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Abstract

We consider the long-time behaviour of a West Nile virus (WNv) model consisting of a reaction—diffusion sys-
tem with free boundaries. Such a model describes the spreading of WNv with the free boundary representing the
expanding front of the infected region, which is a time-dependent interval [g(¢), A(¢)] in the model (Lin and Zhu,
Spatial spreading model and dynamics of West Nile virus in birds and mosquitoes with free boundary. J. Math. Biol.
75, 1381-1409, 2017). The asymptotic spreading speed of the front has been determined in Wang et al. (Spreading
speed for a West Nile virus model with free boundary. J. Math. Biol. 79, 433-466, 2019) by making use of the
associated semi-wave solution, namely lim, ., 4(f)/t = lim,_., [— g(#)/t] = c,, with ¢, the speed of the semi-wave
solution. In this paper, by employing new techniques, we significantly improve the estimate in Wang et al. (Spreading
speed for a West Nile virus model with free boundary. J. Math. Biol. 79, 433-466, 2019): we show that h(?) — c,t
and g(?) + ¢, converge to some constants as t — 0o, and the solution of the model converges to the semi-wave
solution. The results also apply to a wide class of analogous Ross—MacDonold epidemic models.

1. Introduction

The West Nile virus (WNv) is an arthropod-borne flavivirus that causes epidemics of febrile illness and
sporadic encephalitis in many parts of the world. The incidence mechanism involves primarily interact-
ing bird and mosquito populations, with birds acting as hosts and mosquitoes as vectors of the virus.
For the prediction and prevention of the spreading of WNYv, it is important to understand its temporal
and spatial spreading dynamics.

Mathematical models may help us to understand the spreading process and to formulate suitable
strategy to control the spreading of the virus. Ignoring spatial variations of the involved populations,
several ODE models have been used to describe the WNv dynamics; see, for instance, Abdelrazec et al.
[1], Bowman et al. [2], Kenkre et al. [22], Wonham et al. [35] and references therein. The dynamics
of such an ODE model is governed by a basic reproduction number R,. To be more specific, the virus
tends to extinction if Ry < 1 and it persists if R, > 1.

To include the possible impact of spatial movement of WNv, Lewis et al. [24] first introduced suitable
diffusion terms in the ODE model by considering the following reaction—diffusion system:

Ny —H
H, = DyH.,, +aR,3RN—M —veH, xeR,t>0,
Ay =M (1.1)
Mt:DVMxx+aV13RN—H_de, xeR,t>0,
R
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where H(x, t) and M(x, r) denote the densities of the infected bird and mosquito populations at spatial
location x and time ¢, respectively. The parameters here are all positive constants: D, Dy stand for the
diffusion rates of birds and mosquitoes, respectively; oy, oz represent the WNv transmission probability
per bite to mosquitoes and to birds, respectively; By is the biting rate of mosquitoes on birds; y% is the
recovery rate of birds from WNv; dy, is the mosquito death rate; Ny is the total number of susceptible and
infected birds; and Ay is the total number of susceptible and infected mosquitoes, which are assumed to
be constants during the infection process.
To simplify the notations, we set

_agf _ayBe
a, = , dy 1=

Ng Ny

e :=Ng, e;:=Ay,d, :=Dg, d, =Dy,

s bl = Vr» bZ :dea

and then system (1.1) is transformed to the following non-dimensional form:

{H,:leM—i-al(el —HM—bH,  xeR, t>0, 12

M,=d.M,. + a,(e;, — M)H — b,M, xeR, t>0.

The basic reproduction number arising from the ODE version of (1.2) is given by:

Ry = ala2eleZ.
b,b,

Clearly, R, > 1 is equivalent to a,a,e e, > b;b,. Moreover, system (1.2) admits the trivial equilibrium
(0, 0), and if a,a,e e, > b, b,, then it further has a unique positive constant endemic equilibrium:

(H*, M*) := <alazelez —bib, ayaee; — blb2> '

9
aae, + bya, aae; + a, b,

It is proved in [24] that if Ry > 1, (1.2) has a travelling wave solution (H(x — ct), M(x — ct))
satisfying

lim (H,M)= (H", M), om - (H, M) =(0,0)

(x—ct)——00 x—ct)——+00

for every ¢ > c¢*, where ¢* > 0 is the minimal value with such a property. Moreover, Theorem 6.2 in [24]
shows that if H(x, 0) and M(x, 0) are non-negative with non-empty compact supports, then for all small
€>0,

lim|: sup |(H(x, 1), M(x, t))—(H*,M*)l]:O

1700 | x|=(c*—e)t

and

1im|: sup I(H(x,t),M(x,t))—(O’O)q=O'
1—>00 |x|=(c*+€)t

Biologically, this means that the virus spreads with speed c*.

However, since the strong maximum principle implies that H(x, 7) > 0 and M(x,#) > 0 for all x e R
once ¢ > 0, the above mathematical result for (1.2) does not provide a precise location of the spreading
front of the epidemic region. When we say the virus spreads with speed c*, it is meant that for any small
8 > 0, the level sets {x: H(x, t) =8} and {x : M(x, t) = 6} move in space with asymptotic speed c*.

To better describe the location of the spreading front of the disease, Lin and Zhu [25] use a modified
version of (1.2) to model the spreading of WNv, where the spreading front is explicitly expressed in the
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model as free boundaries. Under our notations here, the model of [25] has the form:

H =dH.,+a(e,—HM-—bH, g <x<h@®), t>0,
M, =d:;M, + a(e, — M)H — b,M, g(t)<x<h(t), t>0,
Hx,6)=M(x,1)=0, x=g()orx=h(@), t>0,
80)=—hy, g®=—vH(g(),1), >0,

h(0)=hy, K@) =—vH((),1), t>0,

H(x,0)=Ho(x), M(x,0)=My(x), —hy=<x=<hy.

(1.3)

The functions x = g(¢) and x = h(f) are the moving boundaries to be determined; v is a given constant.
The initial functions satisfy, for some , > 0,

H, € Cz((— ho, ho)) NV C([— ho, hol), Ho(— ho) = Hy(hy) =0, 0 < Hy < ey in (— hy, hy),
M, € C*((— ho, ho)) N C([— ho, hol), Mo(— ho) = My(he) =0, 0 < My < e, in (— hy, hy).

More explanations of the background and justification of the model (1.3) can be found in Section 2
of [25].

In (1.3), the population range of infected birds is represented by the changing interval (g(¢), 4(¢)), and
the virus carrying mosquitoes are assumed to have the same population range. The expanding rate of the
range boundaries is assumed to satisfy g'(r) = —vH (g(¢), t) and /'(t) = —vH (h(¢), t), which coincides
with the well-known Stefan free boundary condition. A detailed deduction of this free boundary condi-
tion based on suitable biological assumptions is given in [3]: if one assumes that the population range
increases at a sacrifice of the species near the front, then these free boundary equations are satisfied with
v =d, [k, where d, is the diffusion rate of H and k is the number of units of population loss of H at the
free boundary (spreading front) per unit time per unit volume/area. Similar free boundary conditions
have also been used for analogous purposes in other models; see [4, 9, 11, 12, 16, 18-21, 31-34] for a
small sample.

It was shown in [25] that (1.3) has a unique solution (H, M, g, h) which is defined for all # > 0, where
H,M e C*(Q) and g, h € C'([0, 00)) with :={(x,7):x e (g(t), h(t)), t> 0}, and when R, < 1, the
virus always vanishes eventually, that is,

lim, ., [A(t) — g()] <oo and lim,_ (||M(, Nl eqewnon + IIHC, t)”C([g(t)A,h(t)])) =0. (1.4)

If Ry > 1, then a spreading—vanishing dichotomy holds true:
Either (1.4) holds, or the virus spreads successfully, namely,

lim,_, ,, k() = — lim,_, , g(f) = +00 and
lim,_, ., (M(x, 1), H(x, t)) = (M*, H*) uniformly for x in any bounded set of R.

Criteria for vanishing and spreading are also established in [25]. More precisely, there is a critical
length L* > 0 so that either the range size h(f) — g(f) reaches L* at a finite time and then spreading
happens, or h(f) — g(t) stays below this critical length L* for all time and then vanishing occurs. In
particular, if #(0) — g(0) = 2h, > L*, then spreading always happens.

To determine the asymptotic spreading speed of the virus modelled by (1.3), we need to consider the
following semi-wave problem:

diu' —cu +a(e; —u)yy—biu=0, 0<s<o00,
V' —cv +ayie; —viu—byyv=0, 0<s<o00, (1.5)
(u(0),v(0)) =(0,0),  (u(00), v(c0)) = (H*, M").

Proposition 1.1. (Theorem 3.2 of [33]) Suppose that a,a,e e, > b\b,. Then for every c € [0, c*), system

(1.5) has a unique strictly increasing solution (u., v.) € (C*(R))?; for ¢ > c*, system (1.5) has no such
solution. Moreover, for any v > 0 there exists a unique c, € (0, c*) such that u,, (0)=c, /v.

https://doi.org/10.1017/50956792523000281 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0956792523000281

European Journal of Applied Mathematics 465

The solution (., v,,) is called a semi-wave with speed c,, since (H, M)(x, 1) = (u,,, v, )(c,t — X)

satisfies
H,=dH.+a(e, —H)M—bH, x<ct, teR,
M, =dy M, + ar(e; — MYH — b M, x<cpt, teR,
(H, M)(— o0, t) = (H*, M*), teR,

(H, M)(c,t, 1) =(0,0), (c,t) = —vH,(c,t, 1), teR.

When spreading happens for (1.3), by making use of such semi-waves, it is shown in [33] (see Theorem
3.15 there) that

lim @ = —lim @ =c,, (1.6)
t—oo [ t—oo [
which means that the asymptotic spreading speed determined by (1.3) is c,. Thus it is strictly less than
that of the corresponding reaction—diffusion system (1.2) (i.e., ¢, < ¢*).!
The purpose of this paper is to provide a more precise description of the spreading profile of the
solution to (1.3). We will show that, as t — oo, h(f) — ¢,t and g(¢) + c,t converge to some constants,

and
[H(x, 1) — u., (h(t) —x)] = 0, [M(x,1) — v,,(h(t) —x)] > 0 uniformly for x € [0, h(t)],
[H(x, 1) — u, (x — g(0)] = 0, [M(x,1) — v, (x — g(1))] > 0 uniformly for x € [g(?), O].

Thus, as time goes to infinity, the solution of the free boundary problem (1.3) behaves exactly like the
semi-wave.

For a single equation with free boundaries, sharp convergence results of similar nature have been
obtained in several recent works; see [11, 16, 18, 20, 21, 23] for one-dimensional problems and [12]
for high-dimensional problems. To the best of our knowledge, there are no results giving such precise
asymptotic profiles for systems with free boundary before this work. We believe that the techniques
developed in this paper should have applications to some other free boundary systems where similar
precise dynamical behaviour is expected.

The mathematical analysis of this paper is inspired by the method of Du, Matsuzawa and Zhou
[11, 12], but considerable variations are needed as our model here is a system. Moreover, several new
techniques are introduced here; see, for example, the proofs of Lemmas 3.4 and 4.2. Some of the new
techniques here have the advantage of applicable to more general problems than those in [11, 12], where
a lower estimate on the solution over a spatial domain of the form (— ct, cf), 0 < ¢ < ¢, is required first.
Even if it is applied to the same problems in [11, 12], the method here yields much simpler proofs.

Our main result is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Let (H,M, g, h) and (u,,,v.,, c,) be the solutions of (1.3) and (1.5), respectively. When
spreading happens to (H, M, g, h), there exist two constants g* and h* such that

1im1—>oc (g(t) + Cvt - g*) = 09 hmt—>oc g/(t) = —Cy, (1 7)
lim,_ o (h(t) — c,t — h*) =0, lim, . () =c,. '
Moreover,
lim, o || (HC, 1), M-, 1)) = (e, (- —=8(0), ve, (- —8(0)) Il iganon = O (1.8)
lim, o || (H(, 1), M-, 1)) — (e, () = ), v, (D) — ) Nl o = O '

We would like to further remark that the ODE version of (1.1) is widely known as the Ross—
Macdonold model due to the early works of Ross [28] and Macdonald [27] on malaria, whose spreading
relies on mosquito as a vector and human as a host. There is an extensive literature on the modelling

I'We note that ¢, increases to ¢* as v — oo (Theorem 3.2 in [33]), and more generally, it is easy to show (as in [8]) that as
v — 00, for ¢ in any compact subset of (0, 00), (g(f), h(f)) converges uniformly to (— 0o, 00), and the solution (H,,, M,,) of (1.3)
converges to the unique solution pair of (1.2) provided that their initial values at # =0 are the same. Therefore, we may regard
(1.2) as the limiting problem of (1.3) at v = co.
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of epidemic spreading by using various variations of the Ross—Macdonald model; see, for example,
[26, 30] and the references therein. As a consequence, the mathematical results above are applicable to
suitable free boundary versions of the Ross—Macdonold model as well.

Finally, we mention some more related works on WNv models with free boundary. Tarboush et al.
[29] obtain a vanishing—spreading dichotomy for a similar model, where the equation for birds is a PDE
while the equation for mosquitoes is an ODE; Cheng and Zheng [5] studied the dynamics and spreading
speed of (1.3) with an advection term. However, the asymptotic profiles for these models have not been
determined. To include long-distance dispersal of the virus, a WNv model with non-local diffusion
and free boundaries is proposed and analysed very recently by Du and Ni [13—15]. But due to certain
technical obstacles, no convergence result of the type as described in Theorem 1.2 above is available for
such non-local diffusion models. Some further related recent work in this direction can be found in the
review papers of Du [6, 7].

The rest of this paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we collect some basic results including
some comparison principles, rough estimate of solutions to (1.3) and the asymptotic behaviours of semi-
wave solutions of (1.5). In Section 3, we show that |g(¢) + c,¢| and |h(t) — c,¢t| are both bounded for all
t > 0; as mentioned earlier, we have to overcome several non-trivial difficulties here. In Section 4, we
finish the proof of Theorem 1.2, where our arguments are based on the estimates obtained in Section 3
and on the construction of suitable upper and lower solutions.

2. Some preparations

In this section, we prepare some basic results. Firstly, we introduce some notations that will be used
throughout this paper. For any vectors p= (p1, P2, - - -, Pu)s A =(q15 @25 - - - s @) € R", p < (>=)q (resp.,
p < (>)q) means p; <(>)g; (resp., p; < (>)gq;) for 1 <i<m. Any B:=(b;) € R” x R" is a matrix
with m rows and 7 columns, whose transpose is denoted by BT.

The following comparison principles for the free boundary problem (1.3) will be used. They are
simple variations of Proposition 3.13 of [33] and can be proved by arguments similar to those used in
the proof of Lemma 2.6 in [10].

Lemmil 2.1. Let (H,_Mlg, h) bithe solution of (1.3). Assume that T € (0, oo)_ g, heC\([0,T)), g <
g0 < h@®) in[0,T], H,M € C(D;) N C*Y(D%) with D = {(x, 1) € R*:x € (g(1), h(1)), t € (0, T1}, and

H —dH.>a(e,—HM—-bH, 3()<x< E(t), O0<t<T,
M, — dM,. > ay(e, — M)H — b,M, 3(H)<x< E(l), O0<t<T,
H(x,t)> H(x,1), M(x,H) > M(x,1), x=3(), 0<t<T,
H(x,t)=M(x,1) =0, x=h(),0<t<T,

H(t) > —vH, (W), 1), 0<t<T,

H(x,0) > Hy(x), M(x,0) > My(x), 2(0) <x <hy.

2.1)

Then
h(t) < h(t), H(x,t) <H(x, 1), M(x,1) < M(x, 1) forg(t) <x < h(f), 0 <t <T.

Lemma 2.2. Let (H,M, g, h) be the solution of (1.3). Assume that T € (0, 00), g < h are functions in
C'([0, T1), H,M € C(D}) N C*!(D%) with D% = {(x, ) € R%:x € (g(1), h(1)), t € (0, T1}, and

H,—dH,>a(e,—HM —bH, gty <x<h(), 0<t<T,

M, —d:M,, > a,(e; — M)H — b,M, g(t)<x<h(), 0<t<T,

I_i(x, 1= A_/I(x, H =0, x=g() or E(t), O<t<T, 2.2)
g(1) < —vH, 30,1, I (1) > —vH(h(1),1), 0<1<T,

H(x,0) > Hy(x), M(x, 0) > My(x), —hy <x < hy.
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Then
g =8, h(H) <h(), H(x, 1) <H(x, 1), M(x,t) <M(x, 1) for g(t) <x <h(f), 0<t <T.

Remark 2.3. (i) If the reverse inequalities in (2.1) hold, and (H, M, g, h) is rewritten as (H, M, g h),
then

h(t) = h(t), H(x, 1) = H(x, 1), M(x, 1) = M(x, 1) for g(t) <x < h(1),0 <1 <T.

(ii) Similarly, if the reverse inequalities in (2.2) hold, and (H,M, g, h) is rewritten as (H,M, g, h),
then B

8(n) = g@), h(t) = h(1), H(x, 1) = H(x, 1), M(x, 1) = M(x, 1) for g(t) <x < h(r),0 <t <T.

(iii) The functions (H, M, g, %) and (H,M, g h) are usually called an upper solution and a lower
solution of (1.3), respectively.

The global existence and uniqueness of a positive solution to (1.3) have been obtained in [25]. The
following estimates on such solutions are needed later in the paper.

Lemma 2.4. (Theorem 3.1 of [25]) Suppose (H, M, g, h) is the solution to (1.3). Then
(0,0) < (H,M)(x,t) < (e}, ey) for x € [g(t), h(t)] and t > 0.
Moreover, there exists Cy > 0 such that
—g'@), K@) € (0, Cy] fort> 0.
By Lemma 3.8 and its proof in [33], we have the following result:

Lemma 2.5. Ler (u(s), v(s)) be a monotone solution of (1.5). Then there exist constants j1;, <0, p >0
and q > 0 such that, as s — 00,

(u(s), v(s)) = (H*, M) — e"*(p + o(1), g + o(1)),

. (2.3)
(U'(5),V'(5)) = O(e""*).

3. Bounds for g(¢t) + ¢, and h(f) — ¢t

In this section, we show that when spreading happens, both g(¢) + c¢,t and h(f) — c,t are bounded
functions for # > 0. More precisely, we will prove the following result:

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that spreading happens to the solution (H, M, g, h) of (1.3). Then there exists
a positive constant C such that

lg(®) + c.tl, |[h(t) — c,t]| < C forall t > 0.

We will prove this result by constructing suitable upper and lower solutions, in the spirit of Fife and
McLeod [17], except that now we are dealing with a system of equations and the associated semi-waves
are used.

3.1. Upper bound

In this subsection, we obtain an upper bound for (H,M, g, h) by constructing an upper solution
(H,M, g, h) to (1.3) as follows:

g =g®), h(O=c,(t — T +o(l — e ")+ W(T*) + X,,
H(x, t) =1+ K,e N, (h(r) — x), M(x, 1) = (1 + K, ), (h(t) — x),

where T*, K|, Xy, §, 0 are positive constants to be determined later.

3.1)
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Lemma 3.2. For any given constants T* > 0 and X, > 0, there exist positive constants K,, 6 and o, such
that the solution (H, M, h) to (1.3) satisfies, for x € [g(¢), h(t)] and t > T*,

(H,M)(x,t) < (H,M)(x, 1), h(t) <h(t). 3.2)

Proof. We claim that (H, M, g, h) is an upper solution for ¢ > T* by taking appropriate parameters
T*, K],Xo, § and o, that iS,

H,>dH,+a(e,—HM—bH, 3()<x<h(), t>T* (3.3)
M, > d:M, + a)(e; — M)H —b,M, g()<x<h(t), t>T, (3.4)
H(x,t)>H(x,1), M(x,t)>M(x,1), x=g(), t>T, (3.5)
Hx,H)=0, M(x,0)=0, x=h(), t>T", (3.6)

W(T*) <h(T*),  K(t)= —vH,(h@), 1), 1>T", 3.7
H(x,T")<H(x,T*), M@, T)<Mx,T"), gT")<x<hT"). (3.8)

If the above inequalities are verified, then we can apply Lemma 2.1 to conclude that (3.2) holds, and
hence the proof is completed.

We now verify the inequalities (3.3)—(3.8). Firstly, it is clear that (H, M)(g(¢?), 1) = (H, M)(g(?), t) =
(0,0) and (H, M)(g(), t) > (0, 0) for ¢ > T*. Thus, (3.5) holds.

It is obvious that (H, ]l_/l)(i_z(t), 1) =(0,0) and }_z(T*) = h(T*) + X, > h(T*). Moreover, direct computa-
tion gives that

H()=c, +08e ™
and
—vH,(h(t),) =v(1 + K,e” " (0)=c,(1 +K,e?™).
Hence, (3.6) and (3.7) hold provided that
oé>c, K. 3.9)
Since X, > 0, for all large K, (depending on Xj), say K, > C(X,) > 0, we have
4+ K)u,(Xo) = ey, (1+K)v, (Xo) > e,. (3.10)
Hence, due to Lemma 2.4, we have, for x € [g(T*), h(T*)],
Hx, T = (14 K)u,, (W(T*) — x)
=1+ K)u.,(W(T)+ Xo —x)
> (1 +Ku,(Xo) = e,
> H(x, T%).

A similar argument gives M(x, T*) > M(x, T*_‘) for x € [g(T*), h(T*)]. Hence, (3.8) holds true.
Finally, we show (3.3) and (3.4). Let s = h(t) — x. Then,
H,(x,t)=—8K,e”" " u. (s) + (1 + Kie "yl () (1)
= —8Kie""u. () + (1 + Kie ") e, + 08e Tl (s),
M (x,t)=—8Ke" v () + (1 + KW () (D)
=—8Ke v () + (1 +Kie*)e, + 08T ()
and

Ho(x, )= (1+ Kl (5), Mu(x, 1) = (14 Kie 0 (s).
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Therefore,
H —dH,—al(e —HM+bH
=—8K, e u, () + (1 + Kie ") (e, + 08¢ (s)
—di(1+ K el (s)
—ajle; — (1+ Kie” 7 (D1 4+ Kie ), () + by(1+ Kie ™ u, (s)
= —8Ke?u, (s) + (1 + K1efa(’fT*))G(Se*S(’*T*)u’CV(s)
+(1+Kie ) e () — di (5)]
—ajle; — (1+ Kie” e (D11 4 Kie ) () + by(1+ Kie ™ u ()
=—8Kie""u, () + (1 + Kie " ode U (5)
+ (L + KT ay(er — e, ())ve, (8) — byt (5)]
—aile; — (1 +Ke e, (DI + Kie ), (5) + by (1 + Kie " u, (5)
= 0T [— SKyu.,(s)+(1+ Kle_a(’_T*))aéu:,v (8) + a Kyu,, (s)v,, (s)(1 + Kle_a(’_m)].

Since
(H*, M*) > (u,,, v, )(s) > (0,0) for s > 0, (u;”, v;)) (s) > (0,0) for s > 0,
we have
— 8K u,,(5) + (1 + K e )odu, (5) + a Kyu, (s)v,, (s)(1 + K e ")
> —8K\H" + odu,, (s) + a K u,,(s)v,,(s) for all s > 0.
Define

A :=minu, (s)v,,(s) =u, (1)v., (1), B; := min &, (s), B, := min v, (s).
s>1 s€[0,1] v sef0,1] Y
Then A, B,, B, > 0 and

—8K\H" + o'du,, (s) + a:Kyu, (s)ve, (s) > :i?g: 12181?114 Ei i i[lo h
Therefore, (3.3) holds provided that
oB, > K, H" and a,A > SH".
Moreover, by parallel arguments we see that (3.4) holds provided that additionally

O'Bz > K|M* and azA > SM*.

469

@3.11)

(3.12)

(3.13)

Now for any given X, > 0 and T* > 0, we can choose o, §, K, such that (3.9), (3.10), (3.12) and (3.13)
hold simultaneously; for example, we may first choose K, large satisfying (3.10) and then choose § > 0

small and choose o large such that (3.9), (3.12) and (3.13) hold. The proof is now complete.

3.2. Lower bound
The lower bound will be obtained by constructing a lower solution (H, M, g, h) to (1.3). Set
gy =—h(®), h()=c,(t=T)+L—(1—e""),
Ii(;, 1) =(1— &), (h(t) = x) + ue, (A() + x) — u, (2h(1)) ],
M(x, 1) = (1 = &™) v, (h(t) — x) + v, (A1) +x) — v, (2h(1))],

where T, € € (0, 1), §, L are positive constants to be determined later.
We will need the following result from [15]:
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Lemma 3.3. Suppose that F = (f;) € C*(R", R™), u* > 0 and
Fu) =0, w [VFu")]" <0. (3.15)

Then there exists 8, > 0 small such that for 0 < e < 1 and u, v € [(1 — §y)u*, u*] satisfying

(uj — u)(u; —vy) < Céoe for some C>0andalli,jefl,... ,m}
we have

(I =eF+FW]—-F(1—-e)u+v—u)) = %u*[VF(u*)]T-
We will use this lemma with u* := (H*, M*) and

FH,M)=(fi(H,M),f,(H,M)):=(a,(e, — HIM — b,H, a,(e;, — M)H — b,M),

which is easily checked to satisfy (3.15).

Lemma 3.4. For some suitable choice of T,, € €(0,1),8 and L, the solution (H,M, g, h) of (1.3)
satisfies, for x € [g(t), h(H)]andt>T,,

(H, M)(x, 1) = (H, M)(x, 1), [g(), ((D)] > [— h(1), h(D)]. (3.16)

Proof. We show that (H, M, g, h) is a lower solution for ¢ > T, by taking appropriate parameters 7,
€ €(0,1),6 and L, namely

H, <dH, +f(H M), g <x<h(d, t>T., (3.17)
M, <dM, +gH, M), g <x<h@®, 1>T., (3.18)
Hx,t)=0, M(x,1)=0, x=h@)orgn, t>T., (3.19)
—g(T), WT,) = WT,), K () =<—vH (1)1, t>T,, (3.20)
Hx,T.)>Hx,T,), M, T,)>Mx,T,), 8(T.) =x < WT)). (3:21)

If the above inequalities are verified, then we can apply Remark 2.3 (ii) to conclude that (3.16) holds,
and hence the proof is completed. Note that since H(x, 7) is even in x and g(7) = —h(7), (3.20) implies

(0= —vH (g(0), 1).
We now verify the inequalities (3.17)—(3.21). Since spreading happens, for T, =T,(L, €) large
enough, we have

[¢(T.), M(T)]1 D [— L, L1 = [g(T.), (T)]
and
H&, T.),Mx,T.) = (1 — )(H",M") = (H(x, T.), M(x,T,)) for x € [~ L, L].
It is obvious that (H, M)( & k(¢), 1) = (0, 0). Direct calculations yield
K@ =c,—38e™
and
—VH (1), 1) = v(1 — & T)[u, (0) — u (2h(1))]

> Cu(l _ ge—B(t—T*)) _ CeZ/LlLlO)

> ¢, — c,Ee T _ CoAlinl1-D) g2iincst=Ty)
for some C > 0 due to (2.3). We now fix
8€(0,]]e,)N (0, ¢,)
and obtain

K(t) < —vH (h(®),1) fort > T,
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provided that

c,€ 4+ CeHMII-b < 5 (3.22)
which holds when € > 0 is sufficiently small and L is sufficiently large. Hence, (3.19), (3.20) and (3.21)
hold.

Finally, we check (3.17) and (3.18). Clearly, writing € = €(¢) := €e™**"™), we have
H (x, 1) = 8¢ [uc, (A(f) — x) + ue, (h(1) + x) — u,, (2h(1))]
+ (1 =€), — 8¢ Nu, (h(1) — x) + u, (h(t) + x) — 2u, 2h(2))],
M (x, 1) = 8€[v,, (h(1) = x) + v, (h(D) + x) — v, (2h(1))]
+ (1= e)e, = 8e TNV, () = x) + V], (h(1) +x) = 2V, (2h(1))]
and
H,,(x.0)= (1 = ©)[u, (h(t) = x) + u (h(0) + x)],
M, (x.1) = (1 = )]V, (h(1) = x) + v/ (h(r) + x)].
Therefore,
H —dH, —fH M)
= 8¢[ue, (h(t) — x) + u, (h(t) + x) — u., (2h(1))]
+ (1 = e)c, — 8e7 ) [u,, (h(r) — x) 4 u,, (A(1) 4 x) — 2u (2h(1))]
—d\(1 — e)[u (h(t) — x) + 1, (h(t) + x)| — f(H, M)
— 8¢ [t () = %) + e, ((D) + %) — 14, RR(1))]
+ (1 = O (e, (B = x), ve, (- — X)) + f (1o, (h + %), v, (+ )| — f(H, M)
— (1= e)8e ™[ (h(r) = )+ (h(r) + )]
-1 =e€)c, — ae*‘*('*T*))zu;V(z@(z)).
For t > T, and x € [— A(?), h(?)], by the monotonicity of ., we have
8¢ uc, (h(t) — x) + ue, (h(1) + x) — u,, (2h()] < SH*€(1).
Since § < ¢, and 0 < € <« 1, we have
—(1 =€), — 8e™*")2u, (2h(n)) <0,
and by (2.3),
—f(H, M) < —f(H + (1 — €)[u,,(2h(t) — H*], M + (1 — €)[v,,(2h(1)) — M"]) 4 Ce*2?
= —f((1 = Olte,(h = x) + e, (h +x) — H*], (1 — €)[ve, (b — x) + v, (B +x) — M*]) + Ce20.
Hence, we have, for t > T, and x € [— A(?), h(?)],
H,—dH_ —f(H,M)<38H"e(t)+ Ce”™™ + A(x, 1) + B(x, 1),
where
AW, 1): = (1 = O)[f (e, (h — %), ve, (B = %)) + £ (e, (A + %), ve, (R 4 x))]
—f((1 = Olu,(h —x) +u., (h+x) — H], (1 — )[v., (h —x) + v, (h + x) — M"])
and
B(x,1):=—(1 — €)de " [u (h(r) — x) + u (h(r) +x)].
We next choose a suitable K, > 0 and estimate

SH*e(f) + Ce*™0 1 A(x, 1) + B(x, 1)
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for x in the following three intervals, separately:
1,(0) := [A(t) — Ko, K(D)], L(1) :=[— h(1), —h(t) + Ko, L5(1) := [— h(®) + Ko, h(1) — Ko].
With §, > 0 determined by Lemma 3.3, we fix K, > 0 so that
H* —u. (Ky) <8H*, M*—v, (Kp) <SM".
Then for x € I5(¢), t > T, and 0 < € K 1, clearly
e, (h —x),u.,(h+x) € [(1 = 8)H", H*], v, (h—x),v.,(h+x)€[(l—3)M,M].

Moreover, either A(t) — x > k() or h(¢) + x > h(¢) must hold, and hence

[H* — u, (h — O)NM* — v, (h+x)] < §,Ce < syl 1M1 < §ye(r)
provided that L is sufficiently large such that

M-t < &, (3.23)

Clearly, we also have

[H* — u,,(h+0)M* — v, (h—x)] <8,Ce™ < §peltI=Del1evi=T) < §oe(t).
Thus, we can use Lemma 3.3 to obtain

A(x, 1) < —00€(1),

where o, > 0 satisfies
1
E(H*,M*)[VF(H*,M”‘)]T < —(09, 09).

Since B(x, 1) <0 and 2/i,c, < —8, we thus obtain, for x € (r) and t > T, > 1,
SH*e(t) + Ce™™™ + A(x, 1) + B(x, ) < Ce?M D2l 4 (SH* — ) (1)
<[CMD 4 SH* — 6y)é]e ™™ <0
provided that
CeHMI=D 4 (H* — 0y)é < 0. (3.24)

Forxel,(t)and t > T,, with 0 < € < 1, we have

1
B(x,n) < =58 oy,

with
o= Sei{g£g} u, (s) >0,
and
e, (h+x)=H" 4 0(e""), v, (h+ x) = M" 4 O(e""),
which imply

A(x, 1) = O(e(1) + O(eM™),
Therefore, for some C> O,allxel,(r) and t > T,, with 0 < € < 1, we have
SH*e(f) + Ce*™M™ 1 A(x, t) + B(x, 1)

~ ~ _ ~ _ Y O'l
<C [ewll(l Dotiev=To) 4 zp=8 mz] _a

867807&)
2

< [@emm—m 1+ Ce— %3]6—50—&) <0
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provided that
Cel b 4 €2 = 205 <. (3.25)
By the symmetry of A(x, t) and B(x, f) in x, we see that the above also hold for x € L,(?).
Let us note that, if we refine our choice of § to
8 €(0,ft11e,) N (0, ¢,) N (0, 0/H"),

then it is possible to take L sufficiently large and € > O sufficiently small such that all the inequalities in
(3.23), (3.22), (3.24) and (3.25) hold. Thus, for such € and L, (3.17) holds.

Moreover, by similar arguments we see that € and L can be chosen so that (3.18) holds simultaneously.
Note that the value T, = T, (L, €) is finalised only after the choice of L and € have been made. O

Proof of Proposition 3.1. It follows from Lemmas 3.2 and 3.4 that
h(t) = e,t <h(t) = e, <h() = et
for t > T =: max{T,, T*}. Hence, there exists C > 0 such that
|h(t) — c,t] < Cforall t > O.

This implies, by considering the solution of (1.3) with initial function (Hy(— x), My(— x)), that |g(r) +
¢, t| < Cfor all t > 0. The proof of Proposition 3.1 is now complete.

4. Convergence

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.2. The crucial step is to show that h(¢) — c,t — h* as t — 0.
According to Proposition 3.1, there exists C > 0 such that

—C < h(t)—c,t<Cfort>0.

We now set
k(1) :=c,t — 2C, I(t) = h(t) — k(1)
and denote
@(x, 1) :=Hk() +x, 1), Y(x, 1) :=M(Kk(t)+ x,1).
Obviously,
C<lI(t)<3Cfort>0. 4.1)
Moreover,

(He, M) = (¢, ¥)s (Hoo, M) = (P Y,
(H, M) = (¢, — ., ¥ — V)
and (¢, ¥, [) satisfies
bp=dip+ b +ai(e, —PY —bip,  —k() <x<Il(1), t>0,
Vi=dYo+ ¥+ aes — )¢ — by, —k(t) <x<Ut), t>0,
o@D, ) =y @), 1) =0, >0,
I'(t)=—vo (), 1) — c,, t>0.

4.1. Limit along a sequence t, — 00

Let {z,} be a sequence satisfying #, > 0, , — oo and I(t,) — liminf,_, . /(f) as n — oo. Define

(ks 1)(@) := (k, D(t + 1), (s Y)(x, 1) := (D, )X, 1+ 1,,).
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Lemma 4.1. Subject to a subsequence, as n — 09,

L~ Lin Cyt* (R) and [[(, Y1) — (O, Ol it o= O
loc ()
where a € (0, 1), Q:={(x,1): — o0 <x < L(t),t € R} and C,l;a’]%(Q) denotes the space of functions
¢(x, 1) which have bounded (1 + a)-Holder norm in x and bounded 1+T“-Hc')'lder norm in t over any
compact subset of Q2. Moreover, (P(x, 1), V(x, 1), L(t)) satisfies

D, =d b+, P, +a(e;, —P)W — b D, (x,1) €2,
U, =d,V,,+c, V., +a(e; —V)D — bV, (x,1)€e,
DL(t), 1) =V (L), 1) =0, teR,
L'(t)=—v®, (L), 1) — c,, L(t) > L(0), teR.

4.2)

Proof. It follows from Lemma 2.4 that there exists Cy > 0 such that 0 < 4'(¢) < C, for ¢ > 0, which leads

to
—c, <l () <Cy—c,fort>—t,.
Denote
X -~ o~
$=hm,@m%M£0=@m%Mnﬁ
Then (¢,(€. 1), ¥,(§. 1), 1,(1)) satisfies
- d, - ! b~ S -
G = _¢nEE + M(f)ns +a(ey — )Y, — b1y,
B(1) L) “3)
- . gL+ S :
wm‘ - %wn.’?é’ + ané + Clz(ez - Wn)(bn - wan
for —k,(t)/1,(H) <& <1,t> —t,, and
¢(LD)=9,(1,0)=0, 1> —1,,
~ “4.4)

l;(t):_ (bnf(l’t)_cv’ > _tn-

v
L,(1)
Owing to Lemma 2.4, (H, M)(x, t) is uniformly bounded for x € [g(¢), h(t)] and ¢ € (0, 00), which implies
that (¢,, ¥, is uniformly bounded in {(x, 1): — k,(t) < x < [,(¢), t > —t,}. Hence, in view of (4.1), for any
given R > 0 and T € R, using the interior-boundary L estimates to (4.3) and (4.4) over [—- R — 2, 1] x
[T —2,T+ 1], for any p > 1 we have

(0> wn)”vv}l(l_R_l,le[T_l,T_;_lJ) < Cg forall large n,

where Cy, is a constant depending on R and p but independent of n and 7. Furthermore, for any o’ € (0, 1),
we can take p > 1 large enough and use the Sobolev embedding theorem to obtain

[[CONA] e < Cp for all large n, (4.5)

2 (ER11x[T,00))

where CR is a constant depending on R and «' but independent of n and 7. From (4.4) and (4.5), we
conclude

l / < C, for all large n
lall oy, = G gen,

where C; is a constant depending on R and «’ but independent of n and T too. Hence by passing to a
subsequence, still denoted by itself, we have, for some « € (0, '),

1+
I+a, 5%

G @ By in (G (o0 11xB) L 1 Lin €5 ),
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Now, applying standard regularity theory to (4.3)—(4.4), we see that (&, W, L) satisfies the following
equations in the classical sense:

- dy - EL(H)+c, ~ . - -
@,:L;(ll) ” gL(L§[) . +a,(e, — D)W —b,d, £e(—00,1], 1€R,
- - ‘(1) + ¢, ~ -~ -

?,:Lz(zt)jpgﬁ 70 U, 4+ ay(e; — V)P — b, W, Ee(—o00,1], teR,
o(1,H=¥(,1)=0, teR,

VvV o~
L{t)y=——-:(1,1) —c,, teR.
® 10 (1,0 —c €

By setting (&, W)(x, 1) = (&, W)(x/L(1), 1), it is easy to verify that (&, W, L) satisfies (4.2) and
lim [[(®, V) — (¢, 1ﬂn)ll[ 1o lge 12 =0.
n—00 (Q)]

loc

Finally, since L(0) = lim, ., /(#,) =lim inf, ., I(f) and L(¢) = lim,,_., I(t, + 1), clearly L(¢) > L(0) for any
t € R. This completes the proof. O

4.2. Determine the limit pair (®, WV, L)
We show that
L(r) = L(0) and (P, ¥)(x, 1) = (u,,, v, )(L(0) — x).
Due to (4.1), we have
C<L()<3CforteR.
It follows from Lemma 3.4 that, for x € [— A(t 4+ t,) — k(t + t,), h(t +t,) — k(t+t,)] and t + ¢, > T,

Gu(x, 1) > (1 — E e TN (x, 1),

« 4.6
Va(x, 1) = (1 — € e (x, 1), (0
where

B, 1) 1= 1o, (h(t + 1,) = Kt 4 1,) = X) + (Bt +1,) + k(t +1,) + %) — ue, 2h(t +1,),
Y, 1) 1= v, ((t + 1,) = k(t + 1,) = ) + ve, (A +1,) + k(2 + 1,) 4+ X) = v, h(E +1,).

It is easily seen that there exists Cy € R such that h(t +t,) — k(¢ + ¢,) > C, for t + ¢, > T,.. Moreover,
h(t+t,) 4+ k(t+t,) — oo and hA(t + t,) - +00 as n — 0.
It follows that, for x < Cy < L(¢) and 1 € R,
lim inf bu(x, 1) > 1., (Co — X), lim inf U(x, 1) = v, (Co — x).
Hence, letting n — o0 in (4.6) we obtain
(P, U)(x, 1) > (u,, v, (Cy —x) forx < Cy, teR. 4.7)
Now we define
R :=sup{R:(D, ¥)(x, 1) = (uc.v, ch) (R — x) for (x, 1) € (— 00, R] x R}.
Thanks to (4.7) and (®, ¥)(L(z), ) = (0, 0) with L(¢) € [C, 3C], we see that R* is finite. Moreover,
(D, V)(x, 1) > (Mc,,, Vc,,) (R* — x) for (x,1) € (— 00, R"] x R
and

inﬂ{L(t) =L(0)>R".
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Lemma 4.2. R* = L(0).

Proof. On the contrary, suppose R* < L(0) = min,g L(?).
Step 1. We show that

(D, V)(x, 1) > (Mc.,, Vc\,) (R* — x) for (x,1) € (— 00, R*] x R. 4.8)
Otherwise, there exists (x, ) € (— 00, R*) x R such that
MCV(R* — .X()) = qD()C(), t()) > 0 or Ve, (R* — X()) = \IJ(.X(), to) > O

Observe that (u,, v, ) (R* — x) satisfies the first two equations in (4.2) for (x, ) € (— 00, R*) x R, and
we already know (&, W)(x, t) > (ucv, vc\,) (R* — x) for such (x, ). Without loss of generality, we assume
D(xy, 1) = u.,(R* — xp). Set w(x,t) =u,, (R* —x) — P(x, ¢) and take K > a,M*. Then, w(x,?) <0 in
(— o0, R*) x R and
@, —diw,. — .o + (b + K)o
= a,(e; — u,(R" — )., (R* —x) —a,(e, — P)¥ + Ko
< ay(e; — u,,(R* — D), (R* — x) — ai(e; — P)v,(R* —x) + Koo

=—aov,(R"—x)+Kw <0.

Since @ (xy, 1) = 0, the strong maximum principle implies that @ (x, f) = 0 for (x, ) € (— 00, R*) x R.
But this is impossible since
@ (R, t)) = u.,(0) — D(R*, ;) < 0 due to L(ty) > R*.
Thus, (4.8) holds.
Step 2. We prove that, for any x < R*,
@1 (X) = SUP, .}, gy er [e, R —¥) — P (3, )] <O, 4.9)
w,(x) = SUP, (g reR Ve, R —y) — V¥ (y, 1] <O0.

Obviously, w;(x) <0 fori=1,2 and x < R*. If (4.9) does not hold, then there exists x, € (— 0o, R*) such
that

Ll)l(X()) =0or C()z(xO) =0.

As a consequence of Step 1, we see that in (4.9), w;(xp) is not achieved by any (y, ) € [xy, R*] x R.
Therefore, there exists a sequence {(y,, s,)} C [xo, R*] x R with |s,| — oo such that

hm [q)(yns Sn) - uL“,(R* - yn)] =0or lim [qJ(yrz7 Sn) - vr.,(R* - yn)] =0.
By passing to a subsequence, we may assume that lim,_, ., ¥, =y, € [xo, R*]. Set
(Pu(x, ), W(x, ), L (1)) = (P + Y, £+ 5,), V(X + v, £ +5,), LT+ 5,)).

Then repeating the same argument used in the proof of Lemma 4.1 and passing to a subsequence if
necessary, we may assume that, for o € (0, 1),

1+
1+(1,Tu

(®,,¥,.L,)— (®,¥,L) in (C]uc @))z X CH4(R)

loc
with © = {(t, x):x < L(t), t € R}, and (E), 7, Z) satisfies

CB, = dlasxx + chI“>X +a,(e; — CTD)‘:I; — b1d~>, —0 <X < Z(t), teR,
U, =d, U, +c, U, + ay(e, — V)P — b, U, —oco<x<L(t), teR, (4.10)
(D), )=V (L), 1) =0, teR.

Moreover, for —oo <x < R* —y,, t € R,

(®,F) (x, 1) = (1o, ve,) (R* —yo — x), L(t) +yo > L(0) > R,
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and
®(0, 0) = u,, (R* — yy) or ¥(0,0) = v, (R" — yo).

Since (u,,, v.,)(R* — yo — x) satisfies (4.10) with L replaced by R* — y, and (4.10) is a cooperative system,
repeating the same argument as in Step 1 and applying the strong maximum principle we can conclude
that Cb(x H=u, (R* — Yo —X) or \Il(x ) =v., (R" —yy—x) for x < R* —y, with t <0. It follows that
CID(R* —¥0,0)=0o0r \IJ(R* — ¥, 0) =0, which is impossible since L(0) > R* — y,.

Step 3. Completion of the proof.

In view of (., v, )(R* —x) — (H*, M*) as x — —o0, for any small €, > 0 we can find Ry = Ry(¢&p) <
R* large negative such that

(ufv, ch) (R* —x) > (H" — €y, M* — €,) for x <R,.

Then choose € € (0, €,) such that

(ucva ch) (R* - RO + 6) f (ucm Vz:,,)(]ejk - RO) - (C()] 5 C()z)(R()),
where w;, i = 1, 2 are defined in (4.9).

Consider an auxiliary problem:
<1> d®,+c, @, +ale — D)WV —bd, x<Ryt>0,
I = dZ XX + C\J\I'[x + aZ(eZ - \IJ)E - bZE’ X< RO7 > 07
(B, ) Ro, ) = (U, vo )R =Ry +€), 10,
(5, G) x,0) = (u( s v(.”) (R* — x), x <R,.

A.11)

Obviously, (H*, M*) and (u,,, v, )(R* — x) are a pair of upper and lower solutions of (4.11). It follows
from the comparison principle that

(the,, Ve SR — ) < (@, W) (x,2) < (H", M") (4.12)
for all x < Ry and ¢t > 0. Moreover, (5, @ (x, 7) is non-decreasing in ¢ and
lim (@, W) (x, 1) = (®", ¥")(x) for x < Ry,
where (®*, W*) satisfies

di®* + ¢, P +a(e, — PH)V* — b d* =0, —oo<x<Ry,
V4o,V +ay(e;, — VH)P* — bW =0, —oo<x<R,,
(", W)(— 00) = (H*, M),

(D", W*)(Ro) = (Ue,, v, (R — Ry + €).

(4.13)

Clearly,
(l:tcvv f)cv)(x) = (ucvv ch)(R* —x+ 6)

also satisfies (4.13), and due to (u,,, v, )(R* —x 4+ €) > (4,,, V., )(R* — x), we can apply the comparison
principle to (4.11) to deduce

(te,, Ve, R* —x + €)= (@, W) (x, 1) for x < Ry, 1> 0.
Letting t — oo, we obtain
(tte,, Ve, )(x) = (OF, U*)(x) for — 0o <x <R,.
Let us also note that from (4.12), we have
(P*(x), ¥*(x)) = (ucv, ch) (R* —x)> (H" — €y, M" — €,) for x <R,. (4.14)
In what follows, we prove that

(B, Do, )(x) = (D%, W*)(x) for — 00 <x < Ry. (4.15)
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To this end, let us denote
(®, W) (1) = (@, W) = (@, P, )00
Then, (6, @) satisfies
dla}a + cv?} =(b, + allll*)§ —a (e, — Aﬁcl,)/\?, —00 <x <Ry, @.16)
oV, +c, ¥V, =D, + a, PNV —ay(e; — V., )P, —o0<x<R,

and
(®, W) (— 00) = (@, ¥) (Ry) = (0, 0). 4.17)
Since (5, @) =< (0, 0) for x < R, and (4.17) holds true, there exist ¢;, ¢, € R such that
b= min &), (&)= min D).

xeoo,R
Then, (4.15) is equivalent to
B() = V(&) =0.
Suppose 5({1) < 0. We can obtain a contradiction by distinguishing the following two cases:
(i) by +a(M* = @)IP(&) = an(er — H* + €)W () < 0;
() [by +a(M* — €)]P(&)) — ai(e; — H* + €)W () > 0.

When case (i) happens, in view of (4.14) and (6, @) (x) < (0, 0) for x < Ry, one can use the equation
for ® in (4.16) to deduce

0 < d, B (L) + ¢, D)
< [by + a/(M* — e)1®(5)) — ay(e; — H* + €)¥U(Z))
<[by+a (M — 60)]6@1) —a(e,—H + fo)a(Cz) <0,

which is a contradiction, and hence case (i) is impossible. R
If case (ii) happens, one can use (4.14) and the equation of W in (4.16) to deduce

O S dZ@xx(CZ) + c, ®x(§2)
< [by 4 ay(H" — )W (5) — ax(ey — M* 4 €)D(L)
< [by 4 ay(H* — )W (5) — ay(e, — M* 4 €)D(Z))
_ 6@1) a(e; — H* + €p) ~ .
ey S = T R+ 2]

—a,(e; — H" + €p)a(e; — M™ + 60)}

(&)
“ai(e, —H* 4+ ¢)

A(€y) (due to the assumption in case (ii)),

where
A(€o) :=[by + ai(M* — €o)1[b, + ax(H* — €))] — ai(ey — H* + €p)ax(e; — M™ + €).

From R, > 1, we easily see by direct computation that A(0) = a,a,e,e, — b;b, > 0. Therefore, by the
continuity of A(e,) with respect to €,, we have A(¢,) > 0 by taking €, > 0 small enough, which yields

(g1)

———A(€y) < 0 for such ¢, > 0.
a(e, —H*+¢)

Again, we arrive at a contradiction. Therefore, 6(;1) =0, or equivalently, 6()() = 0 for x < Ry. Similarly,
we can prove W(x) = 0 for x < R, by repeating the above arguments. Thus, (4.15) holds.
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We are now ready to reach a contradiction by considering (®, W)(x, f), which satisfies the first two
equations in (4.11). Moreover, for any 7 € R and x < R*,

(CD’ ‘“I/)(-xs t) = (ucv’ vc.;) (R* - -x)’
D(Ro, 1) = u.,(R" — Ro) — w1 (Ro) = u., (R* — Ry + €),
W(Ro, 1) = v, (R — Ry) — w2(Ro) = v, (R" — Ry + €).

Therefore, we can use the comparison principle to deduce that
(@, W)(x, 14 5) = (, V) (x,) forall 1> 0, x <Ry, s€R,
which is equivalent to
(@, ¥)(x, 1) = (B, W) (x,r—s) forall >5, x <Ry, s€R.
Letting s — —o0, due to (4.15) we obtain
(P, W)(x, 1) > (D", ¥")(x) = (e, v, R* —x+€)forx <Ry and t e R. (4.18)
By Step 2,
& :=min{—w;(Ry), —w,(Ry)} > 0.
Taking €, € (0, €] small enough, we have, for x € [R,, R* + €],
ey, Ve SR = X+ €) = (U, v, )R — ) + (£, €).
Hence, for x € [Ry, R* + ¢;] and t € R,
(P, W)X, 1) = (U, Ve, SR —x + €) = — (&, ) — (w1, @2)(Ro) = (0, 0).
Combining this with (4.18), we obtain
(P, W)(x, 1) — (U, Ve, JR" —x+€) > (0,0) forx <R*+¢€,, teR
for all small €, € (0, €), which contradicts the definition of R*. This completes the proof. ]
Proposition 4.3. (o, V)(x, 1) = (u.,, v., )(R* — x) and L(t) = R*.
Proof. We already know that R* = L(0) = min L(#) and
(P, W)(x, 1) > (u,, v, R* —x)forx <R*and t € R
with
(P, ¥)(L(0), 0) = (ue,, v, (R* — L(0)) = (0, 0).

It follows from the strong maximum principle for cooperative systems and the Hopf boundary lemma
that

(@, W)(L(0),0) < — (. ,v. ) (0) unless (®, W)(x, 1) = (u,,, v, (R" — x).
On the other hand, L'(0) = 0 implies, by the last identity in (4.2),
®(L(0), 0) = —u, (0).
Thus, we must have (&, ¥)(x, 1) = (u,,, v, )(R* — x), which implies L() = L(0). O]

4.3. Proof of Theorem 1.2

We are now ready to complete the proof of Theorem 1.2. For clarity, we achieve this goal by first proving
two claims.

Claim 1: Let {t,} be the sequence in Lemma 4.1. Then for every t€R, lim,_ W (t+1,) =c,.
Moreover, (1.8) holds along t =1t,.
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It follows from Lemma 4.1 and Proposition 4.3 that A(t + ¢,) — k(t +t,) — L(0) = R* in C,I;% (R).
Hence, h'(t + 1,) — ¢, in C2.(R). It then follows easily from Lemma 4.1 and Proposition 4.3 that

1+
l+Ot.Ta

2
(MG A+ B+ 1), 14 1) = (1w )= 0 in (G (= 00,01 x R)) - asn— oo,
Hence, for any L, > 0,
,}E?o |(H, M), t,) — (ue,, Ve, )(B(t,) = )l oo -0ty = O-

On the other hand, for any given small € > 0, by Lemmas 3.2 and 3.4, there exists L, > 0 and some
large integer N > 1 such that

(H"—e,M*—€)<(H,M)(x,t,) <(H"+€,M" +¢)forxe[0,h(,)— L], n>N.
Clearly, for L, > 0 large,
(H —e,M* —€) < (U, ve,)(h(t,) —x) < (H", M) for x € (— o0, h(t,) — L,].
Therefore, if we take L, = max{L,, L,}, then forn > N,
I(H, M), 1,) — (e, ve, )(A(2,) = )l oo ni-ron < 2€-
It follows that

,,ILTO I(H,M)(-,t,) — (U, , ve, )(B(t,) — )l o qoncny = O- (4.19)
Consider (1.3) with initial function (Hy(— x), My(— x)), the above proved conclusions imply that
}fg |(H, M)(-, 1) — (e, Ve, ) (- —8ED) | qoa0.00 = 0. (4.20)

Claim 2: lim,_, , (h(?) — ¢,f) = h* :=R* — 2C = L(0) — 2C.
By Claim 1, along a sequence {¢,} satisfying

lim [A(t,) — c,t, + 2C] = liminf [A(?) — ¢,t + 2C] = R",
(4.19) holds and
lim [A(t,) — c,t,] = h*, lim K'(t,) =c,. 4.21)
Let us note that
lim (h(t,) — c,t,) = h* =liminf (h(t) — c,?).
If the desired conclusion does not hold, then limsup,_,  (A(t) — c,t) = h* > h*. Thus, we can find a
sequence {s,} increasing to +co as n — 0o such that
lim (h(s,) — c,s8,) = > h*.

We: now examine (H, M, g, h) defined in (3.1). Take X, = (iz* —h*)/4>0 and T* =t,. Then take
o =(h* —h*)/4 > 0 and choose § > 0, K; > 0 such that (3.9), (3.12) and (3.13) hold. As in the proof of
Lemma 3.2, by direct calculations we see that (3.3), (3.4), (3.5), (3.6) and (3.7) hold.

We show next that for all large n, due to (4.19) and (4.20), the inequalities in (3.8) hold as well, and
therefore the comparison principle can be applied to conclude that

h(f) < h(f) fort > T* =1,. (4.22)
Indeed, for x € [g(2,), h(t,)] = [g(2.), h(t,)], by (4.19) and (4.20), we have
H(x,t,) = (1 4+ K)u,, (h(t,) — x)

= (1 + Ku,, (h(z,) + Xo — x)
> H(x, t,) for all large n,
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M(x,1,) = (1 + K))v,, (h(t,) — x)
=1+ K., (h(t,) +Xo — x)
> M(x, t,) for all large n.

Hence, (4.22) holds for all large n, say n > N = N(K|, X,). In particular, for all large integer k
satisfying s; > 7, we have

h(sy) < h(si) = c,(s¢ — t,) + (1 — e ) + h(t,) + X,.

It follows that

h = klim (h(sy) — c,81) < —cut, + o + h(t,) + Xo.

Letting n — oo we then obtain

W <h +o0+X,=h"+ " —h*)/2,

which is impossible.

Thus, we have proved Claim 2 and then any positive sequence {¢,} converging to oo can be used in
Lemma 4.1, and so it has a subsequence such that (4.21) and (4.19) hold. This clearly implies that the
second part in (1.7) and (1.8) holds.

As before, consider (1.3) with initial function (Hy(— x), My(— x)); the above proved conclusions imply

that

the first part in (1.7) and (1.8) holds as well. Theorem 1.2 is now proved.
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