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A quasispecies continuous contact model in a

subcritical regime ∗

Sergey Pirogov† Elena Zhizhina‡

The paper is dedicated to the memory of Robert Adolfovich
Minlos, outstanding mathematician and generous person.

Abstract

We study a non-equilibrium dynamical model: a marked continu-
ous contact model in d-dimensional space, d ≥ 1. In contrast with the
continuous contact model in a critical regime, see [3], [5], the model
under consideration is in the subcritical regime and it contains an
additional spontaneous spatially homogeneous birth from an external
source. We prove that this system has an invariant measure. We prove
also that the process starting from any initial distribution converges
to this invariant measure.

Keywords: continuous contact model; marked configurations; cor-
relation functions; statistical dynamics

1 Introduction

In this paper we study a marked continuous contact model in d-dimensional
space, d ≥ 1, with a spontaneous birth rate. This model can be considered
as a special case of birth-and-death processes in the continuum, [3, 5, 6], and
it is inspired by the concept of quasispecies in population genetics, see e.g.
[1, 8]. The phase space of such processes is the space Γ = Γ(Rd × S) of
locally finite marked configurations in Rd with marks s ∈ S from a compact
metric space S. We describe here the stationary regime and specify relations
between solutions of the Cauchy problem and this stationary regime in the
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subcritical case, i.e. when the mortality prevails over reproduction and the
deficiency is compensated by the immigration.

The analysis of the model is based on the concept of statistical dynamics.
Instead of the construction of the stochastic dynamics as a Markov process
on the configuration space, we use here the formal generator of the model for
the derivation of the evolution equation for the correlation functions similar
to the BBGKY hierarchy for Hamiltonian dynamics. In the general frame-
work of [2] we use the hierarchy of equations for time-dependent correlation
functions to describe the Markov dynamics of our system, c.f. also [3], [5].

With biological point of view, the stochastic system under study is a
model of an asexual reproduction under mutations and selections, where an
individual at the point u ∈ Rd with the genome s ∈ S produces an offspring
distributed in the coordinate space and in the genome space with the rate
α(u−v)Q(s, s′). The function Q(s, s′) is said to be the mutation kernel. Since
mortality exceeds reproduction, the model contains a spontaneous additional
birth that can be interpreted as an exogenous flow generated by an external
source, or an immigration.

2 The model and the main results

We consider a quasispecies contact model in a sub-critical regime with spon-
taneous birth on M = Rd × S, d ≥ 1, S is a compact metric space. A
heuristic description of the process is given by a formal generator:

(LF )(γ) =
∑

x∈γ

(F (γ\x)−F (γ))+

∫

M

(

∑

y∈γ

κa(x, y)+c(x)
)

(F (γ∪x)−F (γ))dZ(x),

(1)
where dZ = dλdν is a product of the Lebesgue measure λ on Rd and a
finite Borel measure ν on S with supp ν = S. Below, see (17)-(19), we will
construct the operator L̂∗ describing the evolution of the correlation functions
(the BBGKY type hierarchy equations).

Here b(x, γ) = κ
∑

y∈γ a(x, y) are birth rates related to the contact model,
c(x) is a spontaneous birth rate (immigration), and mortality rate equals 1.
We take a(x, y) in the following form:

a(x, y) = α(τ(x)− τ(y))Q(σ(x), σ(y)), (2)

τ and σ are projections of M on Rd and S respectively, α(u) ≥ 0 is a function
on Rd such that

∫

Rd

α(u)du = 1,

∫

Rd

|u|2α(u)du < ∞, (3)
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the covariance matrix C

Cjk =

∫

Rd

ujukα(u)du − mjmk, mj =

∫

Rd

ujα(u)du, (4)

is non-degenerate and

α̂(p) =

∫

Rd

ei(p,u)α(u)du ∈ L1(Rd). (5)

It follows in particular that |α̂(p)| < 1 for all p 6= 0.
We assume in what follows that c(x) = c(σ(x)), σ(x) ∈ S, i.e. we

consider the spatially homogeneous spontaneous birth rates. We suppose
that the function Q is continuous on S × S (and so bounded) and strictly
positive. We consider the integral operator

(Qh)(s) =

∫

S

Q(s, s′)h(s′)dν(s′), h ∈ C(S), (6)

in the Banach space of continuous function C(S). Then the Krein-Rutman
theorem [7] implies that there are a positive number r > 0 and a strictly
positive continuous function q(s) ∈ C(S), such that Qq = rq. The spectrum
of Q, except r, which is a discrete spectrum (accumulated to 0, if S is not
finite), is contained in the open disk {z : |z| < r} ⊂ C. This ”rest spectrum”
is the spectrum ofQ on the subspace ”biorthogonal to q”, i.e. on the subspace
of the functions h(s) such that

∫

S

h(s) q̃(s) dν(s) = 0. (7)

Here q̃(s) is the strictly positive eigenfunction of the adjoint operatorQ⋆(s, s′) =
Q(s′, s).

We assume in what follows that κ < κcr, κcr = r−1, and now including
κcr in Q we suppose that r = 1, i.e. Qq = q. So the ”renormalized” critical
value of κ equals 1. We also normalize the function q by the condition

∫

S

q(s)dν(s) = 1. (8)

Note that the existence problem for Markov processes in Γ for general
birth and death rates is an essentially open problem, but for the contact
processes it was solved in [6]. An alternative way of studying the evolution
of the system is to consider the corresponding statistical dynamics. The latter
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means that instead of a time evolution of configurations we consider a time
evolution of initial states (distributions), i.e. solutions of the corresponding
forward Kolmogorov (Fokker-Planck) equation, see ([2, 4]) for details.

We should remind basic notations and constructions to derive time evo-
lution equations on correlation functions of the considered model. Let B(M)
be the family of all Borel sets in M = Rd × S, and Bb(M) ⊂ B(M) denotes
the family of all bounded sets from B(M). The configuration space Γ(M)
consists of all locally finite subsets of M :

Γ = Γ(M) = {γ ⊂ M : |γ ∩ Λ| < ∞ for all Λ ∈ Bb(M)}. (9)

Together with the configuration space Γ(M) we define the space of finite
configurations

Γ0 = Γ0(M) =
⊔

n∈N∪{0}

Γ
(n)
0 , (10)

where Γ
(n)
0 is the space of n-point configurations Γ

(n)
0 = {η ⊂ M : |η| = n}.

The space Γ0(M) is equipped by the Lebesgue-Poisson measure exp(dZ) =
1 + dZ + dZ⊗dZ

2!
+ . . ..

We denote the set of cylinder functions on Γ by Fcyl(Γ). Each F ∈ Fcyl(Γ)
is characterized by the following relation: F (γ) = F (γ ∩ Λ) for some Λ ∈
Bb(M). The notation Bbs(Γ0) is used for the set of bounded measurable func-
tions with bounded support, i.e. G ∈ Bbs(Γ0), if G is a bounded measurable
function on Γ0, and there exists Λ ∈ Bb(M) and N ∈ N such that

G|
Γ0\

⊔
N

n=0 Γ
(n)
Λ

= 0, (11)

where Γ
(n)
Λ = {η ⊂ Λ : |η| = n} is the space of n-point configurations from

Λ.
Next we define a mapping from Bbs(Γ0) into Fcyl(Γ) as follows:

(K G)(γ) =
∑

η⊂γ

G(η), γ ∈ Γ, η ∈ Γ0, (12)

where the summation is taken over all finite subconfigurations η ∈ Γ0 of
the infinite configuration γ ∈ Γ, see i.g. [3] for details. Let us remark
that this mapping is linear, positivity preserving and injective. It is called
K-transform.

In the same way as in [3] we conclude that the operator L̂ = K−1LK

(the image of L under the K-transform) on functions G ∈ Bbs(Γ0) has the
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following form:

(L̂G)(η) = −|η|G(η) +

∫

M

κ
∑

x∈η

a(y, x)G((η\x) ∪ y)dZ(y)

+

∫

M

κ
∑

x∈η

a(y, x)G(η ∪ y)dZ(y) +

∫

M

c(y)G(η ∪ y)dZ(y).
(13)

Denote by M1
fm(Γ) the set of all probability measures µ which have finite

local moments of all orders, i.e.
∫

Γ

|γΛ|
n µ(dγ) < ∞ (14)

for all Λ ∈ Bb(M) and n ∈ N. If a measure µ ∈ M1
fm(Γ) is locally absolutely

continuous with respect to the Poisson measure (associated with the measure
dZ), then there exists the corresponding system of the correlation functions

k
(n)
µ of the measure µ, well known in statistical physics, see e.g. [9, Ch.4].

The set of correlation functions kµ of the measure µ is defined as
∫

Γ

(KG)(γ)µ(dγ) = 〈G, kµ〉, (15)

where 〈, 〉 is the canonical duality between the functions and densities of
measures on the space Γ0(M).

Let {µt}t≥0 ⊂ M1
fm(Γ) be the evolution of states described by the forward

Kolmogorov equation with the adjoint operator L∗. Then the generator of
the evolution of the corresponding system of correlation functions is defined
as

〈L̂G, k〉 = 〈G, L̂∗k〉, G ∈ Bbs(Γ0), (16)

where the operator L̂ = K−1LK is defined by (13).
The equations for the correlation functions have the following recurrent

form:
∂k(n)

∂t
= L̂∗

nk
(n) + f (n), n ≥ 1; k(0) ≡ 1. (17)

Here f (n) are functions on Mn, f (1)(x) = c(x) = c(σ(x)), and f (n) are defined
for n ≥ 2 as

f (n)(x1, . . . , xn) =

n
∑

i=1

k(n−1)(x1, . . . , x̌i, . . . , xn)
(

n
∑

j 6=i

κa(xi, xj) + c(xi)
)

.

(18)
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These equations are the analogue of BBGKY equations for the considered
system.

The operator L̂∗
n, n ≥ 1, is defined on the space Xn = C

(

Sn, L∞((Rd)n)
)

as:
L̂∗
nk

(n)(x1, . . . , xn) = −nk(n)(x1, . . . , xn)

+

n
∑

i=1

∫

M

κ a(xi, y)k
(n)(x1, . . . , xi−1, y, xi+1, . . . , xn)dZ(y).

(19)

We take any initial (for t = 0) data

k(n)(0; x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Xn. (20)

Invariant measures with finite moments of the contact process (if they
exist) are described in terms of the correlation functions k(n) on Mn as a
positive solutions of the following system:

L̂∗
nk

(n) + f (n) = 0, n ≥ 1, k(0) ≡ 1, (21)

where L̂∗
n, f

(n) are defined in (18) - (19).
In this paper we prove the existence of the solution k(n) ∈ Xn, n ≥ 1 of

the system (21), such that k(n) have a specified asymptotics when |τ(xi) −
τ(xj)| → ∞ for all i 6= j. We also prove a strong convergence of the solutions
of the Cauchy problem (17) - (20) to the solution of the system (21) of the
stationary (time-independent) equations.

Theorem 1. 1. Let the birth kernel a(x, y) of the contact model meet con-
ditions (2)-(6), and κ < κcr = r−1.

Then for any positive continuous immigration rate c(σ(x)) there exists a

probability measure µc such that its system of correlation functions {k
(n)
c } is

translation invariant, solves (21), satisfies the following condition

|k(n)
c (x1, . . . , xn) −

n
∏

i=1

k(1)
c (xi)| → 0, (22)

when |τ(xi)− τ(xj)| → ∞ for all i 6= j, and satisfies the following estimate

k(n)
c (x1, . . . , xn) ≤ D Hnn!

n
∏

i=1

q(σ(xi)) for any x1, . . . , xn, (23)

for some positive constants H = H(κ,Q, α, c), D = D(κ,Q, α, c). Here q(s)
is the normalized eigenfunction of Q,

k(1)
c (x) = k(1)

c (σ(x)) =
(

1− κQ
)−1

c(σ(x)). (24)
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2. For any n ≥ 1 the solution k(n)(t) of the Cauchy problem (17) - (20)

converges to the solution k
(n)
c (22) of the system (21) of stationary (time-

independent) equations as t → ∞:

‖k(n)(t) − k(n)
c ‖Xn

→ 0, (25)

where Xn = C
(

Sn, L∞((Rd)n)
)

.

3 The proof of Theorem 1. Stationary prob-

lem.

In this section we prove the first part of Theorem 1 using the induction in n.
For n = 1 in (21) we have

c(x)− k(1)(x)+

∫

M

κ a(x, y)k(1)(y)dZ(y) = 0, where c(x) = c(σ(x)). (26)

Since we are constructing a translation invariant field we will look for k(1)(x)
in the form

k(1)(x) = k(1)(σ(x)). (27)

Then (26) can be rewritten as

c(s)− k(1)(s) +

∫

S

κQ(s, s′)k(1)(s′)dν(s′) = 0, s = σ(x), (28)

which means that

k(1)(x) = k(1)(σ(x)) =
(

1− κQ
)−1

c(σ(x)). (29)

As a warm-up let us solve the equation (21) for the special case n =
2, S = {0}, Q(0, 0) = 1, c(x) ≡ c. This means that M = Rd and no marks.
Then k(1)(x) = c

1−κ
and the equation for k(2)(x) is written as

L̂∗
2k

(2) + f (2) = 0, (30)

with
f (2)(x1, x2) = κ ̺ (α(x1 − x2) + α(x2 − x1)) + 2̺c, (31)

where ̺ = c
1−κ

. Thus L̂∗
2 = L(1) + L(2), where

L(1)k(2)(x1, x2) =

∫

Rd

κα(x1 − y)k(2)(y, x2)dy − k(2)(x1, x2), (32)
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and analogously

L(2)k(2)(x1, x2) =

∫

Rd

κα(x2 − y)k(2)(x1, y)dy − k(2)(x1, x2). (33)

Using the translation invariance we have:

k(2)(x1, x2) = k(2)(x1 − x2). (34)

After the Fourier transform we can rewrite (30) - (33) as

(

κ α̂(p) + κ α̂(−p)− 2
)

k̂(p) = −κ ̺
(

α̂(p) + α̂(−p)
)

− 2c̺ δ(p). (35)

Therefore,

k̂(p) =
̺ κ(α̂(p) + α̂(−p))

2− κ(α̂(p) + α̂(−p))
+ Âδ(p), where Â = ̺2. (36)

Now let us turn to the general case. If for any n > 1 we succeeded to solve
the equation (21) and express k(n) through f (n), then knowing the expression
of f (n) through k(n−1) via (18), we would get the solution to the full system
(21). So we have to invert the operator L̂∗

n.
Remind that

L̂∗
n =

n
∑

i=1

Li, (37)

where
Lik(n)(x1, . . . , xn) = (38)

∫

M

κ a(xi, y)k
(n)(x1, . . . , xi−1, y, xi+1, . . . , xn)dZ(y)− k(n)(x1, . . . , xn) (39)

are bounded operators in Xn.

Lemma 1. The operator etL̂
∗

n is monotone.

Proof. The monotonicity of the operator etL̂
∗

n follows from (37) - (38):

etL̂
∗

n = ⊗n
i=1e

tLi

, etL
i

= e−tetAi , (40)

and the positivity of operators

Aik
(n) =

∫

M

κ a(xi, y)k
(n)(x1, . . . , xi−1, y, xi+1, . . . , xn)dZ(y). (41)
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Lemma 2. If the function f(x1, . . . , xn) is bounded and satisfies the condition

f(x1, . . . , xn) → 0 when |τ(xi)−τ(xj)| → ∞ for all i 6= j uniformly in σ(x1), . . . , σ(xn),
(42)

then the function

g(x1, . . . , xn) =
(

∫ ∞

0

etL̂
∗

nf dt
)

(x1, . . . , xn) =
(

−L̂∗
n

)−1
f(x1, . . . , xn) (43)

exists and satisfies the same condition.

Proof. First consider the restriction of L̂∗
n to the invariant subspace Λ con-

sisting of the functions of the form

Gϕ,q(x) = ϕ(τ(x1), . . . , τ(xn))

n
∏

i=1

q(σ(xi)), (44)

where ϕ(w1, . . . , wn) ∈ L∞((Rd)n), Qq = q.
The operator L̂∗

n acts on these functions as

Ln,max =

n
∑

i=1

Li
max, (45)

where
Li
max Gϕ,q(x) = (46)

n
∏

i=1

q(σ(xi))

(
∫

Rd

κα(wi − u)ϕ(w1, . . . , wi−1, u, wi+1, . . . , wn)du− ϕ(w1, . . . , wn)

)

(47)
due to the equality Qq = q. Remind that κcr is ”absorbed” in Q and κ < 1.
Formula (46) means that in this case we have only spatial convolutions and
no integration over S.

Using that L̂∗
n =

∑n

i=1Ai − n and the spectral radii of operators Ai, i =
1, . . . , n, equal to κ < 1, we have

(

− L̂∗
n

)−1
=

1

n

(

1−
1

n

n
∑

i=1

Ai

)−1

. (48)

Notice that this formula again implies the monotonicity of the operator
(

−

L̂∗
n

)−1
. Denoting A = 1

n

∑n
i=1Ai we get

(

− L̂∗
n

)−1
=

1

n

∞
∑

m=0

Am. (49)
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On the invariant subspace Λ the operator A is a convolution operator with
the distribution

β(u) =
1

n

n
∑

i=1

κα(ui)
∏

j 6=i

δ(uj), u = (u1, . . . , un), ui ∈ Rd. (50)

Its integral equals to κ < 1. Analogously the operator Am is a convolution
with the distribution β∗m whose integral is equal to κm. Consequently

(

−

Ln,max

)−1
on Λ is also the convolution with the distribution βmax(u) whose

integral is equal to 1
n(1−κ)

. For Gϕ,q(x) we have

(

− Ln,max

)−1
Gϕ,q(x) =

1

n(1− κ)

n
∏

i=1

q(σ(xi))Eϕ(τ(x) + ξ), (51)

where τ(x) = (τ(x1), . . . , τ(xn)) and ξ = (ξ1, . . . , ξn) is a random vector with
the probability distribution n(1− κ) βmax(u).

Thus if f ∈ Λ satisfies condition (42) of the Lemma, then the function
Eϕ(τ(x) + ξ) satisfies the same condition by the Lebesgue dominated con-
vergence theorem.

To prove the general case of the Lemma we notice that any function
satisfying condition (42) can be estimated in the absolute value by a function
from Λ satisfying the same condition. Then the conclusion of Lemma 2

follows from monotonicity of
(

− L̂∗
n

)−1
.

From the proof of Lemma 2 we obtain the following estimate.

Corollary 1. If a function f(x1, . . . , xn) is estimated in the absolute value by
a function from the invariant subspace Λ with |ϕ(w)| ≤ C, then for the func-

tion
(

− L̂∗
n

)−1
f the same estimate in the absolute value holds with constant

C
n(1−κ)

.

Next we will construct a solution k(n) =
(

− L̂∗
n

)−1
f (n) of the system

(21) satisfying (22) and meeting the estimate

k(n)(x1, . . . , xn) ≤ Kn

n
∏

i=1

q(σ(xi)) (52)

where Kn = Hnn!, H is a constant. We suppose by induction that

k(n−1)(x1, . . . , xn−1) ≤ Kn−1

n−1
∏

i=1

q(σ(xi)). (53)
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Using (18) we conclude that the function f (n) can be estimated as

f (n)(x1, . . . , xn) ≤ Kn−1C n2
n
∏

i=1

q(σ(xi)) (54)

with a constant C > 0.
From Corollary 1 it follows that k(n) =

(

− L̂∗
n

)−1
f (n) satisfies the same

estimate (53) with Kn = C n
1−κ

Kn−1 and so

Kn =
Cn n!

(1− κ)n
. (55)

Thus

k(n)(x1, . . . , xn) ≤ Hnn!

n
∏

i=1

q(σ(xi)) with H =
C

1− κ
. (56)

To complete the first (stationary) part of Theorem 1 we need to verify
(22). We apply again the induction in n. For n = 1, it is trivial. If (22) is
valid for k(n−1), then from (18) we obtain the following relation for f (n):

f (n)(x1, . . . , xn) −

n
∑

i=1

c(xi)
∏

i 6=j

k(1)(xj) → 0, (57)

when |τ(xi)− τ(xj)| → ∞ for all i 6= j uniformly in σ(x1), . . . , σ(xn). Thus
by Lemma 2 we get

(

− L̂∗
n

)−1
f (n)(x1, . . . , xn) −

(

− L̂∗
n

)−1
n

∑

i=1

c(xi)
∏

i 6=j

k(1)(xj) → 0 (58)

when |τ(xi)− τ(xj)| → ∞ uniformly in σ(x1), . . . , σ(xn).
We define

kas(σ(x1), . . . , σ(xn)) :=

n
∏

i=1

k(1)(xi) =

n
∏

i=1

(

1− κQi

)−1
c(σ(xi)), (59)

where k(1)(x) was defined by (29) and Qi is the operator Q acting in the
space of functions of σ(xi). Using (19), (2) - (3) and the fact that kas is a
function of variables σ(xi) we conclude

(−L̂∗
n)kas(σ(x1), . . . , σ(xn)) = nkas(σ(x1), . . . , σ(xn))−

n
∑

i=1

κQikas(σ(x1), . . . , σ(xn))

(60)
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=
n

∑

i=1

(1− κQi)
n
∏

j=1

(1− κQj)
−1c(σ(xj)) =

n
∑

i=1

c(σ(xi))
∏

j 6=i

k(1)(xj). (61)

Consequently,

(−L̂∗
n)

−1
n

∑

i=1

c(σ(xi))
∏

j 6=i

k(1)(xj) = kas(σ(x1), . . . , σ(xn)) =

n
∏

i=1

k(1)(xi) (62)

and by (21)

(

− L̂∗
n

)−1
f (n)(x1, . . . , xn) = k(n)(x1, . . . , xn). (63)

Thus the convergence in (58) implies (22) for k(n).

Thus we proved the existence of solutions {k
(n)
c } of the system (21) corre-

sponding to the stationary problem. To verify that this system of correlation
function is associated with a measure µc on the configuration space, we will
prove in the next section that the measure µc can be constructed as a limit
of an evolution of measures µ(t) associated with the solutions of the Cauchy
problem (17) with corresponding initial data (20).

4 The proof of Theorem 1. The Cauchy prob-

lem.

In this section we find the solution of the Cauchy problem (17) - (20) and
prove the convergence (25). Using Duhamel formula we have

k(n)(t) = etL̂
∗

nk(n)(0) +

∫ t

0

e(t−s)L̂∗

nf (n)(s) ds, (64)

where f (n)(s) is expressed through k(n−1)(s) via (18).
We have

k(n)(t)− k(n)
c = etL̂

∗

n

(

k(n)(0)− k(n)
c

)

+

∫ t

0

e(t−s)L̂∗

n

(

f (n)(s)− f (n)
c

)

ds. (65)

Here f
(n)
c is expressed in terms of k

(n−1)
c by (18), and the equation L̂∗

nk
(n)
c =

−f
(n)
c implies that

(

etL̂
∗

n − 1
)

k(n)
c = −

∫ t

0

d

ds
e(t−s)L̂∗

nk(n)
c ds = −

∫ t

0

e(t−s)L̂∗

nf (n)
c ds (66)
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We shall prove now that both terms in (65) converge to 0 in sup-norm of Xn.

First we remind that k(n)(0) − k
(n)
c is the element of the space Xn, and

thus it can be estimated in absolute value as

|k(n)(0)− k(n)
c | ≤ A

n
∏

i=1

q(σ(xi)). (67)

On the right-hand side of this inequality there is the eigenfunction of the
monotone operator etL̂

∗

n . Therefore,

∣

∣etL̂
∗

n(k(n)(0)− k(n)
c )

∣

∣ ≤ e−n(1−κ)tA

n
∏

i=1

q(σ(xi)) (68)

which tends to 0 as t → ∞.
For estimation of the second term in (65) we use the induction. For n = 1

we have f (1) = f
(1)
c = c(x) and hence

k(1)(t)− k(1)
c = etL̂

∗

n(k(1)(0)− k(1)
c ). (69)

As we have seen this function tends to 0 in Xn-norm and

|k(1)(t)− k(1)
c | ≤ γ1(t)q(σ(x)), (70)

where γ1(t) → 0 as t → ∞.
Suppose that

|k(n−1)(t)− k(n−1)
c | ≤ γn−1(t)

n−1
∏

i=1

q(σ(xi)), (71)

where γn−1(t) → 0 as t → ∞. Then relation (18) implies that the similar

estimate holds for the difference f (n)(t)− f
(n)
c :

|f (n)(t)− f (n)
c | ≤ γ̃n−1(t)

n
∏

i=1

q(σ(xi)), (72)

with γ̃n−1(t) → 0. Using the monotonicity of the operators esL̂
∗

n we conclude
that the second term in (65) can be estimated from above in the absolute
value by

∫ t

0

e−n(1−κ)(t−s)γ̃n−1(s)ds

n
∏

i=1

q(σ(xi)). (73)
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We put

γn(t) =

∫ t

0

e−n(1−κ)(t−s)γ̃n−1(s)ds. (74)

It is easy to see that γn(t) → 0 as t → ∞, hence estimate (71) is valid for
k(n)(t).

Thus we proved the strong convergence (25). Using results from [6] we
can conclude that the solution {k(n)(t)} of the Cauchy problem (17) is a
system of correlation functions corresponding to the evolution of states {µt}.
The construction of the measure µc from the family of correlations functions

k(n)
c = lim

t→∞
k(n)(t) (75)

is based on the Lenard positivity of this family, see Remark 4.2 in [3] about
the reconstruction of probability measures by correlation functions.

Conclusions. 1. In the subcritical regime with an immigration the
contact model has a stationary measure depending on the immigration rate
c(s) and the birth rate κa(x, y) and not depending on the initial state.

2. The stationary correlation functions k
(n)
c (x1, . . . , xn) of this model for large

n are estimated from above by n! in contrast with the correlation functions
of the critical contact model that can grow as (n!)2, see [3, 5].
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