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Momentum-space representation renders an interesting perspective to theory of large fluctuations
in populations undergoing Markovian stochastic gain-loss processes. This representation is obtained
when the master equation for the probability distribution of the population size is transformed into
an evolution equation for the probability generating function. Spectral decomposition then brings
about an eigenvalue problem for a non-Hermitian linear differential operator. The ground-state
eigenmode encodes the stationary distribution of the population size. For long-lived metastable
populations which exhibit extinction or escape to another metastable state, the quasi-stationary
distribution and the mean time to extinction or escape are encoded by the eigenmode and eigenvalue
of the lowest excited state. If the average population size in the stationary or quasi-stationary state
is large, the corresponding eigenvalue problem can be solved via WKB approximation amended by
other asymptotic methods. We present these ideas in several model examples.

I. INTRODUCTION

This work deals with dynamics of populations experiencing intrinsic noise caused by the discreteness of individuals
and stochastic character of their interactions. When the average size N of such a (stationary or quasi-stationary)
population is large, the noise-induced fluctuations in the observed number of individuals are typically small, and only
rarely large. In many applications, however, the rare large fluctuations can be very important. This is certainly true
when their consequences are catastrophic, such as in the case of extinction of an isolated self-regulating population
after having maintained a long-lived metastable state, with applications ranging from population biology [1, 2] and
epidemiology [1, 3] to genetic regulatory networks in living cells [4]. Another example of a catastrophic transition
driven by a rare large intrinsic fluctuation is population explosion [5]. Rare large fluctuations may also induce
stochastic switches between different metastable states [6]; these appear in the context of genetic regulatory networks
[7] and in other contexts. Less dramatic but still important examples involve large fluctuations in the production
rates of molecules on the surfaces of micron-sized dust grains in the interstellar medium, where the number of atoms,
participating in the chemical reactions, can be relatively small [8, 9]. As stochastic population dynamics is far from
equilibrium and therefore defies standard methods of equilibrium statistical mechanics, large fluctuations of stochastic
populations are of much interest to physics [10, 11].

In this paper we consider single-species populations which are well mixed, so that spatial degrees of freedom are
irrelevant. To account for stochasticity of gain-loss processes (in the following — reactions) and discreteness of the
individuals (in the following — particles), we assume a Markov process and employ a master equation which describes
the time evolution of the probability P,(t) to have a population size n at (continuous) time ¢. If the population
exhibits neither extinction, nor a switch to another metastable state or to an infinite population size, a natural goal
is to determine the stationary probability distribution of the population size [12]. For metastable populations —
populations experiencing either extinction, or switches between different metastable states — one is usually interested
in the mean time to extinction or escape (MTE), and in the long-lived quasi-stationary distribution (QSD) of the
population size. For single-step processes these quantities can be calculated by standard methods. The MTE can be
calculated exactly by employing the backward master equation [10, 11]. This procedure yields an exact but unwieldy
analytic expression for the MTE which, for a large population size in the metastable state, can be simplified via a
saddle-point approximation [13]. In its turn, the QSD of a single-step process can be found, in many cases, through
a recursion.

For multi-step processes neither the MTE, nor QSD can be calculated exactly. Many practitioners have used, in
different contexts of physics, chemistry, population biology, epidemiology, cell biology, etc, what is often called “the
diffusion approximation”: an approximation of the master equation by a Fokker-Planck equation. The latter can be
obtained via the van Kampen system size expansion, or other related prescriptions. With a Fokker-Planck equation
at hand, the MTE and QSD can again be evaluated by standard methods [10, 11]. Unfortunately, this approximation
is in general uncontrolled, and fails in its description of the tails of the QSD. As a result, it gives exponentially large
errors in the MTE [13-16].

Until recently, the MTE and QSD had been calculated accurately only for a few model problems involving multi-
step processes. Recently, Escudero and Kamenev [17] and Assaf and Meerson [18] addressed quite a general set of
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reactions and developed controlled WKB approximations for the MTE and QSD for population switches [17] and
population extinction [18]. When necessary, the WKB approximation must be supplemented by a recursive solution
of the master equation at small population sizes [5, 18], and by the van Kampen system size expansion in narrow
regions where the “fast” and “slow” WKB modes are coupled and the WKB approximation fails [5, 17, 18].

The techniques developed in Refs. [17] and [18] (see also Refs. [5, 6, 15]) were formulated directly in the space of
population size n. An alternative approach invokes a complementary space which can be interpreted as a momentum
space. The momentum-space representation is obtained when the master equation — an infinite set of linear ordinary
differential equations (ODEs) — is transformed into a single evolution equation — a linear partial differential equation
(PDE) — for the probability generating function G(p,t). Here p, a complementary variable, is conjugate to the
population size n and plays the role of “momentum” in an effective Hamiltonian system which encodes, in the leading
order of 1/N-expansion, the stochastic population dynamics. One can then perform spectral decomposition of this
linear PDE for G(p,t). In order to describe the stationary or metastable states, it suffices to consider the ground
state and the lowest excited state of this spectral decomposition, whereas higher modes only contribute to short-time
transients [16, 19].

The ODEs for the ground state and the lowest excited state are determined by the specific set of reactions the
population undergoes. The order of these ODEs is equal to the highest order of inter-particle reactions. For example,
for two- (three-) body reactions the ODEs are of the second (third) order, etc. In general, these ODEs cannot be
solved exactly, and some perturbation techniques, employing the small parameter 1/N < 1, need to be used.

The momentum-space spectral theory was developed [16, 19, 20] for two-body reactions. Here we extend the theory
to any many-body reactions. We also determine, in the general case, the previously unknown boundary conditions
for the above-mentioned eigenvalue problems. If there is no absorbing state at infinity, the boundary conditions are
“self-generated” by the demand that the probability generating function G(p,t) be, at any ¢, an entire function on the
complez plane p [21]. We show that, for two-body reactions, the population extinction problem can always be solved
by matching the exact solution of a quasi-stationary equation (QSE) for the lowest excited state (see below) with a
perturbative solution of a non-quasi-stationary equation for the same state. This procedure always works when N
is sufficiently large. For three-, four-, ... body reactions the spectral decomposition can be used in conjunction with
a p-space WKB (Wentzel-Kramers-Brillouin) approximation which employs the same small parameter 1/N but does
not rely on exact solution of the QSE. We find that there is a region of p where the WKB approximation breaks down,
and a region of p where its accuracy is insufficient. In the former region a boundary-layer solution can be found and
matched with the WKB solution. In the latter region a simple non-WKB perturbative solution can be obtained. The
theory extensions presented here turn the momentum-space spectral theory of large fluctuations into a more general
tool.

Section II briefly introduces the momentum-space spectral formalism. In the rest of the paper we illustrate different
aspects of the theory on several model examples. Sec. III deals with a well-studied prototypical chemical reaction
scheme which describes a stationary production of hydrogen molecules on interstellar dust grains. Here we show
that the WKB approximation not only gives accurate results for the production rate (including its fluctuations) of
hydrogen molecules, but also yields a complete stationary probability distribution function (PDF) of the number of
hydrogen atoms, including its non-Gaussian tails. In Sec. IV we deal with isolated populations undergoing intrinsic-
noise-driven extinction after maintaining a long-lived metastable state. Here we consider two different examples — one
studied previously and one new — and determine the MTE and QSD. Throughout the paper we compare our analytical
results with numerical solutions of the pertinent master equation and, when possible, with previous analytical results.
Section V summarizes our findings and discusses the advantages and disadvantages of the p-space method compared
with the “real” space WKB method [5, 6, 15, 17, 18].

II. MASTER EQUATION, PROBABILITY GENERATING FUNCTION AND SPECTRAL
FORMULATION

Populations consist of discrete “particles” undergoing stochastic gain and loss reactions. To account for both
discreteness and stochasticity, we assume the Markov property, see e.g. Refs. [10, 11], and employ the master
equation

Pn(t) = Z W Py — Wi Py (1)
n'#n

which describes the time evolution of the PDF P, (t) to have n particles at time ¢. Here W,/ is the transition rate
matrix; it is assumed that P, = 0.



The probability generating function, see e.g. Refs. [10, 11], is defined as
G(p,t) = p"Pu(t). (2)
n=0

Here p is an auxiliary variable which is conjugate to the number of particles n. Once G(p,t) is known, the PDF P, (t)
is given by the Taylor coefficients
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Pa(t) = 3)

p=0
or, alternatively, by employing the Cauchy theorem

Pa) = 5= § Cw.Y) (4)
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where the integration has to be performed over a closed contour in the compler p-plane around the singular point
p = 0. For stochastic populations which do not exhibit population explosion [5], the probability P, (t) decays faster
than exponentially at large n. Therefore, G(p,t) is an entire function of p on the complex p-plane [21].

If the reaction rates are polynomial in n, one can transform the master equation (1) into a single linear PDE for
the probability generating function,
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where £ is a linear differential operator which includes powers of the partial differentiation operator 8 /Op. Equation (5)
is exact and equivalent to the master equation (1). If only one-body reactions are present, £ is of first order in 9/9p,
and Eq. (5) can be solved by characteristics [11]. For many-body reactions one can proceed by expanding G(p,t) in
the yet unknown eigenmodes and eigenvalues of the problem [16, 19, 20]:

G(p.t) = Calp) + > aren(w)e . (6)
k=1

As aresult, the PDE (5) is transformed into an infinite set of ODEs: for the (stationary) ground-state mode G (p) and
for the eigenmodes of excited states {¢(p)}72 . By virtue of Eq. (3) or (4), the ground state eigenmode determines
the stationary PDF of the system. If a long-lived population ultimately goes extinct, the stationary distribution is
trivial: P, = 0,0, where 6, ¢ is the Kronecker’s delta. What is of interest in this case is the quasi-stationary PDF
and its (exponentially long) decay time which yields an accurate approximation to the MTE. These quantities are
determined by the lowest excited eigenmode ¢(p) and the eigenvalue Fj, respectively [16, 19]. The higher modes
only contribute to short-time transients. Therefore, in the following we will focus on determining Gg; or solving the
eigenvalue problem for ¢;(p) and E;.

III. STATIONARY DISTRIBUTIONS: GROUND-STATE CALCULATIONS

As a first example, we consider a simple model of production of Hs molecules on micron-sized dust grains in
interstellar medium. This model was investigated by Green et. al. [8], who computed the stationary PDF of the
number of hydrogen atoms via finding an exact solution to the ODE for Gs;. The same results were obtained, by a
different method, by Biham and Lipshtat [9]. We will use this problem as a benchmark of the ground-state calculations
using the momentum-space WKB approach. As we will see, this approach gives, for N > 1, an accurate approzimate
solution for G (p), and so it can be employed for many other models where no exact solutions are available.

Consider the following set of reactions: absorption of H-atoms by the grain surface () = H, desorption of H-

atoms, H g (), and formation of Hs-molecules from pairs of H-atoms which can be formally described as annihilation
2H 2 0.

To calculate the production rate of Hs-molecules, one needs to determine the stationary PDF of the H-atoms,
P, (t — o0). For convenience, we rescale time and reaction rates by the desorption rate 8 and denote N = 23/~ and
R = av/(26?%). Ignoring fluctuations, one can write down the following (rescaled) deterministic rate equation:

2 o

il = NR—n— <7, (7)



where 7(t) > 1 is the average population size. The only positive fixed point of this equation,

N

ﬁ:z(\/l—l—SR—l), (8)

is attracting, and the stationary PDF P, is expected to be peaked around it. The master equation describing the
stochastic dynamics of this system in rescaled time is

G Put) = 5 [+ 2)(n+ 1)Paa(t) = nln = DPu(E)] + [0+ DPaa(t) —nPu(®) + NR(Pacy — P). (9

This yields the following PDE for G(p,t) [8]:

oc 1., 0% le.
-p )3—I)Q+(1—P)a—p+NR(P—1)G' (10)
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The steady-state solution G4 obeys the ODE
1
N(1+p)G/s/t+G;t —NRGs =0, (11)

where primes denote the p-derivatives. The boundary conditions are “self-generated”. Indeed, equality G(p = 1,t) =1
holds at all times. This reflects conservation of probability, see Eq. (2). Therefore,

Gu(l)=1. (12)
Furthermore, Eq. (11) has a singular point at p = —1. As G4(p) must be analytic at p = —1, we demand
G'y(—1) — NRGg(—1) = 0. (13)

The boundary-value problem (11)-(13) is exactly solvable in special functions [8]. For a general set of reactions,
however, one cannot expect an exact solution. Still, one can employ the small parameter 1/N to develop an accurate
analytical approximation. To illustrate this point we will proceed as we were unaware of the exact solution, and then
compare the approximate solution with the exact one. As the small parameter 1/N appears in the coefficient of the
highest derivative, it is natural to use (a dissipative variant of) the stationary WKB approximation in the p-space
[20]. The WKB ansatz is

Ga(p) = a(p)e N5, (14)

where the action S(p) and amplitude a(p) are positive functions of p. Using this ansatz in Eq. (10) with a zero left
hand side, we obtain

1
N(l —p*) [@" —2NS'd’ — NS"a+ N*(S")%a] + (1 —p)(a’ = NS'a— NRa) =0. (15)
In the leading order O(N) we obtain a stationary Hamilton-Jacobi equation H[p, —S’(p)] = 0 with zero energy, cf.
Ref. [22]. The effective Hamiltonian is

H(p,q) = (1-p)[(1+p)¢*+q— R, (16)

where we have introduced ¢(p) = —S’(p): the reaction coordinate conjugate to the momentum p. The trivial zero-
energy phase orbit p = 1 is an invariant line of the Hamiltonian; it corresponds to the deterministic dynamics [22].
Indeed, the Hamilton’s equation for ¢,

¢=R—-q-2¢,

coincides, in view of the relation ¢ = n/N, with the deterministic rate equation (7). Hamiltonian (16) also has two
nontrivial invariant zero-energy lines which are composed of the two solutions, ¢_(p) and ¢4 (p), of the quadratic
equation (1 + p)g® +q — R = 0:

—1—v(p)

_ —1+v(p)
2(1+p) ’

00) = Gy (1)

q-(p) =



FIG. 1: Molecular hydrogen production on a grain. Shown are zero-energy orbits of Hamiltonian (16) on the phase plane (p, q).
The thick solid line corresponds to the instanton ¢ = g+ (p), see Eq. (17). The motion along the vertical line p = 1 is described
by the deterministic rate equation (7). The dashed lines depict the branch ¢ = ¢g—(p). It is non-physical at ¢ < 0 and does not
contribute to the WKB solution at ¢ > 0.

Here we have denoted

v(p) = /1+4R(1+ p). (18)

The phase plane of this system is shown in Fig. 1. The phase orbits ¢ = ¢_(p) must be discarded. This is because
q—(p) diverges at p = —1, whereas G (p), and therefore S(p), must be analytic everywhere.

The remaining nontrivial zero-energy phase orbit ¢4 (p) = ¢(p) has a special role. It describes the most probable
path along which the system evolves, (almost) with certainty, in the course of a fluctuation bringing the system from
the fixed point (1,¢1) in the phase space (p,q) to a given point, see Fig. 1. Here ¢1 = (1/4)(v/1+ 8R — 1)] is the
attracting point of the deterministic rate equation, see Eq. (8).

Integrating the equation S’(p) = —q¢4(p), we obtain

v(p) +1
S(p) =—v(p) +v(1) +1n )1 (19)
where we have fixed the definitions of a(p) and S(p) by demanding S(p = 1) = 0.
To calculate the amplitude a(p) we proceed to the subleading O(1) order in Eq. (15):

—2(1+p)S'a —(1+p)S"a+d =0. (20)
Using S(p) from Eq. (19), we arrive at a first-order ODE for a(p),
a(p) _ _4R*(1+p)

= . 21
) VORI P 2y
Solving this equation, we obtain the WKB solution
1/2
GE{KB( ) _ U(l) / [1 + U(p)]e—NS(p), (22)

)2+ (D)

where the integration constant is chosen so as to obey boundary condition (12). As one can easily check, WKB
solution (22) also obeys boundary condition (13).

As expected, pre-exponent a(p) of the WKB solution (22) diverges at the turning point p;, = —1—1/(4R) < —1 of
the zero-energy phase orbit, see Fig. 1. As a result, the WKB solution breaks down in a close vicinity of this point.
At p < pyp a WKB solution of a different nature appears: it exhibits decaying oscillations as a function of p. The
oscillating WKB solution can be found by treating S(p) as a complex-valued, rather than real, function. We will not
need the oscillating solution, because the non-oscillating one, Eq. (22), turns out to be sufficient for the purpose of
calculating the probabilities P,, see below.

Now we can compare WKB solution (22) with the exact solution of the problem (11)-(13), derived by Green et al.

[8]:

(23)

)
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FIG. 2: Molecular hydrogen production on a grain. Shown is a comparison of WKB result (22) for Gs:(p) (dashed line) and
exact result (23) (solid line) for N = 10 and R = 1. The agreement is excellent even for this moderate N.

where Iy, (w) is the modified Bessel function. To this end let us calculate the large-N asymptote of Iy_1[2N/R(1 + p)]
by using the integral definition of the modified Bessel function [23]

dt

IN-12NVR(1 +p)] = . (1 2)3/2 ’

[N?R(1+p)] 7 /1 (1 — 2)N e—2N /ROt o

JaD(N — 1/2)

where I'(. . .) is the Euler Gamma function. As N > 1, we can evaluate the integral by the saddle point approximation
[24]. Denoting f(t) = In(1 — t?) — 24/ R(1 + p)t, we find the relevant saddle point

t(p)_ «/1+4R1+p v(p) —1

2y/R(1+p) v(p) + 17

with v(p) from Eq. (18). Then, expanding f(t) =~ f(t.) + (1/2)f"(t.)(t — t.)? with f”(t.) = —v(p)[1 + v(p)], and
performing the Gaussian integration, we obtain the N > 1 asymptote

1
In_ 1 2Nm "F’U(p) [N2R(1+p)} N{v(p) 1+In2— 1n[1+v(p)]} (25)

2VAT(N - 1/2)\/Nop)

Note that the saddle point approximation is valid on the entire segment —1 < p < 1. In particular, Eq. (25) with
p = 1 yields the N > 1 asymptote of the denominator of Eq. (23). Now one can see that the large-N asymptote
of Eq. (23) exactly coincides with WKB solution (22). Actually, the WKB result is indistinguishable from the exact
result already for V = 10, see Fig. 2

Of a primary interest in the context of astrochemistry is the mean and variance of the steady-state production rate
of Hs molecules. Going back to physical units, we can write the mean steady-state production rate as

7 e _7 ’7 1"
_ 2yN°R? 1
R(H2) = £y e [ - NvQ(l)} ’ -

where v(p) is given by Eq. (18). One can check that this expression coincides with that obtained from the exact
result, see Eq. (22) in Ref. [8], in the leading- and subleading-order at N > 1. The leading term in Eq. (26) is what
the deterministic rate equation (7) predicts.

Now consider the variance of the steady-state production rate of Hs molecules:

V(Hz) = 3 [(n*(n = 1% = (n(n - 1))%] .
Using identity
n?(n—1)2=n(n—-1)(n—2)(n—3) +4n(n —1)(n —2) +2n(n — 1),



FIG. 3: Molecular hydrogen production on a grain. Shown is the natural logarithm of the stationary distribution P, versus n
for N =50 and R = 1. The solid line is WKB approximation (29), the dashed line is exact solution (28), and the dash-dotted
line is the Gaussian approximation. The WKB approximation and the exact solution are indistinguishable for all n. The
non-Gaussian tails of the distribution cannot be described correctly by the van Kampen system size expansion. The inset
shows, by different symbols, the small-n asymptote of the distribution obtained analytically and numerically.

we obtain the exact relation

V(H,) = % {GTV (1) +4G" (1) + 26" (1) — [G"(1)]*}.

(From WKB solution (22) we obtain in the leading order

16yN3R3 [v(1) + 6R + 1]
o(1) [o(1) +1*

V(Hs) ~ (27)

The relative fluctuations of the production rate, vV /R, scale with N as N —1/2 " as expected.
Actually, the WKB approximation yields the whole stationary PDF of the number of H atoms. Green et. al. [§]
obtained this PDF exactly from Egs. (23) and (3):

1 (N?R)™? Intn-1(2NVR)

P,=2 . 28
n! IN_1(2N\/ 2R) ( )
The N > 1, n>> 1 asymptote of (28) can be written as
o VA +@) o) 14 u(@) npnfito)]-o)+a+(+0)u(@-nl(0+0) 1+u(@)] g hla(1+a)(+u(@)/ 2R)} (29)

Fr = V21N u(q) 1+wv(1) ’

where ¢ = n/N, v(p) is given by Eq. (18) and

u(q) =/ 1+4R/(14¢q)?. (30)

Now we compare Eq. (29) with the WKB result, obtained from Eqgs. (4) and (22):

! o214+ 0()] Ny -—ninp
PR = %%dppv(p)lﬂ[l—kv(l)]e e, -

where S(p) is given by Eq. (19). As n > 1, we can evaluate the integral via the saddle point approximation. Let
f(p) = =NS(p) — nlnp. The saddle point is at p. = q(1 + ¢)[1 + u(q)]/(2R), where u(q) is given by Eq. (30). As
f"(p«) > 0, the integration contour in the vicinity of the saddle point must be chosen perpendicular to the real axis.
This adds an additional phase of ¢”™/2 to the solution [24], which cancels i in the denominator of Eq. (31). After
the Gaussian integration and some algebra Eq. (31) coincides with Eq. (29). Finally, one can calculate P, at N > 1
but n = O(1) by directly differentiating the WKB result (22) for G:(p), see Eq. (3). The resulting PDF is shown in
Fig. 3. As one can see, the agreement between the WKB distribution and the exact distribution is excellent for all n.



IV. METASTABILITY AND EXTINCTION: FIRST-EXCITED-STATE CALCULATIONS

Now we switch to stochastic populations undergoing extinction. We assume that the metastable population size,
corresponding to the attracting fixed point of the deterministic rate equation, is large. After a short relaxation time
t,, the system typically converges into a long-lived metastable state whose population size distribution is peaked close
to the attracting fixed point of the deterministic description. This metastable PDF is encoded in the lowest excited
eigenmode ¢(p) = ¢1(p) of the probability generating function G(p,t) (6). Indeed, at ¢ >> t,, the higher eigenmodes
in the spectral expansion (6) have already decayed, and G(p,t) can be approximated as [16, 19]

G(p,t) ~1—¢(p)e” 7", (32)

where the lowest excited eigenfunction is normalized so that ¢(0) = 1. The (exponentially small) lowest excited
eigenvalue £ = E; determines the mean time to extinction (MTE) of the population, E ~ 7_,'. The slowly time-

dependent PDF of the population size, at ¢t > ¢, is
Poso(t) ~ mpe™tTer | Py(t) ~ 1 — et/ Tes (33)

That is, the metastable PDF exponentially slowly decays in time, whereas the extinction probability Py(t) exponen-
tially slowly grows and reaches 1 at t — co. The shape function 7, of the metastable PDF is called the quasi-stationary
distribution (QSD). The QSD and MTE of a metastable population can be obtained by solving the eigenvalue problem
for ¢(p) and E, respectively. We will illustrate the methods of solution on two model examples.

A. Branching-annihilation-decay

The first example deals with a population of “particles” which undergoes three stochastic reactions: branching

AN 24, decay A % () and annihilation 24 % §. As the state n = 0 is absorbing, the population ultimately
goes extinct. This example was solved by Kessler and Shnerb [15] via “real-space” WKB approximation, where the
calculations are done in the space of population size. Here we solve it in the momentum space. Because of the
presence of the linear decay reaction A — 0, this example exhibits a generic transcritical bifurcation as a function
of the control parameter Ry introduced below, and generalizes simple single-parameter models [16, 19] considered
earlier. The deterministic rate equation reads

n=M\—pn—on?. (34)

For A > u Eq. (34) has, in addition to the trivial fixed point 7z = 0, also a positive fixed point n; = (A — u)/o. When
starting from any 7n(t = 0) > 0, the population size flows to the attracting fixed point 7 = ny, with characteristic
relaxation time ¢, = (A — u) ™1, and stays there forever. Rescaling time A\t — ¢, and introducing rescaled parameters,
N = \/o and Ry = \/p, the attracting fixed point becomes n; = N(1 — Ry"). We demand that N > 1, and Ry > 1
and not too close to 1 (the exact criterion will appear later). When R exceeds 1 the deterministic system undergoes
a transcritical bifurcation.

To account for intrinsic noise we consider the master equation

L Put) = 57 (14 2)(n -+ 1)Puga(t) = nln — P(B)] + (0~ 1)Pas (1) ~ nPa(t) + ol DPy =P (35)

where time is rescaled, At — t. The evolution equation for the probability generating function G(p,t) is

oG 1 L. 0°G 1\ oG
E‘ﬁ(l_p)a_;ﬂﬂp_l)(p_}z_o)a_p' (36)

At t>>t,. = (1—1/Ry)~! the metastable PDF, peaked at n ~ ny, sets in, and Eq. (32) holds. To determine the QSD
and MTE we turn to the Sturm-Liouville problem for the lowest excited eigenmode ¢(p) and eigenvalue E

a1+ 0=1) (= ) & + o =0, 57)

As G(p,t) is an entire function on the complex p-plane [21], ¢(p) must be analytic in all singular points of Eq. (37),
which are p = +1. This yields two “self-generated” boundary conditions for ¢(p): ¢(1) = 0 and 2(1 + Ry )¢’ (—1) +



FIG. 4: Branching-annihilation-decay. Shown is a sketch of the eigenfunction ¢(p) of the lowest excited state at N > 1. ¢(p)
is almost constant on the interval —1 < p < 1 except close to p = 1, where it rapidly goes to zero.

E¢(—1) = 0. Because of the expected exponential smallness of F, the latter condition can be safely approximated by
¢'(—1)~0.

What is the shape of ¢(p) for real p? As ny > 1, the probability to have n < ny particles in the metastable state
is exponentially small. These probabilities are proportional to low-order derivatives of ¢ at p = 0, see Egs. (3) and
(32), so ¢(p) is almost constant there, and very close to 1 according to our choice of normalization. Because of the
boundary condition ¢(1) =0, ¢(p) must rapidly fall to 0 in a close vicinity of p = 1, see Fig. 4.

The expected shape of ¢(p) (which holds for a broad class of systems exhibiting metastability and extinction)
suggests the following procedure of approximate solution of Eq. (37), and of similar equations for other models, in
the case of N > 1. Equation (37) has three terms. As N > 1, and E turns out to be exponentially small in NV,
the simplest approximation would be to discard the first and third terms altogether, arriving at a constant solution
¢(p) = 1. This solution, however, does not obey the boundary condition at p = 1 (and only gives a trivial result
for the QSD). Looking at Eq. (37) more carefully, we notice that discarding the first and third terms is unjustified
when p is close to py = 1/Rg: here the coefficient of the second term is small, and this term is no longer dominant.
The point p = py is a singular point of Eq. (37) without the second-order derivative term; generally 0 < py < 1.
Although ¢(p) does deviate from a constant value in the vicinity of py = 1/Ry, one can still treat this deviation
perturbatively: ¢(p) ~ 1 + d¢(p), where d¢ < 1. When p is distinctl y larger than py, ¢(p) already varies strongly.
Here, however, the E¢-term [which comes from the time derivative of G(p,t)] can be neglected, so the solution in
this region is quasi-stationary. The quasi-stationary solution can be found in the WKB approximation, as the typical
length scale 1/N, over which ¢(p) varies, is much smaller here than 1 — py (a more accurate criterion will appear
later). That is, the eigenvalue problem for the lowest excited state can be solved by considering three separate regions:
(1) the region to the left, and sufficiently far, from the point p = py, where one can put ¢(p) =1 up to exponentially
small corrections, (ii) in a close vicinity of the point |p — ps| < py, where ¢(p) is still very close to 1 and can be
sought perturbatively, and (iii) in the quasi-stationary region p; < p < 1, where ¢(p) varies strongly, and the WKB
approximation can be used. The solutions in the neighbor ing regions can be matched in their joint regions of validity.
Importantly, there is a shortcut to this general procedure when the highest-order reaction in the problem is two-body,
as in the branching-annihilation-decay example. Here the QSE [such as Eq. (37) with the F¢ term neglected] is always
solvable exactly. There is no need to apply WKB approximation in such cases, and it suffices to only consider two
rather than three regions, see below. Finally, it is simpler to deal with u(p) = ¢'(p) rather than with ¢(p) itself, as
this enables one to reduce the order of the ODE by one everywhere.

The exact solution of the QSE

can be written as

where
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To determine the arbitrary constant C' we need a boundary condition for u(p) at p = 1. It follows from Eq. (32) that,
at t > t,,

—(1,t) ~ —u(1)e F*. (41)

On the other hand, by virtue of Eq. (2), the left hand side of Eq. (41) is equal to 71(¢) which behaves as ny exp(—FEt),
see e.g. Ref. [16]. As a result, u(1) ~ —n; and, by using Eq. (39), we obtain C' = —N(1 — Ry'). Therefore,

u(p) = —N <1 - Rio) e VS(@) (42)

with S(p) from Eq. (40). This yields the solution we looked for: ¢ = [ u(s)ds, which satisfies the boundary condition

#(1) = 0. One can check now that neglecting the E¢ term in Eq. (37) demands pRy — 1 > N~1/2,

Although there is no need in the WKB approximation in this case of a two-body reaction, it is still instructive to
re-derive Eq. (42) by using the WKB approximation for ¢(p). To this end we consider the quasi-stationary version of
Eq. (37),

1

(=16 0= 1) (= 5 ) =0, (43)

and make a WKB ansatz ¢(p) = a(p) exp[—NS(p)]. In the leading order in N > 1 we obtain a stationary Hamilton-
Jacobi equation H[p, —S’(p)] = 0 with effective Hamiltonian [25]

1 14+ p)q
) = |- 7~ 522 a1, (14)
0
Here, as in Sec. III, ¢(p) = —S’(p) is the reaction coordinate conjugate to the momentum p. There are two trivial

zero energy orbits of this Hamiltonian: the deterministic orbit p = 1 and the “extinction orbit” ¢ = 0. The action
along the extinction orbit is zero: S(p) = 0, so the corresponding WKB mode can be called “slow”. There is also a
nontrivial zero-energy orbit ¢(p) = 2(p — Ry')/(1 + p). It includes a heteroclinic orbit exiting, at ¢ = —oo, the fixed
point (p = 1,q = ¢1 = n1/N) and entering, at ¢ = oo, the fixed point (p = Ral,q = 0) of the phase plane (p,q),
see Fig. 5. This orbit is the “extinction instanton” [22, 25, 26]. It describes the most probable path of the system
from the long-lived metastable state to extinction. Integrating along this orbit and choosing S(p = 1) = 0, we recover
Eq. (40). This solution can be called the “fast” WKB mode.

In the subleading order of the WKB approximation one obtains a(p) = (1—Ry") (1+p)/[2(p— Ry")] for the
fast, and a(p) = const for the slow WKB modes. The general WKB solution is a superposition of the two modes,

(1-Ry)(1+p) _nse
2(190— B o )

with S(p) from Eq. (40). Here we have already imposed the boundary condition ¢(1) = 0 and normalization condition
¢(0) = 1. The p-derivative of ¢(p) from Eq. (45) yields Eq. (39). As it is clear from Eq. (45), the WKB solution
breaks down in a vicinity of the point p = Ry ! where the slow and fast WKB modes become strongly coupled. Here
the quasi-stationarity does not hold.

We now proceed, therefore, to the non-quasi-stationary region —1 < p < py (a more restrictive condition will appear
a posteriori). It is easier to deal with it in terms of u(p), rather than ¢(p). Here we can treat the E¢ term in Eq. (37)
perturbatively: ¢(p) =1+ dé(p), where d¢ < 1 [16, 19]. As a result, Eq. (37) becomes an inhomogeneous first-order
equation for u(p) = §¢'(p):

d(p)=1-

%(1—192)114(19—1)( —Rio)u:—ﬂ (46)

which can be solved by variation of parameter. For two-body reactions the corresponding homogeneous equation,
which coincides with the QSE (38), is exactly solvable. As a result, one can solve Eq. (46) in the entire non-quasi-
stationary region which includes both p < py and |p — py| < py. The solution is

u(p) = —2N BN [P~ (1475 ) n14p)] /” exp {2N [s - (11 + fio) In(1 + s)}}
) —

ds, (47)
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FIG. 5: Branching-annihilation-decay. Shown are zero-energy lines of Hamiltonian (44) on the (p,q) phase plane. The thick
solid line corresponds to the instanton ¢ = —S’(p) (40). Here g1 = n1/N = 1— R;', and the area of the shaded region is equal
to So from Eq. (51).

where the arbitrary constant is chosen so as to obey the boundary condition u(—1) ~ 0. Note, that the integrand in
Eq. (47) converges at s = —1, so the perturbative solution is well-behaved. Solution (47) remains valid as long as ¢
is close to 1. As one can check, this holds for 1 — p > N~1/2 ¢f Refs. [16, 19]. The perturbative solution (47) can
be matched with the quasi-stationary solution (42), e.g. at N=/2 < pRy — 1 < 1 [27].

Solution (47) simplifies in the “left region” p < pyf, not too close to ps. By Taylor-expanding the integrand in
Eq. (47) (which is a monotone increasing function of p for p < py) in the vicinity of s = p, we obtain

E
p—1p-Ry")’

This result (which holds in the region 1 — pRy > N -1/ %) has a simple meaning: here the first-derivative term in
Eq. (46) is negligible. To neglect this term in Eq. (46) [or the term proportional to ¢ (p) in Eq. (37)] is the same as to
disregard the two-body reaction 24 — () compared with the one-body reactions of branching and decay. This is indeed
a legitimate approximation at small n [15, 18]. Note that, not too close to p = py, u(p)'eft is exponentially small in
N, so that ¢ ~ 1 up to an exponentially small correction. Putting ¢ = 1 in the left region, however, would be too a
crude approximation, as it would only give a trivial left tail of the QSD: 71 = 9 = ... =0 [28]. Correspondingly, the
solution in the left region cannot be obtained from the WKB approximation.

We can now find the eigenvalue E by matching the quasi-stationary solution (42) and the perturbative non-quasi-
stationary solution (47) in their joint validity region N2 «pRy—1<1 [27]. For pRy — 1> N~—1/2 the integral
in Eq. (47) can be evaluated by the saddle point approximation. The saddle point is at p = py = R ! and the result
is

u(p)' et =~ (48)

2EVIN B o [ (vt ) (1) |20 o (1 i)

u(p) ~ — e 49
®) =~ = e T 1R — 1) (49)

Matching this result with the quasi-stationary solution (42), we find

N(Ro+1) (Ry—1)?
E— (40+ ) 05/2)e—N50, (50)

T R;
where
1+1In2 1 1

So=2|1-In2-— 1+ — ) In{1+—]|. 51
’ { ! Ro +<+R0> n<+RO>} (51)

The MTE, in physical units, is 7., = (AE)~! with E from Eq. (50), in agreement with Ref. [15]. As Ry — oo the
decay reaction A — 0 becomes irrelevant, and one recovers the result for the branching-annihilation model [15, 16, 29].
When Ry — 1 < 1, the system is close to the transcritical bifurcation of the deterministic rate equation. Here the
Fokker-Planck approximation to the master equation is applicable [13, 15]. The corresponding asymptote of Eq. (50),

E= /Y (Ry—1)2e ¥ (Ro-1?
27
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FIG. 6: Branching-annihilation-decay. Shown is the p-derivative 9,G of the probability generating function G at t, < t < 1/FE
for N = 10® and Ro = 1.5. The solid line is the absolute value of the perturbative solution (47); the dashed line is the
absolute value of the quasi-stationary solution (42). In the joint region of their validity the two lines are indistinguishable. The
crosses indicate the values obtained by a numerical solution of Eq. (36) for no = 20 particles at ¢t = 0 and boundary conditions
G(1,t) =1 and 9,G(—1,t) =0.

is valid when Ry — 1> N~1/2, so that F is still exponentially small in N.

Having found E, we have a complete solution for u(p), given by Eqgs. (42) and (47). Now one can find the QSD
by using Eq. (3) for n = O(1) and Eq. (4) for n > 1. The results coincide with those obtained by Kessler and
Shnerb [15] by the “real-space” WKB approximation, so we will not present them here. The large-n tail of the QSD
decays faster than exponentially, thus justifying our a priori assumption that ¢(p) is an entire function in the complex
p-plane. Shown in Fig. 6 is a comparison between the analytical and numerical solutions for 0,G ~ —u(p)e”Ft at
times ¢, < t < 1/E, when 9,G ~ —u(p).

B. Branching and triple annihilation

Here we again consider a metastable population on the way to extinction, but now a three-body reaction is present.
Our model system includes two reactions: the branching A 2+ 24 and the triple annihilation 34 £ (). The deterministic
rate equation,

a3, (52)

n=Mn-—

=

has two relevant fixed points: the repelling point n = 0 and the attracting point n; = (2X\/u)*/? = N > 1. According
to Eq. (52), the system size approaches i = n; after the relaxation time ¢, = A~!, and stays there forever. Contrary
to this prediction, fluctuations drive the population to extinction. Upon rescaling time ¢ — At, the master equation
reads

dP:;Lt(t) =(mn—-1)P,_1 —nP, + ﬁ [(m+3)(n+2)(n+1)Ps —n(n—1)(n—2)P,],
(53)

whereas the evolution equation for G(p,t) is

0G 1 G 0G

& a-pH)LZ < 4

5 = 3nal p)6p3 +p(p )ap (54)
At t > t,, Eq. (32) holds, and the ODE for the lowest excited eigenfunction ¢(p) is

1
sz (L =P8 +plp—1)¢' + B¢ =0, (55)

This equation has three singular points in the complex p-plane. These are the roots of 1 — p3: one real, p; = 1, and
two complex, py = €27/ and p3 = e*™/3. Since ¢(p) must be analytical in all these points, ¢(p) must satisfy three
conditions:

pi(pi — 1)@ (pi) + Eo(pi) =0 i=1,2,3. (56)
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Here the p-derivative is in the complex plane. For ¢ = 1 Eq. (56) yields ¢(p = 1) = 0. As E turns out to be
exponentially small in N > 1, we can neglect small terms proportional to F in the conditions for ¢ = 2 and 3 and
obtain ¢'(p = €>™/3) ~ 0 and ¢'(p = *™*/3) ~ 0.

In the quasi-stationary region (the exact location of which will be determined later) Eq. (55) becomes

1

vz - p*)¢" +plp—1)¢' =0. (57)

This equation is of second order for u(p) = ¢’(p), but it is not exactly solvable in terms of known special functions,
and this is a typical situation for three-body, four-body, ..., reactions. The presence of the large parameter N > 1
justifies the WKB ansatz ¢(p) = a(p)e_NS(p). It yields, in the leading order of N > 1, a stationary Hamilton-Jacobi
equation H[p, —5’(p)] = 0 with Hamiltonian

(1+p+pH¢*

H(p,q) = [p— NE

ﬁ@—n. (58)

Here again, in addition to the trivial zero-energy lines ¢ = 0 and p = 1, one obtains an instanton orbit

q:Mmz(—i?—)Uz (59)

1+p+p?

which connects the fixed points (1,¢1 = n1/N = 1) and (0,0) in the (p, ¢) plane, see Fig. 7. The instanton corresponds
to the fast-mode WKB solution, whereas the orbit ¢ = 0 corresponds to the slow-mode WKB solution, similarly to
the previous example.

Again, it is simpler to do the actual calculations for u(p) = ¢'(p), rather than for ¢(p). Using the WKB ansatz
u(p) = b(p)e~ V5P in the QSE

1
3N2(1+P+p2)un_]9u—0= (60)
we obtain
1 2
(+p+p7) “’p)w?(s’)?b —2NS'V — NS"b] — pb =0, (61)

3N?Z

where we have neglected the sub-subleading term proportional to b/ /N?2. In the leading order we obtain S’(p) = —(p)
[the solution with S’(p) = ¥ (p) is non-physical and must be discarded]. The arbitrary constant can be fixed by putting
S(1) =0, and we obtain

ﬂ@——AZmML (62)

with ¢ (z) from Eq. (59). This result can be expressed via elliptic integrals, but we will not need these cumbersome
formulas.
In the subleading order Egs. (61) and (62) yield a first-order ODE for b(p) whose general solution is

C(1 + p+ p?)1/4
bip) = & o )" (63)

We demand u(1) ~ —ny; = —N [see Eq. (41)] and obtain the quasi-stationary WKB solution for u(p):

N1 +p+p)V/* _
W EB(p) = — )17 e~ NS(®) (64)

with S(p) from Eq. (62). Now one can check that asymptote (64) is valid when p > N~2/3; otherwise it is not
justified to neglect the term b”(p) in Eq. (61). Again, the quasi-stationarity and the WKB approximation break down
in a vicinity of the point where the fast and slow WKB modes are strongly coupled. In this example this point is at
p = 0, whereas in the previous example it was at p = py # 0. That the WKB breaks down here at p = 0 is a special,
non-generic situation resulting from the absence of the linear decay process A — 0 from the set of reactions A — 24
and 34 — 0 we are dealing with.
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FIG. 7: Branching and triple annihilation. Shown are zero-energy lines of Hamiltonian (58) on the (p,q) phase plane. The
thick solid line is the instanton ¢ = —S’(p) = ¥ (p), given by Eq. (59). Here ¢1 = 1, and the area of the shaded region is equal
to So from Eq. (71). The dashed line denotes a non-physical orbit.

To remedy the divergence of the WKB solution at p = 0, one need to account for a deviation from quasi-stationarity.
The corresponding non-quasi-stationary solution of Eq. (55) is perturbative in E, as in the previous example, so the
equation we need to solve is

1
3N2
The corresponding homogeneous equation, Eq. (57), is not soluble in known special functions. Therefore, we will solve
Eq. (65) approximately in two separate regions and match the solutions in their joint region of validity.

The first region, which we call “left”, is p < 0 (and not too close to zero, see below). Here we can neglect the
u”-term in Eq. (65) and obtain

(1 =p )" +plp—-Nu=-E. (65)

ueFt (p) ~ p(%p) (66)

This asymptote, valid when —p > N~7%/°) corresponds to neglecting the high-order reaction 34 — 0 at small
population sizes. As in the previous example, u'*/*(p) is exponentially small. By choosing an exponentially small
solution for u(p) in the left region, we effectively discarded two other linearly independent solutions of Eq. (57) which
are singular at p = e2™/3 and p = *™/3. As ps = 0 here, one can actually put v = 0 in the left region and still
accurately determine the QSD [28].

The second region is the boundary layer |p| < 1, where Eq. (65) becomes

2/3

1
WUH —pu=—-F, (67)
The general solution of this equation is
P P
ull(p) = [cl + a27TE/ Bi(as)ds} Ai(ap) + [02 - a27rE/ Ai(as)ds} Bi(ap), (68)
0 0

where Ai(y) and Bi(y) are the Airy functions of the first and second kind, respectively [23], and a = (3N?)'/3.

Now we can find the unknown constants ¢; and co (assuming for a moment that E is known) by matching the
asymptotes (66) and (68) in their common region N~2/3 < —p < 1. As u!/*(p) is exponentially small at N2|p|* > 1,
the boundary layer solution u”(p) from Eq. (68) must also be exponentially small there. Evaluating the integrals in

Eq. (68) at p = —oo and using the identities JLOOO Bi(s)ds =0 and JLOOO Ai(s)ds = 2/3, we arrive at

2rEN2/3

— (69)

cp~0, co~—

WKB(

Now we can find the extinction rate E' by matching the asymptotes of u p) and v (p) in their common region

N—2/3 <« p< 1. The p < 1 asymptote of the WKB solution (64) is

WKB ( ];71/4 e—NSoe(2/\/§)Np3/2
3p ’

(70)
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FIG. 8: Branching and triple annihilation. Shown is a comparison between the extinction rate (74) (solid line) and the extinction
rate —[In(1— P3™"™(t))]/t (crosses) found from a numerical solution of the master equation (53) at different N. The inset shows
the ratio of the two rates.

where

! 3z 1/2
So = / (7> dz = 0.836367 ..., (71)
0o \1+2z+2?

is the shaded area in Fig. 7. Let us obtain the p > N~2/3 asymptote of u”(p) (68). First, for z > 1 [23]

e_(2/3)zg/2 6(2/3),23/2

~ EsymyZ Bi(z) ~ i (72)

Ai(z

Now we need to evaluate the integrals in Eq. (68). As we are interested in the region of N?p® > 1, the integral of
Ai(as) can be evaluated by putting p = co and using the saddle point approximation, arriving at

oo 1
- 2\1/3 _
/0 Ai [(3]\7) s} ds—34/3 573 -

The main contribution to the integral of Bi(as) at N?p* > 1 comes from a vicinity of s = p, where Bi(as) is
exponentially large, see Eq. (72). Expanding the exponent in a Taylor series around s = p, we obtain in the leading
order

6(2/\/§)NP3/2

D
- 2\1/3 ~
/0 Bi [(3N ) S} ds = 37/12 712 NT/6p3/4 "

Now one can see from Eq. (69) that the main contribution to u”(p) (68) comes from the Bi(ap) term, and we obtain

o~ BVINE o) mngsr

= P/ (73)
Matching Eqs. (70) and (73), we obtain
N
E= 3—ﬂ_e_NS° . (74)

The MTE in physical units is given by 7., = (AE)~!, which is exponentially large in N, as expected. A comparison
between the analytical result for the extinction rate (74) and a numerical result, obtained by solving (a truncated set
of) the master equation (53), is shown in Fig. 8. For N > 1 the agreement is excellent.

Now let us calculate the QSD. Combining Eq. (4) with Egs. (32) and (33), we obtain

Mot =~ § “Lap, (75)

27wni pr
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For n > 1 we can use the WKB asymptote (64):

1 j{uWKB(p)d N (14 p+p?)/* exp [Nflpd)(:z:)da:]
9mni P79 (3p)1/4 I’z

Tl & — dp, (76)
with ¢ (z) given by Eq. (59). As N > 1 and n > 1, this integral can be evaluated via saddle point approximation
[24]. Let us denote f(p) = N [} 1 (z)dz — nlnp. The saddle point equation f’(p,) = 0 reduces to a cubic equation

% = (%)2’ (77)

which has one and only one real root p, = p.(n/N). As f”(p.) > 0, we must choose a contour in the complex p-plane
which goes through this root perpendicularly to the real axis. The Gaussian integration yields

N(1+p. +p)V/* exp[N [[" p(x)da]

Tn - ;
2 ny/2n(ps) (3p) A pe

we omit a cumbersome expression for f”/(p). Note, that for n > 1, the saddle point p,. is always obtained in the
region where vV 5B (p) is valid, see below. Let us calculate the 1 < n < N and n > N asymptotes of Eq. (78)
with an exponential accuracy, Inm, ~ f(p.). For n <« N the saddle point, given by Eq. (77), is obtained at

= [n/(v/3N)]*/? <« 1. Here it suffices, in the leading order in n/N, to put p, = 0 in the upper bound of the integral
in Eq. (62). Then the integral yields Sy from Eq. (71). For n > N we obtain p. = [n/(v/3N)]?> > 1. Here a dominant
contribution to the integral in Eq. (62) comes from the region of p, > 1 which enables one to simplify the integrand.
The resulting asymptotes are

(78)

Inm, ~ N { So—l—ﬁln——l—(?( )],n<<N

n n
Inm, ~ N{—W (lnﬁ—l—ln\/g)—l—(?(l)], n> N.

(79)

Notice that each of these tails of the QSD are non-Gaussian. The n > N tail decays faster than exponentially, thus
justifying a posteriori our assumption that ¢(p) is an entire function in the complex p-plane.

At |n— N| < N the saddle point, given by Eq. (77), is obtained at p, = 1+ (n— N)/N, and we arrive at a Gaussian
asymptote

1
Ty & —mef(an)Q/(QN); (80)

the preexponent is fixed by normalization. Equation (80) holds for |n — N| < N?/3; this condition is tighter than
|[n — N| < N. Note, that the Gaussian asymptote of the QSD can also be found by directly calculating the mean and
variance of the distribution. These (and other higher cumulants of the distribution) can be found by using derivatives
of G(p,t) with respect to p at p = 1, see Eq. (2). Indeed, from Egs. (2) and (6), the mean of the QSD (at times
t, <t < Tey) is given by 1 = 9,G|p=1 ~ —u(p = 1) = N, where here we have used u = u"V&B(p) given by Eq. (64).
In its turn the variance in the leading order is

V=n2-n?= i n?P,(t) <Z nP,( ) [0ppG + 0,G — (0,G)?] \pzl ~ —/(1) —u(l) = [u()]* ~ N,
n=0

recovering the Gaussian asymptote (80).
At n = 0O(1) the QSD can be evaluated directly from

1 d"tu(p)

n! dpn—1 n2l.

n — )

p=0

Here one should use the boundary-layer solution around p = 0, given by Egs. (68) and (69). This yields

_ T(1/3)EN?/3  gEN%/3 _ EN?
Fl—T, Wg—m, and7T3—T. (81)
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FIG. 9: Branching and triple annihilation. Shown is the natural logarithm of the QSD versus n for N = 20. The dashed line
is WKB solution (78), the dash-dotted line is the Gaussian approximation (80), and the solid line is the numerical solution of
the (truncated) master equation (53). Inset: the n <« N asymptote of the QSD obtained analytically [Egs. (81) and (82)] (x’s)
and numerically (fat dots).

To calculate other n = O(1) terms, one can use a recursion relation obtainable from the master equation (53) with

P, =0. Indeed, at n < N one can neglect the terms n(n — 1)(n — 2)P, and (n — 1)P,,_; compared with the terms
(n+3)(n+ 2)(n + 1)P,4+3 and nP,, respectively, and arrive at the following relation:

3N?n

P ) O IS S LS (82)

Tn+3 = (

Note, that the small-n (82) and the WKB (78) segments of the QSD have a joint region of validity at 1 < n < N.

A comparison between WKB result (78) and a numerical solution of the (truncated) master equation (53) is shown
in Fig. 9. The inset compares the n < N analytical asymptote [see Egs. (81) and (82)] with numerical results.
Excellent agreement is observed in both cases. It can be also seen that the Gaussian approximation (80) strongly
overestimates the QSD in the low-n region, and underestimates it in the high-n region.

V. DISCUSSION

The p-space representation renders a unique perspective to theory of large fluctuations in populations undergoing
Markovian stochastic gain-loss processes. The stationary distribution of the population size is encoded in the ground-
state eigenfunction of a Sturm-Liouville (spectral) problem for the probability generating function. In the case of
a long-lived metastable population on the way to extinction, the mean time to extinction and the quasi-stationary
distribution of population size are encoded in the eigenfunction of the lowest excited state. The uniqueness of solution
in these problems is guaranteed by the condition that the probability generating function is an entire function on the
whole complex p-plane except at infinity. As this work has demonstrated (see also Refs. [16, 19, 20, 22, 25, 30]), the
p-space representation in conjunction with the WKB approximation and other perturbation tools employing a large
parameter N > 1 (the mean population size in the stationary or metastable state) yields accurate results for extreme
statistics in a broad class of problems of stochastic population dynamics. Such an accuracy is usually impossible to
attain via the van Kampen system size expansion which approximates the exact master equation by a Fokker-Planck
equation.

How does the p-space approach compare with the “real” space WKB method of Refs. [5, 6, 15, 17, 18] when the
stationary or metastable population size is large, N > 17 One advantage of the p-space representation is that, for
two-body reactions, there is no need in the WKB approximation, as the quasi-stationary equation in this case is
always soluble exactly.

Another advantage appears when the WKB solution for G(p,t) is valid for every p 2 0, as occurs in the molecular
hydrogen production problem, Sec. III. In such cases one directly finds the entire PDF, including the region of small
n = O(1). In the real-space approach a separate (non-WKB) treatment of the n = O(1) region, and a matching with
the WKB-solution valid at n > 1 would be needed [18].

Still, from our experience, every problem which includes the large parameter N > 1, and can be solved in the p-
space, can be also solved in the “real” space. Furthermore, for populations exhibiting escape to infinity [5], escape to
another metastable state [17], or Scenario B of extinction [18], the p-space representation meets significant difficulties.
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One difficulty is that one should account for a constant-current WKB solution in these cases [5, 17, 18]. The constant-
current solution comes from the deterministic line p = 1 of the phase plane of the underlying classical Hamiltonian.
In the p-representation this line is vertical, as in Figs. 1, 5 and 7, and so the constant-current solution cannot be
easily accounted for. In addition, it is unclear how to deal with the region of non-uniqueness of ¢ = ¢(p) which is
inherent in these cases. There are two WKB solutions in this region, one of them exponentially small compared with
the other. The real-space approach does not have these difficulties, and the solution in these cases can be worked out
in a straightforward manner [5, 17, 18].

Finally, a crucial advantage of the p-space representation stems from the fact that the evolution equation for G(p, t)
is exactly equivalent to the original master equation. Therefore, the p-space representation is especially valuable for
exact analysis, as illustrated by the example of molecular hydrogen production, see Refs. [8, 9] and Section III.
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