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Abstract

In this paper, we establish a predator-prey model with impulsive diffusion and
releasing on predator population. This predator-prey model for two regions, which
are connected by diffusion of predator population, portrays the evolvement of
population. We prove that all solutions of the investigated system are uniformly
ultimately bounded. We also prove that there exists globally asymptotically stable
prey-extinction boundary periodic solution. The condition for permanence is
obtained. Simulations are also employed to verify our results. It is discovered that the
increasing diffusive rate of predator population will count against the pest
management. We conclude that the impulsive diffusion and releasing predator
provide reliable tactic basis for pest management.

Keywords: predator-prey model; impulsive diffusion; impulsive releasing; extinction;
permanence

1 Introduction

The warfare between human and pests has sustained for thousands of years. In the past few
decades, man have adopted some advanced and modern weapons for instance chemical
pesticides, biological pesticides, remote sensing and measure, computers, atomic energy,
et cetera. Some brilliant achievements have been obtained. However, the warfare will never
be over. Although a great number of pesticides were used to control pests, the insect pests
impairing crops are increasing for the resistance to pesticides. With pesticides employed,
the residual pests breed a large number of pests with resistance to pesticides. So the pes-
ticide is invalid in some sense. Moreover, insect pests will continue. On the other hand,
the chemical pesticides kill not only pests but also their natural enemies. Therefore, insect
pests are rampant again. Then the effect of chemical control was challenged. Furthermore,
the practice proves that long-term adopting chemical control may give rise to disastrous
results, for example, environmental contamination and toxicosis of the man and animals
and so on.

The use of natural enemy to suppress pests is one of the most important approaches
in pest control. Biological control [1-8] is one of the reduction in pest populations from
the actions of other living organisms, often called natural enemies or beneficial species.
It is the purposeful introduction and establishment of one or more natural enemies from
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region of origin of an exotic pest, specifically for the purpose of suppressing the abundance
of the pest in a new target region to a level at which it no longer causes economic damage.
Jiao et al. [9] analyzed the dynamics of a stage-structured Holling mass defence predator-
prey model with impulsive perturbations on predators

% (8) = rxa(t) —re™M 2 (8 - ) — won (8),
%xg(t) dyxr(t) —daxy (), § ¢ A,
x,(t) = kB (t) R ea(8) — dxs(2),

x5 (8) =re "oy (t — 1) —

L+axy+bxy
Ax(t) =0, (1)
Ax,(t) =0, t=nt,n=12,...,
Axf’)(t) =W,

((pl(g): <P2(C), (03(()) € C+ = C([_Th 0]:Ri)) 901(0) >0,i=1,2,3,

where x;(¢) and x,(¢) represent the immature and mature pest densities, respectively, and
x3(£) denotes the density of nature enemy. The biological meanings of parameters can be
seen in reference [9].

The dispersal is a ubiquitous phenomenon in the natural world. It is important for us
to understand the ecological and evolutionary dynamics of populations mirrored by the
large number of mathematical models devoted to it in the scientific literature [10-13].
In recent years, the analysis of these models focus on the coexistence of population and
local (or global) stability of equilibria [14—20]. Spatial factors play a fundamental role in
the persistence and stability of the population, although the complete results have not yet
been obtained even in the simplest one-species case. Whereas the population dynamics
with the effects of spatial heterogeneity is modeled by a diffusion process, most previous
papers focused on the population dynamical system modeled by the ordinary differential
equations. But in practice, it is often the case that diffusion occurs in regular pulse. For
example, when winter comes, birds migrate between patches in search for a better envi-
ronment,whereas they do not diffuse in other seasons, and the excursion of foliage seeds
occurs at fixed period of time every year. Thus, impulsive diffusion provides a more natural
description. Lately theories of impulsive differential equations [21] have been introduced
into population dynamics. Jiao et al. [22] propose to investigate the dynamical behaviors
of a stage-structured predator-prey model with prey impulsively diffusing between two
patches

dﬁdlt(t) = x1(t)(a1 — bixi (),

% = %2(t) (@2 — by (1)) — axp (s (8),

dy t #nt,
i = kaxa (£)ya(t) — kae™ M xy(t — 11)ya (t — 1) — wyi (2),

dL = kae™ (¢ — 11)ya(t — 71) — dya(2), @)

Ax1(t) = d1(x2(2) — x1(2)),

Axy(t) = da(x1(2) — x2(2)),

Ay (t)=0

Ay (t) =0,

t=nt,n=12,...,

where we suppose that the system is composed of two patches connected by diffusion
and occupied by a single species x; (i = 1,2) is the density of species in the ith patch, and
y1(£) and y,(¢) represent the densities of the immature individual predator and mature
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individual predator at time ¢ in the second patch. The biological meanings of parameters
can be seen in reference [22].

Theories of impulsive differential equations have been introduced into population dy-
namics lately [23-28]. Impulsive equations are found in almost every domain of applied
science and have been studied in many investigations [28—-33]; they generally describe
phenomena that are subject to steep or instantaneous changes. The theories of population
dynamical systems and their applications have achieved many good results. In this paper,
we investigate a predator-prey model with impulsive diffusion and releasing on predator
population. We expect to obtain some dynamical properties of the investigated system.
We also expect that the impulsive diffusion and releasing predator will provide reliable
tactic basis for pest management.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In the next section, we introduce the model
and background concepts. In Section 3, some important lemmas are presented. We give
the globally asymptotically stable conditions of the prey-extinction boundary periodic so-
lution of system (3) and the permanent condition of system (3) in Section 4. Simulation

analysis and brief discussion are given in the last section to conclude this work.

2 The model
In this paper, we establish a predator-prey model with impulsive diffusion and releasing

on predator population:

“HY = 0@ ~ b (@) - PR,
an@® _ kipim@&n@) Ay (t)

at = or+x(o) 11\,

tZmn+Dt,t#(n+1r,

“30 = xat) @ — bas (1) ~ PZEIRE,
dya(t) _ kaPaxa(t)y2(t)

B0 2l _ ()
Ax(t) =0,
An(t) = D(ya(t) — 0 (2)), T 3)
Axy(t) =0, ’ v
Aya(£) = D (2) - y2(2)),
Axl (t) = 0;
Ayi(t) = wa,

N0 = i t=(m+1)t,nez,,
sz (t) = 0)
Ayy(t) = pa,

where we suppose that the system is composed of two patches connected by diffusion.
These two patches are separated by rivers or highways or railways. The predator popu-
lation can traverse the rivers or highways or railways, whereas the prey population not.
In this system, x;(¢) and y;(¢) represent the numbers of prey and predator populations in
patch i (i =1,2) at time ¢, a; > 0 represents the intrinsic growth rate of the prey population
in patch i (i =1,2), and b; > O represents the coefficient of the intraspecific competition
of the prey population in patch i (i = 1,2). The predator consumes the prey according to
Holling type-II functional response

Bixi(t)

o; +x;(¢) (i=12)
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with the half-saturation constant o; in patch i (i = 1,2) at time ¢. k; (i = 1,2) is the rate of
conversion of nutrients into the reproduction of the predator in patch i (i = 1,2),d; (i = 1,2)
represents the death in patch i (i = 1,2). The pulse diffusion occurs every t period (7 is a
positive constant), the system evolves from its initial state without being further affected
by diffusion until the next pulse appears; Ay, ((n + )t) = y;((n + [)t*) — y;((n + [)7), where
9i((n+1)t*) represents the density of population in the ith patch immediately after the nth
diffusion pulse at time ¢ = (n + [)t, whereas y;((n + [)T) represents the density of population
in the ith patch before the nth diffusion pulse at time ¢t = (n+[)t,0<[<1,ne Z,,0<D<1
represents the diffusive rate between the patches, Ay;((n+1)t) = y;(n+1)t*) —y;((n+1)7),
and u; (i = 1,2) represents the releasing amount of predator population at ¢ = (n + 1)7,
ne€Z, inpatchi(i=1,2).

3 The lemmas
The solution of (3), denoted by X(¢) = (x1(£), y1(2), %2(£), y2(£))7, is a piecewise continuous
function X : R, — R*, X(¢) is continuous on (nt,(n + [)r] and ((n + l)r,(n + 7], n € Z,,
and X(nt*) = lim;_, ,,.+ X(£), X((n + I)t*) = lim—, (44)-+ X (¢) exist. Obviously, the global ex-
istence and uniqueness of solutions of (3) is guaranteed by the smoothness properties of
f, the mapping defined by the right side of system (3) [21].
Let V:R, x Rﬁf — R,. Then V is said to belong to class V) if
(i) V is continuous in (nt, (1 + [)t] x R* and ((n + ))t,(n +1)7] x R* for all z € R?,
ne€Z,,and V(nt*,z) = limgy)— (nr+ 2 V(£,y) and
V((n+Dt*,2) = lim ) (ueiyety) V(T y) exist;
(i) V islocally Lipschitzian in z.

Definition 3.1 If V € Vj, then, for (¢,2) € (nt,(n + )t] x R* and ((n + )7, (n + 1)7] x R%,
the upper right derivative of V (¢, z) with respect to the impulsive differential system (3) is
defined as

D*V(t,z) =limsup % [V(t +h,z+ hf (¢, z)) - V(t, z)].
h—0

Since d’;’ft) = 0 when x;(¢) = 0, dyﬂ;’i‘) = 0 when y;(¢) = 0, and Ay;(¢£) = u; > 0 when ¢ =

(n + 1)7, we easily obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2 Suppose that X(t) is a solution of (3) with X(0*) > 0. Then X(¢) > 0 for t > 0,
and further X(t) > 0 (¢ > 0) for X(0*) > 0.

Lemma 3.3 [21] Let the function m € PC'[R*, R] satisfy the inequalities

m' (t) < pB)m(t) + q(t), t>to,t#tk=12,...,
m(tf) < dim(ty) + by, t=1ty,

where p,q € C[R*,R], and dy > 0 and by are constants. Then

m(t) < m(to) l_[ dkeXp<f p(s)ds) + Z (l_[ d,»exp(/ p(s)ds))bk
to tr

to<tp<t Lo<tg<t “tg<tj<t

+ft 1_[ dkexp(/tp(a)da>q(s)ds, t>tp.

0 sctr<t
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Now, we show that all solutions of (3) are uniformly ultimately bounded.

Lemma 3.4 There exists a constant M > 0 such that x;(t) < M, y;(t) <M (i = 1,2) for each
solution (x1(2), y1(t), x2(2), y2(¢)) of (3) with all t large enough.

Proof Define
V() = kix1 (2) + y1(8) + kaxa (£) + y2(2),
and A = min;_15{d;}. When ¢ # nt, t # (n + [)T, we have

D'V (t) + AV (2)
= kix1 (8)[ (@1 + 1) — by ()] = (di — M)y (2)
+ koxo () [ (@2 + 1) = baxa (8) ] = (do — M)ya ()
< kix1(8)[ (@ + &) — brxi ()] + koxo () (@2 + A) — baxo(£)]

a+ M\ k(ag +2)?
:—k1b1<x1(t)— 12b > + l(é;b )
1 1

ar + 2\ 2 ky(ay + 2)?
_kzbz(xz(t)— ;bz ) + 2(:1;2 )

2 2
< kl(al + )\.) + kz(tlz + )\,) A
- 4dbh 4b,

<.
When ¢t = nt, we have

V(m:*) = kix; (nr*) +n (l’l‘L’+) + koxo (nr*) +9 (nr*)
= kix1(nT) + 1 (nT) + py + koo (nT) + y2(nT) + o
= kixi(nt) +y1(nr) + koxo(nt) +J’2(”T) + U1+ U2

= V(nt) + (11 + pa).
When ¢ = (n + [)t, we have

V((n+Dt*) =k (n+ D) + 31 (01 + DT) + koo (14 DT*) + 32 (1 + D7)
= k(1 + D7) + (1= DYy (1 + D7) + Dya((n + DT) + koo (1 + D7)
+ Dy, ((n+1)7) + (1= DYy (2 + D7)
= kix ((n+ D7) + 31 ((n + D7) + koo ((m + DT) + 32 (1 + D))
=V((n+Dr).

By Lemma 3.3, for ¢ € (nt, (n + 1)7], we have

—A(t-1) AT

e, ¢ - e e
V() < V(0H)e ™™ + Z(1—e™) + (g + o) ——— + (g +
) < v(0") k( ) + (12 Mz)l—e“ (1 M)e“—l
C e)L‘L'
= =+ (1 + i) as £ — o0.
A et -1
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So V(¢) is uniformly ultimately bounded. Hence, by the definition of V() we have that
there exists a constant M > 0 such that x;(¢) < M, y;(£) < M (i = 1,2) for ¢ large enough.
The proof is complete. d

If x;(¢) = 0 (i = 1,2), then we have the subsystem of (3)

% =—dyi (1),
dyjt(t) = —days(t),
Ayi(t) = D(ya(2) - 0 (1)),
Aya(t) = D (t) - y2(2)),
An(t) = -,
Aya(t) = —pa,

} tZm+Dt,t#(mn+ 1)1,

t=m+r, (5)

} t=(n+1)t,n=1,2,....

We easily obtain the analytic solution of (5) between pulses as follows:

y(nt*)e-hErm) te(nt,(n+ 1],
n(t) =
y((n+ DT*)e =000t e (n+ DT, (n+ 1)),
- ya(nt*)e 2t te (nt,(n+ D7l
N o + D) R e (n+ DT, (1 + 1))

(6)
¥2(t

Considering the third and fourth equations of (5), we have

{ y((n +D)7+) = (1 - D)e ¥y (nr*) + D2l yy(nt), -

yo((m+Dt*) = De‘dllryl(nt*) +(1 —D)e‘thyz(nt*).

Considering the fifth and sixth equations of (5), we also have

y((n+D)7%) = y1((n + DT *)e 10T 4 g,
ya((m+ 1)) = yao((m + Drt)e 20T 4 .

Substituting (7) into (8), we have the stroboscopic map of (5)

iyl((n +1)t%) = (1 - D)e 1Ty (nt*) + De [ A-D+dlT g, (1) 4 puy, ©)

yo((n + 1)) = De 1+ a0=D1r g, (n7+) 1 (1 — D)e 2Ty () + o.

System (9) has one fixed point

_ _MaB1+ui(1-By)
= (1—j1)1(1—1§2)—1‘\2231 >0, (10)
* _ _Ap+un(1-A4y) 0
Y2 = TAD(-Br) 4B 7

where

Ay =(1-D)e ™ <1,
B, = De 11 0-Dvdalle
Ay = Delbd0-Dlr 1

By =(1-D)e ™" <1.
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Lemma 3.5 The fixed point (y5,y5) of (9) is globally asymptotically stable.

Proof For convenience, we denote (y/,%5) = (y1(nt*), y2(nt*)). The linear form of (9) can
be written as

n+1 n
na)=m () ()
2 2
Obviously, the near dynamics of (y§,y5) is determined by linear system (11). The stability
of (y7,55) is determined by the eigenvalue of M less than 1. If M satisfies the Jury criteria
[34], then we know that the eigenvalue of M is less than 1,

1—trM +detM > 0. 12)

We easily see that (y§,y5) is a unique fixed point of (9) and

A, B
M= ). (13)
A2 BQ
Since
1-trM +detM

=1 (A1 + By) + (A1By — A»By)

=(1-A;)(1-By)-AB;

=[1-(1-D)e™] x [1 - (1 - D)e 7] - D2e o)
=[(1-e7) + De ™ |[(1 - e ®7) + De™7] — D?e ()t
(1= ) x (1) 4 D (1 47) 4 D (1 ¢
>0,

by the Jury criteria, (y§,y3) is locally stable, and then, it is globally asymptotically stable.
This completes the proof. d

Lemma 3.6 The periodic solution (yflz;), y;(;)) of system (5) is globally asymptotically sta-

ble, where
- yremlt=n), t e (nt,n+ 1],
=N yreeaic-0m00) ¢ ¢ (4 Dy, (n+ 7], »
~ yie-dt-nm), te(nt,n+rtl,
y2(0) =175, —d (t-(n+1)7)
y3¥e , te((m+Dt,(n+1)1],
where y§ and y; are determined as in (10), and yi* and y5* are defined as
yik* — (1 —D)e_dllryf +De_d2hy§, (15)
Y3 = De‘d‘”yf +(1- D)e‘dzltyj.
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4 The dynamics
Theorem 4.1 If

1
D<— 16
<5 (16)
and
Ty — —d;lt k(] — —d;(1-D)t
max{ait—'glb/‘( ) +yrl-e )]} <0 (i=1,2), (17)
i=1,2 O’idi

then the prey-extinction boundary periodic solution (0, y?(?),O, y;(/t)) of (3) is globally
asymptotically stable, where y} (i = 1,2) and y;* (i = 1,2) are defined by (10) and (15).

Proof First, we prove the local stability of the prey-extinction boundary periodic solu-
tion (0, y1(2), 0,2(¢)) of (3). Defining x;(£) = x1(2), y11(£) = y1(£) = 1(2), x2(2) = x2(2), y12(8) =

—~

¥2(£) — y2(£), we have the following linearly similar system for (3), which has one periodic
solution (0, y?(?), 0, y;\(z)):

dx1(t) _ ﬂl}’;\(t)
a “a-Tq 0 0 O (x0
d: kipin(@©
' _ o ~d 0 0 1]m®
dx;t(t) 0 0 ay — ﬁzi—z(t) 0 xz(t)
dy1a(t) i t
it 0 0 kzﬂ;ilz(t) _d2 12( )
It is easy to obtain the fundamental matrix
t A1)
exp [, (a1 - %)ds] 0 0 0
o) exp [fot klﬂl—{l(s) ds] exp(—dt) 0 0
t) = —~
0 0 exp [f(f(az - ’Szg—i(s))ds] 0
0 0 exp [ fot ’Qﬁfy—zz(s) ds] exp(—dyt)

The linearization of the fifth, sixth, seventh, and eighth equations of (3) is

x1((m+Dtt) 1 0 0 0 x1((n+D1)
yu(r+h)*)| |0 1-D 0 D yn((m+ D7)
x((m+ DTt 0 0 1 0 x((m+ D7)
((n+D)T*) 0 D 0 1-D ((n+1)7)

The linearization of the ninth, tenth, eleventh, and twelfth equations of (3) is

x1((n+1)T*)
yu((m+1)t¥)
x((m+1)Tt)

p((n+1)t%)

0 x1((m+1)71)
01| yu(m+1)7)
0 x((n+1)7)
1 12((n +1)1)

S © O
S O = O
S = O O
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The stability of the periodic solution (0, y?(?), 0, y;\(z)) is determined by the eigenvalues of

1 0 0 0 1 0 0 O
1-D D 1
M- 0 0 0 0 0 o(0),
D 0 1 0 0 01 0
0 D 0 1-D 0 0 0 1
which are

A1 =exp |:/T (m - /31111(5)) ds],
0

N ’ (1-D)(K; + K3) + /(1 - D2(K; + K3)* — 4(1 — 2D)K, K
2 =
2

< ‘ (1 —D)(Kl + 1(3) + v/ (1 + D)Z(Kl + 1(3)2

2

<l

A3 = exp [/t(az_ 'Bzi_z(s)> ds],
0

and

1-D)(K; +K3) — \/(1 - D)2(Ky + K3)? — 4(1 - 2D)K1 K3

)\, =
* 2

(1 - D)(K; + K3) — /(1 - D)2(K; — K3)?
2
(1 —D)(Kl + 1(3) - (1 — D)|I<1 — [<3|
2
< (1 -D)max{Kj, K3} <1,

IA

where Kj = e™7 <1, K3 = e®" <1, and condition (16) holds. According to conditions (16),
(17), and the Floquet theory [21], if

exp |;/0f (a,» — /30(/;"(5)> ds] <1 (i=12),

then

)»1 <1
and
)\.3 < 1,

and thus the prey-extinction boundary periodic solution (0, yRZ‘), 0, y;zz)) of (3) is locally
stable.
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In the following, we will prove the global attraction. By condition (17) we can choose
& > 0 such that

pi:exp[/(:(ai ﬁl(yla )dsi|<1 (i=1,2).

From the second and fourth equations of (3) we notice that dy’ > —d;y;i(t) (i =1,2). Then,
we consider following impulsive comparative differential equatlon.

dm = —diyx(t),

dyfft = —dyy(t),

Ay (t) = D(yaa(t) — yu(2)),
Ay (t) = D(ya(t) — y2(t)),
Ay () = w1,
Ayxn(t) = o,

} tZ(m+0t,t#mn+ 1)1,

} t=(m+0Dr, (18)

t=m+1r.

From Lemma 3.6 and the comparison theorem of impulsive equation (see Theorem 3.1.1

in [21]) we have y,(£) > y21(£), y2() > y22(t), and ya (&) = y1(£), y22(t) — y2(2) as t — oo.
Then
n(®) 2 yu(t) 2 00 -, )
Yo(t) = y22(t) = y2(t) — €

for ¢ large enough. For convenience, we may assume that (19) holds for all £ > 0. From (3)
and (19) we get

A <|a- P00 -1, 20)

dt o;

So xi((n + 1)7) < x;(nr ) expl [ (a; - Wt =) ds] (i = 1,2). Hence, x;(n7) < x,(0*)p

(i=1,2) and x;(nt) — 0 (i =1,2) as 1 — o0; therefore, x(t)—0(i=1,2)as t — oo.
Next, we will prove that y;(t) — y?(f) (i=1,2)ast — oo.For & > 0, there must exist g > 0

such that 0 < x;(¢) < & (i = 1,2) for all £ > . Without loss of generality, we may assume

that 0 < x;(¢) < &1 for all £ > 0. For system (3), we have

—diyi(t) <

i kiBi
ill) —(d,»— Wpier )yim (i-1,2) (1)
dt o+ &1
and then we have yy1(£) < 1(£) < y1(£), y22(£) < y2(t) < y3(2), and y (£) — @), ya(t) -
}/z(t) ya1(t) = J’31( ) ¥32(t) — J/sz(t) as t — 0o, where (y21(¢), ¥22(2)) and (y31(£), y32(2)) are
the solutions of (18) and

dJ’31 ki Bier
—(d1 - o1rel )y (t),
dyzzt 0 _ —(dy - /;22/33;1)3132“) } t#m+Dr,t#(m+1)7,
Ays1(t) = D(ysa(t) — ya1(£)), [=(n+ D (22)
Aysy(t) = D(ya1(t) — y32(2)), ’
Ayz(t) = 1, f=(n+ D),
Ayz(t) = pa,
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respectively,
_kipie
oI L U CACRT !
= (dl—klﬂjslxt—(mm)
yire o1+l , te((n+Dr,(m+ 1],
(da-22221 ) 1nr) @3
m e o2tel te(nt,(n+r],
32(2) =

_kapoer
yise (=G ety (n+Dz,(n+ 1)1,

where y3, and y%, are determined as

® _ _ oB3i+pi(1-B3o) 0

Y81 = (=43 (1-B32)-ABar ’ (24)
= Mdnrinl-Az)

Y32 = WA31)(1-B32)-A3:Bn ’

and y3 and y3; are defined as

k2f‘2‘1

y3=(1- D) - “1”1 y1+De oy ! y§2’

kiprey - (25)
yis = De ) yx + (1-D)e " et ar
where
Az =(1-D)e " kb 1,
By, = De - DD+ ZE Iy

(g, _kiBier kaBoer
Asy = De [(d1 e o+ (da— oy tE] )(1-D)]« <1,

kaBoey )

B3 =(1 —D)e P "

<L
For any &, > 0, there exists #;,¢ > f;, such that
)21\(;)—82 <y1(t)<y/3;(/t)+82
and
)//2_2\(/t)—82 <y2(t)<y/3_2\/(t)+82.
Letting &1 — 0, we have
71(0) — 2 <51(6) < 71(0) + &
and
72(8) — &2 <92(t) < 92(2) + £

for ¢ large enough, which implies y; (t) — yRZ) and y,(¢) — y;G) as t — oo. This completes
the proof. O

The next work is to investigate the permanence of system (3).
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Definition 4.2 System (3) is said to be permanent if there are constants m, M > 0 (inde-
pendent of initial value) and a finite time T, such that for all solutions (x;(£), y1(¢), x2(£),
¥2(¢)) with any initial values x;(0*) > 0, y1(0%) > 0, x2(0*) > 0, ¥2(0*) > 0, we have m <
x1(8) <M, m<y(t) <M, m <x(t) <M, m < yy(t) <M for all ¢t > T,. Here Ty may
depend on the initial values (x1(0%),y1(0%),x2(0%), y2(0%)).

Theorem 4.3 If

min
i=1,2

; >}< —d It k(] — d;(1-))t
{air—ﬂ[y’ )+ 777 )]}>0 (i=1,2), (26)
o,d;
then system (3) is permanent, where y¥ (i = 1,2) and y;* (i = 1,2) are defined by (10) and
(15), respectively.

Proof Suppose (x1(t), y1(£), x2(2), y2(£)) is a solution of (3) with x1(0) > 0, 1(0) > 0,x,(0) > 0,
92(0) > 0. By Lemma 3.4 there exists a constant M > 0 such that x;(t) < M, y:1(t) < M,
x2(8) < M, y,(¢) < M for ¢ large enough. From (3) and Theorem 4.1 we have y;(t) >
y’i‘(;) —ey > y;ﬂe—dilr n y**e’ (-1t

find m3 > 0 and €3 such that x;(¢) > mj3 for t large enough. Otherwise, we can select m14 > 0

2 m; (i = 1,2) for &, small enough. So we only need to

‘711

small enough satisfying m, < o - (d; < k;B;) and prove that x;(¢) < m4 cannot hold for

t > 0. Suppose the contrary. By Condltlon (26), choosing €3 small enough, we can ob-

tain
Kb, KiBim
S —at — Bilya(1 - e wiem) )+}’i*(1 e e, u-he ) _Bies 50
i =4 Ui(di kﬁ,m4) o;
Oj+my
with y}; (i =1,2) and ;7 (i = 1,2) are defined by (30) and (31). Then,
ay (6 <—(d k1ﬂ1m4) ®), }
dt 17 Givmg V1
tZ(m+Dt,t#n+1)1,
d ko Bam.
20 < _(dy - a2ty ),
()= DOt 1) s e o)
Aya(£) = D (2) - y2(2)),
Ay (t ,
(t) = w1 t=(n+ D).
Ayz(t) = U2,

By Lemma 3.6 we have y1(t) < yai(£), y2(t) < ya2(t) and ya1(£) — ya1(2), ya2(t) — ya2(t),
t — 0o, where (y41(£), y42(2)) is the solution of

dya () ki Bimy
i =—(di - 01+m4)y 1(0),
dyjz —(dy— gizmm: Yyas(®), } t#n+Dr,t#m+1)r,
Ay41(t) = D(ya2(t) — ya1(£)), - (28)
Ayyo(t) = D(ya1(£) — yaa(£)), ’
Ay (t) = pa, t=(n+ 1D,

Ay (t) = [ho,
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with

RO A L) L
yVie a1 +g , te(nt,(n+0t],
_kpymy
yike Dm0 e (1 )z, (4 D)1,
L L ) @9
Vil o241y , te(nt,(n+0t],

koBomy o,
ygze e 00 e (n 4 Dy, (n+ 1)),

)(t-nt)

ya(t) =

Yar(t) =

where y}; and yj, are determined as

* _ _ MoBa+pi1(1-Bap) 0

Va1 = CA)(0-Ba)-Aa2Bar ’ (30)
ko __mAwntin(-An)

Va2 = 044 (1-Baz)~AarBar ’

and ¥}, yas are defined as

kyBimyg ko Bomy
(d 4y (d )
yar = (A =D)e " nim rJ’*l‘*De 27 gy rJ’er

ki Bymy 282
(d; 4t (d: 711'
Vs =De ot Tyt 4 (1-D)e” T 2t Ty,

(31

where

ki B1my
Ag = (1= D)e o )T 1,

k1 B1my Y(1-D)+(d> 7](2,52’”4 Y]t

B41 - D67 [(d1— a1 +my, 09+, 1’

(4. _ kiB1ma ko Boma
Agy = De =5 Vi (da— 55, )1=DlT <1,

ko pomy
(da— 09 +my, )T

By =(1-D)e <1

Therefore, there exist 77 > 0 and &3 > 0 such that
y1(8) < yar(t) < yar(0) + 3

and

Y2(t) < yao(t) < yao(2) + €3.

Then,

dL(t)z[ai M]xi(t) (i=12) 32
dt i

for t > T;. Let N; € N and Nyt > Tj. Integrating (32) on (nt,(n + 1)7), n > Nj, we
have

(n+1)t (oA
xi((n+1)7) = xi(n7”) exp(/ | [ﬂi - M] dt)

T o}

= xi(nr)ed  (i=1,2).
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Then, x;(N7 + k)7) > x;(N;7%)eX% — 00 as k — oo, which is a contradiction to the bound-
edness of x;(¢) (i = 1,2). Hence, there exists #; > 0 such that x;(¢) > m3 (i = 1,2). This com-
pletes the proof. O

5 Simulation analysis and discussion

In this paper, we establish a predator-prey model with impulsive diffusion and releasing
on predator population. This predator-prey model for two regions, which are connected
by diffusion of predator population, portrays the evolvement of population. We prove that

all solutions of the investigated system are uniformly ultimately bounded. By Theorem 4.1,

if D< % and
Ty = e—d,vlr + v (1 = e—d,v(l—l)t
max{ait—ﬂlb/‘( ) +yi( )]} <0 (i=12),
i=1,2 oid;

then the prey-extinction boundary periodic solution ((fy\l'(?), 0, y;(/t)) of system (3) is glob-
ally asymptotically stable. By Theorem 4.3, if

Ty (1 - —djit (] _ e=dil-Dt
min{air—ﬁ[y’( e yir-e )]}>0 (i=1,2),
i=1,2 O’idi
then system (3) is permanent.
(a) (b)
: 1l M Ll W | WH
- ’ IR
o _ vzl m uHHHMHH
(c) (d)
o i !m \Hm\\ ‘mw “\H\\H \H‘\JHH‘ i
S o02s §°’ \M‘ ‘W HH‘MW“MH‘M “\Hm HM‘ ‘\H\H‘MH‘ \H\HH\
: ARSI
Figure 1 Globally asymptotically stable prey-extinction periodic solution of system (3) with
x1(0) =0.5, y1(0) = 0.5, x2(0) = 0.5, y>(0) = =0.1,b1=0.2,a,=0.1,b,=0.2, §; =05, B, =5,
k1=0.5,k=5,p1=0.5,=03,d7=0.3,d,=0.3,01=3.50,=3.517=1,/1=025D=0.1.
(a) Time-series of x; (t); (b) Time-series of y; (¢); (c) Time-series of x(t); (d) Time-series of y,(t).
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5.1 The dynamical behaviors influenced by parameter D

Let x1(0) = 0.5, y1(0) = 0.5, x2(0) = 0.5, y5(0) = 0.5, a1 = 0.1, b; = 0.2, a = 0.1, b, = 0.2, B, =
0.5, 8,=5k =05,k =5, 41 =05, up =0.3,d; =0.3,d, =0.3,01 =3.5,00, =35, 1 =1,
[=0.25, D = 0.1. Then conditions (16) and (17) are obviously satisfied, and thus the prey-
extinction periodic solution of system (3) is globally asymptotically stable (see Figure 1).
Also assume that x1(0) = 0.5, y1(0) = 0.5, x,(0) = 0.5, y2(0) = 0.5,4; = 0.1, 5, =0.2,a, = 0.1,
by =02,8=05,B8,=5k =05,k =5, 41 =05, up =0.3,d, =0.3, d, = 0.3, 07 = 3.5,
0y =3.5,7=1,1=0.25, D = 0.95. Then condition (26) is obviously satisfied, and system
(3) is permanent (see Figure 2). From (17) and (26) we can calculate that there exists one
threshold D*, which satisfies

max
i=1,2

. * —dlz' sk Nt
{aﬂ—'glb}i )y et )]} 0 (i=12)
o;d;

or

min
i=1,2

¥ d,lr ok d;(1-)t
{alr Al - )+ - Rl } >0 (i=1,2).
o,d;

If D > D*, then the prey population will go to extinction; if D < D*, then the population

will be permanent.
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5.2 The dynamical behaviors influenced by parameters yq and
In this subsection, we always assume that u = 11 = o Assume that x1(0) = 0.5, 1(0) = 0.5,
%2(0)=0.5,92(0)=0.5,4: =0.1,56, =0.2,a,=0.1,b,=0.2, 51 =0.5, 8 =5, k1 = 0.5, k, =5,
1 =04, up =04, d; =04,d, =03, 01 =35,0,=35,7=1,1=0.25 D =0.2. Then
conditions (16) and (17) are obviously satisfied, and the prey-extinction periodic solution
of system (3) is globally asymptotically stable (see Figure 3). Also, assume that x;(0) = 0.5,
$1(0) = 0.5, %2(0) = 0.5,95(0) = 0.5, a1 = 0.1, by = 0.2, a5 = 0.1, by = 0.2, 1 = 0.5, B = 5, k; =
0.5,ky=5,1u1=03,4,=03,d1=03,d,=03,01=35,00,=35,1t=1,1=0.25,D=0.2.
Then condition (26) is obviously satisfied, and system (3) is permanent (see Figure 4). We
can calculate that there exists at least one threshold p* such that if ;> u*, then the prey
population will go to extinction, and if u < u*, then the population will be permanent.
From the simulations we discover that the increasing diffusive rate of predator popu-
lation will count against the pest management. We conclude that the impulsive diffusion

and releasing predator provide reliable tactic basis for pest management.
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