −2̺K1K2k2
3k4(k1 + k4)2|Ω|ξ2

+ 4̺K1K2k3k4(k1 + k4)

∫

Ω
ξh2(ξ) dx − 2̺K1K2k4

∫

Ω
|h2(ξ)|2 dx

− 2K2

∫

Ω

[

− k3(k1 + k4)ξ + h2(ξ)
]2[

K0ξ + h1(ξ) − ξh2(ξ)
]

dx .

Setting K4 := ̺K1K2k2
3k4(k1 + k4)2|Ω| > 0 and recalling that p ≥ 3, we further infer

from (4.22) and Hölder’s inequality that
∣

∣

∣q
(

N
(

ξk + h(ξ)
))

+ 2K4ξ2
∣

∣

∣

≤ 4̺K1K2k3k4(k1 + k4)|ξ|‖h2(ξ)‖1 + 2̺K1K2k4‖h2(ξ)‖2
2

+ 2K2‖k3(k1 + k4)ξ − h2(ξ)‖2
3‖K0ξ + h1(ξ) − ξh2(ξ)‖3

≤ K5|ξ|3 ,

for some constant K5 > 0 depending only on (ki)1≤i≤4, |Ω|, ̺, p and H. In particular,
there is δ0 ∈ (0, δ) such that (4.21) holds true. �

A first consequence of Proposition 4.7 is the convergence of w
(

t; s0, h(s0)
)

to zero when

s0 ∈ (0, δ0). However, this result is irrelevant for the identification of the long-term limit of
non-negative solutions to (2.1) as the corresponding initial values u0 = Eb,̺ + s0k + h(s0)
have non-positive second and third components for sufficiently small s0 > 0 (see (2.5)
and (4.15)).

Corollary 4.8. If s0 ∈ (0, δ0), then

w
(

[0, ∞); s0, h(s0)
)

⊂ Wc(Eb,̺) and lim
t→∞

∥

∥w
(

t; s0, h(s0)
)∥

∥

R×Y
= 0 . (4.23)
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Proof. We consider s0 ∈ (0, δ0) and set w(t) := w
(

t; s0, h(s0)
)

for t ≥ 0. Owing to the
positive invariance of Wc(Eb,̺) for the semiflow, there is τ ∈ (0, ∞] such that w(t) ∈
Wc(Eb,̺) for all t ∈ [0, τ). Consequently, there is s ∈ C1([0, τ)) such that

s(t) ∈ (−δ, δ) and w(t) = s(t)k + h(s(t)) , t ∈ [0, τ) . (4.24)

Combining (4.19) and (4.24) readily implies that s solves

ds

dt
= q

(

N
(

sk + h(s)
))

, t ∈ [0, τ) , s(0) = s0 . (4.25)

We next define

τ0 := inf
{

t ∈ [0, τ) : s(t) 6∈ (0, δ0)
}

∈ (0, τ ] ,

the positivity of τ0 being an immediate consequence of s0 ∈ (0, δ0) and the continuity of
s. Owing to (4.25) and (4.21),

−3K4s2(t) ≤ ds

dt
(t) ≤ −K4s2(t) , t ∈ [0, τ0) ,

from which we readily deduce that

0 <
s0

1 + 3K4s0t
≤ s(t) ≤ s0

1 + K4s0t
< δ0 , t ∈ [0, τ0) .

Therefore, τ0 = τ = ∞ and s(t) ∈ [0, δ0) for all t ≥ 0 with s(t) → 0 as t → ∞, the latter
entailing that ‖h(s(t))‖Y → 0 as t → ∞ as well. Recalling (4.24), we have shown that,
for s0 ∈ (0, δ0), w

(

·; s0, h(s0)
)

satisfies (4.23). �

Summarizing our findings from this section we obtain Theorem 2.2.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Let ̺ > 0 and u0 ∈ Z+
p,̺. In Corollary 4.2 we established (2.6),

while the exponential asymptotic stability of E◦,̺ is shown in Corollary 4.6.
Assume next that E∗,̺ = Eb,̺ in (2.6). Thanks to the decomposition (4.18), we may

write u0 = Eb,̺ + s0k + y0 and u
(

·; u0
)

= Eb,̺ + sk + y. The convergence (2.6) then reads

lim
t→∞

(|s(t)| + ‖y(t)‖p) = 0 . (4.26)

We also infer from [4, 2. Lemma 1] (the proof in the infinite-dimensional case is exactly
the same) that there are t0 ≥ 0, K6 > 0 and µ > 0 such that

‖y(t) − h(s(t))‖p ≤ K6e−µ(t−t0)‖y(t0) − h(s(t0))‖p , t ≥ t0 . (4.27)

Combining (4.26) and (4.27), we conclude that

lim
t→∞

(|s(t)| + ‖h(s(t))‖p) = 0 . (4.28)

Consequently, there is t1 ≥ t0 such that |s(t)| < δ0 for t ≥ t1 and it follows from (4.21)
that

−3K4s2(t) ≤ ds

dt
(t) ≤ −K4s2(t) , t ≥ t1 . (4.29)

Assume for contradiction that s(t1) 6= 0. Then (4.29) implies that

K4(t − t1) +
1

s(t1)
≤ 1

s(t)
≤ 3K4(t − t1) +

1

s(t1)
, t ≥ t1 ,
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from which we deduce that s(t) > 0 for all t ≥ t1. Consequently, since u(t, u0) ∈ Z+
p,̺, we

obtain

0 ≤
∫

Ω
(u2(t) + u3(t)) dx = −(1 + k3)(k1 + k4)|Ω|s(t) +

∫

Ω
(y2(t) + y3(t)) dx (4.30)

for t ≥ t1. Now, since y(t) ∈ Y , we have Py(t) = Qy(t) = 0, from which we deduce that
∫

Ω
(y1(t) + y4(t)) dx =

∫

Ω
(y2(t) + y3(t)) dx = 0 , t ≥ t1 . (4.31)

Combining (4.30) and (4.31) implies that −s(t) ≥ 0 for t ≥ t1 and contradicts the already
established positivity of s on this interval. Therefore, s(t) = 0 for t ≥ t1 and we use
again (4.30) and (4.31) to conclude that

∫

Ω
(u2(t) + u3(t)) dx = 0 , t ≥ t1 .

Recalling that both u2 and u3 are non-negative, we deduce that

u2(t) = u3(t) ≡ 0 , t ≥ t1 . (4.32)

Now, since u2 is non-negative, the comparison principle and (2.1c) ensure that

u3(t) ≥ ek3(t−s)ed3(t−s)∆N u3(s) ≥ 0 , t ≥ s ≥ 0 .

Combining (4.32) and the above inequality with t = t1 implies that u3(s) = 0 for s ∈ [0, t1].
Therefore, u3 ≡ 0 on [0, ∞) × Ω and we infer from this property and (2.1c) that u2 ≡ 0
on [0, ∞) × Ω. We have thus proved that u0

2 = u0
3 = 0. The converse statement is a direct

consequence of Remark 2.3. �

5. Convergence to the Classical Gray-Scott Model

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 2.4. We thus assume that

k2 = k3 = k4 = d4 = ε

for some ε ∈ (0, 1), still with (k1, d1, d2, d3) ∈ (0, ∞)4. We consider (u0
1, u0

2, u0
3, a) ∈

W 1,+
p0

(Ω) for some p0 ∈ (n, ∞), p0 ≥ 2, and denote the solution to (2.1) with initial value

u0
ε := (u0

1, u0
2, u0

3, a/ε) by uε. Introducing

vε :=
(

u1,ε, u2,ε, u3,ε, εu4,ε
)

,

it follows from (2.1) that vε solves

∂tv1,ε = d1∆v1,ε − v1,εv2
2,ε + εv3

2,ε − k1v1,ε + v4,ε , (t, x) ∈ (0, ∞) × Ω , (5.1a)

∂tv2,ε = d2∆v2,ε + v1,εv2
2,ε − εv3

2,ε − v2,ε + εv3,ε , (t, x) ∈ (0, ∞) × Ω , (5.1b)

∂tv3,ε = d3∆v3,ε + v2,ε − εv3,ε , (t, x) ∈ (0, ∞) × Ω , (5.1c)

∂tv4,ε = ε∆v4,ε + εk1v1,ε − εv4,ε , (t, x) ∈ (0, ∞) × Ω , (5.1d)

supplemented with homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions

∂νv1,ε = ∂νv2,ε = ∂νv3,ε = ∂νv4,ε = 0 , (t, x) ∈ (0, ∞) × ∂Ω , (5.1e)

and initial conditions

vε(0) = v0
ε :=

(

u0
1, u0

2, u0
3, a
)

, x ∈ Ω . (5.1f)
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In the following, we denote positive constants that are independent of ε ∈ (0, 1) but
depend on T > 0 by ci(T ), i ≥ 1.

We begin with the derivation of L1-estimates on vε.

Lemma 5.1. Given T > 0, there is c1(T ) > 0 such that

‖v1,ε(t)‖1 + ‖v2,ε(t)‖1 + ‖v3,ε(t)‖1 + ‖v4,ε(t)‖1 ≤ c1(T ) , t ∈ [0, T ] . (5.2)

Proof. We integrate (5.1a), (5.1b), (5.1c), and (5.1d) over Ω and sum up the resulting
identities to obtain from the positivity of vi,ε that

d

dt

(

4
∑

i=1

‖vi,ε(t)‖1

)

= (1 − ε)‖v4,ε‖1 − (1 − ε)k1‖v1,ε‖1 ≤ ‖v4,ε‖1 .

Lemma 5.1 now readily follows by Gronwall’s lemma. �

We next turn to L2-estimates.

Lemma 5.2. Given T > 0, there is c2(T ) > 0 such that

‖v1,ε(t)‖2 +
√

ε‖v2,ε(t)‖2 + ‖v4,ε(t)‖2 ≤ c2(T ) , t ∈ [0, T ] , (5.3)

and
∫ T

0

[

d1‖∇v1,ε(s)‖2
2 + ε‖∇v4,ε(s)‖2

2 + ‖v2,ε(s)
(

v1,ε − εv2,ε
)

(s)‖2
2

]

ds ≤ c2(T ) . (5.4)

Proof. It follows from (5.1) and Young’s inequality that

1

2

d

dt

(

‖v1,ε‖2
2 + ε‖v2,ε‖2

2 + ε2‖v3,ε‖2
2 + ‖v4,ε‖2

2

)

= −d1‖∇v1,ε‖2
2 −

∫

Ω
v1,εv

2
2,ε

(

v1,ε − εv2,ε
)

dx − k1‖v1,ε‖2
2 +

∫

Ω
v1,εv4,ε dx

− d2ε‖∇v2,ε‖2
2 + ε

∫

Ω
v3

2,ε

(

v1,ε − εv2,ε
)

dx − ε

∫

Ω
v2,ε

(

v2,ε − εv3,ε
)

dx

− d3ε2‖∇v3,ε‖2
2 + ε2

∫

Ω
v3,ε

(

v2,ε − εv3,ε
)

dx − ε‖∇v4,ε‖2
2

+ k1ε

∫

Ω
v1,εv4,ε dx − ε‖v4,ε‖2

2

≤ −d1‖∇v1,ε‖2
2 −

∥

∥v2,ε
(

v1,ε − εv2,ε
)∥

∥

2

2
− ε‖∇v4,ε‖2

2 + (1 + k1ε)

∫

Ω
v1,εv4,ε dx

≤ −d1‖∇v1,ε‖2
2 −

∥

∥v2,ε
(

v1,ε − εv2,ε
)∥

∥

2

2
− ε‖∇v4,ε‖2

2 +
1 + k1

2

(

‖v1,ε‖2
2 + ‖v4,ε‖2

2

)

.

Applying Gronwall’s lemma completes the proof. �

At this point, we notice that, since
∥

∥

∥v1,εv
2
2,ε − εv3

2,ε

∥

∥

∥

L1((0,T )×Ω)
=

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
v2,ε

(

v1,ε − εv2,ε
)

v2,ε dx

≤
∥

∥v2,ε
(

v1,ε − εv2,ε
)∥

∥

L2((0,T )×Ω)

∥

∥v2,ε

∥

∥

L2((0,T )×Ω)

by Hölder’s inequality, Lemma 5.2 does not provide enough valuable information on
the right-hand side of (5.1a) and (5.1b). However, we observe that an L2-estimate on
(

v2,ε
)

ε∈(0,1)
would be sufficient to obtain an L1-control on the nonlinearity

(

v1,εv2
2,ε −
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εv3
2,ε

)

ε∈(0,1)
, which then guarantees the compactness of

(

v1,ε

)

ε∈(0,1)
and

(

v2,ε

)

ε∈(0,1)
in

L1((0, T ) × Ω), but not that of
(

v1,εv2
2,ε − εv3

2,ε

)

ε∈(0,1)
. Higher integrability estimates

are thus required that we derive now by exploiting the structure of (5.1) and using the
following improved duality results [3, 7]:

Proposition 5.3. Given T > 0 and M ∈ L∞((0, T ) × Ω) satisfying

0 < α ≤ M ≤ β a.e. in (0, T ) × Ω

for some (α, β) ∈ (0, ∞)2, there is r0 ∈ (1, 2) depending only on n, Ω, α, and β with the
following properties: for each r ∈ [r0, 2], there is a positive constant CD(r) > 0 depending
only on n, Ω, α, β, and r (but not on T ) such that, given f ∈ Lr((0, T ) × Ω), the solution
ξM,f to the backward linear parabolic initial boundary value problem

∂tξM,f + M∆ξM,f = f in (0, T ) × Ω ,

∂νξM,f = 0 on (0, T ) × ∂Ω ,

ξM,f (T ) = 0 in Ω ,

(5.5)

satisfies

‖∆ξM,f‖Lr((0,T )×Ω) ≤ CD(r)‖f‖Lr((0,T )×Ω) ,

‖ξM,f (t)‖r ≤ (1 + βCD(r))(T − t)(r−1)/r‖f‖Lr((0,T )×Ω) , t ∈ [0, T ] .

We refer to [3, Section 2] and [7, Lemma 4] for a proof of Proposition 5.3.

Lemma 5.4. Given T > 0, there are q > 2 (not depending on T ) and c3(T ) > 0 such that

‖v1,ε‖Lq((0,T )×Ω) + ‖v2,ε‖Lq((0,T )×Ω) + ‖v3,ε‖Lq((0,T )×Ω) ≤ c3(T ) , (5.6)
∥

∥

∥v1,εv2
2,ε − εv3

2,ε

∥

∥

∥

L2q/(q+2)((0,T )×Ω)
≤ c3(T ) . (5.7)

Proof. Introducing Σε := v1,ε + v2,ε + v3,ε and

Mε :=
d1v1,ε + d2v2,ε + d3v3,ε

v1,ε + v2,ε + v3,ε
∈
[

min{d1, d2, d3}, max{d1, d2, d3}
]

,

we note that Mε satisfies the assumptions of Proposition 5.3 with α = min{d1, d2, d3} > 0
and β = max{d1, d2, d3}. We next fix r ∈ [r0, 2] such that

r ≥ max

{

p0

p0 − 1
,

2n + 4

n + 4

}

>
2n

n + 2
(5.8)

with r0 given by Proposition 5.3 and deduce from (5.1) and (5.5), for f ∈ Lr((0, T ) × Ω),
that

d

dt

∫

Ω
ΣεξMε,f dx =

∫

Ω
Σε

(

− Mε∆ξMε,f + f
)

dx +

∫

Ω
ξMε,f

[

∆(MεΣε) + v4,ε − k1v1,ε

]

dx

=

∫

Ω

[

∇(MεΣε) · ∇ξMε,f + fΣε

]

dx

−
∫

Ω
[∇ξMε,f · ∇(MεΣε) + (k1v1,ε − v4,ε)ξMε,f ] dx

=

∫

Ω
fΣε dx −

∫

Ω
(k1v1,ε − v4,ε)ξMε,f dx .
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Integrating over (0, T ), we end up with

−
∫

Ω
Σε(0, x)ξMε,f (0, x) dx =

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
fΣε dxdt −

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
(k1v1,ε − v4,ε)ξMε,f dxdt ,

from which we deduce that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
fΣε dxdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Ω
Σε(0, x)ξMε,f (0, x) dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
(k1v1,ε − v4,ε)ξMε,f dxdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

(5.9)

On the one hand, by Hölder’s inequality, Proposition 5.3, and (5.8) we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Ω
Σε(0, x)ξMε,f (0, x) dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ‖Σε(0)‖r/(r−1)‖ξMε,f (0)‖r

≤
(

1 + max{d1, d2, d3}CD(r)
)

T (r−1)/r

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

3
∑

i=1

u0
i

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

r/(r−1)

‖f‖Lr((0,T )×Ω)

≤ c(T )‖f‖Lr((0,T )×Ω) . (5.10)

On the other hand, since

‖ξMε,f ‖Lr((0,T )×Ω) ≤
(

1 + max{d1, d2, d3}CD(r)
)

(

∫ T

0
(T − t)r−1 dt

)1/r

‖f‖Lr((0,T )×Ω)

≤ c(T )‖f‖Lr((0,T )×Ω)

by Proposition 5.3, a similar argument gives
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
(k1v1,ε − v4,ε)ξMε,f dxdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
(

k1‖v1,ε‖Lr/(r−1)((0,T )×Ω) + ‖v4,ε‖Lr/(r−1)((0,T )×Ω)

)

‖ξMε,f ‖Lr((0,T )×Ω)

≤ c(T )(1 + k1)
(

‖v1,ε‖Lr/(r−1)((0,T )×Ω) + ‖v4,ε‖Lr/(r−1)((0,T )×Ω)

)

‖f‖Lr((0,T )×Ω) .

Now, the choice of r entails that r ≥ 2n/(n + 2), so that H1(Ω) embeds continuously
Lr/(r−1)(Ω). We then infer from the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and (5.3) that, for
t ∈ [0, T ],

‖v1,ε(t)‖r/(r−1) ≤ C(r)‖v1,ε(t)‖n(2−r)/(2r)
H1 ‖v1,ε(t)‖[(n+2)r−2n]/(2r)

2

≤ c(T )
(

1 + ‖∇v1,ε(t)‖n(2−r)/(2r)
2

)

.

Therefore,

‖v1,ε‖r/(r−1)
Lr/(r−1)((0,T )×Ω) ≤ c(T )

(

1 + ‖∇v1,ε(t)‖n(2−r)/(2r−2)
2

)

≤ c(T ) (5.11)

by (5.4), since n(2 − r)/(2r − 2) ≤ 2 due to (5.8). Owing to the contraction properties
of the heat semigroup in Lr/(r−1)(Ω), we readily infer from (5.1d) and (5.11) that, for
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t ∈ [0, T ],

‖v4,ε(t)‖r/(r−1) ≤ ‖v4,ε(0)‖r/(r−1) + k1tr‖v1,ε‖Lr/(r−1)((0,T )×Ω)

≤ ‖a‖r/(r−1) + c(T ) ≤ c(T ) ,

recalling that r > p0/(p0 − 1). Gathering the above estimates leads us to

‖v1,ε‖Lr/(r−1)((0,T )×Ω) + ‖v4,ε‖Lr/(r−1)((0,T )×Ω) ≤ c(T )

and we conclude that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
(k1v1,ε − v4,ε)ξMε,f dxdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ c(T )‖f‖Lr((0,T )×Ω) . (5.12)

It now follows from (5.9), (5.10) and (5.12) that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
fΣε dxdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ c(T )‖f‖Lr((0,T )×Ω) ,

and a duality argument implies that

‖Σε‖Lr/(r−1)((0,T )×Ω) ≤ c(T ) ,

from which (5.6) readily follows with q = r/(r − 1) due to Σε ≥ vi,ε ≥ 0 for i ∈ {1, 2, 3}.
We finally infer from (5.4), (5.6) and Hölder’s inequality that

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

∣

∣

∣v1,εv
2
2,ε − εv3

2,ε

∣

∣

∣

2q/(q+2)
dxdt

=

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

∣

∣v2,ε
(

v1,ε − εv2,ε
)∣

∣

2q/(q+2) |v2,ε|2q/(q+2) dxdt

≤
(

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

∣

∣v2,ε

(

v1,ε − εv2,ε

)∣

∣

2
dxdt

)q/(q+2)(
∫ T

0

∫

Ω
|v2,ε|q dxdt

)2/(q+2)

≤ c3(T ) ,

which is (5.7). �

We are now in a position to perform the proof of Theorem 2.4.

Proof of Theorem 2.4. Since min{2, q} > 2q/(q + 2) > 1, we infer from (5.3) and (5.7)
that the right-hand sides of (5.1a), (5.1b) and (5.1c) are bounded in L2q/(q+2)((0, T ) × Ω)
uniformly with respect to ε ∈ (0, 1). It then follows from the continuity and compact-
ness properties of the heat semigroup in L2q/(q+2)(Ω) and [2] that (vi,ε)ε∈(0,1) is relatively
compact in C([0, T ], L2q/(q+2)(Ω)) for i ∈ {1, 2, 3}. Therefore, there are

ui ∈ C([0, T ], L2q/(q+2)(Ω)) , 1 ≤ i ≤ 3 ,

and a sequence (εj)j≥1 in (0, 1) such that

lim
j→∞

εj = 0 , lim
j→∞

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖(vi,εj − ui)(t)‖2q/(q+2) = 0 , 1 ≤ i ≤ 3 . (5.13)

Upon extracting a further subsequence, we may also assume that

lim
j→∞

vi,εj (t, x) = ui(t, x) for a.e. (t, x) ∈ (0, T ) × Ω . (5.14)



22 Ph. Laurençot & Ch. Walker

An immediate consequence of (5.13) and (5.14) is that

lim
j→∞

(

v1,εj v2
2,εj

− εjv3
3,εj

)

(t, x) =
(

u1u2
2

)

(t, x) for a.e. (t, x) ∈ (0, T ) × Ω .

Since
(

v1,εj v2
2,εj

− εjv
3
3,εj

)

j≥1
is weakly compact in L1((0, T ) × Ω), Vitali’s theorem, see [9,

Theorem 2.24] for instance, implies that

lim
j→∞

∥

∥v1,εj v2
2,εj

− εjv
3
3,εj

− u1u2
2

∥

∥

L1((0,T )×Ω)
= 0 .

Combining the above convergence with the bound (5.7), we conclude that

lim
j→∞

∥

∥v1,εj v2
2,εj

− εjv3
3,εj

− u1u2
2

∥

∥

Lp((0,T )×Ω)
= 0 , p ∈

[

1,
2q

q + 2

)

. (5.15)

Another straightforward consequence of (5.1c) and (5.13) is that u3 is the unique mild
solution of (2.10) in L2q/(q+2)(Ω) on (0, T ).

We are left with identifying the limiting behavior of (v4,ε)ε∈(0,1) as ε → 0. To this end,
we deduce from (5.1d), (5.3) and Young’s inequality that

1

2

d

dt
‖v4,ε − a‖2

2 = −ε

∫

Ω
∇v4,ε · ∇(v4,ε − a) dx + ε

∫

Ω

(

k1v1,ε − v4,ε

)

(v4,ε − a) dx

≤ −ε‖∇v4,ε‖2
2 + ε‖∇v4,ε‖2‖∇a‖2

+ ε (k1‖v1,ε‖2 + ‖v4,ε‖2) (‖v4,ε‖2 + ‖a‖2)

≤ ε

2
‖∇a‖2

2 + εc(T ) ≤ εc(T ) .

Consequently, for t ∈ [0, T ],

‖v4,ε(t) − a‖2
2 ≤ εc(T )

and we have shown that

lim
ε→0

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖v4,ε(t) − a‖2 = 0 . (5.16)

Owing to (5.6), (5.13), (5.15) and (5.16), we may let j → ∞ in (5.1a) and (5.1b) with
ε = εj and deduce that (u1, u2) is a mild solution to (2.8) in Lp(Ω,R2) on (0, T ) for any
p ∈ [1, 2q/(q + 2)). Now, the comparison principle applied to (2.8a) ensures that

‖u1(t)‖∞ ≤ M1 := max

{

‖u0
1‖∞,

‖a‖∞

k1

}

, t ∈ [0, T ] . (5.17)

We next argue as in the proof of [13, Theorem 1] to improve the regularity of u2. More
precisely, for θ ∈ C∞

c ((0, T ) × Ω), the backward linear heat equation

∂tφ = −d2∆φ + φ − θ in (0, T ) × Ω ,

∂νφ = 0 on (0, T ) × ∂Ω ,

φ(T ) = 0 in Ω ,

(5.18)

has a unique classical solution φ that satisfies the following properties: for any q ∈ (1, ∞),
there is C(q) > 0 depending only on n, Ω, and q such that

‖φ‖Lq((0,T )×Ω) + ‖∆φ‖Lq((0,T )×Ω) ≤ C(q)‖θ‖Lq((0,T )×Ω) ,

‖φ(0)‖q ≤ C(q)T (q−1)/q‖θ‖Lq((0,T )×Ω) ,
(5.19)
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see [13, Lemmas 2–3] and [15]. Indeed, since d2∆N − 1 generates an analytic semigroup of
contractions in L2(Ω), which is a contraction in Lq(Ω) for any q ∈ [1, ∞], it follows from
[15, Théorème 1] that, given q ∈ (1, ∞), there is a positive constant CL(q) depending only
on n, Ω, and d2 such that

‖∂tφ‖Lq((0,T )×Ω) + ‖∆φ‖Lq((0,T )×Ω) ≤ CL(q)‖θ‖Lq((0,T )×Ω) . (5.20)

A first consequence of (5.18) and (5.20) is that

‖φ‖Lq((0,T )×Ω) ≤ ‖∂tφ‖Lq((0,T )×Ω) + d2‖∆φ‖Lq((0,T )×Ω) + ‖θ‖Lq((0,T )×Ω)

≤ (2 + d2)CL(q)‖θ‖Lq((0,T )×Ω) ,

which proves the first inequality stated in (5.19). We next use again (5.20) and Hölder’s
inequality to deduce that

‖φ(0)‖q ≤
∫ T

0
‖∂tφ(t)‖q dt ≤ T (q−1)/q‖∂tφ‖Lq((0,T )×Ω)

≤ CL(q)T (q−1)/q‖θ‖Lq((0,T )×Ω) ,

and the proof of (5.19) is complete.
We now infer from (5.1a), (5.1b), (5.1e) and (5.18) that

−
∫

Ω
φ(0)

(

u0
1 + u0

2

)

dx =

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
∂t
(

φ
(

v1,ε + v2,ε
))

dxdt

=

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
φ [d1∆v1,ε − k1v1,ε + v4,ε + d2∆v2,ε − v2,ε + εv3,ε] dxdt

+

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

(

v1,ε + v2,ε
)

[−d2∆φ + φ − θ] dxdt

= (d1 − d2)

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
v1,ε∆φ dxdt −

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
θ
(

v1,ε + v2,ε
)

dxdt

+

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
φ
[

(1 − k1)v1,ε + v4,ε + εv3,ε
]

dxdt .

Taking ε = εj in the above identity and using the regularity of φ and θ, we may take the
limit j → ∞ and infer from (5.13) and (5.16) that

−
∫

Ω
φ(0)

(

u0
1 + u0

2

)

dx = (d1 − d2)

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
u1∆φ dxdt −

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
θ
(

u1 + u2
)

dxdt

+

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
φ
[

(1 − k1)u1 + a
]

dxdt .

Therefore, owing to (5.17),

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
θ
(

u1 + u2
)

dxdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∥

∥u0
1 + u0

1

∥

∥

∞
‖φ(0)‖1 + |d1 − d2|M1‖∆φ‖L1((0,T )×Ω)

+ [(1 + k1)M1 + ‖a‖∞] ‖φ‖L1((0,T )×Ω) .
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It then readily follows from Hölder’s inequality and (5.19) that, for q ∈ (1, ∞),
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
θ
(

u1 + u2
)

dxdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ c(T |Ω|)(q−1)/q
(

‖φ(0)‖q + ‖∆φ‖Lq((0,T )×Ω) + ‖φ‖Lq((0,T )×Ω)

)

≤ c(T )‖θ‖Lq((0,T )×Ω) ,

and a duality argument entails that
∥

∥u1 + u2

∥

∥

Lq/(q−1)((0,T )×Ω)
≤ c(T ) . (5.21)

Recalling (5.17), we conclude that u2 ∈ Lq/(q−1)((0, T ) × Ω) for any q ∈ (1, ∞) and a
classical bootstrap argument implies that (u1, u2) is actually the unique classical solution
to (2.8) on (0, T ), from which the convergence of the whole family (vε)ε∈(0,1) follows. Also,
as T is arbitrary, a diagonal process guarantees the convergence on any time interval (0, T ).
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