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Abstract

This paper investigates a class of reaction-diffusion population models de-
fined on a bounded domain, characterized by a general time-delayed per capita
growth rate and a general advection term. Notably, the growth rate encompasses
both Logistic-type and weak Allee effect-type dynamical behaviors. By apply-
ing the Lyapunov method, we establish the existence of spatially inhomogeneous
steady states when a parameter approaches the principal eigenvalue of a non-
self-adjoint elliptic operator. A detailed analysis of the characteristic equation
further confirms the existence of Hopf bifurcations originating from these steady
states. Subsequently, by applying center manifold reduction and normal form
theory, we ascertain the direction of these Hopf bifurcations and the stability
of the resulting periodic orbits. Finally, the proposed general theoretical results
are successfully applied to a “food-limited” population model and a weak Allee
effect-driven population model, each of which incorporates diffusion, time delay,
and advection, thus confirming the validity of our approach.
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1 Introduction

In recent decades, the interaction between diffusion and time delays has drawn consid-
erable attention in the fields of mathematical biology and dynamical systems. Many
existing works (see, e.g., [12, 13, 14, 15, 8, 16]) have been devoted to the dynami-
cal behavior near spatially homogeneous or nonhomogeneous steady-state solutions.
It should be pointed out, however, that results concerning spatially nonhomogeneous
steady-state solutions remain relatively scarce, largely due to the considerable chal-
lenges involved in their analysis. There are two main reasons for this difficulty: first,
establishing the existence of nontrivial steady-state solutions is itself a nontrivial task,
often requiring sophisticated tools such as a priori estimates and topological degree the-
ory; second, the characteristic equation associated with the linearized system generally
lacks an explicit algebraic structure when the steady state is spatially nonuniform,
which greatly complicates the eigenvalue analysis. Therefore, a thorough investigation
into the stability and bifurcation of spatially nonhomogeneous steady-state solutions
is not only of theoretical importance but also of practical relevance in applications.
In spatially heterogeneous environments, organisms typically possess the ability to
sense and respond to local conditions through adaptive movement, which often involves
both random diffusion and directional advection.(see, e.g., [23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29,
30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 36]) To accurately capture such taxis behavior, it is essential to
incorporate advection effects into population models. In this context, we consider the

following single-species model with a general advection term:

w = DV - [d(z)Vu(z, t) — b(x)u(z, t)] + u(z, t) f (z,u(z,t — 1)), z€Q, t>0,
u =0, x e d, t>0.
(1.1)
where u(x, t) represent the density of the population at position x and time ¢, and r > 0
is the time-delay parameter, often used to represent the maturity time of the species,
and D represents the average rate of diffusion and advection, and €2 is a bounded
domain in R" (1 < n < 3) with a smooth boundary 0.

It is worth noting that if there exists a function B(xz) such that b(z) = d(z)VB(z),
then the problem can be significantly simplified through variable substitution. How-
ever, this condition is not assumed to be true in this paper, so the adopted approach
has a wider range of applicability. Since the elliptic operator considered in this study is
a non-self-adjoint operator and cannot be transformed into a self-adjoint form through

transformation, the powerful tools applicable to self-adjoint operators in classical eigen-



value theory cannot be directly applied here, which brings certain technical challenges
to the analysis.

Our proposed model is capable of capturing not only the classical logistic growth
but also also be used to consider growth models such as “food-limited” and weak Allee
effect. The logistic growth, a widely used model, describes population dynamics under
crowding effects driven by intraspecific competition. The food-limited growth model
constitutes a refinement of the classical logistic growth. It describes a growth limita-
tion mechanism based on the proportion of unexploited resources, thereby providing
a more realistic representation of population dynamics under resource scarcity. (see,
e.g.,[37, 38, 39] ). Meanwhile, the weak Allee effect describes the phenomenon where
the reproductive and survival rates of individuals decrease in populations that are
relatively small (see, e.g., [40, 27, 41, 42]).

Letting ¢t = ¢/D, dropping the tilde sign, and denoting A = 1/D and 7 = Dr, we

see that (1.1) can be transformed to the following equivalent model:

u =V - [d(x)Vu(x,t) — l;(:)s)u(:z, O] + Mz, t) f (x,u(z,t —71)), €, t>0,
u(z,t) =0, x €, t>0.
(1.2)
Throughout the paper, unless otherwise specified, f (z,u) satisfies the following as-

sumption:
(H1) f(z,u) is a smooth function (for example, f has fourth order continuous partial

derivatives) ,f (z,0) := m(x), m(z) € C*(Q), and max,.gm(z) > 0.

(Hz) There exists o € (0, 3) such that m(z) € C%(Q) and b(z) € [C”O‘(Q)]n, where
n < 3 is the dimension of the domain €. Moreover, d(x) > 0 for x € Q.

Busenberg and Huang [1] are pioneers in studying the dynamics near nonhomog-
-eneous steady-state solutions in space. They utilized the perturbation method and the
implicit function theorem to study a class of time-delay diffusion Hutchinson equations
with Dirichlet boundary value conditions,and established the theoretical framework for

the existence of non-homogeneous steady-state solutions and Hopf bifurcations:
up = dAu(z, t) + Au(z, t)[1 —u(z,t — 7)), x€Q, t>0,
u(z,t) =0, x €00, t>D0.

In the one-dimensional spatial region 2 = (0, 7), they proved that when the param-

eter A > d and approaches d, the unique spatial non-homogeneous positive equilibrium
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solution will lose stability under large time delays 7 and exhibit Hopf bifurcation,
thereby triggering the oscillation behavior of the system.

Inspired by the research of Busenberg and Huang, Su et al. [8] extended the research
scope to a class of time-delay reaction-diffusion population models with a more general
form of per capita growth rate, and systematically analyzed their Hopf bifurcation
behavior. The relevant results of this model in the high-dimensional case can be found
in the work of Yan and Li [7]. Subsequently, Chen and Shi [2] further studied the
stability and Hopf bifurcation issues of positive non-homogeneous steady-state solutions
in the Logistic-type population model with non-local diffusion terms. Chen and Yu [3]
generalized the conclusions in [1] to non-local time-delay reaction-diffusion population
models. Based on this, Jin and Yuan [10] established the Hopf bifurcation theory for
a more general type of reaction-diffusion-migration equations. It is worth noting that
Guo and Ma [11] innovatively applied the Lyapunov—Schmidt reduction method to
study the dynamical behavior of delay diffusion equations under Dirichlet boundary
conditions. One of the significant advantages of this method is that the obtained
non-homogeneous steady-state solutions have explicit algebraic expressions, thereby
providing important convenience for subsequent stability and bifurcation analysis.

Recently, Liu and Chen [4] considered a delayed rereaction diffusion model with a

general advection term:

up =V - [d(z)Vu — g(z)u] + Aulm(x) —a(z)u(t —71)], €, t>0,
u =0, x el t>0.

it provides important inspiration for our current research. On this basis, we con-
sider the Hopf bifurcation problem of the reaction-diffusion-advection equation with
the general advection term and the general per capita growth rate in Model (1.2).
This generalization has a broader applicable context. Meanwhile, due to the compu-
tational complexity brought about by general nonlinear terms, this generalization is
theoretically non-trivial.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we provide some pre-
liminary knowledge to facilitate our subsequent proofs.In Section 3.1, we obtained the
existence of spatially nonhomogeneous steady-state solution of equation (1.2) by using
the Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction. In Section 3.2, we discussed the eigenvalue problem
of the infinitesimal generator of the Cy-semigroup generated by the solution of the
linearized system and presented the corresponding results. In Section 3.3, by using

the local Hopf bifurcation theory, we obtained some results on the stability of spatially



nonhomogeneous steady-state solutions and the existence of Hopf bifurcation phenom-
ena. In Section 4, we derived an explicit formula which can be used to determine the
stability and bifurcation direction of the Hopf bifurcation periodic solutions near the
non-homogeneous steady-state solutions.In Section 5.1, we separately considered the
weak Allee effect and the ”food-limited” population model, and presented some numer-
ical results inspired by our theoretical research. Finally, in Section 5.2, we summarized

our theoretical findings.

2 Some preliminaries

In this section, we provide a preliminary introduction to the concept of space, its
corresponding inner product, and a class of eigenvalue problems. Throughout the

paper, we also denote the spaces
X=H(QNH)(Q), Hy(Q)={ueH(Q)|ulx)=0foralzecdQ}, Y=L*Q),
and

C= C([_Ta O]a Y)a C= C([_1> 0]> Y)

Moreover, we denote the complexification of a linear space Z to be
Lo =4 PiL = {ZL’l +ZZL’2| X1, T € Z}

the domain of a linear operator L by Z(L), the kernel of L by .4#°(L), and the range
of L by Z(L). For Hilbert space Y, we use the standard inner product (u,v) =

u(x)v(x)dz. Moreover, for space X¢, we use the inner product:

(u,v)x = Z / (Deu)D*vdx  for u,v € X¢
0

lor| <2

where |a| = Y1, a; and D% = %, and the norm is |Ju||x. = /(u,u)x for
u € Xc.

For space Y, we use the inner product:
(U, v)y. = / u(x)v(x)dr for u,v € Y,
Q

and the norm is |ul|y, = \/(u, u)y. for u € Y.
We cite the following two results from [4] ,[22] ,[35],which are crucial for our subse-

quent proofs.



Lemma 2.1. Assume that (Hy), (Hz2) holds. Then the eigenvalue problem

{_vwawvw—b@WJAm@M% z €8, (2.1)

admits a unique positive principal eigenvalue N*,which is also the principal eigenvalue

for

{v [d(2) VY] = b(x) - Vi = dm(z)e, €, (2.2)
W=0, x € 5.

Let ¢ and ¢* represent the principal eigenfunctions of (2.1) and (2.2), and they satisfy:

¢, 0" >0 for x € Q, and /¢dmz/¢*dmzl.
Q

Q

Lemma 2.2. Assume that (Hy), (Ha) holds, and let \. and ¢ and ¢* be defined in

Lemma 2.1, then
Jom(z)pe*d

oods

3 Steady-State Bifurcation

3.1 Existence of Steady-State Solution

In this section, we first consider the existence of positive steady states of Eq. (1.2),

which satisfy:

V- [d(z)Vu — b(z)u] + Muf (z,u) =0, z€Q, t>0, (3.1)
u(z,t) =0, x €0, t>0. .
Define F': X x R — Y by
F(u,\) = V - [d(2)Vu — b(x)u] + Muf (z,u)
Lyg =V - [d(x) V¢ — b(x)¢] + Am(z), (32)

and the adjoint operator L3 of L, is as follows:

—

Li¢ =V - [d(z)V¢] + b(z) - Vo + Am(x)o,

Note that
X=A (L) D Xy, Y:,/V(LL) é Y,
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where

N (L) =span{d}, X, = {y e X+ [ olatyta)d = o},
Y =% (L) = {yGY /¢ d:)s—O}

Now, we use Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction methods as follows. Let @) and I — @
denote the projection operators from Y onto Y; and A (Li*), respectively. Thus,
F(u,\) = 0 is equivalent to the following system:

QF(u1 + usg, >\) = 0,
(I = Q)F (w1 +uz, A) = 0.
where u; € A (L,,) and up € X;. Notice that F(0, \,) = 0 and QF,,(0, \,) = L,..

Applying the implicit function theorem, we obtain a continuously differentiable map
h : 4 — X such that

(3.3)

h(0,A\) =0 ,h,(0,X\) =0 and QF(u;+ h(uy,\),\) =0,

where # is an open neighborhood of (0, \,) in A4 (Ly,) x R. Substituting uy =
h(uy, ) into the second equation of (3.3) gives

3(U1, )\) = (I — Q)F(Ul + h(ul, )\), )\) = 0.
Thus, each solution to §(u1, A) = 0 in 4 one-to-one corresponds to some solution
to F(u,\) =
For u; =t¢ € A (Ly,) with t € R, substituting this into (2.5) and then calculating
the inner product with ¢* on Q, we have 3(t,\) = 0, where § : R? — R is explicitly

given by:
= (9%, F(to(x) + h(to(x), A), A))

/ o (x )+ h(top(x), N), A)dz.
Noting that 5(0,\) = 0,8’(0, A*) = 0 we take the following function

BeA - ift £ 0
ey -4 ¢ M7

Bi(A,0) ift=0
After a simple calculation, it can be obtained that:

HL(0,X°) = By (0, X°) = (6%, Fy (0, X°)] / m(z)é¢*dr < a



From Lemma 2.2, we know that H{(0,\*) # 0. Applying the implicit function
theorem to h we find A = A(¢), defined in an e-neighbourhood of ¢ = 0, such that

MO) =X, H(EA) =0, V—ec<t<e.

H(0,\%)
N(0) = ——L 1~
0=
In addition, one easily finds that
/ * 1 1" * 1 x N * 2 / 2 % def
Ht(ov)‘ ) = 5 t,t(ov)‘ ) = §<¢ 7Fu,u(07>‘ )[¢] > = A qu(x70>¢ ¢ dz =0

Hence, if b # 0 we get
b
At) =\ — at +o(t), ast—0.

If b=0, one gets

X'(0) = —i<<¢ (0N [8) + 3(6%, F2 (0. M)A L (0. A)[6]))

= —-(3\, / (z,0)¢%¢*dx + 6, /f 2, 00", (0, \,)¢*¢"dx).

We still need to compute A, (0, ). It follows from Eq. (3.2) that

ujul

LBy (0, A)[8] + QF, (¢, M) =

and hence that Al , (0, \)[#]* = —2A.f.(x,0) Ly [¢%).

uiul

Thus, if b = 0,\"(0) # 0 one finds

(200 = )\ .

Thus, we have the following result.

Theorem 3.1. If / fi(x,0)p*¢"dx # 0, then there ewist a constant ¢ > 0 and a
Q
continuously differentiable mapping X — tx from (A, — €, \x + €) to R such that Eq.

(3.1) has a nontrivial solution

ux(w) = tro(x) + h(tad(z), A)

where ty = (A — \)Bx + o(A — X¥) satisfies limy_,y, ty = 0, which exists for \ €
(A — €, A) U (A, Ax + €) and satisfies

lim Uy = 0
A= Ax



Moreover, for X = A,

/ m(x)po*dz
0 (3.4)

B, = :
_)\* ! ’0 2 *d
| s 0o

Remark 3.2. Since ¢y > 0 on €2, the sign of the spatially nonhomogeneous steady-
state solution uy in Theorem 3.1 coincides with the sign of ¢y: w, is positive when
ty > 0 and negative when ¢, < 0 . For the representative case f(x,u) = m(z) — u
(where f/(x,0) = —1), the solution is positive for A € (A, A\x + €). From a biological

standpoint, only positive steady-state solutions are of interest.

Theorem 3.3. ]f/ fi(z,0)¢*¢*dx = 0 and N'(0) > 0 (respectively, \"(0) < 0), then
Q

there exist a constant \* > X\, (respectively, \* < \.) and two continuously differen-

tiable mappings A — 5 from (A, A*] to R (respectively, from [A*, \.] to R) such that

Eq. (2.1) has two nontrivial solutions

uy (@) = t56(x) + h (trd(2), A)
and satisfies limy_,, uf =0.

Remark 3.4. We see that one of the two spatially nonhomogeneous steady-state solu-

tions uf established by throrem 3.3 is positive and the other is negative .

3.2 Eigenvalue Problem

For € > 0, define Aj. = (A — €, \,) and Aye = (A, A\x + €). By Theorems 3.1 and 3.3,
there exists € > 0 such that (3.1) has a spatially nonhomogeneous steady-state solution
uy for A € A, where A = A UAy if [, fl(2,0)¢*¢*dx # 0, and if [, f!(z,0)¢*¢*dz =0,
then A = Ao (A1) when \’(0) > 0(< 0).

In subsequent sections, u,(x) denotes this steady-state solution for A € A.

ux(z) = trxg(x) + h(tad(x), A),

Linearizing system (1.2) at uy, we have
v =V- [d(x)Vv — b(z)v| 4+ Af(z, ur)v(x, )

+ uyf (@, up)o(z, t — 1),

v(x,t) =0, x €09, t>D0.

reQ, t>0,



It follows from [9] that the solution semigroup of Eq. (3.2) has the infinitesimal
generator A, (\) satisfying

where
2 (A.(N) = {\If e CcnN C’é - (0) € Xc, \If(()) =V - [d(z)VV(0) — g(x)\lf(())]
FAf (@, ux) W(0) + Afy, (2, un) U(—7)}

and C¢ = C'([-7,0],Y¢). Moreover, 1 € C is an eigenvalue of A,(\), if and only if
there exists 1(# 0) € X¢ such that A(X, u, 7)Y = 0, where

AN p, 7)Y

7 (3.5)
=V - [d(2) V) = b(2)y] + Af (2, ux) 0 + Muaf,, (z, up) e — .

We will establish that as the time delay 7 increases, eigenvalues of A, (\) can cross
the imaginary axis. Specifically, A,(\) possesses a purely imaginary eigenvalue p = iv
(with v > 0 ) for some 7 > 0 if and only if :

V - [d(z) Vi — b(a)0] + Mf (2, un) © + Munf! (2, uy) e —ivp = 0 (3.6)

is solvable for some value of v > 0, 6 € [0,27), and (3 0) € Xc.
We first establish the following estimates for solutions to (3.6). The proof of this

lemma was inspired by [4].

Lemma 3.5. If (¢, vy, 0,) solves (3.6), where ¥x(# 0) € X¢, va > 0, and 0, €
[0,27), then ﬁ is bounded for A € A. Moreover, ignoring a scalar factor, 1 can be
represented as

Yy =rap+wy, ry>0, wye (Xy)c,
[allx = l|ollx,

where ry, wy and ¥y satisfy limy_y, ry = 1, limy_y, wy = 0, limy_\, ¥y = ¢ n
(C?**(Q))c, and a and ¢ are defined in (Hy) and (2.5), respectively.

(3.7)

Proof. Ignoring a scalar factor, 1, can be represented as (3.7). The proof proceeds in
three steps.

Step 1. We prove that v, is bounded for A € A. Suppose, for contradiction, that it is
unbounded. Then there exists a sequence {\,}7°; such that

lim A\, = A, lim v, = +o0.
n— o0 n— oo
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Since 0, is bounded for A € A and X is compactly embedded into C*(2) (with
a € (0,1/2) from (H2)), there exists a subsequence {\,, }3; (denoted as {\,}22; for
simplicity) such that

lim 6y, =0, €[0,27], and lim )y, =1, in (C*(Q))c. (3.8)

n—oo

Substituting (¢, v,0,\) = (¥x,, Vx,s0x,, An) into (3.6), multiplying by 1y, and

integrating over € yields:

(6, Lo thr,) — / (@) [, — Aaf (2 0n, Y, [on, ] de

Q
+>\n6_m"/f'(!)f,uxn)uxn
Q

Ux,

2dx — ivy, / [y, |2dx = 0, (3.9)
Q

where L), is defined in (2.3). Using the expression

(Vnns Loatha,) = —/

Q

d(x)|Viby, [Pdx + / w,\ng(x) -V, dz + A, / m(z)|Yy, |*d,
Q Q

we derive the estimates:

ol e < max [ 17, + A max £y, o, e, (3:10)
/ @) Vb, [ < s [5) [V, o, + Ao / (@, un)l [, Pde
0 x Q
a1, un, )l e, I (3.11)
re

Since |9z, | x= [|¢]|x, the sequences {[[[V¥y, [[[2}72; and {[[¢y,,
As lim,,_, vy, = +oo, the first inequality in (3.10) implies lim,,_,||¥x,

bined with (3.8), this gives 1,= 0 and lim, %y, = 0 in (C*(2))c. From the second
inequality in (3.10), we obtain:

2 }°° ; are bounded.

9 = 0. Com-

lim / |Viby, [Pdz = 0.
Thus, lim,, o v5, %, = 0 in Yc. Rewriting (3.6) as:
(La, = D, + My, 9y, =0,

where

M)\nw)\n = w)\n - )\*m(x)w)\n _I_ )\nf(x? u)\n),l?b)\n _I_ )\nf,(l" u)\n)u)\7lw)\ne_i6>\7l - iV)\nQ/U\M
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and noting lim,,_,o, My, 15, = 0 in Yg, the continuity of (Ly, — I)~! from Y¢ to X¢
implies:
lim Qﬂ)\n = — lim (L)\* - [)_IM)\nw)\n =01in X(c.

n—oo n—o0

This contradicts |1y,
Step 2. We show limy_,y, vy = 0 and limy_,, 1\ = ¢ in (C**(Q))c. Consequently,

x = ||¢]|x, proving boundedness of vy.

. o . _ . 2’a 2
)\151)\1 ry=1, and ,\113\1* wy = 01in (C**(Q))c.

For any sequence {\g}72; with limg_,o, A = A, there exists a subsequence { Ay, }°2
(denoted as {\,}22,) such that:

lim vy, =a>0, lim6, =60€c[0,27], and lim 1, = in (C*(Q))c.
n—o0

n—o0 n—o0

Since lim,,_,o 1y, = 0 in C%(Q), we have:
lim My, ¥y, = —iat) in (C*(Q))c.
n—o0

By the continuity of (Ly, — I)~! from (C%(Q))c to (C%*(Q))c,

lim ¢y, = — lim (Ly, — I)""My, by, = —(Ly, — 1)1 (¢ — iav)) in (C>*(Q))c.

n— oo n—oo

Thus, lim,, o 1y, = & in (C2*(Q))c, and Ly, — ia) = 0. Since [|v, ||lx = [|¢]x.
@Z # 0, so ia is an eigenvalue of Ly, . As 0 is the principal eigenvalue, a = 0 and ’lZ = c¢
with |¢| = 1. From (3.5), ¢ = 1, proving the claim.
Step 3. We prove that ﬁ is bounded for A € A. Assume, for contradiction, that
there exists a sequence {\;}7°, such that:

. . . Uy, _ . _
lliglo A=A, zlggo BYEW too, zgr?oe” o € 0, 27).

Note that (¢*, Ly, ¥y,) = (L} ¢*,¢y,) = 0. Substituting (¢, v,0,X) = (¢¥y,, vy, O,
A) and uy, = (A —A) B, @0+ h(tr,o(x), ;) into (3.6), multiplying by ¢*, and integrating

over () gives:

w

by e . )
N\ /Q%lcb dz—/ﬂm(x)%\lcb dx+)\1/9m1(§,5,)\)w)\l¢ dr

+ )\I/Qf/(xau)\l> <ﬁxl¢+ ) Uy, @ dr e (3.12)

A — A
where
f(t/\¢(x)+h(t,\¢(x),)\))—m(x)’ A £
ml(ga ﬁ> )‘) = A= ‘
fu(2,0)Bx. ¢, if A = \..
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From Step 2 and Theorem 2.3, limy_,y, 1\ = ¢ in (C?*(Q))c,

lim 8, = fQ m(z)g¢"d and lim 7h(t>\¢(x), A)

=01 “())e.
A A X [ (@, 0)@2rde am T 0in (C*(Q))c

Taking the limit as [ — oo in the equation yields:

lim sup i’ < 3o m(x)qﬂﬁ*dxj
oo | A= A4l Jo od*da

a contradiction. O

Ignoring a scalar factor, we see that ¢ in (3.6) can be represented as follows:

{w =r¢g+w, >0, we (X, (3.13)

[¥]lx = [l9]lx-
Lemma 3.6. If0 € o(A,(\)) for all (1,\) € Ry x A, then / fi(z,0)¢*¢*dx = 0.
Q

PT’OOf. Substituting Qﬂ)\fn = 7‘>\4L¢ + U))\fn,U)\gl = t)\fn(ﬁ + h (t%qf), >\;L) and " = 0 into the
equation of (3.5),where X/ satisfies lim,, o, A/, = A, , multiplying it by ¢*(z) and then

integrating on €2, we have

: / [\ — A (@) [m(x) + Ama(€, B, 0)] (ra, 6(2) + wxy)

PR =0
: FXAG (@) f (2, up) (ra, o(x) + QUA;LW*(ZU)} dz +o(A — AJ)

Since lim,, s Hw)\;l Yo = 0, then lim,, Hw,\%

1, = 0. Thus, /f;(:)s,())qbng*da: =
0. N O

Next, we intend to use the implicit function theorem to prove that (3.6) is solvable.

Substituting uy(x) = tyxé(z) + h(trxéd(z), A), and v = | — A|h into (3.6), we see
that (v,6,1) solves (3.6), where v > 0, 6 € [0,27) and ¢ € X¢\{0} satistying (3.13),
then

o H QA FAU () =) = iA = Ao e

Atrd(x) + h(trd(x), \) £l (2, uy) (16 + w)e ™ =0
Multiplying (3.14) by ¢* and integrating on 2, we have
/ch*(l")[Lx* + (A= A)m(z) + A(f (2, ur) = m(x)) = i]A = A (ro () + w)+
Atrd (@) + h(tad(x), ) f (2, u2) (ré + w)e” P ¢* (x)dz = 0
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Hence, if A € Ay, As A — \,, we have

/ & (2)[m(x) + A (2,005 — ihlo (@) + ABf (2, 0) 2(z)e~ ¢ (z)dz = 0

Separating the real and imaginary parts of the above formula, we get

—-A B,\*/f 1,0) ¢*¢*drsind = h /¢¢ dx
A, /f (z,0) ¢*¢*dx cosf = 0

combined with (3.4) implies that

T fQ m(x)pe*dr
= — = = = — ) ]_
0 5 Oy, h=hy, fg oo di (3.15)
it A € Ay, we get:
3 Jo, m(z)pg*da

Without losing generality, we only consider that A € A,_, and the proof of the other

part of the result is similar:

Lemma 3.7. There exists a unique continuously differentiable mapping A — (wy, rx, hy
,0y) from A € Ag. to (X1)c xXR3 such that, G(wy, 75, 7x, Ox, \) = 0. Moreover, if X\ € Ay,
and (2*, B>, h*, 02, \) solves the equation

G(w,r, h,0,\) =0
(3.17)
z € (Xy)g, hy, 7>0, 0 €10,2m)
with h* > 0 and 0* € [0,27), then
(Z)\a ﬁA> hAa 9)\) = (Z)\> ﬁ)n h)\a 9)\)
Here
G(w,r,h,0,)) : (X1)c % [0,400) % [0,400) X [0,27] x R = (Y7)c x C x R

s defined by
G(w> r, ha 9) )\) = (917 92, 93)Ta
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where

;

gu(w,r,h,0,X) = Lyw+ (A= A)m(z) + Ama (€, B, A) — ih|(ré + w)
+A(tAd (@) + h(tad(2), N) fi, (2, un) (rd +w)e™™
—(A=A)ga(z,7,h, 0, 0),

g2(w,r,h,0,8) = [ ¢*(@)[m(z) + A (€, B, A) — ih](ré(x) + w)
OGO () f (2, uy) (g + w)e P ¢*(x)dx

| gs(w,7) = |Iré + wlk — llol%-

Proof. Obviously, G(wy,,rx,, hy,, 0\, A\) = G(0,1,hy,,7/2,\,) = 0, Denote by T' =

(Ty, Ty, T3)T the Fréchet derivative of G with respect to (w,r, h,0) at (0,1, hy,, /2, \,).
A direct computation implies that T : (X;)c x R?* — (Y})c x C x R is given by

p

Ti(x, K, ¢, 9) = La.x,

TG0 = [ ()6 + A1 (5,0 60" = Ao f(2.0) 60
—ihy, 6]k + X)dz — iC fyy 6°da
“ABN [ f (2,0) g*¢*du,

| 065, G,0) = (6. x)x + (X, &) + 26191

Since T is a bijection from (X;)c xR3 to (Y})c X C xR, the implicit function theorem

guarantees the existence of a continuously differentiable map A — (wy, 7y, hy, 0,) from
Ao to (X1)e x R? such that (wy, 7y, hy, 0)) solves (3.17).

To establish uniqueness, suppose (w*,7*, h*, 0*) is another solution of (3.12). We
show that

(’UJ)\, T)\v h'Au ‘9)\> — (U])\*,’f’)\*, h)\*v 9)\*>

as A — A, in X¢ x R3. By Lemma 3.5,

lim 7 =7y, =1 and lim w* =wy, =0 in (C**(Q))c.
A= A A=A

The sequences {h*} and {#*} are bounded for A\ € A,,. For any sequence {\,} with
An = A4, there exists a subsequence {\,, }32; (denoted as {\,}>°, for simplicity) such
that

lim A = k™ and  lim 6™ = 9™,
n—oo n—oo

Taking the limit in G(w*, 7 b 02) = 0 yields G(wy,, 7y, , R, 0%, )\,) = 0.
Combined with (3.15), this implies

(h)\*v 0A*) = (h)\*v 9)\*),
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This completes the proof. O

Noticing (v,0,1) solves (3.6), where v > 0, § € [0,27) and ¢ € X satisfying
(3.13), if and only if (3.17) admits a solution (w,r, h,d). From lemma 3.7, we derive

the following result.

Theorem 3.8. Assume that / fi(z,0)¢°¢*dx # 0, then there exists € > 0 such that
Q

(i) for each \ € Ay, system (1.2) has exactly one spatially nonhomogeneous steady-
state solution, whose associated infinitesimal generator A, has an imaginary

eigenvalue v if and only if

0y + 2
Ve = A= A, b=y, T =1 = 2T 01,2,
Ux

where ¥y = ra¢ + wy, ¢ is a nonzero constant, and wy,ry, hy, 0\ are defined as

us

in lemma 3.7, and limy ), 0\ = 0y = .

(ii) for each A € Ay, system (1.2) has exactly one spatially nonhomogeneous steady-
state solution, whose associated infinitesimal generator A, has an imaginary

eigenvalue v if and only if

0y +2
I/:I/)\:—()\—)\*)h)\, ¢:C¢>m T:Tn:Ma TL:O,l,Q,"',
Uy

where Yy, wx, Ty, hy, O\ can be defined in a similar way to Lemma 3.7, but limy_, »,
9)\: ‘91: 37”
Using a similar argument as above, we have:

Theorem 3.9. Let &()\, vy, Tan) be the adjoint operator of A(N,ivy, Ta,). Then

A, p, 7)) =
V- [d(z) VO] + b(x) - VO + AF (2, u2) © + s f (2, uy) e + p.

and the kernel space N (&()\,il/)\,T)\,n)) = span {JA} Moreover, ignoring a scalar

factor, @ZA can be represented as

Uy = A"+ Wy, x>0, Wy € (X)),

" (3.18)
[allx = [167]x,

and satisfies limy_,», 1y = ¢* in (C2(Q))c, where ¢* is defined in lemma 2.1.
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Now, we give some estimates to prove the simplicity of ivy.

Lemma 3.10. Assume that A € A. Then, forn=20,1,2,---,

Sn(A) = {/ @D,\ZAdx + ATy ne 0 / fr(x,uy) umﬂ;ﬁ/\dzz # 0. (3.19)
Q Q
where 1y is defined as in Theorem 3.8.

Proof. Assuming A € A, without loss of generality(if A € Ay, the proof is similar). It
follows from lemma 3.7 and throrem 3.8 that 0\ — 7/2, T\ (A — ) — (g +2nm)/hy,,
1y — ¢ in X¢c as A — A,. This, combined with Eq. (3.4), yields

AILHAI* Sn(A)

:/Qﬁbéf?*dx - Zﬁ}:\)\)\* (g —|—2n7T) /Qf;(x,O)qf(ﬁ*dx (3.20)
- [1 + i(g + 2n7r)] /Qngb*d;p £ 0.

This completes the proof. O
Then we show that the imaginary eigenvalue ir is simple.

Theorem 3.11. Assume that A € A. Then p = vy is a simple eigenvalue of A,, for

n=0,1,2,---, where ivy and 7\, are defined as in Theorem 3.8.

Proof. Tt follows from Theorem 3.8 that A4 [A,, (\) — ivy] = Span[e®*%4),], where 0 €
[—Tan, 0] and ¢y is defined as in Theorem 3.8. If ¢y € A [A,, (\) — ivy]?, then

(A7, (N) =]y € A A, (N) — ivp] = Span[e™“4),].
Therefore, there exists a constant a such that
(A7, (N) = in]dr = ae™
which yields
$1(0) = ivnd1(0) + ae™ %y, 0 e [—7,,0],
61(0) = V - |d(x)V1(0) = b()¢1(0) | + Af (2, ur) ¢1(0) (3.21)
F S (2 un) urdi (—Tam).
From the first equation of Eq. (3.21), we see that
@1(9) = $1(0)e™? + afe™ 1)y, (322)
$1(0) = ivx01(0) + arhy.
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Eq. (3.21) and Eq. (3.22) imply that
A (N iva, Tan) 61(0) =V - |d(2)V61(0) — b(2)¢1(0) | + Af (2, un) uadi (0)

+ A1 (2,uy) uauagy (0)e ™ —ivygy (0) (3.23)
0y

=a)y + aTyp fr, (2, u)) unurre”

Since A (A, ivy, Tan) @Z,\ = 0. This, combined with Eq. (3.23), yields

0= (A ia,) 2, 61(0)) = (B2, A O\ g, 1) 61(0))

= aS,(N\)
which implies that a = 0 from Lemma 3.10. Therefore,
N[AL (N — i) = A [A,(N) —in], 1=2,3,--, n=0,1,2,---,
and A\ = v, is a simple eigenvalue of A, forn=0,1,2,---. O

3.3 Stability and Hopf Bifurcation

In what follows, we only consider the case where / [ (x,0)¢*¢*dx # 0. In this section,

Q
we first analyze the stability of the steady-state solution wy of (1.2) when 7 = 0.

Proposition 3.12. ]f/ fi(z,0)¢?¢*dx # 0, then there exists € > 0 such that for each

Q
A € Ao, all the eigenvalues of Ap \ have negative real parts, and hence, the steady-state

solution uy of (1.2) with 7 =0 and A € Ay, is locally asymptotically stable.

Proof. We assume that the conclusion is not true, that is, there exists a sequence
{N.}22, € Ay, such that lim, o, A, = A, and X, > A, for n > 1, the corresponding
eigenvalue problem

—

Y =0, x € 01,

(3.24)

has an eigenvalue py, with nonnegative real part and the associated eigenfunction vy,
satisfying ||1x |lv. = 1. For each n > 1, we write ¥y, as 9, = 7y ¢ + wy , where
ry, > 0 satisfies lim, o 7y, = 1 and (wy , ¢) = 0. Substituting ¥y, =y d+wy un =
tx d+h (ta &, X)) and p = pu, into the first equation of (3.24), multiplying it by ¢*(x)

and then integrating on 2, we have

1 (A= A)6*(2) |[mle) + Ama(€, B,A) — — | (ry, dlx) +w,)
Ll | 2

AT 6@ ( un) (r 6() +wx, )6 (2)] da + o(A — M)

=0
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Since lim,, s Hw x,

Yo = 0, then lim,, Hw,\% L= 0. Thus,

lim .

= h’)\* > Oa
which implies there exists N, € N such that for each n > N,
Reu,\% < 0. (325)

This is a contradiction with Re(,u% ) > 0 for n > 1. Therefore, there exists € > 0
such that all the eigenvalues of A, have negative real parts when A € A,.. This

completes the proof of Proposition 3.12. O

Using similar arguments to the proof of Proposition 3.12, we can obtain the following

result:

Proposition 3.13. ]f/ fi(z,0)¢*¢*dx # O then there exists € > 0 such that for each

Q
A € Ay, the infinitesimal generator Ao has at least one eigenvalue with positive real
parts, and hence, the steady-state solution uy of (1.2) with 7 =0 and X\ € Ay, is locally

asymptotically unstable.

Note that p = iv, is a simple eigenvalue of A,, . It follows from the implicit function
theorem that there are a neighborhood O,, x D,, x H,, C R x C x X¢ of (7, vy, 1))
and a continuously differential function (u(7),¢(7)) : O, — D,, x H,, such that for
each 7 € O, the only eigenvalue of A.(\) in D, is pu(7), and

AW, 1), T)(r) = V- [d(@) Vi (r) = B(2)eb(7)] + Af (2, ux)ib(7)
+ A f' (@, un)e(r)e 0T — () (r) (3.26)
=0.

Moreover, p(7,) = vy, and ¥(7,) = 1. Then we have the following transversality

condition.

Theorem 3.14. Assume / fi(x,0)¢*¢*dx # 0 and \ € A, then for each fivedn € N,
there exist a neighborhood OZan x H,, C RxCxX¢ of (Tp.x, 1V, 12) and a continuously
differentiable function (p,v) : O,, — D, x H,, satisfying p(7,x) = ivx and Y (7,.5) = ¥
such that the only eigenvalue of A, in D,, is u(7), and eq.(3.26) holds. Moreover,

dRe(p(n0))

N.
I >0, ne
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Proof. Differentiating Eq.(3.26) with respect to 7 at 7 = 7, yields

du(t, , 4
) (=1 — Al (2, uy) uahre ™
dr 3.27
d"vb(Tn) i60 ( ‘ )
+ AN, vy, Tn)T — [l (z,uy) uxbre " = 0.
Note that
~ , d(Tyn ~ , ~ dyY(Tan
<¢>\,A(>\,w,\,7')\m) ¢EZ: )> = <A()\,w)\,7',\,n)¢)\, wil: )> = 0. (3.28)
Then, multiplying Eq. (3.27) by E and integrating the result over €2, we have
dp(Tn) B <1ZA7iVA)\f1: (%UA)U,\%e_w*>
dr <?ZA, Ux + AT fl, (2, uy) UA¢A6_i9*>

S inAe™ [, £ (@, un) unthr(2)0, (x)dz -
fQ QZ)\(LU)Ip)\ (l’)d.ﬁ(} + )‘7—n,)\€_19A fQ fQ/L (.f(f, U)\) uAiﬂ)\(g})qz)\(g;)dx

= — |Sn(1)\)|2 [iVAAe_iGA / - f; (I,UA) U)\ID)\(:U)ﬁk(l’)iz)\(y)a)\(y)dxdy
+iV>\)\2Tn,A /f; (z,uy) U)\w)\(l’)z)\(l’)dx ] )
Q

It follows from Eq. (3.15) and the expression of uy, 0, vy and 1, that

| 1 dRelu(r)] _ W / )
)\ll)n)}* ()\ — )\*)2 dr N hm)\ﬁ)\* Sn(>\)‘2 9 ¢¢ du >0

O

From Theorems 3.8, 3.11 and 3.14, we have the result on the distribution of eigen-
values of A, ().

Theorem 3.15. If/ fi(x,0)p*¢*dx # 0, then there exists a positive constant € > 0
Q
such that

(i) For each fized X € Ao, , the infinitesimal generator A, x has only eigenvalues with
negative real parts,when T € [0,70.),and ezactly increasing 2n eigenvalues with

positive real parts when T € (Ty, Tns1a), B =10,1,2,---N.

(ii) For each fized A € Ay., the infinitesimal generator A, 5 has at least an eigenvalue
with positive real part , when T € [0,79.), and exactly increasing 2n eigenvalues

with positive real parts when T € (Tyx, Tnt1n), B =10,1,2,---N.
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Thus, we have the following results on the stability and Hopf bifurcation of the steady-

state solution uy.

Theorem 3.16. ]f/ fi(z,0)¢?¢*dx # 0, then there exists a positive constant € > 0
Q
such that

(i) For A € Ay, the steady-state solution uy of (1.2) is locally asymptotically stable
for 7 € [0,79\) and unstable when T € (19, 00).Moreover, at T = T, (n =
0,1,2,---) a Hopf bifurcation occurs and a branch of spatially nonhomogeneous

periodic orbits of (1.2) emerges from (T,, uy).

(ii) For A\ € Ay, the steady-state solution uy of (1.2) is locally asymptotically unstable
for all T € [0,79). Moreover, at T = T, (n = 0,1,2,---) a Hopf bifurcation
occurs and a branch of spatially nonhomogeneous periodic orbits of (1.2) emerges

from (7,5, wy).

Theorem 3.16 implies that there exist ¢g > 0 and a continuously differentiable
function [—eg, g0] = (Tun(€), Th(€), un(e, z,t)) € R x R x X satisfying 7, ,(0) = 7,1,
T,(0) = ,2/—7;, and wu,(g,t,z) is a T,(g)-periodic solution of (1.2) such that u,(e,t,x) =
uy + vy (e, z,t) and v,(0, z,t) is a z—’;—periodic of system (3.2). Moreover, there exists

a > 0 such that if (1.2) has a nonconstant periodic solution u(t,z) of period T for

some 7 > 0 with

<a, max |u(t,z) —u\(z)| <,

|7 — Tun| < ‘T - —
teR,zeQ

then 7 = 7, \(¢) and u(t, x) = u,(e,t + 0, x) for some |¢| < gy and some 6 € R.

4 The direction of the Hopf bifurcation

In this section, we combine the methods in [17, 18, 19, 21] to analyze the direction of
the Hopf bifurcation of Eq. (1.2). Letting U(t) = u(-,t) — ux, t = Tant, T = Tam + 7,
and dropping the tilde sign, system (1.2) can be transformed as follows: where U; €
C =C(]-1,0],Y), and

dU(t)

— ="V d@)VU() - b(2)U(8)] + TanLo(Us) + J(Us, ), (4.1)
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where Uy € C = C([-1,0],Y), and

Lo(Uy) = Nf (z,un) U(t) + ML (x,up) unU(t — 1), (4.2)
J(Us7) =2V - [d(@)VU () = b(2)U ()] +7Lo(Ur)

+ Ay + m)lfe (2, w) UU(E = 1) + (U(t) + ur) B] (4.3)

R=f(z,U(t—1)+ur) — f(z,ur) — f, (z,un) Ut = 1) (4.4)

Then Eq. (4.1) occurs Hopf bifurcation near the zero equilibrium when v = 0. Let

A, .. be the infinitesimal generator of the linearized equation

AU _ 9 [d@)VU) = B@)U ()] + rnLo(Uh).

t
It follows from [9] that
A, U =,
7 (A,,,) ={wecenct: w(0) € Xe, 1(0) = 7,V - [d(x) V¥(0) — ()W (0)]
TR (2, 02) W(0) + A f (2, 1n) U(—1)},

where C&. = C*([—1,0],Yc), and Eq. (4.1) can be written in the following abstract form

dU,
T st
where
0, 0¢€[-1,0),
Xo(0) =

I, 0 =0.

It follows from Theorem 3.15 that A,  has only one pair of purely imaginary eigen-
values +iv)\7) ,, which are simple, and the corresponding eigenfunction with respect to
ivATA. (respectively, —ivaTy ) is e ™n? (vespectively, ye= ™ ™) for 6 € [—1,0],
where 1, is defined as in Theorem 3.8.

Following [21, 20], we introduce the formal duality ((-,-)) in C by

(8, 9)) = (F(0), 0(0)) + X [ (W5 1,0 fo ) W) ) s,

—1

for U € Cc and ¥ € C¢ == C([0,1],Yc), As in [6], we can compute the formal adjoint
operator A~ of A, =~ with respect to the formal duality.

Lemma 4.1. The formal adjoint operator A%, of A, is defined by

Af W(s) = —(s),

TA,n
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and the domain

—

P (A, ) = {qf € C e NC L 0(0) € X, —U(0) = 72,V - [d(2)VE(0) + b(x)T(0)]
NS (@ 13) T(0) + Man ! (2, uy) @(1)} ,
where (C¢)' = C'([0,1], Yc). Moreover, A%, =~ and A,  satisfy
(A, 0, 0) = (B, A, ) for Ve D(A,, ) and ¥ € D(A;, ).
Proof. For U € (A, ) and ¥ € (A5, ),

(8, Az, 0)) = ((0), (A, ) “TM/ Flo 1, (1) 1) s
:<®anﬂxﬁv-w()VW() b(x)W(0 ﬂ>
AT [(B(s + 1), f (2, u) (s)>1](i1

+ <xif<0), A f (2, 10) ©(0) + Ao f (2, 1) quy(—1)>

M /j <xif(s 1), unf! (2, us) \I/(s)> ds

— <(A;,n®)(0), xy(o)> + AT /

_l<—\i(s+1) urf! (2, uy) U (s)>ds
=((A;, T, 7).

O

Similarly, Theorem 3.15 implies that the operator A7~ possesses a unique pair of
simple, purely imaginary eigenvalues £iv\7y,,. The associa;ted eigenfunctions are given
by 1,e 2™ and e~ ™ns for s € [0,1], corresponding to —ivyTy, and ivzTy .,
respectively, where v, is defined in Theorem 3.8.

Following [9], the center subspace of Eq. (4.1) is P = span{p(#),p(#)}, with p(#) =
e ™% being the eigenfunction of A, . corresponding to ivzTy . Its formal adjoint
subspace is P* = span{q(s), q(s)}, where g(s) = {ye™ ™% is the eigenfunction of AL
corresponding to —ivyTy,, and ¥, is defined in (3.18).

Define @, = (p(6),p(6)) and Vp = ﬁ()\)(q(s), q(s))", where S, () is given in Lemma,
3.10. One can verify that ((¥,, ®,)) = I, where [ is the 2 x 2 identity matrix. Fur-

thermore, the space Cc decomposes as Cc = P @ (), where

Q={U¥ eCc: ((V,T)) =0 forall U e P*}.
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Since the Hopf bifurcation formulas pertain only to the case v = 0, we set v = 0 in
Eq. (4.1). Let the center manifold with range in @) be given by
22 Z2
’LU(Z,?) = w20(9)5 + w11(9)z§ + 'LUQQ(H)E + e

The flow of Eq. (4.1) on this center manifold can then be expressed as:

U =@, - (2(), 2(1))" + w(=(t), 2(1)),

where
£(t) :E«Q(S) U))
1
(0. A UD) + 55 (0(6), X0 0)
. 1 T _
=iVATAn2(t) + SO <q(0), J (ép(z(t),z(t)) —l—w(z(t),z(t)),0)>1
=iTan2(t) + g(2, Z).
Then,
9(2,%) :S:(A) (q(0), J (®p(2(1), 2(1))" + w(=(1),2(1)),0)),
:920%2 + g117% + 902%2 + 921? +ee

and an easy calculation implies that

2)\’7‘ n = i 1 = o
gg\o -9 ))\\’) /fvi (, up) P3ye A 4 §U>\f;/u (2, up) Y3ap e 2 A dgy,
AT, n ivyT —ivyT, it —~
9 = A’M /fi (2, up) (€™ e ) [y [Py + un fir, (2, un) [a] P05 di,
2)\7— n 25 T 1 —27 9ip s
G = /\’ /f, T, un) P + §U/\f{[u (z,uy) Y\, nd,
A 2)\7',\ n — m , s
921 = uAfuu T, uy) Wag(— 1) ™ +uy f, (2, un) re mwy (—1)

. 1 _ . 1—
+ fo (@, uy) [%wn(—l) + w11 (0)hne A §w20(0)%€1"m’" + 5%1020(—1)

+ %fﬁfu (2, us) [203000 + Brltore ™)

1 . .
+ u)\f;/;u (ZIZ’, U)\) [’QD)\Q_IW‘D""]27#)\6”/”—)""]d!lf.

(4.5)
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To compute g9, we need to compute ws(f) and wq1(#) in the following. As in
[2, 19], we see that wag(#) and wy;(0) satisfy

(2ivATan — As, , Jw2o = Hao,

(4.6)
—An,nwll = Hy.
Here, for —1 <0 <0,
Hay(0) = —(g20p(0) + G2P(0)), (4.7)
Hi1(0) = —(911p(0) + 7,,0(9)), (4.8)
It follows that:
7 1q -
w20(9) = V}\.Z—Q)\O p(9> + ﬁﬁ(e) + E}\622V)\T)\,n9’ (49)
and
) 1q
wi (6) = —W’%p(e) v %p(e) oy (4.10)

From Eq. (4.6) with # = 0, the definition of A,, and we see that E satisfies

Tx,n

. 1 .
A (>‘7 2iV}\7 TAm) E)\ = —2)\(_]0; (LL’, u)\) ¢§6—1V>\TA,n + §u)\f;/u (LL’, U)\) wie—mmﬂ,n)'

Note that 2ivy is not the eigenvalue of A;, (\) for A € (A, A*], and hence

. 1 .
Ey = —2MA (X, 2ivy, 7o)~ () (@, uy) h2e” 2™ 5UA fI (@, uy) e ™) (4.11)

Similarly, from Eqs. (4.6), (4.8), and (4.10), we have
Py = =M (X, 0,m0) " (£l (,00) (€772 [ [P £, (2, un) [9a 7). (4.12)
Now, we compute the functions E and F.

Lemma 4.2. Assume that E\ and F) satisfy (4.11) and (4.12), respectively, and \ €
Aoc. Then

Ey

= )\_)\*(CA¢+77)7FA:

where ¢ is defined in (2.7), ¢\ satisfies
i 2i
imcy = ————
S N
and 1,7\ € (X1)c satisfy

Jlim flnllxe =0, lim [[fx]lxe = 0.
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Proof. We just derive the estimate for F, and that for F\ can be derived similarly. It
follows from (3.18) that if ¢ satisfies

AN, 20y, Tan)t = —2A\ — N (fL (z,uy) e 2™
1 .
+ §U)\fgu (l’, U)\) wie_m’/kﬁ,n).

then ¢ = (A — A\.)E\. Substituting u,(x) = taé(z) + h(trp(x), N) and vy = (A — A\ )hy
into (4.13), we have

Ly.n+ A= X)m(z) + Ami (€, B, \) — 2ih)(cd + n)+
Atad(z) + h(trd(x), N) fl (z, uy) (c¢ +n)e >
= =20\ = \)(f) (2, up) e ™ + uAfuu (z, up) V3e ),

(4.13)

where Ly, is defined in (2.3). We see that ¢ = c¢ + 1 solves (4.11), where ¢ € C
and n € (X;)c, if and only if (¢, n) solves the following system

F(n,e,\) =0,
where F' = (f1, f2)" : (X1)c x C xR = (Y1) x C, and
(f1(77> e, A) = Lan+ (A= )m(z) + Amy(&, B, \) — 2ih](cod +n)+
Altag(x) + h(trd(x), M) Sy, (2, us) (e + n)e™"
F2AN = M) (fL (2, up) W3e ™ 4 Luy f1 (2, uy) g2e=2)
—(A=A )fz(n, ),
fo(n,e,0) = fo[m(a) + Xmi (€, 5, N) = 2ih] (o +n)d"+
MBrg(x > %ﬁ' (2, ux) (cd + n)e 20"
\ F2N(f! (2, up) Y3 0 4 1 Lun !, (z,u0) P3e ~2i0) 5#

We first solve (4.16) for A = A.. Since fi(n,c,\.) = Ln = 0, we obtain that
n =nx, = 0. Noticing that

/m(:v)qbgb*dz
< >¢>\* = ¢,§,\* 0 9)\*
[ file 000 ds
0

Ty — Jom(x)po*da
A — fQ ¢¢*dll§' )

l\-’>|>]

B, =

we see that fa(na,, ¢, Ax) = 0 if and only if
21
Ar. (21— 1)

26

C=C), =



A direct computation implies that the Fréchet derivative of F' with respect to (7, ¢)

at (M, Ca., A«) 1is as follows:

T = (flu T2)T = (D(n,c)fl (77/\*7 Chis >‘*)7 D(n,c)fg(’f])\*, Chis >‘*>>T7
where
Tifp, €] = L.,

and

Tie.d = [ [m<x> (€, 8. 0) — 2ih)g"
+ A (tad(@) + h (ad(2), N) (2, un)e™ 00" | (ed + ) da.

Then T is a bijection from (X;)c x C to (Yi)e x C. It follows from the implicit
function theorem that there is a continuously differentiable mapping A — (1, ¢)) such
that F'(ny,cx, A) = 0 for A € Ay, and (ny, ¢x) = (n,, ¢r,) for A = A,. Therefore,

. 21 . .
)\li)n;\l* C\ = m, and )\].Ll’[)\l* = 0 in X(C.

O

Using similar arguments to the proof of lemma 4.2, we can obtain the following

result:

Lemma 4.3. Assume that E and F) satisfy (4.11) and (4.12), respectively, and \ €
Ai.. Then

E)\ (CA¢+77)aF>\:

TA— A
where ¢ is defined in (2.7), ¢\ satisfies
lim ¢y = L
A=A B (21 + 1)’
and n, M\ € (X1)c satisfy

Jim fl7llxe =0, lim [[7]lxe = 0.
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It is well known that the following quantities determine the direction and stability

of bifurcating periodic orbits (see [19, 9, 21]):

i 2
C1(0) = ST (911920 — 2|11 |* — %) + %>
 RelCi(0)
2T T Re(w ()

B2 = 2Re(C1(0)),
_In(C1(0)) + pTm(p (1))

Tn

T, =

Here

1. ps determines the direction of the Hopf bifurcation: if ps > 0 (g < 0), then the
bifurcating periodic solutions exist for 7 > 7, (7 < 7,), and the bifurcation is
called forward (backward);

2. P9 determines the stability of bifurcating periodic solutions: the bifurcating pe-

riodic solutions are orbitally asymptotically stable (unstable) if £ < 0 (82 > 0);

3. Ty determines the period of the bifurcating periodic solutions: the period in-

creases (decreases) if Ty, > 0 (T, < 0).

Hence we have the following results:
Theorem 4.4. ]f/ fi(x,0)p*¢"dx # 0, then there exists € > 0 such that
Q

1. for each (n,A\) € NU{0} x Ag., a branch of spatially nonhomogeneous periodic
orbits of (1.2) emerges from (1T,u) = (T, u\). Moreover, the direction of the
Hopf bifurcation at T = 7, is forward and the bifurcating periodic solution from

T = 7o 18 locally asymptotically stable.

2. for each (n,\) € NU {0} x Ay, a branch of spatially nonhomogeneous periodic
orbits of (1.2) emerges from (T,u) = (T,x,uy). Moreover, the direction of the
Hopf bifurcation at T = 7, is forward and the bifurcating periodic solution is

unstable.

Proof. To begin with, we will give the proof of 1. From Egs. (3.12), (3.16), (3.17) and
(3.18), we can compute gsg, 911, go2 and go; for the periodic orbits emerging from the
Hopf bifurcation of Eq. 1.2 obtained in Theorem 3.16. Since A € Ay, A — A,
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Ur = &,y = 0%, un/(A— ) = Bro in C(Q),

/(A= A) = hy,, TR — g + 2nm.

then
. (T . .
lim 5,(\) = [1 +i (5 + 2n7r / 60'dz,  lim (A= \)F =0,
1 . T
Algrkl* Tan(A — A) = T ( + 2n7r) )\lig\l* UATn = 5 + 2nm,
. 27
fim A= ME =g ®
So we compute that
, 2i(m + 4nm)
lim (A — A)gao = ,
/\E{\l*( 920 B, (2 +i(m + 4nm))
lim ()\ )\ )gll = O,
A= A
, —2i(m + 4nm)
lim (A — A\)go2 = ,
/\E{\l*( 902 B, (2 +i(m + 4nm))
: 2(m +4nm)(1 — 3i) 8im(1 + 4n)
lim (A — \,)2%g91 = .
Jlim ( ) 2 82 (10 + 5i(m + 4nm)) 36212 +i(m + 4nr)|?

Then we can compute that limy_y, Re((A — X\.)2%g21) < 0 and limy .y, Re((X —

A)2C1(0)) <0
When X € Ay, we have

: (3T . : _
Algrkl* Sn(A) = {1 +1 (7 + 27177‘)] /QQSQS dz, /\llg\l()\ —\)F =0,

3
- (— + 2n7r) I
' ) g e _ 3
)\llg\l* Tan(A — AL) ™ , )\llg\l* UrTn 5 + 2nm,
lim (A~ \)E= —— ¢
AT T T i )
: 2i(3m + 4nm)
1 A=\ =
A A= A)g0 = g S B dn)
Jim (A = Ad)gu =0,
—2i(3m + 4nm)
1 A — )\ =
i ( 02 = 5 (2 +i(37 + 4nm))’
237 +4nm)(—1 — 32 8im(3 + 4n
g (3 A = ZOT ML) | Sin(3dn)
A=A B3 (10 4 5i(3m +4nm)) ~ 363 |24 (37 + 4nm)|
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Then we can compute that limy_,y, Re((A — A\.)2%g21) < 0, and limy 5, Re((A —
X )2C1(0)) < 0. d

5 Numerical Simulation and Conclusions

5.1 Numerical Simulation

We focus on numerical simulations of the food-limited model to validate our theoretical
results, as logistic growth has been thoroughly analyzed elsewhere [4]. The model was

originally proposed by Davidson and Gourley [43]:

ov(w,t) d@%(x, t) k—uv(z,t—1)
ot 0x? k4 cv(z,t —7)
where r > 0 is the growth rate, £ > 0 the carrying capacity, ¢ > 0 a constant,

+ rov(x,t) (5.1)

and 7/c represents the mass replacement at saturation. To incorporate population

movement toward favorable habitats, we add an advection term:

av(a:i, D) _ pv - [d(@)Vo(e.1) - bw)u(e,0)] +ro(e, 1)

After a variable substitution, the model becomes:

k—uv(z,t—1)
k+cv(x,t—71)

B - 1 —wu(z,t —7)

up =V - [d(x)Vu — b(x)u] + Au(z, 1) e p— (5.2)

u(0,t) = u(m,t) =0
with the following initial value

u(z,t) =n(z,t), xel0na], tel[-0] (5.3)
where n € C, Let
1—u
Jlu) = 1+ cu

It is obvious that this model satisfies hypotheses (H;) and (Hz), and f'(u) < 0 for
u € [0, 1]. Applying Theorems 3.1, 3.16, 4.4, we have the following results:

(i) For A € Ay, Eq. (5.2) has a positive steady state solution w,.

(ii) For A € Ay, the steady-state solution uy of (5.2) is locally asymptotically stable
for 7 € [0,7,,) and unstable when 7 € (79, 00).Moreover, at 7 = 7, (n =
0,1,2,--+) a Hopf bifurcation occurs and a branch of spatially nonhomogeneous

periodic orbits of (5.2) emerges from (7, », uy).
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(iii) for each (n,\) € NU {0} x Ay, a branch of spatially nonhomogeneous periodic
orbits of (5.2) emerges from (7,u) = (7,., uy). Moreover, the direction of the
Hopf bifurcation at 7 = 7, is forward and the bifurcating periodic solution from

T = To,x is locally asymptotically stable.

To illustrate the analytical results presented in the previous sections, we conduct

numerical simulations using model (5.2)-(5.3) under the following setting:

Q={(z,y) eR*|(z—n)+(y—m)?=n"}, d(z,y)=1+01z+0.1y

4 CcOS T COs Y
c=05, nle,t) = 0001, blz,y) = <sinx +27siny + 2)

we use A = 1.0. For A = 1.0 and smaller 7 | u, is stable as shown in Figure
1. (a),(b).we present cross-sectional views of the solution u(z,t) along the custom line
segment from (3.14,0.00)to (3.14,6.28), corresponding to a fixed spatial coordinate x=m
with y varying from 0 to 27. The x-axis of this graph represents time ¢, while the y-axis
represents position x. The color bar indicates the amplitude of u.

This phenomenon aligns with theoretical predictions where increasing 7 drives the
system toward criticality, beyond which a Hopf bifurcation would occur, resulting in
stable periodic solutions, and the bifurcation is forward.

Next we discuss model incorporating the weak Allee effect,Consider the following

model with the same initial and boundary conditions as (5.2),(5.3):

w = V - [d(z)Vu — b(z)u] + 2 u(z, ) (1 — u(z,t — 7)) <u(m,t —7)+ %) . (5.4)

Note that the function f(u) = 2(1 —u)(u+0.5)satisfies the fundamental hypothesis
(Hy1) , (H2) and f’(0) > 0. Our previous analytical results demonstrate that for
A € Ay, the positive steady state undergoes a Hopf bifurcation as the time delay
Tincreases. However, since both the positive steady state and the bifurcating periodic
solutions are unstable, these dynamics are unlikely to be observed in standard numerical
simulations.

Interestingly, with appropriately chosen initial conditions, a similar stable periodic
pattern emerges as 7 increases for the weak Allee effect dynamics. As illustrated in
Figure 2, we fix the parameter A = 0.8 to systematically explore the impact of the time
delay 7 on the system’s dynamics. Thus the Hopf bifurcation occurs within the interval
T7€[5.5,9.5].

We hypothesize that this phenomenon is attributed to the existence of an additional
stable steady-state branch for A € A;.. This conjecture is consistent with the findings

in [8], but [8] does not incorporate a generalized advection term.

31



u along custom line: (3.14,0.00)->(3.14,6.28) u along custom line: (3.14,0.00)->(3.14,6.28)
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Figure 1: (a) 7 = 8, the solution approaches to the positive steady state. (b) 7 = 10,
the solution still approaches to the positive steady state but with noticeable oscillations.
(¢) 7 = 12, the solution converges to a time-periodic solution with small oscillations.
(d) 7 = 20, the solution converges to a time-periodic solution and the period and

amplitude of the stable periodic solution both increase as the time delay 7 increases.
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Figure 2: (a) for 7 = 1.5, the solution converges to positive steady state uy.(b) for 7 =
5.5, the solution approaches u, with oscillations. (c)for 7 = 9.5, the solution converges
to a time-periodic solution.(d)for 7 = 15.5the solution asymptotically converges to a
time-periodic solution. Both the period and amplitude of the emerging stable periodic

orbit increase with the time delay 7.
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5.2

Conclusions

In this paper, we have investigated the delay-induced instability in a reaction-diffusion

model with a general advection term and a general time-delayed per capita growth

rate.

The primary focus was on the stability and Hopf bifurcation analysis of the

positive steady state u) when the parameter A is near the principal eigenvalue A\, of a

non-self-adjoint elliptic operator. The specific points can be summarized as follows:

(i)
(i)

(i)

If/

f!(x,0)¢*¢*dx < 0, then there exists € > 0 such that:
)

For A\ € Ay, Eq. (5.2) has a positive steady state solution wu,.

For A € Ay, the steady-state solution uy of (5.2) is locally asymptotically stable
for 7 € [0,7,,) and unstable when 7 € (79, 00).Moreover, at 7 = 7, (n =
0,1,2,--+) a Hopf bifurcation occurs and a branch of spatially nonhomogeneous

periodic orbits of (5.2) emerges from (7, x, uy).

for each (n,\) € NU{0} x Ag., a branch of spatially nonhomogeneous periodic
orbits of (5.2) emerges from (7,u) = (7., uy). Moreover, the direction of the
Hopf bifurcation at 7 = 7, is forward and the bifurcating periodic solution from

T = To,x is locally asymptotically stable.

If / fi(x,0)¢*¢*dx > 0, then there exists ¢ > 0 such that:
Q

(i)
(i)

(iii)

For A € Ay, Eq. (5.2) has a positive steady state solution w,.

For A € Ay, the steady-state solution u, of (1.2) is locally asymptotically unsta-
ble for all 7 € [0,79.,). Moreover, at 7 =7, (n=0,1,2,---) a Hopf bifurcation
occurs and a branch of spatially nonhomogeneous periodic orbits of (1.2) emerges

from (7, 5, uy).

for each (n,\) € NU{0} x Ay, a branch of spatially nonhomogeneous periodic
orbits of (1.2) emerges from (7,u) = (7,1, uy). Moreover, the direction of the
Hopf bifurcation at 7 = 7, ) is forward and the bifurcating periodic solution is

unstable.
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