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Abstract

In previous work, we have developed an approach for characterizing the long-term dynamics of classes
of Biological Interaction Networks (BINs), based on “rate-dependent Lyapunov functions”. In this work,
we show that stronger notions of convergence can be established by proving structural contractivity with
respect to non-standard norms. We illustrate our theory with examples from signaling pathways.

1 Introduction

Biological systems function via intricate dynamical networks such as signaling pathways, gene regulatory
networks and metabolic networks [1, 2]. Such networks are amenable, in principle, to rational analysis and
design using the mathematical language of Biological Interaction Networks (BINs), also known as Chemical
Reaction Networks (CRNs) [3, 4, 5]. However, unlike systems that are engineered by humans, biological
networks exhibit many complicating factors. First, biology pervasively employs nonlinear binding events to
relay information. Examples include the binding of enzymes to substrates, ligands to receptors, transcription
factors to promoters, small molecules to proteins, etc. Such events are intrinsically nonlinear, and lineariza-
tion is often unhelpful. Second, BINs suffer from severe forms of uncertainty. For instance, the kinetics
governing the speed of binding events and biochemical transformations are seldom known. Such uncertainty
is not limited to the difficulty in measuring the relevant parameters and identifying the functional forms, also
it includes the fact that BINs operate in highly variable environments with time-varying kinetics. Never-
theless, despite the uncertainty and nonlinearity, biological networks are known for their remarkable ability
for maintaining homeostasis and robustness against perturbations. This latter property has been used as a
defining characteristic of biological networks [6]. A common framework to explain such robustness postulates
that biology employs robust motifs [7], which means that the uniform qualitative behavior is endowed by
the graphical structure regardless of the parameters [8, 9, 10].

The effort for characterizing the qualitative global long-term behavior of a BIN without knowledge of its
kinetics has been strikingly successful for some classes of BINs. A notable example is Horn-Jackson-Feinberg’s
(HJF) theory of complex-balanced networks [11, 3] which employs the sum of all the chemical pseudo-energies
stored in species as a Lyapunov function, and it can establish global stability in many cases [5, 12]. Other
notions of global behavior have been studied. Persistence precludes species from asymptotically going
extinct during the course of reaction [13], while monotonicity ensures that trajectories preserve a partial
order, which guarantees generic convergence under mild conditions [14]. More recently, many important
BINs have been shown to admit piecewise linear Lyapunov functions in reaction [15, 16] and concentration
coordinates [17, 18, 16]. Theses methods only require a list of reactions to rule that the steady states of a
network are unique and globally asymptotically stable relative to their stoichiometric classes. Such functions
can either be constructed computationally [15, 18, 16] or graphically [19], where a dedicated computational
package is available [16]. Such methods have also been generalized to show that a given network can never
admit oscillations [20].

Contraction analysis. In this paper, we are interested in studying the notion of contraction. Informally,
a dynamical system is strictly contractive with respect to a given metric if the distance between any two
trajectories converges exponentially to zero, while it is called non-expansive if that distance is non-increasing.
Early results were developed in the late 1950s using the notion of logarithmic norms [21, 22]. More recently,
there has been an explosion of interest in this form of analysis [23, 24, 25, 26, 27].
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Contraction can be contrasted with Lyapunov-based globally stability analysis, where the latter merely
requires that all trajectories converge to a steady-state. In other words, the distance between trajectories in
a globally stable system can overshoot, and may not exponentially decrease to zero. Therefore, contraction
is a much stronger notion compared to global stability. This offers few advantages. First, it has been argued
[27] that the properties enjoyed by contractive systems are more akin to linear systems, and hence they offer
a powerful general framework to analyze a much wider class of nonlinear systems with the same ease that
we can analyze linear systems. Second, contractive systems entrain to periodic inputs [28, 29], which means
that the state of a contractive system will asymptotically oscillate with the same frequency of a periodic
input. Third, using contraction analysis methods, a system with unbounded trajectories can sometimes be
shown to be non-expansive, which greatly constrains its unstable behavior, while Lyapunov analysis does
not offer further information when the trajectories are unbounded.

In the context of BINs, contraction has been only studied with respect to standard norms or with
respect to diagonal scaling of such norms [30, 31]. Contraction with respect to non-standard norms has been
studied recently for monotone systems [32]. In this paper we show that the existence of the rate-dependent
Lyapunov functions proposed in [15, 16] for a given reaction network implies structural non-expansivity with
respect to weighted ℓ∞ norms, and contractivity under additional easily verifiable conditions. Therefore,
the computational package LEARN [16] will attempt at finding an appropriate contraction metric for a given
network.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 discusses preliminaries including extensions of previous results
that are relevant to our current analysis. Section 3 shows that non-expansivity follows from the existence
of an appropriate rate-dependent Lyapunov function. Section 4 establishes contraction over compact sets.
Initial versions of these results have been presented in the PhD dissertation [33].

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Notation

Let S be a set, then |S| denotes its cardinality. The set of n-tuples of positive numbers is denoted by
R

n
+, while the set of n-tuples of non-negative numbers is denoted by R

n
≥0. The set of n×m matrices with

real entries is denoted by R
n×m. Let U ⊂ R

n×m, then Ū denotes its closure with respect to the standard
Euclidean topology. Let A ∈ R

n×m be a matrix, then ker(A) is its kernel or null space, while ImA is
its image space. Let V : X → R be a function, then kerV := {x ∈ X|V (x) = 0}. Let Y ⊂ X , then
kerV |Y := {x ∈ Y|V (x) = 0}. Let x = [x1, .., xn]

T ∈ R
n, then ‖x‖∞ := maxi |xi|. The notation x ≫ 0

means that x ∈ R
n
+. Let A ∈ R

n×n, then σi(A) := aii +
∑

j 6=i |aij |, i = 1, .., n, and µ∞(A) := maxi σi(A).

2.2 Biological Interaction Networks

We review standard material [3, 4, 5, 16].

Definition.. A Biological Interaction Network (BIN) (a.k.a, Chemical Reaction Network (CRN)) N is a pair
(S ,R) where S := {X1, ..., Xn} is the set of species, and R := {R1, ..,Rν} is the set of reactions. Each
reaction is written in the following form:

Rj :

n∑

i=1

αijXi −→
n∑

i=1

βijXi,

where αij , βij ≥ 0 are stoichiometric coefficients. The net loss or gain of the ith species in the jth reaction
is γij = βij − αij . These numbers can be collected in a matrix Γ ∈ R

n×ν defined entry-wise as [Γ]ij = γij .
The matrix Γ is customarily called the stoichiometry matrix.

Kinetics.. In order to quantify elements of the network, the species X1, .., Xn are assigned non-negative
numbers known as the concentrations x1, .., xn, while reactions R1, ..,Rν are assigned rates Rj : Rn

≥0 →
R

ν
≥0, j = 1, .., ν. A popular form of reaction rates is known as Mass-action kinetics written as Rj(x) =∏n

i=1,αij>0 kjx
αij , where kj > 0 is known as the kinetic constant. However, we do not assume a specific
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form of kinetics. Instead we only assume that R is monotone with respect to its reactants. More precisely,
a reaction rate R is admissible if it satisfies the following general properties:

AK1. each reaction varies smoothly with respects to its reactants, i.e R(x) is C 1;

AK2. a reaction requires all its reactants to occur, i.e., if αij > 0, then xi = 0 implies Rj(x) = 0;

AK3. if a reactant increases, then the reaction rate increase, i.e ∂Rj/∂xi(x) ≥ 0 if αij > 0 and
∂Rj/∂xi(x) ≡ 0 if αij = 0. Furthermore, the aforementioned inequality is strict whenever the reactants
are strictly positive.

In our paper, we assume that each network N is always equipped with a set of monotone kinetics satisfying
AK1-AK3.

The admissible kinetics can be interpreted alternatively via a sign-pattern constraint on the Jaco-
bian ∂R/∂x ∈ R

ν×n. More formally, let PN denote the set of reactant-reaction pairs, i.e., PN :=
{(i, j)|Xi is a reactant of Rj}, and let s = |PN |. We define the set of all matrices that have an admis-
sible sign pattern as KN := {K ∈ R

ν×n|[K]ji > 0 if (i, j) ∈ PN , and [K]ji = 0 otherwise}. Therefore,
when R is admissible, we have ∂R/∂x(x) ∈ KN for x ∈ R

n
+ and ∂R/∂x(x) ∈ KN for x ∈ R

n
≥0.

A third formulation is stated by decomposing R into a conic sum of indicator matrices. To that end, let
Eji ∈ {0, 1}ν×n be an indicator matrix, i.e, Eij is zero everywhere except for the (j, i)th entry where it is
equal to 1. In addition, let the elements of PN be indexed as (i1, j1), .., (is, js). Therefore, we can write

KN = {K ∈ R
ν×n|K =

s∑

ℓ=1

ρ̄ℓEjℓiℓ , for some ρ̄1, .., ρ̄s > 0}. (1)

Hence, the admissibility of R implies the existence of continuous functions ρ1(x), .., ρs(x) ≥ 0 such that

∂R

∂x
(x) =

s∑

ℓ=1

ρℓ(x)Ejℓiℓ , (2)

and ρℓ(x) > 0 whenever x ∈ R
n
+.

Dynamics. The time evolution of the concentration vector x = [x1, .., xn] as a function of time can be
described using the following Ordinary Differential Equation (ODE):

ẋ = ΓR(x), x(0) = x0. (3)

The ODE above is an instance of what is known as a positive system, which means that the trajectory
x(t) remains non-negative if the initial condition x(0) is non-negative. A non-zero vector w ∈ R

n
≥0 is

called a conservation law if wTΓ = 0, and it corresponds to a conserved quantity that stays invariant, i.e.,
wTx(t) ≡ wTx(0). In such cases, the trajectory will be confined to translates of ImΓ as can be seen by

integrating (3) to get x(t) = x0 + Γ
∫ t

0 R(x(τ)) dτ . Therefore, x(t) ∈ Cx0
for all t ≥ 0 where

Cx0
:= ({x0}+ ImΓ) ∩ R

n
≥0.

The invariant manifold Cx0
is known as the stoichiometric class corresponding to x0.

Fluxes.. A vector v is called a flux if Γv = 0. In order to simplify the treatment, we will assume the following
about the stoichiometry of the network:

AS1. There exists a positive flux, i.e., ∃v ∈ ker Γ such that v ≫ 0.

Assumption AS1 is necessary for the existence of positive steady states for the corresponding dynamical
system (3).

Extent-of-reaction system.. A different representation of the dynamics uses the concept of the extent of
reaction ξ defined as ξ(t) :=

∫ t

0 R(x(τ)) dτ + ξ(0) for ξ(0) to be decided. By integrating both sides of (3),
we get

x(t) − x(0) = Γ(ξ(t)− ξ(0)). (4)
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Using the latter equation we can write the dynamics of ξ in several forms by choosing ξ(0). Assume
x(0) = x0, pick a point x̄ ∈ Cx0

, then there exists ξ0 such that x0 − x̄ = Γξ0. By a simple algebraic
manipulation, write x(t)−x0 = x(t)− x̄+ x̄−x0 = x(t)− x̄−Γξ0. Substituting in (4), we get x(t)− x̄ = Γξ(t).
Since ξ̇ = R(x), we can write:

ξ̇ = R(x̄+ Γξ), ξ(0) = ξ0. (5)

Example. Let us consider the following nonlinear network which represents a simplified post-translational

modification cycle:

S + E
R1−−→ C1

R2−−→ P + E

P +D
R3−−→ C2

R4−−→ S +D
(6)

We define the state vector as x = [s, e, c1, p, d, c2]
T . The corresponding ODEs can be written as:

ẋ =
d

dt




s
e
c1
p
d
c2



=




−1 0 0 1
−1 1 0 0
1 −1 0 0
0 1 −1 0
0 0 −1 1
0 0 1 −1







R1(s, e)
R2(c1)
R3(p, d)
R4(c2)


 = ΓR(x). (7)

The network admits three conservation laws which are s + c1 + p + c2 = stot, e + c1 = etot, d + c2 = dtot.
Hence, any given vector x̄ ∈ R

6
≥0 determines, stot, etot, dtot, and hence it determines the stoichiometric class

Cx̄ which is three dimensional, polyhedral, and compact.
As mentioned before, R only need to satisfy AK1-AK3. Hence, its Jacobian ∂R/∂x ∈ KN , where KN

is set of all matrices with the following sign pattern over the positive orthant:



+ + 0 0 0 0
0 0 + 0 0 0
0 0 0 + + 0
0 0 0 0 0 +




For a given x̄, the corresponding extent-of-reaction dynamics can be written as:

ξ̇ =




R1(x̄1 − ξ1 + ξ4, x̄2 − ξ1 + ξ2)
R2(x̄3 + ξ1 − ξ2)
R3(x̄4 + ξ2 − ξ3, x̄5 − ξ3 + ξ4)
R4(x̄6 + ξ3 − ξ4)


 .

2.3 Graphical Lyapunov Functions

Example (continued). Let us consider (3) with an admissible R. Using results from [17, 15, 16], it can be
shown that the following function: V (x) = maxR−minR [16], whereR = {R1(s, e), R2(c1), R3(p, d), R4(c2)}
is positive-definite with respect to the set of steady states and non-increasing for any choice of R. In addition,
note that it can be written as V = Ṽ ◦R, where Ṽ is given as:

Ṽ (r) = ‖Cr‖∞ =

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥




−1 0 0 1
−1 1 0 0
1 0 −1 0
0 1 −1 0
0 1 0 −1
0 0 1 −1



r

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
∞

. (8)

In the above example, the function Ṽ depends only on the graphical nature of a given network, we call
it a robust Lyapunov function or a graphical Lyapunov function. In order to offer a formal definition of Ṽ ,
we examine the non-increasingness condition for V = Ṽ ◦ R. This amounts to (∂Ṽ /∂r)(∂R/∂x)ΓR(x) ≤ 0

for all x. Since we need Ṽ to work for any admissible rate R, it can be verified with the stronger condition
(∂Ṽ /∂r)KΓr ≤ 0 for all r and for any admissible Jacobian matrix K ∈ KN . This motivates the following
definition:
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Definition 1. Let N = (S ,R) be given. A locally Lipschitz function Ṽ : Rν → R≥0 is a Graphical Lypaunov
Function (GLF) for N if the following holds:

1. it is structurally positive-definite with respect to the set of steady states, i.e., ∃V̂ : Rn → R≥0 which

is locally Lipschitz, ker V̂ |ImΓ = {0}, and Ṽ ≡ V̂ ◦ Γ, and

2. ∀r ∈ R
ν
≥0, ∀K ∈ KN , ∂Ṽ

∂r
(r)KΓr ≤ 0.

Remark 1. Since V is not assumed to be continuously differentiable, the gradient above is defined in terms
of the upper Dini’s derivative.

Remark 2. If the Ṽ (r) = ‖Cr‖ for some norm, then condition 1 is satisfied if there exists a matrix B such
that C = BΓ and ker(BΓ) = ker(Γ).

In order to characterize GLFs, we write the non-increasingness condition using (2) as follows:

∂Ṽ

∂r
KΓr =

∂Ṽ

∂r

s∑

ℓ=1

ρ̄ℓEiℓjℓΓr =

s∑

ℓ=1

ρ̄ℓ

Qℓ︷ ︸︸ ︷
(ejℓγ

T
iℓ
) r =

s∑

ℓ=1

ρ̄ℓQℓr ≤ 0, (9)

where ej is a member of the standard basis of Rν , and γi is the ith row of Γ. Since the coefficients ρ̄1, .., ρ̄s
are arbitrary nonnegative numbers, this motivates the following definition:

Definition 2. Let Ṽ : Rν → R≥0 be a locally-Lipschitz function, and let Q1, .., Qs ∈ R
ν×ν . Then, we say that

Ṽ is a common Lyapunov function for the set of linear systems ṙ1 = Q1r, .., ṙs = Qsr if:

1. ker Ṽ =
⋂s

ℓ=1 kerQℓ, and

2. (∂Ṽ /∂r)Qℓr ≤ 0 for all ℓ = 1, .., s.

We are ready to state our the characterization as follows:

Theorem 1 ([17, 16]). A function Ṽ is an GLF for a given network iff Ṽ is a common Lyapunov function
for the set of linear systems ṙ = Q1r, ..., ṙ = Qsr.

Example (continued). We are still considering the network (6). Note that we can write the following:

∂R

∂x
Γ =



ρ1 0 0 0 ρ2 0
0 0 ρ3 0 0 0
0 ρ4 0 0 0 ρ5
0 0 0 ρ6 0 0







−1 0 0 1
0 1 −1 0
1 −1 0 0
0 0 1 −1

−1 1 0 0
0 0 −1 1




= ρ1

[
−1 0 0 1

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

]
+ ρ2

[
−1 1 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

]
+ ρ3

[
0 0 0 0

1 −1 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

]

+ρ4

[
0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 1 −1 0

0 0 0 0

]
+ ρ5

[
0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 −1 1

0 0 0 0

]
+ ρ6

[
0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 1 −1

]

=

6∑

ℓ=1

ρℓQℓ

It can be verified that the function Ṽ defined in (8) is indeed a common Lyapunov function for the set of
rank-one linear systems ṙ = Qℓr, ℓ = 1, .., 6.

2.3.1 Application to concentration and extent-of-reaction dynamics

Concentration dynamics. The next result shows that the GLF will give us a concrete Lyapunov function
for each given R.

5



Proposition 2 ([17, 16]). Consider a network N = (S ,R), and consider (3) with a fixed admissible R.

Assume that Ṽ is a GLF for N . Then, V = Ṽ ◦R is Lyapunov function for (3), i.e., it is positive definite
with respect to the set of steady states, and V̇ (x) ≤ 0 for all x.

Remark 3. The function V̇ is defined as V̇ (x) := lim suph→0+(V (x + hΓR(x)) − V (x))/h, and it exists
everywhere since V is locally-Lipschitz [34].

Extent-of-reaction dynamics. We first define what it means for an extent-of-reaction system to admit a
Lyapunov function:

Definition 3. Consider the extent-of-reaction system (5) ξ̇ = R(x̄+ Γξ). Then, a locally-Lipschitz function

Ṽ : Rν → R≥0 is said to be a Lyapunov function for (5) if:

1. Ṽ (ξ) ≥ 0 for all ξ and ker Ṽ = kerΓ, and

2.
˙̃
V (ξ) ≤ 0 for all ξ.

As might be expected, we show that a GLF gives us a Lyapunov function for the extent-of-reaction
system as stated below, and is proved in the appendix:

Proposition 3. Consider a network N = (S ,R), and let R be an admissible rate. Consider the extent-of-

reaction system (5) ξ̇ = R(x̄+ Γξ). Assume that x̄ is a steady state for (3). If Ṽ is a GLF for N , then Ṽ
a Lyapunov function for the extent-of-reaction system (5).

2.4 Concentration dynamics as a quotient of extent-of-reaction dynamics

The extent-of-reaction system has some peculiarities. Considering (5), note that ξ(0) = ξ∗ + v will give rise
to the same exact trajectory for any v ∈ ker Γ. Moreover, when the system (3) is at a steady-state, the
system (5) exhibits an unbounded trajectory which is linear in time. Therefore, in this subsection, we study
the relationship between concentration dynamics (3) and extent-of-reaction dynamics (5) more formally.

Fix a vector x̄ ∈ R
n
+. Consider a system ξ̇ = g(ξ) = R(x̄ + Γx), ξ ∈ R

ν , and let ψt : R
ν → R

ν be the
associated flow for a given t ≥ 0. Similarly, consider the system ẋ = f(x) = ΓR(x), ξ ∈ Cx̄ := x̄+ ImΓ, and
let ϕt : Cx̄ → Cx̄ be the associated flow. Define the following mapping Φ : Rν → Cx̄ as

Φ(ξ) := x̄+ Γξ. (10)

Using (4), we have Φ ◦ ψt = ϕt for all t ≥ 0. We are interested now in finding an inverse Ψ : Cx̄ → R
ν . To

that end, let us think of the stoichiometry matrix Γ as a surjective linear operator Γ : Rν → ImΓ. Hence,
there exists another linear operator G : ImΓ → R

ν which satisfies ΓG(z) = z for all z ∈ ImΓ. Note that G
is not necessarily unique.1 From now on, we fix the choice of G. Hence, we can write Ψ : Cx̄ → R

ν as

Ψ(x) = G(x− x̄), (11)

We can summarize our construction as follows:

Theorem 4. Let N = (S ,R) be a network, and fix x̄ ∈ R
n
+. Denote Cx̄ := x̄+ ImΓ. Let ϕt, ψt be the flows

corresponding to (3),(5), respectively. Let Φ be defined as in (10), and let Ψ be given as in (11) for some G

satisfying ΓG(z) = z for all z ∈ ImΓ. Let Ṽ : Rν → R≥0 be a locally Lipschitz function. Then, the following
diagram commutes:

1A particular construction of G is as follows. Let q = rank(Γ), then let U1 ∈ R
ν×q be any full-column rank matrix

whose columns form a basis for (ker Γ)⊥, and let U2 ∈ R
ν×ν−q be a matrix whose columns form a basis for ker Γ. Then,

any vector ξ ∈ R
ν can be written as ξ = U1ξ1 + U2ξ2. Recall that x − x̄ = Γξ. Substituting the decomposition of ξ, we get

x − x̄ = ΓU1ξ1 + ΓU2ξ2 = ΓU1ξ1. Since ΓU1 has full-column rank, then it has a left inverse, which is not necessarily unique.
Let (ΓU1)† be such an inverse, e.g. the Moore-Penrose pseudoinverse. Hence, we can write ξ1 = (ΓU1)†(x− x̄). Then, we get
ξ = U1(ΓU1)†(x−x̄)+U2ξ2 where ξ ∈ R

ν−q is any arbitrary vector. Finally, we get G : ImΓ → R
ν as G(z) = U1(ΓU1)†z+U2ξ2,

where ξ2 is arbitrary. In particular, we can set ξ2 = 0 and get the linear operator G = U1(ΓU1)† satisfying ΓGz = z for all
z ∈ ImΓ.
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The dual GLF. Given a network N and a GLF Ṽ , note that (Ṽ ◦Ψ)(x) is also a Lyapunov function on Cx̄.
We formalize this next.

Definition 4. Given a network N and a GLF Ṽ . Let G : ImΓ → ImΓ be any operator that satisfies
ΓG(z) = z. Then, V̂ := Ṽ ◦G is called a dual GLF.

Since G is non-unique, then V̂ is non-unique. Consider a network N with a given x̄ that has a steady
state x̄. Then, we claim that V (x) = V̂ (x− x̄) is a Lyapunov function for (3) whenever x(0) ∈ Cx̄. Positive

definiteness is evident. We can verifying non-increasingness of Ṽ by writing:

d

dt
V (ϕt(x)) =

d

dt
V̂ (ϕt(x) − x̄) =

d

dt
Ṽ (ψt(Ψ(x)) ≤ 0,

where the last inequality follows from Proposition 3.
Immediate results of the discussion above can be written as follows:

Corollary 5. Let N be given, and let G : ImΓ → ImΓ be any operator that satisfies ΓG(z) = z. Then,

1. if Ṽ is a GLF for N , then V̂ := Ṽ ◦G is a dual GLF for N .

2. if V̂ is a dual GLF for N , then Ṽ := V̂ ◦ Γ is a GLF for N .

Corollary 6. Consider a network N = (S ,R), and consider (3) with a fixed admissible R and a steady state

x̄. Assume that V̂ is a dual GLF for N . Then, V (x) = V̂ (x− x̄), x ∈ Cx̄ is Lyapunov function for (3).

Example (cont’d). Consider the BIN (6) and the introduced GLF (8). Then, the dual GLF is given as

follows V̂ (z) = ‖Bz‖∞, where B is any matrix satisfying C = BΓ, which is not unique in this case. One
possible choice is the following,

B =




1 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 1 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1 −1 0
0 0 0 0 0 1



. (12)

Therefore, for any given steady state x̄ ∈ R
n
+, V̂ (x− x̄) is a Lyapunov function for (3) on Cx̄.

2.5 The class of ℓ∞-norm GLFs.

We focus now on GLFs of the form Ṽ (r) = ‖Cr‖∞ for some matrix C = [c1, .., cm]T ∈ R
m×ν , m > 0.

We assume, without loss of generality, that C is a minimal representation of Ṽ which means that for all
k = 1, ..,m, the set {r|Ṽ (r) = cTk r} has non-empty interior. This is since if C is not minimal, we can remove
rows from C to make it a minimal representation.

In our previous work, we had the following characterization:

Theorem 7 ([17, 16]). Given a network (N ,R). Then, the following two statements are equivalent:

1. Ṽ (r) = ‖Cr‖∞ is a GLF for N ,
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2. kerC = kerΓ and there exist Metzler matrices Λ̃ℓ ∈ R
2m×2m, ℓ = 1, .., s such that

C̃Qℓ = Λ̃ℓC̃, and Λ̃ℓ1 = 0, ℓ = 1, .., s, (13)

where C̃ = [CT ,−CT ]T .

In this paper, we will use an alternative form of Theorem 7 which is stated and proven in the appendix:

Corollary 8. Given a network (N ,R). Then, the following two statements are equivalent:

• Ṽ (r) = ‖Cr‖∞ is a GLF,

• ∃B with rankΓ = rank(BΓ) such that C = BΓ and there exist matrices Λℓ ∈ R
m×m, ℓ = 1, .., s such

that
CQℓ = ΛℓC and µ∞(Λℓ) ≤ 0, ℓ = 1, .., s.

The dual ℓ∞ GLF. Using Corollary 9, and recalling that C can be written as C = BΓ, we get the function
V̂ as:

V̂ (z) = ‖CG(x)‖∞ = ‖BΓGz‖∞ = ‖Bz‖∞, (14)

where the last equality follows since ΓG(z) = z for all z ∈ ImΓ.

Corollary 9. Let N be given. Then,

1. If Ṽ (r) = ‖Cr‖∞ is a GLF for N , then V̂ (z) = ‖Bz‖∞ is a dual GLF for N where C = BΓ.

2. If V̂ (z) = ‖Bz‖∞ is a dual GLF for N , then Ṽ (r) = ‖BΓ‖∞ is a GLF for N .

Remark 4. A version of Corollary 9 was proven in [17, 16] using a different argument.

Example (cont’d). Consider the BIN (6) and the introduced GLF (8). Corollary 8 asserts the existence of
six matrix Λℓ, ℓ = 1, .., s. Using the algorithms developed in [15, 16] we can find the matrices as follows:

Λ1 =




−1 0 0 0 0 0

0 −1 0 0 1 0

0 0 −1 0 0 −1

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0




,Λ2 =




−1 0 0 0 −1 0

0 −1 0 0 0 0

0 0 −1 1 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0




,Λ3 =




0 0 0 0 0 0

0 −1 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 1 −1 0 0

−1 0 0 0 −1 0

0 0 0 0 0 0




,

Λ4 =




0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 −1 −1 0 0 0

0 0 0 −1 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 1 −1




,Λ5 =




0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

−1 0 −1 0 0 0

0 0 0 −1 1 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 −1




,Λ6 =




−1 0 −1 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 1 −1 0

0 0 0 0 0 −1




.

3 Contraction and Nonexpansivity

3.1 Preliminaries

The are several formulations of contraction theory. We are going to present the formulation that utilizes
logarithmic norms (a.k.a, matrix measures).

Definition 5 (Logarithmic Norms). Let (R,|.|) be a normed space, and let ‖.‖∗ be the corresponding induced
matrix norm on R

n×n. Then, the associated matrix measure (a.k.a, logarithmic norm) can be defined as
follows for a matrix A ∈ R

n×n:

µ∗(A) := lim
h→0+

‖I + hA‖∗ − 1

h
. (15)

Remark 5. The logarithmic norm can be evaluated explicitly for the standard norms. For instance, the
following expression can be used for the ℓ∞ norm:

µ∞(A) = max
i


aii +

∑

j 6=i

|aij |


 . (16)

8



For a dynamical system, negativity of the logarithmic norm can be linked to contraction. This result has
been stated in different forms, we state the result as follows.

Theorem 10 ([25]). Consider a dynamical system ẋ = f(x) defined on a convex subset X of Rn. Let | · |∗ be
a norm in R

n and ‖.‖∗ the induced matrix norm on R
n×n. Assume that

∀x ∈ X, µ∗

(
∂f

∂x
(x)

)
≤ c.

Then for any two solutions ϕ(t;x), ϕ(t; y) of the dynamical system, the following condition holds:

|ϕ(t;x)− ϕ(t; y)|∗ ≤ ect|x− y|∗. (17)

Note that if c < 0 the solutions of the system are exponentially contracting. If c = 0, then the system is
non-expansive.

3.2 Nonexpansion in concentration coordinates

We state our first major result, and then develop the required theory to prove it.

Theorem 11. Let N = (S ,R) be a given network, and let Ṽ (r) = ‖BΓr‖∞ be a GLF. Let x̄ ∈ R
n
≥0 be any

positive state, and define |x|B := ‖B(x − x̄)‖∞. Then, |.|B is a norm on Cx̄ := (x̄ + ImΓ) ∩ R
n
≥0, and for

any two solutions x1(·) and x2(·) of ẋ = ΓR(x) in Cx̄, we have

|x1(t)− x2(t)|B ≤ |x1(0)− x2(0)|B for all t ≥ 0.

In other words, the dynamics of N are non-expansive in each stoichiometric class with respect to the B-norm.

Our approach to prove the theorem is to show that the appropriate logarithmic norm is non-positive.
However, since Theorem 11 is stated with respect to the functional |.|B on the vector space ImΓ, we need
to introduce the necessary notions.

3.2.1 Norms with non-square weightings

Let (Rn, |.|) be a normed space. Let B ∈ R
m×n. We are interested in studying the pair (V , |.|B) where V is a

vector subspace of Rn and |.|B is the weighted operator |.|B : z 7→ |Bz|. Such operators are usually studied
using the notion of Minkowski functionals or gauge functions [35]. However, to keep the discussion self-
contained, we develop the required notions here. For easier future reference, we state a simple equivalency
first:

Lemma 12. Let B ∈ R
m×n, let V ⊂ R

n be a vector subspace, and let Γ be any matrix such that ImΓ = V.
Then the following are equivalent:

1. BV = V.

2. Im (BΓ) = Im (Γ).

3. ker(BΓ) = ker(Γ).

4. kerB|ImΓ = {0}.

Next, we show next that the pair (V , |.|B) is indeed a normed space.

Lemma 13. Let (Rn, |.|) be a normed space. Let B ∈ R
m×n, and let V ⊂ R

n be a vector subspace. If BV = V,
then the pair (V , |.|B) is a normed space.

Proof. Since V is a vector subspace of Rn, we immediately get that |.|B is semi-norm on V . To show that
it is a norm, we need to show that for all x ∈ V , |x|B = 0 iff x = 0. But this follows immediately from the
previous lemma since we assumed that BV = V .

9



3.2.2 Induced matrix norms and logarithmic norms restricted to a subspace

Let (Rn, |.|) be a normed Euclidean space, and let V ⊂ R
n be a vector space. Next, we can define the

V-induced matrix norm of a matrix J ∈ R
n×n as ‖J‖V := sup|z|=1,z∈V |Jz|, which is well-defined since the

set {z : |z| = 1, z ∈ V} is compact.
Similarly, we need to define the corresponding induced (B,V)-matrix norm of a matrix J ∈ R

n×n as we
did above. As in Lemma 13, we assume that BV = V , i.e., the dimension of V does not reduce if we multiple
each vector by B from the left. Using Lemma 12, any vector z ∈ V can be also written as LBz for some
matrix L ∈ R

m×n. Therefore, we can write:

sup
|Bz|=1
z∈V

|BJz| = sup
|Bz|=1
z∈V

|BJLBz| ≤ ‖BJL‖ sup
|Bz|=1
z∈V

|Bz| = ‖BJL‖ <∞,

which ensures that we show that the induced (B,V)-matrix norm of any matrix J is well-defined. Therefore,
we have the following definition.

Definition 6. Consider the normed space (Rn, |.|). Let V ⊂ R
n be a vector space, and let B ∈ R

m×n be a
matrix satisfying BV = V. Then,

1. The induced (B,V)-norm of a matrix J ∈ R
n×n restricted to V is defined as:

‖J‖B,V := sup
|z|B=1,z∈V

|BJz|.

2. The (B,V)-logarithmic norm of a matrix J ∈ R
n×n is defined as:

µB,V(J) := lim
h→0+

‖I + hJ‖B,V − 1

h
.

3.2.3 Computation of the logarithmic norm

In order to proof Theorem 11, we set V = ImΓ. Hence, we need to show that the (B, ImΓ)-logarithmic
norm of the Jacobian is non-positive. This is stated as follows.

Lemma 14. Let a network N = (R,S ) be given. Fix an arbitrary x̄ ∈ R
n
≥0. Assume that there exists an

GLF for N of the form Ṽ (r) = ‖BΓr‖∞. Then,

∀K ∈ KN , µB,ImΓ(ΓK) ≤ 0.

Before proceeding to the proof of Lemma 14, we need to decompose matrices of the form ΓK, where
K ∈ KN into a sum of rank-one matrices as we did in (9). Using (1), we can write :

ΓK =

s∑

ℓ=1

ρ̄ℓΓEjℓiℓ =

s∑

ℓ=1

ρ̄ℓ

Jℓ︷ ︸︸ ︷
(Γjℓe

T
iℓ
) =

s∑

ℓ=1

ρ̄ℓJℓ, (18)

where Γ1, ..,Γn are the columns of Γ. In addition, we need the following basic lemma:

Lemma 15. Given a network N . Let Jℓ, Qℓ, ℓ1, .., s be defined as above.

1. ∀ℓ,ΓQℓ = JℓΓ.

2. Let C,B,Λℓ, ℓ = 1, .., s be defined as in Corollary 8, and let D be matrix whose rows form a basis for
the left null space of Γ. then there exist matrices Y1, .., Ys such that BJℓ = ΛℓB + YℓD, ℓ = 1, .., s.

Proof. 1. ΓQℓ = Γejℓγ
T
iℓ
= Γjℓγ

T
iℓ
= Γjℓe

T
iℓ
Γ = JℓΓ.

10



2. Using Corollary 8, we have CQℓ = ΛℓC. Then we get:

BΓQℓ = ΛℓBΓ =⇒ BJℓΓ = ΛℓBΓ =⇒ (BJℓ − ΛℓB)Γ = 0.

Therefore, the rows of BJℓ−ΛℓB belong to the left null space of Γ. Hence, there exist matrices Y1, .., Ys
such that BJℓ − ΛℓB = YℓD, ℓ = 1, .., s. By rearranging we get the required expression.

Proof of Lemma 14. Using the previous definitions, we are interested in bounding the following expression:

µB,ImΓ(ΓK) := lim sup
h→0+

‖I + hΓK‖B,ImΓ − 1

h
,

where K ∈ KN . We proceed as follows:

‖I + hΓK‖B,ImΓ = sup
‖Bz‖∞=1
z∈ImΓ

‖B (I + hΓK) z‖∞
(⋆)
= sup

‖Bz‖∞=1
z∈ImΓ

∥∥∥∥∥Bz + h

s∑

ℓ=1

ρℓBJℓz

∥∥∥∥∥
∞

(♣)
= sup

‖Bz‖∞=1
z∈ImΓ

∥∥∥∥∥Bz + h
s∑

ℓ=1

ρℓ(ΛℓB + YℓD)z

∥∥∥∥∥
∞

(♠)
= sup

‖Bz‖∞=1
z∈ImΓ

∥∥∥∥∥

(
I + h

s∑

ℓ=1

ρℓΛℓ

)
Bz

∥∥∥∥∥
∞

≤ sup
‖Bz‖∞=1
z∈ImΓ

∥∥∥∥∥I + h

s∑

ℓ=1

ρℓΛℓ

∥∥∥∥∥
∞

‖Bz‖∞ =

∥∥∥∥∥I + h

s∑

ℓ=1

ρℓΛ
ℓ

∥∥∥∥∥
∞

,

where the equality (⋆) follows from (18), equality (♣) follows from Lemma 15, and equality (♠) follows since
Dz = 0 for all z ∈ ImΓ.

Therefore, the expression of the logarithmic norm above can be written as:

µB,ImΓ(ΓK) ≤ µ∞

(
s∑

ℓ=1

ρℓΛ
ℓ

)
≤

s∑

ℓ=1

ρℓµ∞(Λℓ) = 0, (19)

where the inequalities follow by the subadditivity of the logarithmic norm and Corollary 8. �

Proof of Theorem 11. It follows immediately from combining Theorem 10 and Lemma 14 since the Jacobian
of (3) can always be written as ΓK for some K ∈ KN as in (2). �

3.2.4 Boundedness

A BIN that is not conservative is not guaranteed to have bounded trajectories. In fact, non-expansivity does
not preclude unboundedness. Nevertheless, if a network admits a steady state then we get boundedness as
the following corollary shows.

Corollary 16. Let N = (S ,R) be a network that admits a GLF. Then, if a steady state x̄ exists, then all
trajectories in Cx̄ are bounded.

Proof. We apply Theorem 11 by comparing an arbitrary trajectory with x2(t) ≡ x̄.

Remark 6. If a network admits a GLF, it has been shown [36] that the existence of a non-degenerate positive
steady state, implies global asymptotic stability. Non-degeneracy of the Jacobian can be tested easily as shown
in [18, 16]. However, Corollary 16 does not assume non-degeneracy to show boundedness.
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3.2.5 Alternative statement

The results can be stated explicitly in the stoichiometric class by using a transformation. We provide the
details below for completeness. Recall that D is a matrix whose rows form a basis for the left null space of
Γ. Hence, let S = [ST

1 , D
T ]T where S1 is any matrix chosen so S is invertible. Consider (3) with a fixed

vector x̄. We will use the following coordinate change:

z̃ = S(x− x̄) =

[
S1(x− x̄)
D(x− x̄)

]
=:

[
z̃1
z̃2

]
.

The dynamics of (3) can be written as:

˙̃z =

[
S1

D

]
ΓR(x) =

[
S1ΓR(S

−1z̃ + x̄))
0

]
,

where the second entry is zero since DΓ = 0.
Since we have x(0) ∈ Cx̄, then x(t)− x̄ ∈ ImΓ for all t, and we immediately get that z̃2(t) = D(x− x̄) = 0

for all t. Furthermore, let us write S−1 =: [U1, U2], where U1 ∈ R
n×(n−d),W2 ∈ R

n×d, d = dim(ker(ΓT )).
Therefore,

S−1z̃ + x̄ = [U1, U2]

[
z̃1
0

]
+ x̄ = U1z̃1 + x̄.

Finally we get the dynamics on the n− d manifold as:

˙̃z1 = S1ΓR(U1z̃1 + x̄), z̃1(0) satisfies U1z̃1(0) + x̄ ≥ 0. (20)

In the new coordinates, the problem reduces to checking contraction of (20) with respect to the norm
‖.‖BU1

: z̃1 7→ ‖BU1z̃1‖∞. Hence, we state the following corollary.

Corollary 17. Let a network N be given. Let S, S1, U1 be a matrices defined as above. Consider the ODE (20)
whose Jacobian is S1Γ

∂R
∂x
U1. Consider the norm ‖.‖BW1

: ẑ1 7→ ‖BU1ẑ1‖∞ and the associated logarithmic

norm µBW1
. Then, µBW1

(S1Γ
∂R
∂x
U1) = µB,ImΓ(Γ

∂R
∂x

) ≤ 0. In other words, the logarithmic norm of the
reduced system is independent of the choice of S1 and is non-positive. In addition, consider any two solutions
ϕ̂(t;ˆz1a), ϕ̂(t; ẑ1b) of (20), then the following condition holds:

|ϕ̂(t; ẑ1a)− ϕ̂(t; ẑ1a)|BW1
≤ |ẑ1a − ẑ1b|BW1

, for all t ≥ 0.

3.3 Nonexpansion of the extent-of-reaction system

We can perform similar contraction analysis for the extent-of-reaction system, but thanks to Theorem 4, we
can use Theorem 11 to show the following immediately:

Theorem 18. Let N = (S ,R) be a given network, and let Ṽ (r) = ‖Cr‖∞ be a GLF. Let x̄ ∈ R
n
≥0 be any

positive state, and define |ξ|C := ‖Cξ‖∞. Then, for any two solutions ξ1(·) and ξ2(·) of ξ̇ = R(x̄ + Γξ), we
have

|ξ1(t)− ξ2(t)|C ≤ |ξ1(0)− ξ2(0)|C for all t ≥ 0.

Proof. With reference to the commutativity diagram in Theorem 4 we have x1(t) = Γξ1(t) + x̄, and x2(t) =
Γξ2(t) + x̄. Note that x1(t), x2(t) ∈ Cx̄. Then, we can write the following:

|ξ1(t)− ξ2(t)|C = ‖C(Ψ(x2(t)) −Ψ(x1(t)))‖∞ = ‖BΓ(G(x2(t)− x̄)−G(x1(t)− x̄))‖∞

= ‖B(x2(t)− x̄− x1(t) + x̄)‖∞ = ‖B(x2(t)− x1(t))‖∞

≤ ‖B(x2(0)− x1(0))‖∞ = ‖BΓ(ξ2(0)− ξ1(0))‖∞ = |x2(0)− x1(0)|C ,

where the first equality uses the commutativity diagram in Theorem 4, while the second equality uses (11),
the third equality uses the property that ΓG(z) = z for all z ∈ ImΓ, and the inequality follows from Theorem
11.
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(a) (b)

Figure 1: Nonexpansivity for two examples (a) The B-distance between 500 pairs of randomly generated trajectories
for the PTM system with R(x) = [se, c1, pd, c2]

T , and its numerically-calculated time-derivative using MATLAB’s
diff subroutine. (b) An unbounded nonexpansive system. The time-derivative of the B-distance between 500 pairs of
randomly generated trajectories for the system (21) with R(x) = [c, 1, ab]T , and a plot of the unbounded trajectories.

3.4 Examples and discussion

3.4.1 The PTM cycle (cont’d)

Let us consider again the PTM cycle (6). Using Theorem 11 the network is non-expansive with respect to
the norm |.|B in each stoichiometric class, where B is given by (12). Figure 1 shows a numerical simulation
of the distance between pairs of trajectories where it can be seen that they are approaching each other. In
the next section, we will show that the system is strictly contractive over any compact set in the positive
orthant.

3.4.2 An unstable system

Non-expansivity does not imply boundedness. For example, let us consider an example studied in [15]:

C −→ A, ∅ −→ B, A+B −→ C. (21)

This system admits the GLF Ṽ (r) = ‖BΓr‖∞, where

B =



1 0 0
0 1 0
1 −1 0


 .

Note, however, that the trajectories of the system can become unbounded when a steady state fails to
exists. Figure 1-b) shows unbounded trajectories. Nevertheless, the distance between the trajectories never
increases.

4 Strict contraction over compact sets

In the previous section we have shown that any network admitting a GLF is non-expansive. In this section,
we will strengthen this to show strict contraction over arbitrary compact sets.

4.1 Background: siphons and persistence

We introduce the concept of siphons, which will assist us in establishing strict contraction over compact sets.
A dynamical system defined over the positive orthant is said to be persistent if trajectories that start in the
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interior of the positive orthant do not approach the boundary asymptotically [13]. This is also known as
non-extinction since it is tantamount to asking that species are initially present in the BIN do not go extinct.

An approach that can be used to establish persistence is based on the theory of siphons [13].

Definition 7. Let N = (S ,R) be a network. A set P ⊂ S is said to be a siphon if a set the satisfies
the following statement: ∀X ∈ P , if X is a product of some reaction Rj, then ∃X ′ ∈ P such that X ′ is
a reactant of Rj. In addition, a siphon is trivial if it contains no support of a conservation law, and it is
critical otherwise.

If a network contains only trivial siphons, then its trajectories that start in the positive orthant do not
approach the boundary asymptotically for any choice of kinetics, which is known as structural persistence
[13]. In fact, a slightly stronger statement can be established. If we choose all our initial conditions from a
compact set K ⊂ R

n
+, then the corresponding trajectories are uniformly separated from the boundary. This

is shown in the following result which is a modification of a corresponding result in [20]:

Lemma 19. Consider a BIN with uniformly bounded solution, i.e., for all compact K ⊂ R
n
+, there exists K̃1

compact such that ϕ(t,K) ⊂ K̃1 for all t ≥ 0. Assume that all siphons are trivial. Then, for any compact
K ⊂ (0,+∞)n, there exist a number ε > 0 and a convex and compact K̃ in [ε,+∞)n such that ϕ(t,K) ∈ K̃
for all t ≥ 0.

Proof. Using [20, Lemma 5], there exist ε > 0 and K̃1 compact in [ε,+∞)n such that ϕ(t,K) ∈ K̃1 for all

t ≥ 0. Our desired convex K̃ is any compact and convex set that satisfies K̃1 ⊂ K̃ ⊂ [ε,∞)n. One such set

is the closed box [ε, x∗1]× ..× [ε, x∗n], where x
∗ ∈ K̃1 is the supremum point of K̃1.

Remark 7. Using Corollary 16, boundedness follows for networks admitting a GLF whenever a steady state
exists.

4.2 Strict contraction over positive compact sets

Recall that the upper bound in (19) is µ∞(
∑s

ℓ=1 ρℓΛ
ℓ) which is written in term of the partial derivatives of

R. Therefore, we if can establish a lower bound on the partial derivatives of R, then we can hope to show
strict contraction. However, for networks that contain bimolecular reactions, this is not generally possible
since the partial derivatives of R can get arbitrarily small when we get close to the boundary. Hence, our
technique will be to establish contraction with respect to compact sets. If we assume the absence of trivial
siphons, then Lemma 19 assures us that there is a uniform positive lower bound on all the states. We will
show that this can be applied to few examples and then we state the general result.

Example 1: Three-body binding. Unlike standard two-body binding, three-body binding [37] requires to a
bridging molecule B for the formation of a trimeric complex ABC. The reaction network can be written as
follows:

A + B
R1−−⇀↽−−
R5

AB, C+ B
R3−−⇀↽−−
R6

BC,

A+ BC
R2−−⇀↽−−
R7

ABC
R8−−⇀↽−−
R4

C+AB.

The network admits the GLF Ṽ (r) = ‖Γr‖∞, so B = I. The certificate matrices Λℓ, ℓ = 1, .., 8 can be
computed via Corollary 8, and hence the upper bound (19) can be computed explicitly.

For that purpose, let x1 = [A], x2 = [C], x3 = [B], x4 = [AB], x5 = [BC], x6 = [ABC], and define
ρji := ∂Rj/∂xi, then (19) gives us:

µ
∞,ImΓ(J) ≤ −min{ρ11 + ρ21, ρ32 + ρ42, ρ13 + ρ43, ρ34 + ρ54, ρ65 + ρ75, ρ26 + ρ86} := ρ(x) < 0,

where the last inequality holds for all x ∈ R
n
+ by assumption AK3. Therefore, this establishes that the

Jacobian has a strictly negative logarithmic norm over the positive orthant, however, this falls short of
proving strict contraction. Nevertheless, the situation can be remedied for compact sets by using Lemma 19.
So, let K ⊂ R

n
+ be any positive compact. By Lemma 19 there exists an ε > 0 and a convex and compact K̃
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such that ϕ(t;K) ∈ K̃ ⊂ [ε,∞)n for all t ≥ 0 So let c := min
x∈K̃

ρ(x) > 0. So if x(0), y(0) ∈ K ⊂ Cx̄, then
we get strict contraction

|x(t) − y(t)|∞ ≤ e−ct|x(0)− y(0)|∞ for all t ≥ 0.

Example 2: PTM cycle (continued). Let us continue considering the PTM cycle. In order to bound the
logarithmic norm using (19), we need to examine the expression µ∞(

∑s
ℓ=1 ρℓ(x)Λ

ℓ). By substituting the
values of Λℓ, ℓ = 1, .., 6 we get: (the dependence on x is dropped for notational simplicity)




−ρ1 − ρ2 − ρ6 0 −ρ6 0 −ρ2 0
0 −ρ1 − ρ2 − ρ3 0 0 ρ1 0

−ρ5 −ρ4 −ρ1 − ρ2 − ρ4 − ρ5 ρ2 0 −ρ1
0 0 ρ3 −ρ3 − ρ4 − ρ5 ρ5 0

−ρ3 0 0 ρ6 −ρ3 − ρ6 0
0 0 0 0 ρ4 −ρ4 − ρ5 − ρ6



.

Let J be a square matrix, remember that µ∞(J) = maxi σi(J), where σi(J) = [J ]ii +
∑

j 6=i |Jij |.

For the matrix above, note that σ3(
∑s

ℓ=1 ρℓΛℓ) and σ5(
∑s

ℓ=1 ρℓΛℓ) are both identically zero. Hence,
µ∞(

∑s
ℓ=1 ρℓΛ

ℓ) = 0 for all possible choices of ρ1, .., ρ6. This situation precludes using an argument similar
to the previous example. Nevertheless, we can adapt a trick used in [29] by using a non-singular diagonal
matrix P to define a scaled norm |.|PB . Hence, the equation BΓ(

∑
ℓ ρℓQℓ) = (

∑
ℓ ρℓΛℓ)BΓ, can be written

as

PBΓ

(
∑

ℓ

ρℓQℓ

)
=

(
∑

ℓ

ρℓPΛℓP
−1

)
BΓ. (22)

Hence, we can evaluate µ∞(
∑s

ℓ=1 ρℓPΛ
ℓP−1) for the scaled norm. In our case, let P = diag([1 + θ, 1 +

θ, 1, 1 + θ, 1, 1 + θ]) for some small θ > 0. Then, we get

µ∞

(
s∑

ℓ=1

ρℓPΛ
ℓP−1

)
= −min{ρ1 − θ(ρ2 + ρ6), ρ3 + ρ2 − θρ1, (ρ1 + ρ2 + ρ4 + ρ5)

θ
1+θ

,

ρ4 − θ(ρ3 + ρ5), (ρ3 + ρ6)
θ

1+θ
, ρ5 + ρ6 − θρ4}.

We are going to show that it is always possible to choose θ such that the expression above is negative
over an appropriate set. So let K be a positive compact set. By Lemma 19 there exists an ε > 0 and a
convex and compact K̃ such that ϕ(t;K) ∈ K̃ ⊂ [ε,∞)n for all t ≥ 0. Define the following constant:

θ̄ = min
x∈K̃

{
ρ1

ρ2 + ρ6
,
ρ3 + ρ2
ρ1

,
ρ4

ρ3 + ρ5
,
ρ5 + ρ6
ρ4

}
> 0,

which exists and is well-defined due to the positivity and compactness of K̃. Therefore, for any choice of
θ ∈ (0, θ̄), the logarithmic norm µ∞

(∑s
ℓ=1 ρℓPΛ

ℓP−1
)
is negative over K̃, and is upper bounded by −c for

some c > 0. Therefore, if x(0), y(0) ∈ K ⊂ Cx̄, then we get strict contraction

|x(t) − y(t)|PB ≤ e−ct|x(0)− y(0)|PB for all t ≥ 0.

4.2.1 General results

Weakly contractive matrices. As seen in the last example, a matrix whose logarithmic norm is identically
zero can be scaled using a diagonal transformation into a matrix with a negative logarithmic norm. We state
this more generally using the following definition:

Definition 8. Let J ∈ R
n×n be matrix that satisfies σi(J) ≤ 0, i = 1, .., n. Let S− := {i ∈ 1, .., n|σi(J) < 0},

and S0 := {i ∈ 1, .., n|σi(J) = 0}. Assume that for any i ∈ S0 there exists an index ki ∈ S− such that
Jiki

> 0, then J is said to be weakly contractive.

15



Since we want to apply this to matrices of the form
∑

ℓ ρℓΛℓ, then we state the following basic Lemma
which follows immediately.

Lemma 20. Let square matrices Λℓ, ℓ = 1, .., s be given such that µ∞(Λℓ) ≤ 0, and denote J(ρ1, .., ρs) =∑
ℓ ρℓΛℓ. Then, J(ρ1, .., ρs) is weakly contractive for all ρ1, .., ρs iff J(ρ1, .., ρs) is weakly contractive for at

least one positive tuple (ρ1, .., ρs).

Therefore, we can verify that
∑

ℓ ρℓΛℓ is weakly contractive by checking that
∑

ℓ Λℓ is weakly contractive.
We state our result next.

Theorem 21. Let a network N = (S ,R) be given and assume that it admits a GLF Ṽ (r) = ‖BΓr‖∞. Let
Λ1, ..,Λs be the corresponding matrices defined in Corollary 8. Furthermore assume that J =

∑s
ℓ=1 Λℓ is

weakly contractive. Let S0, S− be as in Definition 8.
Let K ⊂ Cx̄ ∩ R

n
+ be any compact set, and assume that ϕ(t,K) is uniformly bounded. Then for any two

solutions x1(·) and x2(·) of ẋ = ΓR(x) that start in K, there exists θ > 0, c > 0 such that

|x1(t)− x2(t)|PB ≤ e−ct|x1(0)− x2(0)|PB for all t ≥ 0,

where P is a diagonal matrix defined as pii = 1 if i ∈ S0, and pii = 1 + θ if i ∈ S−.

Recall the three-body binding example. Remember that we did not need to scale the norm. In general,
if a GLF takes the form Ṽ (r) = ‖ΘΓr‖∞ for some diagonal matrix Θ, then no scaling is required. This is
stated by the following theorem which is proved in the appendix.

Theorem 22. Let a network N = (S ,R) be given and assume that it admits a GLF Ṽ (r) = ‖ΘΓr‖∞ for
some non-negative diagonal matrix Θ.

Let K ⊂ Cx̄ ∩ R
n
+ be any compact set, and assume that ϕ(t,K) is uniformly bounded. Then for any two

solutions x1(·) and x2(·) of ẋ = ΓR(x) that start in K, there exists c > 0 such that

|x1(t)− x2(t)|Θ ≤ e−ct|x1(0)− x2(0)|Θ for all t ≥ 0.

Appendix: Additional Proofs

Proof of Proposition 3. Remember that Ṽ is locally Lipschitz function. Hence, the gradient of Ṽ exists

almost everywhere. When it exists, write
˙̃
V (ξ) as follows:

˙̃
V (ξ) =

∂Ṽ

∂ξ
R(x̄+ Γξ) =

∂V̂

∂ξ

(
R(x̄) +

∂R

∂x
(x∗ξ)Γξ

)
=
∂Ṽ

∂ξ

∂R

∂x
(x∗ξ)Γξ,

where x∗ξ := x̄ + εΓξ for some ε ∈ (0, 1). The second equality above follows from applying the Mean-value
theorem to the single-valued function h(ε) = R(x̄ + εΓξ). The third equality can be shown as follows: By

definition, ∃V̂ such that Ṽ = V̂ ◦ Γ. Since the gradient of Ṽ exists, we can write ∂Ṽ /∂ξ = (∂Ṽ /∂z)Γ,
but since x̄ is a steady state, then ΓR(x̄) = 0, and hence the first term vanishes. Similar to (18), we can
decompose the Jacobian as follows:

˙̃
V (ξ) =

s∑

ℓ=1

ρℓ(x
∗
ξ)
∂Ṽ

∂ξ
Qℓξ ≤ 0,

where the last inequality follows since Ṽ is a common Lyapunov function for the systems ṙ1 = Q1r, ..., ṙs =
Qsr. The inequality holds for all ξ using Lemma 9 in [20]. �

Proof of Corollary 8. The first statement is equivalent to the statement that ker Γ = kerC. Hence, we focus
on the second statement. For the first direction, assume that the statement in Theorem 7 holds. Fix ℓ. Since
Λ̃ℓ ∈ R

2m×2m, then we can write: (we drop the dependence on ℓ to simplify the notation)

Λ̃ℓ =

[
Λ11 Λ12

Λ21 Λ22

]
, (23)
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where Λ11,Λ12,Λ21,Λ22 ∈ R
n×n. By the statement in Theorem 7, Λ11,Λ22 are Metzler and Λ12,Λ21 are

non-nonnegative. In addition, (13) can be written as:

CQℓ = (Λ11 − Λ12)C (24)

CQℓ = (Λ22 − Λ21)C (25)

Note that we can assume, w.l.o.g, that Λ22 = Λ11, Λ21 = Λ12. Hence, we define Λℓ := Λ11 −Λ12. It remains

to show that µ∞(Λℓ) ≤ 0. To that end, recall that µ∞(Λℓ) = maxi λ
(ℓ)
ii +

∑
j 6=i |λ

(ℓ)
ij |. Hence, we write:

λ
(ℓ)
ii +

∑

j

|λ
(ℓ)
ij | = λ11ii − λ12ii +

∑

j 6=i

|λ11ij − λ12ij |
(⋆)

≤ λ11ii + λ12ii +
∑

j 6=i

(λ11ij + λ12ij )
(♣)
= 0, (26)

where the inequality (⋆) follows since λ12ii , λ
11
ij , λ

12
ij are nonnegative, and equality (♣) follows from Λ̃ℓ1 = 0.

Hence, we have found a matrix Λℓ that satisfy µ∞(Λℓ) ≤ 0.
Next, we show the other direction. Fix ℓ. Assume we have a matrix Λℓ that satisfies µ∞(Λℓ) ≤ 0. Hence,

for all i we have λ
(ℓ)
ii ≤ 0 and σi := −(λ

(ℓ)
ii +

∑
j |λ

(ℓ)
ij |) ≥ 0. We are going to construct two matrices Λ11,Λ12

elementwise as follows assuming i 6= j: λ
(11)
ij := max{λ

(ℓ)
ij , 0} + σi/(2n), λ

(12)
ij := max{−λ

(ℓ)
ij , 0} + σi/(2n),

λ
(12)
ii := σi/(2n), λ

(11)
ii := λ

(ℓ)
ii + σi/(2n), where the latter is non-positive since λ

(ℓ)
ii + σi/(2n) ≤ λ

(ℓ)
ii + σi ≤

λ
(ℓ)
ii − λ

(ℓ)
ii = 0. Finally, we define Λ22 := Λ11,Λ21 := Λ12. Define Λ̃ℓ as in (23) which can be verified to be a

Metzler matrix satisfying Λ̃ℓ1 = 0 and (24)-(25). �

Proof of Theorem 22. Remember that ρ1, .., ρs correspond to the nonzero entries of ∂R/∂x which are
strictly positive in R

n
+ by AK3, hence the proof can be accomplished by showing that µ∞ (

∑s
ℓ=1 ρℓΛℓ) < 0

for any positive ρ1, .., ρs. Assume Θ ∈ R
m×m. Since Θ might have zero rows, the function can be written (by

reordering species if necessary) as Ṽ (r) = ‖[Θd, O]Γr‖∞, where Θd is an nd × nd positive diagonal matrix

for some nd ≤ n. Hence, Ṽ (r) = maxi∈{1,..,nd} γ
T
i r. To show the statement, it is sufficient to show that for

each i ∈ {1, .., nd}, there exists ℓ ∈ {1, ..s} such that λ
(ii)
ℓ +

∑
j 6=i |λ

(ik)
ℓ | < 0.

By AS1, γi is orthogonal to a positive vector, and hence must have a strictly negative element, say γij .
Hence, this implies that Xi is a reactant of Rj , and ∂Rj/∂xi is nonzero. Let Λℓ the matrix (defined in
Corollary 8) corresponding to the reactant-reactant pair (Xi,Rj). Therefore, it can be seen it is possible to

choose the ith row of Λℓ as follows: λ
(ii)
ℓ = −θii and λ

(ij)
ℓ = 0, i 6= j. Hence, λ

(ii)
ℓ +

∑
j 6=i |λ

(ij)
ℓ | = −θii < 0.

�
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