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Abstract

The time-ordered product framework of quantum field theory can also be used to understand salient
phenomena in stochastic biochemical networks. It is used here to derive Gillespie’s Stochastic
Simulation Algorithm (SSA) for chemical reaction networks; consequently, the SSA can be inter-
preted in terms of Feynman diagrams. It is also used here to derive other, more general simulation and
parameter-learning algorithms including simulation algorithms for networks of stochastic reaction-like
processes operating on parameterized objects, and also hybrid stochastic reaction/differential equation
models in which systems of ordinary differential equations evolve the parameters of objects that can
also undergo stochastic reactions. Thus, the time-ordered product expansion (TOPE) can be used
systematically to derive simulation and parameter-fitting algorithms for stochastic systems.

1 Introduction

The master equation for a continuous-time stochastic dynamical system may be expressed as
dp/dt = W-p where W is the time-evolution operator, often an infinite-dimensional matrix. Particular
choices for W lead to the special case of the “chemical master equation” for stochastic chemical kinetics,
often useful in bioligical applications; we will see this and other applications below. The general master
equation has the formal solution p(t) = exp(t W)- p(0). If W can be decomposed as a sum W, + W, , then
there is a perturbation theory for exp(r W) in terms of exp(t Wy) and its perturbations by W;. The time-
ordered product expansion (which we refer to by the acronym TOPE) gives a formula for the solution of a
master equation [1-3] which can be expressed as follows [4]:

exp (t W) - po = exp (1 (Wo + W1)) - po

o 1 e 153 1
= Z {f dtkf dtr_ f dtyexp((t — 1) Wo)- Wi -exp((tx — tr—1) Wo) -+ - Wi -exp(ti Wo) - po 1
= Lo 0 0

This expression can be derived (as in [4]) by expanding in powers of W, , each expanded to all orders in
W, , and using the normalization formula for the Dirichlet distribution to subdivide the time interval [0, ¢])
into k subintervals.

Since W, and W, do not generally commute, this expression involves alternation from right to left
of Wy and W, related operations. Using the “time-ordered exponential” of operators [5], this result can be
compactly reexpressed as:

exp(t (Wy + Wy)) =exp(t Wy) (exp(f W, (T)d‘r]] )
0

+
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where
Wi () = exp(—7 Wy) W, exp(t Wy) . 3)

Here (exp( j(;tG(T) d T)) is obtained term by term from the Taylor series for the operator exponential, by
+

reordering all monomials containing terms evaluated at different times so that they are indexed by ordered
sequences of times (7, ..., 7y) that increase right to left (details reviewed in Section 3.5.1 below). In field
theory it is standard to prefer Equation 2 over Equation 1 for theoretical calculations, but for algorithmic
concreteness this paper will favor the more explicit expression Equation 1 where possible. Indeed, each
summand of Equation 1 already looks like a Markov chain in which the matrix or operator product operation
“”_ which sum over states, is supplemented by integration over an extra time variable. This observation will
be made precise in Section 3. In general there is a risk that the infinite sum over terms could diverge. How-
ever, the master equation must conserve total probability and this constrains W to have zero column-sums and
also constrains the spectrum of W to have nonpositive real parts. In this setting some decompositions
W =W, + W, converge well enough, as we will see by example below.

One particular specialization of TOPE lets us derive Gillespie’s Stochastic Simulation Algorithm
(SSA): take Wy = —D = the diagonal part of W, and W, = W= the off-diagonal part of W. Then for chemical
reaction networks TOPE generates Feynman-like diagrams. An example is illustrated below for the simple
reaction network with just two reactions, the forwards and backwards parts of the generic trivalent reaction

A+ B = C,to which others can be reduced.

’ O
B

Figure 1. A time history of the reaction A + B = C. Time flows left to right. Open circles represent reaction
events, with probability factor X W;. In between reaction events are unimolecular particle propagators
exp((t — t—1) W), labelled by arrows and particle names (repeated for clarity). This is a non-spatial version
of the Lee model in quantum field theory (cf. for example [6]).

The TOPE (Equation 1 or Equation 2) can be applied recursively, since it reduces one operator
exponential exp(t W) to another one exp(t Wy ). This fact will be exploited in Section 3 below. But eventually
one must get to an operator exponential that is tractable by other means. One way to do this isto let Wy =D =
the diagonal part of W, as in the SSA algorithm derivation below.
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2  Methods

2.1 Creation/annihilation operator notation

We will use operator notation for molecule (or other reactant) creation and annihilation state
changes [1-4]. Here we just review the notation as used in [4]. The elementary operators a and a act
(respectively) to destroy and create identical particles of a given type. In the particle-number basis their
elements have the entirely off-diagonal expressions

aij :jéij—l and &U = 6ij+1 for all l,]ln {0, 1, 2, } (4)

Here 0;; is the Kronecker delta function. The creation and annihilation operators satisfy the Heisenberg
algebra [a, a] =1 but are different from those of quantum mechanics because they are not conjugates or
transposes of one another. (This is the reason we do not denote the creation operator a' , as it is in quantum
mechanics, or a* .) Instead of being conjugate to &, the annihilator a encodes the chemical law of mass action
since its nonzero entries are equal to the number of particles available to react or decay. The diagonal

“number operator” is N = da.

The creation and annihilation operators may be represented in terms of their action on probability
generating functions g(z) = Yoo, pu 2", Where p,, is the probability that there exist n particles of a given type.
In this case:

a=0,-- and a=zx-- &)

In the presence of different types of particles (eg. molecules or other objects) the
creation/annihilation operator notation is generalized, eg to a, and ag for molecule types A, , in which all
operators for unequal types commute:

lae, gl =aq g —Gp a, =10ap

Operating on an empty “vacuum” state |0) with no objects, the monomials in the creation operators ag
span a Fock space. Molecule or object types indexed by @ may even be taken to include arbitrary discrete-
valued molecular attributes (or attributes of other objects) such as phosphorylation state or integer-valued
parameters. Continuous-valued parameters such as position (in quantum field theory it would more naturally
be the conserved momentum, unlike the typical viscous-medium dynamics in biology) may be encoded into a
real-valued vector argument xwhich requires a Dirac delta function instead of a Kronecker delta function, so
for example:

[aq(x), ap(y)] =160 p 6(x = y) (6)

A non-molecular example of such parameterized objects would be: cells of a given real-valued volume or
lengthscale as in Section 3.5.5 below.

However for some attributes such as real-valued object positions one may wish to limit the state
space to between zero or ny.x,, molecules (or other objects) at each unique real value. The resulting commuta-
tor is still diagonal as described in [4]. The particular case ny,. o =1 1S not a stochastic version of fermions
because particles with different types or values of the attributes still commute rather than anticommuting.

The basic rule for translating chemical reactions into creation/annihilation operator notiation is:
first, annihilate all objects on the incoming or left hand side of a reaction; then create all the objects on the
outgoing or right hand side of a reaction. Thus, the off-diagonal part of the operator for a reaction

{An(p) (P) | I=< P < Pmax }* _>{Aﬁ(q) (Q) | I< q < Gmax }* with reaction rate Pr
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that converts an incoming multiset {---}, of numerically parameterized rectants {Au)(p)|p € lhs(r)},
(reactants can appear multiple times in a multiset) into an outgoing multiset {Agy)(9) | g € rhs(r)}* ,is:

0, = pr{ 1_[ ap(q) (yq)} l l_[ Aa(p) (xq)} : (N

gerhs(r) pelhs(r)

There is one such operator for every possible set of values for the numerical parameters. Since time-
evolution operators for different processes just add, a generic operator for all parameter values must sum
and/or integrate the operator of Equation 7 over all the parameters, in the Cartesian product of measure spaces
in which they take values. Equation 7 adds probability to the new state of the system, but does not take it
away from the old state of the system before a reaction. That job requires a negative diagonal matrix as shown
in Equation 9 below. In the case of Equation 7, the corresponding diagonal operator is
D, =p, [Haelhs(r) Nop) (xp)J . Examples are provided in [4] and below.

2.2 Solvable example: An exact solution for SSA behavior

For a few very simple examples, we can not only solve analytically for the behavior of the biochemi-
cal system, but we can even add in the behavior of the SSA simulation algorithm and solve for that exactly as
well. For example consider the minimal bidirectional reaction A<— @. This case is analytically solvable,
including the complete statistics of its SSA algorithm simulation. It has forward synthesis and backwards
decay reactions. The operator expression is therefore:

W=k(aa—-1I)+ks(@a—N) (8)
Here @ =1 is the generating function variable for the total number of reactions, corresponding to off-

diagonal matrix elements of W . Power series in & will decompose total probability according to this number.

Translating the master equation for Equation 8 into a PDE in the two variables ¢ and z using
representation Equation 5, and solving analytically, this model has the exact solution

st 100 =+ - o]~ 0~k 1+ =) - 1)
d
m k
— _ —kq t - —D(1=ehat
(@+@z-a)e )exp[kd(za )(1-e ))]

xexp[]]:—S (az - 1) (kd t+ekil — 1))]
d

= Binomial initial condition with decay = Poisson on forward reactions
x Poisson on forward / backward reaction pairs.

As usual z is the generating function variable whose exponent is the total number ny of A molecules or
particles, m is the initial number of molecules, and ¢ is continuous time. The * operation is a convolution of
probability distributions. A product of generating functions with the same variable is a convolution of distribu-
tions [7]. Note the interpretation in terms of Binomials and Poissons with time-varying parameters. The third
factor represents a linearly increasing number of canceling forward/backward reaction pairs as a function of
time - a kind of random walk.

The full derivation below will generalize this solvable example, again separating the diagonal from
the off-diagonal terms in W.
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2.3 Notation for SSA rederivation from TOPE

One specialization of TOPE lets us derive SSA for biochemical reaction networks, as follows. First
decompose W into nonegative off-diagonal and nonpositive diagonal parts, as must be possible by the conser-
vation and nonnegativity of probability. For example conservation of probability implies
YVp0=dd-p)/dt=1-W)-p=1-W=0. Then

W =W -D, where D= diag(l . W), ie.
. . ©))
Wiy =0 =6;;)Wy; and Dy; =6y, ZK Wk,

where I and J index the possible states of the system. To prevent negative probabilities from evolving
under the master equation, all entries of W and therefore D must be nonnegative. In this circumstance the
TOPE becomes:

exp t( D

g {ff(n qu [ Tq]exp( —1« D)W ---exp(—7; D) W exp(—7o D)
0 0
k=0

q=

k

= § f"'f(nzzod‘rq [ § Tq]exp( —T D)
0 0
k=0

q=

We define the conditional probability distribution (where [‘rq]loc = [19, ...Tx] denotes an ordered contigu-
ous sequence of time intervals)

0
1_[ W exp(-7, D) |6

Pr(l, [7,]5. k1 J.1) = {exp(—‘rk D)
g=k-11

B,

k
=0 1
Either way,

Pr(l |/, 0= ) fo fo (TTieg dr ) Pr(L. [, 15 k1. 1) = [exp(e (W = D))] -
k=0

F(H‘l)]] * O,

0
[] W D7) Dexp-7, D)) |4

g=k-11

Pr(l, [7,]5. k| J.1) = {exp(—‘rk D)

24 Semigroup property
Suppose ¢ =t + 1, , all nonnegative. Then for any time-evolution equation we must have the semigroup
property:
Pr(Z|J, 1) = ZPr(IlK, 1)Pr(K|J, t;)

ie.

[exp( ( Z exp tz W D))]LK [exp(t1 (W —D))]

K KJ
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Is there a k-event version of this rule, for k = k; + k, ? In other words, can we add (nonnegative) numbers
of reaction events rather than time intervals ?

We observe (where again [‘rq]g = (10, ...Tk])

! !
Pr(l k| J, t):f.-.f(ngzo dtg)Pr(L, [r,)8. k| 7. 1)
0 0

and

t

ZdePr(I, [Tl’cl,Tkl+1, ...Tk],k2|K,T)Pr(K, [Tq]l(;l,kl |J,t—T)
K 0

=fd7{exp(—7k D)
0

ki +1

1_[ W exp(—74 D)

g=k-11

[W exp(-7;, D) ]

0
1_[ W exp(—-7, D)

k k-1
X6[T - [ Z T, + T;cl ]] exp(—Ty, D) olt—1- T, ]}
g=k; +1 g=ki~11 4=0 1
ky+1
:{exp(—‘rk D [| W exp=r, D) [W exp(~(c;, +7i,)D) ]
g=k-11

0
x{ 1_[ W exp(-74 D) |6

g=k;-11

k k-1
’
t— E ‘I'q+‘1'kl + E Tq
q=0 17

g=ky +1

k-1 k
= Pr(I, [[‘rq]o‘ s Th + Thy s [7g]i 1

| kl17,1) .
Thus, if k = k; + k, and for any 7, € [0, 7y, ], there is a semigroup law:
Pr(l, [7,]5. k| J.1) =
! (11)
ZdePr(I, [T;cl s Thy+1 ...Tk],kz | K, T)Pr(K, [TO, e Thy =1 Thy — Tk, ],k1 [ J, t—T)
K 0

In this derivation there is an arbitrary choice of 7;, from the interval [0, 7, ]. Consistent uniform possibili-
ties include 7, =0 and 7}, =7, . We will choose the latter option, so that the last 7 in a series [7,] is zero.
The result used in the next section will be a semigroup law for “just-fired” probabilities, right after a reaction
or (more generally) a rule firing.

3 Results and discussion

Given the foregoing semigroup expression from TOPE, we complete the derivation of a Markov
chain representing the SSA algorithm. We then consider extensions of this result, including parameterized
reactants, but focussing mainly on hybrid stochastic event/ordinary differential equation dynamical systems.

3.1 Derivation of a Markov chain

311 Just-fired probabilities and Bayes’ rule

Define the just-fired probabilities
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Pr(l, [7,057" k1T, 1) =Pe(l, [10, .. Tpor T = 0L k| J, 1)

0 k
={ 1_[ W exp(-7, D) 6[t— Tq]
N g=0

g=k-11
and calculate their conditional distributions given the number of events k, using Bayes’ rule :

Pr(l, [rg1y " | 7. 1. k) = Pe(L, [[7, 15" 7 = O] | ], 1. k)

Pr(1, (7,15, 0], k1 J, 1)

S e k) e[ o[k

[ l—[o W exp(-7, D) ] 6(t - ZI;:O Tq)

g=k-11 1J

le jo‘ f(HI;;(l) dT(',)[ n::k-u W exp(—T;[ D) ],,J 6(t— ZI(Z:o T;)

With 77 =74, and 7; = 0 the semigroup law becomes:

Pr(1, 7,157, 0] k|7, 1)
=thdTPr(I, (T4, + Tt O] ko | K, D) PR(K, [T0, ... Thyo1. 0. Ky | 2= 7)
a4l
ie.
Pr(l, [z, 17" k1T, 1) = Z ftd‘r Pr(1, [rq]il—l o | K, T)Pr(K, [, 180k [ = 7) (12)
R4l
Fork, =1and k> 1,

!
Pr(l, [z, 157" k1T, t)=2fdﬂir(1, Teer s LK, D PR(K, [1,057% k=1, 1= 7) (13)
K 0

Suppose now that we wish to sample from this dynamical system for a total time ¢ that is drawn from an
exponential distribution with mean 7':

Pr(t) = exp(-t/T)/T

We will take T to be much longer than other characteristic times in the system given by nonzero matrix
elements of W. Then

0
]_[ W exp(—7,(D +I/T))

g=k-11

Pr(l, [z, 1¢7" 1.k 1 J) =Pr(l, [z, 157" k1T, 1) Pr() = T~

k
6[t - Z ‘rq]
1J =0
where 7 is the identity matrix.
Then

00 0
Pr(1, [rq]g—l,ku):f dtPo(l, [z, 1. k| J) =T ]_[ W exp(—-1,(D+I/T))
0

g=k-11

1J

0
Prd, k|J)=T"" =7 ]_[ W D+1/7)"

g=k-11

0 co
[1w f dt, exp(~7,(D+I/T))
0

g=k-11

1J 1J

Assuming T > k/D;; for every element D;; of D (assuming the reaction network has been modified as in
[2] to formally eliminate terminal states),
7
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D+1/T)" =D (T+D7 /1) ~D ' (1-D"/T+..)
and

Pt k() =1 [ (W D) |, (1+ 0D /7)

Prk | J) = Zﬁr(l, k| ~T"'(1+0(kD™ /T))
1

Small t/T:
Pr(t|J) = Pr(t) = exp(—t/T) /T =T (1 + Ot/ T))
Bayes’ rule:

Pr(k | J)

Pr(l, [z, 157" kT, 6) =Pre(l, [z, 157" 11, k) B

Substituting this expression into Equation 13 everywhere,
Pr(k | J)
Pr(r)

" Pr(1|K) Pr(k—1|J) - .
- § fd‘r WK PO TV gy 1K D PR [y 2 =7 k= 1)
0
K

Pr(l, [r,15 " 11U, k)

Pr(r)  Pr(t-1) 0

Isr(l, [t 15, 11 J, k) = thdf Pr(1 | K)Pr(k - 1|J) Br(z)
alp i Jo Pr(k|J) Pr(7) Pr(s - 1)

xPr(l, 741, T| K, DPR(K, [1,057% 1 =71 ], k= 1)

But we can evaluate the ratios
Pr(r) _
Pr(7) Pr(t — 7)

Pr(1|K)Pr(k—1|J)
Pr(k|J)

=T'1+0@t/T)
Thus to leading (zero’th) orderin ¢/ T,
Pr(l, [, 15" e 1, k) = fotdr Pr(l, Ty, 7| K, DPH(K, [7, 52 1= 1| T k= 1) (14)
K
and therefore (by integration over 7, )

Pr(,t|J, k) ~ Zfdﬂfr(l,ru(, DPr(K,t—1|J, k=1) (15)
K 0

This can be interpreted as an infinite-dimensional (first-order) Markov chain which increments k each
iteration, and which updates I and ¢ according to the conditional probability operator
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WA, ¢ | J, =P, t —t|J, 1)=f dv P, 7, ¢ —t|J, 1)
0

< , Pr(t’ — 1)
=f dv pr(l, 7", 1|J,t —t) ———
0 Pr(1|J)
® s , , exp(-(' -0/T)/T
~ Pr(/ 1 -
j(; dv' Pr(l,7,1|J,¢ —1) /T

Using
Pr(l, 7', 1|J, 7 —t)=[ W exp(-7' D) ]1,1 6 —1t—-1)

we calculate

WU |T, 1)~ f dv' [W exp(=7' D) |, , 6" =1 =) exp(=(t' =)/ T)
A :

= [W exp(=(' =) D) |, exp(=(' =)/ T) O > 1)

=W exp-( -nD+1/D)1,, 00 >0

Q

[W exp(-( —=1) D) ]U o =1).
Thus,
WU, 1 |J, 1)~ W,J exp(—(t' =) D;))BF =1). (16)

This expression is properly normalized:

Zf dt”VV(I,t’|J,t)=D“th’exp(—(t’—t)D,,)@(t'Bt)
I —00

—00

=D“f drexp(-tDy;)=1
0

as claimed. For D;; # 0, we may factor ‘W into a time update followed by a state update, each normalized:

WA, 1 |J, )~ M, My where

7 - ’ ’ (17)
My =(Wy;Dyy™") and My = [Dy;exp(=(t' =)Dy ) O = 1)].
Here matrix M, is diagonal, so the elementwise product is also a matrix product. Thus
Pr(,t|J, k) ~ Zfd‘r’W(I, HEK, t—DPr(K, t—1|J, k=1)
K 0
* 5 (18)
=0 dtaa WU 11K, 150) Pr(K, o0 |, k= 1), where
% Yo
Pr(t|J, k)= WoPr(t—7|J, k—1)
and finally the algorithmic Markov chain expression
Pr(t|J, k) = W¥oPr(0]J,0) . (19)

3.1.2 SSA Theory Summary

We use the Time-Ordered Product Expansion with the diagonal decomposition:

W =W -D and D =diag(1-W).
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Then an event-oriented simulation requires the use of Bayes’ rule to convert from
Pa,[r,|0<sg<k-1],k|c,t) to P(a,[t, |0 <g<k—1],t|c, k), and this in turn requires a distribution on
total simulation time 7. To this end, suppose there is a small constant probability per unit time, € = 1 /Ty, ,
that a simulation of the stochastic process defined by W comes to an end. This termination process will
provide an exponential prior distribution on the time variable ¢. Taking the limit in which 7oy, is much longer
than the time ¢ of interest to us, so that €7 = t/Tjoy, — 0, the parameter Tjo,, drops out of the calculation and
the Bayes-transformed simulation statistics are unaffected by the probability of pending termination.
Define a prior on the total simulation time with T — co: Pr(f) = exp(—=¢/T)/T. Then from the
TOPE, the just-fired probabilities form a Markov chain:

]_[ Fquexp( 7,(D+I/T))

g=k-11

Pr(l, k|J)=T"

1J

0
]_[ W D+1/7)"

g=k-11

1J
Pr(l, k|J) = T-l[(W p) ]” (1+0(kD™" /T))

The joint probabilities of system states and elapsed time also form a Markov chain:

WAt 1T, 1)~ (Wi Dy~ )IDyy exp(=(t' =) Dy) O > 1] and )
Pr(t|J, k)= WoPr(t—7|J,k—-1).

(TP

where the inner product operation combines both a sum over all states and an integral over all nonnega-
tive times. The off-diagonal operator is a sum of reaction propensities k(f) multiplied by reaction-specific
matrices SY} specifying their effects on particle numbers, so we may write

A (r)
W, = Z W, = Zk(f) S\, where

SE’}e{o,l} and y,r;zlz, K 50

Now using S(,r,) =0 and Z S(r) < 1, we have a Markov interpretation of (W, J Dy J_l) in Equation 20:

WDyt = ZProb(rlJ) S") = Prob(I|J), where
(r)

K ,
Prob(r|J) = o and kLoD = Zkg”

»

Of course the factor [D,; exp(—(' —t) Dy ;) O(¢ = t)] in Equation 20 is just the SSA exponential distribu-
tion of non-negative waiting times between reaction events. Finally iterating the recursion relation of Equation
20, we find the algorithmic Markov chain expression for SSA (Equation 19) : Pr(¢|J, k) = W¥oPr(0]J,0) ,
which expresses the iteration of a Markov chain.

This Markov chain expression has also been used as the starting point for the derivation of exact
accelerated stochastic simulation algorithms [10,11] that execute many reactions per step (i.e. they “leap”
forward) and thus go much faster than SSA, while also sampling from the exact probability distribution given
by the just-fired probabilities above. These derivations proceed by algebraic rearrangement of terms to
express computationally efficient versions of rejection sampling. The algorithm of [11] has been parallelized,
which is often difficult for discrete-event simulations.

The foregoing derivation was outlined in far less detail in [8]. A similar equation for SSA was
reached by very different methods in [9], Theorem 10.1. To our knowledge this is the first complete deriva-
tion of SSA from field theory methods like TOPE.

10
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3.2 Algorithm: SSA

The SSA algorithm represented by the Markov chain in Equations 19 and 20 above may be written out in
pseudocode as follows:

repeat {
compute propensities k)
compute kN =3, k®
draw waiting time A ¢t from k) exp(—A ¢ kD)
t:=t+At; // advance the clock by At
draw reaction r from distribution k) / k%) and execute reaction r

}until £ = #,,,

33 Extension: Parameterized rule and graph grammar SSA-like algorithm

For biological modeling, including spatial and mechanical modeling of biological systems, it is
very important to generalize from pure particles to particles with both discrete and continuous attributes. The
complication is that reaction or process rates can then depend on the attributes both of the incoming and
outgoing objects. A non-molecular example of such parameterized objects would be cells of a given size,
whose propensity to divide may actually depend on their real-valued size parameter (as in Section 3.5.5).
More generally, this capability enables agent-based modeling and simulation since it allows interacting
objects to have dynamic internal state and even (as explained in Section 3.3.2 below) dynamic relationships.

Generalizing from Equation 7, as in [4], we include all possible instantiations of parameters x and
¥, the integrated off-diagonal process representation operator

0, = f f d{x}d{y}m[xp],[yq]){ [ s (yq)} { [] @ (xq)} @1

gerhs(r) pelhs(r)

The generalization is conceptually trivial because we have simply used a function p, ([x,], [y,]) to express
the possibly infinite number of different reaction rates that pertain to objects that differ only in their attributes.
Again (as in Equation 7 ), summation over all discrete-valued parameters and integration over all continuous-
valued parameters generalizes the operator to handle all possible sets of parameter values.

331 Algorithm: SSA with parametrized reactant objects

The resulting variant of the SSA algorithm for parameterized reactions can be expressed in
pseudocode as follows (outlined briefly in [8]):

forall reactions r factor p” (xin, Xou) = k% (xin) P Ceoue | Xin);
repeat {
compute SSA propensities as k" (x;,);
compute kKN =3 kO (x;,);
draw waiting time A ¢t from k) exp(—A ¢ kD) ;
t:=t+At; // advance the clock by At
draw reaction r from distribution k) (x;,)/ k@) ;

draw x.,, from p” (x, | Xin) and execute reaction r;

11
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}until £ = #,,,

3.3.2 Structural matching

The functions p(x,y) appearing in Equation 21 may impose constraints including equality of
variables; equivalently we may allow some variables to appear multiple times in object parameter lists. Either
way there follows a mechanism to encode structural relations - graphs and labelled graphs - in the input and
output variable lists. Object attributes can include Object ID codes which other objects can also include in
their parameter lists. (Of course, the numeric values of Object IDs can be globally permuted without chang-
ing the structural relationships among extant objects.) In this way, the integrated version of the parameterized
reaction operator above encodes structural pattern matching, including variable-binding in logical formulate,
among the preconditions that can be enforced before such a generalized reaction or “rule” can fire.

From this point of view, syntactic variable-binding has the semantics of multiple integration [4]. In
this way we can entrain pattern-matching systems such as the computer algebra system Mathematica, or logic-
based programming languages, to the job of simulating complex process rules. As in rule-based expert
systems, when multiple rules might fire the Rete algorithm [10] can be used to speed up the computations
required to maintain knowledge of their relative rates.

The resulting systems have the power to model and simulate dynamic labelled graphs including
growing multicellular tissues with dynamical cell-neighbor relationships [4] and molecular complexes with
dynamical binding structure [12,13,14]. Thus, the TOPE operator algebra approach also explains why and
how structural (graph-) matching computations arise naturally in biochemical and multicellular biological
simulation.

34 Hybrid SSA/ODE setup

As will be shown in Section 3.4 below, the operator formulation for a system of ordinary differential

Ogsine = —ffd{x} d{yta({y}) a({x}) Z A [Vi({y}) 1_[ 00y — Xk)] (22)
. k

Here and in the calculations that follow, the Dirac delta function can be considered as a Gaussian with very
small variance, which participates in a limiting process by which, at the end of each calculation, the limit of

equations is [4]:

zero variance is taken.

In [4] this operator expression is generalized from ordinary differential equations to stochastic
differential equations, for example those pertaining to the diffusion of particles, as equivalently represented by
the Fokker-Planck equation.

341 Computation of matrix elements

From the commutator

[a(y). a()] = 60y —x) (I + QNG | Man) N))

we may calculate matrix elements of Odrift in Equation 22 such as:

12
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(w1 Our 12) = —<{w}

[ [awm [Z v, ) oty - {x})]aay}) a({a}) a((z)

)

—~(wi| [t [aw [Z v, nly oty - {x})]cx{y}) 6(1x) — DI + Q) N(ix)]

)

- [atw [ [Z v, 3 30y} - {x})]é({x} — (2 <t 13D
-~ [am [Z v, i) )~ (2D ] (1w} ~ )

=+ f d{y} iy} - {zh) [Z Vi) V., 6(twh - {y})] 3 f diy} [Z viClyD 6(1y} - (zh iy} - {w})]
0

i i

= Z vi({z) V. 6({w} — {z}) + boundary term ( - O here)

The easiest treatment for the boundary terms is to add the assumptions that boundaries are at infinity in the
space of parameters x, y and z, and that initial conditions place zero probability there, and that finite velocities
v(x) ensure the probability remains zero at infinity at finite times. In that case boundary terms can be
neglected. Alternatively, we can define Ogys =Odrift —diag(l@drm) which in this case subtracts off the

boundary term. Then
e o] s
k

Ourify =—ffd{x}d{y}(&({y})a({x})—fl({x})a({x}))

If we define x(¢) as a time-varying version of z, satisfying

8xl-
ot

=V ({.Xk })7

then

S V. o~ o = 357 (8%) 3001 = ) = =) 81 = o)

Next we calculate (w | exp(7 Ogyirt) | 2) - To this end, Taylor’s theorem may be written

n

T (d
Shift, o f(#) = f(t + 1) = —— | f() =P f(1)
nzz(; n! (dt)

if 7 is a constant. For small 7 we have

(W exp(t Ogrig) | X) = (W] X) + 7 (W | Ogige | x) + O(7?)
d
= (1 + T(E)) s({w} — {x()) + O(7?)
= Shift, 6({w} — {x()}) = 6(fw} — {x(t + D} + O(7?)

y

- f f dxy_y -+~ doxy [Shifts (1w} (X1 D] - [Shiftyn 3({x1 ) — )]

For larger 7 we have

n

CXP(% Odrift)

i=1

(w1 exp(t Ogite) | x) = lim,,_,, <w

13
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= lim, [ [ Shiftﬂn] 8(w) = x(0))

i=1

= Shift; 6({w} — {x(n}) = 6({w} - {x(z + T)})

= 6({w} - (z(t =0)+ f v; (2(1) dt]]
0

Thus (where “IC” means initial condition)

(wlexp(t Oppgy) | 2) = exp[f Z vi{zh V., ] o({w} —{z})

1

= 6({w} - ({z«n =)+ f vy ))dt]] 24)
0

= 6({w} - (Solution of 66_)? = v;({x, ) with IC z(0) = Z))

QED.

As far as we know this derivation has not appeared previously. As a corrollary, using Equation 24
we may multiply by f(w) and integrate over w to calculate

expv({z):-V,)o(w—-2) = 6(w - (Z(O) + f v(z(t")) dt’]]
a (25)
S expv((E) V) £ = f(z(O) + f W) dr'] .
0

35 Hybrid SSA/ODE: Operator algebra derivation

We now derive a new SSA-like simulation algorithm for hybrid combinations of discrete events
and ODE dynamics, using operator algebra. The main idea is to replace the exponential distribution factor
exp(—t D)with exp(— fo tD(t’) d t’) , and add an extra ODE to the system of ODEs in order to keep track of the
integral. We will use the more compact formulation of TOPE in Equation 2 to derive this method.

3541 Heisenberg picture

Let the operators, rather than the states, evolve in time according to W, according to Equation 3.
This is traditionally called the “Heisenberg picture” in distinction to the “Schroedinger picture” in quantum
mechanics. Recall Equation 2 and Equation 3, where (---), is the time-ordering super-operator :

ot)O0(;) if t; =t

0@ 0@;)), = { OO ;) if 1<t

(and likewise for higher order products). Note that if O(7;) and O(f;) commute for all pairs of times #; and
tj,then (O(;) O(¢)) ), =0@)0() , and the time-ordering operator (---), can be dropped.

352 Application to ODE + decay clock

The hybrid system consisting of chemical reactions (possibly parameterized) together with ordinary
differential equations has the combined operator W = (@react - Dreact) + Opg , which we can regroup as

W = (Opg — Dreact) + Oreact

14
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and then apply TOPE to Opg — Dyeaer first with Wy = Opg and Wy (fx) = —Dreact (fx) , and then again to
(OpE — Dreact) + Oreact. With Wy = Woo + Woi = Opg — Dreace and W = Ojeaer -
In the first application of TOPE to Opg — Daer With Wy = Opg, the opererators
Woi (t) = —Dreact (%) defined at different times are all diagonal in the same (particle number basis and there-
fore commute:

[Dreact (1) > Dreact (tj)] =0.

In this circumstance, we can simply drop the time-ordering super-operator (---), in Equation 2 and write

!
CXp(I (ODE - Dreact)) = CXP(f ODE) CXP(—f dt Dreact(t’)] (26)
0

where, as in Equation 3, Dyeue (#') = exp(—t" Opg) Dyeact €Xp(¢’ Opg) .In our case, (Equation 26) specializes
to:

<W | CXP(f (O{DE] - Dreact)) | Z) = CXP[t Z Vi({Z}) Vz,- ] exp(_f dr Dreact(t’)] 6({W} - {Z})
0

1

= exP(—f dt’ Dreqer (Z(O) + f v({z}) dt” ]] 6(”’ - (Z(O) + f v(z(t')) dt’]]
0 0 0

This result looks very similar to Equation 25 applied to f(z2) = exp(— fo "dr Dreact(t’)) o({w} —{z}), and we

27

now aim to understand and exploit this similarity.

353 Equivalent ODE

Consider the dynamics expressed in Equation 27. Can we obtain the first factor from ODE’s alone?
Yes, if we introduce a new state variable 7 involved in every ODE-related rule. Set 7(0) =0 as the new
variable’s initial condition, and augment the ODE operators as follows

Z=(z,7)
V(2) = (v({z}), —D(2))
V. =(V..0,) (28)
Owpr) = V(2)Vz =v({z}) - V. +D(z) 0;
In other words, we have added a differential equation for 7 to the ODE system
0 x; dt
W = vi({xk }) and E = D(Z) . (29)

This equation is solvable in terms of a “warped time” coordinate

T(t) = f Dreact (Z(t’)) dt’ .
0

There are degenerate cases Dy,e = 0 only if there are terminal states in the reaction network.

To see that this is the correct procedure, calculate from Equation 24:

15
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o) (<or=o)

= eXP[t[ Z villzZh Vi, +D (2) 67]] o({w} = {z}) 6(Tmax — 7) eXP(=Tmax)

1

= 6({W} - (Z(O) + f Vi (Z(t’)) dt]] é‘(Tmax - f Dreact (Z(t’)) dt ]exp(_Tmax)
0 0

= 6({w} — (Solution of Equation 29 , withIC z(0), 7(0) = 0)) X eXp(~Tmax)

exp(t OppE; ) €Xp(—Timax)

(30)

This expression agrees with Equation 27, as required. But how do we insure the IC on 7 ? That can be done

as follows:
<(T: ) exp(t Oyp) ) €XP(—Trmax ) (8)> -
<(T:) exp( Oipe)) €Xp(—Tmax) (é)>x(1 =fd7’dz’< i)‘(i)))
([ ewtomescrun( o2 | ()]
={(," )] explr O exp(=rim) Peca |£))
where

poae forac )

is a projection operator (i.e. one that satisfies P- P = P) that resets the variable 7 to zero after each use. In

(... (2)-

S({w} — (Solution of Equation 29 , withIC z(0), 7(0) = 0)) X eXp(—Tmax )

CXp(l O{DE]) exp(_Tmax) PT::O

(32)

Clearly this result is equivalent to Equation 27 and is in the correct form for a Markov chain that can
represent a computation. Of course, the matrix element calculated is only relevant if 7., as drawn from the
exponential is constrained to be equal to the final value of 7 in the final state ((TW ) | as solved by the ODE
system O{DE] . We can implement this constraint with a factor of 0(7 — Tyax ) in thé Markov chain over states
and times. Thus a step in the Markov chain in between reactions can be written as:

Wbelween reactions — 6(7' - Tmax) exp(t O{DE] ) PT::O exp(_Tmax) ®(Tmax = O)

W = Oreact : Wbelween reactions

As in the SSA derivation, the reaction step is given by factors of Oyeace. Which need to be normalized by
Dieact - USINg 0(f — tax (Tmax ) d 1 = 0(T — Tmax ) d T and d 7/dt = Dyeaer (2) , we find

My = exp(_Tmax) ®(Tmax = O)
Myy = 0(t = timax (Tmax)) eXP(f O{DE]) “Pr_o

PN

M, = Oreact /Dreact
W =M, My - My,

(33)

where ‘W represents the Markov chain corresponding to the simulation algorithm.

In implementations so far [14] we have used instead the equivalent differential operator

Opgy = V(@) Vz=v({z}) -V, -D() pd,

with p = exp(—7), initialized at py = 1, and a uniform distribution on pgny € [0, 1].
16
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354 Algorithm: Hybrid SSA/ODE solver

By Equation 33 above, a Markov chain algorithm for simulating the hybrid system can be represented in the
following SSA-like pseudocode:

factor p (xin, Xou) = k) (xin) P” (Kour | Xin);
repeat {
initialize SSA propensities as k" (xi,);
initialize k™ := ¥ kD (xiy);
initializet = 0 ;
draw effective waiting time 7., from exp(—Tax)
solve ODE system, including an extra ODE updating 7:
% = (o (5)
until 7 =7,
draw reaction r from distribution k) (x;, )/ k@) ;
draw x,, from p® (xoy | Xin) and execute reaction r;

Yuntil 7 = 1,

355 Application: Cell division

As a simplified model of stochastic cell division, we may consider constant growth of a linear dimension [
of each cell,d!/dt = v, coupled with a stochastic cell division rule whose propensity depends on the ratio of
[ to a threshold length [, for likely division:

cell(l) - cell(l/2), cell(l/2) with  pgiision (B (/1o — 1))

with a sigmoidal function such as o(x) = 1 /(1 + exp(—x)). In this model the parameter § varies the sharp-
ness of the threshold, and pgivision 1S the maximal propensity for division. Experimental evidence for stochas-
tic dependence of division events on cell size in plant cells is reviewed in [15].

The differential equation for length can also be put in the form of a reaction rule that includes an
ODE:

cell(l) » celll+d!l) solving dl/dt = v()

as described in [14]. Clearly this model could be augmented with other parameters such as growth signals
with their own dynamics. This was done in models of biological stem cell niches in mouse olfactory epithe-
lium and plant root growth, using the foregoing cell division rules. These systems were studied and simulated
using the hybrid SSA/ODE algorithm above, in [14,16].

3.5.6 Application: Time-varying propensity for complete polymerization
Consider the n-step polymerization reaction
{A—)Xl with kl ,X1 d X2 with kz 5 ~--7Xn—1 — B with k,, }

T,=7/n and k; =nk.

There is an 2™ |

N

W= Aé\ln+1

17
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W = M(@net + ns1) = Liet) = AMbuer — L)

where c,,; is all zeros except for a “1” entry in the lower right corner. Since b and I are matrices that
commute, exp(t W) = exp(t A En+1 ) exp(—tAl,,;) and we easily compute

At tn—l e—/lt

Ptz m =lexpt Wl 1 = =0 =57

This is the distribution on polymer completion times. It is an Erlang distribution (a Gamma distribution
with integral values of n). If 7 is held fixed and n tends towards infinity, this distribution approaches a delta
function 6(t —7), which can lead to differential-delay equation models for reaction networks involving
polymerization processes such as transcription [17]. This probability distribution for termination times also
corresponds to the time-varying propensity function

At tn—l e—/l t

T, td) (34)

!
p(tlT,n):P(tlT,n)/{l—fP(tl‘r,n)dt} =
0
which increases monotonically in time.
As in Equation 18, the resulting time-varying propensity still fits within the framework of a Markov
chain ‘W(I,t | J, t) that advances the time variable by an increment that is a random variable. The method of
the previous section can be used to implement an SSA-like algorithm, with differential equations that govern

propensities replaced by algebraic equations (Equation 34) or, if differential equations are also present, by
differential-algebraic equations.

7

(§9]

LI I e B e B e I B B

&

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 25 3.0

Figure 2. Erlang-derived time-dependent propensities for completion of a multistage process
7=1, nef{l, .., 10}. Horizontal axis: time, ¢. Vertical axis: propensity, p(¢ | 7, n). Plots for varying n are
superimposed. For larger n there is a “maturation” phenomenon whereby completion at small times is very
unlikely, and when a process is “overdue” for completion then its propensity becomes very high. By compari-
son, propensities for very small n increase rapidly at first and are then relatively flat.
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4 Conclusion and outlook

We have shown that the time-ordered product expansion (TOPE) can be used systematically to
derive computational simulation and parameter-fitting algorithms for stochastic systems, connecting two
seemingly distant areas of research. In doing so we have developed the means to translate formally between
field theory language and the language of computable Markov chains in which randomized algorithms can be
expressed and derived. By this means we hope to open the door to the use of TOPE and related methods from
quantum and statistical field theory in the computational simulation of stochastic biochemical kinetics, with
broad applicability in physically based biology. The particular hybrid stochastic process/ordinary differential
equation simulation algorithm derived here is very different from interleaving and operator splitting algo-
rithms which are intrinsically approximate; instead, this algorithm is exact in the same sense that SSA is (that
is, it draws from the same distribution of just-fired reactions), except for errors introduced by the ODE solver
and in the solver’s detection of the ODE stopping criterion, which is that some variable reaches a threshold
value. A future prospect for the field theory approach is for application to reaction-diffusion systems in which
the propagator for particles between reactions is the heat kernal Green’s function for the diffusion equation.
The result may be an alternative avenue for derivation of novel particle-based, off-grid stochastic numerical
solvers for reaction-diffusion problems as treated in [2], which, like the algorithms shown here, are also
amenable to generalizations to exact “leaping” acceleration and to hybrid stochastic/differential equation
solution algorithms.

S  Acknowledgements

Research was supported by NIH grants ROl GM086883 and P50 GM76516 to UC Irvine. I also
wish to acknowledge the hospitality, travel support, and research environments provided by the Center for
Nonlinear Studies (CNLS) at the Los Alamos National Laboratory, the Sainsbury Laboratory Cambridge
University, and the Pauli Center for Theoretical Studies at ETH Ziirich and the University of Ziirich.

A References

[1] Doi, J. (1976) Second quantization representation for classical many-particle system. 1976 J. Phys. A:
Math. Gen. 9 1465 .

[2] Doi, J. (1976) Stochastic theory of diffusion-controlled reaction 1976 J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 9 1479 .

[3] Mattis D.C. and Glasser M.L. (1998) The uses of quantum field theory in diffusion-limited reactions.
Rev.Mod. Phys. 70, 979-1001

[4] Mjolsness E. and Yosiphon G (2006) Stochastic Process Semantics for Dynamical Grammars. Annals
of Mathematics and Artificial Intelligence, 47(3-4)

[5S]1 H. M. Fried (2002), Green’s Functions and Ordered Exponentials, Cambridge University Press

[6] C. M. Bender, S. F. Brandt, J.-H. Chen, and Q. Wang (2005), "Ghost Busting: PT-Symmetric Interpreta-
tion of the Lee Model". Physical Review D 71, 025014

[7] Xueying Zhang, Katrien De Cock, Ménica F. Bugallo, and Petar M. Djuri¢ (2005), A general method
for the computation of probabilities in systems of first order chemical reactions. J. Chem. Phys. 122, 104101
(2005).

19



Q-BioPaperMjolsness2012V23TR .nb

[8] Yosiphon G. and Mjolsness E. (2010) Towards the Inference of Stochastic Biochemical Network and
Parameterized Grammar Models. In Learning and Inference in Computational Systems Biology, (Lawrence
N., Girolami M., Rattray M., and Sanguinetti G., Eds.) MIT Press.

[9] Darren J. Wilkinson (2006). Stochastic Modelling for Systems Biology. Chapman & Hall/CRC Press,
Boca Raton, Florida.

[10] E. Mjolsness, D. Orendorff, P. Chatelain, P. Koumoutsakos (2009), “An Exact Accelerated Stochastic
Simulation Algorithm”, Journal of Chemical Physics 130, 144110.

[11] Orendorff, David (2012). “Exact and Hierarchical Reaction Leaping: Asymptotic Improvements to the
Stochastic Simulation Algorithm”. PhD thesis, UC Irvine Computer Science Department, June 2012. Thesis
available at: http://computableplant.ics.uci.edu/~dorendorff/thesis .

[12] Hlavacek WS, Faeder JR, Blinov ML, Posner RG, Hucka M, Fontana W (2006) Rules for modeling
signal-transduction systems. Science’s STKE 2006:re6.

[13] Danos V, Feret J, Fontana W, Harmer R, Krivine J (2007) Rule-based modelling of cellular signaling.
Lect Notes Comput Sci 4703:17-41.

[14] Yosiphon, G. (2009), “Stochastic Parameterized Grammars: Formalization, Inference, and Modeling
Applications”, PhD Thesis, UC Irvine Computer Science Department, June 2009. Thesis and software :
http://computableplant.ics.uci.edu/~guy/Plenum html .

[15] Roeder, A. H. K. (2012), When and where plant cells divide: a perspective from computational
modeling. Current Opinion in Plant Biology 2012, 15:1-7 .

[16] V.V. Mironova, Nadya A Omelyanchuk, Guy Yosiphon, Stanislav I Fadeev, Nikolai A Kolchanov,
Eric Mjolsness and Vitaly A Likhoshvai (2010). “A plausible mechanism for auxin patterning along the
developing root”. BMC Systems Biology 4:98.

[17] Likhoshvai, V. A.; Demidenko, G. V.; Fadeev, S. I. (2006), Modeling of Gene Expression by the
Delay Equation. Bioinformatics of Genome Regulation and Structure II (2006): Part 3, 421-431, DOI:
10.1007/0-387-29455-4_40 .

[18] Wang Y, Christley S., Mjolsness E., and Xie X. (2010) Parameter inference for discretely observed
stochastic kinetic models using stochastic gradient descent. BMC Systems Biology 4:99.

6 Appendix: Maximum likelihood parameter inference

Application of the TOPE to maximum-likelihood parameter learning in stochastic reaction net-
works has previously been presented [16]. Here, for completeness of presentation for a different audience, we
just show the essential gradient calculation step.

Suppose we have observations of the state of a chemical reaction network at times {z,}, and wish to
improve the probability P(Data | Model) of a reaction network model for the flow of probability at intermedi-
ate times. We will use the TOPE for each time interval in between observation times #; :

[0 W] (et 20, =Z [ [ 5[%1 —r.y)—zfp]
= " . =0

: (35)
X[eT”D W..enD Wemf’] (x (ts11), X (2))

We will need to compute the derivatives of this probability with respect to reaction rates:
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9 = toil Ts+1 1
oy 5 [e(tx+l —fx)W] (-x(t.\‘+1)’ )C(l‘x)) = Z f f d[T]g 6[(tx+1 - t.&‘) - Z TP]
Pr s 1 p=0

xz [e"T” DW ..e ™D (p, W,) e e D e D] (x(t541), x(2,))
p=0

bl Ioil L5t 1 &
_Zf f d[ﬂga[(rm—ts)—ZTp]
1 ts p=0
k=0

XZ [e_T” bw .. .W(p, T,D,)e”™ DWW . ..ePWeTo D] (x(t541), x(25))
p=0

pr[Wr]IJ
err[Wr],,

29

Pr[Wr]” = ([W]IJ) :bVIJ[W]IJ

where we defined the “branching ratio

pr W,
briy = | | = Grran) )
INUAN

for reaction r in state J, assuming each reaction r results in just one output state I per input state J. Here
R(I, J) is the random variable denoting the actual reaction chosen in transitioning from state J to state /. Then

6 ~ > 541 541 n
mgzkwﬂwkmmxmm=g f “j‘dmw&m—m—EU]
r 12 12 —
= s s p=0

n

x [e’” Dy ..etm P (b, W-Wp, T, D,) e D et D en D] (x(t11), x(2,))

p=0
or
Pr 3o, [e(tm _tx)W:I (x(t541), x(2,)) =
© n N n (36)
Z (b, (reaction event poutof n))y; .\ = p, Z Z T Dy s yate
k=0 p=0 2,2,

This finally is a quantity that is easy to compute as a running average during a simulation of the
network with incorrect values of the parameters, thereby contributing to the calculation of an improved set of
parameter values in a stochastic gradient descent algorithm. This is the key update equation in a learning
algorithm for reaction rates in stochastic biochemical networks (extensible to other process networks).
Algorithmic details can be found in [18], noting particularly Equation 2.4 therein. A related stochastic learn-
ing algorithm is proposed in [8].
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