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There is a great need for accurate and efficient computatégpaoaches that can account for both the dis-
crete and stochastic nature of chemical interactions akasedpatial inhomogeneities and diffusion. This is
particularly true in biology and nanoscale materials stenvhere the common assumptions of deterministic
dynamics and well-mixed reaction volumes often break ddwihis article, we present a spatial version of the
partitioned-leaping algorithm (PLA), a multiscale accated-stochastic simulation approach built uponithe
leaping framework of Gillespie. We pay special attentioth® details of the implementation, particularly as it
pertains to the time step calculation procedure. We pointoenceptual errors that have been made in this regard
in prior implementations of spatiatleaping and illustrate the manifestation of these ertmsugh practical ex-
amples. Finally, we discuss the fundamental difficultieammted with incorporating efficient exact-stochastic
techniques, such as the next-subvolume method, into abfedping framework and suggest possible solutions.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION “well mixed.” In more precise terms, the assumption is that
the time scale of diffusion is fast enough so that all erdtitie
a&eg molecules) of the same species have equal prolyabilit

of reacting at any given point in time. However, it is not hard

increasingly 5”?6‘” scale_s, the impo_rtance of randomlfllucltuato imagine situations where this assumption breaks down. In
tions, or noise, is becoming increasingly apparent. In .solid-state systems, for example, diffusion is much slower

phenomenon is the subject of great interest in a variety-of di . . )
. . i . . than in fluids and the local environment seen by a dopant
verse fields, including cellular biolog 7], semiconthuc L
atom, say, plays a much larger role in its dynamics [9]. In

processing [€./9] anq heterogeneogs ca.tals [10_]' biology, both eukaryotid [32] and prokaryotlc [33] cellsviea
From a computational perspective, incorporating the efintricate internal structures that act to localize certaier-

fects of stochasticity into models of physical processes reactions and processes. The sheer size of cellular commonent

quires moving beyond traditional continuum-determigiap- 5o leads to a highly crowded and definitivalyn-well-mixed

proaches, such as ordinary differential equations (OD#f8),  ntracellular environmenk[34, 85].
using one of a variety of stochastic methods. Within the

purview of chemical kinetics, a popular technigue is Gille-. ; e
spie’s stochastic simulation algorithrtSSA) [11-18]. The inhomogeneity and diffusion are needed. In the extreme case
P 9 ' it may be necessary to track the fates of individual entities

method is extremely accurate, easy to implement and haosr “agents” [36/37]. However, a more common situation is
found widespread use in computational systems biology. ItS 9 | ’

. ) . one where the system of interest can be partitioned inta-mult
downside however, is speed, and the algorithm can becom . “ N :
S ; : . ple smaller domains, or “subvolumes.” Each subvolume is as-
prohibitively slow due to its one-reaction-at-a-time matu

18] sumed to be well-mixed and coupled to neighboring subvol-
sl . _umes via a jump-diffusion processes. Various extensions of
This fact has spawned considerable effort, from a varietythe SSA have been successfully implemented along these line
of directions, to develop methods for overcoming this in-[38-142]. General overviews of both agent- and subvolume-
herent limitation of exact-stochastic approaches. A pasti pased spatial-stochastic simulation approaches aplib@ i
larly popular type of accelerated-stochastic approachris “ ojogy and materials science can be found in R&fs.[[43-47].
leaping’, originally devised by Gillespie [15] and expade In spatially inhomogeneous systems, the shortcomings of

upon by numerous myesUgato[El—SO], mcludmg ourselv the exact-stochastic approach are intensified. In geresaah
]. In general, leaping methods have proved quite suecess

; ; .~ Subvolume is given local copies of each reaction and diffu-
ful in overcoming some, but not all, of the problems plaguing”. X ;
9 . sion event. Thus, the number of possible events in the sys-
exact-stochastic simulation methods/ [13].

i tem increases significantly with increasing number of sub-
_ All of the methods cited above operate under the assumpzolumes, often making SSA-like methods infeasible. A par-
tion that the volume within which the reactions are “firing” i tja] solution to this problem lies with the leaping methods.
While the number of events in the system remains unchanged
(and hence still a potential problem), spatial leaping meth
i _ o ods achieve accelerations by allowing all reaction and dif-
TE'eCtrO”'C address: kaig@cornell.edu . ) _ fusion events to fire multiple times at each simulation step.
Current address: Department of Computational Biologyyehsity of Pitts- We are aware of two implementations of leaping algorithms
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Iharris@pitt.edu along these lines, those of Marquez-Lago and Burr@e [48]
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In our attempts to understand the behavior of systems

In situations such as these, methods that account for kpatia
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a method that is a leaping analogue to the well-known “nextnel E;,, is associated with a propensity functiag, (X(t))
subvolume method” (NSM) [40, 41], an efficient spatial SSA (the stochastic analogue to the deterministic reactioe) rat
variant. Rossinelli et al. present a more straightforwatde-  and a stoichiometry vectat;, = {zju1,..., 2.8}, 1 €
sion of leaping in space that considers reaction and ddfusi {1,..., M;+2N;T";} (see [50]).
events separately.

In this article, we present a spatial implementation of our

own method, thepartitioned-leaping algorithn(PLA) [31]. A. Exact-stochastic methods
Our implementation is similar in spirit to the methods of
Marquez-Lago, and of Rossinelli, but differs in some im- 1. Well-mixed systems

portant ways. In particular, we take special care with re-

gards to the calculation of time steps. We point out some

A : ‘ Gillespie’s SSA operates within a fully well-mixed system
conceptual errors that were made in this regard in refs. [48 i.e., L —1) [11,[12]. The approach determinesenthe next
and [49] and demonstrate, through numerical examples, ho

- action will fire in the system and efhich type it will be.
these_ errors may affect accuracy a_n_d efﬁmency. We Sho"’1"Wo mathematically equivalent approaches were presented
that, in SOME Cases, the spatial partitioned-leaping ahgor for accomplishing this: the direct method (séel [13] for de-
(SPLA) is faster than these methods and at least as accurajgsy anq the first-reaction method. The first-reactionfradt
In other cases, SPLA is slower but significantly more acClyetermines when each reaction in the system wouldffite
rate. In yet other cases there is little difference. We arpla were the only reaction present in the systmal then chooses
the origins of this differential behavior and its conseqre=n 7 as the smallest of these values ands the corresponding
for practical applications of the methods. Finally, we dis-

TR ) o reaction. Such “tentative” next-reaction times are caltad
cuss the fundamental difficulties associated with incaapor .
ing exact-stochastic approaches like the NSM into a spatial
Ieap!ng framework and suggest possible strategies for-over Tsxact = —1In(ry)/au(t), 1)
coming them.

In Sec[1l, we present an overview of relevant exact- andyherer,, is a unit-uniform random number. As originally for-
accelerated-stochastic simulation methods for both h@nog mulated, the first-reaction method requites unit-uniform
neous (well-mixed) and inhomogeneous systems that set thendom number generations at each simulation stép; 1
stage for the new SPLA approach in Sed. Ill. $ed. IV showsf which are discarded before proceeding on to the next step.
results from three simple example systems that exempléfy thAn improvement upon this approach is Gibson and Bruck’s
gains in accuracy and efficiency achieved by the method. Finext-reaction method (NRM) [51]. The next-reaction method
nally, we conclude in SeC.]V with a discussion of these resultpasically uses a rigorous random-variable transformdtion
and their implications for future extensions of leaping et mula to reuse the generated random numbers in the next time
ods. step. This reduces the number of random number generations

per time step to exactly one, along witti’—1 calculations of

Il. BACKGROUND TR = (] () [a, (1)) (12 — 1), (2

We consider a chemically reactive system of fixed vqumeWhere the unprimed and primed quantities signify new and old

Qy and constant temperature that is partitioned ibtavell- values, respectively.
mixed subvolumed” = {V4,...,V,}. Each subvolumé

has a fixed volumey; (Zf,zl wyr = Qy) and is adjacent to
I'; (< L—1) neighboring subvolume€; ={Cj1,...,Cir, }.

In principle, eachV; contains auniqueset of V; molecular _ ) ) )
speciesS; = {Sy1,..., Sy, } that participate in}; unique The direct method and first-reaction method essentially

reactionsR; = {Ry,..., Ry, }. We assume that alN, constitute two ends of a spectrum with regards to the group-
species can diffuse ’into7 andlout of | neighboring sub- ing of reactions. In the direct method, the entire system of

volumes. Thus, each; hasN;T'; outgoingdiffusion events reac_tions is t_JasicaIIy considered to be one I_arge group. In
D, = {Dy, ..., Dn,r,} associated with it as well a&T, the first-reaction method (and NRM by extension), each reac-

tion is considered individually, i.e., as a group of one. hu
any method intermediate between these two is also a theoreti
cally sound approach [[13]. From a practical point of vieis th
) e means we are free to group reactions into subgroups as we see
there are a total ob/; +2V;I'; reaction and diffusion events g \ve can then choose among those subgroups using the di-
associated with eacti. We thus define, without loss of gen- et method or first-reaction method (or NRM or any other
erality, the event vectdt, =R;+D;+D;. equivalent method, e.gl, [52,153]) and then choose withén th
The state of the system is represented by the v&X{oy=  subgroup in the same way. Moreover, we can nest the sub-
Zf,zl Xy (t), whereX,(t) is the population of species; in groups into as many levels as we like if we find it convenient
subvolumeV; at timet, i € {1,..., N;}. Each event chan- to do so.

2. Inhomogeneous systems

incomingdiffusion eventd; = {f)ll, ..., Dinyr, }. Itisim-
portant to recognize that each,, is areferenceto an outgo-
ing diffusion event from an adjacent subvolume. All togethe
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putational load into multiple stages and can, in many case$iave been proposed by various investiga 6-31]. There
significantly improve the efficiency of the method. A well- are recent reviews by Gillespie [13] and Pa 54]. Though
known such approach is Elf and Ehrenberg’s next-subvolumdiffering in various aspects, all of these methods are based
method (NSM)|[40,, 41], a spatial SSA variant that discretize the same basic principles encapsulated in Edjs. (3)[And (4).
space into subvolumes and groups events (reaction and dif-

fusion) based on the subvolume within which they reside.

Such a procedure has the effect of parsing out the com- Since its inception, modifications to thelet%_%;n approach
'ﬁ [

The NSM operates by calculating tse@mmedpropensities 2. Partitioned leaping
an(t) = M g, (¢) for all subvolumes e {1,..., L}.

The subvolume within which the next reaction will fire is then  In Refs. [15] and[[55], Gillespie went beyond EfQ] (4) and
identified using a heap search as in the NRM [51] and thexoted a well-known property of the Poisson distributiont tha
identity of the firing reaction within the subvolume using a it can be approximated byreormal or Gaussiandistribution
linear search as in the direct method|[11]. This two-level apif the mean is “large.” This allows us to write

proach significantly reduces the computational efforttieda

to a straightforward heap or linear search over all everitsdn K, (1) = Pla,(t)T) =~ N(a,(t)r,a,(t)T)
domain.
= au(t)T + 1/ au(t)T x N(0,1) (5)
B. Leaping approaches where A (0,1) is a normal random variable with mean zero

and unit variance[[15, 55]. Written this way, E@] (5) is
equivalent to the chemical Langevin equatior [55], a stecha
tic differential equation comprised of a “deterministi@rin
and a fluctuating “noise” term. Gillespie then noted that as

As mentioned previously, the primary shortcoming of ; )., - the noise term becomes negligible relative to the
exact-stochastic simulation methods, whether appliedslo w deterministic term, giving

mixed systems or otherwise, is that every event firing is sim-

1. 7 leaping

ulated explicitly. This imposes a tremendous computationa K, (7) ~ a,(t)r (6)
burden on the algorithm, particularly if one or more species " .
have large populations. which is equivalent to the forward-Euler method for solving

To address this problem, Gillespie proposedtHeaping  deterministic ODESIEBS].
approach, which proceeds by firing multiple reaction events |n Ref. [31], we introduced the partitioned-leaping algo-
at each simulation step [15]. In the well-mixed case, we firskithm, a 7-leaping variant that utilizes the entire theoretical
define the random variablg,, () as the number of times re- framework encompassed by Eqsl (B}—(6). The partitioned-
action channeR,, fires during the time intervat, t+7). The  |eaping algorithm considers reactions individually in aywa
time evolution of the system can be formally written in termsreminiscent of the NRM. After calculating a time step

of this variable as (Sec[IB3), each reaction islassifiedinto one of four cat-
o egories: exact-stochastic, Poisson, Langevin and datemi
. tic. Reactions classified at the three coarsest levels $Bis

X(t+7)=X(t) + Uz_:l 2, K, (7). 3) Langevin, deterministic) utilize Eq$.(4)3(6), respeeljv Re-

actions classified at the exact-stochastic level are hdrafie
The idea then is to calculate someover which all reaction in the NRM [Eqgs. [(1) and{2)]. Incorporating the SSA into
propensities remain “essentially constant”. In such a,dase  the multiscale framework of the partitioned-leaping aitjon

reaction dynamics can be assumed to oBeigson statistics is thus seamless and simple. Details of the algorithm can
and be found in ref. 1], with a demonstration of its utility in

ref. [56].
K,u(1) = Plau(t)r), (4)

whereP(a,(t)7) is a Poisson random variable with mean and 3. 7 selection
varianceqa,,(t)7. Note that the dependence in Egl (4) on the

value ofa,, at the beginning of the step, i.e., at the initial ime  The central task in leaping algorithms is the manner in

t, makes this an “explicit” approach, analogous to expliCityhich the time step is determined. Indeed, the entire method

methods used in the numerical integration of ODES [17].  hinges on the validity of the Poisson approximation . (4),
Equations[(B) and{4) constitute the essence of the (egplici which requires that the propensities of all reactions ckang

7-leaping method. At each step of a simulation, a time stepegligibly duringr. To quantify this requirement, Gillespie

7 is calculated (see Selc_TTB 3 below) and the system statgefined the “leap conditionf [15, 55],

updated by generatiny/ Poisson random deviat€,, (1)}

in keeping with Eq.[(#). Added to this is@ovisothat if the la,(t+7) —a,t)]/E<e (0<e<]) (7

total number of expected firingsy(¢)7, is “small” (~ 10)

then some variant of the SSA is used instéad [15]. where¢ is an appropriate scaling factor (see below).
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Three main classes efselection procedure have been pro- This is a fundamental difference between the approaches
posed: (i) a pre-leap reaction-based (RB) approach that us¢hat complicates the incorporation of spatial SSA meth-
Eq. (@) directlyﬂl], (ii) a pre-leap speciesdra ods like the NSM into a spatial leaping framework. In
(SB) approach where changes in the species populations agec[1l[B, we present optimized pre-leajselection formulas
constrained such that Ed.](7) is satisfied for all reactiongor subvolume-based spatialleaping methods that minimize
[1d,[31], and (iii) a post-leap checking procedure thatiexpl computational effort by only considering those events diat
itly ensures that Eq[]7) is satisfied at all simulation s{2g§ rectly affect each reaction or speciedjn In Sec[Y, we spec-
Gillespie’s initial T-selection strategy was an reaction-basedulate on alternative approaches that can fundamentaliyceed
approach witht = ao(t) [15,[16], which we will refer to as the cost ofr selection by allowing a single calculation to be
RB-ao. More recently, Cao et al. [[19] proposed an improvedperformed for a group of events, analogous to the procedure
reaction-based approach wigh= a,,(t), which we will refer ~ employed in the NSM.
to as RBe,,, as well as a species-based approach, which we
will refer to as SBe,,. The central task in this article involves
modifying these formulas for use in spatial simulations(se 1. THE SPATIAL PARTITIONED-LEAPING
Sec[IITB). ALGORITHM (SPLA)

A. Motivation
4. Spatialr-leaping
A major concern with the Marquez-Lago and Burrage
Spatial leaping approaches involve grouping events (reagnethod is the exclusion of incoming diffusion events in the
tion and diffusion) by subvolume, calculating a charastéri  _selection process. In the NSM, incoming diffusion can be
time intervalTlleap for each subvolume and then choosing theignored when selecting values nbecause events outside of

global time step the subvolume have no bearing on when the next event within
] leap the subvolume will fire. In leaping methods, however, this is
T = l,e{glll_%}{ﬁ/ }- ® no longer the case: the relationships between events are of

central importance in selecting valuesof lgnoring incom-

Every reaction and diffusion event can then fire multiplestim ing diffusion in 7 selection is thus an error that may impact
within . the accuracy and/or efficiency of the method taapriori in-

Marquez-Lago and Burrage [48] attempted to generalizeleterminable extent. In Sec.1IV, we will show cases where
the NSM within the framework of such a leaping algorithm. this leads to inappropriately large valuesrodnd, hence, in-
The local time intervals,** are calculated using the RB- creased error, and cases where it results in unnecessaéily s
ao T-selection procedure of Gillespie and Petzold [16], mod-values ofr and decreased efficiency. Another concern in
ified accordingly to apply to each subvolume. A binomial ~Marquez-Lago’s method is the use of the RB+-selection
leaping variant/[21] is used for calculating event firingslan procedure which is not as theoretically sound as (and has bee
provisions are made to segue to the NSM when the speciegiown to be less accurate than) the BBand SBe,, proce-
populations are small. dures Eb]. It appears that the RB-method was chosen to

Rossinelli et al.[[49] presented a similar implementationemulate the NSM.
of spatial 7-leaping with the primary difference being that In the case of Rossinelli's method, the primary concern
they considered reaction and diffusion events indepehdentis the independent consideration of reactions and diffusio
of each other. Interestingly, they did not provide prowisito  events during- selection. In principle, this is inappropriate
segue to a SSA method in the limit of small populations. because the firings of reactions are intimately related ¢o th

There are, however, some conceptual errors with botliates at which entities diffuse into and out of subvolumed, a
Marquez-Lago’s and Rossinelli’s spatialleaping methods. Vvice versalgnoring this fact can introduce error and/or affect
We aim address these concerns in §et. 11l in our developmettiie efficiency of the method. Furthermore, the exclusion of
of the SPLA and outline the differences between the three sp&@ mechanism for transitioning to a exact-stochastic meiod
tial leaping algorithms in SeE_TIE. the limit of small populations introduces additional erras

An important aspect of the spatialleaping algorithms is  shown in Sed1V.
that, contrary to the exact-stochastic case (Sec.]l A Do
ing events by subvolume does not reduce the total number of

calculations required i selection. In the NSM, a charac- B. Spatial 7 selection
teristic time interval*** can be obtained for a given sub-
volume via a single evaluation of Eq (1) with (¢) replaced In SPLA, we address each of the above issues: (i) both in-

by aio(t). Thus, L total calculations are required to deter- coming and outgoing diffusion are taken into account in the
mine 7. In the spatial--leaping case, however, eaaffap T-selection process, (ii) reactions and diffusion evergsan-
requires performing-selection calculations for each reaction sidered together when selecting time steps, (iii) appebehy
(RB-ao/RB-a,) or species (SBe,) in V;. The total number modified formulations of the RB;, and SBe,, T-selection
of calculations required to determimén this context thus far procedures are used, and (iv) the method automaticallyesegu
exceedd.. to an exact-stochastic method (NRM) at low populations.
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In general, the SPLA can be seen as an accurate, straight- ] _ _ .
forward implementation of spatial leaping against which fu hIIABLEt l.l t|a| ver5|do_?_s dof ﬂLe R_B'“ ng:ecgnsffrmgss.ff
ture enhancements can be compared. The method was note et al 9], as modified in Harris and Clancyl[31]. Gn

. . : calculation is required for each reaction andgoingdiffusion event
intended to be faster than other spatialeaping methods, {in V.. Note that in Eq.I{T2)e}™™ is the smallest possible non-zero

A . ; M
though this is a worthy goal, and, as we shall see, it often I?ﬁ'“e ofay, (a"™ = ¢, for elementary reactions).

not faster. In such cases, the advantage of using SPLA shou e

be measured in terms of accuracy. Sometimes SPLA is faster Spatial RBa,,
than other methods because it produces larger time stefss. Th oap . eap
is particularly true for systems close to equilibrium wheee o= min {me 9)

. X . . . _ ve{l...M;+N;T';}
glecting incoming diffusion can cause the algorithm to dete

mine_that the leap condition Ed.](7) has been violated sooner leap . au(t) €t

than it actually has. N O A0) (10)
As in previous implementations of spatialeaping, we se- .

lect time steps by calculating leap time intervafé® for each e (t) = max {eay,(t), Biu(t)} (11)

subvoluméd/; and then setting equal to the smallest of these

[Eq. @)]. In Tabldl, we present a spatial version of the RB- am if all {agl;@} —0

a, T-selection procedure used in this article. In Tdble II, we Biu(t) = N (t)l] _ (12)

present the equations for the spatial Bprocedure. We pay jeﬁ?%}{ al;u } otherwise

special attention to the ranges over which minimizatiorss an

summations are performed in these equations. In the:RB- My +2N; T

case, one value of “*” is calculated for each of the/;+N,T; my )= Y fuw(Baw(t) (13)

reaction andoutgoingdiffusion events inV;. In the SBe, v=l

procedure, oné“lliCap calculation is required for each of the M +2N;T,

N, species inV;. In Egs. [I8), [(1I¥),[(d9) and (P0), summa- or(t) = Z i (B (t) (14)

tions are taken ovall M;+2N,I"; events associated with. v=1

This is necessary to take into account the effedhobming N,

diffusion and is critical for implementing an accurate smat fr® =3 2 daiu(t) (15)

leaping algorithm. " =T 0X,

C. Thealgorithm
(see Sec[[IIBR). Prevent classification of diffusion

events as exact-stochastic if the population of the dif-

We define a domain of constant volume and divide it ihto . i
fusing species(;;(t) > 100 (see Sed IID).

(not necessarily equal-sized) subvolumes, each of volume

using a finite difference type discretization. A connetyivi 4. For all events (newly) classified as exact-stochastic,
matrix C={Cy,...,Cr} is used to specify the neighboring generate values of** using Eqs.[{1) and/oE12).
subvolumes and the geometry of the domain. Boundary con- "
ditions are applied (e.g., periodic, reflecting) by appiately 5. (i) If min{r5"} < 7, I’ € {1...L}, v € {all exact-
definingC. The SPLA then proceeds as follows: stochastic evenjs setr = min{7%°*} and return
to step[B (this may require multiple iterations; see
1. Initialization: [31)).

(i) For each subvolume};: Set initial populations (ii) Else, if min{75*"'} > = andall events are classi-
X,(0) for all N; local species and defind/, fied as exact-stochastic, set= min{77;**'} (no
reactions in which these species participate. Cal- iterations required).
culate initial values of the propensitig€s;, (0)}, (iii) Else, retainr.
ve{l...M;+N,T;} for all reactions an@utgoing
diffusion events. Set the time varialile ¢;,;. 6. Determine the numbers of event firinffs., (1)}, I’ €

{1...L},v € {1...M;+N,I';}, based on the classifica-
tions. For the three coarsest descriptions, Hds.[(#)—(6)
are used, respectively [57]. For exact-stochastic events,
if X2t =7 thenk,(7)=1, otherwise zero.

(ii) Define global parameters(« 1), ‘~1"and “>1’
used inr selection and event classification (typical
values ard).01-0.05, 3 and 100, respectively [31]).

2. Calculate an initial (global) time step[Eq. (8)] using 7. Fire all events and update populations.
either the RBs,, T-selection procedure of Talile | or the ] .
SB-a,, procedure of Tablglll. 8. If any X;;(t+7) < 0, revertall populations to their
previous values, determine the numbers of event firings
3. Classify allM; + N,;I'; reaction and outgoing diffusion within the shorter time intervéi+r/2) as{k;,(7/2) =

events within eacl; based on the values af,, (¢)7 Bk, (1),1/2)}, ' e {1...L}, v € {1...M;+N]T,},



etrating too deep into the interior of the domain and signifi-

TABLE II: Spatial versions of the Sk, 7-selection formulas of cantly speeds the simulations with negligible loss in aacyr

Cao et al.[[19]. Ong}¢*" calculation is required for each species ) - -
in Vi. Note that in Eq.(T8). the parametgr depends on the fypes Our choice of 100 as the threshold is based on the fact that dif

of events specie$;; participates in. Se€ [19] for formulas applicable fusion is usually modeled as a first-order process and, hénce

to elementary event types. [31] for simplified versions @sth, and  the populationis 100 then one firing will resultin a 1% change
[5€] for extensions to select non-elementary events. in the propensity. 1% is a reasonable valuesfand is at the
lower end of the typical values that we use. Nevertheless, th

Spatial SBa, approach is clearlgd hocand it would be preferable to have a
FeP _ min (TP} (16) more general strategy that applies globally to all evenesyp
! je{l.Ny Y not just diffusion events. In the future, we hope to develop

) such an approach. For the sake of demonstration, however,
1% = min { fli(t) , fl_(t)} (17)  Wwe believe that this simple strategy suffices.
' s (6] 57 (1) In step[® of the SPLA, we employ the post-leap checking
procedure of Anderson [28], which is theoretically stronge

eii(t) :(I)nax {eXu()/gu, 1} 18) " than the “tr again” approach employed in (step 8 of) the-orig

(0 < g1 < 20) inal PLA [31] and inT-leaping L 19]. However, would
M;+2NT, like to emphasize that in the SPLA, we make minimal use

M (t) = Z Ziwi i (t) (19)  post-leap checking and only to handle theage occasions
v=1 in which negative populations arise. Post-leap checkirgg ha

My much broader potential as an alternativeelection approach

1+2N; Ty . .. . .

52(t) = Z 22 a0 (1) (20) that can improve the efficiency of the SPLA, either on its own

or coupled with the reaction-based or species-based proce-
dures of Tableg I arld]Il.

v=1

whereB(n,p) is a binomial random deviate with at-
tempts and a success probabilitypofpost-leap check-

in ; see Sed 1ID) and set = 7/2. Return to )
stgd“:?%] ) i In order to assess the performance of the SPLA, we im-

plemented Marquez-Lago’s and Rossinelli's spatidaping
9. Advance the time té+7 and return to stepl2 unless methods for comparison, as well as variants of the SPLA that
stopping criterion has been satisfied. incorporate select features of those methods for diagnosti
purposes. Marquez-Lago’s method differs from the SPLA in
two important ways: (i) it calculates valuesﬁfﬁp using the
D. Technical issues RB-q, 7-selection procedure

E. Marquez-Lago, Rossinelli and some SPLA variants

In sted B of the SPLA, we i_nclude a provision tha_lt c_iiffusion leap . eay(t) 62@120(15)
events should not be classified as exact-stochastic if the po Ty = 10D im0 026 [ (21)
ulations of the diffusing species are greater than 100. iBhis : n
a somewhat arbitrary restriction that deserves explamatio MM, o ) o
our initial trials, we often obtained time steps much snralle whereay(t) =>4 aw(t), and (i) incoming diffusion
than expected, significantly diminishing the efficiencyloét 1S ignored in these calculations. The latter meanstha(?)
method, sometimes to a level close to that of the NRM. wednd o, (t) are calculated as in Eq$.{13) andl(14) of Tdble |
identified the source of this problem as diffusion eventgat t but with the summations running overe {1...M;+ N;I';}
leading edge of diffusing fronts. In these regions, the nersb only. Values oleleap are calculated using Ed.1(9) of Taljle |
of diffusing molecules are small and, as such, diffusioméve andr is selected as in EJ.](8).
obtain exact-stochastic classifications. In many instante Marquez-Lago’s method also transitions to using an exact-
values offfjm generated for these events were smaller tharstochastic method iV if a;(¢t)7 < 10. This amounts to
T, requiring a reduction in the time step and a reclassificaelassifying thesubvolumeas exact-stochastic which, in turn,
tion of all events [step]5(i) above]. This often led to eventsexperiences either one event firing withinor none at all.
in subvolumes away from the leading edge being classified d$ one event fires, then event selection is performed as in
exact-stochastic that previously were not, which wouldhthe the direct method. Consequently, if all subvolumes are-clas
produce an even smaller time step, and so. This “classificasified as exact-stochastic, then the algoritbecomesthe
tion cascade” ultimately resulted in valuesrofuch smaller  NSM [40,[41]. The numbers of firings within non-exact-
than necessary. The same behavior was observed in a pregtochastic subvolumes are determined using a binomial
ous application of the PLA to a model biological systén [56,leaping variant[[21]. Importantly, the method does not use
note 80]. the continuum descriptions EqE] (5) afdl (6) that are used in

The provision in stepl3 of the SPLA was included in orderthe SPLA. Note that, instead of binomialleaping, we use
to overcome this problem. It prevents the cascade from perstandard Poissortleaping coupled with the negative popula-
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tion check of stepl8 of the SPLA. We consider this differencewhereV, is an adjacent subvolume (i.64 € C;) and the
to be inconsequential in comparing the methods. microscopic diffusivityd; is constant throughout the domain.

The primary differences between the SPLA and thePropensities for diffusion events are thus of the form
Rossinelli’'s spatial--leaping method are: (i) they apply the
SB-u,, 7-selection procedure of Tali@ Il separately to reaction ~ @i (t) = diXii(t), pe {M;+1...M+ NI} (24)
and diffusion events and, (ii) they do not provide a mecha- . e . ,
nism for segueing to a exact-stochastic method in the lifit 0M|qroscoplq C.ilfquIVItI(.i'S are obtayned from macroscopi d

: leap fusion coefficientsD; via the relation([42]

small populations. For each subvolurvig 7,"*" values are

calculated by d; = D;/h?, (25)
7% = min {7, 73}, (22)  whereh is the side length of the regular subvolumes. We
chooseh such that the size of the subvolume is less than the
with 7> andr i being time steps for reactions and diffusion diffusion length of the system, given by4Dr (whereD is
events respectively. They are obtained using modified formdiffusivity and 7 is the time step). However, the time step
of Eq. [I6) in Tablél. Basically, for eachi;, two values of  can vary significantly during the course of the simulation. |
T,**" are calculated, one considering only reactions and thés affected by the rate of diffusion, which in turn is affe:tey
other only diffusion events (outgoing and incoming). Thesethe subvolume size (Ref. Ed._{25)). Hence this formula can
are obtained via Eq[(17) of Tadlg Il with,;(t) and 7 (t) only be used approximately. This circular dependency can be
calculated using Eqd._(119) arld[20), respectively, but tith partially addressed by running a sample simulation, taltieg
summations running only overe {1...M;} for 7/** andv € most-frequent time step and then using that to calculate the
{M+1. . .M+2N;T; } for 7. Thus, in our implementation subvolume size such that the well-mixed assumption is main-
of Rossinelli's method, we replace step 2 of the SPLA withtained. All SPLA simulations are performed with= 0.01,
this 7-selection procedure. We also eliminate sfgig 3-5 of thex1'=3 and >>1'=100.
SPLA and use only Eql14) in st€p 6 (i.e., no exact-stochastic
Langevin or deterministic classifications). -
Finally, we also implement three variants of the SPLA: (i) a A.  Purediffusion
“one-way diffusion” variant that sums only ovee {1. . .M+
NI, ) in Egs. [I3) and(14) of Tablé | and Eqgs.¥(19) and (20) The first system we considered was pure diffusion of a
of Tablelll duringr selection [step]2 of the SPLA], (i) a “no function in one dimension. Apart from being the simplest ex-
ES reactions” variant that prevents reaction events from beample of a diffusing front, this system is ideal for study be-
ing classified as exact-stochastic in stép 3 of the SPLA, andause analytical solutions are well known and the stoahasti
(i) @ “no ES events” variant that prevents all events (reac mean corresponds to the deterministic solution.
tion and diffusion) from being classified as exact-stodnast ~ We define a one-dimensional domain of width 0.4 m (in
The first variant allows us to quantify the effects of igngrin say, they-direction) and cross-sectional ardaand divide it
incoming diffusion inT selection. The last variant gives us into L = 40 equally-sized subvolumes, each of width 0.01 m
insight into the importance or tradeoff of transitioningao  (w;=0.01A m*). We populate one subvolume at the center of
exact-stochastic method in the limit of small populatiofise ~ the domain [see Fidl] 1] with betwee¥i(0) = 1 and5 x 107
second variant is used to exemplify the need for a more gerparticles of specie$§ and then varyA in order to maintain a
eral strategy to address the classification cascade pratitem constant concentration 6f04 M over the whole domain. We
cussed in Se€_TI[D. These variants provided us with insighepply Neumann (no flux) boundary conditions at each end of
into the operation of the SPLA and allowed us to make conthe domain, and define a constaydrectional) diffusion co-
nections to Marquez-Lago's and Rossinelli's methods. efficientD = 1073 cm?/s. The system can then be represented
by the set of transformations

d
IV. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES S ﬁ Sy, le{l...L -1}, (26)

In order to demonstrate the utility of the SPLA, we apply Whered is obtained from Eq.[(25). The partial differential
the method to three classical spatial systems: pure diffusi €quation that describes this system in the deterministid li
in one dimension (Se€_1VIA), the one-component reactioniS
diffusion system described by Fisher's equation [58, 59] in DX (1) X (y.1)
one dimension (SeE.1VIB), and the two-component reaction- 9.0 _p g’ .
diffusion system described by the Gray-Scott equation} [60 ot %
in two dimensions (Se€. IVIC). In all cases, we consider thg, Fig 1, we compare particle distributionstat 2 s for an
domain partitioned intd. equally-sized subvolumes. Diffu- jsiial 5 spike of 1000 particles obtained from a representa-
sion is modeled as a first-order elementary process tive SPLA simulation of[(26) and from Eq_{27). The results

J coincide well, although the effects of stochasticity aesacly
St = Svi, (23)  visible.

(27)
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is set such that the total concentration over the domainOis M.
The SPLA simulation was performed using the &B--selection
procedure of Tablglll (SPLA-SB).

Avg. CPU time (s)

In Fig.[2, we present a computational cost analysis compar-
ing the SPLA to the NSM. In Fi.]12(a), we see that the SPLA,

0 1 2

using both the reaction-based (SPLA-RB) and species-based L L A AR (ONS A

Total no. of particles

(SPLA-SB)T-selection procedures of Tablés | and I, requires

almost exactly the same numbe_r of simulation steps as thElG. 2: (a) Average numbers of simulation steps and (b) aeera

NS.M up to ab_out 1000 total particles. Beyond_that, We S€&pU times vs. total particle number for pure diffusion @ffainction

a significant dlffergncg b.etween.the methods, Wlth.the dost oy ;=925 using the SPLA-RB, SPLA-SB and NSM. In each case,

the SPLAdecreasingvith increasing number of particles and the particle number was changed by varying the cross-settivea

that of the NSM continuing to increase linearly. The reason4, while maintaining a constant concentrationtof4 M over the

why the two SPLA methods coincidgactlyis because we domain. All results are averaged over 500 simulation runfopaed

model diffusion as a first-order elementary process [EQ](23 on an Intel Core 2 Duo, 2.13 GHz machine with 2 GB of RAM.

Thus, the constraint o\a;,, (t)| used in reaction-basedse-

lection is identical to that ofA X, (¢)| used in species-based

T selection. both methods over the entirety of the domain. We make sense
In Fig.[3(b), we compare the CPU times for each of theof this by referring to the works of Cao et al. [61] and Rathi-

three methods. Here, we see that up to about 1000 total panam et al.[[62], both of which show that in expligitleaping

ticles the NSM is actually the least expensive of the methodsnethods (like SPLA), for sufficiently smatl, the histograms

The SPLA-SB is close behind, however, being slightly less efgenerated using a-leaping method should be virtually in-

ficient because of the computational overhead associated widistinguishable from those obtained using an exact-sgiitha

7 selection. Beyond 1000 total particles, we see that the SPLAnethod. Our results in Fifll 3 thus simply indicate that we are

decreases in computational cost while the cost of the NSMising a small enough error control parameter=(0.01) in

continues to increase linearly. Interestingly, SPLA-RBIig 7 selection and thus avoiding any noticeable errors.

nificantly less efficient than the SPLA-SB, despite the faat t

both methods take the exact same number of steps on average.

This is due to two factors: (i) the total numberdf® calcula-

tions required in reaction-baseeselection (/,+ N,I'; = 78)

as compared to species-baséd & 40), and (ii) the extra

expense associated with calculating rate derivatives irfRB  Fisher’s equation (also known as the Fisher-Kolmogorov-

selection [Eqn[I5]. SincéV; will often be much less than Petrovskii-Piscounov equation) [58] 59] is a determinigér-

M;+ N;T';, we see that there is a distinct advantage to usingial differential equation that has been used to descrilke th

SB r-selection in spatial leaping simulations. propagation of an advantageous gene in a population [58] and
In Fig.[d, we compare the accuracy of the SPLA-SB tothe spatio-temporal evolution of a species under the coeabin

the NSM for an initiald spike of10* particles. We omit the effects of diffusion and logistical growth [59]. In one dime

SPLA-RB since the results are identical to the SPLA-SB. Wesion, the equation is of the form

see that, although the SPLA requires about an order of magni-

tude fewer steps [Fif] 2(a)], there is essentially no diffee Ju 0%u

between the means and standard deviations obtained from ot Ku(e—u) + Da—yz’

B. Fisher'sequation

(28)
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FIG. 3: Means and standard deviations of the particle nurober

FIG. 4: Solution of the one-dimensional Fisher’'s equati@®)( The
the entire domain at = 2 s for pure diffusion of al0* particle § quatizs)(

f . ing th dth both i initial condition is shown by the dashed lines. The deteistintra-
unction using the SPLA-SB and the NSM. In both cases, result o 1ory (blue) is shown at— 3.73 s, the time at which the solution

frqm Sgo smu(ljangrérun; Thebdotteg lines constitute arefape of  o5cheg half its saturation valuerat 0.2 m. A stochastic trajectory
twice the standard deviation about the SPLA-SB mean. (red) is shown at=5.0's

whereu is a species concentratioR;, is a second-order reac-

tion rate constan s the "carrying capacity” or "saturation the Rossinelli method and SPLA-(no ES events) take an or-

value” of the system and is a diffusion coefficient. . N
We again consider a one-dimensional domain of Widthder of magnitude fewer steps. This indicates that these-meth

0.4 m and cross-sectional arelaand divide it intoL, — 40 ods are firing multiple events even when the populations are

o o 3\ small. Above abouk;r =100, however, we see a divergence
equally-sized subvolumes,( = 0.014 m”) with Neumann from the linear trend for all of the leaping methods. The cost

(no ﬂl.JX) boundary conditions_appli_ed at each end. On thisof the Marquez-Lago and Rossinelli methods are independent
domain, we consider the reaction-diffusion system of system size above this point, while that for the full SPLA
& drops initially, but then continues to increase linearlydred
S+ Sz = 28, Le{l...L}, aboutX; = 500. However, when we selectively disable the
d exact-stochastic classification frmactions onlyin the SPLA
Sin Y SICENE te{l...L-1} (29) e see that the cost decreases significantly, approachieg th
d of Marquez-Lago and Rossinelli. This indicates that, fas th
Sta o S(+1)2, le{l..L -1} system, reaction events are causing a classification cascad
at large populations just as diffusion events did in ouiahit
BecauseS; and S, have equal diffusivities throughout the studies. This exemplifies the need to develop a more general-
domain, in the deterministic limit the total population kit ized approach for handling the classification cascade gnobl
each subvolum& ;- = X, (t)+X;2(¢) is constant. The spatio- (see Sed_IlID). In Figll5(b), we see similar trends for the
temporal evolution ofS; can thus be described by Fisher's CPU times, although Marquez-Lago’s method and the SPLA
equation [(2B) withd = D/h?, u = X1(y,t)/Q, K = kS, are somewhat more costly than the NSM at small populations
c=X;1/Q, whereQ)= N, w; andN 4 is Avogadro’s number.  because of the added overhead associatedmsggiection.
Initially, we take the first compartment to be saturated The results in Fid.]5 would seem to indicate that the SPLA
with S; [i.e, X11(0) = ¢Q; see Fig[¥] and all other com- is always slower than both the Marquez-Lago and Rossinelli
partments to be saturated wify. The saturation value  methods. However, this is not entirely true. In Eib. 6, wevgho
is taken bel0~* M and we choosé) = 10~* m?/s and the time steps taken during representative simulationwiths
K=7x10* M~ s!. To investigate the effects of stochasti- X;, =10 for the various methods. We see that during the first
city, we holdc constant and vary the particle numb€y by  ~ 7 s, when the wave is propagating across the domain, the
varying the cross-sectional arda In Fig.[4, we show a snap- time steps for the SPLA are small. Rossinelli's method takes
shot of the traveling wave of; obtained by solving Fisher's slightly larger time steps during this period while Marquez
equation[(ZB) and the corresponding reaction-diffusi@tesy  Lago’s time steps are significantly larger. The scatter of pa
29). ticularly small time steps for the full SPLA exemplifies the
In Fig.[3, we show a computational cost analysis comparinglassification cascade effect evidentin Eig. 5. We also see h
different variants of the SPLA-SB to the NSM and Marquez-forbidding the exact-stochastic classification for reatsipre-
Lago’s and Rossinelli’'s spatiatleaping methods. [We do not vents this from occurring. At 7 s, however, the situation
consider the SPLA-RB since it is significantly less efficientchanges dramatically. The system approaches equilibnign a
than the SPLA-SB]. Simulations are run unt# 25 s, and the  the time steps for all leaping methods increase signifigantl
results are averaged over 500 runs. In Elg. 5(a), we see thatjth Rossinelli's method experiencing the largest jumpg; fo
at low populations, the numbers of simulation steps for alllowed by the SPLA and then Marquez-Lago. Also note how

methods scale linearly with the number of particles, altffou
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the classification cascade problem ceases in the SPLA.
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FIG. 7: Percent deviations between mean wave velocitiezsirudd
from various leaping methods and the NSM for varying system
sizes (V) ., — (Vnsm / (V)nsa X 100%). (Inset) Convergence of
(V) xsu 1O the analytical solutio = 2v/ DK [63] with increasing
system size. All results are based on 500 leaping and NSM-simu
lation runs. Note that the apparent discrepancies betweeNEM
and the SPLA and Marquez-Lago methods at small particle rusnb
are simply due to random sampling error [also see[Hig. 8(c)].

domain. At equilibrium, incoming diffusion replenishesth
numbers of particles in subvolumes. Ignoring this causes th
algorithm to underestimate the time at which the leap condi-
tion Eq. [7) will be violated. This explains why the time siep
for Marquez-Lago’s method are smaller during this phase tha
other leaping methods and, if we were to run the simulations
longer than25 s, SPLA would become more efficient. The
remaining disparity between Marquez-Lago and the one-way
SPLA is due to differences im-selection procedure. The
larger time steps for Rossinelli during this phase are due to
their separate consideration of reaction and diffusiomts/e

We find that the different time steps obtained by various
methods give rise to different traveling wave velocitiés
which we can use to compare the accuracies of the various
methods. We measure the velocity as the time takertfor
to reach half its saturation value @t= 0.2 m. For the Heav-
iside initial condition, the analytical expression for tivave
velocity isV = 2v/DKe¢ [63]. However, stochastic effects
give rise to a distribution of wave velocities for the samie in
tial condition. Recent authors have shown that, depending o
the values oft and K, the mean of the velocity distribution
can differ from the analytical velocity [64-66], partictliaat
low populations. Thus, instead of the analytical solutioe,
use the mean velocity)’) ), obtained fron00 NSM sim-
ulations as the standard for comparison. In Elg. 7, we show
percent deviations between the mean wave velocities autain
from the various leaping methods afd) 4y, as a function
of Xir. In the inset, we show the convergenceBf ), to
the analytical solution with increasing number of particle

We make sense of these results by considering the one-way Fig. [ shows that, for small populations, Rossinelli's

diffusion variant of the SPLA (Se€IlE), where incoming
diffusion is ignored inr selection. We see in Fif] 6 that this
results in significantly smaller time steps g 7 s. The time

method has large errors in its wave velocity. The error de-
creases with increasing population and becomes negligtble
the largest system sizes considered. Marquez-Lago’s mgetho

period after~ 7 s corresponds to the equilibrium state of the on the other hand, shows the opposite trend: the error i$-neg|

system, i.e., it takes- 7 s for the wave to travel across the

gible at small populations and increases with increasing po
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ulation. We can explain these observations by referringcbac C. Gray-Scott equations

to Figs[® and16. The error in Rossinelli at small populations

is mainly due to the fact that the method lacks a mechanism girst studied by Pearson |60], the Gray-Scott equations
for transitioning to a SSA method. Thus, the increase in effi-

ciency seen in Fid.l5 comes at the cost of accuracy. The error

u 2 2
in Marquez-Lago’s method is due to the combined effect of ot W + F(1—u) + DuV7u,
the r-selection procedure and neglecting incoming diffusion.
At s_maII populations, the method transitions to NSM, thus re @ = w® — (F + k)v + D, V2, (30)
ducing error. At large populations, however, the methodsak ot

larger time steps than the other leaping methods during th
wave-propagation phase (Fig. 6), resulting in the increéase . e : .
ror seen in Fid.]7. Furthermore, in the equilibrium phast(af react![obn-d|ffu5|otr; systen;. The eqtrj_]anor_lstaref of p?rtr?:nal?
~7s), the method takes smaller steps than SPLA and the err&?rgs egausz e)t/hpro lljce z};\a?c d\/lga”ﬁ y ot spa '01% - por
then changes from one of accuracy to one of efficiency. SPL§a erns based on the valuesiolandr. Here, we sel =

addresses each of these issues and shows negligible egror o 035, k:O_.OGO, D= 2_X10 O me/s andD_v - 10. > me/s.

the entire population range. SPLA-(one way) tries to captur We CO”S'deT a two-dimensional domain O.f width 0._5_m and
just the effect of neglecting incoming diffusion. However, !e_ngth 0.5 m (in say, th? y-z plane) and he|gh1and3d|V|de
we do not observe any significant error because the meth ]Q/mto a r_egulari_50><_50 grid (L = 2500; wi =0.25H m-, 1= .
transitions to an exact-stochastic method at small poipulst Awr) W_'th periodic boundary cond|t|pns. _On .th's domain,
and, calculates leap time steps that are fairly near therageu W€ CONsider the two-component reaction-diffusion system

SPLA time steps at higher populations.

gescribe the spatio-temporal behavior of a two-component

Si1 + 252 k—]> 3Sp, le {1. . .L},

k
Sp ==, le{l...L},
k_2
ks
While the means of velocities are instructive in providing Siz = 0, le{l...L}, (31)
general insight into the accuracies of the methods, they do dy ,
not give complete information about the particle distribng Sin a, S, Le{l...L}, I'eC

over the entire domain. Thus, for a more accurate analysis, &

we use the Kolmogorov-Smirnov te$t [67], a statistical test Sio == Sy2, le{l...L}, I'eC,.

used to compare two given distributions. If the particle Aum d

ber distribution forS; within a given subvolum#; at timet is If we set the parameteis — 1/02 s !, ky = F s\, by —

P(Xy(?)) for a leaping method an#(X;, (¢)) forthe NSM, 1) s~1 and gy = F+k 5!, then in the deterministic limit
then the Kolmogorov distance between the two distributisns ¢ spatio-temporal evolutions 6f and S, are described by
defined asC( X (¢)) =max [F(Xu (1)) — F (X (t))[, where  the Gray-Scott equations (30) with= X (y, z, )/, v =
F(z) = [* _ P(x)dx is the cumulative distribution function Xo(y, 2,1)/Q, dy =D, /h? anddy =D, /h2.
of P(x). The reference distributiof(X;,(t)) is also asso- In the deterministic case, a unique pattern is obtained from
ciated with a “self distanceS(X;; (t)) [67], which is a mea-  Eqs.[3D) for a given set of paramet¢is k, D,,, D, } and ini-
sure of the uncertainty associated with building the distri  tial conditions|[60]. However, the pattern formation bebav
tion from a finite set of realizations. Only K(X,;(¢)) >  can change significantly in the presence of ndise [68], to the
S(X;1(t)) can we say that the two distributions are statisti-extent that large amounts of internal noise can prevergiatt
cally distinct. formation altogethef [69]. We investigate the effects dfro
in the Gray-Scott system by performing stochastic simaoiesi
using the SPLA-SB, Marquez-Lago and Rossinelli methods,
but we consciously choose conditions that minimize stochas
tic effects so that direct comparisons can be made to the de-
In Fig.[d, we plot the differencek(X;1(5)) —S(X:(5))  terministic solution.
over the entire domaih € {1...L} obtained using the full Initially, we set the concentration 6f, and.S; in each sub-
SPLA and the methods of Marquez-Lago and Rossinelli fovolume tol M and0.1 M respectively and choosd such
various values ofX;7. A positive value of this difference thatl M corresponds to to 5000 particles. We then apply a
indicates regions where the solution obtained from the-variperturbation that triggers pattern formation in the reacdif-
ous leaping methods differs, in a statistically significearise, fusion system. In Fid.]9, we show snapshots of the patterns
from the NSM. These plots reinforce the observations madebtained from the different simulations methods and froen th
above: (i) errors arise in Marquez-Lago at large population solution of Eqs.[(30) at=1500 s.
(ii) errors arise in Rossinelli at small populations, anid (i By comparing Figs[19(a)-(c) to Fi§] 9(d), the effects of
the full SPLA is accurate over the entire domain for all sys-noise are visually evident. Rather than the smooth pattern p
tem sizes considered. Moreover, we see that the errors iduced in the deterministic case, those obtained from the lea
Figs.[8(a)—(c) arise mainly at the propagating wavefront. ing methods have clear fluctuations. The effects are small,
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FIG. 8: Kolmogorov distances at=5 s obtained using: (a) Marquez-Lago, (b) Rossinelli, and&5@)LA. The x-axis corresponds to position
within the domain and the y-axis to system size (iX,r). All results are based on 500 leaping and NSM simulatios.rurhe NSM self
distance is subtracted from the Kolmogorov distances agdtive values are clipped to zero. The black line is the memsitipn of the
wavefront for different system sizes. We can infer from thist the simulation error arises mainly at the propagatiagefront.

__ other methods. However, the patterns presentin regioméll a
\ similar in all the simulation methods. From this we argue tha
C.j the SPLA pattern in Fid.]9(c) is most similar to the determin-
D istic solution in Fig[®(d) and that the Marquez-Lago patter
/‘L’ in Fig.[8(a) is most dissimilar. Since we consciously aimed
— to minimize the effects of stochasticity in the pattern farm
tion, these results imply that the most faithful descriptad

\Cé’ the system dynamics is given by the SPLA.
\ (a) - P (b)) In order to ascertain why this is, we compare the time

steps taken by the SPLA to those for the Marquez-Lago and

\/’_‘v/
— 11 Rossinelli methods. The main result (plot not shown) is that
’ the full SPLA generally takes smaller time steps than theroth
O methods, explaining why it gives more accurate results.
“ It is important to note that our analysis of the Gray-Scott
system is limited due to the large number of total events in
1 the system. With 2500 subvolumes, each with four nearest
G: neighbors, there are a total td* reactions and x 10* diffu-
sion events that must be taken into account. As such, a single
) B d ) SPLA simulation of 1500 s took 43 h to complete. Marquez-
o Lago and Rossinelli simulations took a comparable amount of
Zt'? ?5 (i)”:ggt‘;’ifegfutgif(gyMiigﬁers?_‘g'gc’on‘?t:;f‘ésg‘;giﬁé’ﬁ%)) olime (036 h and 0.92 h respectively). This is an important re-
= ’ AR ' sult because it exemplifies a serious shortcoming of thésdpat
full SPLA-SB, and (d) Eqs[(30). The concentrationsaf (plotted T-leaping approach iFr)l general. Although Ieapingis benéﬁcia

above) ranges from 0 (blue) to 1 (redl). The features present in . . . - : 4
regions |, Il and Ill are compared for different simulatioretinods. in allowing multiple event firings at each simulation stefe t

All simulations are performed with the parametéts= 0.035, k — high cost (_)fr selection severely limits the applicapility of the _
0.060, D, =2x10~° m?/s andD, =10~° m?/s. approach in the face of large event numbers, as is common in

spatially-discretized systems. Thus, in order to make fhe a
proach practicable, improving the efficiency of the methed i
however, and all of the patterns are superficially similar, a pf paramountimportance. We discuss this issue in moreldetai
though close inspection reveals perceptible differenatle. N SeclY.
highlight three regions (I, Il and IIl) in the determinisgolu-
tion of Fig.[9 to make visual comparison of the patterns easie
The pitchfork-type pattern in region Il is present in SPLAlan V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION
to some extent in Rossinelli's method. That feature is lyarel
recognizable Marquez-Lago’s method. Similarly in regiopn | We have presented the spatial partitioned-leaping algo-
SPLA's pattern is the closer to the deterministic solutiwert  rithm as an accurate formulation of the leaping approach
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for reaction-diffusion systems on discretized grids. Owir p allelize the algorithm, parsing out the computational effo
mary contributions have been to correctly enumerate all ohcross multiple machines. Many aspects of the SPLA are in-
the events that must be considered during the time-step catleed parallel in nature, suchaselection, event classification
culation process and to recast the reaction-based andcespeciand event update. From an algorithmic perspective, Ander-
basedr-selection formulad [19, 81] within a spatial context son’s post-leap checking procedurel[28] may provide some
(Tables andll). The main differences between these forreliefin that it obviates the need to perform the expensiee p
mulas and those used in prior implementations of spatial leap calculations. Pettigrew and Resai [25] have proposed a
leaping [48, 49] are that reaction and diffusion events arepproximate post-leap checking procedure that might prove
considered together and the effects of incoming diffusi@n a useful as well.

properly taken into account. Both aspects are crucial for an Another possibility is to fundamentally reduce the number
accurate spatial leaping implementation and we have showiyf  selection calculations by performing them groupsof
through numerical examples, how improper consideration caevents rather than on individual events or species. The chal
lead to the introduction of error or a reduction in efficiency |enge, however, is that in contrast to the exact-stocheatie
depending on the specifics of the system being studied. Wgsec[TA2), it is not permissible within the context of apea
have also shown the implications, in terms of accuracy, of nOing a|gorithm to group arbitrary sets of events and then per-
providing a mechanism for transitioning to a exact-stotibas form r selection on the group. This is because the leap con-
method in the limit of small populations. dition Eq. [7) applies at the level of individual events, not

Furthermore, we have shown that the species-based groups. Basically, there is no guarantee that a given change
selection procedure, besides being inherently less cpstly the summed propensity of the group will translate into equiv
calculation than the reaction-based procedure (becaube of alent changes in the propensities of the events that coenpris
lack of rate derivatives [19]), will generally require favier  the group. However, it may be possible to identify special
total calculations for spatial systems than the reactiaseld  types of groups in which this is, in fact, the case. This type
approach. This is because the total number of events in af grouping, based on event type rather than on location, is
discretized system will often far exceed the total number ofundamentally different from that used in typical spatiahs
species. Species-basedelection will thus be the preferred ulation methods. It also differs from the type of groupingdis
choice in most situations. Exceptions include cases wiaéee r in the multinomialr-leaping method of Pettigrew and Resat
constants are time dependent, e.g., if environmental gigant  [25], a well-known binomiatr-leaping variant. We are ac-
such as temperature and volume vary in time (species-baséitely pursuing this avenue of research.
T-selection assumes time-invariant rate constants). lh suc Compounding the problem of exact-stochastic event classi-
situations, modified forms of the reaction-basedelection  fications is that SPLA transitions to NRM, which is an ineffi-
formulas will be required. cient exact-stochastic method for spatial simulationsally,

Inclusion of the exact-stochastic classification in theoalg the method would segue to an efficient spatial SSA formu-
rithm brings along problems of classification cascade,éedu lation such as the NSM. However, the NSM, which is based
by events at the edge of diffusing fronts, which eventualy r on grouping events by subvolume, does not fit naturally into
sults in an unnecessarily small time step and, hence, a sighe framework of the SPLA for the reasons cited above, i.e.,
nificant reduction in efficiency. This phenomenon has been selection cannot be applied at the level of groups. Marquez-
observed previously for a well-mixed biochemical system in Lago incorporate the NSM into their spatialeaping method
volving binding of transcription factors to individual ges by classifying subvolumes as exact-stochastigift) < 10
[5€] and is a shortcoming of the PLA in general. Here, we(Sec[II[E), emulating the approach taken by Gillespie; Pet
have attenuated this problem to an extent by restricting theold and co-worker{%i 19]. We could employ a similar
classification of diffusion events as exact-stochasticwthe  approach in the SPLA. However, it is our hope that a more
population of the diffusing species exceeds a pre-specifiedatural method of transition will arise from our attempts to
threshold (i.e., 100). This approachad hog however, and incorporate grouping generally into the leaping methogglo
we have demonstrated the need to develop a more general ap-Qur development of the SPLA is significant in that it rep-
proach that can handle all cases. Work is currently underwayesents a “gold standard” in terms of accuracy against which
in this direction. future enhancements and extensions to the spafiedping

A shortcoming of the SPLA, and other spatial leaping meth-approach can be compared. As a straightforward implemen-
ods in general, is the strong dependence of the computationtation of spatial leaping, the method is not maximally opti-
cost on the total number of events in the system. This is a wellmized in terms of efficiency nor is it meant to be. However,
known problem for stochastic simulation algorithing [70#lan it does achieve the maximum possible gains in efficiency for
is exemplified by the large amount of time taken to analyzea method that accurately employs pre-leagelection at the
the moderately complex Gray-Scott system (involvingl 0 level of individual events by considering only those evéinas
unique events involving 5000 unique species). These methodire of consequence to the calculation. These include local
remain constrained by the fact that aneelection calculation reactions and outgoing and incoming diffusion events to and
must ultimately be performed for each event (reaction-thase from neighboring subvolumes. We hope that future innova-
or species (species-based) present in the system. In ardertions addressing the challenges highlighted here will help
make the approach practicable, a solution to this problem ifurther improve the leaping methodology and make stoahasti
clearly required. A computational approach can be to parsimulations of complex systems practicable.
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