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The existence and stability of localized patterns of criminal activity are studied for the reaction-diffusion model of urban
crime that was introduced by Short et. al. [Math. Models. Meth. Appl. Sci., 18, Suppl. (2008), pp. 1249-1267]. Such
patterns, characterized by the concentration of criminal activity in localized spatial regions, are referred to as hot-spot
patterns and they occur in a parameter regime far from the Turing point associated with the bifurcation of spatially
uniform solutions. Singular perturbation techniques are used to construct steady-state hot-spot patterns in one and two-
dimensional spatial domains, and new types of nonlocal eigenvalue problems are derived that determine the stability
of these hot-spot patterns to O(1) time-scale instabilities. From an analysis of these nonlocal eigenvalue problems, a
critical threshold K. is determined such that a pattern consisting of K hot-spots is unstable to a competition instability
if K > K.. This instability, due to a positive real eigenvalue, triggers the collapse of some of the hot-spots in the
pattern. Furthermore, in contrast to the well-known stability results for spike patterns of the Gierer-Meinhardt reaction-
diffusion model, it is shown for the crime model that there is only a relatively narrow parameter range where oscillatory
instabilities in the hot-spot amplitudes occur. Such an instability, due to a Hopf bifurcation, is studied explicitly for a
single hot-spot in the shadow system limit, for which the diffusivity of criminals is asymptotically large. Finally, the
parameter regime where localized hot-spots occur is compared with the parameter regime, studied in previous works,
where Turing instabilities from a spatially uniform steady-state occur.

Key words: singular perturbations, hot-spots, reaction-diffusion, crime, nonlocal eigenvalue problem, Hopf Bifurca-
tion.

1 Introduction

Recently, Short et. al. [29, 30, 31] introduced an agent-based model of urban crime that takes into account repeat or
near-repeat victimization. In dimensionless form, the continuum limit of this agent-based model is the two-component

reaction-diffusion PDE system
Ay =e’AA— A+ PA+a, x€N; O,A=0, x € 09, (1.1a)

TPtzDV-(VP—%VA)—PA—i-W—a, zeQ;  9,P=0, x€dn, (1.1b)

where the positive constants €2, D, «, v and 7, are all assumed to be spatially independent. In this model, P(z,t)
represents the density of the criminals, A(z,t) represents the “attractiveness” of the environment to burglary or
other criminal activity, and the chemotactic drift term —2DV - (PvTA) represents the tendency of criminals to move
towards sites with a higher attractiveness. In addition, « is the baseline attractiveness, while (7 — a)/7 represents
the constant rate of re-introduction of criminals after a burglary. For further details on the model see [29].

In [29], the reaction-diffusion system (1.1) with chemotactic drift term was derived from a continuum limit of

a lattice-based model. It was then analyzed using linear stability theory to determine a parameter range for the
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FIGURE 1. Numerical solution of (1.1) at different times, for initial data close to a spatially homogeneous steady-state. Plots
of A(z,t) are shown at the values of ¢ indicated. (a) One dimensional domain with parameter values a = 1, v = 2, ¢ = 0.02,
7 =1, D = 1. Initial conditions are P(z,0) = 1 — a/y and A(z,0) = (1 — 0.01 cos(67x)). Turing instability leads to a
formation of three hot-spots; one is annihilated almost immediately due to a fast-time instability, while the second hot-spot
is annihilated after a long time. (b) D = 0.5 with all other parameters as in (a). Two hot-spots remain stable. (¢) Numerical
solution of (1.1) in a two-dimensional square of width 4. Parameters are « = 1,y = 2, e = 0.08, 7 = 1, D = 1. Initial conditions
are P(z,0) =1 — a/v and A(z,0) = v(1 + rand % 0.001) where rand generates a random number between 0 and 1.

existence of a Turing instability of the spatially uniform steady-state. A weakly nonlinear theory, based on a multi-
scale expansion valid near the Turing bifurcation point, was developed in [30, 31] for (1.1) for both one and two-
dimensional domains. This theoretical framework is very useful to explore the origins of various patterns that are
observed in full numerical solutions of the model. However, the major drawback of a weakly nonlinear theory is
that the parameters must be tuned near the bifurcation point of the Turing instability. When the parameters values
are at an O(1) distance from the bifurcation point, an instability of the spatially homogeneous steady-state often
leads to patterns consisting of localized structures. Such localized patterns for the crime model (1.1), consisting of
the concentration of criminal activity in localized spatial regions, are referred to as either hot-spot or spike-type
patterns. A localized hot-spot solution, not amenable to an analytical description by a weakly nonlinear analysis,
was observed in the full numerical solutions of [30].

As an illustration of localization behavior, in Fig. 1(a) we plot the numerical solution to (1.1) in the one-dimensional
domain Q = [0, 1] with parameter values « =1,y =2, ¢ = 0.02, 7 = 1, and D = 1. The initial conditions, consisting
of a small mode-three perturbation of the spatially homogeneous steady-state A, = v and P, = (y — «) /7 are first
amplified due to linear instability. Shortly thereafter, nonlinear effects become significant and the solution quickly
becomes localized leading to the formation of three hot-spots, as shown at ¢t &~ 14. Subsequently, one of the hot-spots

appears to be unstable and is quickly annihilated. The remaining two hot-spots drift towards each other over a long
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time, until finally around ¢ ~ 180,000, another hot-spot is annihilated. The lone remaining hot-spot then drifts
towards the center of the domain where it then remains. Next, in Fig. 1(b) we re-run the simulation when D is
decreased to D = 0.5 with all other parameters the same as in Fig. 1(a). For this value of D, we observe that the
final state consists of two hot-spots. Similar complex dynamics of hot-spots in a two-dimensional domain are shown
in Fig. 1(c).

It is the goal of this paper to give a detailed study of the existence and stability of steady-state localized hot-spot

patterns for (1.1) in both one and two-dimensional domains in the singularly perturbed limit

2« D. (1.2)

The assumption that &2

< D implies that the length-scale associated with the change in the attractiveness of
potential burglary sites is much smaller than the length-scale over which criminals explore new territory to commit
crime. In this limit, a singular perturbation methodology will be used to construct steady-state hot-spot solutions
and to derive new nonlocal eigenvalue problems (NLEP’s) governing the stability of these solutions. From an analysis
of the spectrum of these NLEP’s, explicit stability thresholds in terms of D and 7 for the initiation of O(1) time-scale
instabilities of these patterns are obtained. In a one-dimensional domain, an additional stability threshold on D for
the initiation of slow translational instabilities of the hot-spot pattern is derived. Among other results, we will be
able to explain both the fast and slow instabilities of the localized hot-spots patterns as observed in Fig. 1(a).

In related contexts, there is now a rather large literature on the stability of spike-type patterns in two-component
reaction-diffusion systems with no drift terms. The theory was first developed in a one-dimensional domain to analyze
the stability of steady-state spike patterns for the Gierer-Meinhardt model (cf. [10, 3, 35, 37, 38, 34, 43, 46]) and,
in a parallel development, the Gray-Scott model (cf. [4, 5, 15, 23, 24, 18, 1]). The stability theory for these two
models was extended to two-dimensional domains in [39, 41, 40, 44, 43, 2]. Related studies for the Schnakenburg
model are given in [11, 36, 42]. The dynamics of quasi-equilibrium spike patterns is studied for one-dimensional
domains in [9, 6, 7, 33, 22|, and in a multi-dimensional context in [13, 14, 16, 2]. More recently, in [19] the stability
of spikes was analyzed for a reaction-diffusion model of species segregation with cross-diffusion. A common feature
in all of these studies, is that an analysis of the spectrum of various classes of NLEP’s is central for determining
the stability properties of localized patterns. A survey of NLEP theory is given in [46], and in, a broader context, a
survey of phenomena and results for far-from-equilibrium patterns is given in [25].

In contrast, for reaction-diffusion systems with chemotactic drift terms, such as the crime model (1.1), there are
only a few studies of the existence and stability of spike solutions. These previous studies have focused mainly on
variants of the well-known Keller-Segel model (cf. [8, 12, 28, 32]).

We now summarize and illustrate our main results. In §2.1 we construct a multi hot-spot steady state solution
to (1.1) on a one-dimensional interval of length S. We refer to a symmetric hot-spot steady-state solution as one
for which the hot-spots are equally spaced and, correspondingly, each hot-spot has the same amplitude. In §2.2
asymmetric steady-state hot-spot solutions, characterized by unevenly spaced hot-spots, are shown to bifurcate from
the symmetric branch of hot-spot solutions at a critical value of D.

In §3 we study the stability of steady-state K-hot-spot solutions on an interval of length S when 7 = O(1). A
singular perturbation approach is used to derive a NLEP that determines the stability of these hot-spot patterns to
O(1) time-scale instabilities. In contrast to the NLEP’s arising in the study of spike stability for the Gierer-Meinhardt
model (cf. [35]), this NLEP is explicitly solvable. In this way, a critical threshold K. is determined such that a
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pattern consisting of K hot-spots with K > 1 is unstable to a competition instability if and only if K > K ;. This
instability, which develops on an O(1) time scale as ¢ — 0, is due to a positive real eigenvalue, and it triggers the
collapse of some of the hot-spots in the pattern. This critical threshold K.; > 0 is the unique root of (see Principal
Result 3.2 below)

K (14 cos (n/K))"/* = (g) <%)1/4%. (1.3)

In addition, from the location of the bifurcation point associated with the birth of an asymmetric hot-spot equilibrium,
a further threshold K._ is derived that predicts that a K-hot-spot steady-state with K > 1 is stable with respect to
slow translational instabilities of the hot-spot locations if and only if K < K._. This threshold is given explicitly by
(see (3.20) below)

K. = (g) D1/4% . (1.4)

Since K. < K.y, the stability properties of a K-hot-spot steady-state solution with K > 1 and 7 = O(1) are as
follows: stability when K < K._; stability with respect to O(1) time-scale instabilities but unstable with respect to
slow translation instabilities when K. < K < K.1; a fast O(1) time-scale instability dominates when K > K.
As an illustration of these results consider again Fig. 1(a). From the parameter values in the figure caption we
compute from (1.3) and (1.4) that K. =~ 2.273 and K. ~ 1.995. Therefore, we predict that the three hot-spots
that form at ¢ = 13.8 are unstable on an O(1) time-scale. This is confirmed by the numerical results shown at times
t =25 and t = 30.8 in Fig. 1(a). We then predict from the threshold K._ that the two-hot-spot solution will become
unstable on a very long time interval. This is also confirmed by the full numerical solutions shown in Fig. 1(a). In
contrast, if we decrease D to D = 0.5 as in Fig. 1(b) then we calculate from (1.3) and (1.4) that K.4 =~ 2.612 and
K. =~ 2.372. Our prediction is that the three hot-spot solution that emerges from initial data will be unstable on
an O(1) time-scale, but that a two-hot-spot steady-state will be stable. These predictions are again corroborated by

the full numerical results.

In §4 we examine oscillatory instabilities of the amplitudes of the hot-spots in terms of the bifurcation parameter 7
n (1.1). From an analysis of a new NLEP with two separate nonlocal terms, we show that an oscillatory instability of
the hot-spot amplitudes as a result of a Hopf bifurcation is not possible on the regime 7 < O(e~!). This non-existence
result for a Hopf bifurcation is in contrast to the results obtained in [35] for the Gierer-Meinhardt model showing
the existence of oscillatory instabilities of the spike amplitudes in a rather wide parameter regime. However, for the
asymptotically larger range of 7 with 7 = O(¢72), in §4.1 we study oscillatory instabilities of a single hot-spot in
the simplified system corresponding to letting D — oo in (1.1). In this shadow system limit, we show for a domain
of length one that low frequency oscillations of the spot amplitude due to a Hopf bifurcation will occur when 7 > 7,

where
Te ~ 0.039759(y — a)3a 272,

In §5 we extend our results to two dimensional domains. We first construct a quasi-equilibrium multi hot-spot
pattern, and then derive an NLEP governing O(1) time-scale instabilities of the spot pattern. As in the analyses of
[39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44] for the Gierer-Meinhardt and Gray-Scott models, our existence and stability theory for

localized hot-spot solutions is accurate only to leading-order in powers of —1/loge. In §5.1, we show from an analysis
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of a certain NLEP problem that for 7 = O(1) a K-hot-spot solution with K > 1 is unstable when K > K. where
i D70

2
[471' (fRQ w3 dy) }

as ¢ — 0. Here w is the radially symmetric ground-state solution of Aw —w + w® = 0 in R? and || is the area

(— loga)l/3 ~ (0.07037) DY3a72/3 (y — @) [Qe /3 (- 10g5)1/3 , (1.5)

of Q. As an example, consider the parameter values as in Fig. 1(c), for which |©] = 16. Then, from (1.5) we get
K. ~ 44.48. Starting with random initial conditions, we observe from Fig. 1(c) that at ¢ = 9000 we have K = 7.5
hot-spots, where we count boundary spots having weight 1/2 and corner spots having weight 1/4. Since K < K,
this is in agreement with the stability theory.

Finally, in §5, we contrast results for Turing instabilities and Turing patterns with our results for localized hot-spots.

We also propose a few open problems.

2 Asymptotic Analysis of Steady-State Hot-Spot Solutions in 1-D
In the 1-D interval x € [—1,1], the reaction-diffusion system (1.1) is
Ay =e*A,, —A+PA+a (2.1a)
2P
TPt_D(Px—IAI> —PA+~y—a, (2.1b)

with Neumann boundary conditions P, (£l,t) = A, (+l,t) = 0. Since P, — 224, = (P/A?),A?, it is convenient to
introduce the new variable V' defined by

V = P/A?, (2.2)

so that (2.1) transforms to
Ay =e?A, — A+ VA +a, (2.3a)
T(4%V), =D (A%V,) - VA +y—a. (2.3b)

To motivate the e-dependent re-scaling of V' that facilitates the analysis below, we suppose that D >> [ and
we integrate the steady-state of (2.3b) over —I < z < I to obtain that V = ¢/ fil A3 dx, where ¢ is some O(1)
constant as € — 0. Therefore, if A = O(e™P) in the inner hot-spot region of spatial extent O(e), we conclude that
fil A3dr = O(e'73P), so that V = O(¢®’~1). In addition, from the steady-state of (2.3 a), we conclude that in
the inner region near a hot-spot centered at © = xy we must have —A4 + A3V = O(A4,,), where y = (x — x0)/e
and A = O(¢7P). This implies that —3p + (3p — 1) = —p, so that p = 1. Therefore, for D > I we conclude that
V = O(e?) globally on —I < x < [, while A = (9(5‘1) in the inner region near a hot-spot. Finally, in the outer region
we must have A = O(1), so that from the steady-state of (2.3 b), we conclude that D (A2Vx)w ~a—v=0(1). Since
V = O(g?), this balance requires that D = O(¢72). Since V = O(e?) globally, while A = O(¢71) in the core of a
hot-spot, we conclude that within a hot-spot of criminal activity the density P = V A2 of criminals is O(1).

In summary, this simple scaling analysis motivates the introduction of new O(1) variables v and Dy defined by

V =¢cv, D = Dqy/e%. (2.4)
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In terms of (2.4), (2.3) transforms to
A= Apy — A+ v+, —l<z<l; A (£l,t) =0, (2.5 a)
7e? (A%), = Do (A%v,)  —*vA® +9 —a, —l<z<l;  w(Elt)=0. (2.5b)

2.1 A Single Steady-State Hot-Spot Solution

We will now construct a steady-state hot-spot solution on the interval —I < x < [ with a peak at the origin. In order to
construct a K-hot-spot pattern on a domain of length S, with evenly spaced spots, we need only set | = S/(2K) and
perform a periodic extension of the results obtained below on the basic interval —] < x < [. As such, the fundamental
problem considered below is to asymptotically construct a one-hot-spot steady-state solution on —I < z < [.

In the inner region, near the center of the hot-spot at x = 0, we expand A and v as
Ao

A:?—I—Al—k-u, v=uvo+evi+---, y=u/e. (2.6)

From (2.5 a) we obtain, in terms of y, that A;(y) for j = 0, 1 satisfy
A — Ag+ 1A =0, —oco<y<oo, (2.7a)
Al — Ay +4+34%A100 = —a — 1A, —co<y<oo. (2.70)

In contrast, from (2.5 b), we obtain that v; for j = 0,1 satisfy

(A209) =0, (420} +240450)) =0,  —oo<y < oo. (2.8)

In order to match to an outer solution, we require that vy and v, are bounded as |y| — oo. In this way, we then
obtain that vy and v; must both be constants, independent of y.
We look for a solution to (2.7) for which the hot-spot has a maximum at y = 0. The homoclinic solution to (2.7 a)

with A{(0) = 0 is written as
Ap(y) = vy Pu(y), (2.9)
where w is the unique solution to the ground-state problem
w' —w+wd=0, —co<y<oo; w0)>0, w(0)=0; w—0 as |y — oo, (2.10)

given explicitly by w = v/2sechy. Next, we decompose the solution A; to (2.7b) as

A=« Ugl/2w—3aw1,
2v,
where w1 (y) satisfies
Low;, = w) —w; + 3w?w; = w?, —00 <y < 00, (2.11)

with w](0) =0 and w1 — 0 as |y| — oo.

A key property of the operator Lo, which relies on the cubic exponent in (2.10), is the remarkable identity that
Low? = 3w? . (2.12)

The proof of this identity is a straightforward manipulation of (2.10) and the operator Lg in (2.11). This property
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plays an important role in an explicit analysis of the spectral problem in §3. Here this identity is used to provide an
explicit solution to (2.11) in the form
wy = w?/3.
In this way, in the inner region the two-term expansion for A in terms of the unknown constants vy and vy is
— -1, -1/2 U1
Al) ~ e M oly) + i) 4o Aoly) =T ) Ail) = a (L= [oW)l) - ). (213)
Yo

In the outer region, defined for e < |z| <, we have that v = O(1) and that A = O(1). From (2.5), we obtain that
A=a+o(1), v = ho(z) + o(1),
where from (2.5b), ho(z) satisfies

(a—17)

hozz = C = D()OZQ

<0, 0<|z| <U; hoz(£l) =0,
subject to the matching condition that hg — vy as & — 0%. The solution to this problem gives the outer expansion
v~ ho(z) = g [(l — |x|)2 - 12} + g, 0<|z| <. (2.14)

Next, we must calculate the constants vy and v; appearing in (2.13) and (2.14). We integrate (2.5 b) over — < z < [

and use v, = 0 at x = +I to get
l
52/ vA® dr = 2(a — 7).
—1

Since A = O(¢7!) in the inner region, while A = O(1) in the outer region, the dominant contribution to the integral
in (2.1) arises from the inner region where z = O(e). If we use the inner expansion A = e *Ag + A; + o(1) from
(2.13), and change variables to y = ¢~ 'z, we obtain from (2.1) that

vg / Abdy + ¢ (31}0/ AZAL dy + vy / Ag) +0(e?) =2l(a— 7). (2.15)
In (2.15), we emphasize that the first two terms on the left-hand side arise solely from the inner expansion, whereas
the O(g?) term would be obtained from both the inner and outer expansions. By equating coefficients of € in (2.15),

we obtain that
vg = 2(y — a)// A(3) dy , v = —3v0/ A(%Al dy// A(3) dy ,

Then, upon using (2.13) for Ay and Ay, together with w = v2sechy, [ w®dy = 2, and [ w'dy =16/3, we
readily derive from (2.1) that

- w2 o — 602 % f—oooo (w? —w?) dy - _4\/503/2(] _ 2am?
S22 (a—n)?] Lo [ widy oo YT By—a)?’

We summarize our result for a single steady-state hot-spot solution as follows:

(2.16)

Vo

Principal Result 2.1: Let ¢ — 0, and consider a one-hot-spot solution centered at the origin for (2.5) on the

interval |z| < 1. Then, in the inner region y = x/e = O(1), we have

22
Aly) = wvo—i-oz(l—l—iw—wQ)—l—o(l), v~ vgtEv 4 (2.17)

€4/Vo T

In addition, in the inner region, the leading-order steady-state criminal density P from (2.1) is P ~ w?. Here w =
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FIGURE 2. Steady-state solution in one spatial dimension. Parameter values are Dy = 1,6 = 0.05,a = 1,7 = 2, and = € [0, 1].
(a) The solid line is the steady state solution A(z) of (2.5) computed by solving the boundary value problem numerically.
The dashed line corresponds to the first-order composite approximation given by (2.19) (b) The solid line is the steady state
solution for v(x). Note the “flat knee” region obtained from the full numerical solution in the inner region near the center of
the hot-spot. The dashed line is the leading-order asymptotic result (2.18).

e | A(0) (num)| A(0) (asyl)| A(0) (asy2)| v(0) (num)| v(0) (asyl)| v(0) (asy2)

0.1 6.281 6.366 6.003 3.5844 4.935 2.961
0.05 12.805 12.732 12.369 4.1474 4.935 3.948
0.025 25.628 25.465 25.101 4.4993 4.935 4.441
0.0125 51.145 50.930 50.566 4.7039 4.935 4.688

Table 1. Comparison of numerical and asymptotic results for the amplitude Apnax = A(0) and for v(0) of a one-hot-
spot solution on [—1,1] with Dy =1, v = 1, and a = 2. The 1-term and 2-term asymptotic results for Ayax and v(0)
are obtained from (2.17).

w(y) = v/2sechy is the homoclinic of (2.10), while vo and vy are given in (2.16). In the outer region, O(e) < |z| <1,
then

(a—7)
D0a2

Note that to get a solution for A which is uniformly valid in both inner and outer region, we can combine the

A~a+o(l); v~g((l—|x|)2—12)+vo+o(1), (= <0. (2.18)

formulas (2.17) and (2.18). The resulting first-order composite solution is given explicitly by

A~ (M - a) sech (g) ta. (2.19)

e

For a specific parameter set, a comparison of the full numerical steady-state solution of (2.5) with the composite
asymptotic solution (2.19) is shown in Fig. 2. A comparison of numerical and asymptotic values for A(0) and v(0) at
various ¢ is shown in Table 1. From this table we note that the two-term asymptotic expansion for v(0) agrees very

favorably with full numerical results.
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2.2 Asymmetric Steady-State K-Hot-Spot Solutions

In the limit & — 0, we now construct an asymmetric steady-state K-hot-spot solution to (2.5) in the form of a sequence
of hot-spots of different heights. This construction will be used to characterize the stability of symmetric steady-state
K-hot-spot solutions with respect to the small eigenvalues A = o(1) in the spectrum of the linearization. Since the
asymmetric solution is shown to bifurcate from the symmetric branch, the point of the bifurcation corresponds to a
zero eigenvalue crossing along the symmetric branch. To determine this bifurcation point, we compute v(l) for the
one-hot-spot steady-state solution to (2.5) on |x| <, where [ > 0 is a parameter. This canonical problem is shown
to have two different solutions. A K-hot-spot asymmetric solution to (2.5) is then obtained by using translates of
these two local solutions in such a way to ensure that the resulting solution is C! continuous. Since the details of
the construction of the asymmetric solution is very similar to that in [36] for the Schnakenburg model, we will only
give a brief outline of the analysis.

The key quantity of interest is the critical value D§x of D for which an asymmetric K-hot-spot solution branch

bifurcates off of the symmetric branch. To this end, we first calculate from (2.14) that

/4
(v —a) Dor2a® \ '
l)=——==B( = —— 2.20
v(®) 20a2/Dy Vo (y—a)? ’ (2204)
where the function B(z) on 0 < z < oo is defined by
z)=z"+1/z7. .
B 2 +1/2 2.20b

The function B(z) > 0 in (2.20b) has a unique global minimum point at z = z, = 1, and it satisfies B,(z) < 0 on
[0, 2.) and B’(z) > 0 on (z,0). Therefore, given any z € (0, z.), there exists a unique point Z € (z.,00) such that
B(z) = B(%). This shows that given any [, with [/q < z. = 1, there exists a unique [, with l~/q =2 > 2. =1, such
that v(l) = v(l).

We refer to solutions of length [ and [ as A-type and B-type hot-spots. Now consider the interval x € [a, b] with
length S = b — a. To construct a K-hot-spot steady-state solution to (2.5) on this interval with K; > 0 hot-spots
of type A and K5 = K — K; > 0 hot-spots of type B, arranged in any order across the interval, we must solve the
coupled system 2Kl 4+ 2K,] = S and B(l/q) = B(l/q) for | # I. Such solution exists only if I/q < z. and I/q > 2.

with z, = 1. The bifurcation point corresponds to the minimum point where [ = [= q. With D = Dg/&?, this yields

that
Dor2a2 \ /4 Dr2a2 \ /4
= (L%) —el/2 (%) ) (2.21)
(y—a) (y—a)
At this value of the parameters, a steady-state K-hot-spot asymmetric solution branch bifurcates off of the symmetric
K-hot-spot branch. This critical value of Dy determines the small eigenvalue stability threshold in the linearization

of the symmetric K-hot-spot steady-state solution. For a symmetric configuration of K hot-spots on an interval of

length S we have 2K = S so that the critical value Dy = Dy, as defined by (2.21), can be written as

4
S (y-—a)? (S

A more detailed construction of the asymmetric solution branches parallels that done in [36] for the Schnakenburg

model and is left to the reader.
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3 The NLEP Stability of Steady-State 1-D Hot-Spot Patterns

We now study the stability of the K-hot-spot steady-state solution to (2.5) that was constructed in §2. The analysis
for the “large” O(1) eigenvalues in the spectrum of the linearization is done in several distinct steps.
Firstly, we let A., v. denote the one-hot-spot quasi-steady-state solution to (2.5) on the basic interval |z| < I,

which was given in Principal Result 2.1. Upon introducing the perturbation
A=A, + ¢pe, v = v + et (3.1)
we obtain from the linearization of (2.5) that

2¢py — & + 370 A2¢ + 2 A3 = N\, (3.2a)
Do (A2)y + 24c0e0) | — 36* A2vegp — 2P AT = TAE? (A2 + 24,009) (3.2b)

We consider (3.2 a) and (3.2 b) on |z| <1 subject to the Floquet-type boundary conditions

¢(Z) = Z¢(_l) ) ¢/(l) = Z(b/(_l) ) "/J(l) = Z¢(—l) ) "//(l) = ZW(—Z) ) (3'2 C)

where z is a complex parameter.

For simplicity, in this section we will set 7 = 0 in (3.2 ). The analysis of the possibility of Hopf bifurcations
induced by taking 7 # 0 is studied in §4.

After formulating the NLEP associated with solving (3.2) for arbitrary z, we then must determine z so that we
have the required NLEP problem for a K-hot-spot pattern on [—{, (2K —1){] with periodic boundary conditions. This
is done by translating ¢ and ¢ from the interval [—[,!] to the extended interval [—I, (2K — 1)I] in such a way that the
extended ¢ and v have continuous derivatives at x = [,3[,..., (2K — 3)l. It follows that ¢ [(2K — 1)I] = zE¢(-1),

and hence to obtain periodic boundary conditions on an interval of length 2K we require that 2% = 1, so that
zj =2/ =0, K —1. (3.3)

By using these values of z; in the NLEP problem associated with (3.2), we obtain the stability threshold of a K-
hot-spot solution on a domain of length 2K subject to periodic boundary conditions. The last step in the analysis
is then to extract the stability thresholds for the corresponding Neumann problem from the thresholds for the
periodic problem, and to choose [ appropriately so that the Neumann problem is posed on [—1,1]. This is done
below. This Floquet-based approach to determine the NLEP problem of a K-hot-spot steady-state solution for the
Neumann problem has been used previously for reaction-diffusion systems exhibiting mesa patterns [22], for the
Gierer-Meinhardt model [34], and for a cross-diffusion system [19].

We now implement the details of this calculation. The asymptotic analysis for ¢ — 0 of (3.2) proceeds as follows.
In the inner region with y = e~ 1z, we use A, = O(e~!) and v.; < 1, to obtain from (3.2 b) that to leading order
[w21/)y}y = 0 in the inner region, where w is the homoclinic satisfying (2.10). To prevent exponential growth for ¢
as |y| = oo, we must take ¥ = 1hy where 1)y is a constant to be determined. Then, for (3.2 a) we look for a localized

inner eigenfunction in the form

o~ D(y), y=c¢lz.

Upon using the leading-order approximation A, ~ e~ v, Y20 in (3.2 a), we obtain to leading order that ®(y) satisfies

1
L0<I>+3—/2w3w0:)\<1>, —00 < Y < 00; Lo® = ®" — & + 3uw’D, (3.4)
Yo
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with ® — 0 as |y| — oco. Here vg is given in (2.16).

In the outer region, away from the hot-spot centered at = 0, we have A, ~ « and v = O(1), so that (3.2 a) yields
e3a3
A+1
Then, from (3.2b), together with A, ~ «, we obtain the outer approximation Dy [ea?y, + O(e®)] = O(g?), which

x

¢ = Y. (3.5)

yields the leading-order outer problem
subject to the Floquet-type boundary conditions (3.2 ¢). The matching condition for the inner and outer represen-
tations of 4 is that lim, 0 1¥(x) = 1o, where 1)y is the unknown constant required in the spectral problem (3.4).
However, the problem for 1 is not yet complete, as it must be supplemented by appropriate jump conditions for v,
across x = 0.
We now proceed to derive this jump condition. We first define an intermediate scale n satisfying ¢ < n < 1, and
we integrate (3.2 ) over |z| <7 to get
n
Dy (eA2y + 2Ac0e00) |7, = / (3c?A2ve¢ + 2P A?) dx. (3.7)
-
We use the limiting behavior as 2 — 0% of the outer expansion to calculate the terms on the left hand-side of (3.7).
From A, ~ a, (2.14) to calculate v, (0%), and (3.5) to calculate ¢(0F), we obtain that

Dy (eA2:) |7, ~ Doga® (¢:(07) — ¢,(07)) = eDoa” [t0z] (3.8 a)
30,2
Do (2Acver9) |1, ~ 2Doax [6(0) e (07) — $(07 )vea (07)] = 4Doad(01 )veq (0T) ~ Ae YO0)(y—a)l. (3.8D)

A+1
Here we have defined [¢,], = 1,(07) — ¢,(07).
Next, since n > O(e), we can estimate the integrals on the right-hand side of (3.7) by their contributions from the

inner approximation A, ~ a’lvo_lmw(y), Y ~ g, ¢ ~ P(y), and ve ~ vg. In this way, we calculate

n
/ (3eA2veg + 2P A2) da ~ 35/ w?® dy + ;@02 / w? dy . (3.9)
-n — 00
Upon substituting (3.8) and (3.9) into (3.7), we obtain the following jump condition for v, across x = 0:
- *° 4e%a? o
Doa? [Ve]o = Yo (’UO 3/2/ w dy — /\5+a1 (v — a)l) + 3/ w?d dy . (3.10)

For the range A > —1, we can neglect the negligible O(g?) term in the jump condition (3.10). In this way, the

problem for the outer eigenfunction i (x) is to solve

w;E;E = 07 0< |‘T| < l; ¢(l) = Zw(_l)v ’@[/(l) = ZW(_Z) ) (311 Cl,)
subject to the continuity condition ¥(0") = 1(0~) = 1)y and the following jump condition across z = 0:
ao [z, + a19(0) = az; ao = Doa?, a) = —063/2/ widy, as = 3/ w?d dy. (3.11b)

Upon calculating ¥(0) = 9o from this problem, the NLEP is then obtained from (3.4).
Upon solving (3.11) for ¢(x), and evaluating the result at x = 0 we get

-1
b2 [ wd dy - Doa?vd? \ (z—1)2
Yo = ( = wrdy ) [1 (21[0000 W dy . . (3.12)
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Next, we use (2.16) for vy and ffooo w? dy = /27 to simplify vgg/zz/}o. In addition, we use (3.3) to calculate

(z—1)

z

= —2+42Re(z) = —2[1 —cos (2mj/K)], j=0,...,K—1. (3.13)

Upon substituting these results into (3.4), we obtain the following NLEP for a K-hot-spot steady-state on a domain
of length 2K subject to periodic boundary conditions:

o [ o WP dy
Lo® — x,jw f;’;’igd:m, —00 <y < 00 ®—0, |y — o0, (3.14a)
oo WU ay
Doa?7? ) ! )
Xj531+m(1—cos(2m/m) . j=0,...,K—1. (3.14b)

The final step in the analysis is extract the NLEP for the Neumann problem from the NLEP (3.14) for the periodic
problem. More specifically, the stability thresholds for a K-hot-spot pattern with Neumann boundary conditions can
be obtained from the corresponding thresholds for a 2K-hot-spot pattern with periodic boundary conditions on a
domain of twice the length. To see this, suppose that ¢ is a Neumann eigenfunction on the interval [0, a]. Extend
it by an even reflection about the origin to the interval [—a,a]. Such an extension then satisfies periodic boundary
conditions on [—a, a]. Alternatively, if ¢(z) is an eigenfunction with periodic boundary conditions at the edge of the
interval [—a, a], then define ¢(z) = ¢(z) + ¢(—z). Then, ¢ is a eigenfunction for the Neumann boundary problem on
[0, al.

Therefore, to obtain the NLEP problem governing the stability of an steady-state K-hot-spot pattern on an interval
of length S subject to Neumann boundary conditions, we simply replace cos(27j/K) with cos(mj/K) in (3.14) and
then set | = S/(2K) in the NLEP of (3.14). In this way, we obtain the following main result:

Principal Result 3.1: Consider a K-hot-spot solution to (2.5) on an interval of length S subject to Neumann

boundary conditions. For e — 0, and 7 = O(1), the stability of this solution with respect to the “large” eigenvalues

A= O(1) of the linearization is determined by the spectrum of the NLEP
Sffo w2® dy
Lo® — xjw’ ————— = \P, —00 <y < 00} ®—0, |y — o0, (3.15a)
o widy
Do K* (2
X; =31+ Do B8 (2
Ay —a)® \S

where w(y) is the homoclinic solution satisfying w" —w + w? = 0.

)4(1—cos(7rj/K))1 . j=0,...,K—1, (3.15b)

The stability threshold for Dy is characterized by the largest possible value of Dy for which the point spectrum
of (3.15) satisfies Re(\) < 0 for each j = 0,...,K — 1. In contrast to the typical NLEP problem associated with
spike patterns in the Gierer-Meinhardt, Gray-Scott, and Schnakeneburg reaction-diffusion models studied in [3], [4],
[5], [10], [15], [35], [36], and [43], the point spectrum for the non-self-adjoint problem (3.15) is real, and can be
determined analytically. This fact, as we now show, relies critically on the identity Low? = 3w? from (2.12).

Lemma 3.2: Consider the NLEP problem

Lo@—cw?’/ w?® dy = \P, —00 <y < 00; ®—0, |yl — oo, (3.16)

— 00

for an arbitrary constant ¢ corresponding to eigenfunctions for which ffooo w2®dy # 0. Consider the range Re()\) >
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—1. Then, on this range there is only one element in the point spectrum, and it is given explicitly by
o0
)\:3—c/ w’ dy . (3.17)
— 00
To prove this we consider only the region Re(A) > —1, where we can guarantee that |®| — 0 exponentially as

ly| = co. The continuous spectrum for (3.16) is A < —1, with A real. To establish (3.17) we use Green’s identity on
w? and ®, which is written as [*_ (w?Lo® — ®Low?) dy = 0. Since Lo® = cw? [*_ w?® dy + A® and Low? = 3w?,

this identity reduces to
/ w?d dy ()\—3—|—c/ w5dy> =0,

from which the result (3.17) follows. We remark that for the corresponding local eigenvalue problem Ly® = v®, it
was proved in Proposition 5.6 of [3] that the point spectrum consists only of vy = 3 and the translation mode v; =0
(with odd eigenfunction), and that there are no other point spectra in —1 < v < 0. When ¢ = 0, we observe that
(3.17) agrees with 1. As a further remark, the result (3.17), when extrapolated into the region A < —1, suggests
that there is a critical value of ¢ for which the discrete eigenvalue bifurcates out of the continuous spectrum into the
region A > —1 on the real axis.

By applying Lemma 3.2 to the NLEP (3.15) we conclude that Re(\) < 0 if and only if

3 7‘[3000 v dy 2 =0 K-1 3.18)
< = =2, =0,...,K—1. '
XJ f_oo ’LU5 dy j (

In obtaining the last equality in (3.18) we calculated the integrals using w = v/2sechy. Since yo = 3 < x1 < X2 <
... XK—1, & one-hot-spot solution is stable for all Dy, while the instability threshold for a multi hot-spot pattern is
set by xx—1. In this way, we obtain the following main stability result.

Principal Result 3.2: Consider a K-hot-spot solution to (2.5) on an interval of length S with K > 1 subject to

Neumann boundary conditions. For 7 = 0, and in the limit € — 0, this solution is stable on an O(1) time-scale
provided that Dy < D%, where
4
2(y — a)° (5/2)
K*a272 1+ cos (r/K)]
In terms of the original diffusivity D, given by D = e~2Dy, the stability threshold is D% = ¢=2DL when K > 1.

L
DOK

(3.19)

Alternatively, a one-hot-spot solution is stable for all Dy > 0, provided that Dy is independent of €.

Although we have not calculated the stability threshold for the small eigenvalues for which A — 0 as € — 0 in the
spectrum of the linearization (3.2), we conjecture that this stability threshold is the same critical value DOSK of Dy,
given in (2.22), for which an asymmetric K-hot-spot steady-state branch bifurcates off of the symmetric K-hot-spot
branch. This simple approach to calculate the small eigenvalue stability threshold, which avoids the lengthy matrix
manipulations of [10], has been validated for the Gierer-Meinhardt, Gray-Scott, and Schnakenburg reaction-diffusion
models in [37], [36], and [18]. Since Dy < Dl for K > 2, we conclude that a symmetric K-hot-spot steady-state
solution is stable with respect to both the large and the small eigenvalues only when D < Df.

We make two remarks. Firstly, for the case of a single hot-spot where K = 1 we expect that the stability threshold
for Dy will be exponentially large in 1/¢, and similar to that derived in [14] for the Gierer-Meinhardt model in the
near-shadow limit. Secondly, we remark that the possibility of stabilizing multiple hot-spots for (2.1) is in direct

contrast to the result obtained in the analysis of [32] of spike solutions for a Keller-Segel-type chemotaxis model with
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sooooA
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FIGURE 3. Instabilities of a two-hot-spot steady-state solution induced by increasing D. Left: two hot-spots are stable with
D = 15. Middle: two hot-spots exhibit a slow-time instability when D = 30. Right: there is a fast-time instability when D = 50.
The parameter values are fixed at £ = 0.07 @ = 1, and v = 2, on the interval z € [—1, 3]. The initial condition for the full
numerical solution of (2.3) consists of two hot-spots that are perturbed slightly from the steady-state locations.

a logarithmic sensitivity function for the drift term. For this chemotaxis problem of [32], only a one-spike solution

can be stable.

3.1 Numerical Results

We now compare our stability predictions with results from full numerical solutions of (2.3). As derived above, under
Neumann boundary conditions the thresholds on D for the stability of a symmetric K-hot-spot pattern on a domain
of length 2K L are

L (y—a)?

Dy ~ =
K 2 ar2

) Dgyx = Dy (H%WK)) . (3.20)

To numerically validate these thresholds, we choose ¢ = 0.07, « =1, vy =2, L = 1 and K = 2, so that we have an
interval of length S = 4. For these parameters, our predicted stability thresholds are D ~ 20.67 and D& ~~ 41.33,
and our initial condition is a two-hot-spot solution with hot-spot locations slightly perturbed from their steady-state
values. For our full numerical solutions of (2.3) we choose either D = 15, D = 30, or D = 50. Our stability theory
predicts the following; the two hot-spots are stable when D = 15; the two hot-spots are unstable with respect to
only the small eigenvalues when D = 30; the two hot-spots are unstable with respect to both the small and large
eigenvalues when D = 50. The full numerical results shown in Fig. 3 confirm this prediction from the asymptotic

theory.

4 Hopf Bifurcation of K-Hot-Spot Steady-State Solutions

In this section we study the spectrum of (3.2) for 7 > 0. This is done by first deriving an NLEP similar to (3.15).
Since the analysis leading to the new NLEP is very similar to that in §3, we will only outline it here briefly.

For 7 < O(g?), we get ¥ ~ 1y in the inner region z = O(e), and hence (3.4) for the inner approximation ®(y) for
¢ remains valid. For 7 < O(g?), we get to leading-order that ., = 0 in the outer region 0 < |z| < [ and so (3.6)
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still holds. However, for T # 0, the jump conditions (3.7)—(3.9) must be modified. In place of (3.7), we get

n n

(352Agve¢ + €3¢A2) dz + 527)\/ (gAgz/J +2Ac0.9) dx. (4.1)

-n

DO (51451% + 2Aevem¢) |7l77 = /

-7
The left hand-side of (4.1) was estimated in (3.8), while the first two terms on the right-hand side of (4.1) were
estimated in (3.9). We then use A, ~ 5_1051/2w(y), Y ~ g, & ~ P(y), and v. ~ vy, to estimate the last term on
the right hand-side of (4.1) as

n 00 o]
527'/\/ (EA?/) + 2A.0.0) dz ~ e’TA [? / w? dy + 2\/%/ wd dy} . (4.2)
—n 0 J—c0 —00
Upon substituting (3.8), (3.9), and (4.2), into (4.1), we obtain that
Doea® [Yh,]y + O(e?) = € [3/ w?® dy + ng(;Q / w dy| + &>\ [? / w? dy + 2\/%/ wd dy} . (4.3)
—o0 0 —o0 0 J—oc0 —o0

which suggests the distinguished limit 7 = O(¢~!). Upon defining 7o = O(1) by
T=¢"tr, (4.4)

(4.3) yields the jump condition (3.11b) for ¢ across z = 0, where ag, a1, and az in (3.11 b) are to be replaced by

_ oo A o0 o0 oo
ap = Da?, a; = —v, 3/2/ w dy — o4 / w?dy, as = 3/ w?® dy + 2\/%7'0)\/ wddy. (4.5)
—o00 Vo —00 —00 —00
With this modification of the coefficients in (3.11 b), the outer problem for ¢ is still (3.11).
This problem is readily solved for ¢(z), and we obtain that ¢y = ¥ (0) is given by
o0 2 o0
—3/2 o w®dy o wddy
=— 3| T3] t20A N
vy " o [ < T wdy T0A/Vo = o dy
Finally, upon substituting (2.16) and (3.13) into (4.6), the NLEP problem for the Floquet problem on [—1, ] follows

from (3.4). As shown in §3, this problem allows us to readily determine the corresponding NLEP for the Neumann

[ _ Doa’r(z—1)2  2m) }1, (4.6)

S —apPz Iy —a)

boundary condition problem on an interval of length S. The result is summarized as follows:

Principal Result 4.1: Let 7 = O(s™') as ¢ — 0 and consider a steady-state k-hot-spot solution on an interval of
length S with Neumann boundary conditions. Define 7. = O(1) by 7 = e *S(y — a)7./(4K). Then, the stability of a
symmetric K-hot-spot steady-state solution is determined by the NLEP

> widd , o0
7f7§§ cdl IS E P wddy = A\, —00 <y < 00, (4.7 a)
o widy 2 =

with ® — 0 as |y| — oo. Here, we have defined x;, x1;, and 3; by

LO(I) - 3xjw3 <

1 Doo’n?K* ( 2

4

=T A

This NLEP, with two separate nonlocal terms, is significantly different in form from the NLEP’s derived for the
Gierer-Meinhardt and Gray-Scott models studied in [3], [4], [5], [35], and [15].
Principal Result 4.2: There is no value of 7. > 0 for which the NLEP of (4.7) has a Hopf bifurcation.

We note that there is a key step in the derivation of Principal Result 4.2 which relies on a numerical computation,

see below. A completely computer-free derivation of this result is still an open problem.
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FIGURE 4. A plot of the numerical result for p(u), as obtained from (4.12). Note that p(x) is monotone increasing.

Derivation of Principal Result 4.2: We use the notation f hdy = f;o h dy. Upon using Green’s identity f w?L® dy =
J ®Lw? dy and Low? = 3w?, together with (4.7 a), we obtain

(3—3xj§gjz> /w2<1>dy— % (/w5dy> (/wq>dy> :/\/w2<1>dy.

Upon solving for [ w?® dy in terms of J w® dy, and then substituting into (4.7 a), we get
2 6, [wPdy\]™"
L0<I>—f/\w3/w<1>dy:)\<1>, f/\:[—— J ( . 4.8a
() () G- \ Ty (4.8a)
We then simplify f(\) by using (4.7 b), together with [w® = (3/2) [ w?®, to obtain
1 20 9

N A T IAG o

(4.80)

Next, we observe that the eigenvalues A of the NLEP problem (4.8) are the roots of the transcendental equation

1
ey

Upon recalling that Low = 2w?, we calculate

/w(LO—)\)_lw3dy:%/w(Lo—/\)_l[(Lo—/\)w—i-/\w] dy:l/wzdy—i—é/w(Lo—/\)_lwdy.

:/w(LO_A)*lw%y. (4.9)

2 2
Substituting this result together with (4.8 b) and [ w? = 4 into (4.9), we obtain that \ is a root of

26, 9
T TAB—A)

é/u}(Lo—/\flu)cl,y:

g (4.10)

To determine whether a Hopf bifurcation is possible we set A = iA; in (4.10) and replace (Lo — )~ by (Lo — A) ™" =
(L% + A%)_l (Lo +iAr). Then, upon comparing the real and imaginary parts in the resulting expression, we obtain
that g = A? and any Hopf bifurcation threshold 7. must be the roots of the coupled system

-1 483, 54 —1

18
Te(9+ )

(4.11)
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Upon eliminating 7. from (4.11), we obtain a transcendental equation solely for u = A7 > 0,
Jw {(Lg + u)_l} Low dy
Jw@3+p)  wdy

2 .
p(p) =3—-28; — %u, where  p(u) =

(4.12)

By using the identities Low = 2w® and Ly 'w = (w + yw') /2, the limiting behavior for p(u) is readily calculated as
~ JwLowdy 8 ~ JwLg'wdy 36

p(oo) =—F——==—; p(0) = ~ 1.6461 .
Jw?dy 3 f(Lalw)Q dy T +12

Moreover, direct numerical computations of p(u) show that it is an increasing function of y (see Fig. 4). On the

other hand, for p > 0 we have 3 —28; —%ﬁju < 1 since §; > 1. It follows that (4.12) cannot have any solution with

u > 0. Consequently, there is no Hopf bifurcation on the parameter regime 7 = O(e~1). B
Such a non-existence result for Hopf bifurcations for the crime model when 7 = O(e!) is qualitatively very
different than for the Gierer-Meinhardt and Gray-Scott models, analyzed in [35] and [15], where Hopf bifurcations

occur in wide parameter regimes.

4.1 A Hopf Bifurcation for the Shadow Limit

Principal Result 4.2 has shown that there is no Hopf bifurcation for the regime 7 = O(¢~!). However, a Hopf
bifurcation can and does appear when 7 = O(¢~2). As will be shown below, in such a regime the amplitude of the
hot-spot becomes oscillatory with an asymptotically large temporal period, due to an eigenvalue that is dominated,
to leading-order in ¢, by its pure imaginary part. To illustrate this phenomenon, in this section we analytically derive
the condition for a Hopf bifurcation of a single boundary spot on a domain of length one. To further simplify our
computations, we will assume that Dy in (2.5 b) is taken sufficiently large such that v(x,t) = v(t) can be approximated
by a time-dependent constant. The limit D — oo is called the shadow-limit (cf. [38]). Our main result is the following:

Principal Result 4.3: Suppose that Do >> 1 and consider a half hot-spot of (2.5) located at the origin on the domain

[0,1], as constructed in Principal Result 2.1. Define 1. by
(24—7%) (y —a)?
3672 a?

Let 7 = 70/, Then, there is a Hopf bifurcation at 9 = 7o.. That is, the hot spot is stable for 7o < To. and is

= 0.039769

Toc = M (4.13)

unstable for 19 > To.. Destabilization takes place via a Hopf bifurcation. More precisely, when 79 = O(1), the related

stability problem has an eigenvalue near the origin with the following asymptotic behavior as ¢ — 0:

a5 e {2<j2—wi>2 S <247_2W2>}5' (4.14)

Numerical example. To illustrate Principal Result 4.3 we take v = 4, = 1, = 0.05 and Dy = 1000. Then,
(4.13) yields 7o, &~ 1.07378. Now take 19 = 0.95 so that (4.14) yields the eigenvalue A a2 0.4082¢ — 0.00529. We then

expect the single hot-spot to be stable, although it will exhibit long transient oscillations. From the eigenvalue, we

21
0.4082

can estimate the period of the oscillation to be P = ~ 15.39. This agrees with full numerical solutions of (4.15)
as shown in Fig. 5(a).

Next, we increase 79 to 1.15, while keeping the other parameters the same. In this case, 79 > 7. so that the
hot-spot is unstable in the limit € — 0. However, 79 = 1.15 is very close to the threshold value, and with € = 0.05,
we expect even longer transients with the final state still unclear at ¢ = 300. This behavior is shown in Fig. 5(b).

Finally, as shown in Fig. 5(c), when we increase 1y to 1.35, we clearly observe oscillations of an increasing amplitude.
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FIGURE 5. maxw versus ¢t with e = 0.05,a =1,y =4,7 = 7'0/52 with 79 as given in the figure. (a) 70 < 7. = 1.074; damping is

observed. (b) 79 > 7. but 79 is very close to 7.; eventual fate of the oscillation is unclear. (¢) 70 > 7¢; oscillations of increasing
amplitude are observed.

Derivation of Principal Result 4.3: We begin by re-writing (2.5) as a shadow system. For convenience, we also

rescale A as A = u/e. In terms of this scaling, u = O(1) in the interior of the hot-spot. Expanding v in powers of
Dy ! we then obtain to leading order that v(z,t) ~ v(z). We then integrate (2.5b) and use the no-flux boundary

conditions to obtain the following shadow-limit system on x € [0, 1]:

1 1
1
up = euzy —u+vud +ear, T(’U/ u2dx) :u—gv/ ud dx; ug (0,t) = uy(1,t) =0, (4.15a)
0 t 0
where we have defined u by
L=v—a. (4.15b)

The shadow problem (4.15) is the starting point of our analysis. The corresponding steady-state system is

1 1
0= euyy —u+vu’ +ea, = —v/ uddr; ug (0,t) = ug(1,8) =0. (4.16)
€ Jo

As shown below, in order to analyze the Hopf bifurcation it is necessary to construct the steady-state solution to

two orders in e. To do so, we let y = x/¢ and we expand

u=1uy+euy..., v=vo+evi+.... (4.17)

1/2

By substituting this expansion into (4.16), and equating powers of ¢, we obtain that ugp = v, '“w, where w(y) is the

positive homoclinic solution of wy, —w + w3 = 0. In addition, u; satisfies
Lou; = —a — u}31J11)0_3/2 , (4.18)
where the operator Ly is defined by Lou = u,, — u + 3w?u. This operator has several key readily derivable identities,
Lo (1) = =1 + 3w?, Low = 2w? , Low? = 3w?,

which allows us to determine the solution u; to (4.18) as

u = a— aw?® — 1131 SW. (4.19)
200/

Next, to determine vy and v; we must calculate the integral in (4.16) for € < 1. This yields that

1 1 1/e B o S
p= / vu® da ~ / (vo + ev1) (uf + Buguie) dy ~ v, 1/2/ w® dy + 5/ (Buguivo + viud) dy + O(e%).
0 0 0 0
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By equating coefficients of ¢, we get that vy and vy satisty
o0 o0 o0
1)0_1/2/ widy =, / 3u1w2dy—|—v1v0_3/2/ widy =0.
0 0 0
Upon using the solution (4.19) for u;, the unknown v; can be determined in terms of a quadrature as
32 Jo (w? —w') dy
0 .
fooo w3 dy
The integrals defining vg and v; are then calculated explicitly by using

w = V2 sechy, / w? dy =4, / w3dy:/ wdy =V2r, / w4dy:?,

—oo —o0 - —o0

v = 6aw,

which yields the explicit formulae
2
vg = %;fQ, v = —2amiu"?. (4.20)

Next, we study the stability of this solution. For convenience, we extend the problem to the interval [—1,1] by

even reflection. We linearize (4.15) around the steady-state solution to obtain the eigenvalue problem

1/€ _q fle
o = 29" — ¢+ 3uvp +uY; T)\/ (2¢uv + uy) dy = — (3uPvg +uPy) dy,
—1/¢ —1/¢

where the constant v denotes the perturbation in v. Upon solving for ¢ we obtain

B T/\af_lﬁgwuv dy + f_lﬁgfsu?vqﬁ dy

1/e

e2¢" — ¢+ 3utvg + udp = \g; V=
T)\af_lé‘ig?ﬂ dy + f_1/8u3 dy

(4.21)

To motivate the analysis below, we first suppose that 7Ae > 1. Then, by using u ~ w/,/vg and v ~ v , (4.21)
reduces to leading order to the NLEP
[ouw _
Jw?

Here and below, [ f denotes ffooo fdy. This problem has a zero eigenvalue corresponding to the eigenfunction ¢ = w.

Lop — 2uw? .

All other discrete eigenvalues satisfy Re(A\) < 0 (cf. [46]). Therefore, the critical eigenvalue will be a perturbation of
the zero eigenvalue.

A posteriori computations shows that the correct anzatz is in fact
A:al/2A0+5/\1+...; T =T106"2.

The analysis below shows that )y is purely imaginary, and hence determines the frequency of the oscillation, but
not its stability. Therefore, a two-term expansion in A must be obtained in order to determine the stability of the

oscillations. As such, we must expand all quantities in the shadow problem up to O(e). The delicate part in the

1/€ 1/e
/ u2:/u%+5/2u0u1+52/ uf,
-1/ —1/e

where the last integral is in fact O(e) as a result of

1/€ 1/e
52/ uf:z?Q/ (a4...) =22 +...
-1/ —1/e

Thus, this term “jumps” an order and is comparable in magnitude to € [ 2ugu;. The remaining part of the analysis

calculation is to note that
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is more straightforward. We let 7 = 7e =2 and expand ¢ in (4.21) as

_T/\af2¢uv + f3uzv¢)
e [u? + [u?

so that the eigenvalue problem for ¢ from (4.21) becomes

P =

=1+ 51/2¢1/2 + e,

(81/2)\0 + E)\l)(b = L()(b + (311%’01 + 6’UJQU1’U())¢E + Ug (1/)0 + 51/21/11/2 + 51/)1) + 3ugu1¢05
=L1¢+e% Lo+ eLso. (4.22)

After tedious but straightforward computations, the three operators in (4.22) are given by

fw¢ 3

Ju?®

Lob = jou} = ( Juwora [ w2¢> s (4.230)

L3¢ = (3u(2)v1 + 6uguivg)P + 3u3u11/10 + ugwl

Lip=Lop—2 (4.23 a)

= (czw + caw? + C4w3) o+ (C5w2 + cgw® + C7w4) /wgb + cgw? / & + cow® / w?o, (4.23 ¢)
in terms of the coeflicients cq, ..., cg defined by
I 3u\/§ 37ra\/§ 0 3\/§7ra
o= ——; o =—-——; co = : c3=0; C4 = —Co; 5 = —
0 419N ! 4 To N0 2 I 3 4 2 > du
U1 uz m2a? ™2 V2« n \/§3NA1 n \/§3u2 (4.24)
o = — — : Ccr = —cCs; cg = — ; cg = . .
0 41oN3 8TENE  8u? ! ° ® 4p ° 4u drmoNe  8mTENR

Finally, we expand ¢ in (4.22) as
p=w+e"p+edy,
and equate powers of € in (4.22). This yields the following problems for ¢, and ¢s:
Mow = Ly¢r + Low, (4.25)
MW+ Xop1 = Liga + Loy + Law. (4.26)

To determine A\g and ¢; we must formulate the appropriate solvability condition based on the adjoint operator L}
of Ly defined by

L;¢ELO¢—2f“}3¢w. (4.27)

Jw?

Since L; admits a zero eigenvalue of multiplicity one, then so does Lj. In fact, w* defined by
w* = (ywy +w) /2, (4.28)

is the unique element in the kernel of L7, i.e. Ljw* = 0, owing to the following two readily derived identities:
Jwiw*
Jw?

Next, we impose a solvability condition on (4.25) in the usual way. We multiply (4.25) by w* and integrate by

Low™ = w, 2 =1. (4.29)

parts to derive that
~ Jw* Low

S e [ o ea )

Ao
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where we used the integral identity in (4.29) together with [w*w = [w?/4. From the formulae for the coefficients

¢o and ¢; in (4.24), (4.30) determines g as
ho = +iy L (4.31)
To

Since \g is purely imaginary, the next order term A; needs to be computed to determine stability.

The problem (4.25) for ¢; can be written by using (4.23 a) and (4.23 ) as

Lopr = dow — (Co/w2+01/w3+20uj21)w3.

Since Low* = w and Low = 2w?, we can write ¢; as

d
o1 = dw* — Tw where d= co/w2 + c1 /w3 + 2fw¢1 . (4.32)

Jw?

Upon substituting ¢; into the definition of d, we can then solve for d by using (4.30) for A\ to get

* *,.3
2d:co/w2+cl/w3+2)\o‘[ww :co/w2+c1/w3+2 co/w2+cl/w3 fww .
Jw? Jw?

Finally, by using [w*w = [ w? /4, the expression above simplifies to

dzco/w2+cl/w3
so that ¢, is given explicitly from (4.32) as

1 = (Co/w2 +C1/w3> (20— 3) - (4.33)

With ¢; explicitly known, we impose the solvability condition on the problem (4.26) for ¢o to determine Ay as

_ fw* (L2 — )\0) ¢1 =+ fw*L3w
N Jwrw ’

A1

Upon using (4.33) for ¢1, Lyw from (4.23 ¢), and (La — Ao) from (4.23 b), the integrals above are evaluated as

1672 1 4 274
Al = (- L — —6> cg—l— <—§\/§7T— gﬁwg) c1¢o — Lc%

9 3 9
2 3vV2m 4421 12427
—I—\/; co + \g_ cq + \{))— c5 + 8cg + \;_ C7+2\/§Cg7‘(—|—2\/§7‘(€9.
Finally, upon substituting cg, ..., cg from (4.24) into this expression, we determine A; explicitly as
a?r? oy (24 — 72
AL = - — 4.34
YT o g < 72 > (4.34)

The two-term expansion for A given in (4.14) follows from (4.31) and (4.34). The Hopf bifurcation threshold is

obtained by setting Ay = 0. This occurs precisely as 79 is increased past 7o., where 7. is given by (4.13). B

5 Hot-Spot Patterns in 2-D: Equilibria and Stability

In this section we construct a K-spot quasi-steady-state solution to (1.1) in an arbitrary 2-D domain with spots
centered at x1,...,2x. To leading-order in 0 = —1/loge, we then derive a threshold condition on the diffusivity D

for the stability of the K-spot quasi-steady-state solution to instabilities that develop on an O(1) time-scale.
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As in the analysis of hot-spot patterns in one spatial dimension, we set V = P/A? (see (2.2)) into (1.1) to obtain
Ay =?AA-A+VA +a, 2€Q; 0,A=0, 209, (5.1a)
T(A%V), =DV - (A’VV) VA +y-a, z€Q; 9,V=0, z€09. (5.1b)

We first motivate the e-dependent re-scalings of V' and A that are needed for the 2-D case. We suppose that
D > 1, so that V is approximately constant. By integrating the steady-state equation of (5.1b) over 2 we get
V =¢/ [, A® dz, where ¢ is some O(1) constant. Therefore, if A = O(¢7?) in the inner hot-spot region of area O(e?),
we obtain [, A% dz = O(e273P), so that V = O(¢%~2). In addition, from the steady-state of (5.1 a), we must have in
the inner region that AV ~ A, so that —3p + (3p — 2) = —p. This yields p = 2. Therefore, for D > 1, V = O(¢?)
globally on Q, while A = O(¢72) in the inner region near a hot-spot. Finally, in the outer region we must have
A~ a=0(1), so that from (5.1b), we conclude that DV - (A*2VV) ~ a —~y = O(1). Since V = O(e*), this balance
requires that D = O(¢~*). Finally, in the core of a hot-spot we conclude that the density P of criminals, given by
P=VA? is O(1) as ¢ — 0.

Although this simple scaling analysis correctly identifies the algebraic factors in ¢, there are more subtle logarithmic
terms of the form o = —1/loge that are needed in the construction of the quasi-steady-state hot spot solution.

The scaling analysis above motivates the introduction of new variables v, u, and D defined by

V =¢', A=e"2u, D =D/, (5.2)

In terms of (5.2), (5.1) transforms exactly to
ur = 2 Au — u + vu® + aeg?, xeN; Opu =0, x € 00, (5.3a)
T(u%)t:gv-(u2Vv)—a_2vu3+'y—oz, z€Q; Onv=0. x € 0N. (5.3b)

Owing to the non-uniformity in the behavior as |y| — oo of the solution to this core problem near a spot (see
below), the construction of a quasi-steady-state K-spot solution for (5.3) is more intricate than that for the Gierer-
Meinhardt, Schnakenburg, or Gray-Scott problems analyzed in [39]-[44], [13], [16], and [1]. As such, we will only
develop a theory that is accurate to leading order in ¢ = —1/loge, similar to that undertaken in [39]-[44], and
[13]. This is in contrast to the recent approach in [16] and [1] that used a hybrid asymptotic-numerical method to
construct quasi-steady-state spot patterns to the Schnakenburg and Gray-Scott systems, respectively, with an error
that is beyond-all-orders with respect to o.

In the outer region, away from the spots centered at x1,...,xx, we expand v and v as
u=ae®+o(e?), v~hy+ohy+---, (5.4)

where 0 = —1/loge and D = Dy /o, where Dy = O(1). From the steady-state of (5.3 b) we obtain that hg is constant,
and that hq satisfies

-«
Ahl:_(z;?’Do) , e N{x1,...,zx}; Oph1 =0, x€N. (5.5)

As shown below, this problem must be augmented by certain singularity conditions that are obtained by matching

the outer solution for v to certain inner solutions, one in the neighborhood of each spot.

In the inner region near the j-th spot centered at x; we introduce the inner variables y, u;, and v; by

y=ce—x), o) =o@ tey),  wly) = ule; +ey). (5.6)
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In terms of these inner variables, and with D = 0Dy, the steady-state of (5.3) transforms exactly on y € R? to

Ayuj —uj +vjuj +ag? =0, (5.7a)
elo o
Vy - (u3Vyv;) — D—Oujug =5, (1=, (5.7b)
where 0 = —1/loge. We will construct a radially symmetric solution u; = u;(p), v; = v;(p) to this problem, where

p=lyl-

The complication in analyzing (5.7) is that u; = O(1) for |y| = O(1), whereas u; = O(g?) for |y| > 1. Therefore,
the “diffusivity” u} in the operator for v in (5.7 b) ranges from O(1) when |y| = O(1) to O(e*) when |y| > 1. For
this reason, we cannot simply neglect the second term on the left-hand side of (5.7 b) for all |y|. However, as we show
below, we can neglect the O(g%) term on the right-hand side of (5.7 b).

For |y| = O(1), we expand u; and v; as
ujzujo+€2uj1+--- , Uj:Uj0+€2Uj1+'-'. (58)

Upon substituting this expansion into (5.7), we obtain that vjo and vj; are constants, and that ujo and u;; are

radially symmetric solutions of
Ap’u,jo —ujo + Uj0u§?0 =0, Apujl —uj1 + 3’(1,?0’1}]'0’(1,]‘1 = - — ’U,?O’Ujl R
on p > 0 with ujo — 0 and u;; — « as p — oo. Here A,g = ¢"" + p~'¢’ for g = g(p). In terms of the unknown
constants v;o and v;1, the solutions for ujo and u;; are
—-1/2 Vj1

Uj():l}jo w, Ujl1 = & — 3/2
PA

w — 3aw , (5.9)

where w = w(p) and w; = wy(p) are the unique radially symmetric solutions of
Ayw—w+w? =0, Lw; = Apywy — wy + 3w?w; = w?, (5.10)

with w(p) > 0, w'(0) = 0, and w — 0 as p — o0, together with w}(0) = 0 and w; — 0 as p — oo. The expression
(5.9) for uj; shows that uj; — a as p — oo, so that from (5.8) u; ~ ae? when |y| > 1.

Next, we calculate the far-field behavior, valid for |y| > 1, for the solution v; to (5.7b). To do so, we define the
ball Bs = {y | |y| <6}, where 1 < § < O(e1). Therefore, this ball is defined in the intermediate matching region
between the inner and outer scales y and x, respectively. Upon integrating (5.7 b) over Bs, and using the divergence

theorem, we obtain that

4
27U5 0V =g ~ ED—U / vjul dy + O(6%0<°). (5.11)
o JBs

Since u; = O(1) only for |y| = O(1) where v; ~ vjo + o(1), the integral on the right hand-side of (5.11) can be

1/2

estimated by using u; ~ v;5’“w. In contrast, on the left hand-side of (5.11) we use u; ~ ag? on p=§>> 1. In this

way, we obtain that (5.11) becomes
27ra2654v;-|p:5 ~ (ﬂ) /OO w? pdp + O(620e°) . (5.12)
VU0 Do/ Jo
Since § < O(e71), we can neglect the last term on the right hand-side of (5.12), which is equivalent to neglecting
the right-hand side of (5.7 b) for the inner problem.
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From (5.12) we obtain that the far-field behavior for |y| > 1 for the solution to (5.7 b) has the form

vj ~ wjo + o (Sjloglyl+ O(1)) , (5.13 a)
where S; is defined by
b oo
I R — bz/ w3pdp. 5.13b
7T 2D, U0 o pap ( )

Therefore, the appropriate core problem determining the asymptotic shape of the hot-spot profile is to seek a radially

symmetric solution to
eto
Ayu; —u; + vjug? +ae? =0, Vy - (ufvyvj) = D—Ovju?. (5.14)
The next step in the construction of the multi hot-spot quasi-steady-state pattern is to match the inner and outer
solutions for v in order to determine vjo. We let y = e~!(z — ;) in (5.13 @) to obtain that the outer solution for v

must have the singularity behavior
v~ v+ S5 +0[Slog |z —x;| +O(1)], as r—x;, j=1,....K. (5.15)
Upon comparing (5.15) with the outer expansion v ~ hg + ohy + - -+ from (5.4), we conclude that
ho=vjo+S;, j=1,....K, (5.16 a)
and that h; satisfies (5.5) subject to the singularity behaviors
hy ~ S;log|z — ;| + O(1), as r—xj, j=1,....K. (5.16 )

Upon using the divergence theorem, the problem for h; has a solution only when the solvability condition

Z 27ra2D) 1, (5.16 ¢)

is satisfied, where || is the area of Q. When this condition is satisfied, the solution for h; can be written as

K
hy = —271'2 SZG({E,{EZ) + Bl , (517)

i=1

where Ry is a constant to be determined, and where G(z;z;) is the Neumann Green’s function satisfying

AG:ﬁ—é(x—:vi), x € 0,G =0, x € 09, (5.18 a)
1

/G(:C;:vi)dx:O; G~—2—10g|:v—xi|+(9(1), as T — ;. (5.18b)
Q s

In summary, the asymptotic matching provides the following algebraic system for determining v;o for j =1,..., K:
K

_ ¢ —12 _ Qv — ) _ b
h — . = . . = = . 5.19
0 'F(U]O) vj0 + \/,UJ—O ) = v]o 27h ’ ¢ 052D0 ( )

A symmetric K-hot-spot quasi-steady-state solution corresponds to a solution of (5.19) for which v;o = vo for all j.
From (5.9), this solution is characterized by the fact that the hot-spot profile is, to leading-order, the same for each
j. The result for such symmetric quasi-equilibria is summarized as follows:

Principal Result 5.1: For ¢ — 0, a symmetric K-hot-spot quasi-steady-state solution to (5.3) on the parameter
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FIGURE 6. Steady state hot-spot solution of (5.3) in a unit disk. Parameter values are ¢ = 0.05,a = 1,7y =2,D = 5002, r =
|z] < 1. (a) The solid line is the steady state solution wu(r) of (5.3) computed by solving the associated radially symmetric
boundary value problem numerically. The dashed line is the asymptotic approximation given by (5.20) (b) The solid line is
the steady state solution for v(r). Note the “flat knee” region within the spot center. The dashed line is the leading-order
asymptotics v ~ vo given by (5.20).

regime D = e 4Dy /o with 0 = —1/loge, is characterized as follows: In the inner region near the j-th hot-spot, where
y=¢eY(z—xj), then

4K
VR CErOE,
where b = fooo w3pdp, and w(p) with p = |y| is the ground-state solution of (5.10). Alternatively, in the outer region
where |z —x;| > O(¢e) for j=1,..., K, then

—1/2 2
u~ vy Pw4 02, v~ v+ o(l), (5.20)

u~ ag?, v~hg+ohy+---. (5.21)

Here hy is given in (5.17) in terms of the Neumann Green’s function, and hg is a constant given by
b _ 4ArhPK? n |Q(y — @)
a?Do/oo  |Q2(y—a)?  2ma2KDy

ho = vy + (5.22)

For a symmetric hot-spot pattern, the source strength S; in (5.17) is the same for each j, and is given in terms of
vo by S; = So = b/ (a®Do\/v0) where b= [~ wpdp.

To illustrate Principal Result 5.1, we let € be the unit disk centered at the origin, and we choose « = 1,7 =2, =
0.05, and D = 500e~2. We consider a single hot-spot at the center of the disk. Upon numerically computing the

ground-state solution w satisfying (5.10) we obtain that
w(0) =~ 2.2062, / w® dy ~ 15.1097 .
R2

The asymptotic result (5.20) then yields

15.1097)> -
vy ~ \15-1097)7 : L 22313188 u(0) ~ w(0)oy /2 ~ 0.4587.

(v —a)" 72

Alternatively, from the full numerical solution of the radially symmetric steady-state solution of (5.3), we compute
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that v(0) ~ 23.017 and u(0) ~ 0.455. The error is about 0.5% for v(0) and about 0.8% for u(0). A comparison of
asymptotic and numerical results is shown in Fig. 6.

As a remark, the general shape of the function F(v) defined in (5.19) also shows that there can be asymmetric
K-spot quasi-equilibria corresponding to spots of two distinct heights. Similar asymmetric patterns in 2-D have been
constructed for the Gierer-Meihnardt and Gray-Scott systems in [43]) and ([44]. Let K, and K}, be non-negative
integers denoting the number of small and large spots, respectively, with K = K 4+ K}. Then, from (5.19), a K-spot
asymmetric pattern is constructed by determining two distinct values vgs and v, satisfying

K, n Ky [9(y—a)
Vs Vo 2h

where vpin = 3 (¢/ 2)3/ * and ¢ is defined in (5.19). The spatial profile of the hot-spot of large and small amplitude is
1/2

]:(’UOl) = ]:(UOT) ) Vob < Umin < V0s , (523)

given by u ~ vy, ' “w and u ~ v&)l/ 2w, respectively.
We will not investigate the solvability with respect to Dy of the algebraic system (5.23) governing asymmetric
spot patterns. Instead, in the next subsection we will study the stability properties of the symmetric K-hot-spot

quasi-steady-state solution given in Principal Result 5.1.

5.1 The Stability of Hot-Spot Quasi-Steady-State Patterns
We linearize (5.3) around the quasi-steady-state K-hot-spot pattern to obtain the eigenvalue problem
E2Ap— d+3uPvd+udY = N, r € 0Q; Onp =0, r €00, (5.24 a)
DV - (v’V1 + 2u¢pVv) — 5_12 (3uPv ¢+ u1p) = 7A (v + 2uvg) | x € N; Onth =0, r e, (5.24b)

In our stability analysis we will consider the range of D where D = e~4Dy/o and Dy = O(1). It is on this parameter
range of D that a stability threshold occurs. Our main stability result is as follows:

Principal Result 5.2: Consider the K-spot quasi-steady-state solution of (5.3) as constructed in Principal Result
5.1 for e < 1. Assume that T = 79/ where 19 = O(1). Then, for e — 0, and to leading order in o = —1/loge, the

stability on an O(1) time-scale of a K-hot-spot quasi-steady-state solution with K > 2 is determined by the spectrum
of the two distinct NLEP’s

2@dy 2 Jro w® dy
A — &+ 3P — pg? |0 2wyl R? 5.25
y + 3w Kiw [wtdy +37'0 ﬂfR2w2dy , y € R”, ( a)
with ® — 0 as |y| — oo. Here k; for i = 1,2 are defined by
-1
—1 DO
k1 =31+ 1N8) Ko =3 (1 + 10AB + ) , (5.25b)
2Dg.
in terms of the constants B and Dy, defined by
K 2d QB (v — a)?
BEM7 Do, = 27y — o) 5 - (5.25 ¢)
1Q[(y — «) Ama? K3 ([, w? dy)

For a one-hot-spot solution, for which K = 1, there is only a single NLEP with k; in (5.25a) replaced by kq1. For
To < 1, which is equivalent to T < O(e2), we conclude that a K -spot pattern with K > 2 is stable when Dy < Do,
and is unstable when Dy > Dy.. In terms of the unscaled D, this yields the stability threshold
—4
D= <E—> Do, for K >2, oc=-1/loge. (5.26)

g
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For K =1 and 19 < 1, a single hot-spot is stable for all Dy independent of €.
To show that Dy, is the stability threshold of Dy for K > 2, we let 79 — 0 in (5.25) to obtain the limiting NLEP’s

2hd
Ay®—¢+3w2¢—mw3M:)\fb, yeR: &0 as |y — oo, (5.27)
Jge w? dy
where k can assume either of the two values
D -1
K10 = 3, Koo = 3 (1 + 2D00 ) . (528)

For (5.27), the rigorous result in Theorem 3 of [45] establishes the existence of an eigenvalue with Re(\) > 0 whenever
K < 2. Thus, since kop < 2 when Dy > Dy., we conclude that a K-hot-spot quasi-equilibria with K > 2 is unstable
when Dy > Dg.. In addition, the result in Theorem 1 of [45] (see the remark following Theorem 1) proves that all
eigenvalues satisfy Re(A) < 0 when 2 < k < 6. Since k19 = 3 and 2 < koo < 3 for all Dy < Dy, it follows that the
NLEP for a K-hot-spot quasi-steady-state solution with K > 2 does not have unstable eigenvalues when Dy < Dye.
For K = 1, which corresponds to a one-hot-spot solution, the only choice for « is kK = k19 = 3, and so we have
stability for any Dy > 0 independent of €.

We make two remarks. Firstly, we anticipate that a single hot-spot solution where K = 1 will be stable provided
that Dy is not exponentially large in 1/e. The analysis to determine this stability threshold in the near-shadow limit
should be similar to that done for the Gierer-Meinhardt model in [14]. Secondly, it is an open question to analyze
(5.25) for 79 = O(1) to determine if there are any Hopf bifurcations. The analysis of this problem in the 2-D context
is much more difficult than in 1-D since the identity Low? = 3w? for the local operator Lo® = A, ® — ® +3w?® in R!
no longer holds in R2. Moreover, since this identity does not hold in the 2-D case, we cannot determine A explicitly
when 19 < 1 as was done for the 1-D case in Lemma 3.2.

The stability threshold in Principal Result 5.2 follows once we derive the NLEP (5.25). The derivation of this
NLEP is done in several distinct steps.

We first consider the inner region near the j-th spot and we introduce the new variables y, ®,(y), and ¥;(y) by
y=c o), iy =z +ey),  Viy) =v(a; +ey).

Then, with D = e 4Dy /o and o = —1/loge, (5.24) on y € R? becomes

Ay®j — @ + 3ujv; Bj +ui Uy = AP, (5.29 a)
elo A8
Vy - (V¥ + 2u;®;V0;) — By (Bulv; @ + ul ¥;) = ion (U2 W5 + 2ujv;®;) . (5.29b)

Since u; = O(1) and V,v; = o(1) when |y| = O(1), we obtain from (5.29 b) that ¥; = ¥;0+O(?) when |y| = O(1),
where Wjq is an unknown constant. Then, with u; ~ w/,/v9 and v; ~ vy for |y| = O(1), we obtain from (5.29 a) that
D, ~ Do+ o(1), where ;o satisfies

Ay®jo — @0 + 3w P + v0_3/2w3 U0 = ADjo, y € R?; ®0—0 as |yl — oo, (5.30)

where w is the radially symmetric ground-state solution satisfying (5.10).
The next step in the analysis is to determine the constant ¥,y in (5.30). This is done by first determining the
far-field behavior as |y| — oo of the solution to (5.29 b). We define the ball Bs = {y | |y| < 6}, where 1 < § < O(e71),
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and we integrate (5.29 b) over B; to obtain

540

(27mud W) | =5 + A @0 | p=5) 6 = By /B (Wuf + 3udv;®;) dy +
s

TS

/ (‘I’fu? + 2Uj’l}j(1)j) dy . (531)
0 Bs

We now estimate the terms in (5.31) for e < 1.

Since the dominant contribution to the integrals on the right hand-side of (5.31) arises from the region where
ly] = O(1), we can asymptotically estimate these integrals by using u; ~ w/,/vo, v; ~ vo, and ¥; ~ W;,. For the
left hand-side of (5.31) we use uj ~ ae? on p = |y| =6 > 1 to get

4 U
(27T54042\If;»|p:5+47T5204U;»<I>j|p:5)6NED—U 3—]/02/ w3dy+3/ w?® ;o dy
o |vy/" Jr2 R2
e U
T; ? [—JO/ w? dy+2ﬁ0/ u@jody] . (5.32)
0 Vo R2 R2

Next, we estimate the second term on the left hand-side of (5.32). For |y| > 1, we obtain from the outer limit of
(5.29 a) that —®; + e3a®V; ~ A®;, so that with U; ~ ¥, + o(1), we get

ebal

T
In addition, from (5.13 a), we estimate that v’|,—s ~ 0Sp/d, where Sp is defined in Principal Result 5.1. Substituting
this estimate together with (5.33) into (5.32) we obtain

D, Vo, on p=lyl=5>1. (5.33)

20(284050 g \I/‘Q
V|04 200G T —J/ 34 3/ 29,0 d
ilo=00 + =75y Va0~ 3opaz B2 Je yEs f, e
7’)\520' \Ifjo 2
RN et dy + 2 Diody| . (534
e s | [, [ wtaa] . Ga0

From (5.34), and under the assumption that T = e =27, where 79 = O(1), we conclude that ¥; has the far-field

behavior
U; ~ U 040 (Bjlogly| + O(1)) , for Jy|>1, (5.35)
where Bj for j =1,..., K is defined by

\I/.
B—J/g/ w?’dy—|—3/ w2<1>j0dy
vy~ JR? R2

Upon writing (5.35) in terms of the outer variable (z —z;) = ey, we obtain that the matching condition for the outer

1
i~ 27TD06Y2

7'0)\ \I/jo/ 2 /
- dy + 2 Do dy| . 5.36
+27T’D0042 {UO sz Y+ 2v/vg sz jody (5.36)

solution v is
1/}NBJ'+\Ifj0+0'(Bj10g|I—{Ej|+O(1)), as T —xj, jZl,...,K. (537)
Next, we consider the outer region for ¢ where |z — z;| = O(1) for j = 1,..., K. In (5.24b) we use u ~ ae?
Vv = 0(0), and ¢ = O(°) from (5.33) to estimate that
D -
U—;V (a®e'VY + O(0e®)) — 72 (aPe%Y 4+ O(0e'?)) = 7 (P’ + O(0e®)Y) .

Hence, when 7 = ¢ =27 we obtain that DA ~ 9 e20. In order to match with (5.37) we must expand the outer

solution for ¥ as

Y=t +ovr1+---. (5.38)
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We then obtain that g is a constant, given by

Yo = Y0+ By, i=1,...,K, (5.39)

and that i satisfies
Ay =0, x € N{z1,...,2x}; Optp1 =0, x€09, (5.40 a)
Y1 ~ Bjlog |z — x| + O(1), as z—ux;, j=1,...,K. (5.40 b)

The solvability condition for (5.40) is that Zjil B; = 0. Upon summing (5.39) from j = 1,..., K, we obtain that

K
1
Bj = =0+ e Z Vo, (5.41)

j=1
where B; is given in (5.36).
The final step in the derivation of the NLEP is to solve (5.36) and (5.41) for ¥;o and substitute the resulting
expression into (5.30). To do so, We introduce the vectors B = (Bi,...,Bk)" and ¥ = (gq,...,¥x)", and we

write the system (5.36) and (5.41) in matrix form as

8201@0—02‘/—"04—03\1/0—04‘/—"1, B= —(I—g) \ilo, (542)
where the constants ¢; for i = 1,...,4 are defined by
1 / 3 3/2 ToA / 2 3/2
= —F7 w® dy co =31y, 3= ———— w” dy, cqg =20y "cs, 5.43 a
' 21 Dyavy” Jre Y ’ o = 2Doavy Jro ' Y ! o ( )

and the vectors Fy and Fi are defined by

_ fR2 w2(i)0 dy
fR2 wddy

Here &g = (®o1,-- -y <I>0K)T. In (5.42), I is the K x K identity matrix and the matrix £ is defined by & = K ~'eeT,

where e = (1,...,1)T.

By solving (5.42) for \Ijo, and substituting the resulting expression into (5.30), we obtain the vector NLEP

Fo= (5.43b)

A, Dy — By + 3w?dg + wi M (]-'0 + Z—”‘fl) =\ , (5.44)
2
where the matrix M is defined by
_ 1 1]
M =g [MI - —5] . (5.45)
C2 Co

The matrix M ™! is a rank-one update of a scalar multiple of the identity matrix. As such, its spectrum Mw = Kw

can readily be calculated as

m:%, wr=(1,..., D)7 Ko =...= Kg = 2 573 ije:O, i=2,...,K.
(c1 + e3)vg (1+c1+c3)vy
Notice that the eigenvectors corresponding to the matrix eigenvalues ; for j = 2,..., K span the K — 1 dimensional
subspace perpendicular to e = (1,...,1)7. As such, the competition instability modes correspond to j = 2,..., K,
whereas the synchronous instability mode corresponds to k7 with eigenvector wy = (1,...,1)7T.

Then, we use the explicit formulae for ¢; in (5.43 a) and for vy in (5.20) to write x; for ¢ = 1,2 as in (5.250). In
addition, the ratio c4/co in (5.44) can be calculated using (5.43 a) and (5.20) to get c4/ca = 279A3/3, where 3 is
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FIGURE 7. Numerically computed bifurcation diagram of A(0) vs. 7. The parameter values are a = 1, = 0.05,z € [0, 1],
and D = 2. A localized hot-spot appears for large values of A(0). The asymptotics A(0) ~ @ (see (2.19)) are shown by
a dotted line. The constant steady state A ~ ~ is indicated by a solid straight line line. Turing patterns are born from the
spatially uniform steady state as a result of a Turing bifurcation at v ~ 3a/2 = 1.5. The weakly nonlinear regime is indicated
by a dashed parabola coming out of the bifurcation point. Inserts shows the change in the shape of the profile A(x) along the
bifurcation curve.

defined in (5.25 ¢). Finally, by diagonalizing the vector NLEP (5.44) by using the matrix decomposition of M, and
by recalling the definition of F; for ¢ = 0,1 in (5.43b), we obtain the NLEP (5.25) of Principal Result 5.2. This
completes the derivation of Principal Result 5.2 H.

5 Discussion

We have studied localized hot-spot solutions of (1.1) in one and two spatial dimensions in the regime £? < 1 with
D > 1. In this large D limit, steady-state multi hot-spot solutions have been constructed and their stability properties
investigated with respect to D and 7 from the analysis of certain nonlocal eigenvalue problems. An open problem is to
characterize the dynamics of multi hot-spot patterns by reducing (1.1) to a finite dimensional dynamical system for
the locations of the hot-spots in a quasi-steady-state pattern as was done for various two-component reaction-diffusion
models without drift terms in [6, 7, 9, 33, 16, 1].

We now remark on how the localized states constructed in this paper are related to the weakly nonlinear Turing
patterns studied in [29, 30, 31]. In contrast to the theory developed in [30, 31], our parameter values for (1.1) are
not restricted to lie close to the Turing bifurcation point. In the limit € — 0, the spatially homogeneous steady-state

solution for (1.1) is A, = and P, = (v — a)/~. For £ — 0, it is linearly unstable when (see equation (2.8) of [30])

¥> -, as e—0,
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and a spatially heterogeneous solution bifurcates off the homogeneous steady state at v ~ %a as € — 0. In contrast, a
localized hot-spot exists for the wider parameter range v > «. In Fig. 7 we plot the numerically computed bifurcation
diagram for A(0) vs. v on a one-dimensional interval, with other parameters as indicated in the figure caption. The
Turing bifurcation at v = 3« is subcritical when e < 1 (cf. [30]), which is consistent with the stability of the constant
state when v < %a. However, the bifurcation curve quickly turns around as it enters the localized regime. This is
consistent with the existence of localized states when v > «.

The dispersion relation obtained by linearizing (1.1) about the spatially uniform state A., P, is calculated as
A+ A (Ae + Dm? 4+ 7(1 — P.) + 7*m?) + Ac(1 + em?) — 3DPom® + Dm*(1 + °m?) = 0, (5.1)

where A, = v and P, = (y — a)/. For v > 3q, it is readily shown from this relation that the edges of the Turing

instability band miower < M < Mypper satisfy
Mlower ™~ D71/27(27 - 30‘)71/2 3 Mupper ™~ 571771/2(27 - 304)1/2 ) as € — 0.

The most unstable mode (i.e. the one which grows the fastest, and therefore the one most commonly observed) is

obtained by setting dA/dm = 0 in (5.1). For € — 0, this gives the maximum growth rate
)\dominant ~ 3Pe -1- 252m2 s

together with the most unstable mode

_ _ _ 1/4
Mdominant ™~ € 1/2D 1/47 1/2 [(7 - O‘)(?”YQ + 27—(27 - 30[)} / )

which is consistent with [29] in the limit € — 0 (see also equation (2.9) of [30]).
Correspondingly, this implies that for an initial condition consisting of a random perturbation of the spatially

uniform steady-state, the preferred pattern has a characteristic half-length liuring ~ 7/Mdominant, Where
leusing ~ €'/2DVAy 172 [(y — ) (372 + 2r(2y = 30))] 1

In contrast, for localized structures the characteristic length [ between hot-spots to ensure stability of a multi hot-spot

pattern, as obtained from (1.4), is that [ > [. where
le ~ /TDY 42012 (y — ) 73/4 (5.2)

Although l¢yring and [, are not related, they are both of the same asymptotic order O(Dl/ 4g1/ 2), which implies
that the number of stable localized hot-spots corresponds roughly to the most unstable Turing mode. In fact, for a
large parameter range, the inequality [, < lturing holds. For example, when 7 = 1,a = 1,7 = 2 we calculate that
le/lsuring = 0.7 < 1. This was already observed empirically in Fig. 6 of [29].

Formula (1.4) provides an upper bound K. on the number K of stable hot-spots in the regime where D > 1.
On the other hand, numerical evidence shows the existence of a lower bound that occurs when D is sufficiently
small. In this regime an instability occurs when there are too few hot-spots. In fact, if the hot-spot inter-distance
exceeds some critical length, then a hot-spot insertion phenomena is observed (see Fig. 8). From Fig. 8, it appears
that hot-spot insertion takes place every time that D is quartered. A similar insertion phenomenon occurs in other
reaction-diffusion systems such as a chemotaxis model [26], the Gray-Scott model [27], the ferrocyanide-iodide-sulfite
system [20], the Brusselator [17], the Schnakenburg model [16], and a model of droplet breakup [21]. The detailed

analysis of hot-spot insertion phenomena in (1.1) will be considered in future work.
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4 2 2 4
D=0.866 D=0.835 D=(Q808 D=0.804
2 1 1 2
0 e — 0 L/\J 0 0 l J
0 1 2 0 1 2 0 1 2 0 1 2
2 2 2 2
D=Q 797 D=Q.753 D=0.269 D=0.261
1 1 1 1
0 0 0 0
0 1 2 0 1 2 0 1 2 0 1 2
2 2 2 2
D=0.246 D=0.060 D=0.058 D=0.040
1 1 1 1
0 t 0 0 0
0 1 2 0 1 2 0 1 2 0 1 2

FIGURE 8. Hot-spot insertion phenomenon. Numerical solution of (1.1) with ¢ = 0.02, = 1,y = 2,D = 1/(1 + 0.01¢) with
z € (0,2). Initial conditions consist of two boundary hot-spots. Snapshots of P(z) are shown for values of D as indicated.
Hot-spot insertion takes place every time that D is quartered.

Acknowledgements

T. K. and M. J. W. were supported by NSERC Discovery Grants (Canada). J. W. was supported from an Earmarked
Grant of the RGC of Hong Kong.

References

[1] W. Chen and M. J. Ward (2009), Oscillatory instabilities and dynamics of multi-spike patterns for the one-dimensional
Gray-Scott model, Europ. J. Appl. Math 20(2), pp. 187-214.
[2] W. Chen and M. J. Ward (2011), The stability and dynamics of localized spot patterns in the two-dimensional Gray-Scott
model, SIAM J. Appl. Dyn. Sys., 10(2), (2011), pp. 582-666.
[3] A. Doelman, R. A. Gardner and T. J. Kaper (2001), Large stable pulse solutions in reaction-diffusion equations, Indiana
U. Math. J., 50(1), pp. 443-507.
[4] A. Doelman, R. A. Gardner and T. J. Kaper (2002), A stability index analysis of 1-D patterns of the Gray Scott model,
Memoirs of the AMS, 155, No. 737.
[5] A. Doelman, R. A. Gardner and T. J. Kaper (1998), Stability analysis of singular patterns in the 1D Gray-Scott model:
A matched asymptotic approach, Physica D, 122(1-4), pp. 1-36.
[6] A. Doelman and T. J. Kaper (2003), Semistrong pulse interactions in a class of coupled reaction-diffusion systems, STAM
J. Appl. Dyn. Sys., 2(1), pp. 53-96.
[7] A. Doelman, T. J. Kaper and K. Promislow (2007), Nonlinear asymptotic stability of the semi-strong pulse dynamics in
a regularized Gierer-Meinhardt model, SIAM J. Math. Anal., 38(6), pp. 1760-1789.
[8] T. Hillen and A. Potapov (2004), The one-dimensional chemotazis model: global existence and asymptotic profile, Math.
Meth. Appl. Sci., 27, pp. 1783-1801.
[9] D. Iron and M. J. Ward (2002), The dynamics of multi-spike solutions to the one-dimensional Gierer-Meinhardt model,
SIAM J. Appl. Math., 62(6), pp. 1924-1951.
[10] D. Iron, M. J. Ward and J. Wei (2001), The stability of spike solutions to the one-dimensional Gierer-Meinhardt model,
Physica D, 150(1-2), pp. 25-62.
[11] D. Iron, J. Wei and M. Winter (2004), Stability analysis of Turing patterns generated by the Schnakenberg model, J. Math.
Biol., 49(4), pp. 358-390.
[12] K. Kang, T. Kolokolnikov and M. J. Ward (2007), The stability and dynamics of a spike in a one-dimensional Keller-Segel
model, IMA J. Appl. Math., 72(2), pp. 140-162.



The Stability of Steady-State Hot-Spot Patterns for a Reaction-Diffusion Model of Urban Crime 33

[13] T. Kolokolnikov and M. J. Ward (2003), Reduced-wave Green’s functions and their effect on the dynamics of a spike for
the Gierer-Meinhardt model, Europ. J. Appl. Math., 14(5), pp. 513-545.

[14] T. Kolokolnikov and M. J. Ward (2004), Bifurcation of spike equilibria in a near shadow reaction-diffusion System,
DCDS-B, 4(4), pp. 1033-1064.

[15] T. Kolokolnikov, M. J. Ward and J. Wei (2005), The existence and stability of spike equilibria in the one-dimensional
Gray-Scott model: The low feed-rate regime, Studies in Appl. Math., 115(1), pp. 21-71.

[16] T. Kolokolnikov, M. J. Ward and J. Wei (2009), Spot self-replication and dynamics for the Schnakenburg model in a
two-dimensional domain, J. Nonlinear Sci., 19(1), pp. 1-56.

[17] T. Kolokolnikov, M. J. Ward, and J. Wei (2007), Self-replication of mesa patterns in reaction-diffusion models, Physica
D, 236(2), pp. 104-122.

[18] T. Koloklonikov, M. J. Ward and J. Wei (2006), Slow translational instabilities of spike patterns in the one-dimensional
Gray-Scott model, Interfaces and Free Boundaries, 8(2), pp. 185-222.

[19] T. Kolokolnikov and J. Wei (2011), Stability of spiky solutions in a competition model with cross-diffusion, SIAM J. Appl.
Math. 71, pp. 1428-1457.

[20] K. J. Lee and H. L. Swinney (1995), Lamellar structures and self-replicating spots in a reaction-diffusion systems, Phys.
Rev. E., 51(3), pp. 1899-1915.

[21] W. Liu, A. L. Bertozzi, and T. Kolokolnikov (2012), Diffuse interface surface tension models in an expanding flow, Comm.
Math. Sci., 10(1), pp. 387-418.

[22] R. McKay and T. Kolokolnikov (2012), Stability transitions and dynamics of localized patterns near the shadow limit of
reaction-diffusion systems, to appear, DCDS-B.

[23] C. B. Muratov and V. V. Osipov (2002), Stability of static spike autosolitons in the Gray-Scott model, STAM J. Appl.
Math., 62(5), pp. 1463-1487.

[24] C. B. Muratov and V. V. Osipov (2000), Static spike autosolitons in the Gray-Scott model, J. Phys. A: Math Gen., 33,
pp. 8893-8916.

[25] Y. Nishiura (2002), Far-from equilibrium dynamics, translations of mathematical monographs, Vol. 209, AMS Publications,
Providence, Rhode Island.

[26] K. Painter and T. Hillen (2011), Spatio-temporal chaos in a chemotaxis Model, Physica D, 240, pp. 363-375.

[27] J. E. Pearson (1993), Complex Patterns in a Simple System, Science, 216, pp. 189-192.

[28] A. Potapov and T. Hillen (2005), Metastability in chemotazis models, J. Dynam. Diff. Eq., 17(2) pp. 293-330.

[29] M. B. Short, M. R. D’Orsogna, V. B. Pasour, G. E. Tita, P. J. Brantingham, A. L. Bertozzi and L. B. Chayes (2008), A
statistical model of criminal behavior, Math. Models. Meth. Appl. Sci., 18, Suppl. pp. 1249-1267.

[30] M. B. Short, A. L. Bertozzi and P. J. Brantingham (2010), Nonlinear patterns in urban crime - hotpsots, bifurcations,
and suppression, SIAM J. Appl. Dyn. Sys., 9(2), pp. 462—483.

[31] M. B. Short, P. J. Brantingham, A. L. Bertozzi and G. E. Tita (2010), Dissipation and displacement of hotpsots in
reaction-diffusion models of crime, Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. 107(9) pp. 3961-3965.

[32] B. Sleeman, M. J. Ward and J. Wei (2005), The existence and stability of spike patterns in a chemotazis model, SIAM J.
Appl. Math., 65(3), pp. 790-817.

[33] W. Sun, M. J. Ward and R. Russell (2005), The slow dynamics of two-spike solutions for the Gray-Scott and Gierer-
Meinhardt systems: competition and oscillatory instabilities, SIAM J. Appl. Dyn. Syst., 4(4), pp. 904-953.

[34] H. Van der Ploeg and A. Doelman (2005), Stability of spatially periodic pulse patterns in a class of singularly perturbed
reaction-diffusion equations, Indiana Univ. Math. J., 54(5), p. 1219-1301.

[35] M. J. Ward and J. Wei (2003), Hopf bifurcations and oscillatory instabilities of spike solutions for the one-dimensional
Glierer-Meinhardt model, J. Nonlinear Sci., 13(2), pp. 209-264.

[36] M. J. Ward and J. Wei (2002), The existence and stability of asymmetric spike patterns in the Schnakenburg model,
Studies in Appl. Math., 109(3), pp. 229-264.

[37] M. J. Ward and J. Wei (2002), Asymmetric spike patterns for the one-dimensional Gierer-Meinhardt model: equilibria
and stability, Europ. J. Appl. Math., 13(3), (2002), pp. 283-320.

[38] M. J. Ward and J. Wei (2003), Hopf bifurcation of spike solutions for the shadow Gierer-Meinhardt model, Europ. J. Appl.
Math., 14(6), pp. 677-711.

[39] J. Wei and M. Winter (2001), Spikes for the two-dimensional Gierer-Meinhardt system: the weak coupling case, J. Nonlinear
Sci., 11(6), pp. 415-458.

[40] J. Wei and M. Winter (2002), Spikes for the two-dimensional Gierer-Meinhardt system: the strong coupling case, J. Diff.
Eq., 178, pp. 478-518.

[41] J. Wei and M. Winter (2003), Ewistence and stability of multiple spot solutions for the Gray-Scott model in R?, Physica
D., 176(3-4), pp. 147-180.

[42] J. Wei and M. Winter (2008), Stationary multiple spots for reaction-diffusion systems, J. Math. Biol., 57(1), pp. 53-89.

[43] J. Wei and M. Winter (2004), Ezistence and stability analysis of asymmetric patterns for the Gierer-Meinhardt system,
J. Math. Pures Appl. (9), 83(4), pp. 433-476.



34 T. Kolokolnikov, M. J. Ward, J. Wei

[44] J. Wei and M. Winter (2003), Asymmetric spotty patterns for the Gray-Scott model in R?, Studies in Appl. Math.,
110(1), pp. 63-102.

[45] J. Wei and L. Zhang (1998), On a nonlocal eigenvalue problem, Ann. Sc. Norm. Sup. Pisa C1. Sci. pp. 41-62.

[46] J. Wei (2008), Ezistence and stability of spikes for the Gierer-Meinhardt system, book chapter in Handbook of Differential
Equations, Stationary Partial Differential Equations, Vol. 5 (M. Chipot ed.), Elsevier, pp. 489-581.



