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1. Introduction

The Lotka-Volterra system is a rudimentary model on mathematical ecology and has
been studied extensively in [6, 8-16, 19, 24-26] and the references cited therein. But in
the Lotka-Volterra model, the fact that there are upper limits to the rates of increase of
both prey and predator is not recognized. In [17, 18], Leslie introduced a predator-prey
model where the “carrying capacity” of the predator’s environment is proportional to
the number of prey. Leslie stresses the above fact. In the case of continuous time, these
considerations lead to the following autonomous model:

dH
E = (1’1 - blH)H—alPH,

dP P
ar (“*"25)”’

(1.1)

which is known as the Leslie-Gower predator-prey model [20]. If we assume that the
predator consumes the prey according to the functional response f(H), then the system
(1.1) formulates as the following:

dH dP_(

T (n-bmH-fp, T = rz—aZB)P, (1.2)
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2 A semiratio-dependent predator-prey system

which is the so-called semiratio-dependent predator-prey system with the functional
responses. Recently, Wang et al. [23] explored the dynamics of a class of the nonau-
tonomous semiratio-dependent predator-prey systems with the functional responses

%’j = (n(t) = by(OH)H — f(t,H)P,

(1.3)
dp

£ (o-sio).

where H and P stand for the population of the prey and the predator, respectively, f(t,H)
is the so-called predator functional response to prey, which describes the uptake of sub-
strate by the microorganisms in microbial dynamics or chemical kinetics, and 9f (¢, H)/
0H >0 for H >0, which implies that f(¢,H) is monotonic function with respect to H.
However, there are experiments that indicate that nonmonotonic responses occur at the
microbial level: when the nutrient concentration reaches a high level, an inhibitory effect
on the specific growth rate may occur. This is often seen when microorganisms are used
for waste decomposition or for water purification, see Bush and Cook [3]. The so-called
Monod-Haldane function

cH

f(H) = m2+bH + H?

(1.4)
has been proposed and used to model the inhibitory effect at high concentrations, see
Andrews [1]. Collings [4] also used this response function to model mite predator-prey
interactions and called it a Holling IV function. In experiments on the uptake of phenol
by pure culture of Pseudomonas putida growing on phenol in continuous culture, Sokol
and Howell [22] proposed a simplified Monod-Haldane function of the form

cH
fH) = m?+ H?

(1.5)

and found that it fits their experimental data significantly better than the Monod-Haldane
function and is simpler since it involves only two parameters. We would like to call this
function a simplified Monod-Haldane or Holling IV response function.

So it is very interesting to study dynamics of a class of the so-called semiratio-depend-
ent predator-prey systems with the nonmonotonic functional responses

dI;iIEt) _ (m(t) - #I%P(t) - bl(t)H(t)>H(t))
(1.6)
dpP(t) w
ar (rz(t) - az(t)H(t)>P(t).

For the ecological sense of the system (1.6) we refer to [5, 21, 23, 27] and the references
cited therein.

The plan of this paper is as follows: in Section 2, for general case, we will explore some
basic problems for (1.6), such as positive invariance, permanence, and globally asymp-
totic stability for the system (1.6). In Section 3, for periodic case, sufficient conditions for
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existence, uniqueness, and stability of a positive periodic solution are obtained. Section 4
is devoted to the case when all parameters are almost periodic, sufficient conditions for
existence, uniqueness and stability of an almost periodic solution are also obtained. The
methods used here will be comparison theorems, coincidence degree theory, and Lia-
punov function.

2. General nonautonomous case

In this section, we will address such properties as boundedness of solutions, permanence,
and globally asymptotic stability of system (1.6). In the following discussion, we always
assume that r;(¢), i = 1,2, a;(t), i = 1,2, and b;(¢) are all continuous and bounded above
and below by positive constants.

Let R? = {(H,P) € R? | H > 0, P > 0}. For a bounded continuous function g(¢) on R,
we use the following notations:

g" =supg(t), gl = igugg(t). (2.1)

teR

LemMa 2.1. Both the nonnegative and positive cones of R? are positively invariant for system

(1.6).

Proof. Note that system (1.6) is equivalent to

t

(9= 2 b9 - b (9H() ) ds},

m?+ H?2(s)

H(t) = H(to)exp{J

to

(2.2)

P(t) = P(t) exp { L: (rz(s) - az(s)%)ds}.

The assertion of the lemma follows immediately for all > fy. The proof is complete. [

In the remainder of this paper, for biological reasons, we only consider solutions (H(t),
P(t)) with H(tg) >0 and P(ty) > 0.

Definition 2.2. The solution of system (1.6) is said to be ultimately bounded if there exists
B > 0 such that for every solution (H(t),P(t)) of system (1.6), there exists T > 0 such that
I(H(t),P(t))|l < B, for all t = t; + T, where B is independent of particular solution while
T may depend on the solution.

Definition 2.3. System (1.6) is said to be permanent if there exist positive constants §, A
with 0 < § < A such that
min{ lim inf H(¢), lim ian(t)} >,
t—+o0 t—+o0
(2.3)
max{tlign sup H(t), tligrn supP(t)} <A,

for all solutions of system (1.6) with positive initial values.
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THEOREM 2.4. If

! ﬂMG >0 (2.4)
n=,p"=% .
then the set T defined by
Te={(H(t),P(t)) € R? | m§ <H < M, m§ <P < M§} (2.5)

is positively invariant with respect to system (1.6), where

u L{MG
M= ye, oM=L
by a
rh— (a¥/m*) M§ rim§ (2:6)
me =11 lbu 2 _ ¢ mg = 27
1 a
and € > 0 is sufficiently small so that m{ > 0.
Proof. Let (H(t),P(t)) be the solution of system (1.6) through (H (t,),P(ty)) with
m$ < H(ty) < M§, m$ < P(ty) < M§. (2.7)

From the first equation in (1.6) and the positivity of the solutions of (1.6), it follows that

H'(t) < H(t) (r1(t) = by (H(1)) < H(t) (r} — L H(2))

ri (2.8)
<b H(1t) ot —H(t) | =L H(t) (M§ — H(t)), t=t.
1
A standard comparison argument shows that
0< H(ty) < M§{ = H(t) <Mf, t=ty, (2.9)
which together with the second equation in (1.6) produces
P(t) a ry M¢
/ u 1 2 24V
P'(t) < P(t) <r2 - a, M ) = EP(t)( i —P(t)
(2.10)

1
a
= MEP(t)(ME —P(t)), t=t,

and hence

0< P(ty) <MS = P(t) <MS, t=t. (2.11)
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Similarly, the first equation of system (1.6) also yields

H'(£) = H(t)(r! — aP(t) — bYH (1)) > H{(2) (r{ -2 s - H(t))

1 _ u 2 ME
> byH(1) (“(a]b/lm)z —€ —H(t)) =biH(t)(m{ —H(t)), t=to,
(2.12)
and therefore,
H(ty) = m{ = H(t) > m{, t>+t. (2.13)
Moreover, by the second equation of system (1.6), we have
p u I, €
P/(t) = P(t) <r§ ~a (?) =2 p (ﬂ —P(t))
my m a
(2.14)
aj ¢
= —eP(t)(m5 — P(1)), t=t,
mi
which implies
P(ty) =mS = P(t) =m§, t=t. (2.15)
Thus, I'¢ is positive invariant for system (1.6), and the proof is complete. O

LemMA 2.5. Let (H(t),P(t)) be a solution of system (1.6) with H(ty) >0 and P(ty) > 0.
Then,

limsup H(t) < M?. (2.16)

t— o0

Moreover, assume that (2.4) holds, then

liminf H(t) > m). (2.17)

t— o0

Proof. Noting that (2.8) and (2.12) are valid, the conclusion follows from a standard com-
parison arguments directly.
For the predator population, we can also have some estimates.

LEMMA 2.6. Assume that (2.4) holds, then

liminf P(t) > m9, limsup P(t) < MJ. (2.18)

t—oo t— o0

Proof. Since limsup,_ , H(t) < MY, for any sufficient small € > 0, there is some t; > t,
such that for t > t;,

H(t) < M +e. (2.19)
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Then, from the second equation of system (1.6), it follows that

7 < u IP(t) — a_lz Tng —
P'(t) < P(1) <r2 e > - pr(t)< p P(t))

(2.20)
1
- A‘%P(t)(w —P(t), t=h.

Hence, by using the comparison theorem of ordinary differential equations and the arbi-
trariness of €, we have

limsup P(t) < MY. (2.21)

t— o0

By a similar argument, we can easily show that
lirtnian(t) > m). (2.22)

The proof is complete. 0
Lemmas 2.5 and 2.6 immediately lead to the following.
THEOREM 2.7. Assume that (2.4) holds, then system (1.6) is permanent.

From the proofs of Lemmas 2.5 and 2.6, we can easily obtain the following ultimate
boundedness of I'c with € > 0 sufficiently small.

THEOREM 2.8. Assume that (2.4) holds, then the set T'c with € >0 defined by (2.5) is an
ultimately bounded region of system (1.6).

Definition 2.9. A bounded nonnegative solution (H*(¢),P*(t)) of (1.6) is said to be glob-
ally asymptotically stable (or globally attractive) if for any other solution (H(¢),P(t)) of
(1.6) with positive initial values the following holds:

Jim ([H(t)=H*(t)| + | P(t) = P*(1)]) = 0. (2.23)

Remark 2.10. In general, if the above property holds for any two solutions with positive
initial values, then we say system (1.6) is globally asymptotically stable. One can easily
show that if system (1.6) has a bounded positive solution which is globally asymptotically
stable, then system (1.6) is globally asymptotically stable, and vice versa.

The following lemma is from Barbalat [2], and will be employed in establishing the
globally asymptotic stability of system (1.6).

LemMA 2.11. let h be a real number and let f be a nonnegative function defined on [h,+o0)
such that f is integrable on [h,+co) and is uniformly continuous on [h,+o), then
limy— 1o f(t) = 0.
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THEOREM 2.12. Let (H*(t),P*(t)) be a bounded positive solution of system (1.6). Assume
that (2.4) holds, and

€ € €
b+ —2mm M,
(m2+(Mm5)?)" (mi)
] ] (2.24)
~al(o) - >0,

Mf

(m2 + (m$)?)
where M§, m§, i = 1,2, are defined in (2.6). Then (H*(t),P*(t)) is globally asymptotically
stable.

Proof. Let (H(t),P(t)) be any solution of system (1.6) with a positive initial value. Since
I'¢ is an ultimately bounded region of system (1.6), there exists a T} > 0, such that (H(¢),
P(t)) €T¢ and (H*(t),P*(t)) € T¢ forall t > ty + T}.

Consider a Lyapunov function defined by

V(t)=|In{H(t)} —In{H*(t)} | + | In{P(t)} —In{P*(O)} |, ¢t=t. (2.25)

Calculating the right derivative of V(¢) along the solution of system (1.6), we derive
for t > ty + Ty that

DV (t) =sgn (H(t) — H*(t))

P(1) P*(t) x
X (al(t)(m2+H2(t) - m2+(H*(t))2) —bi(t)(H(t) - H (t)))

+sgn (P(t) — P*(1)) ( _aZ(t)(% - II'D;((?)))

P*(t)(H(t) +H*(1)) P(t) )
<t B -
( ' (m2+H2(1)) (m2 + (H*(1)?)  HOH*(®) |H(t) ~H*(1)]
Lo L Nippy_pr
_(H*—(t)_al_ (m2+H2(t)))|P(t) P*(1) |
S—(bll-{— 2m§mf - — 1\/16262)|H(t)—H*(t)|
<m2+(M1€)2> (mf)

1 1
| ——at- ) | P(t) — P*(t)|.
( P (e (m))
(2.26)
From (2.24) it follows that there exists a positive constant y > 0 such that

D'V (t) < —ul[|H({t) —H*(£)| + |P(t) = P*(8)|], t=to+T\. (2.27)
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Integrating on both sides of (2.27) from t, + T} to t produces

Vi+u| [|H(s) = H*(s)| + | P(s) = P*(s) | ]ds 02s)

SV(t0+T1)<+00, t>ty+ 1.

Then

Jt . [|H(s) —H*(s)| + | P(s) = P*(s)| |ds <y 'V (to+ T1) < +oo, t=>ty+ T,
o (2.29)

and hence, |[H(t) — H*(t)| + |P(t) — P*(¢)| € L'([ty + T}, +0)).

The boundedness of H*(t) and P*(t) and the ultimate boundedness of H(t) and P(t)
imply that H(¢), P(¢), H*(t), and P*(¢) all have a bounded derivative for t > ¢, + T.
Then, it follows that |H(t) — H*(t)| + |P(¢t) — P*(t)| is uniformly continuous on [t, +
T,+00). By Lemma 2.11, we have

Jim ([H(t) —H*(6)| + | P(t) - P*(1) ) = 0. (2.30)
The proof is complete. O

3. Periodic case

Throughout this section, we will assume that r;(t), a;(¢), i = 1,2, b;(t), are positive w-
period functions, that is, system (1.6) is w-period system and will study the existence and
stability of a positive periodic solution of (1.6).

LemMA 3.1 (Brouwer fixed point theorem). Let o be a continuous operator that maps a
closed, bounded, convex subset Q C R" into itself. Then Q contains at least one fixed point of
the operator o, that is, there exists an x* € Q such that o(x*) = x*.

THEOREM 3.2. Assume that (2.4) holds, then system (1.6) has at least one positive periodic
solution of period w, say (H(t),P(t)) which lies in Tk.

Proof. Define a shift operator, which is also known as a Poincaré mapping o : R — R? by
0((H0)PO)) = (H(w,t(),(H(),P())),P(a),t(),(Ho,P()))), (HOJPO) S IRZ) (31)

where (H(w, to, (Ho, Po)),P(w, ty, (Ho,Po))) denotes the solution of system (1.6) through
the point (o, (Ho,Po)). Theorem 2.4 tells us that [ is a positive invariant with respect to
system (1.6), and hence, the operator ¢ defined above maps I into itself, that is, o(T¢) C
I'c. Since the solution of system (1.6) is continuous with respect to the initial value, the
operator ¢ is continuous. It is easy to show that I'¢ is a bounded, closed, convex set in R2.
By Lemma 3.1, ¢ has at least one fixed point in I, that is, there exists an (H (¢), P(t)) € Tc
such that

(H(1),P(1)) = (H(w,to, (H,P)),P(w, to, (H,P))). (3.2)
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Therefore, there exists at least one positive periodic solution, say (H(t),P(t)), and the
invariance of T assures that (H(t),P(t)) € T¢. The proof is complete. O

Next, we will employ an alternative approach, that is, a continuation theorem in coin-
cidence degree theorem, to establish some different criteria for the same problem. To this
end, we need some preparation as follows.

Let X and Z be two Banach spaces. Consider an operator equation

Lx=ANx, Ae(0,1), (3.3)

where L: DomL N X — Z is a linear operator and A is a parameter. Let P and Q denote
two projectors such that

P:XNnDomL — KerlL, Q:Z — Z/ImL. (3.4)

In the sequel, we will use the following result of Gaines and Mawhin [7, page 40].

LemMA 3.3. Let X and Z be two Banach spaces and let L be a Fredholm mapping of index
zero. Assume that N : Q — Z is L-compact on Q with Q open bounded in X. Furthermore
assume that

(a) foreach A € (0,1), x € 00 N DomlL,

Lx # ANx; (3.5)
(b) for each x € 0y N KerL,

QNx # 0, deg{QNx, Q NnKerL,0} # 0. (3.6)

Then the equation Lx = Nx has at least one solution in Q N Dom L.

Recall that a linear mapping L: DomL N X — Z with KerL = L7!(0) and ImL =
L(DomL) will be called a Fredholm mapping if the following two conditions hold:
(i) KerL has a finite dimension;
(i) ImL is closed and has a finite codimension.
Recall also that the codimension of ImL is the dimension of Z/ImL, that is, the di-
mension of the cokernel coker L of L.
When L is a Fredholm mapping, its index is the integer Ind L = dimker L — codimImL.
We will say that a mapping N is L-compact on () if the mapping QN : Q — Z is contin-
uous, QN(Q) is bounded, and Ky(I-Q)N: Q — X is compact, that is, it is continuous
and K,(I - Q)N (Q) is relatively compact, where K, :ImL — DomL nKerP is a inverse
of the restriction L, of L to DomL N KerP, so that LK, = I and K,L =1 — P.
For convenience, we will introduce the notation

7= ljw u(t)dt, (3.7)
w Jo

where u is a periodic continuous function with period w.
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THEOREM 3.4. If the system of algebraic equations

_ a; -
n————=%»-bivi=0,
me +vj (3.8)
) ’
1’2—02— =0
V1

has a unique solution (vi,v¥)T € intR2 with v >0, i = 1,2, then system (1.6) has at least
one positive w-periodic solution.

Proof. Since

_ ! ai(s)
H(1) = H(0)exp { L [rl(s) - PO - bl(s)H(s)]ds}, "
t P *
P(t) = P(0) exp { L [rz () = as(s )H((S)) ]ds}
the solution of system (1.6) remains positive for ¢ > 0, we can let
H(t) = exp{xi(t)}, P(t) = exp {x2(1)}, (3.10)
and derive that
dxi(t) a(t)
g )= m2+exp 221 ()] P [x2()] = bi(t) exp [x1 ()],
(3.11)
dx,(t) _ (1) — ay (1) &P {x (1)}
dt : Mexp (D}
In order to use Lemma 2.1 to system (1.6), we take
X =Z={x(t) = (x1(t),x2(t N' e C(R,R?) : x(t+w) = x(t)} (3.12)
and denote
lxll = || (1 (0,22(0) || = max [x(8) | + max [x2(6)]. (3.13)
te[0,w] te(0,0]
Then X and Z are Banach spaces when they are endowed with the norms || - ||
Set
(0 - 20 exp ()] - bu(exp i (1)
N — ! m2 +exp [2x(t)] pLx ! e
*= r(t)_a(t)exp{xzt} ’
: 2 exp [x1(1)] (3.14)

1 (¢ 1 (¢
Lx =x, sz—f x(t)dt, xe€X, Qz=—J z(t)dt, zel.
w Jo w Jo

Evidently, KerL = {x | x € X, x = R}, ImL = {z | z € Z, [, z(t)dt = 0} is closed in Z and
dimKerL = codimImL = 2. Hence, L is a Fredholm mapping of index zero. Furthermore,
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the generalized inverse (to L) K, : ImL — Ker P N dom L has the form

Ky(2) = L 2)ds - - jow L 2(s)dsdt. (3.15)

Thus

ijo [rl(t) a al—(t)l(t)]exp {x2()} = by (t) exp {xl(t)}]dt

m?2 +exp [2x
QNx = )

1 Jw [rz(t) _ay(nSRiR®) } dt

w Jo exp {x1 (1)}

Ky(I-Q)N

r rt
J [rl (s) - al—(s)] exp {x2(s)} — bi(s) exp {x, (S)}]ds

0 m?2 +exp [2x1(s)

: exp {XZ(S)}
L [7’2(5) - “Z(S)W] “

7[ J [ [(s) — m2+ei;(fix O] exp {x2(s)} fbl(s)exp{xl(s)}]dsdt

1 (9! exp {x2(s)}
ol b [““) ~ ) o {xl(s)}]det

(i _ %) J’“’ [n(l‘) - al—(t)]exp {x2(t)} — by (t) exp {M(t)}]dt

m2 +exp [2x,(t)

L e exp {xa(t)}
D iz

(3.16)

Clearly, QN and K, (I — Q)N are continuous and, moreover, QN (Q), K »(I—-Q)N (Q) are
relatively compact for any open bounded set Q C X. Hence, N is L-compact on Q, here
Q) is any open bounded set in X.

Now we reach the position to search for an appropriate open bounded subset Q) for
the application of Lemma 2.1. Corresponding to equation Lx = ANx, A € (0,1), we have

a(t)

0 =A[n<f>— m2 +exp[2x1(6)]

exp {x2(t)} — b1 (t)exp {xl(t)}]’
(3.17)

x5 (1) = /\[rz(t) - az(t)w}

exp{xi(t)} |
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Suppose that x(t) = (x1,x;) € X is a solution of system (3.17) for a certain A € (0,1). By

integrating (3.17) over the interval [0, w], we obtain

@ a(t) _
J;) |:1’1(t) - mexp {X2(t)} - bl(t) exp {xl(t)}]dt =0,

¢ _ exp {x2(t)} _
Jo [rz(t) a(t) exp (01 (D) ]dt =0.

Hence

J, [y e a0} + b (Dexp b0} e = e

@ exp {x2(1)} .
,[0 [az(t)m] dt = Hw.

From (3.17), (3.19), and (3.20), we obtain

Jw |x,(0) |t < Jw [al—(t)exp [x2(8)} + by (£) exp {xl(t)}]dt
0 0 ]

m? + exp [2x) (t)

+Lw r1(8) | dt = 271,

@ @ exp {x2(1)} o
L | x5 ()| dt < JO [az(t)exp {xl(t)}]dt+r2w— 2rw.

Note that (x;(£),x2(£))T € X, then there exists &,7; € [0,w], i = 1,2 such that

xi(&§) = min x(t),  x(n;) = max x;(¢), i=12.
te[0,w] te(0,0]

By (3.19) and (3.22), we obtain

Flw = biwexp {x1 (&)}, xl(gl)ﬁln{%}’

() <x (&) + Jow I (£)dt < ln{g—l} 270,

1

In addition, from (3.22) and system (3.17), we obtain

) - ) SEPEL o

1
(&) - ﬂz(fz)m >0,

N ay(&) . ax(t)
x1(m) = 1n (&) _t$21{1n<rz(t))}’

(3.18)

(3.19)

(3.20)

(3.21)

(3.22)

(3.23)

(3.24)

(3.25)



H.-FE Huoand W.-T. Li 13

Then

x1(t) = x1 (1) — Jow |x1(t) | dt > tmin 4{ln (a2(t) )} - 27 w. (3.26)

€[0,00] (1)

It follows from (3.24) and (3.26) that

ln{z—l}+271w',
b,

min {1n (S5} - 200} =00,

max | x(¢)] Smax{
te[0,0]

(3.27)
In view of (3.20) and (3.22), we have
Fow < dywexp {x2(12) }, (3.28)
that is
XZ(7]2) = ln{i—z} (3.29)
a;
Then
(0 = % (n2) —J |x§(t)|dt<ln{;—2} 0. (3.30)
0 2
By virtue of (3.19), (3.24), and (3.22), we obtain that
_ ay
1w > m2+exp[2M1]wexp{x2(Ez)}, (3.31)
and so
= (2
%2 (&) sln{rl(m +eaxp [2M,]) } (3.32)
1
Then
w = 2 2M
() < x:(6) +I |x,(8) | dt < 1n{“(m +;XP[ 1) } +2F0. (3.33)
0 1
It follows from (3.30) and (3.33) that
- (2
max |x(t)] < max{ ‘ ln{i—z} -2, Fi(m +e_xp [20,]) + 27w ’ } = M,.
te[0,0] a ap
(3.34)

Clearly, M;, i = 1,2, are independent of . Under the assumption in Theorem 3.4, it is easy
to show that the system of algebraic equations
v

aj - _ -
———v, —biv; =0, To—a— =0 .
m2+v% p) 1 2 21/1 (3.35)

ry —
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has a unique solution (vi',v§)T € intR2 with v} >0, i = 1,2. Denote M = M; + M, + M3,
where M3 > 0 is taken sufficiently large such that

(o {vihin vy il = [In{vi} |+ [In{vI} < Ms, (3.36)
and define
Q= {x(t) e X: x|l < M}. (3.37)
It is clear that ) satisfies the condition (a) of Lemma 2.1. When
X = (xl,xz)T e 9Q nKerL = 0Q N R?, (3.38)
x is a constant vector in R2 with ||x|| = M. Then

ap -
ry — méXP{Xz} —blexp{xl}

— exp {x}
exp {x1}

QNx = #0. (3.39)

Furthermore, in view of assumption in Theorem 3.4, it can be easily seen that
deg {QNx, QO nKerL,0} # 0. (3.40)

By now we know that Q) verifies all the requirements of Lemma 3.3 and then system (3.11)
has at least one w-periodic solution. By the medium of (3.10), we derive that system (1.6)
has at least one positive w-periodic solution. The proof is complete. O

4. Almost periodic case

The assumption of almost periodicity of system (1.6) is a way of incorporating the time
dependent variability of the environment, especially when the various components of
the environment are periodic with not necessary commensurate period. Mathematically,
system (1.6) will denote a generation of an autonomous and periodic system. Therefore,
throughout this section, in addition to the assumptions in Section 2, we further assume
that r;(t), a;(t), i = 1,2, by (t) are almost periodic. Thus, all the theorems in Section 2
remain valid.
Let

H(t)=exp (H(t),  P(t)=exp(P(1)), (4.1)

then system (1.6) becomes

dH(t)
dt

_ a1 (1)
m2 +exp2(H(t))

dP() _ o) oy SR LW

dt exp {H(H}

=r(t) exp (P(1)) — bi(t) exp (H(1)),

(4.2)



H.-FE Huoand W.-T. Li 15

By Theorem 2.8, it is not difficult to prove the following theorem.
THEOREM 4.1. Assume that (2.4) holds, then the set T'¢ defined by

I* ={(H(t),P(t) € R? | In(mS) <H <In(M¢), In(mS) <P <In(M$)} (4.3)

is positively invariant and ultimately bounded region of system (4.2), where My, m§, i = 1,2,
are defined in (2.6).

In order to prove the main result of this section, we will first introduce a useful lemma.
Consider the ordinary differential equation

X' = f(t,x), f(tx) € C(RxD,R"), (4.4)

where D is an open set in R”, f(t,x) is almost periodic in ¢ uniformly with respect to
xe€D.

To discuss the existence of an almost periodic solution of (4.4), we consider the prod-
uct system of (4.4)

x' = f(t,x),

V= Flty). (4.5)

LEmMa 4.2 [28, Theorem 19.1]. Suppose that there exists a Lyapunov function V(t,x,y)
defined on [0,+00) X D X D which satisfies the following conditions:
(1) a(llx = yll) = V(t,x, ) < B(llx — yll), where a(y) and B(y) are continuous, increas-
ing and positive definite;

(ii) [V (t,x1,31) — V(t,x2, ¥2)| < K{llx1 — 22l + [ y1 — y2 |}, where K > 0 is a constant;

(iii) V(’4,3)(t,x,y) < —uV(lx— y|), where u >0 is a constant.

Moreover, suppose that system (4.4) has a solution that remains in a compact set S C D
for all t = ty = 0. Then system (4.4) has an unique almost periodic solution in S, which is
uniformly asymptotically stable in D.

THEOREM 4.3. Assume that (2.4) holds, and

B+ M,
(m2+(M5)?)" (i)
1 (4.6)
— —at(f) - >0,
P (m2+ (me)z)

where My, m$, i = 1,2, are defined in (2.6). Then system (1.6) has an unique positive al-
most periodic solution, which is globally asymptotically stable, especially uniformly globally
asymptotically stable in Tk,
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Consider the product system of (4.2)

MO - e iy PO~ b ep (),
. e (@)
T = e e (B0) ~ b0 exp (1),
i 2
Now we define a Lyapunov function on [0, +c0) x T x T* as follows:
V(t,H, Py, ), P) = |Hi(t) - Ho(t) | + | Py(t) - B(1) . (4.8)

Then, condition (i) in Lemma 4.2 is satisfied for a(y) = f(y) = y for y = 0. In addition,

\V (1, ), B, B, B) — V (8, H, By, i By) |
= | (1B (t) - Ba(t) | + | Po(t) = Ba(0)|) = (| Ha(t) = Ha(8) | + | Po(t) = Pa(t) ) |
< [Hi(t) = Hs(8) | + | Pr(1) = Ps(0) | + | Eo (1) = Hy(0) | + [ Po(t) = Pu(t) |
< || (B (8), P (1)) = (Hs(6), Ps(0)[| + [ (Ha (1), o (1)) = (Ha(8), Pa(D)) ],

(4.9)

which shows that the condition (ii) of Lemma 4.2 is also satisfied.
Let (H;(t),P;i(t)), i = 1,2, be any two solutions of (4.2) defined on [0,+0c0) X '} X T'*.
Calculating the right derivative D"V (¢) of V (¢) along the solutions of (4.2), we have

D*V(t) = sgn (Fi(1) ~ K (1)) ( - +ej;(gﬁ oy (Pi(1) — exp (ﬁzm))
1

— by (t) (exp (Hi (1)) — exp (Ha(1))))

+sgn (Py (1) - Py(t)) ( - az(f>( :2,) ((11;;1((?))) - Zﬁ ((11—:122((?)))»
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<_<b,+ exp (Py(1)) (exp (i (1)) +exp (a(1)))  P(t)
T\ (m2rexp QHL (1)) (m2 +exp (2HL (1)) H(OH*(t)
B exp (P (1)) ) ~ B ~
o (ﬁl(t))exp (ﬁz(t)) x | exp (Hy(t)) —exp (Ha(t)) |
u_ 1 D _ D
- (exp () (m2+exp<zﬁ1<t>))> * lexp (Pi(8) ~exp (R2(0)]
s—(bé+ 2 _ Mgz)|exp<ﬁ1<t))—exp(ﬁz(t>>|
(m2+(M5)?)" (i)
- ! B B
- E_al_m | exp (P1(t)) —exp (Py(1)) |. (4.10)

Note that

exp (Hi (1)) — exp (Hx (1)) = exp (£(t)) (Hi(t) - Hx(1)),

N N N N (4.11)
exp (P1 (1)) —exp (Pa2(1)) = exp (n(1)) (P1(¢) — P2(1)),

where &(t) lies between H (t) and I%(t) while #(t) lies between ﬁl(t) and 132(1‘). Then we
have

D+V(t)s—<b1(t)— A{§2>mﬁlﬁl1(t)—ﬁz(t)|
(mf)
L)) ms | B - By |

_<Mf_al())m2 1(t) = Py(t) (4.12)

< —u(|H\(t) - Hy(t)| + |Pi(t) - P,(1)])

= —ul|(H\(£), P, (1)) — (Ha(2), P> (1)) ],

where

@ =min+ b+ 2rm i _M L—aﬁ‘—; >0
2 e2 |2 € € .
(e ua) o G )

(4.13)

Hence, the condition (iii) of Lemma 4.2 is verified as well. Therefore, by Theorem 4.1 and
Lemma 4.2, it follows that system (4.2) has a unique almost periodic solution in '}, say
(H*(t),P*(t)), which is uniformly asymptotically stable in I'¥. Hence, system (4.2) has a



18 A semiratio-dependent predator-prey system

unique positive almost periodic solution (H*(¢),P*(t)) in '}, which is uniformly asymp-
totically stable in I'¥. By Theorem 2.12, we have that (H*(¢),P*(¢)) is globally asymptot-
ically stable. The proof is complete. |
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