arXiv:0908.4569v1 [math.PR] 31 Aug 2009

Analysis of a Stochastic Predator-Prey Model with
Applications to Intrahost HIV Genetic Diversity

Sivan Leviyang

June 15, 2021

Abstract

During an infection, HIV experiences strong selection byniname system T cells. Re-
cent experimental work has shown that MHC escape mutatmmns &n important path-
way for HIV to avoid such selection. In this paper, we study @dei of MHC escape
mutation. The model is a predator-prey model with two preynposed of two HIV vari-
ants, and one predator, the immune system CD8 cells. We asthainone HIV variant
is visible to CD8 cells and one is not. The model takes the foransystem of stochastic
differential equations. Motivated by well-known resulscerning the short life-cycle of
HIV intrahost, we assume that HIV population dynamics ocpua faster time scale then
CD8 population dynamics. This separation of time scalemallus to analyze our model
using an asymptotic approach.

Using this model we study the impact of an MHC escape mutatiothe population
dynamics and genetic evolution of the intrahost HIV popatat From the perspective
of population dynamics, we show that the competition betwibe visible and invisible
HIV variants can reach steady states in which either a sivaliaint exists or in which
coexistence occurs depending on the parameter regime. dkletbat in some parameter
regimes the end state of the system is stochastic. From dicgeperspective, we study
the impact of the population dynamics on the lineages of Higles taken after an
escape mutation occurs. We show that the lineages go thsmwgie bottlenecks and that
the lineage distribution can be characterized by a Kingneatescent.

1 Introduction

During HIV infection, HIV and the immune system T cell poptidas form a complex and
dynamic coupled system. Many authors have modeled and zeththis interaction, e.g.
[18;119]. In such work, authors usually consider the intéoacof HIV, CD4 T cells, and
CD8 T cells through deterministic predator-prey ODE modéisthis paper, our biological
motivation is to consider the effect of MHC escape mutati@escribed biologically below)
on the genetic diversity and population dynamics of thedtifigg HIV population. Mathe-
matically, in order to examine these biological issues, wtered the typical ODE models by
including stochastic effects in the population dynamiod eonsidering lineages of infected
HIV cells as one looks backward in time. More specifically, efange the typical ODE
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models to stochastic differential equations (SDE) and idens coalescent process of HIV
evolution on top of the population dynamics.

We consider a model of HIV-CD8 interaction that focuses cweaited MHC escape mu-
tations. Roughly speaking, when HIV enters a CD4 cell cemiagchanisms within the cell
cut up HIV proteins into small pieces (usually 8-11 aminodadiong) and present these
pieces on the surface of the cell. This presentation is aptished by the binding of the viral
pieces to so-called MHC | molecules to form a peptide-MHC ptax (pMHC) [4]. For our
purposes and to simplify the explanation, the pMHC compéaxlze thought of as represent-
ing a certain short nucleotide sequence in the HIV genome8 &ilis are equipped with T
cell receptors (TCRs) that can bind to a pMHC complex and tiesstroy the presenting cell.
Critically, each TCR binds to a limited pattern of nucleetisequences|[4]. In this sense,
since each CD8 cell has only one type of TCR, we can think df €128 as targeting some
short segment of the viral genome.

Recently, there has been much experimental and statistdzélon mutations in HIV that
avoid MHC | presentation (e.d.l[1}; 5;18;/17;/ 20]) and many awtave suggested that such
mutations play a key role in HIV dynamics [9;/16; 3]. The MHC blecule cannot present
every type of nucleotide sequence [4], and it is possiblegHervirus to mutate and evade
MHC presentation. In such a case, a mutation (or series cdtioas) will render the virus
invisible to the CD8 cell that was previously able to attaokis infected cells.

We consider a simple model of such an MHC escape mutation.sdleee that initially
all HIV infected cells are subject to attack by a collectidrC®8 cells with a shared TCR.
We refer to CD4 cells infected by HIV variants that are visibb these CD8 cells as wild
type cells. Then, we assume that a single infected cell amimgits HIV genetic state and
becomes invisible to the CD8 cell attack, we refer to this mgpe of infected cell as the
mutant type. Our motivation centers on understanding theifadion dynamics and genetic
evolution caused by escape mutations that occur duringttenic stage of HIV when CD8
and HIV population sizes are relatively stable [7]. In teraispopulation dynamics, we
are interested in whether the mutant type survives, the typpe survives, or both. From
a genetics perspective, the escape mutation reflects aeliratige HIV genome at a given
location, but we are interested in the effect of the resulpmpulation dynamics on other
parts of the genome. As an analogy, strong selective swémpsxample, may be caused
by mutations at a given point in the genome, but other arediseofjenome are affected by
the sweepl[10]. In some sense, our model represents a cosgllntive sweep involving
three players and an uncertain final outcome. We would likenberstand the impact of
this complex selective sweep on intrahost HIV genetic digrin this paper we will ignore
recombination.

We specify birth and death rates for the CD8, wild type, andamitype cells and con-
sider the associated coupled birth-death processes. Howeather than consider the birth-
death processes directly, we analyze an associated SD&rsy# critical feature of our
analysis is a separation of time scales. HIV has been shoewotge on a time scale of hours
to days, while the CD8 cells evolve on a time scale of days teke¢l1]. Technically, this
means that the CD8 cells’ birth-death process has much lates than the wild and mutant
type birth-death processes. We use this separation of tale 8 apply an asymptotic anal-
ysis to the associated SDE system. We analyze the SDE systartaige population limit
that takes the number of HIV infected cells to infinity. Sirthe HIV virion population size
is on the order of 19[11], this limit is appropriate.

We show that in a certain range of time scale separationhastic effects become very



important. Our results demonstrate that in certain paramegimes one of three events
occurs with probability one: the mutant type may be lost, hikel type may be lost, or
coexistence may occur. Further, we show that in other pasmegimes, the probability of
each of these three events is strictly between zero and dwseTresults contrast with results
for the deterministic analogue to our SDE system in whichxistence always occurs. The
degree of the time scale separation connects to the rate®t€lDresponse and so our results
show that the end result of MHC escape mutations dependdheavmmune system speed.

We consider questions of genetics diversity by considettieglineages of a sample of
infected cells taken after the escape mutation occurs. \Oe #iat the relationship between
the number of samples taken some time after the mutationrendumber of corresponding
lineages that exist immediately before the mutation candseribed through a Kingman
coalescent [6]. An open question that has received coraitleattention is the effective
size of HIV during infection. Effective size is a way of basélg the genetic evolution of
a population by comparing it to the genetic evolution of sieal Wright-Fisher populations
[6]. Our results demonstrate that the effective size of Hi¥eavily influenced by bottlenecks
that occur during MHC escape mutation. We show that the nbagdmiof these bottlenecks
depends on the rate of CD8 cell response and that in this semeseffective size of HIV is
affected by the speed of the immune system.

2 TheModed

We letv(t),v*(t), p(t) be the number of wild type infected cells, mutant type irédatells,
and CD8 cells targeting the wild type infected cells resipett (herep stands for predator).
We assume the dynamics of these populations are given bytrad@ath process with the
following rates.

type | birth rate per cell death rate per cell
v L KKy c(v+v') +ap
v %—FA;* k—;—A—f+c(v+v*)
p 2+bv S+dp

The parametets k*, Ak, Ak*, h represent baseline birth and death rates for each of the cell
types when interaction between the cell types can be igndtetk that we set the birth and
death rates op equal because CD8 cells require antigenic stimulation paed in number,
on the other hand we can assume that the HIV birth rate ext¢keed$lV death rate for both
mutant and wild type cells. The parametemeasures the rate of CD8 cell killing of wild
type cells,c is a logistic growth factor representing competition begwénfected cells for
uninfected cells. Finally represents the rate of CD8 expansion in the presence of ypit t
antigen, whiled represents a logistic growth factor corresponding to cditipe between
CD8 cells for antigenic stimulation.

2.1 The Approximating SDE

In [14], Kurtz described the connections between birththlpeocesses and an approximating
SDE. For HIV,v,v* andp are all of enormous order. If we rescale the system to malkeseth
variablesO(1) we can arrive at the following SDE system which approxim#tedirth-death
processes of,v*, p. In (Z.1),V is the order of the infected cell population size and and



p represent the now rescaled population variables (see trendpx for a precise description
of the rescaling).

v(k+ (v+v)+p)

dv:vu—(v+WU—pmt+¢ . dBi(t), 2.1)
dv' = v*(F — (v v))dt + fﬂiigifﬂd&m,

dp=ep(v—ap)dt,

wheree = 2, a = 4. We setu(t) = (v(t),Vv*(t), p(t)).

A theorem of Kurtz, see [14], says that such approximati@eemes exact as the scaling
factor, ourV, goes to infinity. However, our system is not exactly of Kisrform as our
parameters will be scaled witli, i.e. € will be takenO(ﬁ). We have not pursued this
technical issue, rather from this point on we take](2.1) asdascription of the evolution
of u and no longer consider the birth death processes. Althduighis an approximation,
we believe that our results will hold for the birth-death ggeses as well. Further, we point
out that the birth-death process is an approximation of tyidg dynamics, so to a certain
extent considering(2.1) is no worse than considering thte4oieath process. Finally, notice
that there is no stochastic term in thequation. There should be one, but we have dropped
it. This will have no effect on our results and simplifies thx@lanation (see sectidd 5 for a
more precise justification).

We assume that the escape mutation arises attir® and that previously* = 0 and the
system[(Z.11), restricted top, is in equilibrium. This assumption of equilibrium corresyuls
to our interest in the chronic stage of HIV infection. Moregisely, we take

a 1 1
V(O)_ 1—}—07 V*(O)_Va p(O)— 1+a (22)

In (Z2.1) the absolute fitness wof in the absence of CD8 cell effects, is 1 while the fitness
of v* is f. Typically, in order to avoid immune system attack, escapeamts are less fit than
the original wild type and so we takfe< 1. We contrast absolute fithess with CD8 influenced
fitness. If CD8 cell attack is considered, the fitnesg ahdv* are 1— p and f respectively.

If 1 — p(0) > f then the mutant is initially less fit than the wild type and thgamics are
not interesting, indeed the mutant will simply quickly digtoWe restrict our attention to the
interesting case of 4 p(0) < f. Using [2.2) this translates tb— a(1— f) > 0 and we will
assume this condition throughout the rest of this paper.

We will consider[(Z1L) in the limiV/ — e with & = O( 55y ) over atime interval0, O( 5 )].
The ¢ scaling will be shown to be the correct scaling to €§&) stochastic effects, and the
time interval scaling is the length of time the system needset guaranteed to return to an
equilibrium after the escape mutation arises.

Associated with[{Z]1) is the deterministic analogue in Wwhiwe stochastic terms are sim-
ply dropped.

V=V(1l-p—-V—V) (2.3)
V' =V (f —V—V)
p=¢ep(v—ap)



with, L L
a —
VO =15 VO=5 PO=175

We setu(t) = (v(t),v¥(t), p(t)). Throughout this paper, we use a bar to distinguish a vaiabl
associated with the deterministic systdm (2.3) from theesponding variable associated
with the stochastic systeri (2.1).

(2.4)

2.2 Decomposition of Oscillations

The deterministic systeri (2.3) produces oscillatory dyicaras the system moves from the
original equilibrium ofu= (%30, 1%01) to the new equilibrium o= (a(1—f), f —a(1—
f),1— f). Figure[l shows an explicit solution ¢f(2.3) for=.01,a =1,f = .8.
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Figure 1: Solution of[(2]3) foe = .0L,a=1,f =.8upto timeO(E—lz)

The oscillatory dynamics result from the time scale sejamaFigurd 2 provides a zoom
in of a first oscillation in the dynamics of Tmmediately after the escape mutation arises, at
t = 0, there is an initial stage of the dynamics in whiclp are held relatively fixed while*
rises. This initial stage, which in Figuré 2 ends at T, occurs only immediately aftér= 0
and is not repeated. After the initial stage ends at filg)eve separate the oscillation into
four stages which form a full cycle: stage | delimited[By, Ti], stage Il delimited byT;, T ],
stage Il delimited by{Tj;, Ty |, and stage IV delimited byt , Tiv]. In Stage I,v collapses
to o(1) levels whilev® rises toO(1) levels. This occurs because the CD8 influenced fitness
of v, given by 1— p, is less thanf during Stage I. In Stage I stays ato(1) levels, butp
drops untilv becomes more fit thavi. Whenp =1— f, vandv* are equally fit, indeed at
this pointv reaches its minimum. After that timerises untilv(T;; ) = v(T,). In Stage IIl,v*



is less fit tharv andv* collapses ta(1) levels. In Stage IVp rises untilv* becomes more

fit thanv which causes™ to rise untilv¥(Ty/ ) = v*(Tiy; ). At the end of Stage IV the system
has returned to the situation of tinfe and the cycle repeats. We refer to the Stages I-IV as
a cycle, and so the dynamics ofandu are formed by a sequence of cycles. As Fiddre 1
shows, with each cycle the strength of the oscillations isied. The stochastic systelm (2.1)
has identical stages withi, Ty, Ty, Ty defined analogously t&, Ty, Ty, Tii . Ts is used for
both [2.1) and[(2]3). The definitions &, T;, Ty, Ty, Ty will be made precise in sectidn 5,
for now we simply provide the reader with an intuition for ttynamics.
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Figure 2: Solution of[{(Z]3) foe = .005a = 1, f = .8 showing only the first cycle in the
dynamics ofu

We will show that[(2.11) behaves essentially[as](2.3). Thegtian will be during times
in a small subinterval in each of stages Il and IV during whigndv* are at a minimum. If
€ is too small, then at these subintervalsr v* will be driven to zero by the stochastic terms
in 2.J). If € is too large, then at these subintervdls,](2.1) will behav@aB) and stochastic
effects can be ignored. However gifis at the appropriate scaling, nam@y@), then we
will show thaty, in stage Il, and/, in stage IV, behave like Feller diffusions.

The damping of the oscillations will be crucial to our an@éy$Stochastic effects play an
important role whew andv* are at their minima. The damping of the oscillations meaas th
the minima become less extreme with each passing cycle.¢gapstly, as we shall show, if
v or V¥ are not lost during the first cycle, thdn (2.1) will reduce2&@j and stochastic effects
can be ignored for the rest of the considered time interval.

From a genetic perspective, the behaviowahdv* during Stages Il and IV correspond
to severe bottlenecks. We will explore the effects of thexttldnecks on the lineages of a set
of samples taken at a tin@(e—lz) time units after the escape mutation occurs.



3 Reaults

We are interested in determining the probability of wildéypss, mutant type loss, or co-
existence of the two types. If the wild type is lost, then tteady state of (211) is given by
uuw = (0, f,0). If the mutant is lost then the steady statens= (HLG,O, l%a). And finally

if coexistence occurs then the steady state:is- (a(1—f),f —a(1—f),1—f).

We further discern between two types of mutant loss. The niatay be lostimmediately
after the initial mutation occurs, that is before the mugampulation reaches a significant
proportion of the virus population (this will be made precghortly). We refer to this as
failed mutant dynamics. Or, the mutant may rise to signitigaopulation levels but then
subsequently be lost. We refer to this as the lost mutantrdiosa

Ouir first result characterizes the probability of these &vencurring in the limit oV —

o and the scaling = O(@). We consider the system up to tifjesuch that; = 0(8—12) and
we show that by timé the system is arbitrarily close to a steady state. Belownwiewrite
P(u~ (ug,uz,u3)) = p we mean that for any fixed constantwe have liny_,., P(J|u(ts) —
(ul,uz,u3)|\m < C) =p.

In order to state our result we need the following definition,

(0. 1) = & | = (= a(1= 1) 108 =5 |- (3.1)
_ -1 aH (1—f)aH
Yiim (0, 1) = 5 100 m T (—aa—ny) T - G =) G2
whereH solves the following equality,
(1—f)H = §|og(1+ L) (3.3)

Notice thatH is a function off anda although we do not make this dependence explicit.

Theorem 1. Sete = % and t = é wheref3 and t are held fixed. By a failed mutant we
will mean,sup ., V*(t') < €.

If Then in the [iMity — oo

‘Him;gaaf) >1 P(u~ uw) = 1— Prailed

P(u~> Uy) = Prailed

%m%a,f) < 1and Lpnml(;a-,f) >1 P(u ~~ uw,failed mutan} = prajied
P(u~> uw,lost mutant = 1 — prajled

—(”i"‘g”f) <1land 7“’”"‘;;“’” <1 P(u~ Uc) = 1 — Prailed
P(u~ Uw) = Prailed
where,
- 4(f—a(1-f1))
Prailed = EXP kK +D(a+1) ] (3.4)

Figure[3 graphically displays the results of Theofgm 1 (thsecof a failed mutant is
ignored). The relationship between, andy;in seen in Figurgl3 is general with, always
increasing and diverging dt= 1 andyi, always possessing a single maximum and equaling
zero at the two possible endpointsfofl%a and 1. We see that in the scaling of Theotém 1,
the end state of (2.1) is completely deterministic.
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Figure 3: Graph ofgi, (dashed line) angim, (solid line) along with results from the table
in TheorentL.@im is cut off to allow for presentable scales.= 1.

If we allow B to scale withV we can analyze the boundaries of the results given in
Theoreni]l. Definev(t) to be the solution of the following Feller diffusion at tirtre

dw= v/WdB (3.5)
w(0) = 1.
Let f(a) be the solution to X X
@m(a, ) = gim(a, f). (3.6)
Theorem 2. Set f= fandqqim = @m(a,f). Set,
_ o (1  3loglogV log(ky/Gim)
&= G <Iogv (ogV)Z ~ (logV)? ) G-
andt = é Define,

70(12;)2(1%)<k+ 1)k, (3:8)

B 2m . 1 1+a(d+H) \" o
Tmutant—\/(1_f)(f_a(1_f))(k +f)(?)(m) (Mv)F K.

whereny is a random variable with distribution,

My = W[Twiid]- (3.9)

Twild =

Further set,

pw = P(W[Tyi] = 0), (3.10)
Pmv = P(W[Tmutanﬂ = 0)



Then in the limit ofy — o,

P(u ~ uw,failed mutant = prajled (3.11)
P(u~ iy, mutant lost = (1 - Praied) (1~ ow)Pu
P(u~~um) = (1 — Prailed) P
P(u~~ uc) = (1— Prailed) (1 — pw)(1— pm)

Our techniques allow us to derive similar results for theesds< f and f > f. Notice
that in Theoreni]2, the end state Bf {2.1) is truly stochasthe scaling ofe in Theoreni 2
shows that the stochastic regime [of {2.1) scale@(a}g;;—v) aboutg. And indeed, the same
can be shown to be true abaut

We express our genetic results within the context of pomraampling. To make things
somewhat concrete, we assume that a sampleinfected cells is taken at timg. The
genetic composition of this sample of this sample acrossitiegenome can be determined
if one knows the lineages formed by thassamples and the mutations that occur on these
lineages. The lineages and mutations associated with alsaarg not deterministic and
hence must be specified through a probability distribution.

In this work, we do not determine the full distribution of theeages and mutations
associated with the samples (although our methods should allow for this). Rative
characterize the state of the lineages formed byrtlsamples at time 0. To explain this
precisely, leyn, Yo, ...,y be labels for the infected cells sampled at tinbe. At time 0 these
n samples will have some number of ancestors, rggyand we can arbitrarily label these
ancestorsy, z,...,z,. Eachz will be the ancestor of a certain number of theampled
cells, let this number bB;. Then we havé; + B+ - - - + Bp, = n since every samplg must
be descendant from sorag Our results specify the distribution ¢fig, B1, By, ..., Bn,).

The Kingman coalescent is a specific probability distribatior the lineages of a set of
samples corresponding to the lineage distribution in ss@abWright-Fisher population|[6].
For any timet, we letl1(t; n) be the lineage distribution specied by the Kingman coatgsce
t time units prior to sampling afi individuals. The distribution ofl1(t; n) is well understood
[6;23]. Our results will show that the distribution g, B1,B>,...,Bn,) is the same as that
specified by the Kingman coalescent run for some fiigagetic In this way, we show that our
viral population run for times will have a similar level of genetic diversity as a Wrighsker
population run for timélgenetic

Our results will actually split into cases depending on wikethe wild type is lost, mu-
tant type is lost, or coexistence occurs. In the case of ope $yrviving, we will be able
to characterize the genetic diversity by a single Kingmaalescent started with individu-
als. However, when the types coexist, we need two Kingmalesoants to characterize the
resultant distribution.

The genetic results follow the same scaling regimes as figgédéh Theorem$]l and
[2. However, for clarity of presentation we simply state theults associated with the pa-
rameter regime given in Theordm 2. The following theoremashthat the distribution of
(ng,B1,By,...,By) is afunction of four random variables defined in the theoremws,, {, &.
We state the Theorem and then help the reader parse thesresult

Theorem 3. Let f, &, Twiid, Tmutans Prailed D€ as in Theorerp] 2. Letwwv, be independent
versions of the Feller process w specifiedin](3.5) and leE&iier process in the definition of
Tmutantbe W. Let{ be a uniform random variable oj®, 1] and leté be a binomial random



variable with n trails and success probabili%lfo). Define the times gknetict, Tgenetic2
according to the following table (in the cases where theyeftir Tyenetico is a —, only Tyenetict
is defined.)

If Tgeneticl: Tgenetic2

{ < Prailed 0, —

¢ > Prailed, W1 [Twila] = 0 00, —
{ > Prailed: W1 [Twild] 7 0, Wo[Tmutan{ = O Yfﬁdsw
{ > Praileds W1 [ Twild] 7 0, Wa[Tmutan{ # O on ndsw

whereY = a(l—Ef)Z(Ha)K In the cases wherggdhetico is not defined then,

lim (no,B1,By,...,Bny) = M(Tgenetic1; N) (3.12)

V—oo

In the case wheregdnetico is defined then,
“lliinm(nO, B1,Bo,..., Bno) =N (Tgeneticl; &),n (Tgenetic27 n—_¢&)). (3.13)

Both of the above limits are meant in the sense of convergentistribution.

To explain Theoremil3 we explain the reasoning behind thetabbke first the case
{ < praileg- N this setting, the mutant fails to enter the viral popiolatand essentially the
population stays irv, p equilibrium. No bottlenecks occur and so thdineages, run for
time O(glz) in a population of siz&®(V) will not converge. This is the same as running the
Kingman coalescent for zero time. In the second cdse, prailed, W1[Twild] = O, the wild
type will be lost. In this case all lineages must come fromdhginal escape mutant. This
is the same as running the Kingman coalescent for infinite timguarantee convergence of
the lineages to a common ancestor. The third cése,praied, W1 [Twild] 7 0, W2 [Twiid] = O,
corresponds to the loss of the mutant type. A bottle neck rsceuthe wild types during
Stage Il and the mutant is lost during Stage IV. The bottlerexs an effect on the lineages
equivalent to running a Kingman coalescent@jf) time. The expression fAigenetic1 gives
the precise length of time the Kingman coalescent needs tairienotice thaffgenetic1 iS
stochastic. Finally, in the casé > prailed, W1 [Twild] 7# 0, Wa2[Twiid] # O, both the wild and
mutant types survive. In the new equilibrium, the fractidmdd type cells will be == <1 )
so if we randomly sample at tinte, & gives the probability distribution of the number of
wild types sampled. Working backward in time, all mutant pfga come from the original
mutant and hence must coalesce by time z&knetic2 reflects this, we run the Kingman
coalescent infinite time for the part of the sample corredpunto mutant samplegenetict
represents wild type samples, and the bottleneck througthwhey pass in Stage Il has an
effect on the lineages equivalent to running a Kingman sualet for timelgenetic: -

4 Discussion

In this paper, through a specific model of MHC | escape mutatiee have attempted to
emphasize the important interaction between populatioaohcs and genetic evolution. In-
deed, as we have demonstrated, the initial escape mutairarskabout oscillatory dynamics
in the population sizes of the wild and mutant type cells. sehescillation then impact the

10



lineages of sampled cells, implying that selection by CD&agill affect genetic diversity
over the whole viral genome.

Several authors have explored the issue of intrahost Higcéfe population size [15;
21;/13]. Effective population size, as opposed to censuslptipn size, is a measure of the
potential genetic diversity of a population. High effeetpopulation sizes imply, at least in
the presence of significant mutation, high levels of gerditiersity. The HIV population is
enormous and so one expects the effective population sike targe and, in turn, genetic
diversity to be large. However, experimental data seemsggest a small level of genetic
diversity and hence a small effective population sizé [1bthis work, we have demonstrated
that the notion of an effective population size for HIV in theesence of the predator-prey
dynamics of CD8-HIV interaction is subtle (seel[13] for a lifaive discussion with similar
observations). The intuition that effective populationesand census population size are
directly related is an artifact of considering classicalijlit-Fisher populations, and HIV is
certainly not such a population. Our results show that ficarit bottlenecks occur in the
HIV population due to CD8 attack, and that the size and timgtles of these bottlenecks is
determined not by the population size of HIV but by the rat€Bf8 cell response. In our
modele plays the role of CD8 response rate avighlays the role of HIV census population
size. We find that it > logV then lineages do not coalesce over ti@(ee%). And, in fact,
one can show that lineages will coalesce in ti®@’) which leads to an effective size of
O(V). However ife < O(logV) then lineages coalesce in time less tl@(r—glz). In fact, one
can show that the bottlenecks last tb(r%) time which leads to an effective size@(%).

In this paper we have not considered the mutation rate. Véfiiéetive population size
gives some idea of a population’s genetic diversity, to/ffaibdel genetic evolution one needs
to construct a model of lineage distribution, that is a ceedat, and analyze mutations on
that lineage distribution. The strength of mutation thesypla central role in the pattern of
genetic diversity. Data suggests that escape mutations fixeolost in a matter of weeks.
For a sample of siza the expected number of mutations that take place before tkle H
population returns to equilibrium will be bounded b;(%) where u is the mutation rate

of HIV. u for a single nucleotide is on the order ®) and in this setting we can safely
assume that no mutations occur during the escape mutaticsuch a case our results give
a complete answer to the effect of our model on genetic diyesgice we do not need to
know what happens between the time of the escape mutatiothanéturn to equilibrium.
However, if one considers the whole genome, tjpeis on the order of 10 and we must
account for mutations. Our approach should allow for suchralysis, but in this paper we
have not pursued this important issue.

The genetic diversity of HIV over the course of the chroniagd of infection has been
shown to initially rise, eventually level off, and then filyarop [22]. The drop of HIV
genetic diversity is correlated with the onset of AIDS. We@gate that one possible expla-
nation for this evolution of diversity involves the collapsf the immune system. Our model
suggests that a fast immune system will allow for more dityerdndeed, when oug is
large, Theorernl3 witlk — 0 shows that the lineages do not coalesce and so genetisitiiver
increases with time. But, as CD4 cells counts collapse, veedpte that the rate of CD8
response will also collapse agdwvill drop. From Theoreril3 we see, by takirg— o, that
a smalle forces lineages to coalesce and genetic diversity will didgs line of reasoning
is, of course, highly speculative since the loss of CD4 ogllsimpact CD8 response and
HIV evolution in many ways that our model does not considerd Af course we are consid-
ering CD8 attack at only a single epitope while HIV is typlgaubject to attack at multiple

11



epitopes.

5 Proofsof Theorems

In this section we prove Theores[1, 2, and 3. As we mentiomsegdtior[ 2, we analyze
the stochastic systerh (2.1) by comparing it to determmiststem[(Z)3). More precisely, in
sectior 6 we consider the deterministic system in Stag¥sHfdr each stage, we determine
an asymptotic expansion imof u at the end of the stage. So, for example, in stage Il we
assumeu(T)) as given and determine an expansiond¢F,). In sectior ¥ we consider the
stochastic system through Stage I-IV. Roughly, the idebbgithat in Stage | and IIlj andu
behave, with high probability, almost identically while$tage 1l and IVu andu differ due

to stochastic effects.

The main technical ideas needed to prove our theorems ataiced in the lemmas of
sectiorl® anfl]7. In this section we put these lemmas togetipeove the theorems. By doing
so, we hope to provide the reader with an underlying intaif@ the more technical lemmas
found in sectionEl6 ard 7. Before beginning in this task, wedrte precisely define Stage
I-1V and the initial stage. We set for the deterministic gyst

T =inf{t > 0:v(t) = &9}, (5.1)
Ty =inf{t > T : V{t) = &9},
T =inf{t > Ty : V' (t) = &9},
Ty = inf{t > Ty : V¥ (t) = &9},
and similarly for the stochastic system,
T =inf{t > 0:v(t) = &9}, (5.2)

Ty =inf{t > T :v(t) = &9},
T = inf{t > Ty 1 v*(t)
Tiv = inf{t > Ty 1 v*(t) = €9},

whereq = 4. In sectiorf 2 we stated that in sectiorvi¢ollapses tm(1) levels. What we
meant, as seen from the definitions above, is thadllapses to the value @f. Essentially,
g is chosen so that when a variable falls belefly its effect will not be felt in theV —

limit. For example, in Stage Iy < €9 and the result is that the dynamics pf given by
p = ep(v— ap) can be reduced to the integralple- —ca p?. Set,

To=inf{t:v* ¢ (0,9)} (5.3)

Ts is considered only in the stochastic system antdsse Ts. Indeed, we will simply start the
deterministic system at timi by settingu(Ts) = u(Ts).

We now proceed to prove Theorefd§]1-3. TheorEins 1[&nd 2 haWarsproofs, so
we prove Theorer]2 and within that proof we comment on the ections to the proof of
Theorent 1

Theoreni R.To help the reader parse our arguments, we decompose thitgmoording to
which stage we consider. At the end of the proof we considal aycle.
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Initial Stage:

We start by considering the initial stage. Frdm15.3) we htavee possibilitiesy(Ts) = €9,
V(Ts) =0 orTg = 0. Lemmd 7.1l shows th&(Ts= o) =0 and limy_,. P(V(Ts) = 0) = Prailed-
So with probabilityps,ileq the stochastic system never excegtiand we have a failed mutant.
Lemmd7.1 also shows thatp do not deviate beyon@(e9) from v(0), p(0) by timeTs, so if

a failed mutant occurs, the system returns to siate

Stagel:

If the mutant does not fail, then Stage | starts. We taf®) = u(Ts). LemmeZ.R gives for
Stage |,

2
P( sup [lut)— Tit) o > —) < o 109109V *(log V)%, (5.4)
Te<t<T, N vi

and Lemma®6]1 gives the asymptoticpiup toO(¢), at the end of stage .

Stagell:

Lemmd6.2 shows that for the deterministic systeraaches an absolute minimum in Stage
II. In section[T we label that minimum 6§§ and we are able to asymptotically compute its
value as a function op(T;). To emphasize this we writés'ﬁ"sﬂ. In Lemmag 718-715 we
define an intervaltp,t1] centered aboum and of Widthgim. For our proofs to work,
m can be taken as any value betwe}eand 2, but intuitively what matters is that the width
of [to,t1] be much greater tha{%. LemmaZ.B shows that di,to], |u— U] is bounded by

O(e%‘l) with probability O(£2). Lemma_ 7.5 shows the identical conclusion for the interval
[ta, Tii]. LemmdZ} shows that inside the interijta)t;] stochastic effects matter andnay
deviate fromu. Indeed, LemmB714 gives,

lim P(vis lostinto,ts]) = lim P(w[v2m(k+1)=] = 0) (5.5)
where, o)
_ expl— (2 E1L)]
I = a(l—f)z( Vei s ) (5.6)

The functiong in (IEG) is defined in sectionl 7. We caution the reader thatis not g,
essentiallyg is Iog( ) although we defingg somewhat differently for technical reasons.
The connection betweecp and @im is given by the following relation which is justified in

Lemmd7.4.
(»qlm

—9(%) = A —qjloge| +log( 15— ) + O(¢?loge]) 5.7

This relation leads to,

exii—p( BT — ex Bmjes )1 v o(eliogel).  (69)

Plugging [5.8) into[(516) and using the scalingeaf Theoreni R gives,

R 1 a
lim | =

V00 a(l- f)z(l—i——a)K (-:9)
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Plugging [5.9) into[(5]5) gives
lim P(vis lostin|to,t1]) = P(W[Twila] = 0) (5.10)

V—oo

We note that in Theore[ 1 the scaling will force the followthgglity in =,

lim = @ =1 511
m = = .
Voseo {o if §<1. ®-11)

Sincew|eo] = 0 andw[0] = 1 we have,

)
1 |f321.

0 if % <1 (5.12)

P(vislostin(to,t1]) = {

and this is the essential difference between the resultbéoiem§ll and 2. ifis lost during
Stage I, it is straightforward to show that the system muosiogiy .

Stagelll:

If the wild type is not lost in Stage I, then by the same argomesed in Lemma7.2 to show
thatu = u'in Stage |, we can show that~ uin Stage Il (with the precise statement being
identical to that found if(514)).

Stage | V:

The arguments of Stage IV are almost identical to Stage depithatv* is now what col-
lapses rather than We define a function in sectior ¥ that plays the rolgdid in Stage II.
And the relationship betweaf andsi,, is completely analogous to the relationship between
@ and@nm, - If the mutant is lost then the system goesiyp

Behavior over afull cycle:

If both the mutant and the wild type survive the first cycle tdges I-IV then our claim is
that the system gets arbitrarily close, at leasbtd), to uc. This is a result of the damped
oscillations seen in Figufé 1. To demonstrate the dampitigeodscillations and their impact
on the probability of losing or v* in a given cycle, we first note that by Lemnias|6.1 6.3,
p changes by onl¥(¢e|loge|) during Stages | and Ill. And sina@andu are linked during
those stages through(b.4) the same will be trup ahdp. In Stage Il, sincer is O(£9) we
will have p = —ea p? 4+ O(e9*1). In Stage IV we will show that while* < O(e9) we have
v—(1—p) = O(¢). From this we have = ep(1— (1+a)p) + O(¢?). Both Stages Il and IV
can be shown to be of durati@(%) and so we can explicitly integratethrough the cycle
with an error termO(¢). In this case we find & p(Tiy) — (1 —f) < p(Ts) — (1—f) > 0.
Essentially we have shown that the starting point of ourejedamped towardd — f) in
subsequent cycles.

To connect to the probability of loss, consider the impadhéd damping ongim. @m
can be thought of as a function p{Ts) sinceqo(w) is, through this connection we can
consider howgi, changes wittp(Ts). Explicit differentiation gives,

d@im(p(Ts))  p(Ts) — (1)
ol Pm O e
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So with each progressive cycl@m will be O(1) smaller. The same can be said fpr To
see the effect of this, Ie;q%) be the value ofgi,, corresponding to the first cycle, i.e. exactly
@im andqﬁ be the value ofgi,, corresponding to the second cycle. Then we have,

2 o "
ex Am | — expi i (exp[—O(%)]) = ex m (exp[—O(IogV)]) L B14)

If we follow the arguments that led tb (5]12) we see thatii not lost in the first Stage Il it
will not be lost in subsequent stages, and similariyfor

Now note that we sdt = O(glz). We show in sections] 6 ad 7 that a full cycle takes

O(%), so if vandv* are not lost we are consideri@{%) cycles. Since we have shown that

p(Tiv) — (1—f) < p(Ts) — (1 — ) we see that with every cycle the nepTs) getsO(1)
closer to 1- f. This implies that by the time intervéD(-%),t¢], p— (1— f) will be o(1). It
2

is then easy to show thatandv* get withino(1) to theirgvalues inuc. And sou gets within
o(1) of uc.

Finally, our analysis of the different stages containedaggions with error terms(€)
and excluded sets with probabili®(¢?). Since by timet; we have gone through at most
O(%) cycles, if we now takeV — o which takese — 0 our arguments become true with
probability approaching one. O

Before finishing with Theorenid 1 abdl 2 we return to an issueedin sectiofl]2. In that
section, we stated that the stochastic terms involpihgd been dropped i (2.1), but that our
results would be unaffected. Inde@dndv* are only affected by stochastic terms when they
drop to low levels in Stages Il and IY3.never experiences such bottlenecks, so the stochastic
terms in thep equation will have no effect. If we included them we would sh@elLemma
similar to Lemma 7.2. But this would just add technicalitie®ur discussion.

We now prove Theorefd 3. Before proceeding we explain how vild bample lineages
on the population procesgt). These justifications are similar to arguments found_in .[24]
Take two timeg andt + At. Suppose at time+ At we haven’ sample lineages of wild type. If
a birth event happens in the underlying birth-death prodassg|t,t + At] then the number
of lineages may drop from' to’ — 1. Indeed, if the new children formed by the birth event
are both part of the' samples at timé+ At then we have a coalescent event and at time
there will ben’ — 1 lineages. By symmetry, given a birth event there is a prmm%
that a coalescent will occur (recall tHét(t) is the number of wild type cells at tintg

To compute the probability of a coalescent event, we neecdhtavkthe probability of a
birth event in[t,t + At] conditioned on the value af(t + At). Setu(t +At) = G = (9,v*, p).
Then an application of Bayes rule gives

P(birth | u(t + At) = G) = (5.15)

=VV—1+4O(At).
From these arguments we have that the probability of a coaé®vent inft,At] is

é,r\',/g)l) +0O( (VV%U)Z) + O(At). We note that this approximation breaks down wheiit) =
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O(1). However, we only use these rate computations if the wile tigonot lost, otherwise
wild type lineages do not exist. And by the computations ofnbea[7.4, in this case we
always havéVv = O( \/_) S0 our expansions are valid.

Finally, before proceeding to the proof of Theorelm 3 we cahoar lineage distribution
to the Kingman coalescent. A well-known result in coalestleeory states that if lineages
coalesce at rate, san(t) over an intervalO, T], then the lineages at time zero of this time
varylng coalescent process will have the same distribtfotihhe Kingman coalescent run for
time [, dsr(s) [23]. Essentially, in the Kingman coalescent lineagesesed at rate 1, so
by a time rescallng one can produce coalescent events abtrextrater(t). For us, the
consequence of this observation is that the distributiomilaf type lineages will be given by
a Kingman coalescent run for tim]éf dsﬁ. Hence, in the proof of Theorelm 3 we focus

on the quantityj' d Sty

Proof of Theorerfil3We recall the notatiofing, B1, By, .. ., By, ), introduced in sectioll 3, rep-
resenting the number of lineages left at time zero frosamples at timg . We first consider
the following cases: mutant fails, wild type loss, and mutaas

If the mutant fails then Lemnia’d.1 shows thét) = +0O(g%) forallt € [0,t]. Then
we have,

l+C{

L 1 1
lim ds—— = Iim O(—= =0 5.16
V- Jo VV(S) V—s00 (SZV ( )
If the wild type is lost then, since there is only a single nmatat time O,ng = 1 and
B; = n. This is the same distribution BX(co; n).
Now we consider the case of the mutant type being lost. Fiestlaim,
im [ ds—t — tim [ ds—— 5.17
im S—— = lim S— .
Voolo  VV(S) Vo, VV(S) ( )
where recall thalto,t1] is an subinterval in the Stage Il in the first cycle of StagBé IFo see
this, first note that in Stages |, 1ll, and IV and in the initi&hge we have > €9. So since the
duration of these stagesﬁl{%) we have,

im | ds_ L

lim O(——) = 518
Voo JOTLMTv]  YV(S) Voo (£Q+1V) ( )

On [Tiv, tf] the mutant is already lost avft) = O(1), SO liMy_,es [i7,, 4 dsﬁ =0. We are

left to considerT;, Ty | during the first cycle. The key relation [S(7]168) in Lemimd which
allows us to compute(t) for t € [to,t1]. By plugging int = 3 in (Z.68) we arrive at,

S 1
V(to) = V(= Lyexga(1— gl (5.19)
We now wish to demonstrate the following bound,
T 1 t 1 1 t 1 exga(1— f)2—2]
ds——={ ds @) =/ ds——(1+0 £ .
/T, Y O e R Ty 1O e )
(5.20)

To see this first note thatis always bounded by 1. So at least for one time witt) is of
orderv(3L). Then we recall from the proof of Theorérh 1 thas well approximated by in

16



Stage Il outside ofto,t1], and thatvis strlctly decreasing off; ,to] and strictly increasing on
[t1,Ti]. Since Stage Il is of duratloﬁ( ) we must have,

1 1
ds < : (5.21)
/[Tl wlTit) YV(S) SVV(S'?I)
From the above bound arld (5119), (8.20) follows. Summagizire have shown,
im [ds—t — jim [ ds~ 5.22
im, [} Sy = Im. |, Iy 5-22)

Finally, Lemmd 7.4 show§! dsgig — Yf‘/_"dsT)yS]

We have left the case of the wild type and mutant type bothigag. In this case,
the computations are simply a combination of the wild typssland mutant type loss case
after we split the sample into wild and mutant samples. Weehélt) = a(1— f) and
vi(ts) = f —a(1— f). So the probability of drawing a wild type is, ¥ oo, exactly@
and the number of wild types out nfsample is binomial witi trials and success probability
a(1-f) O
-

6 TheDeterministic System

In this section we consider the deterministic system (Z08ix. goal will be to find asymptotic
expansions fou at the end of each of Stages I-1V and to develop estimate af th@amics
during the stages as well. We defidg) = p(t) — (1— f).

6.1 Stagel

Recall that Stage | is given by the inter\m_l,f”]. In this subsection, for notational conve-
nience, we sed = 3(Ts). We assume*(Ts) = €9, v(Ts) — (1— p(Ts)) < O(¢) (this assump-
tion will connect to Lemm&7]1 found in sectibh 7.

Lemma6.l T —Ts= O(%) and,

|f =7 (T)| = O(e9), (6.1)
M) = (Te) + S99 AG 1 1 £api,+ O(e3 loge ) 62)

where,
AP 1 = (T (1- 2+ a)p(Ty)), (6.3)

AP 2 = P(Ts)(1— (14 a)p(Ts)) log( ) — ap?(Ts) log(1 — p(Ts)).
Proof. We will separatdTs, 'ﬁ] into three intervals using stopping timés T, where,

Ty =inf{t—Ts: V' (t) = V). (6.4)
T, =inf{t - Ts: V(t) = Ve} (6.5)
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Ouir first task is to determing. Considet [Ts,ﬁ]. For such we have,
(1-P(Te) V)= ~V(1— p-V-7) = —(1— p(0) ~ V-7 —O(et)).  (6.6)

where we have used the fact tht) — p(Ts) < €t. From [6.6) we see that{fL — p(Ts) — V) >
O(max(et, V¥, €)) then(1— p(Ts) — vk 0. Since(1— p(Ts) —V(Ts)) = O(€) we can conclude,
|1— p(Ts) — V] = O(max(et, V¥, €)). Using [6.6), we have fare [Ts, Ts+ (T1 AO(|logel))]

V' =V (f —V—V) > V(5 +O(V/) (6.7)

From [6.T), we see thdt = O(|loge|) and so we have ex@ + O(\/€))T1| = § Solving
1
for T1 we arrive afl; = q%ﬂ loge| +O(v/€|loge|?). Integratingp we find,

P(T1) = P(Ts) + £P(Ts) (1 — (1+ @) p(Te)) Ty + O(£2| loge[?) (6.8)

(a— 3)¢|loge| _ _

(Ty) + ——25—— p(Ts)(1 - (1+0)p(Ts)) + O(¢? | loge )

g=]

Now we consider the time intervBls+ T1, Ts+ T;]. Letr(t) = %. Then direct
computation gives,

= (1= pTy) — fr + 2 (5 BT 69)
Integrating through we have,
r(t) =r(Ts)exp—ft] + (1— p(Ts)) Tt dsexpg—f(t —s)] (6.10)

+ [ dsexsi—f (- 9)(518) — BT ()

By differentiating log/+ logv® we can arrive at,
2 2
— t = =
V*( ) V¥

Plugging this relation into the second integral tern{in (9 dives

(To)exp—(t — Ts) + O(et)] (6.11)

SURc (7, [ P(S) — P(Ts)|
S

| Tt dsexi—(t—S](F(S) — PUTs)) (2 ) (9] < O(L)exi~5(t )]

Vi(Ts)
(6.12)
Noting thatr (Ts) = O(1), p(t) — p(Ts) < &t and using[(6.12) if(6.10) with= Ts+ T; gives,
r(Ts+Th) = 1- 'E(TS) +0(ef(q%"%)) (6.13)
1-p(Ts)

- +0(Ve|loge ).

Now again we usd (6.10), but instead of integrating from Ou@ integrate fromls+ T; to
t € (Ts+ T, Ts+ T2). In this case, since* > /e,

[ dsexei— (6~ 9)(pl9) - AT)(2)(9) <O(vElloge). (619
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which leads to

r(t) = 1- 'E(TS) +0O(Ve|loge[3). (6.15)

Exploiting (6.15) allows us to integrateexplicitly. We have,
1-p(Ts)
f

V(Ts+T) = (1-p(Ts)) — ( )VE+O(g|loge[?). (6.16)

f
1-p(Ts)
Substituting these expressions ifig {2.3) gives,

Vi) =f—( WV(t) + O(g|loge]®). (6.17)

. _L = 3y o
V=-1o FT(Ts)\((l p(Ts) + O(ellogel®)) v>. (6.18)

We can explicitly integraté (6.18).
(1~ PIT:) + O(VE) exp—3(t - Ty)

VY = — 15w B
VE(ZRED) 4 O(ellogel?) + (1— p(Ts) — vE(XEEL) + O(e[loge[2)) expl—(t — T1)]
(6.19)
Settingv(Tz) = /€ and solving fott gives,
T-Ti= %|Iogs| - % log(f(1— p(Ts))) +O(V). (6.20)
and explicit integration gives,
T' dsis) = 2%( 9 loge| + - p(TS) log(f) + O(V/E) (6.21)
Using [6.21) we find,
BT+ To) =T+ Ty + S8 (PRI ey ) (622

+ 5 (AT @ AT oa(1) — a (T log(F(1- 1) ) + Ofe)

Finally we considel[TerTz,'ﬁ] The analysis in this case is almost identical to that of
_ 1
[Ts. Ts + T1] and we find:T — T, = 52| loge| + O(y/£) and

p(Ti) = p(Ts+ To) — % (a p2(Ts)(q— %)) + O(s% lloge[®). (6.23)

Combining our estimates @(Ts+ T1), p(Ts+ T2), p(Ti) gives [6.2). Finally we note that
our arguments show that for alE [Ts, Tj] we havev(t), V¥ (t) > &f. O
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6.2 Stagell
From Lemma®6J1 we can assud€l}) > 0,V(Tj) = &9, and |V (Ty) — f| = O(9).
Lemma6.2. Let H, be the solution of1— f)H; = %Iog(l—l— ap('ﬁ)H” ). Then,

(T =) = 24 = O (6:24)
p(Th) = % +0(e%). (6.25)
Fort € [T;, T | we have,
sup|V¥(t) — f| < O(e9) (6.26)
t

Vt) = V(T exp| (1— f)(t—T)) — 0,—18 log (1+ £ap(Ti)(t—Ti)) +O(e% %)

Proof. We first show that ofiT;, Ty;], p has simple dynamics. Indeed, for & [T, Ty ],
p=—cap?+Celta, (6.27)

From this we have,
+0(e%) (6.28)

Now considerv* fort € [T}, Ty].
fo V=V (f—V—V)=—V(f - —Ce9). (6.29)
whereC < 1. Since|f — V¥ (T;)| = O(&Y), from (6.29) we can conclude thit— v¥| < O(&Y)
on [-r|7-r||]
Now we boundT;; . We have fott € [T}, Ty;],
V=V(1—f—p+0O(e%) (6.30)

Plugging [6.2B) into the relation directly above leads to
1 _
v(t) = v(Ti) expl(1— F)(t = Ti) - ——log(1+eap(Ti)(t —Ti)) + O(e%)] (6.31)
Sincep(T;) > 1— f, a simple Taylor series argument shows,
Hii g1 q Hii g1
V(T +T_O(£ ) < < V(T +?+O(£ )). (6.32)

So we can conclude tha + 9 — O(e%1) < Ty < Ty + AL + O(¢91) and the lemma fol-
lows. O
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6.3 Stagelll

From Lemmd 62 we can assurd€Ty; ) < 0, V(Tj) = €9, and|V¥(Ty;) — f| < O(&%). For
convenience in this section s@t= 6(Ty; ).

Lemma63. Ty — Ty = O(1%5%),

IV(Tin ) — (1 —p(Tin ))| = O(e), (6.33)
BT ) = P ) + q£|||§|g£|A5|n 1+ %Aﬁm 24+ 0(e3[loge ) (6.34)

where,

AP 1 = P(Tu) (1= (2+a)p(Th)), (6.35)
AP 2 = P(Ti ) (1= (1+ a)p(Tir)) log(f) — ar pP(Tiy ) log(1 — P(Tir)).-

Proof. The proof of the following lemma is almost identical to theleimmadG.1L. The only
difference involves the proof of (6.B3). Skt = ( =P Tnen direct computation gives,

AV = —VAV— ? +plv—ap) (6.36)

We defineTy, T, in the same manner as in Leminal6.1, except that the roleaofiv* are
interchanged. That is(T;) = /€, V¥(T,) = /€. Essentially the same arguments we used in
Lemmd®&.1 involving (t) can be used here to shdw(T;) < O(%).

We now integratd (6.36) fro, to Ty . First notice that in this range we have,

1
%). (6.37)

From which we see that fore [T, Ty ], AV< O(f) andsov=1— p(T||)+O(\/E). Now we

proceed to integraté (6.86) using the integrating factp{jéa(dsy . Since everything we
do below is in terms of orders, we can replace this integnaf&otor by exi(1— p(Ty))(t —
T2)]. This gives,

ATy ) =O(AVTz) exp—(1— BT )) (Tur — Ta))) (6.38)
+2 [ ds7 (9 ex(— FT)) (i — 3] +O(1)

AV= —VIWV — O(

By the same arguments as in Lemima 6.1 we can sk¢s) = O(\/eexg—d(s— T,)]) and
— 1 —
Tin — T = &2)|loge|. Plugging all this into[(6.38) finally leads fv(Tyy ) = O(1). [

6.4 StagelV

From the results of Lemnfa .3 we can assu¥ti& ) < 0, [V(Tii) — (1— p(Ti )| = O(e),
andv® = &9,
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Lemma 6.4. Define Hy as the solution of the following equation,

(1= Db = g 100 (14 1+ @) T exibn] - 1)) (6.39)

Then|(Tiy — Tir ) — P | = O(¢) and

€

_= p(Tin ) expH ]
P(Tv) = T (17 o) p(Ton ) (expHy ] = 1) +0(¢). (6.40)
Fort e [Ty, Tiv] we have,
IV(t) — (1—p(t)| < O(e) (6.41)

V' (t) =V (Tun ) explg(t) + O(et)]

where,

00 =~ (1= )t T )+ - tog 1+ (1 )Pl explelt— )] -1
(6.42)

et exptT ) - B0

Proof. We start by considering— (1 — p). Recall the definition of\v from Lemmd 6.8. By
the same arguments as in Lemma 6.3 we can showAthatO(1) and hence = (1— p) +
O(e). However, to computeg* to O(e) we needv to one higher order. To see why we need
v to one higher order, suppose we have I— p+ O(¢). Then we would have the estimate
V=V (p—(1-f)+O(¢) and integrating this expression foX 1) time units leads t®(1)
terms. To estimateto O(¢) we integrate[(6.36) and apply our apriori bound\ef= O(1) to
arrive at,

AV(t) =(1— pit)) + 11+ 12+ O(%)(t — Ty ), (6.43)

where,

[1 = eAv(0) exp— ;H dg1— p)] (6.44)

lp = g/f.t.. dsexp— /Stdé(l— PIp(L—(1+a)p)

l1is O(¢) for all t € [Ty, Tiv] since 1— p(t) > O(1). Conside,. We havep = ep(1— (1+
a)p) +O(g?). So we have,

|2=/T;t dsexp[—'/:ds’(l—ﬁ)]ﬁ (6.45)

We now apply an integration by parts trick to obtain an exganfor I,. Indeed, since every
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derivative ofp earns us another, integration by parts gives the following.

|2=/,t ds(l—f))exp[—'/:dé(l—ﬁ)]% (6.46)

JTin

1-p(s) s=Tin

_ bt =
=1 FT(t) —|—O(£2)(t—T|||)

So we have the expansion

P
=(exp[—'/:d5'(1—5)] Lo )‘M +O(e%)(t—Tin)

p(t)(1— (1+a)p(t
1-p(t)

We now considep. First note that in Stage IV we have,

) +O(ed)(t—T). (6.47)

Vi=(1-p)+¢

p=ep(l—(1+a)p) +O(g?). (6.48)
Solving for p gives,

p(Tin ) exple(t — Tin )]

) _
(L+ (14 a)p(Ti ) (expge(t — Ty )] — 1) +O(&)(t—Tin) (6.49)

p(t) =

. Now we turn tov*. From the arguments above, by plugging our expansior fioto -
ve =V (f —v—Vv*), we have

7 (t) = 7 (Tur ) explg(t) + O(e)]. (6.50)

Recall thatT,y is defined byvﬁ'ﬁv) = g9, Consideringg(t) and the definition oH,y, a
Taylor expansion gives,

Tv =T = H% +0(¢) (6.51)

and, _ _ _
Vi (Tiv) =V (Tin ) expg(Tiv) + O(e)]. (6.52)
O

7 The Stochastic System

In this section we consider the stochastic sysfen (2.1)il&imto sectiori 6, our goal will be

to find asymptotic expansions farat the end of each of Stages I-IV and develop estimates
for the dynamics ol within the stages. In this section we also consider theaingiage.

We recall from sectiofil6 thad(t) = p(t) — (1 — f) and we emphasize that depends on
the deterministic systerfi (2.3) and not the stochastic sy§el). Finally, in this section we
will assume that obeys the scaling of Theordm 2. The arguments in the caseanfréhi 1
scaling are similar, and in fact simpler.
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7.1 Initial Stage

Recall that at = 0 we have,
a 1

v(0) = 1ra p(0) = 1ra’

SetAv = v—v(0) andAv* = v* — v*(0). Then define T by

V¥ (0) = %. (7.1)

T =inf{t:v" ¢ (0,€9),|Av| = €9 or |Ap| = €%} (7.2)

Note thatT is not quiteTs, but the lemma below will show that the two are equivalenhia t
V — oo limit.
We have the following lemma.

Lemma 7.1.
%I/im PV (T)=¢90rv*(T)=0) =1 (7.3)
—00
. o a(f—a-t)
Klflian(\f*(T) =0) =exp (k*+1)(1+a)]' (7.4)
. 2logV |

\lzinmP(T < : —v(O)) =1 (7.5)

Proof. Define two stopping times,
Ta=inf{t:|Av| = &9 or |Ap| = €9} (7.6)

T. =inf{t:v" ¢ (0,e%)}

Then clearlyT = min{Ta, T.}. We now consider the following stochastic system. Esskntia
this system is[(Z2]1) except that v and p becomes fixed oncé exits (0, &9), |Av| > €9, and
|Av] > €9 respectivelyy is the indicator function.

dV =x(|V—v(0)| < eN)V(1— (V+ ") — p)dt (7.7)
x(9-v(0)] < 9 LT T D,
U (ks + (V+ 7))

dV* = x (V < eV (f — (V+V))dt+ x (V" < %) dBy(t),
dp= x(Ip—p(0)| < e")ep(V— p)dt
Notice that in the systerfi (7.7) we are guarant@edv(0)| < €9, |f— p(0)| < €9, andv* < &1
for all time. DefineTy andT, analogously td, T, and notice thal = min{Ta, T} since up
to timeT the systemg (211) and(T.7) evolve identically.
We now consideT,. To controlv* we bound it from above and below by two diffusions
that are simpler to analyze. Set,

d¥3 (1) = T3 (f —v(0))dt + \/‘77*("* ”if PH9) 4g,01), (7.8)
31 = (£ ~v(0) - -+ AP D) g
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and notice that the drift term iw*is less than and greater than the drift terms/pafidvg
respectively. By pathwise uniqueness of solution we hgye ¥ < ¥, pointwise for all
t < T, on the probability space of the two Brownian motidhsB, [12]. For anyt we have
the following bound,

P(T. <t) > P(VA(t) = 0) + P(V(t) > &9). (7.9)

We would like to runvy andvg long enough to ensure that either these diffusions will be
absorbed or reactf!. If we ignore the variance terms in _(¥.8) we would find thigt ) = €9

fort ~ f%v(o) logV. With this in mind, we sef = f%v(()) logV and proceed to examir (f)
andvis(f). We consider firsP(; (f) = 0). Setxa = Vexp—(f —v(0))t]¥, then

dxa = v/%a(k* +v(0) + O(£%)) exp— (f — v(0))t]dBy(t). (7.10)
We now perform a time changep(T(t)) = Xxa(t) with
Ta(t) = (K" + 1+ O(e%)) expg—(f — v(0))t]. (7.11)
This leads to
dw=/wdBy, (7.12)

with w(0) = 1. Note thatw is a weak solution td (7.12) sineeis notB, measurable. How-
ever, we only care about the distributionwa(f), and by weak uniquenesgt) will have the
same distribution as the strong solution[of (7.12) [12].

Recall we are interested P(V (f) = 0). Letta = 1a(f). Then,

P(VA(f) = 0) = P(xa(f) = 0) = P(w[ta] = 0). (7.13)
Explicit integration gives

1 k*+1 q
B + OS

“=30=m) T o) (7.14)
Then standard results, see [2] p. 260, give
P(VA(f) = 0) = P(w[ta] = 0) = exp[—é] = exp[—%j(lo))] +0(€9). (7.15)

Now we consideP(V5(f) > €9). We perform the same series of transforms as we digifor ~
except that now we have,

xg = Vexp—(f —v(0) — 2eNt]Vg, (7.16)
/(1) = _ _2gd
1s(t) = (k*+1+o(£q))exp[(f v(0) — 2e9)t].
Settingtg = 15(f) we can compute,
1405 7.17
We can follow our transforms to find the following,
P(U5(t) > €%) = P(witg] > a) (7.18)
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wherea = exp[(ffv‘(sg;vfo(eq))t . Plugging in our scaling foe givesa = O(W). All this
leads to,
lim P(w(tg] > a) = lim P(w[ta] # 0), (7.19)
V—s00 V—o0
If we now examine the dynamics efahd g, the same type of methods that we appliegFto
show thatTp > O(logV) with probability approaching one and (I7.4) follows. To Jéd)
notice that,
lim P(T <) = lim P(w[ta] =0) + lim P(witg] > a) =1 (7.20)
Ve Voo Voo

O

7.2 Stagel and 11

We assume that(Ts) = u(Ts) and thau(Ts) satisfies the conclusion of Leminal7.1. Then we
have the following result which covers stage | behavior. dentical analogous result exists
for stage Il behavior.

Lemma7.2.
P(_sup [[u(t) —T0)] > =) < o 129108V (log V)% (7.21)
Ts<t<T; Vs Vi
Proof. SetD = i% and define
v _
u—u
E—-o- (7.22)
We have,
de = (3W - A, gt j%’éda (7.23)
where A1 3
V(1-v—Vv'—p = =
a({l) = ( V(T -7 7) >,a@ - < \/V\(/_"(JIZ(:’:E\Q;)? ) (7.24)

Let T be a stopping time defined d&s= min{t > Ts: [|[E(t)|| > 1} andET(t) = E(tAT).
We will show thatT > |loge| with high probability and this will lead t@ >> T, with high
probability. Employing a Taylor expansion, we have foriglkt < T,

dET (t) = (Da(u)E" + O(D))dt + %[E)Ends (7.25)
Using the integrating factor ekp J dsJa(t)] we can arrive at
tAT t
ET(t) :/O dsexp[/ d<0a(@e))]o(D) (7.26)

4 /O tATdB(s)exp[/s' tdgma(a(g))]%f”
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Simple computaiton gives

l-v—V'—p)—v -V -V
Oa(u) = < —v_* (f=v=v)—-V 0 _) (7.27)
Ep 0 —2ep

Sincev, V¥, p are bounded we havidla(u)|| < 1. Using this bound in{7.26) along with a
standard martingale argument gives,

E[ sup E2(tAT)] SO(D2(|Iog.£|)2exp[2|log£|])+|Iog.£|M (7.28)
t<C|loge]| VD2
Recalling thae = O( 55 ) gives,
(loglogV)?(logV)?
E[ sup E?tAT) =0 . (7.29)
[tgc\loge\ ( )] ( \/v )
A simple Chebyshev argument now gives,
1 loglogV)?(logV)?
P( sup [(u=0tAT)w > ) < o UGNV 7 59
t<C|loge]| Vs Va

But then by the definition of we may replaceé AT byt in the expression directly above.
Finally we note thaf; = O(|loge|) andu(t) = O(g%*1) in time O(|loge|). Using [7.3D) we
see thall, = O(|loge|) and so we may replace the term syioq¢ in (2.30) by sup.y,. O

7.3 Stagell

Now we consider the time intervél}, T;;]. This interval is where stochastic effects become
important and/ diverges fronv. Note that from Lemmds 8.1 ahd 7.2 we have U] < O(-)
V8

outside of a set witlD(-%-) probability. As a consequence,
V4

[T —Tin | = O( 11) (7.31)
£V
v(T) = €9,

[T —v(Ti)| < O(e%)

o(Ty) >0.
We define the functiop(t) = j}l dg(1— f)— p(s). Notice thatp depends om(T;) although

we mostly suppress this dependence. By the results of Lén@hveescan integratp to arrive
at

o) = (1— D)(t—T) ~ - log(1+aP(T)(t~T)) +O(eY)  (7.32

Sincep is strictly decreasing in Stage Iy has a single critical point which we set §!s(as
mentioned in sectiofl 5). We hag&(3L) = (1— f) — p(2-) = 0. Since we can solve fqron
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Stagell, we can solve fos . In fact,

st = €T +%+O(eq), (7.33)
W)= 25| - 3 Hloatt+ 2] +0(e),

¢'(%) = sa(1- )2+ 0(e9),
9"(L) = 0e?).

We split the intervalT;, Tj; ] into three pieces using the tinigs= % — gim andt; = % + gim
wherem can taken any value betweénand % A consequence of our arguments will be
T <to <ty < Ty. The following lemma shows that in the time interVgl,to], u stays close
tou.

Lemma 7.3. Outside of a se® such that RQ) < £9-2 we have for any € [Tj, o],

Iv(t) — V()| < ev(t). (7.34)
V() — 7 ()] < 5 (7.35)
Ip(t) — Plt)| < &% (7.36)

Proof. From Lemmag$ 6]1 arld 7.2 we see ttat (I7.84)-(7.36) hold foif;. In Lemmd_Z.R2
we were able to scale— u by a constanD. Here, things are not so simple. Set %l and
define,

er_
p—p
EI’
whereh(t) = V(T)) exp@(t)]. Noteh(t) = V(t)(1+O(g471)).
We write E = (Ejp, Ep, E3) and sefl = inf{t: |[E(t)||o > €,t < Ty }. Now, notice that
the coordinates dd given in [Z.2#) are all second order polynomials and so antesexond
order Taylor expansion exists far Using this Taylor expansion gives at timeg T,

) (7.37)

dEl_gl(t)E1+O(£r)+%dB1 (7.38)
_ r 02(u)
dE; = go(t)Ex+O(€") + qung (7.39)
dEs = gs(t)E3+ O(&"). (7.40)
where _
~@ ) +(1-7 V- p)
glt) = < (f—v-2v) ) (7.41)
—2pe
We would now like to us@(t) as an integrating factor. Notice first,
O(em)
git) = ( —f+0(e9) ) (7.42)
O(e)
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SetGi(s t) = exp/t d$gi(s)]. Then we can integratB (7138) usiigand arrive at,

EﬂtAT)_/TWdSGKStATXX§)+':deﬂ$Gﬂ$tAT%z§3% (7.43)
Ez(t/\T)_/TtATdSGQ(s,t/\T)O(er—/TMTde(s)Gz(s,t/\T)j\(/li_i (7.44)
Es(t AT) = /MTdsexq / "7 4dga(8)]0(e"). (7.45)

T S

Initial condition terms involvinge(T;) that should appear in the expressions directly above
are of lower order, so we have suppressed them for simpliEitym the above relations we
find directlyEz(t AT) = O(¢"~1). To boundE; we consider second moments.

E[ sup E2(t' AT)] g0(52<r1>)+5[<

Ti<t'<t

thT v(1—v—vi—p)\?
/TI dB(s) W)] (7.46)

where we have used the fact ti&t(0,t") = O(1). Fort <T, we haveo(v) = O(v) = O(h(t)).
Using this observation and standard Martingale argumemsg

1 [ dsexd—g(s)]

E[ sup EZ(tAT)] <O(e% 1) +0 7.47
[T|§t’2t l( )] ( ) (WTI) v ) ( )
The situation is simpler foE,. We useo,(u) < 1 and arrive at,
1
24/ < 2r
E[EEPEZ(t AT)] <O(e )+O(52W)' (7.48)

Using our moment bounds d&y, E; and pointwise bound of3 we now boundE(t) and
hence remove our restriction bK T outside a set of small probability. Indeed first consider
E;. By a Chebyshev bound,

P sup [Eaf)]> 5)=Oe 3 41 (7.49
T <t'<toAT 2
where t s
_ exp—o(s
"Adﬁﬂﬂﬁf (7.50)
Recall that{T;) = 9. We considet by performing a Taylor series expansiongébout,
= 1 .tOd 7.51
< W/ﬂ sexp—@(s)] (751)
1 s - ™M s
e dsei-ed)
B 1 g —gl-m S| —G(l— f)28 s s
= Yeai3 /8T| dsexp[—(l’(?)]O(exp[f(E _ ?) )
_exp—o(%)] 1
= ey OO
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Now, @ is a function ofp(T;) for which we have an explicit asymptotic expression. Us-
ing the expansions of Lemnia .1 we can expne@g) in terms of p(Ts) (the difference

is O(¢|logel)). Applying a Taylor series argument far, we can then compute(2L) in
terms of p(Ts). Recalling thatp(Ts) = p%a + O(eY) we can arrive at the relation between
@im and @ given in [5.T). Plugging this intd (7.b1) and using the stalof Theoreni2
gives| = O(exq—O(ezim)]). Bounds forE,, E3 are straightforward and we can conclude

P(T <tg) < O(£972). 0

Now we consider the intervdlp,t;]. This interval is where stochastic effects become
important andr diverges fromv.

Lemma7.4. If % <m< % then outside of a s& with P(Q) < O(&?) we have,

sup [p(t) - pit)| < O("7) (752)
tE[to,tl]
g+l
sup |V'(t) —V¥(t)| > O(e 7))
tE[to,tl]
Set,
_ 1 exde)
==\ e 7o)
Then,
fim =y = —t (=9 )« (7.54)
Voo '\ a(1= f)2(1+a ’ '
v(t1) = w[v2m(k+ 1)) | Wto) (1 + O(g2 3™, (7.55)
and,
“as Lz [as L (140@2m 7.56
/to V(S ‘—”/o Wik =g CTOET (7.56)
Proof. We first define a stopping time as follows,
T =t Ainf{t > to:v(t) > e90r |v*(t) — f| > €9}. (7.57)

Letz(t) = =P and recall from Lemmia73 that= %1. ThenZ(t AT) = —&(p+ p)z+O(e")
and we havez(0) < O(g"). We can concludép — p| = O(g") for t € [to, T]. A similar
argument showpr* —v*| = O(&") onto, T].

Now we turn to the dynamics a{t A T).

(k+ f+ p(t) +O(&%))
\%

dv:v(qo’(t)+0(£r))dt+\/v dB (7.58)

Next, we linearizep (t) andp(t) about-. Recallg/(2) =0 andp(2L) = (1 f).

dv= v(cp(’(s'—gl)(t - S‘—g‘) +O(e2M))dt + \/ vik+1) R,O(glfm)) dB; (7.59)
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Now we controlv with the same techniques used in Lenima 7.1. Define diffusigng on
the Brownian motion space producedBy, B, as follows,

vA:v(qu”(s'—gl) ) 4ce?t- m)dt+\/v(k+1)+o(£lm))d81 (7.60)

\Y%

and

de:v(qo”(s'—S')(t 1) e )dt+\/"(k+1)§,0(£lm))dsl (7.61)

whereC is anO(1) constant. Then up to time, vg < v < va. We will show thatvg(T) —
va(T) in distribution and this characterize§l ). Considena. We proceed as in Lemmia¥.1.
First we define,

Xa(t) = 7 ) exp—g'(3h) /ds( _ 3y | ce2tmy, (7.62)
Then define
WA(Ta(t)) = Xa(t) (7.63)
with K1t Ol
r,&(t):%g)exp[—qa”(s'—;)/ ds(s— )+C£ 2(1-m) (7.64)

Under these transformations, is a weak solution of the followmg Feller diffusion.

dwa = /WadBy. (7.65)

We would like to integratd (7.64) to obtaia. This will be made simpler with the following
formula forv(tp) in terms ofv(T;).

Tito) =v7mexp[<p<to (1+0(e)) (7.66)
=T exdp(2L) - o 3'/ dsis— L)+ O(e ")

Integrating[(Z.64) and applying the above relation givesféatiowing,

1-m .
m(t):exp[—w(%')] dt “KH—OTE";) XW’(S‘—;)'/; dsts— ) + o(e? o)

(7.67)
el gttty [ 1
TT)VVE a(l—1)2

whered(t) = ', dsexp—$].
With (Z.68) and[(7.67) we can computg(t). We have,

= )cp< ga(l— f)z(t—s”)) (14 0O(273Mm))

va(t) = W[TA(t)]V(to) exp¢’ (si) /'t ds(s— S'_') +O(8273m)] (7.68)
:W[TA(t)]\T(to)exp[ea(l f) /ds(s_ —)](1+O( &2 3m))'
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The results fowg are identical and so we can concludeAT) = Va(t AT)(1+O(g23M).
As described in the proof of Lemrba¥.3, a Taylor series argumeq using the expansions
for p developed in Lemmia@.1 allows us to derike15.7). Using tbisnula and our scaling
for € gives [7.5#).

Now we eliminate th& dependence of our result. Singgt) = v(to)w[T(t)] andt(t) =
O(1) we can conclude thata(t) < €% with high probability. More precisely, through a
Chebyshev inequality we have

P( sup va(t) > &%) < P(w[r(t)] > i

—— ok 2
tefot Tigy) < PT(O] > O(exp-O(ZR)])) < O(e?).

(7.69)

(Z.58) now follows by plugging in = t; in (Z.68), and[(7.56) follows by using (7168) in
the mtegralftldsv— and applying the substitutios,— 7a(S). O

Finally assuming thai(t;) # 0, we consider the dynamics ebn [t1, Ty ].

Lemma7.5. Assume {t1) = nv(to) for somen > 0. Then for te [t1, Tj ] outside a se© with
P(Q) < €472 we have,

V(1) — f| <O ™) (7.70)
_ 02(T
p(Th) = 5('ﬁ|)—£az%logn +0(&?). (7.71)

Proof. After time t; the system returns to deterministic behavior. By the sarganaents
used in Lemma7I3 we have,

+1

V() — () <e'2 (7.72)
Ip(t) — pa(t)| <7 (7.73)

In LemmaZ.B we showed that |, to], v is well approximated by. The same holds in
[t1, Ty ], except that now we must restart the deterministic systethatw(t;) = v(t;). With
this in mind we can apply the arguments of Lenima 7.3 to jushié/following relation.

v(t) = nv(t) expo(t) — @) + O(e )] (7.74)

Then if we use the arguments of Lemmal 7.3 in which we plevev] < evwe can argue as
follows,

v(t) = nVv(t)(1+ O(¢)) exp—(e(t1) — @(to))] (7.75)
= nVv(t)(1+O(¢)) exp— ((0” si)( tl—SH)z—(SH—t0)2)>+0(<3”(S||)(t1—t0)3)]
= nV(t)(1+0O(e*3M))

Now we consideil}; in comparison N . Perturbing off ofTy, gives,

V(Ty +Bt) = V(T )(1+ O(€2 3™ ) expi(1— F)At — a_lg log(1+ aep(Th)At)]  (7.76)
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A Taylor expansion ot leads to
V(T +88) = T (14+0(e2 %)) exf(1 - D= T a+0@R) )| (7.77)

We want to findAt such thatv('ﬁ| + At) = €9 since then we will hava) = T +At. Solving
using [Z.7V) gives,

At = —( )logn + O(&?) (7.78)

1
o(Tn)

Our main interest in determining, is our need to compute an expansion fifff; ). We
have,

p(Tu) = p(Tu) + P'(Ti )= + O(&?) (7.79)

74 StagelV

Stage IV is similar to Stage Il. As in Stage I, using Lemima&d#hd 7.2 we have outside of
a set of vanishing probability,

[T — T | < O( ;) (7.80)
EVa
V(T ) = (2= p(Tn )| = O(e),
vV (T ) = &
o(Tim) <O0.

We sety(t) = [odsp(s) — (1— f). Theny has a single critical point which we lab&-. In
Stage Il we defindg = 2 — % andt; = 2 + .. In this section, for Stage IV we define
ty =% — Landt; =3 + L.

The proofs of Stage IV are almost identical to those of Stagé/e¢ state the analogues
of Lemmag_7.B and 7.5 since the proofs follow identical argots. In Lemma&a—7]7 we only
keepO(1) terms for thep(Tyy ) because we do not need tBée) accuracy in the later cycles

that we need in the first cycles.

Lemma 7.6. Outside of a se@ such that PQ) < O(&2) we have for any € [Ty ,t;],
VOROETa (7.81)
V() 7 ()] < &7 (1) (7.82)
Ip(t) — Pt < &7 (7.83)

Lemma7.7. Suppose(t;) = nv*(t3). Then for te [t1, Tiv],

[v(t) = (1= p(t))[ < O(e) (7.84)
P(Tiv) = p(Tiv) +O(¢)

33



Now we turn to the analogue of Leminal7.4. The arguments aemtatly the same, but
we considewp instead ofp. We have,

(1-HA-2+a)p(Tn))
(f—a(@—1))p(Tu)
sv, 1[ 1 1-(A+a)p(Tin) (1-f)A-(A+a)p(Tu))
e e |Tra 9 e n ) T )

W) =e(f - a(t-1)+0(e?).

sv = €Ty +log[ 1, (7.85)

w"(2) = o).

Then the analogue to Lemrha 7.4 is the following result. We dbneed the expression
it 1 . -

ftgl dSW because the lineages of the mutant type must coalesce todfireabmutant cell

by time zero.

Lemma?7.8. If % <m< % then outside of a s& with P(Q) < O(&?) we have,

g+l

tes[tug] Ip(t) — p(t)| <O(e") (7.86)
sup V¥ (t) — V*(t)| > O(e %)
te(to ta]
Set,
- 1 exp— (L))
"V‘\/<1—f><f—a<1—f>> Wt Ve 780
Then,

im S — 1 1./ 1+a(l+H) \" a
‘I’Iinm_lv_\/(1—f)(f—0’(1—f))(?)<(1+a)a(l+H)) (mv)7K. (7.88)
(recall the definition ofyy in (3.9) from Theoreri2),

1—p(Tin)

Vi (t2) = w[v2m(k* + )= ] ( :

)expl—3(Tin )]V (to) (1+ O(e2 ™) (7.89)
The expressiomyy in (Z.88) requires explanation. If the wild type is not logten it
experiences a stochastic perturbation in Stage Il. As Lesifhand 7]5 show, this pertur-
bation isO(1) and influence®(T;;) by O(g). TheO(e) perturbation orp(Tyy ) is integrated

over Stage IV which is of duratioﬁ)(%) and so the perturbation has @1l) effect onv*
during Stage IV. This is wherg;y comes from. More specifically, when we expagidn
Taylor series to obtain an expansion in termslgf,, theO(¢) term in [Z.71) in LemmB&7]5
is responsible fon,y .

Appendix

Here, we explain the rescaling of sectldn 2 precisely. Wéhice dimensional constants
V,P, T for the units of infected cells, CD8 cells, and time respastyi and define the non-
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dimensional variableg ¥, f by setting

v(Tt)

i) =11 =T P ! (A1)

P’ T
We can then hope to approximate the birth-death processghrie following SDE.

U+ V) + aPp)

\

VT (k* + V(T4 V*))
\Y

pT(h+bVi+ dPp

We chooseT, V, andP so thatAKT = 1, ¢cVT = 1, andaPT = 1. Plugging this into[(AR)
gives

dBl(f)v (AZ)

d¥ = TY(Ak — cV(V+ V) — aPp)df+ \/W(k+ cV(

dv :’]1‘\7*(Ak*—cV(\7+\7*))df+\/ dBy(f),

dp = TH(bVV— dPp)df+ \/

N
AV =V (F — (94 V))lE+ 1| —R(/V—i_v*))de(f),
dp= (- apat +y PO TP gy
where, ‘ } o g
k:E(’ k :E(’ €= E, aza. (A4)

We assume that the coefficients[in (A.3) areG{ll). This will be true ifV, P are on the order
of the infected cell and CTL population counts and the systeeassumed to vary on that
scale. We now drop the tildes and, for simplicity, the vaceaterms in thep €quation. This

gives[2.1)
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