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ALMOST AUTOMORPHIC SOLUTIONS FOR
LOTKA-VOLTERRA SYSTEMS WITH DIFFUSION AND
TIME-DEPENDENT PARAMETERS
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In this work we study the response for a class of Lotka-Volterra prey-
predator systems with diffusion and time-dependent parameters to a large
class of oscillatory type functions, namely the pseudo almost automorphic
type oscillations. To this end, using the exponential dichotomy approach
and a fixed point argument, we propose to analyze a class of nonau-
tonomous semilinear abstract evolution equation of the form (x)z'(h) =
A(h)z(h) + g(h,z(h)), h € R, where A(h), h € R is a family of closed
linear operators acting in a Banach space T, the nonlinear term g is u-
pseudo-almost automorphic in a weak sense (Stepanov sense) with re-
spect to i and Lipschitzian in T with respect to the second variable.
Therefore, according to the results obtained for equation (x) we establish
the existence and uniqueness of -pseudo-almost automorphic solutions
in the strong sense (Bohr sense) to a nonautonomous system of reaction-
diffusion equations describing a Lotka-Volterra prey-predator model with
diffusion and time-dependent parameters in a generalized almost auto-
morphic environment.
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1. Introduction

As part of this work, we study the existence and uniqueness of a L-pseudo-
almost automorphic solutions for the following semilinear evolution equation

7 (h) =A(h)z(h) + g(h,z(h)), h€R, (1)

where (A(h),D(A(h))), h € R is a family of closed linear operators that gener-
ates a strongly continuous evolution family (U (h,s)),>s on a Banach space T.
The nonlinearity g : R x T — T satisfies some suitable conditions with respect to
the second variable and it’s p-pseudo almost automorphic in Stepanov sense in
h for each z € T. (U(h,s))s>s is an exponential dichotomy on R. The topics in
the qualitative theory of ordinary or functional differential equations concerning
the existence and uniqueness of almost periodic, almost automorphic, pseudo-
almost periodic and pseudo-almost automorphic solutions is one of the most
attractive in the recent year due to thier applications in the physical sciences,
mathematical biology and control theory. Almost automorphic functions are a
natural generalization of almost-periodic functions in the sense of Bohr [7] and
they was first introduced in the literature by S. Bochner [8]. For more details
about almost automorphic functions and their applications, we refer to the books
by N’Guérékata [22], Diangana [14], and the work done by K. Khalil et al in
[16] where the authors gave an important overview about almost automorphic
functions and their applications to differential equations. In [18], K. Ezzinbi
and G.M. N’Guérékata studied the existence of almost automorphic solutions
for partial and neutral functional differential equations. They proved that the
existence of a bounded solution in R* is enough to get an almost-automorphic
solution. Other important contributions to the theory of almost automorphic
functions include those from Zaki [26], N’Guérékata [22], and Shen and Yi
[24].

The concept of pseudo-almost automorphic which was introduced in the lit-
erature a few years ago by Xiao et al. [25], comes from the perturbation of an
almost automorphic fonction by an ergodic term. Since then, such a powerful
concept has generated several developments and extensions, see for instance
[13]. A little earlier, K. Ezzinbi et al. in [11] present yu—pseudo-almost auto-
morphic functions which is a new concept of pseudo-almost automorphic func-
tions. Later on, K. Khalil et al in [2] studied Eq (1.1), in the parabolic context,
that is when (A, D(A)) generates an analytic semigroup (WV(h)),>0 on a Banach
space T which has an exponential dichotomy on R and g is Stepanov almost
periodic of order 1 < p < o and Lipschitzian with respect to z. They proved the
existence and uniqueness of almost periodic solutions for equation (1.1). After
in [3] K. Khalil et al proved the existence and uniqueness of p-pseudo-almost
automorphic solutions Eq. (1.1) by using exponential dichotomy assuming that
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g is just u-pseudo-almost automorphic in Stepanov sense in 4 and Lipshitzian
with respect to the second variable. Recently, Alan Chavez et al. [4] introduced
a new concept of almost automorphic functions in a compact space called Com-
pact Almost Automorphic Solutions to Poisson’s and Heat Equations.

Our purpose of this paper is to prove the existence of u—pseudo-almost
automorphic solutions of Eq. 1. Our results is based on the the exponential
dichotomy approach and a fixed point argument. The organization of this work
is as follows. In Section 2, we shall give some definitions and theorems of
pseudo-almost automorphic functions. In Section 3, we shall study the existence
and uniqueness of -pseudo-almost automorphic solutions of Eq. 1. In Section
4, to illustrate our abstract results, we shall give an application.

2. Preliminaries

To prove our main results, some lemmas and definitions will be presented in this
section.

Let A(h) : D(A(h)) CT — T, h € R be a family of closed linear operators
in a Banach space T. In general A(h), h € R are time-dependent suitable dif-
ferential operators that corresponding to the following nonautonomous Cauchy
problem:

{z’(h) = A(h)z(h), h > s,

z2(s)=xeT.

A solution (mild) for equation 2 can be expressed as z(h) = U (h,s)x where
(U(h,s))n>s is a two parameters family generated by (A(h))ner on T that called
strongly continuous evolution family, i.e., (U(h,s))n>s C £L(T) such that:

(i) U(h,r)U(r,s)=U(h,s)and U(h,h) =1forallh > r>sand h,r,s € R.

(ii) The map (h,s) — U (h,s)x is continuous for allx € T, h > s and h,s € R,

see [17, 23] for more details. Unlike to semigroups, there is no general theory
for existence of a corresponding evolution family. However, we can rely on
several quite existence theorems corresponding on different contexts. In fact, in
the hyperbolic case, we refer to [23] and [1] for the parabolic case.

We recall the Acquistapace and Terreni, conditions which are very important
to solve problem (2) : Let (A(h),D(A(h))), h € R be a family of linear closed
operators on a Banach space T that satisfies the following conditions: there exist
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constants ® € R,0 € (3,7),M > 0and n,v € (0,1] with n +v > 1 such that

Yoo ={z€C:z2#0,|arg(z) |<0} Cp(A(h) — ®)
2
IAR(A,A(h) — @)l zr) < L,

M|h—s|"
AV

forall h > s,h,s € Rand A € X, 9. The domains D(A(h)) of the operators
A(h) may change with respect to 4 and do not required to be dense in T. The
interpolation spaces for the operators A(h), h € R. Let A be a sectorial operator,
i.e., A satisfy 2 instead of A(h) (it is well known that A generates an analytic
semigroup (Ha(h))p>0 on T).

Moreover, in the case of a constant domain, i.e., D := D(A(h)), h € R, we
can replace assumption 3 with the following: There exist constants @ € R, L >0
and 0 < p <1 such that

1(A(h) — @)R(A,A(h) — @)[R(0,A(h)) = R(@,A(5))]l (7) < 3)

|(A(h) —A(s))R(w,A(r))|| < L|h—s|* fort,s,r €R. 4)

A sufficient condition ensuring 4 is the following:

(@ —A(h))R(w,A(s)) —I|| < Lolh—s|* for h,s € R 5)

for some @ € R, Ly > 0 and 0 < iy < 1. For more details see [1].

An evolution family (U (h,s))s<, on a Banach space T is called has an expo-
nential dichotomy (or hyperbolic) in R if there exists a family of projections
P(t) € L(T), h € R, being strongly continuous with respect to %, and constants
0,M > 0 such that

(i) U(h,s)P(s) =P(h)U(h,s);
(i) U(h,s): Q(s)T — Q(h)T is invertible with the inverse U (A, s);
(i) [|[U(h,s)P(s)|| < Me 2" and T (h,s)Q(h)[| < Me=®"—)

for all i, s € R with s < h, where, Q(h) =1— P(h).

Note that, exponential dichotomy is a classical concept in the study of long-
time behaviour of evolution equations. If P(h) =1 for h € R, then (U (h,s))s<p is
exponential stable. For more details we refer [17]. Hence, for given a hyperbolic
evolution family (U (h,s)),<pn, we define its associated Green’s function by:

[ U(h,s)P(s), h,seR,s<h
Y(h,s)—{ U(h,s)Q(s), h,s€R,s>h.



ALMOST AUTOMORPHIC SOLUTIONS FOR LOTKA-VOLTERRA SYSTEMS 209

2.1. u-pseudo-almost automorphic functions

Notations : Let (7, || - ||) be any Banach space. We denote by L (R,T) with
1 < p < oo, the space of functions g : R — T measurable such that

([, lewras) <o

for all @ < b in R. BC(R,T) equipped with the supremum norm is the Banach
space of bounded continuous functions from R into 7. Let 1 < p < o and ¢
denotes its conjugate exponent defined by L +1 = 1.

In the following, we give properties of (-pseudo-almost automorphic func-
tions in the classical sense and in Stepanov sense.

Definition 2.1. (H. Bohr) [9] A continuous function g : R — T is said to be
almost periodic if for every € > 0, there exists [ > 0, such that for every a € R,
there exists T € [a,a + l¢] satisfying:

llg(h+17)—g(h)|| < € forall h € R.
The space of all such functions is denoted by AP(R,T).

Definition 2.2. (S. Bochner) [6] A continuous function g : R — T is called
almost automorphic if for every sequence (s},),>0 of real numbers, there exists a
subsequence (sy)n>0 C (s},)n>0 and a measurable function  : R — T, such that

u(h) = nggog(h+sn) and g(h) = ’}ijlgou(h—sn) forall h € R.

The space of all such functions is denoted by AA(R,T).
Remark 2.3. An almost automorphic function may not be uniformly continu-

1
> for h € R,
2+ cos(h) +cos(v/2h)

belongs to AA(R,R), but is not uniformly continuous. Hence, g does not be-
longs to AP(R,R).

ous. Indeed, the real function g(h) = sin <

Then, we have the following inclusions:
AP(R,T) CAAR,T) C BC(R,T).

Definition 2.4. A continuous function G : R x R — T is said to be bi-almost
automorphic if for every sequence (s/,),>0 of real numbers, there exist a subse-
quence (8,)n>0 C (8),)n>0 and a measurable function H : R — T, such that

H(h,s) = lim G(h+sy,s+s,) and G(h,s) = lim H(h—sy,s—s,)for allh,s € R.
n—voo n—oo

The space of all such functions is denoted by bAA(R,T).
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Example 2.5. [20] G(h,s) = sin(h)cos(s) is bi-almost automorphic function
from R x R to R as

G(h+2m,s+2m) = G(h,s), forall h,s € R.

Definition 2.6. [15] Let 1 < p < o. A function g € L], (R,T) is said to be
bounded in the sense of Stepanov if

1

p
sup ([ lsto)1vas) " =sup [
heR \J[h,h+1] heR \J[0

The space of all such functions is denoted by BS?(R,XT) and is provided
with the following norm:

1

t P

lelos = sup( [ lles)lvas)
heR \J[hh+1]

= sup||g(h+)llzr(0,1).7)-
heR

1
. Hg(h—l—s)||”ds>p < oo,

Then, the following inclusions hold:

BC(R,T) C BS?(R,T) C L?

loc

(R,T). (6)
Now, we give the definition of almost automorphy in the sense of Stepanov.

Definition 2.7. [5] Let 1 < p <oo. A function g € L (R,T) is said to be almost
automorphic in the sense of Stepanov (or S”-almost automorphic), if for every
sequence (0, ),>0 of real numbers, there exists a subsequence (sy),>0 C (Gy)n>0

and a measurable function u € L], (R, T), such that:

i ([ ets 450 - ) 1Pas ) =0

and

h+1 P
lim </ Hu(s—sn)—g(s)des) —0,heR.
h

n

The space of all such functions is denoted by AASP(R,T).

Remark 2.8. [5]

(i) Every almost automorphic function is S”-almost automorphic for 1 < p < oo.
(ii) For all 1 < p; < py < oo, if g is SP2-almost automorphic, then g is SP!-almost
automorphic.
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In this section we recall some properties of p-ergodic and p-pseudo-almost
automorphic functions. In the sequel, we denote by B(R) the Lebesgue o-field
of R and by M the set of all positive measures i on B(R) satisfying pt(R) = +oo
and U ([a,b]) < +eo for all a,b € R with (a < b). We assume the following hy-
pothesis.

(M) For all 7 € R, there exist B > 0 and a bounded interval I such that
u{a+t:acA}) <Bu(A) whereA € B(R)andANI=0.

Definition 2.9. [11] Let u € M. A continuous bounded function g: R — T is
called u-ergodic, if

. 1 ~
Jim s /H I (h)lldps () =

The space of all such functions is denoted by E(R, T, ).

Example 2.10.

(1) In [27], the author defined an ergodic function as a p-ergodic function in the
particular case where the measure U is the Lebesgue measure.

(2) In [21], the authors considered the space of bounded continuous functions
g : R — T satistying

1 E
rﬁlgloo 2r /[—r,r] Hg( )” " N%+m 2N+ 1 ”g

This space coincides with the space of p-ergodic functions where u is defined
in B(R) by the sum p1(A) = 1 (A) + p2(A) with p; is the Lebesgue measure on
(R,B(R)) and
card(ANZ) ifANZis finite
NN@Z{ . e
o if ANZ is infinite.

Definition 2.11. [11] Let 4 € M. A continuous function g : R — T is said to
be u-pseudo almost automorphic if g is written in the form:

g=u+o,

where u € AA(R,T) and ¢ € E(R, T, ).
The space of all such functions is denoted by PAA(R, T, ).

Now, we give the definition and the important properties of t-SP-pseudo-
almost automorphic functions.
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Definition 2.12. [15] Let u € M. A function g € BS?(R,T) is said to be u-
ergodic in the sense of Stepanov (or u-SP-ergodic) if

1
1 P
lim 7/ </ g(s pds) du(h) =0. (7
rovtee (([=n ) S \J 1) &l .
The space of all such functions is denoted by EP(R, T, ).

Remark 2.13. We obtain by relation (7) that,
g € EP(R,T, ) if and only if g* € E(R,LP([0,1],T),u).

Proposition 2.14. [15] Let u € M. Then, for all 1 < p < oo, (EP(R, T, 1), ||
||Bsr) is a Banach space.

Proposition 2.15. [15] Let 1 € M satisfy (M). Then, the following hold:
(1) EP(R,T, W) is translation invariant.
(i)) E(R,T, 1) C EP(R,T, ).

2.2. Uniformly u-pseudo-almost automorphic functions

Definition 2.16. [5] Let 1 < p < +ocand g: RX T — Y be a function such that
g(-,z) € L], (R,Y) for each z € T. Then, g € AASPU (R x T,Y ) if the following
hold:

(i) Foreachz €T, g(-,z) € AASP(R,Y).

(ii) gis SP-uniformly continuous with respect to the second argument on each
compact subset K in 7', namely: for all € > 0 there exists J ¢ such that
for all z1,z, € K, we have

ht1 5
llz1 —z22]| < Oke = </h llg(s,z1) —g(s,@)Hﬁds) <g forall heR. (8)

Definition 2.17. Let 4 € M. A function g: Rx T — Y such that g(-,z) €
BSP(R,Y) for each z € T is said to be p-SP-ergodic in i with respect to z in 7 if
the following hold:

(i) Forallz€ T, g(-,z) € EP(R,Y, ).

(ii) f is SP-uniformly continuous with respect to the second argument on each
compact subset K in 7.

Denote by EPU (R x T,Y, 1) the set of all such functions.
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Definition 2.18. [5] Let 4 € M and g: R x T — Y be such that g(-,z) €
BSP(R,Y) for each z € T. The function g is y-S”- pseudo-almost automorphic
if g is written as:

g§=z19,

where z € AASPU(R X T,Y),and ¢ € EPUR X T,Y, ).
The space of all such functions is denoted PAASPU (R, T, 1t).

Theorem 2.19. [5] Let u € M and f: R xT — Y. Assume that:

(i) g =z+ ¢ € PAASPUR X T,Y, 1) with z € AASPUR X T,Y) and ¢ €
EPURXT,Y, ).

(ii) z=1z1+22 € PAA(R,T, 1), where z; € AA(R,T) and zo € EP(R, T, ).

(iii) For every bounded subset B C T the set N\ :={g(-,z) : z € B} is bounded
in BSP(R, T).
Then, g(-,2(-)) € PAASP(R,Y, p1).

3. u-pseudo-almost automorphic solutions of equation 1

In this section, we prove the existence and uniqueness of -pseudo-almost au-
tomorphic mild solutions to equation 1.

Definition 3.1. A mild solution for equation 1 is the continuous function z :
R — T that satisfies the following variation of constants formula:
h
z2(h) =U(h,s)z(s)+ | U(h,r)g(r,z(r))drforallh>s, h,s€ R.  (9)

N

Where the function g is Lipschitzian in bounded sets with respect to the second
argument.

In the sequel, we assume that:

(H1) The family A(h), h € R generates a strongly continuous evolution family
(U (h,$))h=s-

(H2) The evolution family (U(h,s));>s has an exponential dichotomy on R,
with constants M > 0, § > 0 and Green’s function I'.

(H3) Foreachz € T,I'(h,s)z for h,s € R is bi-almost automorphic.



214 M.E. KPOUMIE - A.H.G. NSANGOU - A. ZOUINE

(H4) The function g is Lipschitzian in bounded sets with respect to the second
argument i.e., for all ¢ > 0 there exists a nonegative scalar function L (-)
such that

llg(h,z) —g(h,y)|| < Ls(h)||lz—yll, z,y€B(0,0),heR.

Remark 3.2. An explicit example of a strongly bi-almost automorphic Green
function i.e., hypothesis (H3), is given in Section 4. Sufficient conditions in-
suring hypothesis (H3) in the case where A(h) = 8(h)A+ a(h)h € Rand A a
generator of a strongly continuous semigroup, provided that §,a € AAS!(R)
with inf,ecr 8 (h) > 0, which is a weak condition, see Section 4.

In the interest of establishing our problem, we first study the following linear
inhomogeneous evolution equation associated to equation 1 :

7 (h) = A(h)z(h) 4+ u(h) for all h € R. (10)

where u : R — T is locally integrable. We recall that a mild solution to equation
10 is a continuous function z : R — T that is given by the following variation of
constant formula:

z(h) = +/ U(h,r)u(r)drforallh > s: (11)

The following Lemma is needed.

Lemma 3.3. Let u € BSP(R,T) for 1 < p < co. Assume that (HI1)-(H2) hold.
Then equation 10 has a unique bounded mild solution given by :

:/Y(h,s)u(s)ds, heR. (12)
R

Proof. Let us show first that the integral given in formula 12 is defined and
bounded on R. We know from the exponential dichotomy of (U (h,s));> that

/RY(h,s ds_/ U(h,)P(0)u(c)do — /UhG)Q()(G)dG
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for h € R. Let p > 1. Using Holder’s inequality, we have:

h oo
< [ IWns)PG)uts)lds+ [ 10 (h5)Q(s)u(s)ds

H /RY(h,s)u(s)ds

h o0
< /_ M2 fu(s) s+ /h Me309)|u(s) | ds

h—n+1 h+n
<y /h Me=30-9) lu(s)||ds + ¥ /h Me309) u(s)|ds
n>1 +n—1

—n n>1

1 1
h—n+1 4 h—n-+1 B
<M Z (/ eq‘w’s)ds> ! (/ Hu(s)des> !
n>1 h—n h—n
1 1
h+n q h+n )
+My ( / e—q5<h—s)ds> ' < / ||u(s)H”ds> ’
n>1 h+n—1 h+n—1

1
6q__1 q
<My e (e(sq) [[ullgse

n>1

1
d¢_1\7 1
e
=2M < oo,
||”HBSP< 5q > ed —1

On the other hand, for p = 1, it follows that

h oo
| [xthsuas| < [ 1ot ds+ [ 10 (0s)0u(s)ds
e e =91 (s) ||ds " e =91y (s) ||ds
ST, M+ L[ me sl

<2M Y e " |ul g

n>1

1
= 21"1657_1“””1951 < oo

Hence, 12 is well defined. Now, the fact that the mild solution of equation 10 is
given by 12 can proved as in [5, Theorem 4.2-(1)]. O

Theorem 3.4. Ler 1 < p < oo and u € AASP (R, T). Assume that (H1)-(H3) are
satisfied, then equation 10 has a unique mild solution z € AA(R,T) given by 12,
it means that.

z(h) = /RT(h,s)u(s)ds, heR.

Proof. Let 1 < p < oo and u € AASP(R,T). From Lemma 3.3 we infer that z
is the unique mild solution to equation 10 given by 12. Now, we show that
7€ AA(R,T). Let k € N. Then, for p > 1, we have
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h—k+
ol < [ PG+ [ 100seu)ds
h—k-+1
< / Me 3079 |u(s) 1ds + / M) |u(s) | ds
h h+k—1

—k

h—k+1 5/ ph—k+1 3
<M ( / eq5<’”>ds> < / u(s) ||Pds)
h—k h—k

1

1
h-+k q h+k ?
+M (/ eqa(hs)ds> ' (/ Hu(s)H”dS> !
h+k—1 h+k—1

e —1\" 5k
< 2M||ul|psr 5 e %" for all heR.
q

By the same way, for p = 1, we have

h—k+1 htk
sl < [* 0P lds+ [ 100.5)Q()u(s) |ds

e3q—1 ! Sk
SZMHMHle S e for all h € R.
q

Since Z e = 175 < oo, it follows from Weierstrass theorem that the serie
k>1 —e

Z Zx(h) is uniformly convergent on R. Then, we define

k>1

z(h) =Y z(h) for all heR.
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In fact, let n € N. Then, for p > 1, we have

h—k+1

l|z(h) sz )= H / Y(h,s)u ds—]g/hk U(h,s)P(s)u(s)ds
n h+k
Z/h U Q(s)u(s)a’s”

+k—1

h—k+1
s)ds u(s)ds
<IX ), H+||k>;H/ O(s)u(s)ds|
h—k+1
<X [, leareu >”d”k>,,+1 [ 1006
h—k+1
Me™ )||ds 8(h=s) ds
<X, Ddss T [0 M)

1 1
h—k+1 q h—k+1
vy (f e45<“>ds)q( / uu<s>rpds)”
k>nt1 \/h—k h—k

1

1 1
+M Y (/Hk e_q‘S(h"")ds) ! (/Hk Hu(s)||pds)p
o \ i hk—1

%11 %
<2M 5 ullse Y, e %% 50 as n— oo

k>n+1

uniformly in /2 € R.
In otherwise, for p = 1, we obtain that

l|z(h) i h)| = H / Y(h,s)u(s)ds — i /hh;kH U(h,s)P(s)u(s)ds
. htk .
+ Z/thk 1 u(s)ds”

< 2M||u| g1 Z e 50 as n—o
k>n+1

uniformly in & € R.

To conclude, it suffices to prove that for all kK € N, z; belongs to AA(R,T).
Let (s),) be a sequence of real numbers, u € AASP(R,T) and Y is bi-almost
automorphic, then there exist a subsequence (s,,) C (s,) a measurable functions
i and Y such that for all 4, s € R,

fim ( /h " s +s0) —ﬂ(s)||”ds> "_o

n—o0
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and

i ([ ats—s) - uts s )" <o

n—soo

And foreachz € T,

lim ||[Y (7 + 55,5+ 5,)z— Y(h,s)z]| =0

n—soo

and

lim || Y(h — sp,s — sn)z— Y (h,s)z|| =0.

n—o

Let Zk(h) = q)k(h) — lI"k(h>, where

h—k+1 h+k

&y (h) = /h o T(hs)u(s)ds and @(h) = /h o T(hu(s)ds.

Thus, we define the measurable function by

h—k+1 i Wk )
Zk(h) = /h—k T(h,s)u(s)ds—/h+k-1Y(h,s)u(s)ds

= Pu(h) —Pe(h),

where

3 h—k+1 _ _ h+k
&y (h) = / T(h,s)i(s)ds and Wy (h) = / T (h,s)i(s)ds, h € R.
h h+k—1

<
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Therefore, for p > 1, we have
[Pk (h+ 51) — Dr(h)|

h+s,—k+1 h—k+1 _
<| / Y(h+ 50, )u(s)ds — / T(h,s)i(s)ds|
h+s,—k h—k
k

k ~
< ||/ Y(htswshit5n— )u(h+ 50 —)ds— | Y(hh—s)i(h—s)ds]
k—1 k—1

k ~
g/ Y+ 50, + 50— S)ut(h 450 — 5) — T (h, h— s)it(h — 5) | ds
—1
k
g/ Y+ 5, + 5 — $)it(h 450 — ) — Y (h+ S, h+ 50 — 8)ii(h— ) | ds
k—1
k ~
+/ Y (h+ 50, + 50— 8)ii(h—5) — T (h, h— s)ii(h — 5) | ds
k—1

k
< /k_1 Y (450, 4 5 — ) [l 450 — 5) — i — 5)] | s

k ~
+/ Y (h+ 50,1+ 50 — 8)i(h—5) — T (h, h— s)ii(h — 5) | ds
k—1

<M </k: eqﬁws) % (/k: Ju(h+ s, —s) —ii(h —s)H”ds) ’

k

+/ Y (At 50, ht-50 — 8)ii(h—5) — Y (h, h— )il (h— ) | ds
k-1

=h+Dh,

where

1 1

e ([ i)' ([ o) syvas)’

k ~
L= / X (h+sp,h+ s, —s)id(h—s) —YX(h,h—s)i(h—s)]|ds.
k-1

and

Asu € AASP(R,T), I, — 0, as n — oo for all & € R. From (H3) and since

IX(h~+ sp,h+ 5, —8)i(h—s) =T (h,h—s)ii(h—s)|| < Me™%||a(h—s)]|
+|[T(h,h—s)a(h—s)],

it follows in view of the dominated convergence Theorem, that I, — 0 as n — oo
for all 4 € R. Hence

lim [Pk (72 + 1) — & (h)|| =0 forall ¢€R.
n (o]
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We can show in a similar way that
lim ||®y(h—s,) — Pr(h)|| =0 forall heR.
n—soo

Moreover, by the same way, for p = 1, we obtain that

||q)k(h+sn) (I)k
h+3,, —k+1 h—k+1
H/ Y(h+sn,s)u (s)ds—/ Y(h,s)i ds”
h

+vn h—k

<M [ fulh+sn—s)—a(h—s)|ds
k—1
k ~
+ IX(h+sn,h+s,—s)id(h—s)—Y(h,h—s)i(h—s)||ds
k—1

:Jl +12>

where
Jl —M/ u(h+ s, —5) — i(h—s)||ds

Then, the result follows from the fact that u € AAS'(R,T). This proves that
@, € AA(R,T) for each k € R. By the same way, we prove the result for ¥y.

We recall that the serie Z uy(h) is uniformly convergent on R, which implies
k>1
that z € AA(R,T). O

Theorem 3.5. Let 1 € M satisfy (M). Assume that (H1)-(H3) are satisfied
and that u € PAASP(R,T,u). Then equation 10 has a unique mild solution
7€ PAA(R,T, 1) given by,

:/Y(h,s)u(s)ds, heR.
R

Proof. Letu =i+ ¢ € PAASP(R,T, 1), where ii € AAS?(R,T)
and @ € EP(R,T, ). Thus, z has a unique decomposition

Z=21+2

where, for all 1 € R, we have

h):/RT(h,s)u(s)ds

Zz(h):/R(h,s)<p(s)ds
= 25(h) + 25 (h),

and
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where

:/_’;U(h,s)P(s) (s)ds and zh(h / U(t,5) @(s)ds.

Using Theorem 3.4, we obtain that u; € AA(R,T). Let us prove that z, €
E(R,T,u). It suffices to show that z4,z5 € E(R,T,u). Let r >0 and p > 1,
then

1
p(l=r r])

v / 1w P6) 905 asan )

s [ [ et otlasdun
- u([flrrb I (/i“ﬁq(h_s)ds> é ( / i”&”““‘” lo(s) H"ds> )
Su([—Mrr}< ) / (;/Hlez”’“S*")Ilfp(s— )l”ds)pdmh)

M

() () [ (T [ e gt —lras) dun

k>1

e%spké roopt+l . P s ;
gL@ u([_m])/r/h o k)llddu(h)>

M 2\«
where L= ——( —< | .
([ —rr])s \4O
As EP(R,T, ) is invariant by translation and by ¢ € EP(R, T, ), we have

||Zz( )ldp(h)

IN

1 r h+1
limi/ / (s — k)| Pdsdu(h) = O for all k > 1.
nr))J-rJn

rveo ([~

Since,

I
(Zefpk 7 // (s —k)||Pdsdp(h) ) <Y T ™|olss,
k>1 k>1

and by the dominated convergence Theorem, we obtain that

. 1 " _
lim = | ) ldun =o. (13)

rvee L (]
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Now, for p = 1, it follows by the argument that

/ smlann < ot [ [ 0mse)p0lasautn

i [ S lasautn)

h+1
gMZe 5P’€M/r/h 19 (s — k) | dsdps (i) — 0 as r — oo.

k>1

Arguing as above, we show that

rveo 1 (

. 1 "
tim =y | ) ) =0 (14)

From (13) and (14), we have

l r
lim———— | |z(h)||dp(h) =
tim s [ ) au )
Hence, z € £(R,T, ). O

In the sequel we prove the existence and uniqueness of p-pseudo-almost
automorphic solutions to the semilinear equation 1.

Theorem 3.6. Let p > 1 and u € M satisfy (M). Asumme that (H1)-(H4) hold
and g € PAASPU (R x T, ) with Ly € BSP(R,T). If there exist 6 > 0 such that,

m{(m(;a)q(l_t_g)"’),(lfﬂja)}wg(.,o)m

(15)
and
bl <o (4 25)' (=5)') (2} =t
(16)

Then, equation 1 has a unique mild solution u € PAA(R, T, ) with0 <u(h) < c
forallh e R.

Proof. Consider the set Z2A4 := {v € PAA(R,T) : sup,,cg ||u(h)|| < o} and de-
fine the map Z : £/ — PAA(R7 T) by

:/RG(h,s)g(s,u(s))ds, heR.
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First, we show that ZEP4 ¢ ZPA4 Indeed, let u € ZP4. Then, by assumptions
on g, we obtain that

IN

IN

IN

IN

IN

IN

<

|Z2(h)
[ 16 5)g(s,u(5)) s

h
M [ 0 (s, us) (s, 0)ds + [ 00 g(s,0) s

oo te
M / e g(s,u(s)) g5, 0) s+ M [ e g(5,0)ds
h
GM/ s)+0""|g(s,0)]] ds
o0 (s—h) 1
oM /h e 36 Lo (s)+ 07V |g(s,0)|] ds

h s % h—k+1 s
oM </ e_q2(h—s)ds> Z/h . e P2 (h=s) [|Lg(s)|”+G‘p||g(s,0)|!p} ds
—o k>177=
oo : htk
oM </h qu(sh)ds>" (Z/h+k 16717%(%}!) [|Ls(s)]” 4+ 07 7|g(s,0) "] ds)
k>1 -

i h—k+1 ’ q htk
- M<2>q Z/ T =2nh=s) 4 +M<2>“ Z/+ o= 3p(s—h) g
q6 k>1h—k q6 1 i

* [ILollzs +p~ " lg(-,0)zsv]

=

2\e/ 1 \» B
2M||Le ||ps» @) \_, 2 Lo l8s» + 0" lg(-,0)l[sr]

—e 2
o, heR

Hence, ZEPAA ¢ EPA4. Therefore, let u, v € ZfA4. Then, one has :

where

h

@)0) = [ Uhs)P()sls.2(s)ds — [ O(h5)Q(s)g(5:2())ds

= (22)(h) + (Z'z)(h) forall h € R,

(Z%2)(h) = " U(h,s)P(s)g(s,z(s))ds and (Z%z)(h)

—o0

—— [ 0(h.9)0(s)g(s.2(s))ds. € R.
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By the composition Theorem 2.19, it is clear that g(-,z(-)) € PAASP(R,Y, u).
Moreover, for p > 1, we have

1(Z%2) (h) — (ZV) (h)|| < [ i |U (h,5)P(s)g(s,2(s)) — U (h,s)P(s)g(s,v(s))llds
<M/ “llg(s,2(s)) — 85, v(s))llds

b sy N ([ e :
M / e 24hs) g / e 2P|g(s,2(s)) — (s, v(s))[|Pds
1 1
2\ h—k+1 8 (s b
1
) h—k+1 4 r
2 —5p(h=s)yp —
M(q6> (,;/h_k e 2 Lg(s)ds> llz—v||c

< MLy (2>;( ! )5\ n
>~ BSP s Z— Vl]|loo
¢ q5 1—37%

Arguing as above, we have also

IN

IN

_ =

IN

IZ'2)(h) n</nvhs )8(5.2(5)) ~ U (1,5)Q(s)g5:v(6)) s
<M [ gl 2(5)) ~ gl v(s)) s

1
P
<M( > < / 5(s)ds> lz— V]|
h+k— 1
< Ml|Lo| (2 q( ! )W| u
~ — E— Z— V|-

Now, for p = 1, we obtain that
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and that
1Z2)0) ~ @)W < [ 100,5)Q(5)8(5:2() = T h.5)Q(s)g(5,v() Ids
§MHL5H351 <1_le_5> ”Z—VHoo.

Consequently, we have

1(Z2)(h) = (Zv) (W[ < Cllz = V]

1 1
where C = ||Ls||ps» min [(2M<l>q (1 e{@y;)a (132{5)}

Therefore, by Banach fixed point Theorem, Z has a unique fixed point z € =
such that Zz = z. This proves the result. D

';' PAA

4. Application

For illustration, we propose to study the following dynamics of a two-species
competition Lotka-Volterra type model with diffusion which is a combinaison
of the models in [19].

[ Sul0.8) = 081, 8) + () - en ) T2 0. 2)
reRE€Q,

jtv(t,é) =dy(t)Av(t,&) — b(t)v(t,&) —l—cz(I)W +ko(1,8),
teREeQ,

Lu(t,6)|oa =0; v(t,8)]90 =0, 1 €R,§ €9Q

(17)
where,
e u(r,&) and v(¢,&) are respectively the local densities of the preys and the
predators at time 7 and at location &.

« QCRY (N >1)is an open bounded domain with Lipschitz type boundary
Q.

n 82
e A= Z 382 is the Laplace operator on Q, d; € CH(R,R"), 0 <u <1

u= 15, i=1,2, are eventually the diffusion terms preys and the predators
respectively, such that 0 < d° := inf,cr(d;) < d} := |dj|e < 0.
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« a,bel] (RRY) correspond to the growth and the death terms u(t,&)
and terms v(z, § ) respectively in the absence of interaction, of the popula-
tions.

e gi:RXRXxRXx RY — R are the nonlinear terms defined by

1(10,8),(0.8).950,8) = alo)u(r£) — 1 () 22202

1+v(t,

and

u(t,§)v(t,§)

2(t.u(1,8),v(1,8), Vu(t,£)) = e2lt) e

where ¢; € L} _(R,RT) for i = 1,2 are the growth and the death terms,
due to interactions, of the preys and the predators respectively.

4.1. Concerning the abstract formulation

We consider the following Banach space X := Cy(Q) x Co(Q), equipped
with the given norm : || <$> | =1l@lle+vl

of continuous functions @ : Q «+— R such that @|;q = 0. We define the
closed linear operators (A(r),D(A(t))), t € R, by

_ (@A 0
Al '_< 0 doft )A—b(f)>’ (18)
D(A(t)) =C5(Q) xC3(Q) :=D

«, Where Cy(Q) is the space

where C3(Q) := {@ € Co(Q) NH (Q) : Ap € Cp(Q)}. See [19].

Therefore, the nonlinear term f : R x X — X is defined by

0 (l‘ (P(g) (é)vVW(é))
f<r,(w)><5> < (1, 0(E), (§)7¢(§))>'

Hence, 17 takes the eventually abstract form equation 1:

u'(t)=A(u(t)+ f(t,u)), teR.
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4.2. Main results

For prove the existence and uniqueness of almost automorphic solutions to 1, we
consider the main hypotheses (H1)-(H4). We also prove that (A(¢), D(A(t))),t €
R satisfy hypotheses (H1)-(H3). The operators A; (Q =di(t)A and A, (t) =

dy(t)A are defined. The operator Ay := —A on Cy(Q) is defined in [12], is
sectorial with constant M > 1 and angle of sectoriality 6 € (7,7) such that

IAR(—A,A0)|| oy <M forall A € Zop. (19)

Then, using 19 and by assumptions on d; , we claim that

A

AR(—A A ()| = | =—=R(—=
IARCAAG)] = |75 R 7

Then, for each t € R, A;(r) generates a bounded analytic semigroup (7;'(7))r>0

'
(with uniform bound M with respect to ¢ and the same angle 0) on Cyp(Q) such
that

A
. JAo)|| <M forall t € R.

| Ti(7) ||< Me~ M7 forT>0, (20)

where A; :=min{A : A € 6(Ap)} > 0 and o(Ay) is the spectrum of —A in
H}(Q) and M = MO (M) gee [10] for more details. Moreover,

- di(t)
sup ||A;(1)A;(s "l = su
ME%H ( ) ( ) ” z,se% di(S)

< oo

Furthermore, by
1A (A ()™ = Ix|| = di(s) " di(t) — di(s)| < ()" |die) — di(s)] < Lile — s

where L; := Lo;(d?)~! with Ly; is the Holder constants of d;. Hence, by 5
one has, for each i = 1,2, (A;(t)).cr generates an evolution family (U;(t,s)):>s

on Cp(). We have, by 20, the semigroups (7;(7))r>0 are hyperbolic with
projections P(t) = Ix and Q(r) = 0, t € R with

ITA() T (7)x|| < Me ™7 for 7> 0.
So by taking ¢;(0) := Me=4"%19 o we obtain that Lil|¢illy := LiM (dPA;) L.
Then, the condition ;M (d?A;)~! < 1 yields that any evolution family U;(t,s)

for r > s, is hyperbolic with the same projection Iy and exponent J; satisfying

0< &< (d°A —LiM)/2M,



228 M.E. KPOUMIE - A.H.G. NSANGOU - A. ZOUINE

and the associated Green functions G;(t,s) = U;(t,s), t > s. Thus, the family of

Al(l‘) 0

matrix-valued operators < ) generates the hyperbolic evolution
0 Az(l‘ ) /eR

family

(V(t,s> _ <U1((;,S) UZ(??S))),ZS with projections <P(t) = <g) g))

for 7 € R and exponent 6 = min{d;; 6, }. Moreover, by rescaling, we obtain that
the following hyperbolic evolution family generates by (A(7));er

with projections (P(t) = (18 IO>) and exponent
0 teR
8 = min (ig51;82 n |b\351).

Hence, hypotheses (H1) and (H2) hold with Green function G(t,s) := U(t,s),
t > s provided that L;M(d?A; %) < 1. We need the following preliminary result
to check hypothesis (H3).

Lemmad.1. Vi=1,2, ifA;(-) € AA(R, L(C}(Q),Co(RQ))). Then, the associated
evolution family U;(-,-) is bi-almost automorphic.

Proof. Assume that Vi = 1,2 ; A; = € AA(R,R). Then, for every sequence
(o x>0 of real numbers, there exists a subsequence (sg)x>0 C (0% )r>0 such that

Jim [JAi(r +s1) = A0l 23 @).co@)) =0

. (21)
Jim [Ai(r = si) = Ai0)l ¢z @).co@) = O
forall r € R. Foreachi = 1,2 fixed and ¢, T € R, one has:
A —A 4+ = A+ A+ T) - A(e)A(e) L (22)

It suffices to show that A; ! (-) € AA(R, L(Cy(Q))). Let @ € Co(Q), one has:

|Ai(r +s1) " @ —Ai(1) g
= A+ s0) " (Al +s1) = Ai0))Ait) o]
< A+ 30 gy @ 1Ai +51) = A 2@ @y 1A (D) @l -

By 21 hence
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lim [Ai(r+s5:) '@ —Ai(t) 9| =0
k—4-o0

Arguing as above, we obtain that

lim [Ai(r —s¢) '@ —Ai(t) o =0
k—4-o0

Therefore, we have the following main result.

Proposition 4.2. Letd; € AA(R), i = 1,2 and b € AAS' (R,R"). Then, for each
<$> € X, the Green function G(-,-) (:ﬁ) is bi-almost automorphic. Hence,
hypothesis (H3) is satisfied.

Proof. Since d; € AA(R,R™), it follows that A;(-) € AA(R, L(C5(Q),Co(Q)))

for i = 1,2. Then, by Lemma 4.1, we obtain that U;(-,-) are bi-almost auto-
morphic. Using the definitions of almost automorphic solutions we show that

- / b(o)do
e /- Us(-,-) is bi-almost automorphic. Let (0,), be any sequence of
real numbers, since b € AAS!(R), we can find a subsequence (7,), C (0;), and
functions b and Uy, (-, -) by definitions of almost automorphic solutions, for b and

- / b(o)do _
Us(-,-) respectively. Define the functione /- U(-,-). Then, we obtain
that

_ b(c)da\\Uz(t+rn,s+r,,)]\ e/s [b(c+1,) —b(0)]do

(VAN
N

lN
—/ b(o)do -
4+ e Js HUz(I—I—Tn,S—FTn)_UZ(tas)H

t ~
MelPlssi (=) e/s [b(G ) - b(G)] do —

IN

1

+ elPlast 91Uy (e + 1,54 1) — O (2,5)))-
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Thus, one has ||U(t + T,,s + T,) — Ua(t,s)|| — 0 as n — o and

[ k41 ~
/t [b(6+1,) —b(0)]do Y /k |b(o +1,) —b(0)|do
e s < gk:m
< Ce™Px fkkﬂ |b(6+1,)—b(c)|do(t—s) Sy lasn— o,

uniformly in¢,s € R, ¢ > s. Thus,

1+, .
- / b(o)do - / b(o)do _
e Jst+m Usr(t+Tp,s+T,) —e s Us(t,s)

- / b(o)do
uniformly in #,s € R, # > 5. Hence e /- U,(-,-) is bi-almost auto-

- Ui (-, 0
morphic. Consequently, if we consider G(-,-) = < lé’ ) e*f-'[’(")d"(?z(-, >>

Hence, for (:ﬁ) € X, we obtain

16+ Tav5+ 1) (ﬁ) ~6() (fjj) | < N0+ s+ ) — Or (1, 9]

14T, t
7/ b(o)do _/ b(o)do
+ e /st Ur(t+ Ty, s+7T,) —e /s Us(t,9)]|[[@]lec — 0 as n — oo,

uniformly in z,5 € R, ¢t > 5. The result is proved. O

Proposition 4.3. The function f satisfies (H4) with

Ly(t)=a(t)+ci(t)+ (ci(t)+ca2(r))p, teR.

I

Proof. Let <(P1> , <(p2> € X and p > 0 be such that H <(p1>
L4 L) Y1

Then, for g, we have:

()=
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200,01 (8), V1 (£)) — 8206, 02(8), (&)
0 BEWE) e
=2:0| T 0 |
X

T+1oi(8)]  1+[pA(E)
:Cz(t)‘[ P1(&)wi(E) — (&) (5)}
(I+ @8N (1 + @1 (S)])
[tpl(é)wl(é)\fpz(@<pz(€)Wz(€)l<p1(é)IH
(I+ e ()N (1 +[928)])
v (&)
(I+ 1)1+ @1 (S)])

¢i1(8) _
T TTm@ ) re@Ey e vl

e (E)wi(8) N
T @N L g | oG
OUE)(@E)w (€) — P (E)va(£))
(o@D @)
v (&)
(@D @)
¢1(8) _

T T m@N (@) Ve v
o1(&)wi(§)
GG
— &) V’z(g)

GG
0 (E)vi (€) )
T @0+ la@n 1 #E) e
¢i(8) _
@D mEy O @)
<qo<+mu@ oal) + e2(t)p (v — wal)

<a)(P*+p)(|o1 — Q2|+ lyi — y2l)

<o) (9) - (2)

Arguing as above, we have that

_|_

— (1)

(01(8) — ¢2(65))

_|_

= Cz(t)

(¢1(8) — ¢2(65))

+

(l@2(E)] =1 (E)])

(91(8) — ¢2(5))

+

’gl(tv(Pl(é)a‘I’1<§)7V(pl(€)) _gl(tv(p2<€)7w2<§)7vq)2(€)>‘
)i

< (a@®)+ei()(p+1)] <$11> - (32

, EecQ,teR.

231
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for £ € Q, t € R. Then, we have that

[ (0 )= rte (2] = () + 1) 1)+ exnp+ cap?)

1) - (o)l

for every t € R. Therefore, f satisfies (H4) with L, (1) = a(t) +c1(t) + (c1(1) +
oo(t))p +ea(r)p?. O

By Theorem 3.6, we deduce the following result.

Theorem 4.4. Under the above assumptions, if Ly is small enough, then equa-
tion 17 has a unique [L-pseudo almost automorphic solution.
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