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Abstract

We consider the relationship between stationary distiebstfor stochastic models of chemical reac-
tion systems and Lyapunov functions for their deterministiunterparts. Specifically, we derive the well
known Lyapunov function of chemical reaction network theas a scaling limit of the non-equilibrium
potential of the stationary distribution of stochastigatiodeled complex balanced systems. We extend
this result to general birth-death models and demonstiatexample that similar scaling limits can yield
Lyapunov functions even for models that are not complex taitdel balanced, and may even have mul-
tiple equilibria.

1 Introduction

This paper studies the connection between deterministiserthastic models of (bio)chemical reaction
systems. In particular, for the class of so-called “com@elanced” models, we make a connection
between the stationary distribution of the stochastic rhadd the classical Lyapunov function used in
the study of the corresponding deterministic models. Sigadly, we show that in the large volume limit
of Kurtz [18, 19, the non-equilibrium potential of the stationary distriion of the scaled stochastic
model converges to the standard Lyapunov function of detestic chemical reaction network theory.
Further, we extend this result to birth-death processes.

In 1972, Horn and Jacksori{] introduced a Lyapunov function for the study of complexaraled
systems, and remarked on a formal similarity to Helmhokz fenergy functions. Since then the prob-
abilistic interpretation of this Lyapunov function for cphex balanced systems has remained obscure.
For detailed balanced systems, which form a subclass of leanyalanced systems, a probabilistic in-
terpretation for the Lyapunov function is known — see, foamyple, the work of Peter Whittle?[,
Section 5.8] — though these arguments appear to be littleskrin the mathematical biology commu-
nity. The key ingredient that enables us to extend the aisapestaining to detailed balanced systems
to complex balanced systems comes fréiip where Anderson, Craciun, and Kurtz showed that the sta-
tionary distribution for the class of complex balanced cloafireaction networks can be represented as a
product of Poisson random variables; see equatipbélow.

While there are myriad results pertaining to either stottbas deterministic models, there are rela-
tively few making a connection between the two. Perhaps & known such connections come from
the seminal work of Thomas KurtZ §, 19, 20], which details the limiting behavior of classically sagle
stochastic models ofinite time intervals, and demonstrates the validity of the use&tmininistic ODE
models on those intervals. There is even less work on theewbiom between the deterministic and
stochastic models on infinite time horizons, that is, on trglterm behavior of the different models,
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though two exceptions stand out. As alluded to above, Amder€raciun, and Kurtz showed that a
stochastically modeled complex balanced system — for wiiieldeterministically modeled system has
complex balanced equilibrium— has a stationary distribution of product form,
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wherel is the state space of the stochastic model Znd> 0 is a normalizing constans]. On the other
hand, in f}], Anderson, Enciso, and Johnston provided a large classtefarks for which the limiting
behaviors of the stochastic and deterministic models ar@eimentally different, in that the deterministic
model has special “absolutely robust” equilibria wherdesgtochastic model necessarily undergoes an
extinction event.

In the present paper, we return to the context of complexnsald models studied ir?], and show
that the usual Lyapunov function of Chemical Reaction Nekwidheory (CRNT),
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can be understood as the limit of the non-equilibrium pagérmf the distribution () in the classical
scaling of Kurtz. We extend this result to the class of bitéath models. We then demonstrate through
examples that Lyapunov functions for an even wider classadets can be constructed through a sim-
ilar scaling of stationary distributions. It is not yet algast how wide the class of models for which
this specific scaling limit provides a Lyapunov function @d we leave this question open. Similar
(non-mathematically rigorous) results have been pointgdrothe physics literature though the gener-
ality of these results remain unclear]. See also [5] for recent mathematical work pertaining to the
ergodicity of stochastically modeled chemical systems[aiffor earlier related work pertaining to the
irreducibility and recurrence properties of stochasticleis.

Before proceeding, we provide a key definition.

Definition 1. Let 7 be a probability distribution on a countable $esuch thatr(z) > 0 forall z € T.
Thenon-equilibrium potentiabf the distributionr is the functiong : I' — R defined by

¢r(z) = —In(m(z)).
We close the introduction with an illustrative example.
Example 2. Consider the catalytic activation-inactivation network
2A= A+ B, ?3)

whereA and B represent the active and inactive forms of a protein, ras@# The usuabeterministic
mass-action kinetics model for the concentrations, x ) of the species! andB is

GA = —K12% + K22 ATB

g = H1IE2A — K2ZTATRB,
wherex; andk2 are the corresponding reaction rate constants for the fdramad reverse reactions in
(3). For a given total amount/ &t z4(0)+x5(0) > 0, these equations have a unique stable equilibrium

Mko Mkq
bl CB = bl
K1 + k2 K1 + K2

CA =

which can be shown to be complex balanced.

We now turn to astochastionodel for the network depicted ir3), that tracks the molecular counts
for speciesA and B. Letting V' be a scaling parameter, which can be thought of as Avogaduwisber
multiplied by volume, the standard stochastic mass-adtinatics model can be described in several



different ways. For example, the Kolmogorov forward ecuradi governing the probability distribution
of the process are

d K
Epu(l’A:xByt) = VI(QTA + Daapu(ra+1,25 —1,t)

+ %(m —D)(zp + Dpulza— 1,25 +1,1) 4)

— [%xA(:cA -1+ %:cA:cB] pu(za,zB,t),
wherez 4, zp € Z>( are the molecular counts of and B, respectively, ang, (x4, x5, t) denotes the
probability that the system is in state s, ) at timet given an initial distribution of.. Note that there
is one such differential equation for each stéiey, 2 ), in the state space. In the biological context the
forward equation is typically referred to as ttleemical master equation

Assume that the initial distribution for the stochastic ralduas support on the seY' & {(z4,z5) €
Z20lra > 1,24 + 25 = VM}, whereM > 0 is selected so that M is an integer. Hence, the total
number of molecules is taken to scalelih The stationary distribution can then be found by setting
the left hand side of the forward equatiof) {o zero and solving the resulting system of equations (one
equation for eack 4, z5) € I'V). Finding such a solution is typically a challenging, ormimpossible
task. However, results ir8] imply that for this particular system the stationary distition is (almost) a
binomial distribution and is of the forni},

vV 1 VM R2 rA K1 B v
- T 5
7 (za,zB) v < A it ol P , (za,zB) € , (5)

whereZy is the normalizing constant

e VM
Zy €1 . :
v <H1+f€2

The distribution is not binomial since the stétes, z5) = (0, VM) cannot be realized in the system.

In order to make a connection between the stochastic andnuatstic models, we convert the
stochastic model to concentrations by dividing By That is, forz € Z we letz" £ y-lz Let
ting #V(z") denote the stationary distribution of the scaled procesdind that

1 (VM vEy Vi,
(@) = — e ol
Zv \Vi¥ | \ k1 + k2 K1+ K2 ’

wherez" € LT, We now consider the non-equilibrium potentiatiof scaled byV”

—% (@) = %m(zv) _ %m((VM)!) n % (V) + % (V%)

~V K2 ~V K1
— 1 — 1
ra n<ﬁ1—|—/€2) x5n</€1+l‘i2)

Stirling’s formula says that
In(n!) =nln(n) —n+ O(In(n)) for n > 0. (6)

Assuming thatimv_, ., ¥ = & € R%, and after some calculations, equatiéhyields

. 1o viviy_ - _— K2
VlgﬂOo Vln(ﬂ' (z ))—:CA<ln:cA ln</€1+ﬁz)>

+p (m(ch) —In < e )) — MIn(M)

K1+ K2




Recalling thatt g = M — Z 4, we may rewrité) in the following useful way

V(i) = 7 (1an I (ﬂ) B 1)  Mrs

K1+ K2 K1+ K2

~ ~ Mﬁl Mﬁl
1 —1 -1 - .
+mB<nt n<f€1+f€2) ) K1 + K2

Remarkably, thid’(z) is exactly the function we would obtain if we were to write Standard Lyapunov
function of CRNT, given in%), for this model. a

The first goal of this paper is to show that the equality betwibe scaling limit calculated for the
stochastic model above, and the Lyapunov function for thieesponding deterministic model is not an
accident, but in fact holds for all complex balanced systéiswill also demonstrate that the correspon-
dence holds for a wider class of models.

The remainder of this article is organized as follows. Int®&c2, we briefly review some relevant
terminology and results. In Sectid) we derive the general Lyapunov function of chemical reecti
network theory for complex balanced systems as a scalinig diftthe non-equilibrium potential of the
corresponding scaled stochastic model. In Sectiowe discuss other, non-complex balanced, models
for which the same scaling limit gives a Lyapunov functiontfee deterministic model. In particular, we
characterize this function when the corresponding stdithagstem is equivalent to a stochastic birth-
death process.

2 Chemical reaction systems and previous results

2.1 Chemical reaction networks

We consider a system consisting@themical species,S1, ..., Sq}, undergoing transitions due to a
finite number,m, of chemical reactions. For thieth reaction, we denote by, v, € Z‘io the vec-
tors representing the number of molecules of each speciesioed and created in one instance of the
reaction, respectively. For example, for the reactfan+ Se — S3, we haver, = (1,1,0)” and

v, = (0,0,1)7, if there ared = 3 species in the system. Eaeh andvj, is termed aomplexof the
system. The reaction is denotedipy — v, wherev,, is termed thesource compleandy;, is theproduct
complex A complex may appear as both a source complex and a produgiien in the system.

Definition 3. LetS = {S1,...,54}, C = {v1, V1, Um, U}, andR = {v1 — vi, ..., Um — Vi }
denote the sets of species, complexes, and reactionsctiespe The triple{S,C, R} is achemical
reaction network

Definition 4. The linear subspacg = spaf{v| —u1, ..., v, —vm } is called thestoichiometric subspace
of the network. For € R%, we sayc + S = {z € R%z = ¢ + s for somes € S} is astoichiometric
compatibility class(c+ S) "R, is anon-negative stoichiometric compatibility classid(c+S) R

is apositive stoichiometric compatibility class

2.2 Dynamical system models
2.2.1 Stochastic models

The most common stochastic model for a chemical reactiowarkt{S,C, R} treats the system as a
continuous time Markov chain whose stdfeis a vector giving the number of molecules of each species
present with each reaction modeled as a possible trangitiohe chain. The model for thieth reaction is
determined by the source and product complexes of the omaetnd a function\, of the state that gives
the transition intensity or rate, at which the reaction occurs. In the biological ehdmical literature,
transition intensities are referred to@®pensities

Specifically, if thekth reaction occurs at timethe state is updated by addition of tieaction vector
Cr & I/]{c — v and

X(t)=X(t—)+ Ck-



The most common choice for intensity functions is to assumesystem satisfiamass-action kinetigs
which states that the rate functions take the form

:Ei'

Ae(z) = = 7
k(@) m{[ Tt Y
for some constank; > 0, termed the rate constant, and whefe = (vi1,...,va)” . Under the

assumption of mass-action kinetics and a non-negativialisiondition, it follows that the dynamics of
the system is confined to a particular non-negative stomktdac compatibility class given by the initial
value X (0), namelyX (¢) € (X(0) + S) NRZ,.

The number of times that theh reaction occurs by timecan be represented by the counting process

Ri(t) = Y (/Ot )\k(X(s))ds> :

where the{Yy, k € {1,...,m}} are independent unit-rate Poisson processes {se€]| or [9, Chap-
ter 6]]). The state of the system then satisfies the equaigh = X (0) + >, Rk (t)Ck, or

t
X(t)=X(0)+) Y </ )\k(X(s))ds) Cr, (8)
k 0
where the sum is over the reaction channels. Kolmogorowsdnod equation for this model is
d
EPﬂ(x?t) = Ek: )‘k(x - Ck)Pu(x - C’Wt) - zk:)‘k(x)P#(l’vt)v (9)

where P, (x,t) represents the probability thaf(t) = = € Z‘éo given an initial distribution ofx and
Me(z— () = 0if 2 — ¢, ¢ Z2,. Solong as the process is non-explosive, the two represargdor the
processes, the stochastic equati®nand the Markov process with forward equati@), @re equivalent
[5, 9].

It is of interest to characterize the long-term behaviorha process. Lel' ¢ Z<, be a closed
component of the state space; thafiss closed under the transitions of the Markov chain. A priitisb
distribution(z), x € T, is a stationary distribution for the chain onif

S w(x = G)Ak(e — G) = m(2) Y Aw(x) (10)
k k
forallz € I. (If z — ¢, ¢ ' thenw(z — (i) is put to zero.) If in additior” is irreducible, that is,
any state il can be reached from any other statdi(for exampleI'" in Example2 is an irreducible
component) and exists, thenr is unique [L7].

Solving equation 10) is in general a difficult task, even when we assume egclis determined
by mass-action kinetics. However, if in addition there &xis complex balanced equilibrium for the
associated deterministic model, then equatil) ¢an be solved explicitlyd].

2.2.2 Deterministic models and complex balanced equilibai

For two vectorsu, v € R%O we defineu’ £ [1, »{* and adopt the convention thaft = 1.
Under an appropriate scaling limit (see Sectib8.1) the continuous time Markov chain model de-

scribed in the previous section becomes
t
a(t) =z(0)+ < f (:c(s))ds) (Ve — ), (11)
k 0

where
fr(@) = mpa{Ptask? . oghkd = gpatr, (12)
andky, > 0is a constant. We say that the deterministic systethtfasdeterministic mass-action kinetics

if the rate functionsf, have the form 12). The system X1) is equivalent to the system airdinary
differential equationgODESs) with a given initial condition:o = z(0),



= Z kex'* (vg, — vg). 13)
k

The trajectory given by is confined to the non-negative stoichiometric compatibélass(xzo + S) N
R%,.

Some mass-action systems have complex balanced equilfriaquilibrium pointe € Réo is said
to be complex balanced if and only if for each compteg C we have

E N E Krc'k

{k:v, ==} {kwvp=z2}

where the sum on the left is over reactions for whidk the product complex and the sum on the right is
over reactions for which is the source complex. For such an equilibrium the total\wéland the total
outflows balance out at each complex als6, [L4].

In [16] it is shown that if there exists a complex balanced equiilire € R<,, for a given model then

(1) There is one, and only one, positive equilibrium pointath positive stoichiometric compatibility
class.

(2) Each such equilibrium point is complex balanced.

(3) Each such complex balanced equilibrium point is localymptotically stable relative to its stoi-
chiometric compatibility class.

Whether or not each complex balanced equilibrium is glgbaslymptotically stable relative to its
positive stoichiometric compatibility class is the coritefthe Global Attractor Conjecture, which has
received considerable attentioh, P, 6, 7, 12, 27]. The local asymptotic stability is concluded by an
application of the Lyapunov functior2).

2.2.3 Lyapunov functions

Definition 5. Let E C R, be an open subset 82, and letf : RZ, — R. AfunctionV: E — Ris
called a (strictlLyapunov functiorfor the systemi = f(x) atzo € E if o is an equilibrium point for
f,thatis,f(z0) = 0, and

(1) V(z) > 0forall z # zo, x € E andV (zo) =0

2) VV(z) - f(x) <0, for all z € E, with equality if and only ifz = z¢, whereVV denotes the
gradient of).

If these two conditions are fulfilled then the equilibriumiqtar, is asymptotically stabl§?4]. If the
inequality in (2) is not strict forg # x thenx is stableand not necessarily asymptotically stable. If the
inequality is reversed'i(a:) > 0, x # xo, then the equilibrium point ianstable[24].

We will see that in many cases the large volume limit of the-aquilibrium potential of a stochas-
tically modeled system is a Lyapunov function defined on tterior of the nonnegative stoichiometric
subspace.

2.3 Product form distributions

The following result from ], utilized in (5), provides a characterization of the stationary distiing of
complex balanced systems.

Theorem 6. Let{S,C, R} be a chemical reaction network and gt} be a choice of rate constants.
Suppose that, modeled deterministically, the system iplearbalanced with a complex balanced equi-
librium ¢ € RZ,. Then the stochastically modeled system with intengifiesas a stationary distribution
on Z‘éo consisting of the product of Poisson distributions,

L
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If Z%O is irreducible, then(14) is the unique stationary distribution. E‘éo is not irreducible, then the
stationary distributionzrr, of an irreducible component of the state space Zéo is

1 e
— ) —Ci
7r(z) = 7 I |1 P forz e,
i

andnr(z) = 0 otherwise, wher&r is a positive normalizing constant.

Each irreducible component of the state space is necgssaritained in a single non-negative sto-
ichiometric compatibility class (Definitiod). The choice of the complex balanced equilibrium paint
in the theorem is independent Bfand the particular stoichiometric compatibility class t@aming it [3].
Note that sinc&” C Zéo, we always have thatr < 1.

2.3.1 The classical scaling

We may convert from molecular counts to concentrations layireg the counts by, whereV is the

volume of the system times Avogadro’s number. Followifl fefine|vy,| = 3=, vr.. Let{x} be a set
of rate constants and define the scaled rate consighigor the stochastic model in the following way,
Kk

= Vi (1)

Vv
R
(see P8, Chapter 6]). Letr € Z‘éo be an arbitrary state of the system and denote the intensittibn

for the stochastic model by
d
_ Vl-’ik :EZ'

1%
)\k (LE) T Vivel 1 (:Cz — I/kl)'

Note thati £ V~'x gives the concentrations in moles per unit volume and that ©(1) (that is, if
x = ©(V)), then by standard arguments

d
A (@)~ Vi [ 274 £ Var(),
i=1
where the final equality defines;.
Denote the stochastic process determining the abundagcEs &) (see 8)). Then, normalizing the
original processY" by V and definingX" £ v—'XV vields

XYy~ XV(0)+> %Yk (v /Ot Ak()?v(s))ds) Cr.

Since the law of large numbers for the Poisson process isglie Y (Vu) ~ u, we may conclude that
a good approximation to the procexs’ is the functionz = z(t) defined as the solution to the ODE

&= Z kpx'* (vy, — vk),
%

which is (13). For a precise formulation of the above scaling argumentéd theclassical scalingsee
[18, 19, 21].

The following is an immediate corollary to Theordinand can also be found iG] The result rests
upon the fact that it is a complex balanced equilibrium for a given reaction nekweith rates{xy},
thenV ¢ is a complex balanced equilibrium for the reaction netwarttaved with rategxy } of (15).

Theorem 7. Let{S,C, R} be a chemical reaction network and It} be a choice of rate constants.
Suppose that, modeled deterministically, the system iplearbalanced with a complex balanced equi-
librium ¢ € R%,. For someV > 0, let{x} } be related to{ } via (15). Then the stochastically modeled
system with intensitig§) and rate constantér) } has a stationary distribution o< , consisting of the
product of Poisson distributions, B

¥ (z) = H (VC:') ’ e Ve, forxz € Z%O. (16)

" x
i=1



If Z%O is irreducible, then(16) is the unique stationary distribution. E‘éo is not irreducible, then the
stationary distributionsY , of an irreducible component of the state spéice Z‘éo is

VC’L —Vci
v (z) Z¥ H , forz el (17)
i=1
andn¥ (z) = 0 otherwise, whereZy is a positive normalizing constant.
Note that Theorend implies that a stationary distribution for the scaled malé is

) =i, for @V e %zgo. (18)

3 Complex balanced systems

We are ready to state and prove our first result.
Theorem 8. Let{S,C, R} be a chemical reaction network and lt. } be a choice of rate constants.
Suppose that, modeled deterministically, the system iplearbalanced with a complex balanced equi-
librium ¢ € R%,. For V > 0, let {x}, } be related to{ s } via (15).

Letm" be given by(16) and let7" be as in(18). If 2V € LZ%, is a sequence of points such that
limy oo 2V = Z € R%,, then

i [ 7 )] = via)

V—oo

whereV satisfieq2). In particular, V is a Lyapunov function (DefinitioB).
Further, supposeFV C Zio is an irreducible component of the state space anddrl’IYax is given by

(17). For#¥ € &1V, definery (2V) = ny (VZ"). If there exists a series of point8’ € LTV such
thatlimy oo xV =z € R%,, then

lim [—V’l In(7¥(@¥)) - V! 1n(Z¥)] =V(3),

V—oo

whereV satisfieq2). In particular, V is a Lyapunov function (DefinitioB).

Proof. We prove the second statement. The proof of the first is the seith the exception that) =
Let {"} be a sequence of points wift" € LTI'". Suppose thaimy . " = & € R%,. We
have

V"l (ZFVfrFVV (:;;V)) = V' <ﬁe VCZ 8l )

i=1

! zd: [ Ve + (VE) In(V) + (V&Y ) In(e;) — In ((V@Y)!)] .

=1
Applying Stirling’s formula ) to the final term and performing some algebra yields

V(7 (3Y) =~V Z{ Ve + (VE¥ ) In(V) + (VY ) In(c:)

- [(m YIn(Va!) - (Va!) + om(val)| |

Z [ (In()) - In(er) — 1} + cz} +Oo(V " (V).

The sum is the usual Lyapunov functidh and the result is shown after letting — oo and recalling
thatz" — & € R%,. O

The conditions of the theorem are clearly fulfilled for Exdeth In that case, as well as in many other
cases) ~!In(ZY) converges t® asV — oo, but we have not proven thiimy ., V"' In(Z¥) =0
in general.



4 Non-complex balanced systems

4.1 Birth-death processes and reaction networks

In this section we will study reaction networks that also birth-death processes. Many results are
known for birth-death processes. In particular, a charieton of the stationary distribution can be
accomplished17].

Let {S,C, R} be a chemical reaction network with one species ofily= {S}, and assume all
reaction vectors are eith€;, = (—1) or ¢, = (1). This implies that the number of molecules ®f
goes up or down by one each time a reaction occurs. For canasiwe re-index the reactions and the
reaction rates in the following way. By assumption, a reactf the formnS — n’S will either have
n' =n+ 1orn’ = n — 1. In the former case we index the reactionsbynd denote the rate constant
by . and in the latter case byn andx_,,, respectively. Note that the stochastically modeled react
network can be considered as a birth-death process withdod death rates

{nl¢n=(1)} {n=0}

a= > A= > A,

{n|¢n=(-1)} {n<0}

(19)

for i > 0, respectively.

If the stochastically modeled system has absorbing statemake the following modification to the
intensity functions of the system. L&f € Z>, be the smallest value such that (i) all birth ratesof
are non-zero, that is\,(io) > 0 for n > 0, and (ii) all death rates ofy + 1 are non-zero, that is,
An(io +1) > 0forn < 0. We modify the system by letting,,(io) = 0 for n < 0. Note that the
modified system has a lowest stagewhich is not absorbing.

As an example of the above modification, consider the systiémnetwork

38 =728, 458 58. (20)

This model has rate$s(z) = kaz(x — 1)(z — 2)(z — 3) andA_3(z) = k—3z(z — 1)(z — 2). The
modified system would simply take_3(4) = 0.

Let nmax be the largest for which x,, is a non-zero reaction rate and similarly4gt;, be the largest
n for which x_,, is a non-zero rate constant. For the netw@®) (nmax = 4 andnmin = 3.

Theorem 9. Let {S,C, R} be a chemical reaction network with one species only. Asshateall
reaction vectors are of the forigy, = (—1) or ¢, = (1), and assume that there is at least one of each
form. Let{x,} be a choice of rate constants and assume, for sbimg 0, that {x), } is related to
{kn} via(15). Then a stationary distribution for the modified systemtsxia the irreducible component
I’ = {i|i > 4o} if and only if either of the following holds,

(1) Nmin > Nmax, or
(2) NMmin = Mmax and K—npmin > Knmax s

in which case it exists for al" > 0. If a stationary distribution exists and” — % € (0, o), then

T VYn /5
lim —V ' In(x"(2Y)) = g(&) = _/ In (M) de + 6 (””&)1 , (21)
0

V—o0 Zn<0 Knx¥n —Mmin

wheren" is the stationary distribution for the model with parametéiceV > 0, and wheres =
Nmin — Nmax. If & = 0, the last term is taken to be zero. Further, the functigf) fulfils condition
(2) in Definition5; that is, g(Z) decreases along paths of the deterministically modelesywith rate
constants{x,, }.

Proof. Since all reactions havg¢, = (1) or , = (—1) it follows that the system is equivalent to a
birth-death process with birth and death rate9).( Let io be the smallest value the chain may attain.
Potentially after modifying the system as detailed above have thap; > 0 for all i > ip andg; > 0



foralli > ig + 1. Hence,I' = {i|i > io} is irreducible and the stationary distribution, if it esists
given by (seel7])

1 ™ pie 1 pi - Poe
Vv Pi—1 Pig Pz—1 .
71-(1’):— || = = —, 51;27407

zv izigt1 I 2V Gig+1+ e

where the partition functioV satisfies
gV _ o~ Pig *Pi-1
izio Qio+1 " qi

Letd = nmin — Mmax and note that for larg®’, there exists constants, > C; > 0 independent ot/
such that

Ve ok i Ve ok . .
027 Dmax > Pim1 > C1TM for 4 > max(io,1).
? R—nmin qi ? R—nmin
Hence,
oo S5i @
\ \4 Rnmax
z¥=e (Z s <—m7l : ) ) : (22)

i—ig min

which is finite if and only if one of the two conditions (1) ar?) {n the theorem is fulfilled, in which case
it is finite for all V > 0. Since a stationary distribution exists if and onlyzt” is finite (see [ 7)), this
concludes the first part of the theorem.

We assume now that the stationary distribution exists,ithdhat one of the two conditions (1) and
(2) are fulfilled, and consider the infinite series in equai@?). We will first give bounds on the sum that
allow us to conclude that V= In(1/Z") converges a¥ — oo. If § = 0 thenZ" is bounded between
two positive constants that are independentohence—V ~*In(1/Z") — 0. Fors > 0, let

. 1/6

Mmes

ooy (e
Hi”n‘xin

o0

V(” —_— i & 81 o i g -
>y (& ):Z@T%Z%)“” @)

R—np; — —
min i=ig i=ig

and note that

i=ig

To get a lower bound we need Stirling’s approximation again:
/27rn"+0'567n S n! S enn«FO.Sefn7

wheren > 1 ande is the base of the natural logarithm. We first apply the sednaduality to:! and

obtain _ _ .
xéz - 1,61 _ 50'5 (5%)&
(i1)0 = ed(iit05e—i)0 ~ b 40.5(5-1) ’ (83)51+05¢—60

where the equality follows by simplifying the right handsidcSubsequently, we use the first inequality in
Stirling’s approximation to bound the right hand side inmerof (6:)!,

5045 ((556)62 - 60'5\/% ((556)62 _ Kl (6m)6b o4
8 i050—1) ~ (§7)0i+05¢=31 = 50561 " (g5)l  056-1 (§;)! (24)
whereK; are the terms that are independent.of
The right hand side of24) may further be bounded from below by
5i 5i 5(i+1)

036=D (i) T (G + 1) (z)0 (6 + D)

The sum ovet of the last expression is given on page 739, formula (8)2i#. [ For our purposes it
suffices to note that it can be bounded by the exponentiatifumc

S0 e (26)



whereK> > 0 is a constant independentof Putting 3)-(26) together yields

i % K1K2 5.

dz)°
which, recalling 22) and 3), implies that
K 1/6
—V'n(1/z¥) = ¢ (ﬁ) = go. (27)

Next we turn to the non-equilibrium potential. Lettiidf = V ~z with = > 4o, it takes the form
v m@E@Y(E) = -v i@ (viE"))
==V Y In(pi1) —In(g)| -V 'in(1/2"). (28)
i=ig+1

The last term converges fof — oo as shown in27). Using the definitions of;, ¢; and (), the sum
in the first term in 28) becomes

viV
1 (t—1)(i—2) - (i—vn) i(i—1) - (i—vn+1)
VY (! Vo ~In (> hn Ton
i=ig+1 n>0 n<0

Noting that this is a Riemann sum approximation, we have:for— z € (0, c0),

Vz F Z Hnml’n
—VY n(pica) —In(g)] = = [ In | S | dz E g1(@),

asV — oo. Hence, we may conclude that the non-equilibrium potertiaiverges to the function
91(Z) + go, as stated in the theorem. To conclude the proof, we only teednfirm thatg fulfils
condition (2) in Definitions, which we verify by differentiation,

Vn
ZnZO Kn T 129 vn
=—In|=——— 1" KRnT — KnT

K x¥n
Z7L<0 n n>0 n<0

This is strictly negative unless

E Knx'™ — E knx’™ =0,

n>0 n<0

in which case we are at an equilibrium. a

For this particular class of systems we have

. . v
:c:E /{nx”—g Knx ",

n>0 n<0

so that the ratio in equatior2{) is simply the ratio of the two terms in the equation abovee Tdtal
minima and maxima o (z) are therefore the equilibrium points of the deterministjcamodeled system.
Further, by inspection, it can be seen thél) = 0 andg(Z) — oo asz — co. If none of the extrema of
g(z) are plateaus, then it follows that asymptotically stabkd amstable equilibria must alternate and that
the largest equilibrium point is asymptotically stable fibigion 5). Around each of the stable equilibria
the functiong(z) is a Lyapunov function.

11



Example 10. Consider the following network which has three equilibfiar @ppropriate choice of rate
constants), two of which may be stable,

0= X, 2X = 3X.
K_1q K_3

The deterministic model satisfies
3

. 2
=Ko — K-1Z + KeX™ — K_3T

We havenma.x = 2 andnmin = 3 such that condition (1) of Theorefis fulfilled. Hence, the non-
equilibrium potential converges to the function

- e Ko + fizx2 K2
= — 1 —_— ] d _ 29
9(%) /0 n (nflm + fi,gm?’) zt K_3 (29)

The stationary distribution of the stochastically modedgstem can be obtained in closed forhi]f

- Bl(i — 1)(i —2) + P]
(@) =="0)]] G- -2+ Ri’

where

K2 K-1 Ko
B="2 R="2 and P=2.
K—3 K—-3 R2

If P = R, then the distribution is Poisson with intensiByand, in fact, the system is complex balanced.

In this case the Lyapunov functio89) reduces to
9(&) = #In(&) —  — #In <ﬁ> + 2

K—3 K—3

in agreement with Theore
For a concrete example that is not complex balanced, cansidemodel with rate constants) =
6,61 = 11, k2 = 6, k_3 = 1. In this case

G =6—11z+ 62" —2° = —(z — 1)(z — 2)(z — 3),

and there are two asymptotically stable equilibriazat 1,3 and one unstable at = 2. Hence, the
functiong(z) is a Lyapunov function locally arountl = 1, 3. |

Example 11. Consider the chemical reaction network
x5, xMox,

which is equivalent to a linear birth-death process withoahisg state 0. This model has,in = 7max =
1, and so for a stationary distribution to exist the secondlitiom of Theorenm® must hold. If we put the
death rate\_; (1) to 0 and assume_; > 1, then condition (2) is fulfilled and

g(z) = —/ In < M ) der = —ZIn (i) (30)
0 K-_1T K—-1
is a Lyapunov function. In fact, the stationary distribatiaf the modified system is proportional to
r—1
\% K1 1
7 (x) <K71) =

which is independent df . It follows that forz" — z,

_% m(7 (")) ~ — (:I:V B %) n (i) + %111(5;‘/) + % In(V)

— —2In (i) ,
K—-1

in agreement with30). In this particular case the deterministic system core®tg zero — the absorbing
state of the stochastic system — though this correspondeitiagot hold in general for systems with an
absorbing state. a

12



4.2 Other examples
Example 12. Consider the chemical reaction network,
03 X, 2X B ¢.

The network is not complex balanced, nor is it a birth-deattgss, hence the theory developed in the
previous sections is not applicable. The stationary distion with scaled rate constants as 1fv)(can
be given in explicit form §],

K1

1 (aV)*®
I.-1(24V), x €Z>o, and a=,/—,
V21, (2\/§aV) x! i ) =0 K2

whereI,(z) is the modified Bessel function of theth kind. To evaluate the non-equilibrium potential
we need two asymptotic results for the modified Bessel fonst[L3]:

m(z) =

Ii(z) x Lez, for largez,

2mz
1 e > Uk (t
In(nz) X Tm < + ;21 ’rLk ) 5 fOI’ |argen

where
1

2 —
=ViTEen (i) e
andug(t), k > 1, are functions oft. Note that the sum involving(t) decreases proportionally to
n~tus (t) asn gets large (the other terms vanish faster tliran
After some cumbersome calculations using the asymptdatieaships for the modified Bessel func-
tion, we obtain that the non-equilibrium potential sattsfie

—% mFEEY) = g(7), for ¥ =& as V- oo,

whereg(z) is defined by

9(%) = 2v2a — 22 1n(a) + £ In(Z) — 2(1 + In(2)) — /&2 + 4a? + & In(& + /&2 + 4a?).

Another straightforward, but likewise cumbersome, caltiah, shows thag () in fact fulfils condition
(2) in Definition’5. By differentiation twice with respect to, we find thatg” (z) > 0, henceg(z) is a
Lyapunov function. a

Example 13. As a last example consider the chemical reaction network:

X550, 032X
It is not weakly reversible, hence not complex balanced igr@hoice of rate constants. It is not a birth-
death process either, as two molecules are created at eigitti dvent. It is similar to Examplé 2, but
with the reactions going in the opposite direction.
Let the rate constantgs,, } be given and let the scaled ratgs) } be given accordingly. The deter-
ministically modeled system takes the form

T = 2K — K1T (31)

such that there is a unique equilibriumcat 2"”"12 Leta & 2"21 so thatc = 4a. The stationary distri-
bution exists for all reaction rates and is most easily attarazed in the following way (see Supporting
Information):

N = Ny + 2No, Ny ~ Pa2aV), and N, ~Po(aV),
where N, and N2 are two independent Poisson random variables with inies€it1 andaV’, respec-
tively. Hence, the stationary distribution can be written a

—3Va (Qva)k (Va)™
k! m!

m(z)=-e
k,m: z=k+2m

13



In the Supporting Information it is shown that the limit ofetmon-equilibrium potential exists as
V — oo with 2V — & .
lim —— n(7"(&")) = g(@),

V—oo

g(:i):/oiln <1/1+%—1> dx —In(2) &

(the integral can be solved explicitly, see Supporting fimfation). The first derivative af fulfils

where

g'(z) >0 ifandonlyif 4a <z,
and zero if and only ifta = x. Comparing with 81) yields
g'(z)& <0 forall z >0,

and equality only ift = 4a. The second derivative afis positive for allz. Henceg(x) is a Lyapunov
function.

5 Discussion

We have demonstrated a relationship betweerstbehastionodels for (bio)chemical reaction systems
and an important Lyapunov function for the correspondiaterministianodels. In particular, we showed
that this relationship holds for the class of complex-be¢ghsystems, which contains the class of detailed
balanced systems that have been well studied in both thegsheisd probability literature?[7]. Further,

we showed the correspondence holds for a wider class of mou#lding those birth and death systems
that can be modeled via chemical reaction systems. It resrapen just how wide the class of models
satisfying this relationship is.

Acknowledgements.We thank the American Institute of Mathematics for hostingaakshop at which
this research was initiated. Anderson was supported by N&fgDMS-1009275 and DMS-1318832
and Army Research Office grant W911NF-14-1-0401. Craciumsuaported by NSF grant DMS1412643
and NIH grant RO1GMO086881. Wiuf was supported by the LunkiF&mundation (Denmark), the Carls-
berg Foundation (Denmark), Collstrups Fond (Denmark),theddanish Research Council.

References

[1] David F. AndersonA proof of the Global Attractor Conjecture in the single lage class case
SIAM J. Appl. Math71 (2011), no. 4, 1487 — 1508.

, Global asymptotic stability for a class of nonlinear cheatiequations SIAM J. Appl.
Math 68 (May 2008), no. 5, 1464—1476.

[3] David F. Anderson, Gheorghe Craciun, and Thomas G. KBrzduct-form stationary distributions
for deficiency zero chemical reaction netwqrRsill. Math. Biol. 72 (2010), no. 8, 1947-1970.

[4] David F. Anderson, German A. Enciso, and Matthew D. &bbn, Stochastic analysis of biochemi-
cal reaction networks with absolute concentration robasg. R. Soc. Interfacél (2014), no. 93,
20130943.

[5] David F. Anderson and Thomas G. Kur&ontinuous time markov chain models for chemical reac-
tion networks Design and Analysis of Biomolecular Circuits: Enginegripproaches to Systems
and Synthetic Biology (H. Koeppl et al., ed.), Springer, 20dp. 3—42.

[6] David F. Anderson and Anne Shilthe dynamics of weakly reversible population processes nea
facets SIAM J. Appl. Math.70(2010), no. 6, 1840-1858.

(2]

14



(7]

(8]

9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

(23]

[24]
[25]

[26]

[27]

(28]

Gheorghe Craciun, Fedor Nazarov, and Casian PaR&aistence and permanence of mass-action
and power-law dynamical systen®AM J. Appl. Math.73(2013), no. 1, 305-329.

Stefan EngblomSpectral approximation of solutions to the chemical mastgration J. Comp.
Appl. Math.229(2009), 208-221.

Stewart N. Ethier and Thomas G. Kurtlelarkov processes: Characterization and convergence
John Wiley & Sons, New York, 1986.

Martin  Feinberg, Lectures on chemical reaction networks Delivered at the
Mathematics Research Center, Univ. Wisc.-Madison. Abéla for download at
http://crnt.engineering.osu.edu/LecturesOnReactionNetworks, 1979.

Crispin W. GardinerHandbook of stochastic methods, 2nd editi®pinger, 1985.

Manoj Gopalkrishnan, Ezra Miller, and Anne Shii,geometric approach to the global attractor
conjecture SIAM J. Appl. Dyn. Syst13(2014), no. 2, 758-797.

I.S. Gradshteyn and I.M. RyzhiKables of integrals, series, and products, 7nd edjtidcademic
Press, 2007.

Jeremy Gunawarden@hemical reaction network theory for in-silico biologisiéotes available for
download at http://vcp.med.harvard.edu/papers/critZaD3.

Ankit Gupta and Mustafa KhammasBetermining the long-term behavior of cell populations:
A new procedure for detecting ergodicity in large stochmstiaction networksarXiv:1312.2879,
2013.

Friedrich J. M. Horn and Roy JacksoBgeneral mass action kineticérch. Rat. Mech. Anal47
(1972), 81-116.

Samuel Karlin and Howard M. TayloA first course in stochastic processes, 2nd edjtirademic
Press, 1975.

Thomas G. KurtzThe relationship between stochastic and deterministicetsofdr chemical reac-
tions J. Chem. Phy$7(1972), no. 7, 2976-2978.

, Strong approximation theorems for density dependent Mackains Stoch. Proc. Appl.
6 (1977/78), 223-240.

, Representations of markov processes as multiparameterctiangesAnn. Prob8(1980),
no. 4, 682—715.

, Approximation of population processe€SBMS-NSF Reg. Conf. Series in Appl. Math.:
36, SIAM, 1981.

Casian Pante@n the persistence and global stability of mass-actioresystSIAM J. Math. Analy.
44(2012), no. 3, 1636-1673.

Loic Paulevé, Gheorghe Craciun, and Heinz Koefpinamical properties of discrete reaction
networks Journal of Mathematical Biolog§9 (2014), no. 1, 55-72.

Lawrence PerkdDifferential equations and dynamical systems, 3rd edjt®pringer, 2000.

Anatolii P. Prudnikov, Yury A. Brychkov, and Oleg |. Miahey, Integrals and series: Elementary
functions, volume 1, 3rd editipiordon and Breach Science, 1992.

Hong Qian,Nonlinear stochastic dynamics of mesoscopic homogendoaldmical reaction sys-
temsan analytical theoryNonlinearity24 (2011), R19 —R49.

Peter Whittle,Systems in stochastic equilibriudohn Wiley & Sons, Inc., New York, NY, USA,
1986.

Darren J. WilkinsonStochastic modelling for systems biolp@hapman and Hall/CRC Press, 2006.

15


http://crnt.engineering.osu.edu/LecturesOnReactionNetworks

SUPPORTING INFORMATION

Lyapunov Functions, Stationary Distributions, and Non-eauilibrium

Potential for Chemical Reaction Networks

David Anderson', Gheorghe Craciur?,

Manoj Gopalkrishnan?, Carsten Wiuf*

! Department of Mathematics, University of Wisconsin, Madisanderson@math.wisc.edu

2 Department of Mathematics and Department of Biomoleculsr@istry,
University of Wisconsin, Madisorgraciun@ math.wisc.edu

3 School of Technology and Computer Science, Tata InstitiFeindamental Research,
Mumbai, Indiajmanojg@ tifr.res.in

4 Department of Mathematical Sciences, University of Copgen;wiuf@math.ku.dk

Example 4 in the Main text

In Example 4 in the main text we consider the following cheahieaction network:

X80, 053 2X. (32)

The network is not weakly reversible, hence it cannot be dempalanced. Furthermore, the model
is not a birth-death process as the ‘birth event’ createscmpmes of X. Consequently, we cannot use
the theory developed in the main text to determine whethentn-equilibrium potential converges to a
Lyapunov function and in case it does, the form of the Lyapunoction.

Here we prove the claims made in the main text about the nktwiar be precise we will show that
an equilibrium distribution exists and show that it can beegias the sum of two independent Poisson
distributions. We will use this representation to argue tha non-equilibrium potential converges to a
Lyapunov function and state its form.

Proposition 1. Let V; be the number oK molecules at time in the network\. Then the distribution
of N, is given as the convolution of two independent random véegb

Ny = Nii+2Nay,  Niy~Po (2aV(1 - e*’“t)Q) , and Na; ~ Po (aV(l - e*%lt)) .
Lettingt — oo, we obtain the equilibrium distribution of,
N = Ny + 2No, N; ~Po(2aV), and Nz ~Po(aV),

whereN; and N, are independent random variables.

Proof of Proposition 1. Let A\ = Vk, andp = ki for convenience. Fix > 0. The number of birth
events that has occured before times Poisson with rate\t. Assume a birth event happens at time
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0 < u < t. Then either zero, one or two of ti€ molecules might survive until timg each with death
ratep. The probabilities of these events are

pu(2) = e 0T pu (1) =27 (1 —e ) and pu(0) = 1 pu(l) — pu(2), (33)

wherep: (i), i« = 0,1,2, is the probability that lineages survive. Given thaV; birth events have
happened, each of th¥, events occur at a uniform random time(ity ¢). Hence, the probabilities in
equation 83), averaged over time, become

Pi) =1 /O puli)du,
or
Pt(2):2im(1—e*2w), Pt(1):$(1—e*‘“)2, and P,(0) = 1 — P,(1) — PA(2).

It follows that the number of birth events for which both nmlkes survive isVa : ~ Po(AtP:(2)) and
the number of birth events for which only one of the two moleswsurvive isV; ¢+ ~ Po(AtP;(1)), which
coincide with those stated in the lemma. Since birth evectsioindependently of each othéy; ; and
Ns,; are independent random variables. Further, the number lefowles at time is N, = Ny . +2Na 4,
which proves the first part.

To obtain the equilibrium distribution we lét— oo and obtainV; ~ Po(2aV') and N2 ~ Po(aV),
wherea is as defined in the lemma. O

The probability distribution ofV in Lemma 1 is given by

k m
e Y Ve o
k,m: k4+2m=n : :

_ave (2Va)* (V)"

=c 2 T &4
k,m: k4+2m=n

where the sum is over all positive integérsn such that + 2m = n. The sum does not seem easy to

manipulate further.

To evaluatel: In(P(N = n)) asV — oo andn/V — z, we need a version of Laplace’s method
for approximating integrals of the forrfi eV /(@) dz. To state the method, we first look at the sum3r)(
Each term is rewritten by taking the exponential and theritiga to the term, and subsequently applying
Stirling’s approximation,

Varn™tre " <nl <en™Ze™ for n>1 (e & 2.71),

to provide an upper and a lower bound:

Q2vVa)® (Va)™ \ | V2r 1 V()
e — ! — ! > z
o — exp{kIn(2Va) — In(k!) + mIn(Va) — In(m!)} > V. al e = 2a) e

(2Va)* (Va)™ e 1 Via(w)

(35)

wherex = u = &, andk, m > 0, such that, > 0 andz — 2u > 0, and

v
fe(u) = —uln(u) — (x — 2u) In(z — 2u) + (z — w)(In(a) + 1) + (x — 2u) In(2).

Note thatr — 2u = ¢,z —u = ™ and0 < u < %. Only the casesn = 0 andk = 0 cannot be
bound in this way.
Considerf. (u) as a function on the open inten@@, 5 ) into R. The derivative off. (u) with respect
towis
fo(u) = —In(u) + 2In(z — 2u) — 2In(2) — In(a),
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which is decreasing in. The functionf.,

—

u) attains its maximum for

(z+a—ala+2x)),

*
u =

N | =

which fulfills

0<u*<§ for = >0.

The second derivative of.(u) is always negative; hencg.(u) is convex and strictly increasing for
u < u* and strictly decreasing far > u*.
Let (a, b) be an open interval iR with a, b potentially infinite.

Theorem 1. (Laplace’s methodpssumér: (a,b) — R and f(u): (a,b) — R are two functions, such
that h(u) is continuous andi(z) > 0 for all w € (a,b), and f(u) is twice continuously differentiable
with a unique (global) maximum* € (a,b), such thatf” (u*) < 0. Further, assumé(u)e" /) is
integrable on(a, b) for all V" > 0.

Then,

b
i 2m w\ _Vf(u™)
h(u)evf( Ddu = | — h(u™)e as V — oo,
/a VI (ur)]

where the approximation means that the ratio of the two tegoes to one.

Lemma 1.Let P(IN = n) be the probability in(34). Then

Jim —% I(P(N = 2V)) = 3a — fu(u"),

V—oo
whereu”, which depends on, is the unique maximum ¢f (u).

Proof of Lemma 1. We assume the notation and definitions introduced abovesi@emthe sum over all
k, m, such thak + 2m = n andk, m > 0:

1 V(W)
ul/2(z — 2u)1/? ?

W
Il
M

u

I
<=

wheren’ = 21 if nis odd and’ = Z — 1, if n is even. We split the surfi into three parts:

1 for (w0
)LD DY mem”

u<le F—e<u eSulf-—e
for some (smally > 0. The sum of the first two terms can be bounded downwards by Qpwerds by
dVie %,
whered; > 0 anddz € R. Indeed, using the properties ff(u), we havedz = max(fz(€), fz(5 —¢€)),
andd; is a number such that V> > max (mm <eorz—e<u).
The last sum can be approximated by an integral. For thisidenthe function

1

h(u) = ul/2(x — 2u)t/2

and letuo be given. Sincef, (uo + ) ~ fx(u0) + + f+(uo) to orders-, we have

UO‘F% 1

u1/2(:c—2u)1/26 au,

wo+ &
alV [ VI gy < h(uo)evf’(u‘)) < axV
o ul/2(x — 2u)l/? - - o
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for two constantsii,az > 0. The functionsh(u), f.(u) and f;(u) are continuous and bounded on
[e, § — €], henceas, a2 can be chosen such that they are independent ®ffe, 3 — ¢]. Consequently,
the bounds hold for all. € [¢, § — €] and we obtain

i 1 Vfo(u) 1 Vfo(u)
‘11‘//E u1/2(x_2u)1/26 du < Z ul/Q(x—2u)1/26

eSu<Z—e

i 1 Vfo(u)
< aQV/6 u1/2(:c—2u)1/26 du.

Using Theorem 1, the sum can further be approximated by #esiegn for largel/. Sinceh(u)e"ff(“)
is bounded orfe, 5 — ¢] for fixed V, the conditions for using Theorem 1 are fulfilled and we obtai

3V e (u®) 1 Vfo(u) 3 Vin(u®)
bhiVZe < > PE TR <bhVZze :
e<u<F—e
for some new constants, b2 > 0.

Consider nowP(N = n). We have from the equatio4) and the definition of5' that

P(N =n)=Se Y + P(N=n,N, =0)+ P(N =n, N, =0).

Depending on whethet is odd or evenP (N = n, N1 = 0) might be zero. Using Stirling’s approxima-
tion we obtain
P(N=n,N2 =0) =~ efgavevfzm)xfévfé,
and )
P(N =n,Ny =0) ~ e 3V f=(3) (g) fvos,
where thex means the ratio of the two terms goes to on&as» cc.
Putting all terms inP (N = n) together, using thafe ~>*" is to a higher power itV than the other
terms, yields

lim —% In(P(N =zV)) = lim —% In(Se %) = 3a — f.(u"),

V—o0 V—oo
which proves the claim of the lemma. a

Proposition 2. The function
g(z) = 3a — fu(u"), with u* = %(:c +a—ya(a+ 2z))

is a Lyapunov function for the network (82). Further, g(x) might be written as

g(z) :/Ozln<\/1+% — 1> du — In(2)z,

as stated in the main text.

Proof of Proposition 2. From 32) we havei: = 2k, — kiz. Recall thatw = 2"721 hence the sign of is

the same as the sign of .

k_xl =da — . (36)

We consider the function(z) as a functiorj(z, u) = —3a + f. (u) of two variablegz, u) evaluated in

(z,u™). Hence the derivative gf(x) with respect tor is
a7 du* 09

gl(x) = —u(:mu*)— + Hzut) = _(9fz du* B O fx

ou (u) dz oz (u”)-
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The first term on the right side is 0 by definition®@f. Evaluating the second term yields
/ 2x
g (z)=In <“1+E — 1) —1In(2),

g'(z) >0 ifandonlyif 4a <z,

which fulfills

and zero only wheAa = x. Comparing with 86) gives
g'(x)t <0 forall x>0,

and equality only ift = 4«.. Henceg(x) is a Lyapunov function for the networi8®).
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