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A quasispecies continuous contact model in a
subcritical regime *
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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.
[T, B]. The phase space of such processes is the space I' = T'(R? x S) of
locally finite marked configurations in R? 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 € R? with the genome s € S produces an offspring
distributed in the coordinate space and in the genome space with the rate
a(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 = R? x S, d > 1, S is a compact metric space. A
heuristic description of the process is given by a formal generator:

LP)) = X EA)-FO)+ [ (X wala,)+e@) (FlUz)-F0))dZ(z),

yeY
1)
where dZ = d\dv is a product of the Lebesgue measure A on R? and a
finite Borel measure v on S with supp v = S. Below, see ([[7)-(19), we will
construct the operator L* describing the evolution of the correlation functions
(the BBGKY type hierarchy equations).
Here b(z,v) = k3_, . a(z,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(z,y) in the following form:

a(z,y) = a(r(x) = 7(y)) Qo (z),0(y)), (2)

7 and o are projections of M on R? and S respectively, a(u) > 0 is a function
on R? such that

xrey

/a(u)du =1, /\u\Qa(u)du < 00, (3)
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the covariance matrix C'

Ci, = /ujukoz(u)du — mjmg, m; = /uja(u)du, (4)
Rd Rd

is non-degenerate and

a(p) = /ei(”’“)a(u)du c L'(RY). (5)

Rd

It follows in particular that |&(p)| < 1 for all p # 0.

We assume in what follows that c(z) = c(o(z)), o(x) € S, i.e. we
consider the spatially homogeneous spontaneous birth rates. We suppose
that the function @ is continuous on S x S (and so bounded) and strictly
positive. We consider the integral operator

(Qh)(s) = /SQ(S,S’)h(S')dV(S'), h e 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 » > 0 and a strictly
positive continuous function ¢(s) € C'(.5), such that Q¢ = rq. The spectrum
of @, 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 C. This "rest spectrum”
is the spectrum of ) on the subspace ”biorthogonal to ¢”, i.e. on the subspace
of the functions h(s) such that

/Sh(s) q(s) dv(s) = 0. (7)

Here G(s) is the strictly positive eigenfunction of the adjoint operator Q*(s, s") =
Qs s).

We assume in what follows that & < ke, ke = 771, and now including
Ker in Q) we suppose that r = 1, i.e. Q¢ = ¢. So the "renormalized” critical
value of k equals 1. We also normalize the function ¢ by the condition

/ g(s)dv(s) = 1. (8)
S

Note that the existence problem for Markov processes in I' 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



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 ([2l, [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 = R? x S, and B,(M) C B(M) denotes
the family of all bounded sets from B(M). The configuration space I'(M)
consists of all locally finite subsets of M:

' =T(M) ={yCcM: |[yNnA| <oo forall AeB,(M)}. 9)

Together with the configuration space I'(M) we define the space of finite
configurations
Do = To(M) = || 1", (10)

neNU{0}

where T(()n) is the space of n-point configurations 1"8") ={nCcM: |n=n}

The space I'g(M) is equipped by the Lebesgue-Poisson measure exp(dZ) =
1+dZ + %452

We denote the set of cylinder functions on I' by F.,;(I'). Each F' € F. (T
is characterized by the following relation: F(v) = F(y N A) for some A €
B, (M). The notation Bys(I'g) is used for the set of bounded measurable func-
tions with bounded support, i.e. G € Bys(I'g), if G is a bounded measurable
function on Iy, and there exists A € B,(M) and N € N such that

G|Fo\ L, T8 0 (11)
where Ff\") = {n C A: |n| =n} is the space of n-point configurations from
. Next we define a mapping from By,(I'y) into F., () as follows:

(K G)(v) = Y Gn), yeT, neTy, (12)
nCy

where the summation is taken over all finite subconfigurations n € I'y of
the infinite configuration v € I, 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 L =K 'LK
(the image of L under the K-transform) on functions G' € Bys(I'y) has the



following form:

LG = ~lG) + [ 3l 2)G((0\0) Uy)aZ(y)
M ren (1?))
/ > aly,x nUy)dZ(y)+/C(y)G(nUy)dZ(y)-

ren M

Denote by M}m(l’) the set of all probability measures p which have finite
local moments of all orders, i.e.

/ Il uldy) < oo (14)

for all A € By(M) and n € N. If a measure u € ML (T) 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,g") of the measure u, well known in statistical physics, see e.g. [9 Ch.4].
The set of correlation functions k, of the measure p is defined as

[ G @) = (6.1, (15

r

where (,) is the canonical duality between the functions and densities of
measures on the space I'g(M).

Let {p}i>0 € M, (T') 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

(LG, k)Y = (G,L'k), G € By(Ty), (16)

where the operator L = K~'LK is defined by (I3).
The equations for the correlation functions have the following recurrent
form:

Ok ™)
ot
Here f™ are functions on M", fM(z) = ¢(x) = c(o(x)), and f™ are defined
forn > 2 as

= Lk™ 4 ™ > O =1. (17)

F @y, ) = zn: KDy, d, ,xn)(zn: ka(z;, z;) + c(x;)).
i=1 j#i
(18)



These equations are the analogue of BBGKY equations for the considered
system. X
The operator L7, n > 1, is defined on the space X,, = C (5", L>((R%)"))

n’

as: X
Lik™(zy,. . xn) = —nk™(2q,...,2,)
- (19)
+ Z/’%a(l‘ia y)k(n)(l‘la ey L1, Y i1, - - 7xN)dZ(y)
=17
We take any initial (for ¢ = 0) data
K02y, ... @) € X, (20)

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

LK™ 4 f =0, n>1, k9=1, (21)
where L*, f™ are defined in ([IR) - (IJ).

In this paper we prove the existence of the solution k™ € X,,, n > 1 of
the system (2I)), such that £ have a specified asymptotics when |7(z;) —
7(x;)| — oo for all 7 # j. We also prove a strong convergence of the solutions
of the Cauchy problem (7)) - [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 [@)-8), and Kk < ke = 1r7 L
Then for any positive continuous immigration rate c(o(x)) there exists a

probability measure p. such that its system of correlation functions {kﬁn)} is
translation invariant, solves (21]), satisfies the following condition

B (@) — [P @)l — 0, (22)
i=1
when |7(z;) — 7(x;)| = oo for all i # j, and satisfies the following estimate

K (xy,. .. 2,) < D H"™n) H q(o(x;))  for any xy,..., x,, (23)

i=1

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

KV (z) = kD(0(2)) = (1-rwQ) (o). (24)



2. For any n > 1 the solution k™ (t) of the Cauchy problem (17) - (20)

converges to the solution k™ (22) of the system (Z1) of stationary (time-
independent) equations as t — oo:

K@) — kx, = 0, (25)
where X, = C (5", L*((R")")).

3 The proof of Theorem [I. Stationary prob-
lem.

In this section we prove the first part of Theorem 1 using the induction in n.
For n =1 in ([2I) we have

c(x) — kW (x) + /M ka(r,y)kW(y)dZ(y) =0, where c(x) = c(o(z)). (26)

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

EV(z) = kW (o(2)). (27)
Then (26) can be rewritten as
c(s) — kW(s) + /SHQ<S, kW (s)dv(s') = 0, s=o(z), (28)

which means that

KV(2) = kD (o(z) = (1 - £ Q)™ ¢(o(x)). (29)

As a warm-up let us solve the equation (2I)) for the special case n =
2, S ={0}, Q(0,0) =1, ¢(z) = c. This means that M = R? and no marks.
Then kM (z) = < and the equation for £®)(z) is written as

LiE® 4+ @ =0, (30)
with
f(Q)(:L’l,a:Q) = ko(a(r) —x9) + a(zy — 11)) + 200, (31)
where ¢ = %. Thus ﬁ; = LW + L® where
LWE® (371, 1’2) = / ’fa(fUl - y)k(z)@’ SUz)dy — k¥ (371, 56’2)7 (32)
Rd



and analogously

LK@ (z1,72) = / Koz — y)k@)(fcla y)dy — k) (21, T2). (33)

Rd

Using the translation invariance we have:
kf(z) (l‘l, IL‘Q) = kf(z) (l‘l - ZL‘Q). (34)

After the Fourier transform we can rewrite ([B0) - (33]) as

(ka(p) + ka(—p) —2) k(p) = —ro (a(p) +a(—p)) — 2c0d(p).  (35)
Therefore,
L omal) ) g
k(p) = 3 — r(alp) + a(—p)) + Ad(p), wh A= (36)

Now let us turn to the general case. If for any n > 1 we succeeded to solve
the equation (2II) and express k™ through f™, then knowing the expression
of f™ through k1 via (), we would get the solution to the full system
[@1D). So we have to invert the operator ﬁ;.

Remind that

L = ilL (37)

where

L™ (zy, .. x,) = (38)
/M ka(zi, Y k™ (21, . T, Yy Tigrs - - T0)AZ(y) — K (2, . x,)  (39)
are bounded operators in X,.
Lemma 1. The operator etli is monotone.

Proof. The monotonicity of the operator e'Zn follows from (37) - (38):

T * i i _ .
eth — ®121:16tL ’ etL = e tetAZ

, (40)
and the positivity of operators
Azk(n) = / K’a’(xiay)k(n)(xla"'7xi—1ayaxi+17'"7xN)dZ(y)' (41)
M

O



Lemma 2. If the function f(xq,...,x,) is bounded and satisfies the condition

f(x1,...,2) = 0 when |7(x;)—7(x;)| = oo for alli # j uniformly in o(zy), ...

(42)

then the function

gz, ... ) = (/Oooetﬁi‘zf dt)(a:l,...,xn): (= L2) 7 flar, . w) (43)

exists and satisfies the same condition.

Proof. First consider the restriction of L* to the invariant subspace A con-
sisting of the functions of the form

n

Gpgl) = o(r(@), ..., 7(z) [ [ alo(@)), (44)

i=1

where @(wy, ..., w,) € L*((R)"), Qq = q.
The operator L} acts on these functions as

Ln,max - ZLinax7 (45)
i=1
where '
Lfnam G‘qu(x) = (46)

(47)
due to the equality )¢ = ¢q. Remind that k.. is "absorbed” in ) and s < 1.
Formula (4@]) means that in this case we have only spatial convolutions and
no integration over S.
Using that [3,*1 = > " A; —n and the spectral radii of operators A;,i =
1,...,n, equal to k < 1, we have

(-1 = %(1—%;”;/1,)_1. (48)

Notice that this formula again implies the monotonicity of the operator ( —
[:;‘L)_l. Denoting A = £ 3" | A; we get

(L) = %ZA”. (49)

;0 (),

H q(o(z;)) (/R ko(w; — u)(wy, ... Wit Uy Wise, - . . wy)du — o(wr, ... ,wn))



On the invariant subspace A the operator A is a convolution operator with
the distribution

1 < p

Blu) = " Z K o(u;) H5(uj), u=(Uy,...,u), u; € R (50)
i=1 j#t

Its integral equals to k < 1. Analogously the operator A™ is a convolution

with the distribution 5*™ whose integral is equal to £™. Consequently ( —

anmax)_l on A is also the convolution with the distribution [,,.,(u) whose

integral is equal to ﬁ For G 4(x) we have

n

(= Lnswor) " Coal@) = s [Lalo) Bolr@) +9. (1)
where 7(x) = (7(x1),...,7(x,)) and £ = (&1, ..., &,) is a random vector with

the probability distribution n(1 — &) By (u).

Thus if f € A satisfies condition (42)) of the Lemma, then the function
Eo(7(z) + &) 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 A satisfying the same condition. Then the conclusion of Lemma
follows from monotonicity of ( — I:;‘L)_l. 0

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

Corollary 1. If a function f(x1,...,x,) is estimated in the absolute value by
a function from the invariant subspace A with |p(w)| < C, then for the func-

tion ( — f/,’;)_lf the same estimate in the absolute value holds with constant
c

n(l—x) "

Next we will construct a solution k™ = ( — ﬁ;)_l ™ of the system
1)) satisfying ([22) and meeting the estimate

(2, x,) < K, H q(o(x;)) (52)

where K,, = H"n!, H is a constant. We suppose by induction that

n—1

KO (g, aan) < Koy [ [ alo(a). (53)

i=1

10



Using (I8) we conclude that the function f™ can be estimated as

F ) < KaaCn? [ alo(a:) (54)

i=1

with a constant C' > 0. o
From Corollary @it follows that k™ = ( — L:L)_ ) satisfies the same
estimate (B3) with K,, = 2 K,,_; and so

C"nl
K, = .
Thus
z C
(n) n . i —
™ (..., x,) < H"nl | | q(o(z;)) with H = T (56)

i=1

To complete the first (stationary) part of Theorem [I we need to verify
[@2). We apply again the induction in n. For n = 1, it is trivial. If ([22]) is
valid for £("=Y then from (I8) we obtain the following relation for f™:

n

F @) = ) () [V () = o, (57)

i=1 i#j
when |7(z;) — 7(x;)| = oo for all ¢ # j uniformly in o(x),...,0(z,). Thus
by Lemma 2 we get

n

(= L) @) — (L) 7 ela) [ () — 0 (58)

i=1 i#j

when |7(x;) — 7(x;)| = oo uniformly in o(x1),...,0(z,).
We define

n

kias(0(21), ... o(20)) i= H KO (@) = T (1 5Qi) 'elo(z),  (59)

i=1

where k) (z) was defined by [29) and Q; is the operator @) acting in the
space of functions of o(z;). Using (I9), @) - [B) and the fact that ks is a

function of variables o(z;) we conclude
(=L kas(o(21), ..., 0(22)) = nkas(o(21), ..., a(azn))—z KQikas(o(x1), ... 0(zp))
i=1
(60)

11



= Z (1= wQ) [T = 5@)elo(e)) = 3 elow) [[ K- (61)

i=1 j#i
Consequently,
(=LY elo@) [ TRV () = kaslo(21), .- o(2a)) = [[ ¥V (@) (62)
i=1 j#i i=1

and by (1))
(= L) (o w) = K (@, . ). (63)

Thus the convergence in (58) implies [22) for £™.

Thus we proved the existence of solutions {kg")} of the system (2] corre-
sponding to the stationary problem. To verify that this system of correlation
function is associated with a measure p. on the configuration space, we will
prove in the next section that the measure p. can be constructed as a limit
of an evolution of measures p(t) associated with the solutions of the Cauchy
problem (7)) with corresponding initial data (20).

4 The proof of Theorem[. The Cauchy prob-
lem.

In this section we find the solution of the Cauchy problem (7)) - (20) and
prove the convergence (25)). Using Duhamel formula we have

. t .
KOt = ethn g (0) +-L/1e@@L2f0ﬂ(s)ds, (64)

0

where f(™(s) is expressed through k("=V(s) via ().
We have

. t .
WW-W:#WWww%+/wMWW¢¢M¢¢w
0

Here fc(n) is expressed in terms of ) by (I8)), and the equation ﬁ;kén) =
— fc(n) implies that

t
(etﬁ; _1> k((:n) _ _/ d (t sL*k(nd _ _/ €(t78)£;fc(n) ds (66)
0 dS 0

12



We shall prove now that both terms in (G5]) converge to 0 in sup-norm of X,.

First we remind that k™ (0) — kS is the element of the space X,,, and
thus it can be estimated in absolute value as

00~ K] < AT  alot) (7

On the right-hand side of this inequality there is the eigenfunction of the
monotone operator e‘“». Therefore,

}eti;(k(n)(()) _ kﬁ"))‘ < e‘"(l_“)tAH q(o(z;)) (68)

i=1

which tends to 0 as t — oo.
For estimation of the second term in (63) we use the induction. For n = 1

we have f0) = £ = ¢(z) and hence
KO(E) — K0 = etB5 (50 (0) — kD). (69)
As we have seen this function tends to 0 in X,,-norm and
KD (1) = kD] < (gl (), (70)

where v, (t) — 0 as t — oo.
Suppose that

KOD(6) — kD) < s (6) [ alo (), (71)

i=1
where v,-1(t) = 0 as t — oco. Then relation (I8) implies that the similar
estimate holds for the difference f(t) — Fom.

P ) = £ < Fna () [ T alo (@), (72)

with 4,,-1(¢) — 0. Using the monotonicity of the operators e*Ln we conclude
that the second term in (65]) can be estimated from above in the absolute

value by
t
—n(l—k)(t— s)~ dS qlo 73
I H (73)

13



We put
t
(t) = [ D5 (s (74)
0

It is easy to see that 7,(f) — 0 as ¢ — oo, hence estimate ([[I]) is valid for
kM) ().

Thus we proved the strong convergence ([25]). Using results from [6] we
can conclude that the solution {k(™(¢)} of the Cauchy problem (I7) is a
system of correlation functions corresponding to the evolution of states {1}
The construction of the measure p,. from the family of correlations functions
KM = lim k™ (t) (75)

t—o0
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
¢(s) and the birth rate xa(x,y) and not depending on the initial state.

2. The stationary correlation functions k) (x1,...,2,) 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!)?, see [3|, 5.
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