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SINGULAR LIMIT ANALYSIS OF PLANAR EQUILIBRIUM SOLUTIONS TO
A CHEMOTAXIS MODEL EQUATION WITH GROWTH

Tohru Tsujikawa

ABSTRACT. We consider the stability of planar localized equilibrium solutions of
a chemotaxis model equation with growth term, which describes aggregation of
biological individuals. Assuming that the diffusion and chemotactic rates are both
very small compared with the growth rate, we introduce a small parameter, say
€, into the equation. The asymptotic form of the eigenvalues with respect to the
parameter, which is essential to determine the stability for the linearized equation,
can be obtained by using singular limit analysis as € | 0.

1. Introduction

It is known that the movement of some biological individuals is affected by an acute
sense of smell which conveys information between individuals or groups. One typical
example is chemotactic movement which is the process by which biological individ-
uals aggregate by moving preferentially toward higher concentrations of chemotactic
substances [1, 6]. Recently, Budrene and Berg [3] have shown experimentally that the
bacterium E. coli exhibits complex two-dimensional spots or stripe patterns by the in-
terplay of diffusion, growth, and aggregation in response to the gradients of attractant
(aspartte). To analyze the spatial pattern formation caused by the interdependence
of these characteristics, we propose the following chemotaxis model equations with
growth term:

Ou

= dyAu — 0V (u - Vx(v)) + f(u),
g—: = d,Av + Bu — yv,
where u(7,x) and v(7,x) are, respectively, the population density and the concentra-
tion of chemotactic substance at time 7 and position x € O C R%2. A and V are
the Laplace and the gradient operators with respect to x. d, and d, are the diffu-
sion rates of u and v, respectively, and § and v are the production and degradation
rates. 0Vx(v) is the velocity of the direct movement of u due to chemotaxis, which
generally satisfies x'(v) > 0 for v > 0. Ford and Lauffenburger [8] summarized some
plausible functional forms of x(v). In the absence of the growth term f(u), (1.1) is
called the Keller-Segel model [13], which describes slime mold aggregation. As for the
growth term f(u), several forms are proposed (see Murray [18], for instance). Here
we consider the case of the bistable type, f(0) = f(u) = f(@) = 0 for some 0 < u < T,
f(u) <0for 0 <u<u, f(u) >0 foru <u<7, and f/(0) <0, f/() < 0. This
includes the effects of intraspecific competition and cooperation.

7>0, xeQ, (L.1)
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From the biological view point [2, 3], we are concerned with (1.1) when (i) the
migration of individuals by diffusion and chemotaxis is slow compared with the dif-
fusivity of the chemotactic substance and (ii) the movement of individuals is mainly
due to chemotaxis. We thus assume

dy, ]
E; < E; <1
and that there is a small parameter ¢ such that
2= Z—: and ek = d%

with some positive constant k.
By using a suitable transformation, the equations (1.1) can be rewritten as

g:i = 2Au — ekV(u- Vx(©)) + f(u),
ov
a—T_A'u+u—’YU (12)

where f(u) satisfies f(0) = f(a) = f(1)=0(0<a< 1).
In this paper, we consider (1.2) in the strip domain Q = €, = R x (0,£) C R2.
Then the corresponding boundary and initial conditions for (1.2) are

Jm @re)ure)=00 ()eRix©00, (1Y

g—u(T, z,0)=0= gu(r,w,f),

Y Y (r,z) € Ry xR, (1.4)
2v( mO)—O—ﬁv(T:cﬁ)
ay T? b - - ay Rl bl

and

(U(O, T, y),v(O, :'B’y)) = (U()(Ili, y),’U()(IL‘, y))’ (z’y) € Qe’ (1’5)

where lim|g|_, o (%0 (2, ), vo(2,y)) = (0,0). Recently, Furuya and Yagi [25] have shown
the existence of the global solutions of (1.2)—(1.5) when the space dimensions n = 1, 2.

When fol f(u)du > 0, by using an approximate equation of (1.2)-(1.5) as the limit
e | 0, which we call a limiting system (see (2.5)), it is shown in [15] that there is
a 1-dimensional symmetric localized equilibrium solution to (1.2), (1.3), (1.5), which
means an aggregating pattern, due to the suitable balance among diffusion, chemo-
taxis, and growth. The 1-dimensional equilibrium solution can be extended uniformly
in the y-direction in €, and it is obvious that this solution is also an equilibrium
solution of (1.2)—(1.5) in Q, which we call a planar equilibrium solution in Q,. We
study the stability of the planar equilibrium solutions depending on the form of x(v)
as well as on £ > 0 and k > 0. It is numerically shown in [15] that, for x(v) = v,
the solution is always stable for any £ > 0, and for x(v) = sv?/(s + v?), its stability
changes depending on the values of £ > 0, k£ > 0, and s > 0.

Motivated by these numerical results, we study the stability of planar equilibrium
solutions of (1.2)-(1.5) for sufficiently small ¢ > 0.

Let us state the definition of the stability of the planar equilibrium solution of
(1.2)=(1.5) in Q. :

Definition. The planar equilibrium solution of (1.2)—(1.5) is stable with shift if and
only if the spectrum of the linearized operator around the solution contains a simple
zero eigenvalue and the remaining spectrum is contained in a closed angle lying in
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the left half of the complex plane (see [9, 22], for instance). Unless it has a nonzero
spectrum point with nonnegative real part, the solution is unstable.

The aim of this paper is to determine the distribution of eigenvalues since they
play an essential role for the stability of the equilibrium solution. We first show that
eigenvalues which do not satisfy the condition (5.7) are all in the left half of the
complex plane and away from the imaginary axis (Proposition 1). Therefore, it is
important for stability to show the distribution of the other eigenvalues, which we
call critical eigenvalues. To do that, we consider the limiting system of (1.2)—(1.5) as
e l0.

In Section 2, we introduce the limiting system which is derived from (1.2)—(1.5) as
€ | 0. In Section 3, the existence of 1-dimensional symmetric equilibrium solutions
of (1.2)-(1.5) is proved for sufficiently small ¢ > 0 (Theorem 1) by using singular
perturbation methods. From the limiting system (4.1) as € | 0, in Section 4, we
obtain the ordinary differential equations (4.2) which the Fourier components of the
disturbances for the planar equilibrium solution satisfy. In Section 5, by using the
SLEP method [19, 24], we show that the asymptotic form of critical eigenvalues of
the linearized problem of (1.2)-(1.5) around the planar equilibrium solution equals
the coefficients of the ordinary differential equations which are obtained in Section 4
(Theorem 2). Though we should say that the planar equilibrium solution of (1.2)—(1.5)
is stable with respect to discrete spectrum if all eigenvalues of the linearized problem
have negative real part except for a simple zero eigenvalue, we simply say that it is
stable. It follows from Theorem 2 that when the width £ > 0 of the strip domain
becomes 0(6%) for sufficiently small € > 0, the stability is determined by that of the
1-dimensional equilibrium solutions for the limiting system in Section 6 (Corollary 2).
On the other hand, if £ > 0 is suitably large, the stability of 1-dimensional solutions
is not necessarily inherited by the planar solutions, which depend on the form of x(v)
as well as the value of k£ > 0.

Some function spaces are needed in this paper:

Hy(Ry) = {u e H'(Ry) | us(0) = 0},

1/2
12@) = {ue (@) | lulzz = ( /Q |e"|x|u(z)l2dx) < +oo},
H™Y(Q) = the dual space of H(Q),

and C?, (9)-sense means the uniform convergence on any compact subset of  with
respect to C™(Q2)-norm where R, = (0, c0), p is a positive number, n is a nonnegative
integer, and H™(Q) is the usual Sobolev space on .

2. Limiting system as ¢ | 0

In this section, following [15], we formally introduce the limiting system as € | 0 for
(1.2)—(1.5) in €, which gives the essential information for the existence and stability
of symmetric localized equilibrium solutions. To do that, we use the transformation
t = e for (1.2). Then (1.2) is rewritten as

%% =eAu — kV(u - Vx(v)) + lf(u),
€ (2.1)
5.8_U =Av+u—y
ot L

If initial data are smooth, both the diffusion and chemotaxis terms of the first equation
in (2.1) are small in comparison with L f(u), that is, the two terms may be neglected
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for a short time so that the first equation of (2.1) can be approximated by the ordinary
differential equation u; = % f(u). Therefore, u(t,z,y) tends quickly to either 0 or 1. It
turns out that after a short time, the space is partitioned into three regions: a region

5 where v is almost equal to 0, a region Qf where u is almost equal to 1, and a “thin”
strip region R® which links Qf and Q. As ¢ tends to zero, 2§ and ] become formally
Qo and Q; where the value of © is 0 in Qy and 1 in €; and the region R® becomes
a 1-dimensional curve I'(t), which we call the interface (see Chen [4], for instance).
Subsequently, the diffusion and chemotaxis terms of w in (2.1) still can be neglected,
and therefore u(t, z, y) approximately equals 0 or 1 depending on the region away from
the interface, whereas the dynamics of v is approximately obtained by solving

0= Av+gi(v), t>0, (z,y)e(t) (1=0,1),

llim v(t,z,y) =0, t>0, ye (0,9,
T|—o0

| (2.2)

0 0
‘a—y’U(t, z, 0) =0= 'a—y’l)(t, x, e), t>0, ze€R,

where go(v) = —yv, 91(v) = 1 — v, and Qu(t) = {(z,9) € Yelu(t, z,y) = i}. On the
other hand, near the interface, a layer develops, so that the diffusion and chemotaxis
terms are no longer negligible. Then these two terms will become large enough to
balance approximately the reaction term 1 f(u), and the difference of the magnitudes
of each term is a driving force which makes the interface move. The motion of the

interface will be determined by the equation
Ov
= ! ¢ — — — .
Iy = {c+ kx'(v) 3N e(n l)n} N, t>0, (z,9) €l(t), (2.3)
where N is the outward unit normal vector on I'(t) and & is the mean curvature at the
interface (for the formal derivation, see [15]). Here, c is the velocity of the traveling

front solution w(z — ct) of the system

wy = Wy + f(w), t>0, z€R,

w(t,—o0) =1, w(t,00) =0, t>0, (2.4)
for which the velocity c is uniquely determined where ¢ > 0 (resp., < 0) if fol f(u)du >

0 (resp., < 0). Moreover, if the initial interface is orthogonal to the boundary, then
the interface moves so as to intersect the boundary orthogonally (see [4]), that is,

N-No=0, t>0, (z,9)€T(t)No%,

where N means the outward unit normal vector on 8%,. Integrating (2.2) and (2.3),
we have

I, = {c+kx’(v) . g—;\)] —en} -N, t>0, (z,y)€eI(t),

N - Nq =0, t>0, (z,y)€(t)NoQ,

0 = Av + g;(v), t>0, (z,y)€ Qt), (2.5)
lim (¢, z,y) =0, t>0, ye(0,0),

|z| =00

0 a
a—yv(t, z,0)=0= a—y’u(t,w, 0), t>0, zeR.

The smoothness of v on the interface I'(t) should be C?, that is,
o(t,") € CH(Q), t>0.
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We call (2.5) the limiting system or simply the interface equation of (2.1).

By solving this limiting system, the approximate solutions corresponding to the
planar symmetric equilibrium solution of (1.2)—(1.5) for sufficiently small ¢ > 0 are
constructed in the next section. Using this approximate solution, we have the planar
equilibrium solution of (1.2)—-(1.5) for sufficiently small & > 0.

3. Existence of the 1-dimensional symmetric equilibrium solutions

In order to obtain planar symmetric equilibrium solutions, we only show the existence
of 1-dimensional localized equilibrium solutions of (1.2)—(1.5) which are symmetric at
z = 0. To do that, we first consider the 1-dimensional stationary problem correspond-
ing to (2.5) in Ry. Put Qo ={z € Ry |z >n} and @ = {x € Ry |z <7} with an
interface point 7 € (0,00). The resulting problem is to find (7, v(x)) which satisfies
O=c+kx'(v)vs, x=n,
0 = vz + 9i(v), e (:=0,1), (3.1)
v5(0)=0, limv(z)=0, and ve CHRy).

We first fix n > 0 arbitrarily. Then the solution v(z;7n) of the second and third
equations of (3.1) is described by

1

Li(o- e 2 e
vy =47 Y 14 etV (3.2)
oe~VI(E=1) z € (n,00),
with
1—e 2V
o=

By substituting (3.2) in the first equation of (3.1), the solution (7, v(z;n)) of (3.1) is
given by solving

k(1 —e2vm 1—e %/
Hp = o X be ( )

2,/ 2
If there is an n* > 0 satisfying H(n*) = 0, a solution of (3.1) is represented as
(0" v(z;7%))-

Assumption 1.

= 0. (3.3)

xX'(w)>0 for v>0.

Under this assumption, it has been shown that if ¢ < 0, then there is no solution
of (3.3), and if ¢ > 0, then there is a k* > 0 satisfying ¢ — %x’ (35) = 0 such that

there is at least one solution (n*,v(z;n*)) of (3.1) for any k£ > k*. In fact, there is a
specific form x(v) for which many solutions of (3.1) coexist (see [15]).
We thus assume

Assumption 2.

1
c>0 (or /Of(u)du>0).



406 TSUJIKAWA

As a simple but suggestive form of f(u), we take f(u) = u(1 — u)(u — a), in which
case Assumption 2 requires 0 < a < 1/2.

When x(v) = v and x(v) = sv?/(s + v2), the global structures of H(n) = 0 are
drawn in Figures 1 and 2.

n
4 T

FIGURE 1. Dependency of k on solutions of (3.3) for x(v) = v,
a=0.1, and v = 1.0.

Let n* > 0 be a solution of H(n) = 0 satisfying
O i x
%H(n ) #0, (34)

and define the pair of functions (u’(z),v%(z)) by

() = 1 for |z| < n*,
0 for |z| > n*,

O(z) = v(z;n*) for 0 < =, (3.5)
v(—z;n*) for 0 >z,

which is called a 1-dimensional symmetric equilibrium solution (u°(z),v%(z)) of (3.1)

in the limit € | 0.

By using (u°(z),v%(x)), we construct the 1-dimensional localized symmetric equilib-
rium solution of the problem (1.2)—(1.5) for sufficiently small € > 0. The equilibrium
solution (u(z),v(z)) which is symmetric at = = 0 satisfies

0 = ugy — ek{ux' (v)vz}z + f(uw),

0 = vzz +u — v,

z € (0,00), (3.6)

with
(0, 50) = (0,0)  and  Jim (u()o@) = (0,0 @)
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FIGURE 2. Dependency of k on solutions of (3.3) for x(v) = sv?/(s+
v?). Other parameters are as in Figure 1. The global structures are
different depending on the value of s > 0: (i) 1/4y < s (s = 3.0); (ii)
0<s<1/4v% (s=0.1).

Using the singular perturbation method [7, 14], we obtain

Theorem 1. Under Assumptions 1 and 2, there is an g9 > 0 such that for any
e € (0,e0) a 1-dimensional equilibrium solution (u(z),v*(z)) of (3.6), (3.7) exists
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and satisfies
liﬁ.’)l uf(z) =u’(z)  uniformly in [0,m(e) — &) U (n(e) + 6, 00),
€.

liﬁ)l v¥(z) =v%(z)  wniformly in [0,00),
E.

with a small constant 6 > 0 where 1(e) satisfies lim. ;o n(e) = n*. Moreover, for
@€ (§) = u®(n(e) + &) and 7°(§) = v®(n(e) + &),

liﬁ} 4°(€) = Wo(¢) in C2,(R)-sense,
[
liﬁ)l *(¢) =0" in C2,(R)-sense,

where Wy () is the traveling front solution of (2.4) with velocity c.

The proof is given in Section 7.

This theorem shows that (u’(z),v%(z)) and (Wy(€), 0*) are good approximate solu-
tions corresponding to the equilibrium ones of (3.6), (3.7). We thus can construct the
1-dimensional symmetric equilibrium solution (u¢(z), v®(z)) of the stationary problem
of (1.2)—(1.4) by

(v (z),v°(z)) = {(ue(x)’ve(x)) forz 29,
(u¥(—z),v°(—z)) forz<O.

We define the planar equilibrium solutions (u®(z,y),v¢(z,y)) of (1.2)-(1.4) by ex-
tending (u®(z),v*(z)) uniformly in the y-direction in the strip domain Q, = R x (0, £)
and similarly the planar equilibrium solution (u°(z,y),v%(z,¥)) of the limiting system
by extending (u°(z),v°(z)). We note that the latter solution is characterized by the
interface positions {(£7*,y) | ¥ € (0,£)} and v°(z,y).

‘We now consider the distribution of the eigenvalues of the linearized problem around
(u*(z,y),v°(z,y)) for sufficiently small € > 0. Before doing that, we study the eigen-
value problem around (u°(z,y),v°(z,y)) in the limiting system as & | 0.

4. Singular limit eigenvalue problem

In this section, we consider the linearized eigenvalue problem of the limiting system
(2.5) according to the argument used in the previous paper [15]. Let us consider the
situation when the interface position I'Y = {(£n*,y) | ¥ € (0,€)} is perturbed to
become I'y(0) = {(£7* + ¢F(¥),y) | ¥ € (0,€)}. From (2.5), the time-evolution of
the interface curves Ty (t) = {(£n* +¢ *(t,y),y) | y € (0,€)} is described by

act ag+>2 . [av dv 8¢+ ¢, .
50 = ¢ 1+(3y + kx'(v) %z By By +—1+(Q%)2+R’
t>0, ye(0,9),

= -\, , [0 Bvd~ eny, _
o = ¢ 1+(8y) + kx'(v) 9z~ 9y Oy —1+(%y;)2+R,
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(€7(0,),¢*(0,9)) = (&g ), ¢ (), v €(0,9),

o ,_ _a_ 0

a—yC (t’O) =0= ayc (t’e)a t>0,

7] 7]

— (¢t = = — +

50 =0 = 2ct 10, £>0,

0= Av + gi(v), t>0, (zy)eut) (=01, *1)

I llim v(t,z,y) =0, t>0, ye(0,9),

T|—o0

0 0

a—yv(t, z,0)=0= bzv(t,x, £), t>0, z€R,
v(t,-) € CH(Q), t>0,

where Q,(0) = {(z,y) | ="+ () <z < n* +{f(y) for y € (0,£)}, Q(0) =
2:\Q1(0), and R* are the higher-order terms with respect to ¢(* and their derivatives.
Suppose that ¢* are given. We can solve (4.1) for v. Substituting the solution v
into the equations for (*, we obtain the equations of ¢(* only. Let ¢(¥(t) be the
Fourier coefficients of (*(t), which are defined by ¢ (t) = [ ¢*(t,y)e *¥dy where
k = mn /£ with positive integer m. Then the linear parts of the resulting equations
for ¢*(t,y) become

dct eV AR
et - o) | -
— e~ 2vm” — e~ 2vm” —2¢/7+x20"
+kx"(cr*)1 e [(1 e _ 1 ) + e Ve N_]
27 27 24/ + K2 2y/v + K2
(4.2)+
and
W e g [€7T ek
dt - €K CK, kX (0 ) 2 CK, 2 Cn
— e~2v/" — e~ 2v" —2¢/v+K2n*
+kx"(cr*)1 e [(1 e B 1 )R_ f._;l-]
Vel 2V 2/ + K2 2¢/7 + K2
(4.2)_

We note that disturbances are divided into two types, that is, varicose ones ({; (y) =
—(; (v)) and zig-zag ones (¢ (y) = (5 (v))- Since the corresponding solutions satisfy

x (8) = —(2(t) and (F(t) = ¢ (£), we may set (7 = ¢F = —(7 and (2 = (T = (5.
Then (4.2)+ lead to the equations for (¥(¢) and ¢Z(t) which are described, respec-
tively, by

. k[x’(a*)e”ﬁn* +e Ve (o) T
dt . 3 Nl
X VY2 - Vaks V7 + K22V Ve ? 7+K2n*] )
2VTV7 + K2 "

= A°(k)CR (4.3)
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and

ek
dt

—2yAN" _ g—24/7+K3n" — e~ 2vn”
. Y (% € e M l1-—e
Vot K2 — 7 — /7 + K2~V 4 eV R } ¢
2.7V + K2 "

= A*(R)CE. (44

Thus, one finds that the stability of the stationary interfaces I'Y. is determined by the
signs of AY(k) and A*(k).

In the next section, we show that critical eigenvalues for the linearized problem
(1.2)—(1.5) are given by the forms of eA¥(k) + o(g) and €A?(k) + o(¢) for sufficiently
small £ > 0.

5. Stability of planar equilibrium solutions

For sufficiently small € > 0, we consider the distribution of eigenvalues of the linearized
problem of (1.2)—(1.5) around the planar equilibrium solution (u¢(z,y),v*(z,y)) in Q.
The corresponding linearized eigenvalue problem is given by

dw = e2Aw — ek [x (v¥)vEws + (X' (v¥)vE)sw] + f/(uf)w — ek [ufx' (v¥) Az
+{ugx! (v°) + 2usx (v)v5} 2o + (uSX" (v)v5)a2],  (2,9) € e, (5.1)
Az=w+ Az — vz,

with boundary conditions

w(—oo, y) =0= 'w(oo,y),

(5.2)
z(—00,y) = 0 = z(00,y).
To solve that, we use the complete orthonormal system {Y;,}32_g in L%(0,¢) where
V. — 2 for m =0,
™ V2012 cos(mmy/€)  for m > 0.
For (w(z,y), 2(z,v)) € L2(Q%) x L2(), we define (Wi (), zm(z)) by
¢ £
un@) = [ 0@ Yn@i,  2n(a) = [ 200 ¥nlr)dy
0
forreR,m=0,1,2,.... Then (w(z,y), 2(z,y)) may be expanded to
oo oo
w@,y) =Y, wn(@Yn®), 2@9) =) 2n(@)Yn®)
m=0 m=0
in L2(£). It follows from (5.1), (5.2) that for kK = mn /¢, wn, and zn, satisfy
Xwm = (LF — €262 wm — Nz, (5.3)m

A = W + (M — 6%z,
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where

2
L=t ol pg i eb{ g, + X A5} + 1)

d
2
Ne&* =¢k [usxl(vs){%i _ K,2} + {uixl(,vs) 4 2usxll(va)v§}a% 4 (uexll(vs)’vg)m:l,
d2
M= E - 7.

Substituting the second equation of (5.3),, into the first one, we rewrite (5.3),, as
T¢ — 22 — Nwy, = S°(\) 2,
( Jwm = S¢(A) (5.4).
(M — K2 = Nz = —wn,,
where
T¢ = L* + ekutx' (v°),
§°(0) = b [ {5 (0°) + 20X (N} + (o + NusX () + (X (o))
The boundary conditions for (5.4),, are
W (—00) =0 = wy, (00),
m(—00) m (00) (55)m
Zm(—00) = 0 = zp, (0).

We note that to solve the eigenvalue problem (5.3),, with (5.5), on R is equivalent

to solving (5.4)m, on R4 under the two types of boundary conditions
Wy, (00) =0 = 2z (00
( ) m( )7 (56)N
Wz (0) = 0 = 21,5(0),

and
Wiy (00) = 0 = 2 (00),
wm(0) =0 = 2,,(0).

Here, the boundary conditions (5.6) 5 and (5.6) p correspond to those for the linearized
eigenvalue problem with varicose and zig-zag disturbances, respectively.

(5:6)p

Remark 1. By differentiating (3.6) with respect to z and using (3.7), one finds that
(ué(z),vE(z)) is the eigenfunction corresponding to the zero eigenvalue of (5.4)¢ with
(5.6)p.

For the distribution of non-zero eigenvalues, we first show

Proposition 1. There ezists a positive constant 6 such that for any given 6 > 0,
there is an €9 > 0 such that any eigenvalue A € C of (5.4)m, (5.5)m satisfies either
Rel < -0 or

le262 + A < & (5.7)
forany 0 < e <eg and k > 0.

The proof of this proposition is given in Section 7.

This proposition indicates that any eigenvalues not satisfying (5.7) are uniformly
away from the imaginary axis in the left-half plane. On the other hand, the distribution
of eigenvalues satisfying (5.7) is given as follows.
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Theorem 2. Let m € Z and £ € Ry be arbitrarily fited. Then there are critical
eigenvalues A\ and A of (5.4)m with (5.6)n and (5.6)p which are simple and satisfy

. [ AR o (MT _ . [AB 2 (mm\ | _
E&‘{?““‘ (%5 )}—0 and ‘;f&{?"A (7)}—0
where A and A* are the quantities defined in (4.3) and (4.4).

The proof is given in Section 7. This theorem implies that the stability of the
equilibrium solution is determined by the eigenvalues of the limiting system.

In the next section, we apply Theorem 2 to consider the stability of the planar
equilibrium solution of (1.2)—(1.4) for some specific forms of x(v).

6. Applications
For the stability of the 1-dimensional equilibrium solution, we know

Corollary 1. Let n* > 0 be defined by H(n*) = 0 (see (3.3)). The 1-dimensional
symmetric equilibrium solution of (1.2)—(1.5) for small € > 0 is stable if %H (n*) <O,

while it is unstable if %H (n*) > 0.

Proof. Since the disturbance is only the case of m = 0, that is, & = 0, it immediately
follows from Theorem 2 that A¥(0) = %H (n*) and A*(0) = 0. Therefore, the stability

is determined by the sign of -%H (n*)- a

Remark 2. Corollary 1 and Theorem 2 say that the 1-dimensional equilibrium solu-
tions corresponding to the branches of Figures 1, 2(i), and the lower one of Figure 2(ii)
for small € > 0 are stable in R, while the solutions to the upper branch of Figure 2(ii)
are unstable.

Next, we consider the stability of the planar equilibrium solution. When the width
of the strip domain is small, stability is determined by the 1-dimensional stability
which is valid independently of the form of x(v).

Corollary 2. There erists a positive constant w such that when £ satisfies 0 < £ <
nwel/2, for sufficiently small € > 0, the planar equilibrium solution is stable (resp.,
unstable) if -d%H (n*) < 0 (resp., > 0).

Proof. If k > 0, that is, m > 0, it follows from (4.3) and (4.4) that

AY (%) = —ek?+G+o(1) and A* (#) = —ek?+G+o(1) forlarge k >0

where

— k 10 %Y =24/ X”(U*)(l - 6_2\/:7”*)2
G= 3 [x (c%)e o .
Therefore, there exists a positive function w(e) with w(e) = O(1) as € — 0 such that

m < 0and AE <0 (m > 0) if w2 < ex?, that is, it is enough that 0 < £ < mwe'/?

holds because of K = mn/£. By Corollary 1, this corollary is completely proved. [I

The case when the width £ is not so small is not simple. The stability depends
on the form of x(v). Fix £ arbitrarily. (i) With x(v) = v, the planar equilibrium
solution is always stable for sufficiently small ¢ > 0 because it follows from (4.3) and
(4.4) that A” and A* are negative for £ > 0. (ii) With x(v) = sv?/(s + v?), the
stability of the planar equilibrium solution changes depending on the width £ > 0 as
well as the other parameters s > 0 and £ > 0. When s is small, that is, the case of
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Figure 2(ii), the solution corresponding to the lower branch is stable for any k£ > k
and ¢ > 0 for sufficiently small € > 0 where k is the turning point of the branch.
But, for suitable large fixed s > 0 and £ > 0, that is, the case of Figure 2(i), when k
decreases, the instability primarily appears with respect to zig-zag disturbances and
secondarily appears with respect to varicose ones as in Figure 3. We note that a
similar bifurcation structure is demonstrated for a class of reaction-diffusion systems

with activator-inhibitor interaction (Ohta, Mimura, and Kobayashi [21]).

50

25

stable

k

5.0

3.0
FIGURE 3. For the equilibrium solution corresponding to the branch

in Figure 2 (i), at the lines Z,, and V,, the solution is neutrally stable
with respect to m-mode zig-zag and varicose disturbances, respec-

tively.
7. Proofs

Here we prove Theorem 1, Proposition 1, and Theorem 2.

Proof of Theorem 1. We first construct a solution of (3.6), (3.7) in two subintervals
(0,m) and (n, co) with the following boundary condition at z = 7:
(u(m),v(n) = (¢, 0) (7.1)

where ¢ and o are arbitrary constants to be determined later. In order to do that, we
construct an outer solution of (3.6), (3.7) in (0,7) and (7, c0) and an inner solution in

a neighborhood of z = 7 (see [7, 14], for instance).

Outer solutions. When ¢ = 0, (3.6) becomes
0= f(u)a
0=tz +u— v,

z € (0,00).
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Solving the first equation in the above system, we take

vo(@) = {1 z € (0,7),

0 z€(n00),

and put it into the second equation with the boundary conditions (3.7) and (7.1). Then
the solution vg(z) is represented by (3.5). We call (ug(z), vo(z)) the outer solution of
(3.6), (3.7) in the limit € | 0. It follows from (3.2) that

1) eV — 1

d d
%’Uo('f)-i'()) = —Uﬁ and EEUO(’I’] - 0) = (0’ - ; ’}’m

We remark that when o = o* = 1——8—;;@, vo(z) belongs to C1(R).

Inner solutions. Since vo(z) is continuous in R4, but ug(z) is discontinuous at
x = 7, we look for an approximate solution to (u(z),v(z)) in a neighborhood of z = 7.
To do so, we use the usual stretched variable £ = (z — ) /e so that (3.6) is rewritten
as

0 = uge — kueX' (v)ve — eku{x'(v)vz}o + f(u),

7.2
0 = vee + &2(u — ). (72)
We look for an approximate solution of (7.2) in the form
u(€) = uo(e€ + 1) + Up(€),
(€) = uo(e€ +m) + Uo(£) (7.3)

v(€) = vo(e€ + 1) + Vo(£) + 2V3(€).

Substituting (7.3) into (7.2), we have
0 = Uoge(€) — k{ Vag( (s(e6 + 1) + o)+ 773 )
x (0a(et 1) + TVog(E) +Vae(€) + < ol + 1) + Uo()
x [ (vo(eE + 1) + Vo(€) + €2Va(8)) (vous (€ +1) + 25 Voge(€) + Vage(6)
" (s0(e€ 4 1) + Vo(6) + <7Va(E) (ona(e€ + )+ LVeel©) + Ve ©)']
+ f(uo(e€ +n) + Uo(€)) + O(e),
0 = g (68 + 1) + 5 Voce(€) + Vace(6) + uo(e€ + 1) + Ua(€)

—v(vo (€€ + m) + Vo(€) + £2Va(€)) + O(e)
(7.4)
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for small €. Noting that the interval I becomes the whole interval R in the limit
€ | 0, we impose the boundary conditions for Uy, Vp, and V5,

lim Up(€) =0, lim Up(€) = 0,
61_') _OOU =¢-1 61_') . Up(€) = (75)
(Jim Uo(§) = ¢ - 1, (Jim Uo() = ¢,
and
B =0 im0 =0 o
Vo(0) =0, V2(0) =0.

When ¢ tends to zero in (7.4), the second equation implies Voze = 0 so that Vo(€) =0
by (7.6), and then the first equation of (7.4) is

0 = Uoge (€) + AUo¢ () + £ (uo(n) + Uo(£)) (7.7)
where A = —kx/(vo(n))voz(n). By putting

Up(§)+1, £€€R_,
UO(g)a E € R+)

it follows from (7.5), (7.7) that Wy satisfies
0 = Woee + AWoe + f(Wo), €€ Ry,
Lm Wo(€)=1,  lim Wo(€)=0,  Wo(0)=¢(.
£——o0 E—o0

Wo(€) = {

(7.8)

Lemma 1. (i) There is a € > 0 such that when A =€, (7.8) has a unigue monotone
decreasing solution W (€) in R.

(ii) There exists & > 0 such that for any A (]A—¢| < 6), (7.8) has a unique monotone
solution WiE(€;\) in R, which satisfy WiE(€;E) = Wi (€) in Ry and

0

5 [W(;;(o; X) - W (0; ,\)] L >0.

=C

A proof is in Hosono and Mimura [11].
Thus, we have obtained (Up(€), Vo(€)). We next consider Va(€), which satisfies

0="Vage +Uo(€), £€Rxy,

Va(00) =0,  V5(0) =0. (79)

Obviously the solution of (7.9) except for the boundary condition at £ = 0 is given
by V;h & =- £i°° /. si°° Up(t) dtds in Ry. In order that V»(€) satisfy the boundary
condition at £ = 0, we let

e = (72O Tz 0™, ceR,
Vs, (&) = V5 (0)e#¢, €€Ry,

with some constant y > 0.
Thus, we can construct an approximate solution (u(€),v(£)) of the form (7.3),
which is called the inner solution of (3.6), (3.7), (7.1) with the stretched variable

E=(z—mn)/e.
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We now construct the classical solution on (0,7) by using the outer and inner
solutions. By the new variable y = z/, (3.6) is rewritten as

0= szuyy — ekuyX' (v)vy — eku{x' (v)vy}y + n? f(u),

y € (0,1). 7.10
0 = vyy + 1% (u — Yv), ©,1) (7.10)

We look for a solution of (7.10) with (3.7), (7.1) in the form

u(y;€,m,0) = uo(ny) + Uo(n(y — 1)/2)0(y) + p(v),

(7.11)
v(y;e,m,0) = vo(ny) + e2Va(n(y — 1)/)0(y) + q(y)

where (p(y),q(y)) is a remainder term with respect to small € and 6(y) is a smooth
monotone function satisfying

1
o) = { O veloa)

1, ye(3,1).
‘Substituting (7.11) into (7.10) with ¢ = (p, ¢), we have

P(t;¢,n,0) = 1*Uoged + 2enUoe8y + °Ugbyy + £%pyy

Uoef
—sk{(n 0 +U00y+py)x’('uo+az1/f29+q)

€
X (nvoz + enVaed + €2Vab,, + gqy)

+ (uo + U + p) [x”(vo + €2V20 + q) (1o + enVaed + €2Va8, + gy)?
+ X' (v + €2V58 + 0) (7P00s + 17 Vaged + 2enVachy + *Vabyy + ayy) | }

+ 1 f(uo + Uof + p),
Q(t;€,1,0) = NPVozg + 12 Vaged + 2enVagby + £2Vobyy + qyy
+n?{uo + Uob + p — Y(vo + V20 + q) }

-1
= 2enVaely +2Vabyy + ayy + “T(snvzfe +e2Vh8, +q)

+1°{p — 1(e*V28 + @)}
for y € (0,1). The boundary conditions are
py(o) = Qy(o) =p(1) =¢(1) = 0.

We prove that there exists a solution (p(y), ¢(y)) by applying the usual implicit func-
tion theorem to P(t;e,n,0) =0 and Q(t;&,7m,0) = 0. We first note that the following



STABILITY OF PLANAR EQUILIBRIUM SOLUTIONS IN A CHEMOTAXIS MODEL 417

six properties hold for small £
P(0;¢,n,0) = 2enUos8y + €2Ugbyy

- sk(gU0§0 + Uoﬁy)x'(vg + £2V20) (vos + enVaeb + €2Vab,)
— ek(uo + er){x"(u0 + 2V30)(nvog + enVaeh + €240,

+ X (vo + €2V26) (N voze + 1 Vagel + 2enVaely + 2 Vabyy
+enVaed + €2Vz9y)} +n°{f (uo + Uof) — f(uo(0) + Uo)}

+ kn?X’ (vo(n))voz (1) Uoe

= n?{ — k[x'(vo)voz — X' (vo(n))voz(n)]Uoch
+ f(uo + Uof) — f(uo(0) + Vo) } + O(e)

= O(e),
Q(0;&,m,0) = 2enVaeb, + €2Vaby, — n°1e®Vab = O(e),
and
o d° / 2 2 d
P,(0;¢,7m,0) = € o — ek (vo + £°Va0)(nuog + enVaed + & V20y)@

- sk{x"(vo + £2V20) (nuos + enVaed + €2V20,)?
+ XI ('UO + 52V20) (772”0:1:1: + 772‘/2550 + 25]-\1/2&03/ + 52‘/201;1;)}
+ % f!(uo + Uoh)
Y d
d — —eknx’ (vo)v()z——— + 7% f (w0 + Uof) + O(e),
d
P,(0;e,1m,0) = —k{(nUgge +eUo8y) X" (vo + €2Va8) (vos + Vaeb) + X (vo + 521/20)@
+ e(uo + Upb) [x”'(vo + €2V20) (uoe + enVaed + e2V28,)?
d
+ X" (vo + €2V20)2e(nvos + enVaeb + 52V20y)d—y
+ X" (vo + €°V20) (n*voss + 1*Vage + 2enVaeby + €2 Vabyy)
d?
/ 2 a”
+x'(vo +¢ Vze)dyz]}

d
— kU6 {nx"(vo)vw + X'(vo)@} +0(),
Q,(0;e,m,0) =n*

d2
Qq(0;6,m,0) = —n?y

where P, P, Qp, and @, mean the derivatives of P and @ with respect to p and
g. We note the following: (i) Q4(0;€,7,0) is invertible in a suitable function space
with (7.13); (ii) Py(0;€,n,0) = O(e?) holds for small € with respect to the L' — norm;
and (iii) since f’(up + Up) < 0 in (0,1) for any fixed { close to 1, P, is invertible by
the maximum principle of elliptic equations. Then, it turns out that the linearized
operator (g‘; g:) at (p,q) = (0,0) is invertible for small ¢ and k. It follows from
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the implicit function theorem in [7] that there is a solution (p(y;e,n,0),q(y;€,n,0))
of P = @ = 0. Therefore, we have a solution (u(y;¢,7,0),v(y;€,n,0)) of (3.6), (3.7),
(7.1) on (0,7) of the form (7.11).

Next, we construct a solution of (3.6),(3.7), (7.1) in (n,00). By using the new
variable p = z — 1, (3.6) is rewritten as

0 = e%up, — eku,X’ (v)v, — eku{X (v)v,}, + f(u),

€ER,. 7.12
0=y, +u—yv, P * (7-12)

The boundary conditions are
@O0)0) = (Go)  and  lim (u(o)o() = (0,0 (713)
We look for a solution of (7.12), (7.13) on R in the form

u(p;€,m,0) = uo(p +n) + Uo(n/e) + p(n),

(7.14)
v(p;€,m,0) = vo(p + 1) + €*Va(p/e) + q(p)

where (p(p),q(p)) is a remainder term with respect to small €. Substituting (7.14)
with ¢ = (p, ¢) into (7.12), (7.13), we have

P(t;e,n,0) = Uoge + 2Py — ke(% +p,,)x’(vo + &2V + q) (vor + €Vae + q,)
— ke(uo + U + p){x" (vo + €2 V2 + q) (voz + eVae + g,)?
+ X' (vo + €2Va + @) (Vows + Vaee + @pp) } + f(u0 + Uo + p),
Q(t;€,1,0) = Voze + Vaee + dpp + o + Uo + p — ¥(vo + €2V2 + )
=gpp +p— (V2 +0).

The boundary conditions are given by
p(0) = ¢(0) = p(£00) = ¢(+00) = 0.

Therefore, we will prove that P(t;e,m,0) = 0 and Q(t;e,n,0) = 0 has a solution
(p(p), q(p)) by using the implicit function theorem, as usual. To do that, we show the
following six properties with respect to P and @ for small ¢:

P(0;¢,m,0) = —kUoex' (vo + £2V2) (voz + €Va¢)
— ek(ug + Up) {X" (vo + €2V2) (voz + €Va¢)?
+ X' (vo + €2V2) (vosz + Vaee) } + kX’ (v0(0))voz (0)Uoe
= —k{x' (v0)voz — X' (v0(0))v0z(0) }Uo¢ + OC(e)
= 0(5)’
Q0;¢,1,0) = —e*Va = O(e),
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and

PP(O;S, m, U)

dZ

d a2

— ek{x" (vo + €2Va) (vos + Vae)?

+ X' (vo + €2V2) (Vozs + Vage) } + f'(uo + Vo)

—ekx' (vo + €2V3) (vos + EVzg)—

d
=¢? 7 €kX'(vo)U0xd—p + f'(uo + Uo) + O(e),

d
Py(0;¢,m,0) = —kx" (vo + £2V2) (vos + €Vae)Uoe + X' (vo + €2V2)Uosd—p
—ek(ug + Uo){x"’(vo + 2V3) (voz + €Vae)? + X" (vo + €2V2)

d
X 2(voz + 6‘/25)5;; + X" (vo + €2V2) (Voss + Voge)
d?
/ 2

d
= —klUoe{ X" (vo)vos +X/(v0) 7 } +0(€),

QP(O;E,"” 0') = 1,
d2
Qq(0;€,m,0) = a2 -

We note that Py(0;¢,7m,0) = O(e%) for small & with respect to the Ll-norm, and
Qq(0;€,m,0) is invertible. In a way similar to the proof of Lemma 4 in Hosono and
Mimura [11], we can show that P, is invertible. Thus the linearized operator of (P, Q)
at (p,q) = (0,0) is invertible, so that the implicit function theorem implies that there
exists a solution (p(p;e,n,0),q(p;€,m,0)) of P = Q = 0. Therefore, (7.12), (7.13) has
a solution of the form (7.14) on the half line R .

Note that the solutions of the forms (7.11) and (7.14) for (3.6), (3.7), and (7.1) are
continuous but not continuously differentiable at z = 1. So, we show the existence
of functions 7(e) and o(e) for small £ such that each solution on (0,7) and (n,0) is
continuously differentiable at z = 5. By the form of vy(z), (7.11), (7.14), (3.4), and
(ii) in Lemma 1, we find that at 0 = o*, p =7*, and A =,

E{E&%[v(" +0)-v(n—-0)] =

—2ye2vVTn

VG

. 0
lalﬁ.l -3—0' ['U:z: ("7 + 0) Uz (77 O)]

and
time -2 u(n+0) — u(n ~ 0)] = Wog(0+0) = Woe(0 — 0) =,
hma { [us(n+0) — ug(n — 0)]}
= kg X (001 una ()] 55 [WGE(05X) — Wig(05 ]

0 * 1 oo c * 2
= 510 % /_ Wi} de £ 0. (7.15)
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By using the implicit function theorem, it follows that there exist o(e) and 7(¢) such
that for small €, a solution (u®(z), v*(x)) of the forms (7.11), (7.14) constructed on each
interval becomes a solution of (3.6), (3.7) on R... Therefore, the proof of Theorem 1
is completed. O

Next, we prove Proposition 1 and Theorem 2. To do that, we first consider the
following two eigenvalue problems:
T°¢=(¢ inRy,
¢:(0) = 0, zll)ngo é(z) =0, (7.16)n

T°¢=¢(¢ mRy4,
#0)=0, Jim 4(a)=0. (716)5

For each problem, the following lemma holds.

Lemma 2. Let 0.(T¢) be the essential spectrum of T¢. Then o.(T¢) C (—o0, f'(0)]
holds, and all eigenvalues of T are real and simple.

The proof of this lemma is in Coddington and Levinson [5] and Henry [10], for
instance.

Let {¢7}n>0, {¢D n}n>0 be the eigenvalues of the problems (7.16)n, (7.16)p and
{#5.}n>0, {#D . }n>0 be the corresponding orthonormal eigenfunctions, respectively.

By using the stretched variable £ = (z — n(¢)) /e, T* is rewritten as

Te = % — kX (5°)05 = — ek {X/ (0°)0%, + X" (7°) (#5)* — a°x' (%) } + f'(@°)
n [-n(e)/e, ), where @¢(€) = u(n(e) + €) and 7¢(£) = v(n(e) + &€). Note that

- - d2 d
s e — 0 __ 1 %\,,0(, % ! .
Eﬂ)lT =T = _d§2 —kx'(c")va(n )——5 +f (W) inR

where lim. 1o 7(e) = 7* and lim o 55 (¢) = v2(n*). Putting ¢¢ (¢) = v24< (n(e) + ¢),
we find that ¢, is the eigenfunction corresponding to the eigenvalue ¢¢ of T with the
Neumann boundary conditions.

Remark 3. ——Wo is a constant multiple of the positive normalized eigenfunction
450 correspondmg to the principal eigenvalue 0 of the Sturm-Liouville operator 70, and

- d
—Edgﬂs — K18 (= —EEWO) ase—0

where £*71 = ||7}€-W0|| L?(R)- Moreover, the eigenvalues of T° are all simple and the

remaining spectrum, except for the zero eigenvalue, is in the parabola {A € C|—Re X\ >
a(Im X)2 + b} for some positive constants a, b (see Sattinger [23], for instance).

Let ¢g* be the eigenfunction corresponding to the principal eigenvalue (§* of the
adjoint operator T* of T, which is represented by

T = dd 5 +ekx' (v°)vg i + ekux (v°) + f(uf).

Lemma 3. (Nishiura and Fujii [19, Lemma 1.3]) It holds that
¢ (=vegg) — ¢y inthe C2 (R)-sense  as €0
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and

o5 — e in the C2,(R)-sense  as €0
where * = 1/[[e%/2 g3 |
Corollary 3. [19, Corollary 1.3]

/ " d@)de = LE)VE  and / " 45 (@)dz = L*()VE
0 0

where L(e) = f:;(s)/s Veps(n(e) + e§)dé and L*(e) = f:(e)/s Veds* (n(e) + e€)de.
Moreover, L(0) = k* and L*(0) = —v*s* [0 e®Woed¢.

Lemma 4.
W +oxn) [ retae—x o2 [ werertas #0
where Wy is the traveling front solution of (2.4).

Proof. Put Wy(0) = ¢. Thus f_ooo(Wog)%csdﬁ — 0 as { — 1, so the proof of this
lemma follows from (3.4). a

Using Lemma 4, we have the two lemmas:

Lemma 5. [19, Lemma 1.4] Let {§ be the principal eigenvalue of T® with the Neumann
or Dirichlet boundary condition. Then, we have ¢§ = £lo(e) + O(e?) for small p and

~ - 2 ec£
limdo(e) = & = & [ (0" ok + () 03)? - (o) S R

* Lol *o (% 1wy {(Wog)?, )R
= k |10 0") + 0"} ~ X o) R lR= ] o

where v} and v}, are the values of v3 andvQ, atz =n* and (-,-)r and (-, )r, mean,
respectively, the L2(R)- and L?(R4)-inner products. Moreover, there is a positive
constant p independent of € such that other eigenvalues (5 of T satisfy (5 < —p for
any integer n > 0.

Lemma 6. The principal eigenvalue (§ of T does not belong to the spectrum of (5.4)o,
(5.6) for small e > 0.

This lemma will be proved at the end of this section.

Let A; = {A € C | Re A > —min{y,v,b}}. We note that the constant § > 0 in
Proposition 1 is determined by 6 = min{u,~,b}. For A € A;, we decompose w,, into
two parts as follows:

Wy, = (T€ — %K% — X) 7185 (V) 2,
_ (8°(N)zm, #5"
= & —e2k2 —
Here the first term in the nght-hand side means the projection of the space spanned
by the eigenfunction corresponding to the principal eigenvalue ¢§ of T°. By using

Lemma 6, it is easy to show that (7€ — )t is a uniformly L,z,- bounded family of
operators for A € A;; more precisely, we have

1 =Mz <

>R+ ¢ + (T° — 262 — N)TSE(\)zpm. (7.17)

1

Y (7.18)
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for some p > 0. By the argument in the proof of Lemma 6, we have (§ —2x2 — X # 0.
Substituting (7.17) into the second equation of (5.4),,, we have
(Se(A)zma ¢E* R
AZm = Zmazs Cg — 82K,20— hY * ¢S + (TE —e?Kk% — }‘)1‘5’5(}‘)217» - ("‘52 + '7)zm—
(7.19)

Proof of Proposition 1. We prove this proposition by using the proof of Nishiura and
Fujii [19]. Since the proof of Proposition 1 for the Dirichlet boundary conditions (5.6)
is the same as that for the Neumann boundary conditions (5.6) 57, we only consider the
problem (7.19) with (5.6)x. In order to do that, we introduce the following bilinear
form associated with (7.19):

’ SE() o £x
0= _<Zmza¢z>R+ + < CB:( —)2821‘-3?0— ;“F <¢8a'¢'>R+

+{(T° - 26% = N)1S* (N2 Vg, ~ (V+E+X) <zm, Y >R, (7.20)

for zm, ¥ € H}(R4) where z,, is normalized as ||2y[|z2 = 1.

Lemma 7. There is a positive constant M. independent of 0 < £ < 1 and k > 0 such
that any eigenvalue X € Ay 5 = {\ € Ay | €262 + A| > 6} of (5.4)m, (5.6)n satisfies
€262 + \| < M.

Proof. Setting 9 = zp, in (7.20), we have

(5°(\)2m, 95")m
O Xt W)zl + llmllfe = =555 (65, 2

+ (T — 26% = N)1S* (N em, zm)m, . (7.21)
For the real part of (7.21), it follows from (7.18) that
(v +Re A+ £ [|zm[32 + || 2mal|22
€ A £ %
= Re { LI IRe (hr, +(2° = 77 = NS ey, )

Cg — g2K2 —
|<Ss(’\)zm)¢8*)R+|
= I —eR2 =

< Cllzmllze {lemallze +eCr+ &2 + NDllzmlz + llzmlz2 }

1 1
* {ICS —e2k2 = )| + e — 22 — /\I} (7.22)

where C is a positive constant independent of 0 < £ < 1 and & > 0. Since ||z ||z = 1,
the left-hand side of (7.22) is larger than the right side as |¢2k2 + Re A| — oco. This is
a contradiction and therefore |¢2x2 + Re )| < +oo.

On the other hand, we have

|(¢(s)’ zm>R+| + |((T€ - 52""2 - )‘)TSE(A)zma zm>R+|

(S°(N)zm, ¢5*

Cg — EZK/Z —

+ (T — %K% — N)1S°(N)2m, 2m )R, }

Im A||zm |32 = Im { ;‘L (#5) 2m)R4

from (7.20). By using the same argument as above, we find that the left-hand side of
the above equation has upper bound equal to the right-hand side in (7.22). Therefore,
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|zmzllz2 — oo as Im A — co. We note that there is a small positive constant C;
independent of 0 < &€ < 1 and k > 0 such that

1 1
2 _ 2
(b Re )+ [1= O i ey Dol

1 2
— 1 .
< (g e W) ey )
As |Im A\| — oo, the left-hand side term becomes larger than the right side for small
€ > 0, which is a contradiction. Hence, [Im A| < oo, that is, there is a positive constant
M., such that |€2k2 + )| < M, for each eigenvalue \ € A 5. |

Corollary 4. If z, is the eigenfunction corresponding to an eigenvalue A € Ay

satisfying |e262 4+ | < M, of (5.4)m, (5.6)N, then there is a positive constant C such
that

1< ||zml|lg2 < C.

Proof. From (7.21), there is a positive constant C3 satisfying

(5°(X)2m, 95"
¢5 —e2K2 0_ ;{Jr (#5) 2m)R

+ [{(T* — €262 — NS (N)2m, Zm)R, |
< (v+ 82+ AD + Ca{llzmalle + (v + &2+ A]) + 1}

”zm.'::“%,2 <(v+ K2+ Al +

1 1
X{ICS—EZHLAIJF|Cf—e2n2—kl}'

By using ||zm||2 = 1, we have

Cs3C,y 1 1 , 2
[1 2 {KS g Vi |CE — &2k — | H |2ma| 2 < v+ &2+ A

1 ) 1 1
+C3{552+E(”+“ +‘A')+1}{|<5—62~2—A| * |¢f—e?n2—Al}

for a small positive constant Cy. Thus, it turns out that there is a positive constant Cs
satisfying ||2mz| 2 < Cs. Moreover, it follows from (7.19) that ||2maz |22 < Csl|2m || m2
with some positive constant Cg. Therefore, there is a positive constant e} satisfying
1< ||lzmllaz < C. O

To show the distribution of the eigenvalues of (5.4)m, (5.6)y in { X\ € Ay |
le2k2 + A| < M. }, we need the two lemmas:

Lemma 8. 19, Lemma 2.2] Let F(u,v) be a smooth function of v and v. Then, for
F¢ = F(uf(z),v*(z)) and F* = F(U*(z),V*(z))

F*h
f'(Wo) = A
for any h € L2(R1) N L™ (Ry.). Moreover, for any finite X € A,

(T — N)(eus-) = 0 uniformly on any bounded set in H'(Ry)NL®(R4) ase | 0.

(T¢ — N (F°h) — strongly in the L%-sense as € | 0

Lemma 9. There is an €9 > 0 such that any X € A1 5 satisfying |€2k? + \| < M, is
not an eigenvalue of (5.4)m, (5.6)n for any 0 < & < €.
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Proof. Let X be an eigenvalue of (5.4)m,, (5.6)5. From Corollaries 3 and 4, we find
positive constants Cy, Ca, Cs3, and Cy independent of € and & such that

[(85, zm )R | < ||2m|lLC1vE < CavE
and
[(S°(N)zm, ¢67 )R | < [15°(A)2m L2166 |22 < C5lIS*(A)2mllL2 < Ca(l +€]A])
for small € > 0. By using Corollary 4 and Lemma 8, we see that the left side of (7.21)
is larger than the right side for small € > 0, which is a contradiction. O

We thus find that there is no eigenvalue of (5.4)m, (5.6)n in { A € Ay | |26+ )| >
d }. Since the same argument as the above also can be used for the eigenvalue of
(5.4)m, (5.6)p, Proposition 1 is completely proved. a

Proof of Theorem 2. Hereafter, we may assume that there exists a positive function
d(e) with limg o d(¢) = 0 such that
le2K2 + A| < 8(g). (7.23)
We now consider the distribution of eigenvalues satisfying (7.23). To do so, we
define the bilinear form
B™A(z',2%) = (g, 22)R, + (7 + 67+ (24, 2, (7.24)
for 2!, 22 € HY(R4). It is easy to see that there are two positive constants Cs and
Cg such that
|B=A(21,2%)| < Csll* | a2 |2°]| s
and
|B*A(2,2)| > Cl|zll3
for any X and & satisfying (7.23).
By the Lax-Milgram theorem, we find that for any A € H~1(R.), there exists
z € H};(Ry) such that
B*X(z,9) = (h,Y)r,  for any ¥ € Hy(R+).
Then a linear operator K** from H~1(R) to H (R ) can be defined by z = K**h.

Lemma 10. For any ) and & satisfying (7.23), K** satisfies an estimate || K**|| <
516- where || - || means the operator norm from H-'(R.y) to Hx(R4).

By (7.20) and (7.24), it holds that for any 1 € Hx (R4),

. SE(N) 2, GE*
B e ) = VRS (45 e, (1% = 202 = WIS W), b,

where z,, is the eigenfunction corresponding to the eigenvalue A. Therefore, it follows
from Lemma 10 that
_ (55 N)zm, 65" )R,
™5 —e2k2 =\

_ <S:§;f:;,f25Y@§+ KA (B2) + Ko (@0 = N 18* (W)am). (7:25)

K™ (48) + K™ ((T° — €262 — \)T85 (V) zm)

Put
_ rn (90 A
Zm = aK (—\/%) + K**(b) (7.26)
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with (b, ¢§*)r, = 0. Then, (7.25) and (7.26) imply that
a((3—€:n2—)\) =a(S€(A)K"”\(%_8—) >R ,+(S° (M) ch)\(b) >R+
b= (T° — 22 — AtSE(N) (K™ A(f‘;"_) + KM (). (7.27)

Then, the second equation of (7.27) is rewritten as

[1 = (T° - €262 — \)TSS ()K" ]b = a(T° — e26? — A)SE(A) K™ ("5—\/2)

We remark that K~ is also a bounded operator from L?(R..) to H% (R..). Therefore,

KA\ \/-) € H% (R ) because 957 € L?(R.) holds for small € > 0. Moreover,

[EeV:ies g )”Lz =0(e)

and
|(T€ - e?s? — /\)TSE()\)K“”\”LL)L% =0(e) for small &> 0.

Therefore, the operator I — (T¢ — e2x? — \)1S¢(A) K™* has a bounded inverse from
L*(R;) to L*(R4). We have b = [I—(T*—e%x2—\)t S5 (A\) K"~ LaSE (N K* ’\(36-) =
O(e) in L*(R4), which implies that K**(b) = O(e) in H%(R.) for small ¢ > 0. If
a = 0, we know b = 0, that is, (wm,2m) = (0,0). This contradicts the fact that
(Wm, 2m) is an eigenfunction, so that o # 0 holds.

Next, we consider the limiting form of the first equation in (7.27) when ¢ tends
to 0.

Lemma 11. [19, Lemma 2.3]
£%

= K"do and lim %0 = K*y*do in the H~'(R,)-sense,

.
im e~ i e
leiﬁ)l Veusx' (v°)g5* = —k*v* X' (0*){(Woe)?,e%)rdo  in the H™(R.)-sense,

and
lei,ﬁll Veusx” (vt = —k*y* X" (0*)vi((Woe)?, e*)rdo  in the H ' (R.)-sense
where &g is the Dirac §-function at x = n*.
By Corollary 3, we have a positive constant C such that
[(SE (A E™*(b), ¢6")r., | < CVEllE* IR,y = CL*(e)e (7.28)
for small € > 0 where C is a constant independent on «.

We first assume that & is large to be O(s"%) for small € > 0. Then, the following
equation is obtained by (7.27), (7.28):

a(ls —ex? —1%) = ahm <S€(ET)K" "(jog), T/—>R+

= ((’,* and lim. o 7 = 7. Putting 2 = aK""E"(%-Z-), we have

for A = er where lim, o %0-

<2a:7 ¢Z>R+ + (7 + K’Z + ET)<2’ ¢>R+ = a<%’ ¢>R+ for any 1/" € HI]V(R'I')’
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by the definition of K**7. Thus, it follows from the above equation and Lemma 11
that 2* = lim.yo 2 satisfies 2* € C2((0,7*) U (n*, 00)),

2x(n* =0)—2;(n* +0) = ax’, (7.29)
and
Bo— (Y + KM = in (0,7%) U (n*,00),
F)=v,  2(0)=0, £*(c0)=0,

for some positive constant v satisfying ||2*||z2 = 1. Then, the solution 2* of the above
problem is represented by

e\/7+n2m + e—\/7+52z

i z e (0,7
2*(2:) = e y+Kr2n* +e‘mn* ’ ( i ),
ve~V 7+l€2($—ﬂ*), T € (T[*, 00).

Thus, we have
[2::] = Az (77* + O) - Am(n* - O)
Vrte2n® _ o—y/r+re2n*
=V\/’Y+l€2{—1—e ° }
B o Y o
__yyte? (7.30)
v |

Since K**7(b) = O(¢) in H%(R+) for small € > 0, it follows from (7.26) that 2}, =
lim o zm = 2* in H'(R4). By using the first equation in (7.27) and Lemma 11, we
have

o — en? = 7) = —ky* K [X (0" oh (1 (Wog)?, e)m
+ X () 23 (7" = O)(Woe)?, )
+ 25 (1* 4 0){(Woe)?, eF)m, }] : (7.31)

We next consider the case of the Dirichlet boundary conditions. The same argu-
ment as the one for the Neumann boundary conditions implies that the eigenfunction
2}, corresponding to the principal eigenvalue with the Dirichlet boundary conditions
satisfies

22):1::1: - (7 + ’{‘z)éD =0 in (Oa 77*) J (77*a OO),
2p(m")=v, %p(0)=0, 2p(c0)=0
and
2ps(" — 0) — £p,(n* + 0) = apk” (7.32)

where ap satisfies (7.26) corresponding to the Dirichlet boundary condition. The
solution 2} (z) of (7.32) is represented by

YV e o)
sp@)= | eV e s

Ve‘m(”"'*), z € (n*,00).
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Thus, we obtain
[2Ds] = 2De(n" +0) — 2D (0" — 0)

\/_2 ) eVYHRINT o o=V/7+K20"
=v + K< —1-—
7 { e /,Y+'c2,”t _ e_ /,Y+'c2nt }

_wyyt R (7.33)
1— =2Vt .

Summarizing the above results, we have

v 14 e 2V vty v 1-— e~ 2Vr+sn”

——— and =
aK* 2¢/7+ K2 apk* 24/ + K2
It follows from (7.31) that
* o % * . 0 *
r= 8 ey BE [—U X (0* );/'7 +X (@) + K2

o v+ (K*)

(=

X

1+ e 2VrHein

+ 1) (Wog)?,e* ) — 7_*‘(}167)_2}]

kv

— & et [—a*x”(a*m X (WA R

aK*

27" (k*)? .
’ {m ((Woe)*,e%)g_ — 1}}
2 HILEEVTEN [ e
EEPNCE [—0 X" (@)W

WA L (W) -1

14 e 2Vrte?n

G —en

=0 —en®—k

[(1 + VNN W oy (Wog)?,e€)g_ 7" (x")?

2¢/7 + K2

1 —2¢/v+K2n*
+ X'(a*)_t_e___] _
2
From Lemma 5 and (4.3), it is easy to see that
TN=T

* 0 *
= —ek? + k[——a X'(e ){1 — e~ VT (1+e 2V 7+n2n*)}

2 \ /7 + K2
WA 4 eV o)
2 xe
= A%(k).
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Since (7.31) also is satisfied by 23, and ap, it similarly follows from (7.32), (7.33), and
(4.4) that

TD=T

- kV *Kr* o,* " a.*
— e+ RIS IO o ra

ap ’}’*(K*)z

*. 01 *
— —6&2 +k[a Xz(a ){1 _ 6—2\/71)" \/_ 2(1 —2\/7+n2n*)}
VYTE
e~ 2vAN" _ g=2¢/7+r2n"
/ *
- 5 X (o )]

= A*(k).

Define F(e, T, k) by

Fle,7,k) =T + ek — C0(€) + <S€(57)K'° e”( ), \/_

= (se(e YE™<7 (b) f>

We find that the critical elgenvalues of (5.4)m, (5.6)n satisfy F(e,7,5) = 0. (7.27)
implies

Flesryr) = +ex? = bole) + (8°(er) K7 f) o >R+ +R(e)
where R(e) = O(e) for small € > 0. Then, it follows from Lemmas 9 and 10 that
F(O, k) =7+ p* = G — by ()2 [X" (0”0 ((Woe)?, €€ )y (K™ (80), 6o,
+ X (@) {(E™(80))= (1" — 0) ((Wog)?, e )y _
+ (K0(80))a(n* +0) ((Woe)%, %), }]
where lim. o ex? = p*. Therefore, it holds that F(0,7,x) = 0 if and only if
7= G = it by ()X (")l ((Woe)?, €% gy (K™0(80), 80) g,
+ X' () {(K™°(80))(n" — 0) ((Woe)?, e ) _
+ (KRS (E). (0" + 0) (Wae e )]

There exists a unique solution 73, satisfying F(0,7%,%) = 0 and ZF(0,7},k) = L.
Since F(e, T, k) is a real operator, there exists a solution 7 = 7(¢, k) € R such that
limg o 7 (e, k) = 75 and F(e, 7(e, &), k) = 0 for small € > 0. The above argument also
holds for the Dirichlet boundary conditions.

On the other hand, in the case lim.oex? = oo, it easily follows from the above

argument that lim. o 7 = —o0.
By using the same argument as given in [19], it is easy to show that these eigenvalues
are simple. Therefore, the proof of Theorem 2 is completed. O

Finally, we prove Lemma 6, that is, the principal eigenvalue (5 of T° is not an
eigenvalue of (5.4)9, (5.6). Assume that there exists a sequence €, > 0 such that
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en | 0 and (5" is an eigenvalue. Let (wy,2,) be the eigenfunction corresponding to
the eigenvalue (5", that is, (T*" — (5" )wn = S*({5")2n. Since (G is the eigenvalue
of T¢»* we have

0 = (wn, (T*"* - 3")¢3"*)R+

=((T*" = " )wn, ¢6" g, = (5°((5" )2, 5" I, - (7.34)
Because wy, = kngg™ + (T — {§™) 155" (¢ ) 2n, it follows from (5.2) that
Zngz + kndg® + (T — )18 (C5™) 2n — Y20 = (5" 2. (7.35)

By using Lemma 10, we find that z,, satisfies
2n = kn KO%™ gen 4 KOG™ (Ten — ¢5n)1§%n (¢5m) 2.
If k, = 0, then z, = K0%" (Ten — (E)1 S&n (¢E")2,, which implies that z, € H2(R..).

Since ||K%%" (T —¢5»)1Se (¢&™)|| g2t = O(e) for small & > 0, 2z, = 0 and w, = 0,
which contradicts the assumption that (wn, 2,,) is the eigenfunction. If k, # 0, we set

W W, 8"

W = = + (T = ¢§)18° (&6 ) 2ns
PR
"7 kn/En

Therefore, (7.35) is rewritten as

2 ¢€n € €n € €n\ 3 5 €n 3
Znxx + \/Z—.,; + (T il CO )tS ﬂ(CO )Zn —Yin = CO Zn. (736)

It follows from (7.34) that

0= lim (ssn (CE™)5n, 706_:>R+ = —k'y*/c*{x”(a*)v; (2n>00)r, {(Woe)%, €Y

+ X (0) [ona (7" = 0) ((Woe)®, )y + onal” +0) (W), ), 1}
Hence, we have
0= X"(0*)v; {2n,%0)g, ((Woe)?,e*) g
+X'(0%) [2na(n* = 0) (Woe)?, €% ) _ + 2o (1 +0) ((Wog)?, ) ] (7.37)
From (7.36), 2, satisfies

&6" (Bns V), = — (fnes Yadm, + < \/‘i,¢>R+

(T = )85 (65 om V), — 7 (s W,

for each ¥ € Hx(R). Since lim, 00 2, = 2* in Hi (Ry), it follows that

0= — (&, ¥o)n, + 6" (00, D)n, =7 (=" W)m, (7.38)
by Lemma 11. The solution 2* of (7.38) is represented by
eVT® + V"
#(z) = { "o v =€), (7.39)

ae™ Ve, z € (n*, 00),
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where (2*,80)r, = a. It follows from (7.37) and (7.39) that
2vn
= a\/_[X (a%) {—_27—;' ((Woe)?,e*) = ((Wae)?, c£>n+}

=X ()" (W) ) |

By Lemma 4, we have a = 0, that is, 2*(z) = 0. This contradicts (7.38), so that the
lemma is proved for (5.4)9, (5.6)n. By using the above argument, Lemma 11 also
holds for (5.4)o, (5.6)p. Thus, (5" is not an eigenvalue of (5.4)0, (5.6), so Lemma 6 is
proved.

8. Concluding remarks

We have shown that the location of critical eigenvalues of the linearized problem
around the symmetric planar equilibrium solutions (u€,v¢) for (1.2)-(1.5) in the strip
domain is determined by the eigenvalues corresponding to the singular limit eigenvalue
problem obtained as € | 0. Particularly in the 1-dimensional symmetric equilibrium
solution, Corollary 1 implies that stability is determined by the sign of B%H (7).
We emphasize that there is a close relation between the stability condition in the
1-dimensional domain and the matching condition (7.15) of the singular perturbation
method, which already was pointed out for reaction-diffusion systems [12, 20]. Theo-
rem 2 says that the analysis of the interface equation, which is called the singular limit
analysis, is essential to show the stability of the equilibrium solution of (1.2)-(1.5) with
small € > 0.

In this paper, we have considered the equilibrium solutions of (1.2)-(1.5) in the
strip domain. We also know that for any & > 0, there is a planar traveling front
solution under the boundary condition

Jlim (u(ra),0(re) = (12) and  lim (u(r,2,9),0(r2,3)) = (0,0

where (1,1/7) and (0,0) are stable constant equilibrium solutions of (1.2). The exis-
tence and stability of planar traveling front solution will be shown in a forthcoming
paper [17].

The existence and stability of radially symmetric localized equilibrium solutions in
the whole domain R? with the boundary condition

](z,}})ill) (’LL(T, ,y), 'U(Ta ay)) = (0 0)

are also interesting problems. It is shown in [15], [16] that the stability is revealed by
solving the linearized problem of the limiting system. Numerical simulation suggests
that the theorem corresponding to Theorem 2 holds, but this remains unsolved.
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