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PRINCIPAL EIGENVALUE FOR SOME ELLIPTIC OPERATORS WITH
LARGE DRIFT: NEUMANN BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

SHUANG LIU, YUAN LOU, MAOLIN ZHOU

ABSTRACT. The paper is concerned with the principal eigenvalue of some linear elliptic oper-
ators with drift in two dimensional space. We provide a refined description of the asymptotic
behavior for the principal eigenvalue as the drift rate approaches infinity. Under some non-
degeneracy assumptions, our results illustrate that these asymptotic behaviors are completely
determined by some connected components in the omega-limit set of the system of ordinary
differential equations associated with the drift term, which includes stable fixed points, stable
limit cycles, hyperbolic saddles connecting homoclinic orbits, and families of closed orbits.
Some discussions on degenerate cases are also included.

1. Introduction

We consider the linear eigenvalue problem
—Ap —Ab - Vo +c(z)p=Ap in Q,

(1.1)
Vo-n=20 on 012,

where Q is a bounded domain of R? with smooth boundary 99, and n(z) is the outward unit
normal vector at = € 9. Here b(x) denotes a C! vector field in R?, the positive parameter A
represents the drift rate, and ¢ € C(Q). It is well-known that problem admits a principal
eigenvalue, denoted by A(A), which is real and simple, and the corresponding eigenfunction
can be chosen to be positive. Furthermore, A(4) < Re(\) holds for any other eigenvalue A of
. This paper is devoted to the study of the asymptotic behavior of A(4) as A — oo for
general vector field b(x), under zero Neumann boundary conditions.

The question concerning the influence of drift on the principal eigenvalue of problem
arises naturally in many biological and physical problems. In the study of spatial population
dynamics in advective environments, reaction-diffusion-advection models have been proposed
to understand the persistence, competetion, and evolution of single or multiple species. The
analysis of these models, particularly the stability of equilibrium solutions, requires a deep
understanding of the asymptotic behaviour of principal eigenvalue of problem [1, 18, 22].
Another related area of active research concerns the effect of drift on the speed of propagation
of travelling fronts in heterogeneous media [I1], 16 23, 27]. Therein the analysis is centered
around a variational formula [2, [4], which is in turn characterized by the principal eigenvalue
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of . The asymptotic behaviour of principal eigenvalue thereby plays a fundamental role
in this issue [3]. Problem is also connected with the enhancement of diffusive mixing
by a fast advecting flow [7, [§] and the rearrangement inequalities of principal eigenvalue for
non-symmetric elliptic operators [15].

Hodge decomposition theorem implies that a C!' vector field b can be decomposed in the
form b = v+ Vm with a divergence-free field v satisfying V-v =0in Q and v-n = 0 on 012,
as well as a gradient field Vm. When b = v is a divergence-free vector field, the asymptotic
behavior for the principal eigenvalue of problem is established by Berestycki et al. [3].
Among other things, they showed that

¢ [Ja(V8F + c(z)¢*)dz
(12) Ah—Igo )\(A) ¢€I fQ ¢2d1‘ )

whereas I:= {¢p € HY(Q) : v- V¢ = 0 a.e. in Q} is the set of the first integrals of vector field
v. As the drift rate A approaches infinity, suggests that the normalized principal eigen-
function converges to some first integral in I, which reflects the mixing effect of divergence-free
vector fields.

On the other hand, when b = Vm is a gradient field, by assuming that all critical points

of m are non-degenerate (i.e. the Hessian matrix of m at every critical point is non-singular),
it is proved in [5] that
(1.3) Algréo AMA) = min c(x).
Here M denotes the set of points of local maximum of m. Instead of the mixing effect for the
divergence-free vector field, indicates that a properly normalized principal eigenfunction
of is concentrated on some local maximum of m. Problem involving degenerate
potential m in dimension one has been investigated in [25], where the limiting behavior of
the principal eigenvalue is determined by some “degenerate intervals” on which m remains
constant. We refer to [6l, (19, 20} 211, 23], 24] for more discussions.

An interesting question is to understand the connection between two rather different as-
ymptotic behaviors of the principal eigenvalue, namely, and , which are associated
with divergence-free vector fields and gradient fields, respectively. This issue turns out to be
rather complicated, as illustrated by the following example.

Ezample. Consider problem with Q = {z € R?: |z]? < 1} and

b(z) = (1 — a)(—x2,21) + a(-1,0)

for v € [0,1], which is a combination of a divergence-free vector field and a gradient field.
In this case, the limiting behavior of the principal eigenvalue A\(A) can be characterized as
follows, for which the proof is postponed to the appendix.

Proposition 1.1. The following assertions hold.

(i) For a €[0,3), set By :=={z € Q: |z — (0,—12.)| < 1222}, then
¢ IB. \VW + c(2)¢*)dz
Ah—rgo A(4) = ¢>€Ia f ¢2dx ’

whereas Ia:{gbGHl(Ba):b'ng:O e. in B,}.
(i) For o € [3,1], set xq := (— V2ol %), then

a

hm)\( ) = c(xq)-
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FIGURE 1. Tllustrations for the phase-portraits of the vector field b(z) = (1 —
a)(—x2,21) + a(—1,0) for a € [0, 1], whereas the shaded components represent the
region B, and the point z, defined in Proposition [I.1}

—<a<l
2

N =

When o = 0 and o = 1, Proposition is a direct consequence of and , respec-
tively. When « € (0, %), the limit of the principal eigenvalue as A — oo is determined by the
minimization of the Rayleigh quotient over all first integrals on the region B, which is the
whole domain when o = 0 as given in . See the shaded regions in Fig. As a N %,
the region B, shrinks to the point (0, —1), whence the asymptotic behavior of the principal
eigenvalue is determined by the point x, whenever o € [%, 1). See the shaded points in Fig.
In particular, as a 1, the critical point x, moves to (—1,0) along the boundary 0%,
which is consistent with ([1.3)). The transitions from a = 0 to a = 1 in Fig. 1 suggest the
complexity of problem nce that the vector field is not necessarily a divergence-free field
or a gradient field. The methods developed in [3, [5] are inapplicable for this example.

The goal of this paper is to investigate problem involving general vector field b and
provide an unified characterization for the asymptotic behavior of the principal eigenvalue.
Our analysis is based on the dynamics of the system of ordinary differential equations

(1.4) =b(z(t)), t>0.

Under some non-degenerate assumptions, we will prove that these asymptotic behaviors are
completely determined by some connected components in the omega-limit set of , which
include stable fixed points, stable limit cycles, hyperbolic saddles connecting homoclinic orbits,
and family of closed orbits. Some degenerate situations, which generalizes the results in [25] to
two-dimensional space, are also discussed. The proofs are based upon delicate constructions
of super/sub-solutions and the applications of comparison principles.

This paper is organized as follows: We formulate some assumptions and state the main
results in Section In Section [3] we establish the asymptotic behavior of the principal
eigenvalue when the omega-limit set of system consists of a finite number of hyperbolic
fixed points only. Section [4|is devoted to the cases that the omega-limit set of contains
limits cycles, which can be stable, unstable, or semi-stable, by formulating a new coordinate
near the limit cycles. The new coordinate is used in Section [5| to analyze the limiting behavior
of the principal eigenvalue when the omega-limit set of contains homoclinic orbits, by
combining with the delicate analysis near the hyperbolic saddles. In Section [6], we investigate
the case when the omega-limit set of contains a family of closed orbits and establish the
results analogues to [3] but without the divergence-free assumption. Some degenerate cases
are discussed in Section [7] and the proof of Proposition [I.1]is given in the appendix.



2. Preliminaries and main results

We first recall some definitions associated with system . For each = € Q, by ®'(z)
we denote the unique solution of system with initial value x at t = 0, which defines a
solution curve of (L.4). Define O(z) := {®'(z) : t € I} as the orbit of passing through
the point = with I, being the maximal interval of definition of ®!(x).

Definition 2.1. Assume that b is a C* vector field in R2.

(1) A fized point x is a point in Q satisfying b(x) = 0. Let B be the Jacobian matrix of b
evaluated at x. The fixed point x is called hyperbolic if the real parts of all eigenvalues
of B are non-zero. A hyperbolic fixed point is stable (resp. unstable) provided the real
parts of all eigenvalues of B are negative (resp. positive); otherwise, the hyperbolic
fixed point is a saddle;

(2) A periodic orbit is the orbit O(x) of some point = which satisfies ®!(z) = z for some
t € I,. A limit cycle is an isolated periodic orbit;

(3) For a fixed point z, € Q, the orbit O(z) (z # =) is called a homoclinic orbit with
respect to x, provided that limg o ®(7) = limy_, o () = 4.
Throughout the paper, we assume
(2.1) b(z) -n(z) <0, z€0Q,

where n(x) is the outward unit normal vector on 992. We denote by w(z) and a(z) the omega-
limit set and alpha-limit set of point = € €2 in the usual way. Denote by {w(z)Ua(z) : z € Q}
the limit set of system in €, which is nonempty, compact, and connected. Assumption
implies that the limit set is contained in the interior of 2.

Next, we impose the following assumptions on vector field b.

Hypothesis 2.2. Suppose that the limit set of system in 0 contains a finite number of
connected components, and each connected component is one of the following cases:
(i) A hyperbolic fixed point;
(ii) A limit cycle;
)
)
(v) A family of closed orbits composed of the union of periodic orbits, and/or two ho-

moclinic orbits connected by a hyperbolic saddle, and center points, for which the
boundary consists of periodic orbits.

(iii) A wnion of two homoclinic orbits connected by a hyperbolic saddle (co-shaped orbit);

(iv) An isolated homoclinic orbit with respect to a hyperbolic saddle;

Remark 2.3. The well-known Poincaré-Bendixson theorem indicates that the structure of
the limit set of system can be described by fixed points, limit cycles, or finite number of
saddles together with homoclinic and heteroclinic orbits connecting them. The main restric-
tion in Hypotheses is two-fold. (1) All fixed points of except for center points are
hyperbolic. This assumption implies |Q.| = 0, where Q, := {z € Q : b(x) = 0} denotes the
collection of fixed points. The degenerate case |€2.| > 0 turns out to be complicated, which
is discussed in Section (2) We require that the limit set of allows for two homo-
clinic saddle connections only, and exclude the homoclinic and heteroclinic orbits connected
by multiple saddles. This requirement is mainly for the sake of clarity in the presentation of
the paper, and we leave the general cases for future studies. See Fig. [2| for some examples of
connected components in Hypotheses [2.2]
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FIGURE 2. Illustrations of some typical examples of the connected components in
the limit set of (1.4) as in Hypothesis 2.2} for which the stability is given in Definition
24

In the sequel, we present some definitions associated to the stability of connected compo-
nents given in Hypothesis

Definition 2.4. The stability of limit cycles and closed orbits family can be defined as follows.

(1) Stability of limit cycles. For each limit cycle I', Jordan curve theorem states that I"
separates any neighborhood Ur of I' into two disjoint sets having I' as a boundary.
We can regard Ur as the disjoint union of U; UT' U U,, where U; and U, are open sets
situated in the interior and exterior of T, respectively. If limy_, oo d(®!(z),T) = 0
(resp. limy_, oo dy(®!(x),T) = 0) for any x € U; U U, with dy(+,-) being the distance
between sets in the Hausdorff sense, then I' is said to be stable (resp. unstable). If
lim¢ o0 dgg(®(z),T) = 0 for any = € U; whereas lim;_, o dy(®'(x),T) = 0 for any
x € U, (or the other way round), then I is said to be semi-stable.

(2) Stability of the family of closed orbits. Given any connected boundary I of the closed
orbit family K which is a periodic orbit as assumed in Hypothesis 2.2 we define
U. C Ur as the open set situated in the exterior of K. If limy_ o0 dgy(®!(x),T) = 0
(resp. limy,_o dgg(®(z),T) = 0) for any = € U, then we say that K is stable (resp.



unstable) on the boundary I". The family K is stable (resp. unstable) if K is stable
(resp. unstable) on all connected boundary.

It is well-known that any limit cycle of system is either stable, unstable or semi-stable
(see e.g. [20]). The stability of the union of two homoclinic orbits connected by a hyperbolic
saddle can be defined by the same way as in Definition

The main result in this paper can be formulated as follows.

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that (2.1)) is fulfilled and the limit set of system (1.4)) in Q consists
of a finite number of connected components {K; : 1 < i < n} satisfying Hypothesis . Let
A(A) denote the principal eigenvalue of (1.1). Then

Jim A(A) = min {A(K)},

1<i<n
whereas the value A(K;) is defined as follows.
(i) If K; is a stable fized point, then A(K;) = ¢(K;);
(ii) IfK; is a stable limit cycle given by K; = {Pi(t) € R? : t € [0,T)} with some T-periodic
solution P;(t) of , then

T
AK) = /0 e(Pi()at:

(i) If K; is a union of two stable homoclinic orbits connected by a hyperbolic saddle x;,
then A(IC;) = e(x;);
(iv) If KC; is a family of closed orbits, then

f/ci(‘v¢|2 + c(x)¢?)dx
f,ci ¢2dx ’

whereas T C HY(K;) can be defined as follows: Let T be limit cycles on OK; such that
KC; is unstable on T' and is stable on OK; \ T', which allows for an empty set. Then
I={¢pcH(K)):¢6=0o0nT, b-Vé =0 a.e inkK;};

(v) Otherwise, KC; is either an unstable fized point, or a saddle, or an unstable/semi-stable
limit cycle, or unstable/semi-stable homoclinic orbits, then A(K;) = +oo.

Under assumption , the connected components in the limit set of system must
include at least one stable component, which is either a fixed point, or a limit cycle, or a
union of two homoclinic orbits, or the family of closed orbits. Hence, the limit of the principal
eigenvalue given in Theorem [2.1| is unaffected by the unstable and semi-stable connected

components as listed in Theorem v).

Remark 2.5. If b = Vm is a gradient field with potential m € C?(Q), Hypothesis
indicates that the limit set of consists of a finite number of hyperbolic fixed points
{z;}%_,. Among them the stable ones are denoted by {x;}¥_, for k < n without loss of
generality, which turns out to be the local maximum points of potential m. Using notations
in Theorem we find that A(z;) = c¢(a;) for 1 < i < k, while A(x;) = 400 for k+1 < i <mn,
then Theorem [2.1] yields

A(K;) = géfl

Algl;o A(A) = min {lrélilélk{c(xi)}, +oo} = 11%11‘%@{6(%)}’

which is consistent with (|1.3). Consequently, Theorem [2.1| extends the result in [5] to general
drift in two dimensional space.
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In the context of vanishing viscosity for advection-diffusion operators, the effect of the fixed
points and limit cycles on the principal eigenvalue can be traced back to the works [9] 10,
12), [14] [17). Some related results can also be found in the Freidlin-Wentzell theory [13, 2§].
However, the finding that the saddles connecting homoclinic orbits have the significant effect
in our setting appears to be new.

Remark 2.6. When the limit set of includes the combination of two stable homoclinic
orbits connected by a hyperbolic saddle, Theorem (iii) implies that the limit of the principal
eigenvalue is dependent on the saddle only instead of the whole homoclinic orbits. This seems
to be surprising at the first look as such saddle is actually unstable. In fact, different from the
isolated saddles, the saddles connecting homoclinic orbits can be viewed as a singular point
on the closed orbits constituted by homoclinic orbits. Hence, the limit in Theorem [2.1{(iii)
can be understood as the average of function ¢ along the closed orbits with “infinity large”
weight on the saddle, which turns out to be the value of ¢ located at the saddle. See Remark
for more details and see also [29] for some related discussions in the context of the limiting
measures for stochastic ordinary differential equations.

To facilitate the underlying connections among assertions (i)-(iii) in Theorem we con-
sider the following example.

% @ o 1 ; 1
Ezample. Set H(x) := 2 + 3+ — 3 € [-7,00). Given any o € [~7,1), we define

by (x) = (=0.,H, 0, H) — (H(z) — ) VH.

For any a € (— i, 1), system (|1.4)) associated with the vector field b, possesses three hyperbolic
fixed points z¢g = (0,0), 2+ = (1,0), and z_ = (—1,0), with zy being a saddle. Notice that
for any solution ®!(z) of (1.4)), it holds that

dH(®'(2))

dt

This implies function F(z) = (H(x) — a)? is a Lyapunov function for (T.4)), whence H™!(a) is
the unique stable component in the limit set of system (1.4]). See Fig. |3|for some illustrations
on the phase-portraits of system (|[1.4]).

The following result is a consequence of Theorem for which the proof is postponed to
the appendix.

Corollary 2.1. Assume Q = H7'([—1,1)) and let A(A) be the principal eigenvalue of (L.1)
with drift b=b, and o € [—%, 1). Then the following assertions hold.
(i) If a € (0,1), then H™ () is a stable limit cycle of (1.4) which can be parameterized
by H () = {Pu(t) € R? : t € [0,T,)} with some T,-periodic solution Py (t). Then

Ta
MMMZ1A0®@W

(2.2) = —(H(®'(2)) — )| VH(2' (x))[*.

A—o0 T,

(ii) If a = 0, then H1(0) is a stable component consisting of two homoclinic orbits con-
nected by the hyperbolic saddle xy. Then

lim A(A) = c(z);
A—o0
(iii) If o € (—1,0), then H™(a) is composed of two stable limit cycles given by H™' (o) =
{Poy(t) ER2:t € [0, Toy)} U{Pa(t) ER*:t € [0,T,_)}. Then

IM1MA%:mm{1‘AR+dRHU»&,I(ARdRIQD&}.

A—o0 TCH— Ta—



(iv) Ifa=—1%, then H' (=) = {wy,2_} consists of two stable fived points. Then
lim A(A) = min{c(z4), clz_)}.

oE (-%,0)

FIGURE 3. Ilustrations for the phase-portraits of system (1.4) with b = b, for
different o € [—1,1) as given in Corollary

Remark 2.7. We illustrate the underlying connections among Corollary [2.1](i) and (ii). For
€ (0,1), let H ' (a) = {Pa(t) € R? : t € [0,T,)} as in Corollary [2.1[i). We observe that

@)

1 [Te Pc:
/ c(Pa(t))dt = S ) 1B ]
Ts Jo

o1 o) a4

where ds is the arc-length element along H™!(«). Since zq is a hyperbolic saddle, we find

/ 1 ds =+
= 0.
H-1(0) |Po(7)]

Hence, due to bg(z) # 0 for all z € H~(0) and z # x¢, by Corollary (1) one can deduce

B ﬂds
lim lim A(A) = lim Ji-1(0) a(o)

a—0 A—co o—0 fH—l(a) |bc«71($)|d5

which is consistent with Corollary [2.1](ii). This means that the limit of A\(4) as A — oo is
continuous at a = 0.

= c(0),
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In this example, Corollary gives a complete description of the asymptotic behaviors of
the principal eigenvalue for different v € [—%,1). Since Q@ = H™!([—1,1)), the restriction to
a < 1 is to ensure that holds true. In fact, assumption is imposed for the sake of
convenience, so that the limit set of lies in the interior of €2, and thereby simplifies our
analysis on boundary 0f2. Such restriction can be removed by some additional discussions.
We leave this for future studies.

3. Case of hyperbolic fixed points

In this section we establish Theorem in the case when the limit set of system (|1.4))
consists of hyperbolic fixed points only. The proofs will be used in subsequent sections to
construct suitable super/sub-solutions near the fixed points.

Theorem 3.1. Assume the limit set of system (1.4) consists of a finite number of hyperbolic
fized points, and let {x1,--- ,xr} C Q denote the set of stable fized points. Then

Algl;o AMA) = lrélzlélk{c(azz)}

Proof. Lower bound estimate: We first establish that the lower bound estimate

3.1 liminf A(A) > mi )L
(3.1) iminfA(A) > min {e(zi)}
Set S := {z1, -+ ,xr}. Let n be the number of fixed points. We assume n > k, and the case

n = k, namely all fixed points are stable, can be prove by the similar and simpler arguments.
Denote by U := {xp41, - ,zn} C Q the set of the unstable fixed points and saddles of .
Given any € > 0, we choose ¢ > 0 small such that By C  and |c(z) — c(z;)| < €/2 for all
z € B} and 1 <i < n, where B} := {z € R? : |z — z;] < §}. To prove (3.1]), we shall construct
the positive super-solution p € C(02) N C?(Q\ (UP_,0B%)) such that

_AG— Ab-Vp+ c(2)p > Lrg;gk{cm)} - } 7 inQ\ (U1,0B)),
(3.2) (V-3(x) = V43(x)) - vi() >0 on Up, 0B},
Vo-n>0 on 0f)
provided that A is sufficiently large and ¢ is sufficiently small. Here v;(x) denotes the outward

unit normal vector on GBf;, and

(3.3) Voy(r) - vi(z):= itliI(I]l+ Pz £ tl/z(:)) — E(x)’

Va € 0Bj.

Then follows from the comparison principle and the arbitrariness of e.

Step 1. For any 1 < i < n, we first construct g € C2(Bf;) such that holds on Bf;.
Given any fixed point xz;, denote by A\; and A2 the eigenvalues of the Jacobi matrix Db(x;).
We shall define the desired super-solution @ by considering different A\; and As.

Case 1. A1, X2 € R and A\ # Ao: In this case, there exists some invertible matrix P such

that Db(z;) = P~} ( A 0

0 A > P. Next, we assume P = [ is an identity matrix, namely,
2

(3.4) DMM:(%‘Q>

and the general case can be proved by the similar arguments.
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(i) If A1, A2 <0, i.e. x; € S, then we define
8 .
(3.5) P(x) = - + ||z — 242, Vz € Bj.
By (3.4) and in view of A1, A2 # 0 by assumption, we note that
b Vo(z) = (z — i) Db(;) V() + of ||z — ;%)
< —(min{|\{|, M|}z — z]|* <0, V=~ ;.
Hence, we may choose 0 small if necessary such that
- Ap - Ab- V5 + (clx) — min {e(z)} +¢)
> — AP+ (c(z) — (i) + )P
Vr € B,

and thus the constructed ® in (3.5)) satisfies (3.2)).
(ii) If A1, A2 > 0, i.e. z; € U, then we define
8 lz— =

(36) Pla) = g =t

Similar to (i), by direct calculations we can choose d small such that b(z) - Vi(z) > 0 for
x € Bj, and furthermore,

Yz € Bj.

ASD Ab %2 (C( ) lfnllilk{c xz)})tp f 63

Hence, such @ defined by (3.6)) also satisfies (3.2)) on Bg.
(iii) If Az A2 < 0, then we assume A; < 0 < Ay without loss of generality and define

?(x) :zi—(m—xi)T< )\16\/3 )?2 )(x—:ci), Vr € B

By (3.4) we can verify that
b-VE(z) < —(min{A2/V6, 2|z — z4]2 <0, Vo=~

By choosing § small, we arrive at

>0, V€ B

—2)\ 16| oo
e

— AP — Ab - V@ + (c(z) — min {c(x;)})p > —2X2 >0, V€ B

1<i<k \/3
Therefore, the constructed @ satisfies (3.2)) on Bg.

Case 2. A1 = Ag: If there exists some invertible matrix P such that Db(x;) = P~ ( 8\ ?\ ) P,

for some A € R, then the super-solution ® can be constructed by the same way as in Case 1.
Otherwise, it holds that

Lo a1
Db(z;) = P <0 )\)P,

for some invertible matrix P and A € R. We assume P = I as in Case 1.
(i) If XA <0, then z; € S and we define

-~ 4 1 L0 ;
o(x) ::6+1/>\2H(x—xi)T< /})2 1 )(m—xi), Va € Bj.
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Direct calculations yield

b V(o) =~ )" () ) Vela) + ol ~ )

:‘wé+1(x¢iaﬁ'”0T”_%O ~ea (5 )

+o(||lx — a:ZHQ) <0, Vr=uz,

whence we can choose ¢ small such that
— Ap — Ab - Vg + (c(z) — llgglk{c(azz)} +e)p
> AB+ (c(z) —clai) + )P
2—2+§¢20, Vr € B

(i) If A > 0, then z; € U and we define

r—x)" (L ;
‘P(x)::j;_(\/g)</6 ?)(CIJ—JJZ), Vz € Bj.

Similar to (i), we can choose § small such that b - V(z) > 0, Vo € B, so that
— AP — Ab- Vo + (cz) — min {c(2:)})P

1
a1 Sl

Hence, the constructed @ satisfies (3.2)) on Bg in this case.
Case 3. A\ =a+1i8 and Ay = a — i with «, 8 € R: In this case, we assume that

Db(z;) = ( _aﬁ g >

without loss of generality. Then we can define @ by for a < 0, and define @ by for
«a > 0. By the similar arguments as in Case 1, we can verify that © satisfies .

Step 2. We complete the construction of @ on €2 such that holds. By the construction
in Step 1, we can choose € small if necessary such that

>0, V& B

(3.7) max @(r) < min  P(x).

€Uy, cs B xEUziGUBg

By assumption, we find the orbits of (1.4 remain in €\ (U?ZlBg) only a finite time. By (2.1))

and (3.7)), we may apply [9, Lemma 2.3] to deduce that there exists some positive function

p e C(Q)\ (UL, Bj)) such that o € C(2), V@ -n > 0 on 09, and

(3.8) b(z) - V@(z) <0, VaeQ)\ (UL ,B).

Furthermore, according to the construction in Step 1, by (3.8) we can verify that
(V_B(a) = V4p(@)) - vila) > 0, Va € UL,0B},

provided that § is chosen small if necessary. This implies the boundary conditions in (3.2)) hold.
Due to (3.8)), we can choose A large such that the first inequality in (3.2)) holds. Combining
with the construction of ¥ on Uj_,Bj as in Step 1, we conclude that the constructed super-

solution @ satisfies (3.2)) and thus the lower bound estimate (3.1)) follows.
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Upper bound estimate: We next prove the upper bound estimate

(3.9) limsup A(4) < 1rélllélk{c(xl)}

A—oo

For any z; € S, we assume without loss of generality that holds for some A1, Ay < 0. To
prove (3.9), it suffices to show limsup 4_,o A(A) < ¢(x;) for any z; € S.

To this end, we fix z; € S and choose some J > 0 such that By C 2, and z; is the unique
fixed point of in Bf, and moreover b(z)-vs(x) < 0, Vo € OB%, with vs5 being the outward
unit normal vector on 8st. In what follows, given any € > 0, we shall choose r € (0,9) and
define positive sub-solution ¢ € C(B{) such that

—Ap — Ab - Vo +c(z)p < (c(z;) +€) ¢ in B\ dBL,
(3.10) (Vop(z) = Vip(®)) vi(z) <0 on 0B,
=0 on 8B§,
provided that A is sufficiently large. Here Vi (2) - v;(x) is defined as in (3.3). Then

follows from the comparison principle and the arbitrariness of x; € S.
For this purpose, we define

(3.11) ola) =1- §||a: — i, VaeB.
Direct calculations from (3.4)) yield that
b(z) - Vi(z) = (z — 2;)T Db(:)Vip(x) + of ||z — 2i*)
S emin{—\j, — A2}
- 8
Thus, by (3.11)) we can choose r small such that

|z —2i||> >0, Vo=

—Ap = Ab -V + (e(x) = e(zi) — €)p <

p <0, Vx € BL.

>~ ™
N

Note that the orbits of (1.4) remain in B} \ B only a finite time, and Vi¢(z) - vi(z) =
—er/4 < 0, Vo € OB.. We can apply [9, Lemma 2.3] to define ¢ € C(Bj(z;)) such that the
boundary conditions in (3.10) hold, and b - Vo > 0 on Bg \ B!, from which we can choose

A large such that (3.10|) holds. This implies the upper bound estimate (3.9)). The proof of
Theorem [3.1] is thus complete. O

4. Case of limit cycles

In this section, we assume that the limit set of system (1.4) may contain limit cycles and
determine the asymptotic behavior of the principal eigenvalue. The main result is formulated
in Theorem [£.4] for which the proof is a combination of those of Theorems

Theorem 4.1 (Stable case). Suppose that the limit set of system (1.4) consists of a finite
number of hyperbolic fized points and an stable limit cycle C := {P(t):t € [0,T)} inside
Q with period T. Then there holds

i A() = min {1 [ cpo)at, min (et}

Ao 1<i<k

where {x1,--- ,x} denotes the set of stable fized points.
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Proof. Lower bound estimate: We first prove that the lower bound estimate

' o > N
(4.1) lﬂlo%f)\(A) > min {][C(P(t))dt, réngk{c(x )}}
where we denote fc(P(t))dt := + fo (t))dt for simplicity. Given any § > 0, define Oy :=

{z € Q:dy(z,C) < &} as the 5—nelghbourhood of C, with dy(+,-) being the distance between
sets in the Hausdorff sense. For any x € Os we perform a C? smooth change of coordinate
— (t,r) such that

Jb(P(t))
4.2 x— P(t , Y(t,r) e |0,T) x (=9,6),
(12) (1) =rirpayl YEr) € 0.T) x (<80
where J = (1) _01 >, and thus ﬁok(’gzgi‘) is in fact the outward unit normal vector of C at

x = P(t). We shall prove in the following two parts.

Part 1. We establish under the assumption

b(t,r) - Ib(P(t)) <0, V(t,r) € [0,7) x (0,0),
b(t,r) - Ib(P(t)) > 0, V(t,r) € [0,T) x (=6,0).

This a special case under our assumption that the limit cycle C is stable, which is considered
first to illustrate our ideas of the proof for the general case.
Step 1. Given any € > 0, we shall define some ¢ € C?(O;s) and choose & small such that

(4.3)

(4.4) ~A¢— Ab -V + c(z)d > [][C(P(s))ds - e] ¢, Vx € Oy,
provided that A is sufficiently large, and
(4.5) V() - vi(x) > edp(x), V€ 00,

where v denotes the outward unit normal vector on Og, and € > 0 is a constant independent
of A to be determined later.
By (4.2), direct calculations yield

(4.6) gir = b(P(1)) +r TP

) TR
TATYIR0) B

b(P(t))]
Define

_ 1 t
(4.7) o(t,r) :=exp {A {/ c(P(s))ds — t][c(P(s))ds] + 67‘2}, Y(t,r) € Os.
0
Then by (4.2) and (4.6) we can calculate that

8tx1 615:62 ! ata
&«1?1 87“’172 8@

B 1 _ Orxy  —0ix2 o
BEEOIEICR [( o1 o >(ar¢)

1
~ [b(P(®))[+ 0(0)

—r <b(t,r) . iW) 09|,

b(t,r)- V¢ =b(t,r) -

(Ib(P(®)] + 0(8))0e + b(t,) - Tb(P(t))0r¢

V(t, T‘) € Os,
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where O(6) is some constant independent of A and satisfying O(J) — 0 as 0 N\, 0. By direct
calculations, we derive that

49) iy = [P T o) O] S — g b
We can derive from (4.7), (4.8), and that
~ Ab(z) -V
A

(Ib(P(®)] + 0(8))0e + (1 + Q(t)r)b(t,r) - Tb(P())0r¢

~ [b(P(#))] + O(9)
—(1+0(8) | —e(P(t) + ][ o(P(s))ds| - 24 7&22)‘7% 2('(557 b(P(®))

0 (by (@3))

¢

>(1+0() | ~e(P©) + fe(P(5)ds] 5
which together with gives
— A¢p — Ab(z) - Vo +c(x)p
(a10) 2[001/A) +0(E)] ¢+ (1+0(8)) [—c(P(t)) + ][ c<P<s>>ds} ¢+ (e(P(t) + 0())9

> [][ c(P(s))ds + O(1/A) + O(e) + 0(5)} 6 Y(tr) e 05

Hence, for the given ¢ > 0, we may choose 0, small and A large such that (4.4) holds.
It remains to verify (4.5)). By (4.9) we have

b(P() 5 o] = QOBPO) - Tb(P() =0,

Hence, for any = € 00s, under the coordinate (4.2) we deduce that

V() - vi(z)

B 1 < O 2 —@m) oo \| JTb(P(t)
T b(P)|+000) |\ =0z Oy ord [b(P@) | _,
1 r (P(t)) —
" b(P)|+ O )['b(P(t))’ ~ b(P(t))] (b(P(t)) dt|b(P(t))|> ]M s
_ 2e6b(P(1))] $
Cb(P()|+0(6)

which implies (4.5)) holds for r = §. The verification of (4.5|) for » = —§ is similar. Therefore,

(4.4) and (4.5 are proved, and Step 1 is now complete.
Step 2. We prove (4.1). Let {z1,---,x,} be the set of fixed points of (1.4 with n > k.

Set O5 :={z € Q:31<i<n, |zr— ] <} Given any e > 0, we shall construct a positive
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super-solution g € C(Q) N C2(Q\ (905 U dOs)) such that
—Ap — Ab - V@ + c(z)p
> [min {fc(P(t))dt, 1131213{6(%)}} — e] 7 in Q\ (005 Ud0;),

(V_o(z) = Vip(r)) - v(z) >0 on 05 U HO;,
Vo-n>0 on 02,

(4.11)

provided that A is sufficiently large. Here v(z) is the outward unit normal vector of 05 UdOs
(so that v(z) = vi(z), Vo € dO5), and V@, - v is defined as in (3.3). Then follows from
the comparison principle.

By same arguments as in Theorem [3.1, we may define C function ¢ (z) such that

—~AY — Ab - Vi + c(z)y > Lrglgk{c(:vl)} - e] ¥, Yz e Os,

for small § > 0. Let ¢(x) be defined in Step 1 which satisfies (4.4) and (4.5)). Define

(4.12) ?(z) = ¢(x), Vz € 05, and P(z) =Y(x), Yz € Os.

We then define 3(z) in Q\ (O5U0s) as follows. Since b(z)-n(z) < 0 on 9, and b(z)-v;(x) < 0
on 00; (as assumed ), we find the orbits of remain in 2\ (Os U Ojs) only a finite
time. Together with (4.5]), we can apply [9, Lemma 2.3] and its proof to show that there exists
some C? function G > 0 such that G = % and VG - v < V¢ - v on 00s U 00;, and

(4.13) b(z)-VG(z) <0, Yz € Q\ (OsUO;), and VG -n(z) >0, Yz € Q.

Then we define 3 = G in Q\ (05 U O).

Next, we verify the constructed @ satisfies . Indeed, by and the definitions of
¢ and 1), the first equation of holds in @5 UOs. On \ (Os U (55), in view of ¥ = G,
by we find the boundary condition V@ -n > 0 on 9€) holds, and we can choose A large
such that the first equation of holds due to b- V@ < 0 on Q\ (O5 U O;) as given by
. Moreover, by definition we find

(V_B(z) — Vi3(x)) - v(z) = V() - v(z) — VG(x) - v(z) >0, Yz € dO5Ud0;,
and thus (4.1]) follows. Part 1 is now complete.

Part 2. We establish for the general case that the limit cycle C is stable. The proof is
divided into the following two steps.

Step 1. We prove that for any ¢ € (—6,6), there exists 1, € R satisfying ¢n, > 0 such that
|ne| is increasing in |¢|, and the solution z4(7) of the initial value problem

(4.14) dfi(:) = I+ nJ)b(z(1)), t>0,

z(0) = P(0) + £Tb(P(0))
is periodic, namely, z¢(Ty) = x¢(0) for some Ty > 0. We will establish this result for ¢ > 0
and the proof for ¢ < 0 is rather similar.
To this end, we assume without loss of generality that the initial value in (4.14) satisfies
z¢(0) = (0,¢). For each n > 0 and ¢ € (0,6), we define z4(7,7n) as the solution of
dz(r)
dr

(4.15) = T+ nT)b(z(1)), t>0,
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with initial data z(0) = (0,¢). We can choose § small if necessary and select some n* > 0
independent of § such that for any n € [0,1*] and ¢ € [0, ], the trajectory z,(7,n) returns to
y-axis in some time close to 7', and intersects y-axis at (0, es(n)).

FIGURE 4. Tllustration for the solution z,(7,n) of (4.15)) as well as the increasing
function eg(n).

We first claim ey(n) is increasing in 7 for fixed ¢ € [0,9). Indeed, suppose on the contrary
that eg(m1) > eg(n2) for some 0 < my < 2 < n*. In view of z,(0,1m1) = x¢(0,n2) and

dl’g(', 771)

dze(-,m2)
L(0,1) < 2ETR2)
dr ‘t:o 0,1) <

(0,1

dr ’t:O (0.1),

we can find some 71,79 > 0 such that xy(71,171) = xe(72,m2) =: 4, and the curves {z,(7,m1) :
7 € (0,71)} and {x¢(7,m2) : 7 € (0,72)} do not intersect. Then there exist ¢1,co > 0 such that

dzy ( Rl ) —
dr T=T1 dr

which together with (4.15) gives
b(zs) + mIb(zs) = c1b(z4) + c1neIb(zx) + c2Tb(z4) — comab(wy).

This leads to ¢ — came = 1 and c11m2 + c2 = 1, and thus n; — 72 = co(1 + 17%) > 0, which is a
contradiction. Hence, e¢(n) is increasing in 7.

We next prove that for any ¢ € (0,9), there exists some 1, € (0,7*] such that ey(n,) = ¢,
i.e. the solution of with n = 7y starting from (0, ¢) is a periodic solution, and then the
monotonicity of 7, in £ is a direct consequence of that of e;(n), which completes Step 1. Since
the underlying limit cycle C is stable, it is easily seen that e,(0) < ¢ for all £ € (0,6). Thus,
by the monotonicity of e;(n) in n, it suffices to show ey(n*) > ¢. Note that z((¢,0) is the
periodic solution of (1.4)), i.e. eg(0) = 0, and thus eg(n*) > 0 by the monotonicity of ey(n).
By continuity we can choose § > 0 small if necessary such that ey(n*) > ¢ for all ¢ € [0, §].
Therefore, admits a periodic solution. Step 1 is complete.

Step 2. We prove . For any ¢ € (—0,0), let x¢(7) be the periodic solution satisfying
(4.14). We perform a C*smooth change of coordinate z +— (7,¢) (7 € [0,T7)) such that

— dxe(-,m2) N CZjde‘z('ﬂ?z)

=Ty dr

Y
T=T2
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x = z¢(7). Then we define the region
(4.16) Q5 :={(1,0) : £ € (=6,0) and T € [0,T})},

and let 1p(z) = +7 dozs(r) / \dmﬁjm\ denote the outward unit normal vector on dQs. Thus,

dr
by (4.14]) we have

b(z) - va(z) =

1
+ | dzys(7) |
dr
T+6

| dzys(7) |
dr

b(245(7)) - T (X + 125 )b(245(7))

(4.17)
Ib(z15(r))|? <0, Va € 90

Given any e > 0, analogous to Step 1 of Part 1, we shall define some ¢ € C?(Qj) such that
(4.4) holds on Oy for large A, and similar to (4.5)),

(4.18) V() -v(z) > edp(z), Va e d0s,

where € > 0 will be determined later. Then based on (4.4)), (4.17), and (4.18)), we can apply
Step 2 of Part 1 to establish (4.1)) by constructing a positive super-solution satisfying (4.11]).
To this end, we define

(4.19) o(1,¢) = exp {/11 [/OT c(xp(s))ds — TJ[C(CCg(S))dS:| + 862}, V(r,0) € Oy.
Note that x¢(7) — P(7) as £ — 0. It follows from that
lim 0y - Tb(zy(r)) = b(P()],

and thus dpz - Tb(x¢(7)) > 0 in Oy for small §. Then by (4.14]) and (4.19) we have

-1 —
s (32 42) ()]

_ b(a()) ' ( Opry  —0rm2 > )
Oz - Tb + O(ny) —0Opr1 Orm1 o)
B ox - Jb - oz -Jb —
_8ex-Jb+O(ne)aT¢ 3($-7b+0(77z)a€¢
(4.20) —(1+ ()05 - 1 Wg;; (?SE b{;{: >( )y 3
1+ 0m) [ B 1+ 2elnelb(a(n)® -
G o) — f (o)) s | 5 — S5 REED

>0

SHZW -C(ﬂce(T)) —][C(m[(s))ds ¢ ¥(r.6) €05

Note that |ny| < max{|ns|, |n—s|} for £ € [-9,d] and nis — 0 as § \, 0 as proved in Step 1,
and thus O(ny) — 0 as § \, 0. Hence, similar to (4.10)), by (4.19) and (4.20) we deduce that

— A¢p — Ab(z) - Vo + c(x)d

>[0(1/4) + O(e)] ¢ + (1 + O(mr)) [—C(xe(f)) +][C(we(5))d8} ¢+ c(x(7)) o
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> |:][C(P(S))d8 +O(1/A) + O(e) + O(4) | &, V(7 L) € Oy,
where the last inequality holds due to |z¢(7) — P(7)| < O(5). Then we can choose 9, e small

and A large such that (4.4]) holds.
It remains to prove (4.18). As in Step 1, we only verify (4.18) for ¢ = §, as the verification
for £ = —§ is similar. By virtue of (4.14)) and (4.19)) we calculate that

Vo(z) - va(z)

B 1 < 8@:E2 —0rT2 > 375 . jdwg‘fﬂ
- Jb+0(s) |\ —Owr1 drin Oef \dxéfT(T) [ e=s
(4.21) _J0x- J(L+n,J)bdse + O(1/A)¢

Qg - Tb + O(1g))| 22|,
2e8|(I+ nsJ)b|? + O(1/A) _
(@ - Tb + O(n)) (Ib(a5()| + O(15))

Together with dyx - Jb — |b| and 15 — 0 as 0 N\, 0, this implies (4.18) holds by choosing ¢
small and A large if necessary. Therefore, we have proved (4.4)) and (4.18]), so that (4.1)) can
be established by Step 2 of Part 1.

Upper bound estimate: We next prove that the upper bound estimate
limsup A\(A) < min {][C(P(t))dt7 min {c(xz)}} .
A—o0 1<i<k

The estimate lim sup A\(4) < 11211216{0(@)} can be proved by the same arguments as in Theorem
<i<

A—o00
31l It remains to establish
(4.22) lim sup A(A) < ][ o(P(t))dt.

A—o00

Let Os be defined in (4.16]). Under the coordinate z = (7,¢) defined in Pert 2, we define

(7, 0) = exp {il [ /0 " clwo(s))ds — T][ c(:rg(s))ds] o8 — 52)}, W(r, ) € O,

Given any € > 0, similar to Step 2 of Part 2 we can verify ¢(z) satisfies
(4.23) —A¢p—Ab - Vo +c(x)p < |:][C(P(S))d8 + 6:| 9, Vx e Oy,

for large A and small 4§, and
(4.24) V() - va(x) < —edp(x), Vo € 0.

Here 15 denotes the outward unit normal vector on 90Os.

We next choose some subset U C Q such that (i) Oy C U; (ii) b(x) - v3(z) < 0, Yz € U,
with v3 denoting the outward unit normal vector on 9U, and (iii) there are no limit points
of system in U\ Qs. In view of C C Qg, and b(z) - v1(z) < 0 on 9045, we may define
G € C?(U \ Q) such that G = ¢ on 05, G = 0 on U, and furthermore,

(4.25) G(z) >0 and b(z) -VG(r) >0, VreU)Os.

It thus follows that VG(z) - v3(x) < 0, Vo € OU. Then we define ¢ € C(U) such that
o(z) = P(z), Yz € O5, and ¢(z)=G(z), VazeU)Os.
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Similar to Step 3, by (4.23)), , and @, we can choose ¢ small and A large such that
—Ap — Ab - Vo + c(z)p < [fc(P(s))ds + €| ¢ in U\ 80,

(Vop(x) = Vip(x)) - 11(z) <0 on 00y,

=0, Vp-r3<0 on OU.
Then the upper bound estimate (4.22)) follows from the comparison principle and the Arbi-
trariness of €. This completes the proof. O

Our next result concerns the case when the limit set of system (|1.4)) contains an unstable
limit cycle.

Theorem 4.2 (Unstable case). Suppose that the limit set of system (L.4]) consists of a finite
number of hyperbolic fized points and a unstable limit cycle (periodic repeller) C inside
such that b # 0 on C. Let {x1,--- ,xx} denote the set of stable fixed points. Then

Ah—rgo MA) = 1mlln {c(z4)}-

Proof. Note that the upper bound estimate
li AMA) < mi ;
i sup (A4) < 121&{6(%)}
can be established by the same arguments as Step 2 of Theorem It suffices to show the
lower bound estimate
(4.26) liminf A(A) > min {c(a:z)}

A—o0 1<i<
Step 1. For any small § > 0, we shall define a region Q5 C Q such that b(x) - v(z) > 0,
Vo € 005, where v(x) is the outward unit normal vector of 90s. Then we will construct some
positive ¢ € C?(Qs) such that

1<i<k

(4.27) —~A¢ — Ab - V¢ + c(z)p > { min {c(:c,)}} ¢, Vx € Qy,

provided that ¢ is small, and
(4.28) —20V6 < V(z)-v(z) <0, Ve o0y,

for some constant C' > 0 independent of §.

Set C := {P(t) : t € [0,T)} for some T-periodic solution P(t) of system (L.4). Under the
coordinate z — (¢, r) introduced by (4.2)), for each (0,r) with r € [—4, 6], similar to Step 1 of
Part 2 in the proof of Theorem there exists some 1, € R satisfying ¢n, < 0 (in fact, it
holds ¢n, < 0 if r # 0) such that the solution of is a periodic solution with period Ty,
which is denoted by z4(7). Here ¢n, < 0 is due to the unstability of C. As in Theorem
we perform a C2-smooth change of coordinate z + (7,£) (7 € [0,T})) such that z = x,(7).
We now define the region Qy := {(7,¢) : 7 € [0,Ty) and ¢ € [ d,6]}. Then the outward unit

normal vector v can be written as v(x) = dIi‘S(T)/|dgHE‘S |, and thus by (4 we have
(4.29) b(z) - l/(x) >0, Ve 00y,

which follows from the same arguments as in (4.17)).
Next, we define
62

(4.30) o(1,0) =1~ %,

V(T, f) € Oy.
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By (4.14]) and (4.30)), it is not difficult to verify that

b(T, E) . Va = wazf‘ -W(T) . jdxﬁf—)
131 - Y b(ai(r) - TA+ mTbas()
( ) w| d:l?g
W s <0, rb) €Oy,

[l

where the last inequality is due to 1, < 0. Hence, by (4.31]) we can calculate that

A Ab .V [C(x) _ 1%igk{6($i)}:| I

(432) > = A3+ [dla) = i, {e(a) |

= (10" + 0,,0) + 2 [02, 0+ 62,1

+ [c(w) - lrgniigk{c(xi)}] &.

In view of (0y,7)2 + (0p,7)? > 0 and < 2V/6 for all ¢ € [-6, 6], by ([4.32) we can choose §
1 2

small such that (4.27)) holds.
It remains to verify (4.28)). Indeed, by (4.30] m for any z € 0Qy, it follows that

Vo(x) - v(z) = V(@) = —2V5/(0:,0)% + (9a,0)%,

which implies (4.28]) holds. Step 1 is thus complete.

Step 2. We establish (|4.26) - Let {z1,--- ,x,} be the set of fixed points of (1.4)) with n > k
and set Os :=={x € Q:31 <i<n, |z —z; <J}. Given any € > 0, applylng same arguments
as in Theorem we can construct 1 € C2(Oj) such that

(4.33) ~A — Ab - Vi) + c(z)) > Lréngk{c(:cl)} - e] ), Ve Oy,

provided that 6 > 0 is taken small. Let the region Qs and function ¢ > 0 be defined in Step
1. Similar to Step 2 of Part 1 in the proof of;Theorem based on (4.27)), (4.28)), and (4.29)),
we can define p € C(2) N C?(2\ (00s U dO5)) such that

P(z) = d(x), Vo e s, and P(x)=1(z), Vae O,

and for sufficiently large A, there holds

—Ap — Ab - V@ + c(z)p > [ migk{c(xi)} - e] 7 in Q\ (805 U d0O;),
(4.34) (V_p(x) — V4(x)) - v(z) > 0 on 905 U 90;,
Vp-n>0 on 0f).

Then (4.26) can be derived by the comparison principle. The proof is complete. O



21

Theorem 4.3 (Semi-stable case). Suppose that the limit set of system (1.4) consists of a
finite number of hyperbolic fized points and a semi-stable limit cycle C inside 2. Then

Aim A(A) = min {e(zi)},
where {x1,--- ,xr} denote the set of stable fized points.

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem it suffices to prove the lower bound estimate
4.35 liminf A(A) > mi ;
(4.35) iminf A(4) > @%{c(xz)},

since the upper bound estimate can be established as in Step 2 of Theorem To this
end, we set C := {P(t) : t € [0,T)} for some periodic solution P(t) of system (1.4). Under
coordinate x — (¢, 7) introduced by (1.2, for each (0,¢) with ¢ € [—§, 6], we can find 7, € R
such that the solution denoted by xy(7) of is a Ty-periodic. Noting that C is semi-
stable, we may assume without loss of generality that 7, < 0. Then we define the region
Qs :={(r,0) : £ € [-6,6] and 7 € [0,T})} as in Step 1 of Theorem [4.2] Similar to (4.17)), due
to ng < 0 for £ # 0 we verify that

(4.36) b(z) - 1/(:6)‘ >0 and b(x)- u(l‘)‘é:_é <0.
Define
_ /2
(4.37) o(1,0) =1 -4Vl — 7 Y(r,£) € Os.

Let v(x) denote the outward unit normal vector on 0Qs. By definitions we have

Va -V —t§ = :Flva‘ = :F|8Z$‘\/(az1€)2 + (8126)2'

Due to (0z,€)? + (0x,¢)? > 0, this implies
—2CV6 <V$'u‘é <0,

(4.38) B
0 <v¢>-u] <20V,

for some C' > 0 independent of §.

We next verify (4.27) for small §. As in (4.31)), in view 1, < 0, by (4.14) and (4.37) we

calculate that

— Vo daxy (T
b(r. )V =~ iy bla(r) - T
dr
— Zf’v(? |b(.73g(7')|2 <0, V(1,¢) € Qy.
Ty\T
dr

Hence, similar to (4.32)) we can deduce that
—A¢p—Ab-Vo + [c(x) — lrilzlilk{c(xl)}} ¢
>— Ad — mi ) &
> — A¢ + [c(ac) 1121&{0(%)}] )

= [(0n 0 + (00a0)?] + (4V5+ 22 (02, €+ 92,0
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+ |c(@) = min {e(@)}| 6 >0, V(7,0) €O,

by choosing § small if necessary. This implies .

Next, we can apply the same arguments as in the Step 2 of Theorem to define p € C(Q)
satisfying B(z) = é(x) on Qs, such that holds for large A. Then the lower bound
estimate can be derived by the comparison principle. This completes the proof. U

Combining Theorems [£.1{4.3] we conclude this section by the following

Theorem 4.4. Suppose that the limit set of system consists of a finite number of
limit cycles and hyperbolic fixed points in 2, whereas the stable fized points are denoted by
{z1, -+ ,z} and stable limit cycles are denoted by {C1,- -+ ,Cp} with C; :={P;(t) : t € [0,T;)}
for periodic solutions P; of with period T;. Then

lim A(A) :min{ min {%/OT c(Pi(t))dt}, min {c(:vi)}}.

A—00 1<i<m 1<i<k

Theorem can be proved by combining the proofs of Theorems [4.1 and the details
are omitted.

5. Case of saddle-note homoclinic orbits

In this section, we assume the the limit set of system (|1.4]) includes homoclinic orbits. Under
Hypothesis we first consider a stable combination of two homoclinic orbits connected by
a hyperbolic saddle.

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that the limit set of system (1.4]) consists of two unstable fized points
and two homoclinic orbits C1 and C_ connected by a hyperbolic saddle x,. Assume the union
of homoclinic orbits C; UC_ is stable. Then

lim A(A) = c(zy).

A—o0

7

FIGURE 5. Tllustration for the phase-portrait of (1.4) near homoclinic orbits as as-
sumed in Theorem [E.11
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Proof. We shall prove the lower bound estimate
(5.1) liminf A(A) > ¢(z.),
A—o0

then the upper bound estimate can be established by the similar arguments.
Given any € > 0, we first choose § > 0 small such that

(5.2) le(x) —c(zs)| <€, Vae By :={rxecQ:|r—ux<4d}.

Denote C := C4+ U C_ as the stable saddle-note homoclinic orbit. Similar to Part 2 in the
proof of Theorem we can define a domain Os such that dy(x,C) < 6, Vo € Oy, and
b(z)-v(z) <0, Vo € 00;, where v(z) is the outward unit normal vector of 90s. We define a
curve I' C Os such that 'NCy =T'NC- = {z,} and

dy(z,Cy) = dy(z,C-), Ve eT.

Next, we will construct a positive super-solution @ € C(2) such that
—Ap —Ab - Vo + c(z)p > (c(zy) —4e)p in Q\ (005 UT),
(5.3) (V_p(z) = Vip(x)) - v(z) >0 on 005 UT,
Vo-n>0 on 0f),

provided that A is sufficiently large, where for any = € T', v(z) denotes a unit vector be-
ing orthogonal to the curve I'.  Then follows from the comparison principle and the
arbitrariness of €. The construction can be completed by the following two steps.

Step 1. The construction of @ on the region Os. Assume the domain Og is divided into
two parts O, and Os_ by I such that C. C Osy and Os, NOs_ = I'. We perform the change
of coordinate x = X1 (y, z) in domains O+ with y representing the arc length along the Cy
and z being the coordinate in the hyperplanes orthogonal to Cy, such that x, = (0,0). This
change of coordinate is C? smooth in O; \ B, for any p > 0, and

Jb(y,0)
x—((t =z—>—=, VxreOs\B,,
where the rotation matrix 7 is defined below (4.2), and ¢((t) and t(y) satisfy
dc(t t(y)
by [ bl =
0
Thus, it holds
Jb(y,0)
5.4 Dyx = =—-—.
o4 (s.0)

Similar to Part 2 of Theorem due to the stability of C, we can derive that for any
¢ € (—6,6), there exists 1y € R such that the solution xy(7) of

(5.5) dz(:) =T +nJ)b(x(r)), 7>0,

2(0) = X (46,0) + £Tb(X 4 (45,0))

is periodic, ¢ny > 0, and |n| is increasing in ||, where X (44,0) € C satisfying y = 49. For
any ¢ € [—0,0], we let y denote the arc length along the solution zy(7), namely,

7(y)
(5.6) /0 (X4 g7 )b(ae(s))]ds = 3.
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In what follows, we will complete the proof under the coordinate x +— (y,¢) such that x =
z¢(7(y)), which is C? smooth in Os \ B, for any p > 0.
We define

(5.7) ?(y,0) :=exp { (b(z J + 552} , V(y,£) € Os \ B,.

Here function ¢ and constant p € (0,40) will be defined as follows. B
(1) The construction of @(z) on the region O \ Bys. We define ¢(y,£) = ¢(y) on Os \ Bys
such that

dB(y) _ Jefa) — ef)]
dy = [b(y,0)]
In virtue of (5.5) and (5.6[), we have

(L+neT)b(y, 1)
[T+ ne )by, O)]

Similar to (4.20)), by (5.9) we calculate that

- Oyr1 Oyxs \ ' [ 0,7
s we=wno- | (5 57 ) (2]

|(L+ 1. )bl b(y. ) - K Qe —0yxs ) < 9yp )]

(5.8) Vz = (y,f) € Os \ Bys.

(5.9) Oy (y,0) =

V(y,g) € 0(5 \ B4(5-

:3533 . (jb — ngb) — 0y 8yx1 0rp
(5.10) _ T+ neJ)b _ o _
Byz (b — neb) (Opz - TbOy@ — Oy - TbOP)
|(T+neJ)bl < _ 2eln|b)? >
— - Tbd. 7 — ——— 21
Bz - (b — b \ 0 TPOP =g TP
g L

~ Oz - (Jb —neb)
where the last inequality holds since £, > 0 and

%E}% Oy - (jb(yae) - Wb(y?e)) - ’b(y7 0)’ > 457 V(y,g) € Os \ Bys,

due to (5.4)). Hence, by and we deduce from that
—AP — Ab(z) - V@ + c(2)@ 2 [0(1/A) + O(e)] 2 + (1 + O(6))|e(x) — c(@4)[@ + c(2)p
>(c(zs) —€)p,  Vx € Os\ Bus,

by choosing ¢ small and then A large. Hence, the constructed ¥(z) in and satisfies
in 05 \ B45.

(2) The construction of @(x) on the region Os N Bys. We denote 0By5NOs4 = Toupt Ul in+
such that b(z) - v(z) > 0 for all € Lot and b(z) - v(z) < 0 for all € iy, see Fig. [0
for some illustrations. Let L be the arc length of C;. For any x € ['y,4, it is easily seen that
x = (y,!) satisfies y ~ L — 49, and similarly, each x € T'gyt4+ can parameterized by =z = (y, ¢)
with y =~ 49. By definitions and , it can be verified that there exists some C > 0
independent of A such that for large A,

(5.11) max p(y,¥) — mFin P(y,0) < C/A.

z€lout+ z€lin4
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r Fi n+

N

FOUI+

FIGURE 6. Illustration for some notations in the construction of .

Since z, is a hyperbolic saddle, we may assume without loss of generality that

(5.12) Db(z,) = ( Aol _OAQ >

for some A1, A2 > 0. Then the change of coordinate x — (y,£) is C? smooth in Os \ By, /xa
where 1/4/A2A < 2§ by letting A be large if necessary.

For any = = (y,{) € Os; N Bys satisfying y < L —1/v/A2 A4, we shall define 3(z) as in (5.7)),
in which the C? function ¢(y, £) is chosen such that

(5.13) 10,8(y,0)| < m Yy € [L— 45, L —1/v/ 224l
(5.14) |AG(y, 0)] < m Yy € [L—46, L—1/v/ XA,

(5.15) > max p(z), Ve (=4,9).

1
o|(L— ——.,¢
SO ( V AQA ) xerout«&»
Here the inequality ([5.15)) is possible since we can choose ¢ such that d,¢(y,0) = m for
y € [L —20,L — 2/y/A2A] (which implies such (y,¢) belongs to the interior of (Os4+ N Bys) \
Bl/\/ATA)7 and thus by (5.7), we have
1 1

[——2 _ [——2

— _ Ao A _ €Y Ao A
L———0)-%(L—260) > V2t 9,5y, 0)dy = - ViRt~ 4
w( Wi > o ( ) s ,P(y, 0)dy o ) T

Z% 1n(20) +In(v/A24/2)] > %,

provided that A is chosen large if necessary. By continuity, we may derive from (5.7 that

7 (L - z) — % (y,0) > C/A holds for all (y,£) € Dins. This together with (5.11) yields

that the choice of P(z) satisfying (5.7)), (5.13]), and (5.15) is achievable.
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For the remaining = = (y,¢) € Osy N Bys satisfying y > L — 1/y/A2A, by (5.13]), we can
construct @ € C%(Os4 N Bys) such that

(5.16) b-Vp <0 and |AP|<O(1/A)p, Va € OsiNBysandy>L—1/1/A2A.

We next verify that the constructed @ above satisfies (5.3) in Ogy N Bys. First, analogue
to (5.10)), by (5.7)) we can calculate that

o Al@+nd)bl boo_ mbP
Ab(y. 6) - Ve = T — by \ 2 TP~ 7y 9P

A|(XT+neJ)b| ( _ ne/bl?0ep _  2elmy|b]? )
5.17 = oz - Ibo, 0 — —
(5:17) Bex - (b —nb) \ TP T L P T [T e bl
|(I+ neJ )b — n¢|b|?0pp } _
< oz - Ibo,d — =: F'(¥).
- [8z$'(Jb—neb) e ThOyo Oz - (Tb — neb) v ©

For any = = (y,¢) € Os;: NBys and y € (L—45, L —1/y/A2A), by choosing § small if necessary,
we find b ~ (M1, —Aex2) and z ~ (¢, L —y). In view of ng = 0, by (5.13]) we derive

F(0) = |bloyé(y,007 < (L — y)|d(y,0)|7 < €,

and thus by (5.17) we conclude that Ab - Vi < F({) < 2¢p for small 6 > 0. Accordingly, for
any (y,?) € Osy N Byg satisfying y € (L — 40, L — 1/y/A2A), by (5.7)) and (5.14)) we have

— Ap — Ab(z) - V@ + c(z)p
> —;/\2(66_3/)2 +O0(e)| @+ (c(z4) — 26)p
>(c(xy) — 4€)p, Vy € (0 — 40,0 — 1/y/ A2 A),

for small 0 and large A. Next, for z = (y,¢) € Os4 N Bys such that y > £ —1/y/A24, by (5.16))
we can choose A large such that

(5.18)

—Ap = Ab(z) - Vo + c(2)@ = [e(x) + O(1/A)] @ = (c(ax) = 26)p, Yy = L= 1/\/ XA,

This together with (5.18)) verifies (5.3) in Os4 N Buys.
(3) The super-solution @(y) on the region Os5_ N Bys can be constructed symmetrically as

in (2). Then we can verify the first equation in (5.3) holds on Os_ N Bys. Furthermore, by
(5.3) we can choose A large and ¢ small such that

(5.19) V_p(z) -v(z) >0 and Vip(z) v(z) <0, Vrel,

which implies the boundary conditions on I' given in is satisfied.

Combining with the constructions in (1)-(3), we conclude the constructed ¥ in sat-
isfies in Og, which completes Step 1.

Step 2. The construction of @ on the region 2\ Os. Let I'N00; = {4, x_}. Notice from
that ® is increasing in |z — x| for any € I'. We deduce that V.@(x) - v(z) > np(z),
Vo € 005 N By({x4,x_}), for some 7 small depending upon e, which is independent of A.
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Furthermore, similar to (4.21)), we derive from (5.7 and (5.9) that
Vo(z) - v(z)

(T + 15.7)b K Dwy  —0,ms ) ( 0,7 )} T

"z - (Jb —nsb) —0px1  Oyr1 orp |d$és§y) |

=5

(5.20) _Joyx - A+ nsJ)b0gp + O(1/A)p
Oz - (Ib — nsb)
_ 2e0[(I+nsJ)b| + O(1/A) _
B Oz - (Tb —nsb)
=2e6(1 4+ 0(6))|b(y,0)|, Vxe 00s\ B,({x+,z-}).
Thus we have verify that

V@(x)u(m) Zp(n757€)¢7 V$€805\{$+,$_},
with constant p > 0 being independent of A.
Since b(z) -n(z) < 0 on 92 and b(z) - v(z) < 0 on J0;s as constructed, the orbits of (|1.4)
remain in © \ Os only a finite time. We then apply [9, Lemma 2.3] to show that there exists
some C? function G > 0 such that G(x) = B(x) on 9B N Os and

(5.21) b(z)-VG(z) <0, VzeQ\O;s,

=6

(5.22) VG(z)-v(z) < pG(z), VYx € dOs, and VG- -n(x) >0, Vo e .

We next define = G in Q\ Os. Then by (5.21)), we can choose A large such that the first
equation in ([5.3) holds on 2\ Os. Finally, the boundary conditions in (5.3) can be verified
by (.19) and (5.22). B

Summarily, by Steps 1 and 2, we have constructed a positive super-solution g € C(f2)
such that (5.3) holds. Then ([5.1) can be deduced by the comparison principle. The proof of
Theorem is now complete. O

For the next result, we assume the union of two homoclinic orbits connected by a saddle is
unstable, where the surrounding orbits are gradually farther from the homoclinic connections.

Theorem 5.2 (Unstable case). Suppose that the limit set of system (1.4)) consists of a finite
number of hyperbolic fixed points and a unstable union composed of two homoclinic orbits
connected by a hyperbolic saddle. Then

lim A(A) = min {c(z)},

A—o0 1<i<k

where {x1,--- ,x} denotes the set of stable fixed points.
Proof. As in the proof of Theorem the upper bound estimate

li A) < mi ;
i sup A(4) < min, {c(z;)}

can be established by Step 2 of Theorem It suffices to show the lower bound estimate
2 liminf A(4) > mi i)}
(5.23) iminf A(A) > min {e(zi)}

Denote by C := C4+ U C_ the two connected homoclinic orbits C; and C_. We first define
region Os (as in Part 2 in the proof of Theorem such that dy(z,C) < 9§, Vo € Os, and
b(z)-v(z) <0, Vo € 00;, with v(x) being the outward unit normal vector of 0Os. The proof
of is divided into the following two steps.
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Step 1. We shall construct the positive super-solution @ € C'(Oy) such that

(5.24) —Ap — Ab - Vo +c(z)p > Lrinilk{c(:c,)}} », Vz e Oy,
for small § and large A, and
(5.25) VE(z) - v(z) > —3Vep(x), Yz € dO;.

Let Bys be defined by (5.2)) and A2 > 0 be defined in (5.11f). Under the coordinate z — (y, £)
introduced in the proof of Theorem we define

el
(5.26) w0 =ew {2 = L d 0.0 € 05\ By
and

(5.27) P(x) = exp{—D|:L‘—:E*\|2—|—p§U)}, Vo € By xga

where the functions ¢ and p are chosen such that ¢ € C?(Os), and the constant D > 0 will
be defined as follows.

(1) The verification of (5.24) on O; \ B, /vagA- By the unstablity of C, it easily seen that
lne < 0, where 7y is chosen such that (5.5) admits a periodic solution z,(7). Hence, as in
(5.10)), we can calculate that

__ @+ mJ)b|

b(y,l) - Vg =

W0 VP =5 (Tb—neb)

@+ )bl
Oz - (Ib — neb)

|((I+neJ )b
~ 9z - (Jb —n¢b)

1|+ )bl - Tb dd(y)

A 84.% : (jb - ngb) dy ’

In view of n; — 0 as £ — 0, we can derive from ([5.26) and (/5.28)) that
— Ap — Ab(z) - Vo + ¢(z)p

(Opx - TbOy@ — Oy - Tb0OP)

20n,|b|? )
VoI + ned)bl”

(81395 . jb8y¢ +
(5.28)

3g:E . jb8y¢

: - G| _
(29) 7 [\/g TOW/A)+ 0<¢5>} 7+ ([b(@)] +0(9)) ‘dyy‘ 7+ cla)p
> Lréliigk{c(xi)}] P, Vo € O5\ By sy

by choosing § small and then A large. Hence, (5.24]) holds on Os \ B, /A"
2) For any z € B , by (5.12)) and (5.27)), direct calculation yields
1/vVA2A

b Vi)~ — 2" (3 S, ) veta) + Oflle - a.lP)

<Dolz — z|* + O(|z — z[°)
<D/A+O0(1/A*?),  Vz € By, s
whence we can calculate that for any = € B, eyt
~ Ap = Ab- V5 + (cla) — min {e(z)})p
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1<i<k

> 3D + O(1/VA) + (¢(x) — min {c(xz)})] .

Therefore, we may choose D large such that (5.24)) holds in By, ;57
It remains to verify (5.25)). By (5.20)), we calculate from (5.26)) that

0, T+ nsT)bdF + O(/A)p
Opx - (Ib —nsb)

(5.30) ~ 2V6|T+nsT)b| + O(1/A) _
B Opx - (Ib — nsb)
> —2V6(1+0(6)p, Va € dOs,

and thus follows. Step 1 is complete.

Step 2. We prove (5.23). Let {@1,--,z,} be the set of fixed points of with n > k.
Recall O := {z € Q: 31 < i < n, |z — 2;] < §} defined in Step 2 of Theorem Given
any € > 0, we can apply the arguments in the proof of Theorem to construct g € C 2(05)
such that ~ holds for small § > 0. Notice that there are no limit points of system in
O\ (OsUOs). In view of b(z)-v(x) > 0 on d0s, by we can define g € C?(Q\ (OsUOy))
such that b(z) - V@(x) < 0 on Q\ (O5 U O5) and

(V_3(z) = V43(z)) - v(z) >0,  VzedOsUdOs.
Hence, (4.33) holds on Q \ (Os U 05) by choosing A large. Combining with (5.24)), we have

constructed a positive super-solution g € C'(2) such that

Vo(z) - v(z)

=6

—Ap — Ab - Vg + c(x)p > Lrglgk{c(:m)}] 7 inQ)\ (005U d0;5),

(V_p(z) = Vip(z)) -v(z) >0 on 05 U 905,

Vo-n>0 on 052,
for sufficiently large A. Then (5.23)) can be derived from the comparison principle. This
concludes the proof. O

Theorem 5.3. Suppose that the limit set of system consists of a finite number of fixed
points and a semi-stable union of two homoclinic orbits C;. U C_ connected by a hyperbolic
saddle. Assume C4 UC_ is stable from the outside, and C4 or/and C_ are unstable from the
inside, then

lim A(4) = min {c(z)},

ASo0 1<i<k
where {x1, -+ ,x} denotes the set of stable fixed points.

Proof. Similar to Theorems [4.2] and 5.2} it suffices to show the lower bound estimate
5.31 liminf A\(A) > mi ;
(5.31) iminf A(4) > min {e(zi)},

as the upper bound estimate can be established by Step 2 of Theorem For clarity, we
divide the proof into the following two parts.

Part 1. We first establish in the case that both homoclinic orbits are unstable from
the inside. Set C := C4 UC_ and let z, be the hyperbolic saddle connecting C; and C_. For
any 0 > 0, we choose Og as in Part 2 of Theorem such that dy(z,C) < 6, Vo € Os, and
b(z) - v(z) < 0, Yz € 00, with v(z) being the outward unit normal vector on d0;. Denote
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{1, -+ ,zn} as the set of fixed points of (1.4) with n > k. Recall Os = {z e M <i<
n, |z —x;| < 0}. Given any € > 0, inspired from the proof of Theorem we next construct
a positive super-solution g € C(2) N C%(Q\ (005 U 80s)) such that

—Ap — Ab - V@ + c(z)p > Lrglgk{c(mz)} - e] 7 in Q\ (805 U 0s),

(5.32) (V_5(x) — Vip(x)) - v(z) > on 905 U 0y,
V%-n >0 on 0N}

for sufficiently large A and small §. Then can be derlved by the comparison principle.

First, applying the same arguments as in Theorem we can construct p € 02(05) such
that the first inequality in - ) holds on Os. The construction of @ on Q \ Os can be
preformed in the following two steps.

Step 1. The construction of @ on O5. We first recall some notations. Let Bys be defined by
(5-2). We define the curve I' C Q such that ’'NC; = I'NC— = {z.} and dy(z,C4) = dy(z,C-),
Vz € I'. Then the region Oy is assumed to be divided into two parts Ogsy and Os_ by I' such
that C+ C Os+ and Os, N Os_ = I'. We only complete the construction on Oy, , as that on
Os_ is symmetrical.

As in the proof of Theorem we introduce the coordinate = — (y,¢) such that x =
x¢(7(y)), where z; denotes the periodic solution of by choosing suitable 7y, and y denotes
the arc length along the solution z,(7) as in . Since the homoclinic orbit C; is semi-stable,
it turns out that n, < 0 and |9 N\, 0 as £ — 0. The ideas of the construction is similar to
Step 1 of Theorem Indeed, we define

- 2
(5.33) ?(y,0) :==exp {gbily) — 450 — f/g} , Y(y,£) € O\ Bl/\/m,

and

6530 pla)mow{~@-a)" () P w42 e

Here A1, A2 > 0 are defined in ((5.12)), functions ¢ and p are chosen such that g € C%(Oj), and
the constants D, K > 0 will be defined as follows.

(1) For any (y,/) € Os \ B, /x;a, similar to (5.28), in light of n, < 0, by (5.9) and (5.33))

we can calculate that

|(T+n:T)Db
Opx - (Ib —nyb)

L@+ 00 T)b|0p - Tb d@(y)¢
A Q- (Ib-nb) dy 7
whence by (5.29)) we can choose A large and § small such that the first inequality in (/5.32))

holds on 05 \ Bl/m
(2) For any z € By, /5;z, we derive from (5.12) and (5.34)) that

b(z) - Vip(x)

o)t (5, ) VR + Ol -2

SRSl | G TEET BN (0 S R L ERRC (PR

22V 4/ E)mb?
(agx-5b8y¢+ Vo|(X+ neT )b ¢>
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<D/A+O0(1/A¥?),  Vue By, sa

Hence by (5.34)) it holds that
— Ap — Ab - V@ + (c(x) — min {c(z;)})@

1<i<k
Ap(x)
—|3p - =827
3 A

+O0VA) + elo) ~ min {elan)))] 720
by choosing A large, so that (5.32) holds on B, J\A"
Furthermore, similar to (4.21]) and (5.25)), by (5.33)) we can deduce that for any x € 9Oy,

(5.35) —TVop(x) < Vo(x) - l/(l‘)’ 5 <0 and 0<Vy(zx)- V(:U)‘ 5 < 3V6p(x).

Step 1 is complete.

Step 2. The construction of  on Q\ (O5 U Os). By our assumption, there are no limit
points of system in Q\ (O5 U Og). Noting that b(z) - v(z) > 0 on d0;, according to
we can define positive g € C2(Q\ (05U Oj)) such that b- V@ < 0 on Q\ (05 UOs) and

(Vig(z) — V_B(2)) - v(z) > 0, Yz € 05 U 8Oy,

which means the boundary conditions in hold. The existence of such » can be es-

tablished by the same arguments in [9, Lemma 2.3]. Moreover, in light of b - V@ < 0 on

Q\ (Os5 UOs), we can choose A large so that the first inequality in also holds.
Combining with Step 1, we have constructed a super-solution @ € C(Q)NC2(Q\ (005U00s))

satisfying (b.32]), whence ((5.31]) holds.

Part 2. We next prove ([5.31)) in the case that the homoclinic orbit C; is unstable from
the inside while C_ is stable from the inside, see Fig. Recall that O5 = Oss U Os_ with
C4+ C Osy and C— C Os_. Denote L > 0 as the arc length of the homoclinic orbit C_.

FIGURE 7. Tlustration for the phase-portrait of (L.4)) in the case that the union of
two homoclinic orbits C; U Cy is semi-stable.

Step 1. Before proving (5.31f), we first consider the one-dimensional eigenvalue problem

{ —yy — Alb(y,0)|¢y + c(y,0)0 = A¢, =z € (0,L),

(5.36) ¢y (0) + min{a, e}(0) =0, ¢y (L) + ag(L) = 0.
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Given any A, > 0, let A(A, «) be the principal eigenvalue of problem and ¢4 >0
be the corresponding eigenfunction. We shall claim that for each A large, there exists some
a > 0 such that ¢4.4,(0) = ¢a,a,(L) and it holds A(A, as) — 00 as A — oo.

On the one hand, since |b(y,0)| > 0 in (0,L), if & = 0 in (5.36), it is proved by Lemmas
3.1 and 3.2 in [5] that ¢4 0(y) — §(L) weakly in L?((0, L)), where (L) is the Dirac measure
centered at « = L. This implies that ¢4 0(0) < ¢4,0(L) for large A. On the other hand, given
any A > 0, by virtue of the variational characterization (see e.g. [5, 25])

AMA, a) = min { — min{a, e}¢*(0) + ag?(L)
fOL oA 1y \bl(z,0)|d2¢2dy:1

L
+ / A PIGOME (16,12 + ofy,0)¢%)dy |
0
we can derive M(A, o) = A (A4) as a — oo with A (A) being the principal eigenvalue of

{ —¢yy — Ab(y,0)|¢y + c(y,0)¢ = A\ud, z € (0, L),
¢y(0) + €6(0) =0, (L) =0,

for which the principal eigenfunction is denoted by ¢4 . By the elliptic regularity theory, it
can be proved that ¢4, — 4,00 (up to some multiplication) uniformly in [0, L] as o — oo.
In view ¢4,00(L) = 0 and ¢4,66(0) > 0, we have ¢4.o(0) > ¢pa (L) for large o, which together
with ¢4,0(0) < ¢a0(L) proves the existence of a4.

It remains to show A(A,a4) — 0o as A — co. Let a = ay in (5.36). Multiply both sides
of by ¢4.q, and integrate over [0, L], then we find

L
A(A,a0) > win AR PO, ofy, 0062y
& AL Ibl(z,0)ldz 24, JoO
(0)=9¢(L)
(5.37) o=t . | 2
= | — SIb(y,0)lw) + ely, 0)w?|dy.
min (= Sb000w)” et 007y

w(0)=eA I3 1PI(=.0)ldz )
Suppose on the contrary that A\(A,, a4, ) is uniformly bounded for some sequence {4, } such
that A, — 0o as n — oo. It follows from ([5.37)) that there exists sequence {wy,}>2 satisfying
L
fOL w2dy = 1 and wy(0) = e Jo PI0dzy, (1) such that

/OL [((wn)y - %\b(y,o)\wn)Q + c(y,O)wEL} dy<C, VYn>1

for some C independent of n. We may assume w? — p weakly for some Radon measure f,
and thus p([0,L]) = 1. In view of |b(y,0)| > 0 in (0, L), Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 in [5] imply
1([0,L)) = 0. Noting that w,(0) = eAnJo [PIGOIzy, (L), there holds pu({L}) = 0, which
contradicting ;([0, L]) = 1. Hence, we have A(A,a4) — 00 as A — oco. Step 1 is complete.
Step 2. Since z, is a hyperbolic saddle, we assume the Jacobi matrix Db(x,) is given by
(5.12) with some A1, A2 > 0, see Fig. Let O5 and Os be defined as in Part 1. Given any

€ > 0, we shall construct a positive super-solution @ € C'(£2) such that

—Ap — Ab - V@ + c(z)p > Lrglgk{c(xl)} — €| inQ\ (005 U005 U {xz,}),
(5.38) (V_g(z) = Vip(2)) - v(z) > 0 on 905 U 80,

Vo-n>0 on 0}
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for sufficiently large A and small §, and moreover

: + . ! osa,sina)) — 2] T 5w
(5 39) t—>hO t |: (lU* t(C 5, 81 )) (.T*)] < 0’ Va € (_27 T)v
| ' 4 - 7 osa,sina)) — © Y S 7w
t1—>10 t |: (l'* t(C Sa, Sl )) (.1‘*)] > 0, (A (T? T)

Since the homoclinic orbit C is unstable from the inside, the super-solution  on Osy U Os

can be constructed as in Part 1 such that (5.38) holds and (5.39) is satisfied for o € (-7, ‘%’T)

To complete the construction of ¥ on the remaining regions, we will utilize the coordinate

z — (y,f) in Os_ which satisfies = x4(7(y)) (where x, denotes the periodic solution of

(5.5)). By the stability of C_, it turns out that ¢n, > 0, V£ € (—4,9), and |ne| \ 0 as £ — 0.
(1) The construction of ¥ on O%_ = {z € Os_ : dy(z,C_) < 1/A}. For each A > 0,

let ¢4, > 0 be the principal eigenfunction of problem corresponding to principal
eigenvalue A(A,aq) such that ¢44,(0) = ¢aa,(L) and wg}ég} da,a,(x) = 1. Under the
coordinate = — (y, ), we define @ € 02(0%7 \ {z.}) such that

(5.40) ?(y,0) = ¢aa,(y) and 9p(y,0) =0, Vye0,L],

(5.41) by, 0)- VP <0, W(y,£) € Bus N (05— \ 01 )

and ([5.39)) holds for a € (%r, . We now illustrate that such construction is possible. Due

to B(¥,0) = da.a,(y), as in (5.40)), the boundary conditions in (5.36]) imply 0,%(y,0) < 0 for

y € (L —46,L) and lim+ 0y@(y,0) = 0, so that we can extend @ to Bys N O%_ such that
y—0

b(y,?) - Vg < 0, V(y,l) € Bys N 80%_, and thus (5.41)) is possible. Moreover, noting from

that 0,®(L,0) < 0, we can verify that holds for a = 37”, so that the construction of @
such that holds for o € (%’r, %’T) is possible.

Next, we shall verify that the constructed @ satisfies . Indeed, in view of g = 0, by
(15.28)) we find

_ I+nJ)b _ _ _
b(10)- V5(0.0) =5 T (00 b0, — 0,0 507 = b(3.0)0,(0,0)

For any (y, /) € 0%7, by (5.40) and (5.36)) we have
—Ap— Ab - Vo + c(x)p
(5.42) = — 0yy@(y, 0) — Alb(y, 0)|9,2(y, 0) + c(y, 0)@(y, 0) + O(1/A) + O(1)
=A(A, aa)@(y,0) + O(1/A4) + O(1)
Z(A(/L OZA)/Q)E(QH f), V(y, E) € 0%75
provided that A is chosen large. Here the last inequality is due to A(A,a4) — o0 as A — oo

and ®(y,0) > 1 by construction. Hence, ([5.38) follows immediately.
(2) The construction of @ on Os_ N Bys. Based on the construction on O 1 in Case (1),

by (5.41)) and (5.42)), we shall extend @ to Os_ N Bys such that 3 € C%((Os_ N Bys) \ {x4})
and ([5.38) holds by choosing A large if necessary.

(3) The construction of B on Qema := Q2 \ (O5 U O%_ U (Bs N Os—)). Since there are no
limit points of system (T.4)) in Qyemd, as in Step 2 of Part 1, we can define 3 € C?(Qyemd) such
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that b- V@ < 0 on Qyemd- Noting that [b(x)| > (9) for some constant £(J) > 0 independence
of A, we can choose A large such that holds on Qyemg. Step 2 is now complete.

Step 3. We finally prove . Let ¢ € C?(Q) be the principal eigenfunction of
corresponding to A(A). Up to some multiplication we may assume that ¢ < @ in {2 and there
exists some x¢ € Q such that ¢(x¢) = P(xg) and z9 € d{x € Q : ¢(z) = P(x)}, where P is
defined in Step 2 satisfying and . It suffices to prove that for large A,

(5.43) A(A) > llélzlélk{c(fl,’z)} — €.

Set W = — ¢ > 0, which satisfies (5.38]) and W (zg) = 0. In view of VIW -n > 0 on 052,
by the Hopf’s boundary lemma for elliptic equations we can deduce z¢ ¢ 9€2. We next claim
zo € Q\ ({x+} UIOs U JOs). Indeed, note from the boundary condition in ([5.38]) that

V_W(xo) . I/(CC()) > V+W($O) : V(xo),

which together with the definition of the notation V@, in yields zg & 805 U 8O0y
immediately. If zy = ., then W(z,) = 0. By we find that for any o € (—%, %ﬂ), the
function (x, + t(cos a,sin«)) acting on [0, ] for some small € > 0, attains its maximum at
t = 0. Since ¢ < P and @(z.) = P(z4), it holds that ¢(x. + t(cosa,sina)) also attains its
maximum on [0,¢] at ¢ = 0, namely, Vp(z) - (cosa,sina) < 0 for all a € (—%, %’r), from
which we choose @ = 0 and a = 7 particularly to derive 9., ¢(x.) = V() - (1,0) = 0.

Hence, letting o = 0 in (5.39) gives

. Wiz, +1(1,0)) . 17_ _
Jim R EEE = tim (e +1(1,0)) 22| <0
Since W (z,) = 0, this contradicts W > 0. Therefore, there holds zg € Q\ ({x.} UdO;s UdO0;).

Now, we can choose some € > 0 small such that B.(z¢) C Q\ ({z«} U005 U IO0;s). If (5.43))
fails, then by definition we have W € C?(B.(z¢)) and

—AW — Ab- VW + [c(w) - lrglgk{c(xz)} + e] W >0 on B(zg).

Due to W(xo) = 0, we may apply the classical strong maximum principle for elliptic equations
to arrive at W = 0 on B.(zp). This is a contradiction since zg € d{z € Q : W(z) = 0} by our
assumption. Therefore, (5.43) holds and ([5.31)) is proved. The proof is now complete. O

Our next result concerns the situation where the limit set of system (1.4)) contains an
isolated homoclinic orbits with respect to a hyperbolic saddle. See Fig. [2| for an illustration.

Theorem 5.4. Suppose that the limit set of system (1.4) consists of a finite number of fized
points and a homoclinic orbit with respect to some hyperbolic saddle. Then

Aim A(A) = min {e(z:)},
where {x1,--- ,x} denotes the set of stable fixed points.

Proof. By the same arguments as in Step 2 of Theorem [3.1] we can establish the upper bound
estimate (3.9). It remains to show the lower bound estimate

5.44 liminf A\(A) > mi L
(5.44) iminf A\(4) > 11%12.1&{0(%)}
To this end, we first introduce some notations. Let C be the homoclinic loop and x, be

the associated hyperbolic saddle. Set O5 := {z € Q : dy(x,C) < 0} as the d-neighborhood of
the homoclinic loop C. Since the saddle point z, is hyperbolic, we assume the Jacobi matrix
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Db(z,) is given (5.12) with Aj, Ay > 0. We then define two heteroclinic orbits & and &
connecting z, to a stable fixed point and a unstable fixed point, respectively. The domain Oy
can be divided into two parts Oz, and Os_ by &1 U& such that C C Ogy and Os_ C Bas(z4).
Moreover, define {zgi1, - ,zn} C Q with n > k as the set of the unstable fixed points of
(T4). Set Os :={x € Q:31 <i<n, [x— x| <5}

To prove , for any given € > 0, we shall construct the positive super-solution p € C'(Q)
such that for the sufficiently large A, there holds

—Ap — Ab - VG + c(z)p > [ min {e(@a)} = 6]¢

1<i<k 3
(5.45) in @\ (005 U005 U (05 NT)),
(V_p(z) = Vip(z)) -v(x) >0 on 905 U905 U (OsNT),
Vg-n>0 on 012,
and (5.39) holds for a € (%’r, %’r), where v(z) denotes the outward unit normal vector on

905 U 00s5. Then can follow from the same arguments as in Step 3 in Part 2 of
Theorem [(.3]

The construction of such @ on the region Q \ Os can be completed by same arguments in
the proof of Theorem as the limit set of system on '\ Oy includes only the stable
and unstable fixed points. It remains to construct the super-solution @ € C?(Os \ ({z4}))

such that (5.45]) holds on Os.
We first define

(5.46) P@) =1+ (@ —a)7 ( —)\10/\/3 AOQ ) (@—w.), VeeOs.

Analogue to (iii) in Step 1 of Theorem we can verify that function @ satisfies on
Os— by choosing ¢ small if necessary. The construction of @ on Ogsy is similar to Step 2 of
Theorem 5.3} and we only give a sketch here. As in the proof of Theorem [5.1] we introduce the
coordinate x — (y,¢) on Osy such that = z4(7(y)), where z;, denotes the periodic solution

of (5.5), and y denotes the arc length along the solution xy(7) as in (5.6). Denote by L > 0
the arc length of C. For any x € O%Jr = O% N Os4, we define p € CQ(O%JF) such that

P(y,0) = daas(y), Vye€[0,L],
b(y7£) -V <0, V(y,é) S BQ&({I:*) N (05+ \ O%_F)?
171

problem (5.36]) satisfying ¢.q,(0) = ¢a,a,(L), and moreover ¢4 4,(0) = 1. This together
with (5.46)) implies the continuity of function @ at x,. The realizability of the choice of such

@ is illustrated below (5.41). By (5.42) we can verify (5.45) holds. Then we extent the

construction on = € O%+ to Bas(xx) N Osy such that (5.45)) holds as in case (2) in Step 2 of
Theorem Finally, for the construction of @ on Os4 \ O 1 noting that there are no limit
points of system in Os4 \ O%Jr, we can define g € C?(Osy \ O%Jr) such that b-Vyp <0
on Os; \ O 1y Then follows by letting A large. The proof is complete. O

and (5.39) holds for o € (3—7r 7—“), where ¢44,(y) > 0 is the principal eigenfunction of

6. Case of closed orbits family

In this section, we are concerned with the case where the limit set of system ([1.4) may
include the family of closed orbits. The results turn out to be analogue to those in [3],
although the divergence-free assumption for the vector field b is not necessary in our setting.
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Proposition 6.1. Suppose that the orbits of in ) are composed by the periodic orbits,
the union of two homoclinic orbits connected by a hyperbolic saddle, and the center points.
Assume (1.4) admits a finite number of fized points in Q, and any saddle point is hyperbolic.
Then the following assertions hold.

(i) Let A(A) be the principal eigenvalue of (L.1). Then there holds
Jo(IVoP? + c(x)¢?)da
Jo P?dx ’
whereas T ={¢p € HY(Q) : b- V¢ =0 a.e. in Q}.

lim A(A) = inf
A—o0 P€l

(ii) Let Aso(A) be the principal eigenvalue of the problem
—Ap —Ab - Vo +c(z)p = Ac(A)p in £,
=0 on 0f).

Then we have

PSS €l Jo P?dz
whereas Iy = {¢p € H}(Q) : b- V¢ =0 a.e. in Q}.

Proof. We only prove the assertion (i), as the assertion (ii) can be proved by the rather
similar arguments. We first introduce some notations. Denote by {z;}iec the set of center
points of ([1.4), and define {z};cs as the set of saddles connecting two homoclinic orbits, the
combination of which is denoted by C;. For each § > 0, set

O} :={C C Q: C is a periodic orbit and dy(C,C;) <6}, i€S,

O% := {C C Q: C is a periodic orbit and dy(C,2%) < 6}, i€ C.
Set Q5 :=Q\ [(UiesO%) U (Uiecég)] and let v(z) be the outward unit normal vector on 9€;,
which implies v(z) = n(x) on 992. For clarify, we divide the proof into the following two steps.

Step 1. Lower bound estimate: We establish the lower bound estimate

Vol 2)d
(6.1) liminf \(A) > inf {fﬂ(’ 9" + clx)¢”) x} — A
Aso0 gel Jo #?dx
To this end, for each § > 0, we define
V|2 + c(x)¢p?)dx
(6.2) As := inf {fQ‘S( | 2(1( %) .
el Jo, #?dz
Notice that A — A as § — 0. Given any € > 0, it suffices to prove
(6.3) liminf A(A) > Ay — Cv/e,
A—o0

where C is some positive constant independent of € to be determined later. Then (6.1]) follows
from the arbitrariness of § and e. To this end, we shall construct a positive super-solution
P C()NC?(Q\ 09s) such that

—Ap — Ab - Vg + c(z)g > (As — Cy/e)p in Q\ 09,
(6.4) (V7)) — V-3(@)) - v(z) > 0 on 09,
Vp-n>0 on 0,
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provided that A is taken large. Here Vi, - v is defined as in . Then follows from
the comparison principle. The construction is divided into the following three parts.

(1) The construction of g on Q5. By the proof of [3, Theorem?2.2], there exists some ¢ € I
attaining the infimum in , which implies

(6.5) V- Vidr + /

Qs Qs

c(x)pldr = A(;/Q ¢Cdx, V(eI

Choose {¢¢}ro C I satisfying ¢y € C%(Qs), ¢ > V2 in Qs, and Vg - v > Ly on 985 such
that ¢y — ¢ in H'(Qs) as £ — 0. Then ([6.5)) implies

Jim [ /Q (A0 (o) - A5)¢é)gd4 _0, Vel

£—0

Given any € > 0, by Banach-Steinhaus theorem, there exists ¢, € {dv}e>0, which satisfies
¢, > /€ in Qs and Vo, - n > /e, on 95, such that

(6.6) <e, VCeL

/Q (—A + (ex) — As)d)¢da

By choosing the test function ¢ € I in , we can assert that for any periodic orbit C C g,

(6.7) /c (—A, + (c(z) — A5))ds

<,

where ds denotes the arc-length element along the periodic orbit C. We next define ¢ € C?(€y)
such that for any periodic orbit C = {£(t) : 0 < t < T} C Qg with period T', it holds that

do(E(t) _ NG (E()) + (c(€(t) — Ag) (£(D))
(6.8) «

T
- [ (=85 (elet) ~ Agjpat
where 1) € C?(Qs) is possible since there are no fixed points of (1.4)) in Q5. Define

(6.9) P(x) == ¢ () + wl(f), VY € Q5.

For any periodic orbit C = {£(t) : 0 <t < T} C Qs, in view of ¢, € I, we can deduce from

and that for any = € C,
— AB(2) - Ab - V@(x) + (@) ()
= — A (x) = b-V(x) + c(2)p(x) + (—A%(x) + c(z)y(x)) /A

610) = a560) - LS 4 e ew) + 00/a)

T
:/0 (A0 (&(t) + (c(8(t) — M) (£(1)))dt
+A50.(£(2) + O(1/A).

In light of \/e < ¢, < B, by choosing A large such that As1)/A < €, we can deduce from (6.7)
and (6.10) that

— APl (2) + Ab - V&, (2) 4 ¢(2)p. (2)
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€

>N () — min [b(z)]
zeC
>Aso () + A(;Q'[)j(f) o

>(As — CVe)Rc(x),  VzeC,

with some constant C > 0 independent of A and €, which implies € C?(£s) defined by

satisfies (6.4) on 5.
(2) The construction of % on O} for any i € C. Let z’ € O be the center point of (1.4)).

For each r € (0,0), we define C, C Ol’; as a periodic orbit of such that dy(C,at) = r
which can be parameterized by {&.(t) : 0 < ¢ < T,} with period 7T,. For any z € Og, we
perform a C? smooth change of coordinate z + (¢,7) such that x = &.(t). Since ¢, € I, we
find ¢ (£5(t)) is a constant for all ¢ € [0, Tj), which is denoted by ¢, (&s) for simplicity. Recall
9 defined in . We define

(6.11) B(t,r) = ¢ (&) — :/25 +05/% 4 M{‘;(t)), V(t,r) € Ok

This together with the construction in part (1) implies obviously that © is continuous on
90%. We can choose ¢ small and A large if necessary such that

V_%(z) - v(z) = —8,3(t, r)\r_a +O(1/4) = 2v/5 + O(1/A)
< Vep(@) = V(@) - v(x), Va e 90,

which verifies the boundary conditions in (6.4]) holds on 803. Next, we shall verify the defined
@ in (6.11)) satisfies the first inequality in (6.4). To see this, direct calculations yield

— Ap(z) — Ab - Vip(z) + c(2)p(z) — Asip(z)

2 dy(&5(1)) _

(6.12) =7 O(V3) +0(1/A) — — T (el@) — M)
2 — _

275 o | = Ade(x) + c(x)] — 1 = (c(z) — As),

whence we can take ¢ small such that holds on Og

(3) The construction on O} for any i € S. The construction is rather similar to that in
Step 1 of Theorem and we only give a sketch. Under the coordinate z — (y, £) introduced
in the proof of Theorem m we shall define € C?(0}) as in and (5.27)), where the
functions ¢ and p there is chosen such that @ is continuous on 803. Observe that

Vid(z) - v(z) = (Vo + Vi /A) - v > (Ve+ O(1/A))p, Yz € d0s.

Applying we can confirm the boundary conditions on dOg in can be satisfied by
choosing § > 0 small if necessary. Then by the same arguments as in Step 1 of Theorem [5.2
we can verify the first inequality in also holds on Og.

Summarily, we have constructed the super-solution @ € C(2) N C?(£2s) satisfying (6.4),
then can be derived by the comparison principle. Letting ¢ — 0, we conclude
holds. This complets Step 1.
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Step 2. Upper bound estimate: We next prove the upper bound estimate

. [ fo(IVe*+ c(x)q§2)d:c}
6.13 1 AMA) < A =inf .
( ) 1zn_>sol<1)p (4) < gél{ fQ P2dx
Let As be defined by (6.2]). It suffices to show
(6.14) liiln sup A(A) < As + Cy/e
—00

for some C > 0 independent of . Then follows from the arbitrariness of 6 and €. As in
Step 1, can be proved by constructing a sub-solution ¢ € C () NC2(Q\ Q) satisfying
—Ap — Ab - Vo +c(r)p < (As + Cy/e)p in Q,
(6.15) (Vip(r) = V_p(x)) v(z) <0 on 0
Ve -n<0 on 0f).

The construction is similar to that in Step 1, and we shall give a sketch for completeness.
(1) The construction of  on Q5. For any € > 0, similar to Step 1 we can define ¢_€ I

satisfying ¢_€ C?(s), ¢ > ein Qs and Vé_-v < —\/ep_on 9 such that

—€ —€

/ (—A¢ + (c(x) — As)p )(dz| <€, V(eI
Qs

and thus holds for ?E. We then define

Y(x)
(6.16) p(z) = ¢ (z)+ IR Vo € Qs,
where 9 is defined in by replacing ¢, by ¢_. Then analogue to , we can verify that
such ¢ satisfies on {25.
(2) The construction of ¢ on Og for any ¢ € C. Under the coordinate z — (¢, ) introduced
in Step 1, we define

r? P(&s(t)) ~;

6.17 t,r) = = = =0 V() € O

(617) olt.r) 1= ,(65) + = — 02+ S (k) € O
Together with (6.16)), we find that © is continuous on 803. Similar to (6.12)), by direct calcula-
tions we can choose § small such that the first inequality in (6.15)) holds on Of;. Furthermore,

in light of V¢ _-v < —\/e¢_on 905, by (6.16) we can derive that
V_g(@) - v(a) = =Orp(t,)| _ +O(1/4) = =25 + O(1/4)

> —Vep(x) = Vip(x) v(z), Vze o0

by letting ¢ small and A large if necessary. This implies the boundary conditions in
also hold on 8()3.

(3) The construction of ¢ on O} for any i € S. We assume the Jacobi matrix Db(z!) is
given by . Let the coordinate = — (v, ?) be introduced as in the proof of Theorem
such that = z¢(7(y)), where xy denots the periodic solution of with 7, = 0. Analogue

to (5.26]) and (5.27)), we define

2 . .
(6.18) (,8) = exp { o) | ég} ¥, 0) € 04\ By (e,
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and
i x i
(6.19) p(x) = exp {DHx —z* + pi)} ; V€ By apale),

where Ay > 0 be defined in (5.11]), and the functions p; and ps are chosen such that ¢ € C’2(Of;)
as well as ¢ is continuous on 803;.
For any = € O} \ B, / \/)\Q—A(xg), due to ny = 0, using the similar arguments as in ([5.28|) and
(5.29), by (6.18)) we can choose § small such that
—Ap — Ab(x) - Vo + c(x)p

oo A|(I+ neJ)b|
= Oz (Jb—nb)
2
=T O(1/A) + O(Vé)| ¢ + (|b(z)| + O(5)) ‘
Hence, (6.15) holds on O% \ B, / \//\Q—A(:c;) For any = € By, \/)\TA(ﬂfé)’ the first inequality in

can also be verified by letting D large. Moreover, similar to , we can find the
boundary condition in on (‘3OfS holds true.

Until now we have constructed the postive sub-solution ¢ € C(Q) N C?(Q\ 9Qs) satisfying
(6.15)). Then by comparison principle we can derive which implies the upper bound
estimate holds. The proof is now complete. O

Oz - IbOyp + c(x)p

The main result in this section can be formulated as follows.

Theorem 6.1. Suppose that the limit set of system consists of a finite number of
hyperbolic fized points, and a family Qg of closed orbits which is made of the periodic orbits,
two homoclinic orbits connected by a hyperbolic saddle, or center points as in Proposition|6.1).
Assume b(x) # 0, Vo € OQp. Let {x1,--- ,x1} denote the set of stable fixed points.

(i) If the family Qr of closed orbits is stable (attracting), then

Jos (VoI + e(2)¢?)dz ] |
fQ]F ¢2dx '

lim A(A) = min{ min {c(x;)}, inf

A—00 1<i<k $el

whereas I = {¢p € H(Qp) : b- V¢ =0 a.e. in Qp}.
(i) If the family Qp of closed orbits is unstable (repelling), then
Jo, IV + C(x)cb?)dx] }
fQJF ¢2dx '

I A — i . . L
A A(A) = min {f;lgk{cm)}’ 2
whereas Iy = {¢p € HY(Qp) : b- Ve =0 a.e. in Qp}.

Here the definition of the stability of Qr is given in Definition [2.4.

Proof. The proof is based on Proposition [6.1
Step 1. We first prove the assertion (i). We only establish the lower bound estimate

Jo (V9 + clwe?ae || _
fQF¢2dx o

since the corresponding upper bound estimate can be proved similarly. Define Os5(Qp) :=
{z € Q: dy(z,QFr) <} as a d-neighbourhood of Qp, and denote by v(x) the the outward

' o > mi , A
(6.20) llAIri>101(1)f)\(A) > min {fgilgk{c(x )} ;sréfl
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unit normal vector on 0QrUIOs(2r). For any given € > 0, we next construct a super-solution
P C()NC?(N)\ Qs) such that

—Ap — Ab - V@ + c(z)p > (A 26)p in Q\ (0Qr U J0s(Qr) U 0Qs),
(6.21) (V_B(2) — V4B(x)) - v() > on 9% U 90;(Q) U 90,
Ve -n>0 on 99,

provided that A is chosen large, where €25 C Qp is defined in the proof of Proposition
Then follows from the comparison principle.

(1) The construction on Q. Let As be defined by . By the proof of Proposition
we can construct p € C(Qp) N C%(Qr \ 09s) satisfying

—AP — Ab - Vg + c(z)g > (As — €)@ in Qp \ 095,
(6.22) (V_p(z) — Vip(x)) -v(z) >0 on 09,
Vo -v(r) > ep on 00y,

for sufficiently large A. Hence, the first inequality in (6.21)) holds for small . Furthermore,
by and ¢, € I we find that the constructed function i satisfies

(6.23) o) =+ Y@y oo,

where C is a constant determined by ¢.(z) = C on 9Qp, and ¢ is defined as in (6.8)).

(2) The construction on O5(Qp) \ Qr. We first introduce the coordinate x — (7, ¢) in each
connected component of Os(Qr) \ QF as in Part 2 of Theorem Indeed, given any closed
orbit on 0Qp which can be parameterized by {P(t) : 0 < t < T'}, due to the stability of Q,
for any ¢ € (0,4), we can choose 7, > 0 such that equation admits a periodic solution
7¢(7). Then we perform a C? smooth change of coordinate z + (7, £) such that = = z(7).

Then we define

(T € 2
(6.24) o(1,0) :== [C + w(A’O)] exp {\2[5 - f/g} , V(1,0) € Os(Qr) \ Qp.

Here the constant C and function v are given as in (6.23) to ensure the continuity of % on
O0Qp. As in (4.20), by direct calculations we can choose ¢ small such that

O - Jb o-x-Jb

b Ve =g T+ 0t O~ Bz b+ 0 P
s oty AT T,
_(1+0m))0ry (Ve —26/V)mlb(xe(r))|”
A agx-jb—l-O(W)
>0
g(”of;”))a””, W(r, £) € O5(Q) \ O,

)
where the last inequality is due to 7, > 0 and ¢ € (0,6). Hence, by (6.24) we have
— A@—Ab V@ + (c(z) —

)
> (0407 + (00,02) 7 - Y (0 + B0)%
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— (1+0m))0:4(7,0) + (c(z) — M) P.

In view of (0,,7)% + (0x,7)* > 0, by choosing § small we can derive the first inequality in

(6.21)) holds on Os(2r) \ Q5.
Furthermore, combining (/6.22)) and , similar to , we can verify that
_J0x- T+ nsJ)b0p + O(1/A)
=0 (@ Tb+ Oms)| P
_ (Ve/2)|T+157)b*P + O(1/A)
(6.25) (Oez - Tb + O(ns))(|b(zs(7))| + O(ns))

:\fu +0(5)7 + O(1/A)

<Vep < V_p(z) - v(x) . YV € 0Oy,

V() - v(x)

by choosing A large and ¢ small if necessary. This implies the boundary conditions in ({6.20))
hold on 9Qp. The construction on Os(r) \ Qr is completed.

(3) The construction on Q2 \ Os(Qr). For any x € 005(QF), analogue to (6.25)), by (6.24))
we choose A large and  small such that

V. 9(z) - v(z) _ (Ve/2=2V8)|(T+ 15.7)b|*p + O(1/A)
+ t=s  (9gz - Tb + O(n5))(|b(xs(7))| + O(ns))

> V<5, Vi € 005(0).

Hence, we can apply the arguments developed in Step 2 of Part 1 in the proof of Theorem
to complete the construction of @ on Q \ Os(Qp) such that holds. The proof of
assertion (i) is now complete.

Step 2. We next prove the assertion (ii). By same arguments as in Step 2 of Theorem (3.1
we can drive that

li < mi i)}
111L‘n_>s;p AMA) < llélilélk{c(xz)}

Let Ao (A) denote the principal eigenvalue of the problem
—Ap —Ab - Vo +c(z)p = Ap in Qp,
p=0 on 0.

By the comparison principle, it is easily seen that A\(A) < As(A) for all A > 0, which together
with Proposition (ii) yields

Voé|? + c(x)¢?)dx
limsup A(A) < lim A (A) = inf fQF(‘ | 2( )¢") .
Ao A0 PEly fQIF‘ ¢2dx
Hence, the upper bound estimate of assertion (ii) follows. It remains to establish
Vo|? + c(x)¢?)dx
(6.26) liminf A(A) > min < min {c(z;)}, inf fQF(’ 7| (=)¢") .
A-soo 1<i<k €l Jo, #?dz

As in Step 1, we set

A5 := inf
p€loy

Jo, IV + c(2)¢?)dz
an ¢?dx :
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For any given € > 0, the fact that Qp is unstable enables us to apply the same arguments as
in Step 1 and Proposition [6.1| to construct a super-solution % € C(2) N C%(Q\ €5) such that

~Ap — Ab - V@ + c(z)p > [min { min {c(z;)}, Aa} - 26} 3

1<i<k

in \ (8@]1: U 805(9]17) @) 395),

(V_p(x) = Vip(x))  -v(z) >0 on 9Qr U 00s(Qr) U 09,

Vo-n>0 on 0f),
for sufficiently large A. Then by the comparison principle and letting |o| — oo we can deduce
(6.26)). The proof is now complete. O

By rather similar arguments as in the proof of Theorem we can derive the following
result, for which the proof is omitted.

Theorem 6.2. Under the assumptions in Theorem[6.1], let T be the set of limit cycles on O
such that Qp is unstable on T' and is stable on OQp \ T', which might be an empty set. Then

Jo, (IV0? + c(2)¢?)dw
fQ]F P2dx ’
where I:={¢p € H(Qp):¢=00nT, b Ve =0 ae. inQp}
We are now ready to prove Theorem [2.1]

Proof of Theorem 2.1l Theoremcan be established by constructing the suitable super /sub-
solutions as before. Let {IC; : 1 < i < n} be the connected components in the limit set of
system (L.4), which satisfy Hypothesis Define O5(K;) := {z € Q : dy(z,K;) < 0} with
some small § > 0 to be determined later. On the region Os(K;), we may construct the desired
super /sub-solution by using directly the arguments in Sections More precisely, if K; is
a hyperbolic fixed point, then the constructions can follow those in Theorem [3.1] while the
proofs in Theorems 4.11{4.3| are applicable when K; is a limit cycle. If I; contains homoclinic
orbits satisfying Hypothesis (iii) and (v), we can apply the arguments in Theorem [5.1
to complete the constructions on Os(K;). Moreover, if KC; is a family of closed orbits as given
by Hypothesis (V), the constructions are same to those in Theorem Finally, the con-
structions for the remaining region Q\ U, O5(K;) can be completed by integrating the ideas
in Theorems Therefore, Theorem [2.1] can be proved by choosing § small. O

A—o0

lim A\(A) = min {1%13k{c(xi)}, ;s%fl

7. Discussions on the degenerate case

Set Q. = {z € Q: b(x) = 0}. It is assumed in Hypothesis that |Q.] = 0. This section
is devoted to some discussions on the degenerate case |€2.| > 0 for complement. We first state
the following result.

Theorem 7.1. Suppose that b = 0 on Q. and there are no limit sets of in Q\ Q, for
some connected subset Q. C Q satisfying || > 0. Assume that there exists some §, > 0
such that for any 6 € (0,04), there exists some neighborhood Qs satisfying Q. C Qs and
dy {05, } = 0 such that (1) b(z) - v5(z) < 0, Yo € 095, or (2) b(z) - vs(x) > 0, Vo € 0Qs,
where vs denotes the unit normal vector on 0S)s.

(i) If (1) holds, then \(A) — AN as A — oo, where AN is the principal eigenvalue of

(7.1) —Ap+c(x)p = ANy in Q., Ve-v=0 on 09,

where v is the unit normal vector on 0S),.
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(ii) If (2) holds, then A\(A) — Ap as A — oo, where Ap is the principal eigenvalue of
(7.2) —Ap+c(x)p = Apyp in Q,, ¢ =0 on 0.
Proof. Given any a € R, we begin with the following auxiliary problem:
(7.3) —Ap+c(z)p = Ap in Q,, Ve -v=ap on 0.
Denote by A, its principal eigenvalue and let ¢, > 0 be the associated eigenfunction. It is
well-known that A, is increasing and analytical with respect to o € R. Clearly,
(7.4) lim Ao, = AN  and lim A, = Ap.

a——00

Step 1. We establish the assertion (i). We shall prove the lower estimate hAnL inf A(4) > An,
and the upper estimate can be proved by the similar arguments. By (|7.4]) it suffices to show
(7.5) lijgioréfA(A) > Ao
for sufficiently small 6 > 0 and a > 0. To this end, given any € > 0, we will construct a
positive super-solution @ such that for sufficiently large A and small ¢, there holds

—AP — Ab - Vo +c(z)p > (Ag —€)p in Q\ 99,
(7.6) (Vip(z) = V_p(x)) - vs(x) >0 on 0€)s,

V@ -n(z) >0 on 9.

Then ([7.5)) follows from the camparison principle. Such a super-solution @ will be constructed
on the following different regions.

(1) The construction on 2. For z € Q,, we define p(z) := ¢, (z) with @ > 0. In view of
b = 0 on (2., by the definition of ¢, in (7.3)), one can check that function @ satisfies the first
inequality in (7.6 on ©, for all A > 0.

(2) The construction on Qs \ .. We shall define p € C?(£)s) such that
(7.7)  b-Vy(x) <0, VreQ;\Q and Ve(z)- vs(x)> (a/2)p(x), Vo e 08s.

Since V¢ - v = ap on 0f), by our assumption on vector field b, ([7.7)) holds for small §. Then
by the continuity of , we can choose § small such that

— AP —Ab -V + (c(r) —Aa+€)P
> — AP+ (c(x) —Ay) P+ ep >0, Vre s\ Q.

This implies holds on Q5 \ Q..

(3) The construction on 2\ Q5. By assumption, there are no limit sets in Q2 \ Qg, so that
the orbits of remain in Q \ s only a finite time. Hence, we can apply [9, Lemma 2.3]
to define B € C(Q) N C?(Q\ Q) satisfying

(7.8) b(z) - Vp(z) <0, Ve Q\Qy,
(7.9) Vio(x) -vs(z) < (a/2)p(z), Vo € 0Qs, and V- -n(z) >0, Vo € 0.
Since |b(z)| has a uniform lower bound on 2\ Qs independent of A, by (7.8]) we can choose A

large such that the first inequality in ) holds on Q \ Q5. Finally, the boundary conditions
in can be verified by (7.7) and 1
Therefore we conclude ([7.5)) holds and the proof of the assertion (i) is complete.

Step 2. We prove the assertion (ii). Let ¢ > 0 denote the principal eigenfunction of (7.2))
corresponding to Ap, which can be viewed as a sub-solution of (L.1) as b = 0 on €,. By
the comparison principle, it is easily seen that A(A) < Ap for all A > 0. Hence, it remains
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to show the lower estimate li}{n inf A\(A) > Ap. Letting o < 0 in ([7.3)), by ([7.4]) it suffices to
—00

prove (7.5) when |«/| is sufficiently large. This can be proved by the rather similar arguments
as in Step 1, and thus the details are omitted. The proof is now complete. O

Theorem establishes the asymptotic behavior of principal eigenvalue when the degen-
erate region (), is a sink or source, which is determined by the principal eigenvalue of the
operator —A + ¢(x) in Q, complemented by zero Neumann or Dirichlet boundary conditions.
The next result is concerned with the more complicated case.

Theorem 7.2. Suppose thatb = 0 on 2, and there are no limit sets of in Q\Qy for some
connected domain Q, C Q satisfying || > 0. Let v be the unit outward normal vector on
0. Assume that 9, = I'1UTy for two connected open sets I'y and Ty satisfying T'1NTy = 0.
If there exits some 6, > 0 such that for any § € (0,0), it holds b(x + dv(x)) - v(x) >0 on I'y
and b(x+ov(z)) -v(x) <0 on 'y, then AN(A) = ApN as A — oo, where ApN is the principal
etgenvalue of the problem

—Ap+c(x)p=Ap in Q,,

=0 on I'y

Vo -v=20 on I's.

FIGURE 8. An example for the phase-portrait of the (1.4) near the boundary of
degenerate region (2, as assumed in Theorem

Proof. The strategy of the proof follows ideas as in Theorem [7.1] We first prove
(7.10) liminf A(4) > ApnN.
A—o0

Denote I'y N Ty = {1,229} with z1,29 € 0Q,. Given any £ > 0, we denote by I'. the e-
neighbourhood of {x1, 22} on 0. For each oy < 0 and o > 0, we define o € C(952,) such
that « is monotone on I'., and

o1, T E I \Fg,
(7.11) a(x) = o, x €l \ I,
0, z=uz,z9.

We consider the following auxiliary problem:

—Ap+c(x)p=Ap in Q,,
Vo -v=oaz)p on 0%,
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for which we denote A(aq,ap,¢) as the principal eigenvalue and ¢, > 0 as the associated
eigenfunction. The principal eigenvalue can be variationally characterized as

B a(z)¢*dS + Vo|? + c(x)¢p?)dz
(112 Aanane) = it | sen A0S H o (VO cla)o)
pEH (2s) fQ* P%dx
Together with (7.11]) and ((7.12)), it is easily seen that
lim Aoy, a,¢) = ApN.

(CXl,O{Q,E)%(—O0,0,0)
Hence, it suffices to prove

(7.13) liminf A(4) > A(a1, as,¢),

A—o0

for all a; < 0, ag > 0, and € > 0. To this end, given any § > 0, let Q5 be the §-neighborhood
of Q.. Divide s into three disjoint connected components €2, 215, and o5 such that
Qs = O, U Q5 U Qas, which satisfies I'y C Qo5 and the omega-limit set of each point = € Q5
locates on I'y, while the alpha-limit set of each point x € €5 locates on I'y. The division is
possible due to our assumption on vector field b near €2,. See Fig. [§ for some illustrations.
Denote I', as the boundary of the open set €, U Q5 U Qys, which can be depicted by I'y, =
Qs U 08 U (Q15 N Qas5). We then denote by v(z) the unit normal vector on T'y, such that
v(x) serves as the outward normal vector of Q5 on 95, the outward normal vector of €2, on
0, as well as the outward normal vector of Q5 on Q15 N Q. Fix any oy < 0, as > 0, and
€ > 0. We shall construct some positive super-solution ® such that

—Ap — Ab - V@ + c(z)p > Ao, az,e)p  in Q\ Ty,
(7.14) (Vio(z) - V_9(z)) - v(z) >0 on I'y,
Ve -n(x) >0 on 012,
provided that A is sufficiently large. Then ([7.13)) follows from the comparison principle.
The construction of such super-solution @ can be performed by similar arguments in the
proof of Theorem More precisely, we first define @(x) := @q () for all z € Q,. Due to

b = 0 in €2, by the definition of ¢, ., one can check function ¥ satisfies the first inequality
in (7.14)) on Q, for all A > 0. On Qs \ ., we define g € C(25) N C2(Qs \ T},) such that

b - Vg(z) <0, Vo € Qs \ Qx,

(7.15) (Vig(z) — V_5(x)) - v(z) >0, VaeTy\ .

This is possible by observing the boundary conditions satisfied by ¢, .. As in the proof of
Theorem by and the continuity of @, we can choose § small if necessary such that
holds on Q5 \ Q.. The contraction of ¥ on 2\ Q5 can be completed by applying [9]
Lemma 2.3] as before. Hence, the super-solution satisfying does exist, which implies

(7.13)), and thus ([7.10)) holds true.

It remains to establish the upper bound estimate

(7.16) lim inf)\(A) < ADN'
A—o0

For any a < 0, let A, denote the principal eigenvalue of the following auxiliary problem:

—Ap+c(zr)p = Ap in Q,,
(7.17) =0 on I'y
Vo -v=ap on I'y,
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for which ¢, > 0 denotes the corresponding eigenfunction. It is clearly that A, — Apn as
a — 0. We shall define some nonnegative functlon ¢ € C(fs) such that spt(p) = Q. U Qas,
and ¢ = @, on Q. Due to a < 0, similar to we can construct o € C(Qs) such that

—Ap—Ab-Vp + c(aj)g <Agp in Q\ T,
(Vip(r) = V_p(x)) -v(z) <0 only,
Ve -n(z) <0 on 01,
for sufficiently large A. Then by the comparison principle we derive A(A) < A, for large A.
Then follows by letting @ — 0. This completes the proof. O
A. PrOOF OF PRrROPOSITION [I.]]
This section is devoted to proving Proposition

Proof of Proposition[I.1. Part 1. Proof of the assertion (i). If « = 0, then Proposition
1.1{(i) is a direct consequence of Proposition see also [3, Theorem 2.2]. In this part, we
assume « € (0, %) and prove Proposition i) by the following two steps.

Step 1. We first prove the lower bound estimate

fBa(|V¢|2 + c(z)¢?)dx

‘ iminf A (A) > | — A,
(A.1) lﬂlo%f Aa(A) > qbléllfa fB Pz A
For any 6 > 0, we set O5 = {z € R? : [z — (0, —72.)| < 3222 + §}. Given any € > 0, by the

proof of Proposition (1) we can construct a positive super-solution ¢5 € C?(Os) satisfying
—A¢s — Ab - Vo5 + c(x)ps > (Ao — €)p5 in O,

{ Vs v > \eps on 00

for sufficiently large A. In what follows, we shall construct @ € C?(£2) such that

(A.2)

(A3) { —AG+ Ab - V@ + c(2)7 > (Ay — 26)7  in Q,
Vo-n>0 on 0f,
provided that A is chosen large. Then the desired follows by the comparison principle.
To this end, we introduce the polar coordinate x +— (r,0) such that z — (0,—1%;) =
(rcos,rsinf) with r € (0, 12=) and 6 € (—, 7). Set ¢ € C%([0, =22 + §]) to satisfy
¢(r)y=0, rE[O, T +5/2]
(A.4) 0<((r) <9, re (22 45/2, 2224 4],

[N +1¢"(r)] <6, re (0, 1_25 + 5]-

Then we define
(A.5) ?(x) == ¢5(x) — ¢(r)0, Vx € Os.
Direct calculations give

b V(((r)) =(=(1 — a)rz —a, (1—a)a1)

) G L =

=(1—-a)((r) >0, Vz € Os.

To + o= T

S
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In view of Ar =1/r, A8 =0, and |Vr| =r, by (A.4) we can calculate that

/ J—
C(T)Qgﬂ-|:1+1 20
T 1

A(((r)f) = ¢"(r)f +

Hence, by (A.5)) and the definition of ¢z in (A.2), we can derive
—Ap — Ab -V + c(x)p

Ags — Ab - Vo5 + c(x) s + A(((r)8) — e((r)8
(A —e—Cod)p, Vzx € Oy,

](5, Vz € Os.

> =
>

where C > 0 depends only upon «, ||¢|s, and the uniform lower bound of ¢5. Hence, such @
verifies the first inequality of (A.3]) on Os by choosing § small if necessary.
For any x € 02 N Oy, due to |x| =1 we calculate that

T2+ 124 T2+ 125 x
Von =V n+ 6= —((r )r*l 0C'(r) === +((r) 5 | -
_ 1 + LIEQ oax
- . / 1—a B 1
- v¢5 n -+ HC (T) r C(T) (1 — Oé)’I“Q :
Hence, by (A.2]) and the choice of ¢ in (A.4]), we can choose ¢ small such that
(A.6) Vo -n> (Ve/2)p, VaednOOs.

Next, we construct the super-solution % on Q \ Os. Set ¢, = C(l 2a 4 §) € (0,6). For any
x € 005N Q, by (A.5) we have p(x) = ¢5(z) — (.0, and thus
9P = Fpps — G = b - Vo5 — (i € (—2Ck, —C+/2),

provided that A is chosen large enough. Therefore, we can extend © to {2 such that €
C?(Q2\ Os) and the following inequalities hold:

(i) =3¢ < opp(z) < —C./4, Vo eQ\ Oy,
(A.7) (i) V@ -n>0, Vo € 90N (o5 \ O5),
(i) Op(x) > 25, z € Q\ Oy,

where the choice (iii) is possible due to (A.6)).
We next verify the constructed @ satisfies ({A.3]). Using (i) in (A.7]), we calculate that

—Ap — Ab - V@ + c(z)p = — AP — Adpp + c(x)p

> — AP+ AG /4 + c(x)p > A, Vz € Q\ Os
for sufficiently large A. For any z € 92\ Ogs, by (i) and (iii) in we deduce that
110p (24 755)%% (224 725)0% 11000

Vg-n= r— 2 ) r r2
(1+ 125572)0 P 12571009
(A.8) = r - r2
1—2a)0,0 *
(1=20)0:8 380G~ vy an) Oy

= (l-a)yr (I—ay2="7
This verifies (A.3]), and thus (A.1)) follows.
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Step 2. We next establish the upper bound estimate

Vol + )d
(A.9) liminf Ao (A4) < A, = inf fBa(‘ ¢| c(x)p?) x.
A—o0 d€ly fBa ¢2dl‘

Let Og be given in Step 1. Given any € > 0, similar to the proof of Proposition (1) we can
construct ¢, € C?(Os) such that

{ —A¢; — Ab -V, + c(x)p; > (Ao +€)¢5 in Os,

V@(S v < —\/E% on 00,

provided that A is sufficiently large. Let ¢ € C?([0,1— a+d]) be defined in Step 1. We define
(A.10) p(x) = Qé(:c) +¢(r)0, Vz € Oy,

and for any z € Q\ Oy, we define ¢ such that ¢ € C?(Q\ Oy), ¢ > 0, and

(i) /4 < Opp(x) <3¢, VaeQ)\Os,
(A.11) (i) Ve n<0, Va € 90N (02 \ Os),

(i) Drp(z) < —245%0%, 2 €0\ Oy

Similar to Step 1, we can verify that the sub-solution ¢ defined by (A.10)) and (A.11)) satisfies

—Ap — Ab -V +c(x)p < (Ao +2€)p in Q,
Ve -n<0 on 0f2.

Then the upper bound estimate follows by the comparison principle, which completes Step 2.
Therefore, Proposition (1) follows from Step 1 and Step 2. O

Part 2. Proof of the assertion (ii). We assume a € [1, 1] and prove Proposition (ii).
We only prove the lower bound estimate

(A.12) liminf A\, (A) > c(zq),
A—o0

and the upper bound estimate follows by a similar argument. Given any € > 0, we will
construct a positive super-solution @ € C%(Q) such that
(A13) —AP+ Ab - V@ + c(z)p > (c(zq) — €)p in £,

' V@-n>0 on 99,
provided A is sufficiently large. Then (A.12)) follows from the comparison principle.

To this end, we choose § > 0 small such that |c(x) — c(zq)| < €, Vo € Ozs, where Ozs =
{x €R?: |z — 24| < 20}. Set

€095 €025

It is easily verified that |z, — (0, —1%)| = Vlzfgl and rg < 7% <Ts.
We first define = 1 in O5 N Q and introduce the polar coordinate = — (r,6) such that
r—(0,—12;) = (rcosf,rsinf) with r € (0,14 12;) and 6 € (0, 7). For any r € (0,14 25),

set By :={z € R?: |z — (0, —7%)| < r}. We then define % € C?(Q2) such that

(A14) (97«¢§0 on Bm OQ, &@20 on Q\Em, and 89¢§0 in Q,
-« -«
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FIGURE 9. Ilustrations for some notations in the proof of Proposition [L.1Jii).

and moreover

i) op<—ep, VreB,NQ, 0,9 > ep, Vz e Q\ B,
(A.15) (i) Oy < —exp, V€ Q\ Ogs,

(i) [0:®@| + |0m | + |Opop| < €, Va € QN Oy,

where €, € (0, ¢) will be determined later.

We now verify (A.13). On QN Oy, by (A.14) as well as (ii) and (iii) in (A.15)) we have

_ 0 Opopp
> — 0@ — 2 +c(z)p

> [e(@a) — (2+1/r + 1/7‘2)6] ©, Vxe QN Ogs.
For any x € Q \ Og5, by (A.15]) we can choose A large such that

—Ap+ Ab - V@ + cp = — Ap — Adyp + c(x)p
> — AP+ Ae.p + @ > c(xa)p, Vo e Q\ Ogs.

Hence, the first inequality in (A.13) holds. It remains to prove V@ -n > 0 on 0f.
For any x € 012, we observe from ((A.8) that

(1 + ﬁxz)&@ B Oél'lag@
r (1—a)r?’

which together with (A.14) yields Vg -n > 0 on 90N {z € R? : 21 > 0}. Moreover, by
(A.15)-(i) we infer that for any = € (02N B,,) U (92N (2 \ Br,)),

VY € 09,

Vo-n=

. oep ELD

N> —r TR

Ve nz r (1—a)7‘2>0

by choosing e, small. This allows us to define » € C%(Q) such that V@ -n > 0 on 92N Oy;.
This verifies Vi - n > 0 on 912 and the proof is complete. O
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B. PrROOF OF COROLLARY [2.1]

This section is devoted to proving Corollary [2.1]

Proof of Corollary2-1} Due to Q =H™1(1) and a < 1, by definition b, (z) = (—=8,,H, 8, H) —
(H(x) —a)VH, it can be verified directly that assumption holds true. When a € (—1,1),
it follows from that H~!(a) is the unique stable connected component in the limit set of
(1.4) and Hypothesis is satisfied. Then Corollary is a direct consequence of Theorem
It remains to consider the case o = —i. By we find that has no periodic orbits,
and z4 = (1,0) and z_ = (—1,0) are two stable fixed points which are not hyperbolic. Thus

Theorem is inapplicable to this case, but the proof can follow by the ideas in Theorem
We only show the lower bound estimate

(B.1) 1iAH1>i£f)\(A) > min{c(xz4), c(xz_)},

and the upper bound estimate is similar by referring that of Theorem [3.1]

Given any € > 0, we first choose § small such that dy(x,{z+,z_}) < € for all z €
H™'([-1, -1 +6)) with dy(-,-) being the distance between sets in the Hausdorff sense. Set
5 := H™!(—3406)UH "1 (£6), which serves as the boundary of H™*([—1, —$+0))UH"1((=4,6))
and the outward unit normal vector is given by v = VH/|VH|. We shall construct a positive
super-solution @ € C(2) N C%(Q \ T's) such that

—Ap — Ab*i Vo +c(x)g > | min{c(zy), c(z_)} — 26}@ in Q\ Iy,
(B.2) (V_%(z) — V4i3(x)) - v(z) >0 on I's,
V@-n>0 on 0f),

provided that A is sufficiently large, where V@, - v is defined by (3.3). Then (B.1]) follows
from the comparison principle and the arbitrariness of e.

To this end, we first define

1 1
(B.3) B(z) = EH(:C) +1, Ve H ([~ +0).
By definition, we observe that b—i Ve =—SH+ H|VHP? <0on H (-1, -1 +4)). By

(B.3)), direct calculations yield

— Ap — Abﬁ V@ + c(x)p

>—Ap+ [min{c(a,ur), clx_)} — e]

3e

- [
=— Zaz% + [min{c(a@), c(z_)} 6}@

> [min{cm), c(z_)} — 26]@, Vo e H (-1, -1 1)),

This verifies the first equation in (B.2) on Hfl([—%, —% +9)). Moreover, it holds that

€ VH €
B.4 Vop-v=-VH- —— =-|VH| >0, VzeH '(-1+9).
Notice that the limit set of (T.4) restricted in Q@ \ H™!([—1, —1 + §)) contains the hyperbolic
saddle only. Based on (B.4]), we can use the same arguments in the proof of Theorem to
construct such super-solution @ satisfying (B.2]). This complets the proof. O
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