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Abstract

Stochastic Chemical Reaction Networks are continuous time Markov chain models that describe the time
evolution of the molecular counts of species interacting stochastically via discrete reactions. Such models are
ubiquitous in systems and synthetic biology, but often have a large or infinite number of states, and thus are not
amenable to computation and analysis. Due to this, approximations that rely on the molecular counts and the
volume being large are commonly used, with the most common being the Reaction Rate Equations and the Linear
Noise Approximation. For finite time intervals, Kurtz established the validity of the Reaction Rate Equations
and Linear Noise Approximation, by proving law of large numbers and central limit theorem results respectively.
However, the analogous question for the stationary distribution of the Markov chain model has remained mostly
unanswered, except for chemical reaction networks with special structures or bounded molecular counts. In this
work, we use Stein’s Method to obtain sufficient conditions for the stationary distribution of an appropriately
scaled Stochastic Chemical Reaction Network to converge to the Linear Noise Approximation as the system size
goes to infinity. Our results give non asymptotic bounds on the error in the Reaction Rate Equations and in
the Linear Noise Approximation as applied to the stationary distribution. As a special case, we give conditions
under which the global exponential stability of an equilibrium point of the Reaction Rate Equations is sufficient
to obtain our error bounds, thus permitting one to obtain conclusions about the Markov chain by analyzing the
deterministic Reaction Rate Equations.

1 Introduction

1.1 Background and existing results

Systems composed of a set of chemical species interacting via a finite set of reactions are most often modeled as
a Stochastic Chemical Reaction Network (SCRN), a continuous time Markov chain (CTMC) model for how the
molecular counts of each species change over time. Such models have found widespread use in systems and synthetic
biology as a method to capture the counts of relevant biomolecules within a single cell, where due to the small numbers
of molecules present, the effect of stochasticity in the system’s evolution can be profound [67, 61, 152, |46, |6, [20, 165].
The time evolution of the probability distribution of molecular counts can be computed via the Kolmogorov forward
equations, often called the Chemical Master Equation [27], or by a Monte Carlo approach using the Doob-Gillespie
Algorithm [16, [26]. However, due to the very large, and often countably infinite, number of states in the Markov
chain, simpler approximations have been proposed, the most prominent of which exploit the fact that for many
physical systems the volume in which the reactions occur and the molecular counts of all species are large. These
approximations are formalized by considering a family of Markov chains X (¢), where Xq(#) is the vector of molecular
counts at time ¢ and {2 is the volume. The Reaction Rate Equation (RRE) model is an Ordinary Differential Equation
(ODE), whose solution v(t) is a deterministic approximation for Xq(t)/€, rigorously justified by Kurtz on finite time
intervals in the sense that under mild technical conditions, Xq(t)/Q —, v(¢) uniformly on any finite time interval
[39]. Due to v(t) being the solution to an ODE, the computational and analytical simplicity of the RRE model
has lead to its widespread use in both modeling in systems biology [3] and design in synthetic biology [14, [24, [19].
In essence, the RRE model approximates the concentrations by a constant at each point in time, neglecting any
stochastic fluctuation away from this value. In order to account for these fluctuations, Van Kampen expanded
the Forward Kolmogorov Equations in powers of 1/v/Q [35, 162]. The first order approximation he derived in this
manner, called the Linear Noise Approximation (LNA), adds a correction term to the RREs, specifically a Gaussian
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approximation to fluctuations of Xq(t)/Q2 about v(t). The LNA was rigorously justified by Kurtz in the sense of

giving technical conditions for the central limit theorem result \/Lﬁ (Xa(t) — Qu(t)) =, N(0, P(t)) to hold uniformly

on finite time intervals with an appropriate covariance matrix P(t). The LNA is similar to the RREs in that the
approximating distribution can be easily computed from the solution to an ODE, and due to this simplicity it has
been used widely to quantify noise in natural biological systems, [50, |51, [18, 60], as well as for design [56, 155], and
inference |38, 122, 23] in synthetic biology.

However, a key weakness of the theoretical justification for the RREs and the LNA is that the results given in [39]
do not say anything about the relationship between the stationary distribution of the Markov chain model and the
steady state behavior of the RREs or LNA, even when the stationary distribution exists uniquely for all €2 and the
RREs/LNA has a well defined limiting behavior. In a later work, Kurtz gave a sufficient condition for the uniform
in time convergence of Xq(t)/€ to v(¢t) and of % (Xa(t) — Qu(t)) to N(0, P(t)) |40]. However, that result requires

that the state space of Xq(t)/2 be bounded uniformly in €2, which rules out the analysis of many biological systems
of interest where the molecular counts of certain species can grow unbounded, and thus for all 2, Xq(¢) evolves on
a countably infinite subset of the integer lattice. This technical difficulty in using the RREs or LNA to approximate
the stationary distribution of an SCRN has long been understood [62], and in fact it is often the case that the Markov
chain and RREs/LNA models have different long term behavior [43]. In this work we give sufficient conditions under
which there exists a constant C' such that for all sufficiently large €2,
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where X & is distributed according to the stationary distribution of Xq(t), v* is an appropriate equilbrium point
of the RRE, Y ~ N (0, P>) with P> a covariance matrix computed via the LNA, and W, is the 1-Wasserstein
distance between the laws of the two random variables. This result immediately implies both that the Markov chain’s
stationary distribution converges to an equilibrium point of the RRE in the sense X&°/Q —4 v*, where v* is an

appropriate equilbrium of the RRE, and that % (Xa(t) — Qu(t)) =4 N(0,P>) [25]. We give sufficient conditions

in terms of second moment of \/Lﬁ (X — Qu*) for (@) to hold, and additionally give sufficient conditions on only

*

the RRE model for () to hold, which include global exponential stability of v*. Interestingly, the convergence rate
given by () is identical to the convergence rate shown by Kurtz on finite time intervals [41].

The primary technique we use to prove our results is Stein’s Method [13]. Stein’s Method is a powerful technique
for proving central limit theorems introduced by Stein in 1972 [59, 58], and used in a wide variety of situations since
then, such as when the limiting distribution is Poisson [7] or Binomial [17], as well as for convergence to a diffusion
process |8]. The most closely related work to our study comes from queueing theory, where Braverman et al. using
Stein’s Method, and Gurvich using a closely related technique, studied diffusion approximations of certain queueing
systems in the heavy traffic regime |11, [10, [33]. Our application of Stein’s method follows that of [11] at a high level,
where the key difference is that our family of CTMCs and limiting process is in n dimensions instead of one. In order
to handle this, we use results on Stein Factors from [30].

1.2 Related work

Although rigorous work on approximating the stationary distribution of SCRNSs in the large volume limit has been
limited, a variety of related ideas have been presented in the literature. In particular, when the microscopic rates are
all affine, it is known that the LNA matches the first and second moments of Xq(t) for all time [62,143]. This idea has
been extended to a restricted class of SCRNs with nonlinear propensities in [31]. Additionally, Sontag and Singh gave
a special class of SCRNs where the moments can be exactly computed even when they may not match the moments
of the LNA exactly [57]. However, in these cases it is still unclear if the stationary distribution of % (Xa(t) — ")
converges to the Gaussian given by the LNA in the large volume limit. In fact, the results we present allow one to
rigorously go from convergence of % (X — Qv*) to N (0, P>) with respect to the first and second moments, to

convergence in 1-Wasserstein distance. We can thus strengthen the results of e.g. [31] with limited additional work.
We note that methods for establishing convergence of the stationary distributions of a family of Markov Processes
to the stationary distribution of a limiting process are given in [21]. However, not only have these methods not
been successfully applied to SCRNs, but also our Stein’s Method approach yields non-asymptotic bounds on the
approximation error in 1-Wasserstein distance.

In certain special cases, such as detailed or complex balance, the stationary distribution of Xq(t) can be computed
in closed form, and thus in principle one could directly analyze the approximation error when using the LNA [66, 4, 48].
However, for most SCRNs of interest in biology, such results are not applicable. For example, a simple two step
transcription-translation model for protein expression is not detailed or complex balanced [14], and thus the results



in |66, 4] cannot be used to obtain a closed form expression for the stationary distribution, whereas the results of
[48] are only exact for systems where Xq(t) has finitely many states.

We note that the LNA is only one diffusion approximation for SCRNs, and in fact the Chemical Langevin Equation
(CLE) is often a more accurate approximation to Xq(t)/€ for moderately large volumes |28]. The convergence of
Xa(t)/2 to the CLE on finite time intervals was established by Kurtz [41], but using the CLE to approximate
the stationary distribution of Xq(t)/€ has remained mostly unstudied. In fact, the CLE often exhibits finite time
breakdown and thus does not have a well defined stationary distribution, a problem that has been tackled by
allowing complex values in the Stochastic Differential equation [54], as well as imposing the physical constraint that
concentrations are nonnegative |42].

1.3 Outline of the rest of the paper

The rest of the paper is as follows: In Section 2l we give notation and mathematical background, and then introduce
the three relevant models. In Section Blwe state our main results, the proofs of which appear in Section[dl In Section
we illustrate our results with several examples. In Section [6l we provide concluding remarks and future research
directions.

2 Problem Setting

In this section we first introduce the notation we will use, and then introduce SCRNs and the associated CTMC
model along with and the Reaction Rate Equations and Linear Noise Approximation models. We also introduce the
1-Wasserstein distance, which we will use to measure the distance between probability distributions.

2.1 Notation

We denote (column) vectors by bold symbols @, Z, with the elements indexed as & = [z1,...,2,]T. Let Z2, [Z2]
denote the nonnegative [positive] integer lattice in n dimensions. Let Q denote the set of rational numbers. Let
R™, RY,, and RY, denote n-dimensional Euclidian space, and the nonnegative and positive orthants of the same

respectively. For @ € R™ we denote the standard 2-norm by |||, and for a matrix A € R"*™ we denote by || A]| the
lA=||
=l

A € R™*™ have strictly negative real parts we say that A is Hurwitz. Given a function g : R™ — R, we denote by g_g
Vg, and V?g the row vector of partial derivatives, the gradient, and the Hessian of g respectively. We denote the
third (directional) derivative of g by V3g[x1, x2, 3], along the directions @1, T2, 3, and define its induced norm as
sup”mH_”zz” Hmell 1||V3g[a31, :cg, x3]||. For two functions f and g from R™ to R, we define the convolution of f and
g as (fxg)(x) = [p. f(x—s)g(s)u(ds), with y the Lebesgue measure on R™. We denote the set of k-continuously
d1fferent1able funct1ons on a domain D by C*(D), where we omit the domain if it is clear from context.

induced 2-norm [[A|l = sup,_ and denote by cond(A) the condition number of A. When all eigenvalues of

2.2 Stochastic Chemical Reaction Networks

We consider Stochastic Chemical Reaction Networks parameterized by 2 € O C Ry, composed of n species
X1,Xs,...,X,, interacting according to r reactions, each characterized by a nonzero reaction vector & € Z" and
a microscopic propensity function A;(x), which depends on 2. The reaction vector describes the change in the
counts on the species when reaction i fires, and the microscopic propensity function describes the rate at which
reaction ¢ fires. Thus, for each € O, the Stochastic Chenical Reaction Network describes a CTMC {Xq(t),t > 0},
where Xq(t) = [X1(t), Xa(t),..., Xn(®)]T € Xo C Z% represents the molecular counts of the species. The state
space Xg can be chosen as any subset of Z2, such that 1) A\;(x) > 0 for all x € Xqo and 2) for all x € Xo and
all i € {1,...,r} such that © + & ¢ Xa, Ai(z) = 0. The infinitesimal transition rates from x to ' are given
bY Goar = D iz ie,—a Ni(T). We refer the interested reader to [5] for a more thorough background on SCRNs.
Throughout this work we will need to impose the following assumption on our SCRNs:

Assumption 2.1. The propensity functions have the form

Ai(x) = QN (%)

Additionally, there exists X = H?:l I; € RY, where for each j, I; = [0, 27*%*] for some x7'*" € Qx0, or I; = [0,00),
such that: -



1. Foralli € {1,...,7}, \i(v) > 0 for all v € X such that there exists > 0 satisfying v + n€; € X.
2. Foralli€ {1,...,r}, A\;(v) =0 for all v € X such that for all n > 0, v +n&; ¢ X.

Remark 2.1. The functions \;(v) are the macroscopic propensities of each reaction.

Under Assumption 2.1l we can define O = {Q € R>0|Vj, Qze e Z>0}. Note that our assumption that z7"** €
Q ensures that sup O = 400, i.e. our family of Markov chains includes those with arbitrarily large volume. Under
Assumption 2.1 we will always choose to define the state space of our CTMC as Xo = Z%, N QX. In order to apply
our Stein’s Method technique, we will need the following assumption: -

Assumption 2.2. For all i € {1,...,7}, \j(v) is twice continuously differentiable on some open set D containing X,
and has bounded second derivatives on X.

One form of A;(x) which satisfies Assumptions 2] and is mass action kinetics [62], which means that the
propensities are of the form

n
N(@) = k@5 6 T, @)
j=1
where &§; = &, — & with &,;,&ri € Z% is the reaction vector of the chemical reaction

ki
Zj Eri i X Zj Epi i Xj

The requirement that )" &,; < 2 must be imposed for A;(x) to satisfy Assumption See [27] for a discussion of
the physical assumptions necessary to reach such propensities. We note that () requires that no reactant appears

twice on the left hand side of the reaction. Having a reactant X; appear twice on the left hand side of a reaction
creates a propensity proportional to xf instead of the physically accurate z;(x; — 1) [27]. Here k; is the reaction rate

constant of reaction ¢ and &, ; is the 4t element of &,;. Another form of Ai(x) that satisfies Assumptions 2] and
2.2l is ) O
ki(xs /Q)P
)\1(-73): ll(‘rh/ ) ,
k% + (xJI/Q)q

where j; € {1,...,n} and p,q € Zs¢ such that p + ¢ < 3 or p = ¢q. Such “Hill-type propensities” can arise through
timescale separation in systems of chemical reactions with mass action kinetics [36, [47, 134]. For simplicity, we will
impose the following assumption:

Assumption 2.3. The stoichiometric subspace, span{€,...,&,}, has dimension n, and for each Q € O, Xq(t) is
irreducible.

Though Assumption appears to rule out SCRNs that have conservation laws, i.e. a linear combination of
species counts that remains unchanged by all reactions, we will show through an example in Section B that Assumption
does not fundamentally prevent the analysis of SCRNs with conservation laws, as long as a change of coordinates
exist where the system can be represented in a lower dimensional lattice ZQ/O as an SCRN with stoichiometric subspace
of dimension n’. For f: R™ — R the generator of Xq(¢) is N

Gxof (@) = 3 Ni@) (@ + &) = f(@)).

We will also consider two shifted and scaled version of Xq(t) defined by

Xo(t) = —— (Xo(t) — Qv"),

3

and ~ )
XQ(t) = ﬁXQ(t) — 'U*7

where v* is a specified point in X. For f : R™ — R the generator of XQ(t) is given by

G fla) = 5" M(Vaz + 0”) (f(w -t - f(w)) ,
=1



and the generator of ):(Q(t) is given by
G, 1(2) = (e +07) (flo+ &)~ f(@) ).
i=1

When Xq(t) has a unique stationary distribution 7, we denote by X & a random variable having law 7. We likewise
define X’S"f and Xﬁo

2.3 Reaction Rate Equations
The Reaction Rate Equations (RREs) are an Ordinary Differential Equation Model which is used to approximate

Xo(t)/9Q. Defining A(v) = [M(v), Az(v), ..., Xr(v)}T and S = [€& & ... &, the reaction rate equations
are

d

V(1) = F(v(t), v(0) = vo (3)

where F'(v) = SA(v) and v € X C RZ,. An equilibrium point of the RREs is any point v* € X satisfying 0 = F'(v*).
We note that under Assumption 2] X will be positive invariant with respect to Bl

2.4 Linear Noise Approximation

The Linear Noise Approximation (LNA) is a diffusion approximation obtained by expanding the Chemical Master
Equation using the ansatz Xq(t) ~ Qu(t) + vVQY”(t) [62]. The terms v(t) and Y’ (t) are given by

Sult) = Fu(0)) v(0) = v, (42)
dy'(t) = 8}(;—£:})Y’(t)dt + S diag \/A(v)dW (1), Y'(0) =Yy, (4b)

where evidently (4a)) is the RRE (B). Here W (¢) is a unit covariance Wiener Process. Let v* be an equilibrium point
of ([@a). We note that \;(v) > 0 must hold for (D) to make sense, which is guaranteed by e.g. Assumption 2 We
denote by Y (¢) the solution to (b)) with v(¢) = v* and Y’(0) = Yy. The generator of Y (t) is

df(x) OF(v*) 1< 0% f(x)
G =2\ 77\ Z D 22

v/(@) ox ov *t3 i:;ﬂ ? Ox;0
where D = S diag (A(v*)) ST. We remark that Y(t) is an Ornstein—Uhlenbeck process, and thus Y (t) is Gaussian
as long as Y is. The stationary distribution of Y (¢) is a zero mean Gaussian with covariance matrix P> € R™*"

given as the solution to the Lyapunov Equation

OF (v*)
ov

s\ T
P>+ PW% = —Sdiag A(v*)S7,

which has a unique positive definite solution as long as 8%(:*) is Hurwitz. In this case, we denote by Y *° a random

variable distributed according to N'(0, P>).

2.5 1-Wasserstein Distance

In this work we measure the distance between probability distributions using the 1-Wasserstein distance [25]. By a
slight abuse of notation, we define the 1-Wasserstein distance between two random variables as the 1-Wasserstein
distance between the laws of the random variables, formally:

Definition 2.1. Given two random variables Z; and Zs, both taking values in R™, we define the 1-Wasserstein
distance between Z; and Z> as

Wi(Z1,2Z2) = sup [E[h(Z1)] - E[h(Z,)]],
heLip(1)
where Lip(1) = {h : R" — R|Vx,x’ € R", ||h(x) — h(z)]| < ||z — 2'||}.
We remark that this definition of 1-Wasserstein distance uses the dual formulation [63], and is a slight abuse of
notation since the 1-Wasserstein distance is usually defined between two probability distributions. Our definition is
equivalent to taking the 1-Wasserstein distance between the laws of Z; and Zs.



3 Approximating Stationary Distributions of SCRNs

Here we state the main results of this work. To begin, we present the technical conditions that will guarantee that
the stationary distribution of XQ( ) converges to N (0, P°°). We then give our main result, showing that when the
first and second moments of XQ are controlled, we can bound the 1-Wasserstein distance between XQ and Y.
We next show that this result can be used to analyze the RRE approximation as well. Finally, we give a method
to check that the second moment of X&O is controlled by relating the global stability properties of the RRE to the
required moment bound.

Condition 3.1. There exists p(x), a polynomial of degree x, such that for all i and all z € X, Ai(z) < p(= )
Furthermore, there exists 2 such that for all @ € {Q € O|Q2 > Qp}, Xq(t) has a unique stationary distribution 7
which satisfies ~

Exgnr |IXE1] < oo.

Condition 1] does not require any type of uniformity in €, and therefore the condition E [|| X&°||"™] < oo can
be checked instead.

Condition 3.2 (Uniform moment bounds). There exist constants My, Mz, and € such that for all 2 € {Q € O[Q2 > Qo },
Xq(t) has a unique stationary distribution 7, which satisfies

Exgnr [1X&]] < M,
and

Exgnr |IXFI%) < Mo
Remark 3.1. In Condition B2 the bound on o {HX&OHQ} implies the existence of a bound on Bz [||X H]
This can be seen from the fact that by Jensen’s inequality, EX;;ONT? [||X8°H] < IEX:,o [HXS%OH }, and thus
E e s [HXS’HQ} < M, implies that Eg [HX ||} < /M;. However, we state Condition as it is to al-

low for the possibility of using a stronger bound on E o [||X H] than the one derived from M.

Remark 3.2. Recalling that X o= % (Xq — Qu*) is the “concentration scaled” Markov chain shifted to v*, Condition

is equivalent to the existence of g, M, and Ms such that for all Q € {Q € O|Q > Qp}, there exists a unique
I,

stationary distribution of Xg(t), 7, and it satisfies

Egs [IX2I] < %Ml,
and 1
Egeos |IX&I] < M.

We are now ready to state our main result.

Theorem 3.1. Consider an SCRN Xq(t) satisfying Assumptions 21, [2.2, and and let v* € int(X) be an
equilibrium point of [Aa) such that 6F( *) is Hurwitz. If Conditions [31] and [Z2 hold, then there exist C' and )

such that for all Q € {Q € O > € }

Wi (X5°,Y°°) < C%

Proof. See Section [4.1] O

Remark 3.3. The conclusion of Theorem [B.1] implies that
lim W, (X’;’;’,Y”) —0,
Q—o00

from which we can conclude convergence in distribution of X & to Y [63].

Remark 3.4. The constants C' and 2 in Theorem B.1] depend on the propensities and stoichiometry vectors, as well
as My, My, and Qg from Condition B2l We note that an explicit computation of C' and € is possible, as will be

seen in the proof, where we give an exphc1t upper bound that is dominated by a term proportional to ln\/g



Though our Stein’s Method approach does not require the preliminary step of establishing a law of large numbers

type result relating Xﬁo to v*, an equilibrium point of (4al), we can conclude such a result whenever the assumptions
of Theorem B.] are satisfied.

Corollary 3.1. Consider an SCRN Xq(t) satisfying Assumptions [271), [22, and [Z.3 and let v* € int(X) be an

equilibrium point of [@al) such that %L (v*) is Hurwitz. If Conditions [31l and [32 hold, then there exist C' and Q)
such that for all Q € {Q € (’)‘Q > Qg},

Wi (5(50,0) <

5l

Proof. From the triangle inequality, we have that

B B 1 1
Wi (X5°,o) <W (X5°, ﬁY°°) W (ﬁwo,o) . (5)
To bound the right hand side, notice that ):(50 = %Xﬁo Thus,
5 o) 1 oo o 1 - 00 oo
Wi <XQ 75y ) =M (XQ Y ) (6)

Under the assumptions of the corollary, we can apply Theorem Bl to conclude that there exist C' and 2, such that
forall Q € {Q € 010> O},
In(Q)

ok

Wi (X5°,Y°°) <C

and thus from (), we have that for all Q € {Q € O|Q > Qy},

z 1 In )
W | X&,—=Y> ) <C——. 7
1 ( Q \/ﬁ ) Q ( )
Observing that W, (%YG&O) = %Wl (Y'*°,0), we have from () and (@) that for all Q@ € {2 € O|Q > Qf},
z InQ) 1
Xg <C—+ — Y
Wi (Xix,0) < 05 oM (r,0),
1
< (CH+Wi(Y,0)) —,
< (W (Y™,0)
which completes the proof. O

A special case where Conditions [3.1] and are easy to verify is an SCRN with mass action kinetics and only
zeroth and first order reactions. This idea is formalized in Corollary

Corollary 3.2. Consider an SCRN Xq(t) satisfying Assumption [2.3 where for all i, \i(x) is either of the form
Ai(x) = ki or M\i(z) = kizy, for some k; > 0 and j; € {1,...,n}. Let v* € int(X) be an equilibrium point of (4al)
oF(

such that 8—:*) is Hurwitz. Then, there exist C' and S, such that for all Q > U,

Wi (XgO,YOO) < C%.

Proof. The proof relies on the fact that for SCRNs with only zeroth and first order reactions, the LNA gives exactly

the first and second moments of X&°. Specifically, the fact that aFa(;’*) is Hurwitz implies that we can apply

Proposition 7 in [32] to conclude that all moments of X & are finite, and thus Condition B1] holds. Additionally,
since all of the propensities are affine, a computation of the first and second moment dynamics of X¢q (t) reveals
that for all time [43], E |:XQ (t)} =0and E |:XQ t) X2 (t)} = SE[Y(t)Y7(t)]. Therefore, by Remarks B.1l and B.2,
Condition is satisfied. The result then follows from Theorem Bl O

We now give a result that gives sufficient conditions on the RREs for the conclusion of Theorem 3.1l to hold. This
result is substantially easier to use in practice than Theorem [BI] since it requires only analyzing an ODE with n
variables, and not the stationary distribution of a CTMC over Xg.



Theorem 3.2. Consider an SCRN Xq(t) satisfying Assumptions[21), [22, and[Z3, and let v* € int(X). Suppose
that there exist K,~v1 > 0 such that for all vg € X,

[o(t) — v < Ke™™"[|lvg — v,
where v(t) is the solution to [@al), and that there exists ¢ € RZ and d,y2 > 0 such that for allv € {v € X|cTv > d},
c'F(v) < —ypc’v.
Then, there exist C and € such that for oll Q € {Q € O|Q > Q(},
Wi (X;;,YW) < C%.
Proof. See Section [£.4] O

4 Proofs of the Main Results

In this section we provide the proofs of the results presented in Section [Bl

4.1 Proof of Theorem 3.1

We require the following Lemma from [29], which gives sufficient conditions for the the Basic Adjoint Relationship
(BAR) to hold.

Lemma 4.1 (Proposition 3 in [29]). Consider a CTMC over state space S with rate matriz having entries G(x,x’)
and stationary distribution w(x). If

Y m(@)|Glz, )| f(x)] < oo,

xzeS

then
Exoonr [GF(X™)] =0,

It will be convenient for us to consider the 1-Wasserstein distance computed by taking a supremum over not the
1-Lipschitz functions, but the 1-Lipschitz functions that are additionally in C® with bounded derivatives. To this
end, let

H = {h e C3(R")|h € Lip(1), Vk € {1,2,3}, sup ||[VFh(z)| < oo}
xcR"

We have the following Lemma, which is proved in Section (4.3
Lemma 4.2. The following holds for any two probability distributions v and p over R™:

sup  [Extmy [1(X)] = By mp[(¥)]| = up [Exms [2(X)] = Eyp[(Y)]].
heLip(1) heH

We now present the derivative bounds that we will need. The proof of Lemma uses results from [30], and is
provided in

Lemma 4.3 (Derivative Bounds). Consider the Stein Equation
Gy fu(z) = h(z) = E[n(Y™)],

for h € H. Assume that there exists a symmetric matric H > 0 and a real number ¢ > 0 such that

* =\ \ L'
HaF(v)+(8F(v )> H < —201.
ov ov

Assume also that S diag \/A(v*) has a right inverse. Then, there exists a solution fy, to the Stein Equation, which
satisfies
Ve e R, [|[Vfn(x)| < Ch,

va e R", V2 fu(@)] < Ca,



and for all 0 < { < 1, there exists C5(C) such that

Ve, z' € R, ||V fi(z) — V2 fu(2))| < C5(Q))lz — 2||' ¢,

Cr= [ e
0

Co = || =7 ||cond(H) (2 + e?Ch),
203

where C1, Co, and Cs are given by

Cs = +e %0401,
where A = v ) , X1 is the right inverse of S diag \/A(v*), and

¢4 = 2max{ |||, | = ||*}cond (F) 2.

Proof. See Section [£.2] O

Remark 4.1. The assumption that there exists a symmetric matrix H > 0 and a real number ¢ > 0 such that

* * T
HBF(U)+<8F(U )) H < 20H
ov ov

is equivalent to the assumption that % is Hurwitz.

Our goal is to analyze
Wi (Xgo,yw) — sup ‘E [h (ngﬂ —E[h (Yoo)]‘.
heLip(1)
We begin by observing that per Lemma we can obtain W (X'g’f, Y°°) by taking the supremum over h € H

instead of h € Lip(1), and thus we can analyze

Wi (ng,Yoo) = supE [h (Xg’f” _E[h (Yoo)]‘.

To do this we use Stein’s Method following [11]. The Stein Equation is
Gy fu(x) = h(z) = E[R(Y™)],

which in our case is the Poisson equation

dfn(x) aF 1 . 0*fn(x) _ %0
h +5 3 b h( = h(z) —E[R(Y™)], (8)

ij
ox el O0x;0x;
which is guaranteed to have a solution by Lemma 3l Throughout the rest of this proof, we will denote by f, a

solution to (8) with h € H that satisfies the bounds given by Lemma We take the expectation of the Stein
Equation with respect to X& to find

E Gy fu(X5)| = E [n(X&)| —Eh(Y™)]. ©)

Before proceeding, we show that E {Gi{g fh(Xg’f)] =0 for all h € H. We have that G¢_(®,z) = -1, Ni(VQx +
Qu*), and so by Condition Bl there exists K > 0 such that

Y PIXE = allGx, (@ @) fu(x |<ZPXQ = a](K + [V + Qu*||*)| fu(@)),



where the sums are taken over  such that vQx + Quv* € Xq. By Lemma &3] f), is Lipschitz, and so |fu(zx)| <
|2 (0)] + ||z||. Therefore,

SOPIXE = allGg, (x,2) fu(@)| < D PIXE = ] (K -+ VQz+00"||") (1£(0)| +]jz])
< > PIXE =] ((K1/a(0)] + K|
+H I (O)]IVQz + Qv
+maxc {1, (V0| + [207])) "} ll2]))

which is finite due to Condition Bl Therefore, from Lemma [T E [GXQ fh(Xgo)} = 0. Thus, for all h € H, @)
implies that

(10)

£ [0 (X3)] ~E =) = & [ov (%3] - B [0, 5(%3)] |
— [E[Gy (X&) — Gx, S (X)) .

< E|Gy fu(XF) - Gy Ju (X)),

where f}, is a solution to the Stein equation. The existence of fj, is guaranteed by Lemma For conciseness, let

us define § = % Let I = x/§ + v* /6%, For a fixed I we take the first order Taylor expansion of G, fn(x) in o

using the Lagrange form of the remainder.
Gy, ful® Z () (f(z + 08) — f(x),
5fh 21 T2
—5ZA e, 1521 ZA VeIV f(@ + )&,
=0 Z i

s ZA (€7V2 fi( + )& — 7V fi(2)€:)

5l Z)\ (1)ETV2 fr(x)&;

(11)

where 0 < e < 4, and e can depend on I. We have that X;(l) = % Ai(dx +v*), and so from Taylor’s Theorem we have

19X (v*)

Ly 1<,
Sh() + z 2 e 4 Ri(a),

IR Ai(0x +v*) = 5

where |R;(x)| < i||@||* sup,cx || V?Xi(2)]], in which the supremum over X is finite due to our assumption that A;(x)
has bounded second derivative. We have that (1)) becomes

Gxo f(@) = (5%)‘1’('”*) + %%:*)w + Ri(m)) 57‘9%;‘”)&

3 (Fa0 + 32 s o)) el o

+3 (h00) + 3200 e ) 25 (€ VR + 6 - €7V ()6

£ 30 Ri@)0?L 67V (e + )€ — €1V fu(@)e)

10



Collecting terms and using the fact that F'(v*) = 0, we obtain

Gy, fulx 8fh Zszw @+ = Z)\ ETV2 £y ()

5l ZPR Vil %#‘ﬁgj )ms?vzfm)&}

+5212R VETV2 f ()€

+5 ; <X-(v*> +4 ”gﬁ’j’ ot 52Rz-(cc)) (&7V2 fula + &) — €7V fu(@)&)) -

Observe that the first two terms are identical to Gy fr (), since

with D = S diag(A(v*))ST. Therefore, for all & such that vQx + Qu* € Xg,

62[2}% R A

|Gy fn(x) — Gx, fn(x

52 ZR )ELV? fi(@)€;

+

% > (Mv*) +9 aAéS} ot 62Ri<w>> (EIV2 fu(a + c&)& — €7V fu(@)8:) |-
=1

Letting Ql = supv€ 2lIV2Xi(v)| and invoking Lemma 3] by the fact that Assumptions 2] and ensure that
S diag /A(v*) has a right inverse since A(v*) > 0 and S has full column rank, we have

5‘1(”*) 12
2 etnear?)

Gy fa(@) — G, (@ 52 (Cr@ulalPin + .
* 15202||w||2;c2i||&n2

(95\1(1)*) . 3—¢
] e

1 T
+ 502 Cs(O)le]
=1
1 - -
+ 387Gl Y Qillel*
=1
1 b -
+ 38O D) &P
=1

This bound holds for any h € H, with f;, chosen as the solution to the Stein equation (8) specified by Lemma 3]

11



and thus from ([I0) we have
E[h(X5)] —ER )|

1 - |l woo 2 . 65‘1(’0*) v 00 12
SEP;( 2 e+ o 2| |25 )
Loy | 5" S ae?
3 2H 5 H ZQZH&II
287y (C) T
2
+153*<cs<<>HXs°H ol
i=1
I s, -
387G 2 A&l 41 .
i=1
Using the moment bounds and the linearity of the expectation we have
- o\i(
‘IE {h (X;;O)} CE[h(Y™)] ‘ 62 (CleMzISZIJrCz ’M1||£z|2)

+15202M2 Z Qill&ll®

+3 52 “C5(¢) m

3—
\mn ‘

+163_<C3(C)M2 Z Qill&il*°

=1

1 ah -
+50"7¢C(0) o i 1&l1° .
i=1

To prove the error bound proportional to 1\‘}9, we take ¢ = —(Ind) ™! for Q > €2, in which case C3(¢) = —21n(8)C% +

e~ ?CiCy. Let ¢ > 0. For all Q > max{Qo, e? + ¢} we have
OO S 1 -
B[ (%5)] - En )| < 353 (Gnlel + o
i=1

1
+15202M2 Z Qill& |’
=1

(9)\
Ohiler) ]Mluw)

O, (v*
%Hmaxﬂgin?, &I}

—I—%(SQCée (2In(s~") + 67(;501) M, Z

=1

1 B B K
+15‘°’C§e (2In(07Y) +e7%Cy) My Y Qimax{||&l, &1}

=1

1, ~ _ N
+50C5e (21571 +e7?C) |0 [ max{||&1, |1€:1°}-
i=1

The 6In(6~") = 26In(672) = %% term decays the slowest, which yields the desired result.

4.2 Proof of Lemma [4.3

Here we prove Lemma L3l The proof is an application of Theorem 5 in [30], with the bounds tightened with more
detailed analysis in our special case. For convenience we adopt the following notion from [30]. For a function g with

12



domain R™, we use the notation

IV g(a) — VI g ()|

Mj(g) = sup

. EECI
where {j} =7 —[j—1], and
Fi(g) = sup IV7g(@)[z1. .., 2]llF
z€R™, [lvr||=[lvz||=---=|lv;|I=1
Here, for g : R® — R, V"g(x)[z1,..., z;] denotes the r*M derivative of g along the directions zi,...,z;. An Ito

Diffusion Z(t) is the solution to
070 (t) = W Za (1)t + 0(Za (1)) AW (1), Za(t) = (12)

where W (t) is an m dimensional Wiener process. We denote the transition semigroup of Z(¢t) by (P;)i>0, and the
infinitesimal generator of Z(t) by A. Z(t) has Wasserstein decay rate r(t) for a nonincreasing integrable function
r:Rso — Rif for all z,2’ € R” and all ¢ > 0,

Wi (Z(t)|Z(0) =2,Z(t)|Z(0) = 2") < r(t)Wi(z,2").

For clarity, we start by stating the following theorem, slightly adapted from [30], which ensures the existence of
constants C1, Cy and C4. We will shortly improve these constants in our special case.

Theorem 4.1 (Theorem 5 in [30]). Let h : R™ — R be Lipschitz. Consider an n dimensional Ité diffusion given by
[@2) with Wasserstein decay rate 7#(t) and invariant measure P. If b and o have locally Lipschitz second and third
derivatives and a right inverse o~ (x) for each * € R", and h € C*(R™) with bounded second and third derivatives,
then

fu= [ Eeln(z) - Pt
0
is twice continuously differentiable, satisfies the Stein equation
Afn=h—Ep[n(Z)],

and additionally,
My(fu) < Mi(h) / F(t)dt,
0

and
Ma(fn) < Mi(h)(B1 + B2),
where
B =7(0) (2Mo(o™") + 7(0)My(0) Mo (0™ ) + F(0)va) ,
B2 = 0) (Mol ™) + M Mo ™) + 300V
with v, = pMi(b) + @Ml(o)2 + £F(0)? and o = % + 2Fy(0)%. Furthermore, for all ¢ € (0,1),

Mc( < g (¢4 [ o).

for K > 0 that depends only on My.3(c), My.3(b), Mo(o™1), and 7.
We now show that Y (¢) has a Wasserstein decay rate of HeAtH, meaning that
WY (1)]Y (0) =y, Y ()Y (0) = ') < || Wiy, 9),

where Y (¢)|Y (0) = y denotes Y (¢), the solution to (@) with v(¢) = v* and Y’(0) = y. Observe that Y (¢)|Y (0) =y
and Y (¢)|Y (0) = y’ are Gaussian with the same covariance. Therefore, letting Yy, = Y (¢)|Y (0) = y, we have

Wi (Yy (1), Yy (1) = [[E [Yy (8)] = E[Yy (1)]]],

13



which can be shown by considering the lower bound

Wi (Yy (1), Yy (1) = |E[Yy (8)] — E[Yy ()]
from Jensen’s inequality, and the upper bound

Wi (Yy (1), Yy (1) < [E[Yy(1)] — E[Yy (0)]]

as evidenced by the coupling Yy (t) = Yy (t) + E[Yy(¢)] — E[Yy (¢)]. Theorem 1] then gives us the constant C;. To
prove the claimed expressions for Cy and C%, we must specialize the arguments of [30] to our diffusion, which has a
linear and Hurwitz b and a uniform o. As in [30], denote by V,,(¢) the first directional derivative flow, defined as the
solution to

AV, (t) = Vb(Zy (1)) Vo (£)dt + Vo (Z5(t))dW (t), V,(0) = v. (13)

Further, define U, o (t), the second directional derivative flow, defined as the solution to
AUy o (1) = (Vb(Zm(t))Um,/ + V20(Z5 (1) [ Vi (1)] Ve (t)) dt + (Vo (Zg(t))Uy o (1)

; " (14)
+V20(Z4 (1) [V ()] Vi (1)) dW (), Uy o (0) = 0.

In our proof the following lemma replaces the derivative flow bounds given in Lemma 16 of [30].

Lemma 4.4. Consider an Ité diffusion given by (I2)) with transition semigroup (P,)i>o0 and assume that b(z) = Az
where A € R™" satisfies
HA+ ATH < —2¢H,

For a matriz H > 0 and a real number ¢ > 0. Assume also that o(z) = o is a constant. Then, for allt >0, p > 0,
and v € R",
E[||Ve(t)[7] < cond(H)?/?e™#%"|[v]1?

and for all t > 0, Uy 4 (t) = 0.
Proof. Under the assumptions of the Lemma, (I3]) becomes

vt = Ly, vi0) = v,

and thus V,,(t) = eA*v. Therefore, E [V, (t)?] = |[e*v||?. To bound this quantity, observe that the condition

HA+ ATH < —2¢4H,
implies that

VEAVE '+ (mAm‘l)T < 94l

where /H is the principle square root of H. It then follows from standard arguments from linear systems theory
[15, 45] that for all t > 0,
||e\/ﬁA\/ﬁ71tH < efqbt'

We then have that for all £ > 0 and v € R"”,

et = [|VH | eVTAVE "t /Hy|
1 -1
< |WH |[|leYEAVEIVH| |lv]

< v/cond(H)e ?||v||

which establishes the desired bound on ||e4*w||. To complete the proof, observe that under the assumptions of the
lemma, (I4) becomes
AUy ' (t) = Vb(Z5(t))Up,v, Uy (0) =0,
and thus Uy, . (t) = 0. O
With this specialization, we now trace the construction of Cy and C5(¢) through the same argument used in proof
of Theorem 5 in [30] to obtain the claimed expressions. Using Lemma [£.4] we make the specializations described in

Lemmas and 6] which we state and prove before proceeding. In our case, the bound on Ms(f) given by Lemma
15 in [30] can be replaced by the following lemma.
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Lemma 4.5. Consider an Ité diffusion given by (I2)) with transition semigroup (P,)i>0 and assume that b(z) = Az
where A € R™*"™ satisfies
HA+ ATH < —2¢H,

For a matrit H > 0 and a real number ¢ > 0. Assume also that o(z) = o is a constant with right inverse o~ 1.

Then, for all t > 0 and f € C? with bounded first and second derivatives, Pif satisfies

1
Mo(P,f) < inf M t —to)Mo(o~ e 0 cond(H)——
2( tf)_togzo,t] 1(f)7"( 0) O(U )6 COH( )\/%7

where r(t) = ||eAt|.

Proof. First, observe that under the assumptions of the lemma, the It6 diffusion has a Wasserstein decay rate of

r(t) = ||e?*|. Thus, we can invoke Lemma 15 directly to obtain that P;f is twice continuously differentiable. The
remainder of the proof follows that of Lemma 15 in [30], with the substitution of our form of b and o, and using
Lemma 4] instead of Lemma 16 in [30] for bounds on the derivative flows. O

In our special case, the bound on M3(P;f) from Lemma 20 in [30] can be replaced with the following lemma.

Lemma 4.6. Consider an Ité diffusion given by (I2)) with transition semigroup (P,)i>0 and assume that b(z) = Az
where A € R™" satisfies
HA+ ATH < —2¢H,

For a matriz H > 0 and a real number ¢ > 0. Assume also that o(z) = o is a constant with right inverse o=1.

Then, for all t >0 and f € C® with bounded second and third derivatives, P;f satisfies

2
Ms(Pif) < inf =My (f)r(t — to) M2 (o~ )cond(H)3e 3%,
to€(0,t] to

where r(t) = ||eAt|.

Proof. First, observe that under the assumptions of the lemma, the It6 diffusion has a Wasserstein decay rate of
r(t) = ||e*?||. Then, the proof follows that of Lemma 20 in [30], but with the substitution of the bound on My (P;f)
given by Lemma 5] and the derivative flow bounds of Lemma 16 in [30] replaced by Lemma 4 O

We now finish our proof of Lemma[3l Observe that in this case we have A = g—i(w*) and o = X, where X has a
right inverse ¥ 1. Let 0 < ¢ < 1. We have for f,, solving Af;, = h — Ep [h(Z)] that by the Dominated Convergence
Theorem and Jensen’s inequality that

Me_1(V2fr) = M¢—q <—/ VQPthdt> g/ Mi_¢ (V*Ph) dt.
0 0

Splitting the last integral into the interval [0, 1] and [1, co] we have
M1 (V2 fn) < Ty + To,

where

1
le/ My_¢ (V?P:h) dt,
0

and -
T, = / My_¢ (V?P;h) dt.
1

Applying the seminorm interpolation result of Lemma 19 in [30], we have

My_¢ (V2Ph) < 26 (Mo(V2P,h))* (M (V2Ph)) ¢
= 2° (Mo (Pih)C (My(Pih))' ¢

15



Under the assumptions of the lemma, we can apply Lemmas and For t < 1 we set ty =t to obtain a bound
on Tj as follows.

1
le/ My_¢ (V2P;h) dt
0

= / E (Ma(P;h))* (Ms(Pih)' ¢ dt
0
1 ¢ e
S/O 2¢ (T(O)Mo(El)eﬁcond(H)\%) <§ (0)MZ (X~ )COnd(H);e%qbt) gt
= 2r(0) Mg (=7 )cond(H)%%c/l - (3106t 11d¢ gy
0

< 2r(0)MZ (% )cond(H)%_%C2

T

4 5
zzmax{HE 1H 1=~ 1|| }cond (H)z,

where we have used the observations that r(0) = 1 and cond(H) > 1. turning to T5, for t > 1 we set tp = 1 in
Lemmas and [4.0] obtaining

= [T (R
< / 26 (M (P)) (M(P))' it
1
. /°° (2r(t — 1) M5~ )~ cond ()" (2r(t - 1)M§(2—1)cond(H)%e‘%¢’)H dt
1

Ce*(%fégﬁb/ T(t _ 1)dt
1

< 2MZ7S(S Y )cond(H) 3 3¢ ? / r(t)dt
0

ol

= 2M2 (2" cond(H) 2~

wleo

=2max {7, ||Eil||2}cond(H)%ef¢/ r(t)dt.
0

Finally, by the definition of M;_; we have
Ve, z' € R", V2 fu(z) — V2 fula')| < (T1 + To)lle —2'||'¢,

which proves the desired bound when combined with the bounds on 77 and T5 derived above.

4.3 Proof of Lemma
Proof. We have that

Sup [Exmy [1(X)] = By g [h(¥)]] > 5up [Exms [2(X)] = Ey oy [B(Y)]].
heLip(1) heH

We will show that

sup  [Exu[h(X)] — Ey ~p[h(Y)]| < sup |Ex ., [A(X)] — Ey,[h(Y)]].
heLip(1) heH

Our proof is based on mollifying h € Lip(1). Let ¢.(x) be the bump function defined by
-1
LCeTT=r?, |w/e| <1
(x) = en 9 =
eel@) { 0, else,

-1
Where C = (f el- T dw) . Suppose for contradiction that

sup [Exy[A(X)] = Ey~p[h(Y)]] > sup|Ex ., [n(X)] = Ey ~,[A(Y)]],
heLip(1) heH
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then, there exists h* € Lip(1) such that h* ¢ H, and
By (27 (X)) = By [ (V)] = S0P [Ex o [ X)] = By p [W(Y)]| =2 @ > 0. (15)
€

Let hy = h* % @q/4. We will show that k= h* % @q/q € H, and [|h* — h2/4|\oo < a/4. Let € = a/4. Recall that

n

(@) = (pex ) @) = [ ple— wh(wnldy)
where p is the Lebesgue measure. Observe that

|h(®) — hi(a')] =

[ ow) i~ v) - hla’ = ) uta) |
< /n loe(y) (h(x —y) — h(z' —y))|u(dy),
< / e () h(z — y) — h(z' — )|u(dy),

<le—al | ewnti),

=z -2,

n

and thus h* € Lip(1). Next, let (fm—aa with o € Z%, denote [[ %2 and observe that by the Dominated Conver-

j=1 Om?j ’
gence Theorem,
O*h* (x) 0%pc(x — y)
— = — 7 h d
pe / B ver (y)u(dy),
0%hi(x)

showing that h}(x) € C>°(R"), and that furthermore that H

consider

is bounded. We have shown that h} € H. Now,

Oz

v @)~ @) = | [ copsi @tan) - [ ot @ - vutay)|

< / ©a/a(Y)yllpu(dy),
lyll<a/4

a
<3 / Pa/a(y)p(dy),
lyll<a/4

3

~ &

where we have used the fact that ¢,/4(y) = 0 for all [|y|| > ¢, and the fact that h* € Lip(1). We have that

B [0 (X)] = By [0* (¥)]| = [Exs [ 14 (X)) = By Bl (V)| (16)

= [Exms 0" (0] =y my[10* (¥ )] = Exs [0 1a(X)] + By gl 15 (Y] + B [ (X)]
~Eymp (b a (V)] = [Excms [0a(X)] = Byl o (¥)]]:

< [ 1) = 2 a (X0 + [l () = 131

SEXNV[

W (X) — hj;/4(X)‘] + EYNP[’}L*(Y) - hj;/4(Y)‘] <3,

where the second to last inequality follows from Jensen’s Inequality and the last follows from the fact that ||h* —
R jalloe < §- Now, we have from (I5) and (IT) that

222|Ex~u[h(X)] —Eyp[h(Y)]| + a = [Ex~u[h*(X)] — Ey~p[h*(Y)]]
< ]EXNU[hZ/4(X)] —Ey~p [h2/4(Y)] +a/2,
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and thus

sup [Ex ~w [M(X)] = Ey < p[h(Y)]] < \Ex~vlh)a(X)] = Eyplha (Y],

which cannot be true since h} /1 € ‘H. Thus, by contradiction,

sup |Ex oy [(X)] = Ey ) [(Y)]] < sup[Exy [A(X)] = Ey,[h(Y)]];
heLip(1) heH

which completes the proof. o

4.4 Proof of Theorem
We first give a lemma that uses a Foster-Lyapunov criteria [49] to conclude that Condition holds.

Lemma 4.7. Consider an SCRN Xq(t) satisfying Assumption 2] and [Z.3, and suppose there exists V : {x €
Rz + v* € X} - R, a,b, K >0, and Qo such that al|z|® < V(z) < b|lz||* and for all Q € {2 € O|Q > U} and
al z € {x € R"|Q(x + v*) € Xg},

K
- _ 24
GXQV(:B) < —vllx||* + q-

Then, Condition is satisfied.

Proof. We begin by showing that for all 2 € {Q € O|Q2 < Qp}, Xq(t) has a unique stationary distribution and is
nonexplosive. If |Xq| is finite, then since Xq(t) is irreducible by Assumption 23] Xq(¢) has a unique stationary
distribution and is nonexplosive. Otherwise, observe that V() is radially unbounded due to the assumption that
allz|® < V(x). Additionally, by using the bound V () < b||x||2, we have that

] v K
G, V(@) < —3V(@) + 5.

Thus, by Theorem 7.1 in [49], ):(Q (t) is exponentially ergodic, and thus has a unique stationary distribution and is
nonexplosive. Now we show the desired moment bounds. We have that for all Q € {Q € O|Q > Qq},

K
- _ 2
G V(@) < (el + 1)+ 7+ 5

<2
By Theorem 4.3 in [49], we therefore have that E {HX?{’H ] +1< V—:%, which implies that

=z 2 K
s |15 | < 56

By Jensen’s inequality, E [H):Cgom < % Thus, the SCRN satisfies Condition [3.2] O

Building on Lemma 7, we now prove lemma that relates the existence of a quadratic type Lyapunov function
that for the RRE to Conditions [B.1] and [3.2] by using the Lyapunov function as a Foster-Lyapunov function for
Xa(t).

Lemma 4.8. Consider an SCRN Xq(t) satisfying Assumptions 21, (22, and [Z3, and let v* € int(X) be an
equilibrium point of [@al). Suppose that there exists an open set D O {x € R™*|x + v* € X'} and a Lyapunov function
forthe RREV : D — Rx twice continuously differentiable and a,b,~y > 0 such that for all x € {x € R"|x + v* € X},
allz]|* < V(z) < bllz||* and

O Pl +v) < —lal?

—F(x+wv =l

0z =77 ’

and additionally, there exists B such that SUp e (gern|arv-cx} V2V (@) < B. Then, Condition [3.2 is satisfied.

Proof. Let n = %, and for z € X let € = nz — v*. Consider
L . 1
Gg Vie) = ; Xi(z +v )5 (V(z+n&) — Vi(z)).
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If we take the Taylor expansion in 7 using the Lagrange form of the remainder we obtain

. ov
x) = E Ai(x + v") (%& + %néfvz‘/(:c + e&)&) ;
i=1

where 0 < € < 7 depends on x. Thus, for sufficiently large Q2 we obtain

Gy Vi) < oV (x)

. e Fx+v")+

K 2 Y s K
= < _1 =
S +lel?) < Lzl + 5

for some K > 0. Here we have used the fact that by Assumption 2.2] there exists K’ such that |>;_; Ai(x + v*)|

<
K'(1+ ||=||?). Hence, by Lemma 7, Condition [3.2]is satisfied. O

We now prove Theorem We note that we only need to verify Condition [3.I]for x = 2, since we are assuming
that the Hessian of \;(X) is bounded.

Proof. We begin by checking that Condition B holds. Let us consider the scaled Markov chain Zq(t) = £ Xoq(t)
and the function V(v) = (v )KH We have that

For k = 2, we have
T 1 rtl T K+l T 3 3. 1 o
Q (c (v—f—ﬁﬁi)) — (c"v) :Q((c v) +§(C v)“e €
V6 + () - (o))

=3(c"v)’c"€ + %ch@Ta-)? + é(c%)?’

Noting that a%V(v) = (k+ 1)(cTw)"c?, we have

Gz,V Z)\ ( clv)?cle; + é v(cT&)2+$(cTﬁi)3)
‘9? %ZA (e ) ZA (7€)

Thus, for sufficiently large €2, and v > 0 such that ¢’v > d, we have that Gz,V (v) < —372(c"v)?. Therefore,

Gz, V(v) < — (;’72(6 v)? + 1) +  max (GZQV(v) + %wg(c%)?’ + 1) ,

vEE Xq:eTv<d

which shows by Theorem 7.1 in [49] that Zq(t) has a unique stationary distribution and that by Theorem 4.3 in [49]

E[(cT ZZ)?] < oo, and thus Xq(t) has a unique stationary distribution and IE[(CT):Q%OP] < oco. Therefore, Condition
[B.Tlis satisfied. We now verify that Condition[3.21holds. We will need the following Lemma, which is a slight variation
on the standard converse Lyapunov theorem, see e.g. [37].

Lemma 4.9. Let X C RY be closed and let D C R™ be an open set such that X C D. Let F:D = R" be a C?
function defining a vector field for which X is positively invariant. Suppose that for oll x € X, the solution to
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B(t; ), exists uniquely on [0,00) and that there exists K,75; > 0 and x* € X such that for all x € X and all t > 0,
lp(t; ) — ™| < Ke ||z — =",
and furthermore, there exist ¢ € R, d > 0,9 > 0 such that for all © € {:c € X}ET:B > J},
¢'F(x) < —yele.
Then, for each d' > d, there exists W1 : D — R twice continuously differentiable and ay,b,5 > 0 such that for all
T e {we X’éTw < d’},
allz — a*[|* < Wi(z) < bifle — 2|,

an (ilt)

e
L2 p(@) < —lle - 2|

Proof. The proof that there exists W satisfying the quadratic bounds proceeds analogously to the proof of Theorem
4.14 in [37], with the only adjustment that we use {w € X’cTw < d’} as the domain instead of a ball around the

origin. That W1 € C? is assured by the form
2) = [ ottsa)”olt; i
0

where ¢(t; ) is the solution to &’ = F(z') with '(0) = & and ¢(t;x) € C? by F € C? and e.g. Theorem 8.43 in
l64]. O

We now use Lemma [£.9]to construct a Lyapunov Function W;. Recall that 71, K, ¢, and d are assumed to exist by
the assumptions of Theorem 3.2l We apply Lemma B to F(x) = F(x) with ¥, =5, K = K,é=c,d = d Tt = v*,
and 2 = 9, picking d’ > d to obtain a function W with associated values @, by, and 7. Let Wi (v) = Wy (v). 1
order to create a Lyapunov function on all of X', we define W5 : D — R as

Wa(v) = 2b, ((c%)2 - (d’)?) :

We construct a global Lyapunov function by merging W7 near the origin with W5 far from the origin. We must
do this in a way that creates a C? function with bounded second derivative so that we can apply Lemma S8 Our
approach is similar to a technique used to prove Theorem B.1 in [44]. To this end, let W : D — R be defined by

W (v

) = max {Wj(v), Wa(v)}.
We have that for all v € {v € X|cTv < d’} W (v) = Wi (v), and hence in this region,
W (v

) F(v) < —Allw - o"|I%.

Bv

Observe that due to the quadratic upper bound on W (v), there exists d’ > d’ such that forallv € {v € X}ch > d"},
Wa(v) > W1 (v), and thus in this region

M) pro) < —abirote"v),
< —4bi7ys Z civf,
< —41_7172 (m_in Cf) v?,
< —4b1vyo (min cf) Z(Uf — 2u;0]),

%

where we have used that X C RY in the last line. hence, there exists 42 > 0 such that for all v € {ve X‘ch > d"},




Let di,ds,ds,ds be such that ¢Tv* < di < dy < d and d” < d3 < dy. Let S; = {v € X’cT'v < dg}, Sy =
{v S X‘dl <cTv < d4}, and S3 = {v S X‘dg < ch}. Now consider v € S3. Let ¢(x) be the bump function
defined by

-1
© (;13) = %Celium/éu ) ”‘IE/EH <1,
‘ 0, else,

. ~1
where C' = (fRn e1-ll=l? d:c) , and let W (v) = W % ¢, where we treat W (v) = 0 for all v ¢ D. We have that

Toalrw) = 5 [ Wi - s)poutis) - Flo)

where p is the Lebesgue measure on R™. For 7 € R", we have that

O Ww = )pu(s) - 7 = lim W= 8F M) = W(v = 5)

ov n—0 n Pe (8)7

and for n > 0 we have

W(w—s+nt)—W(v-—2s)
n

where L is the Lipschitz constant of W on S2, and maxsern||@c(8)|| = C/(e€™). By the Dominated Convergence

Wo—stnm)-Ww=s) , (s) = m/g—ff’)goe(s) -7 almost everywhere,

ve(s)

< L]l - maxflec(s)l],

Theorem and the fact that lim,,

n
oW, (v) B OW (v — s)
— 5y Fv)= /n g Fw)ec(s)ulds).
For sufficiently small €, there exists v > 0 such that for all ||s|| < e and v € Sy such that W is differentiable at v — s,
IO =9) pru) < o |2
Thus, for v € Sy, we have
oW,
L

Now, let 8; : D — [0,1] for ¢ = {1,2,3} be a smooth partition of unity subordinate to {57, 52,53}, and let
Ws(v) = B1(v)W1(v) + B2(v)We(v) + B3 (v)Wa(v).

We have that

W[(;i;(v)F(v) = (51('0)8‘4?371@(1}) + ﬁQ(v)m/gﬁiw * 53(1,)8“(24150)) e

. (851(1;)W1 0) + 2220y 353(’”)%(9)) Flv),

ov ov ov
OWs(v) _ oW (v) W, (v) OWs(v)
5y L) = (Bl (v) 81,0 + B2 (v)—5 =+ /33(1;)8%) F(v)
+ (‘9%11(}”) (Wi (v) — W (v)) + aﬁ;ﬁ”) (We(v) — W (v))

dp3(v)

+8v

a%wrwwawa

where we have used the fact that 23:1 %ﬁv) = 0.

. Let us consider v € X N (S7 \ S2). In this region, W (v) = Wy (v), f2(v) = B3(v) = 0, and aﬁg—fjv) = aﬁg—é”) =0.
us,

M) o) < o v
Now, let us consider v € X N S1 N Sy. In this region, W(v) = Wi (v), B3(v) =0, and a%—f}”) = 0, implying that
8W5 ('U) 8[‘32

Fo) < —mindy o = o7+ | L 00, 0) - W)

ov ov
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By e.g. Lemma B.2 in [44], W.(v) — W (v) uniformly on the compact set X' N'S; N Se. Additionally, observe that
min__|lv — v*||* > 0, and thus for sufficiently small €, for all v € X N S} N S,

vEXNSINS,
s 1
M) p(w) < — L minfy o — v
Now, let us consider v € X N (52 \ S1 \ S3). In this region, 41 (v) = B3(v) = 0 and %ﬁv) = %ﬁv) = 0, and thus
oWy (v) w112 0B2(v)
s\ < _ _ _ .
) ) < o — o + || 222 01, ) - W (w)
By noting that X N (S2\ 57 \ S3) is compact, and again using Lemma B.2 from [|44] and the fact that
min lv — v*||* > 0, we have that for sufficiently small e,
veXN(S2\S1\S3)
s 1
M) p(w) < —Syllo — o
Let us consider v € X N (S5NS2). In this region, B;(v) =0 and W (v) = Wa(v). Thus,
oW, (v . _ . 0Bz (v
I pro) < —miny 32} o — o + | 222 41, o) - wiw)) |
ov ov
Again using Lemma B.2 from [44], and the fact that min __|lv — v*||*> > 0, we have that for sufficiently small
DGXQ(SgﬁSz)
epsilon,
oW (v)

1
=2 F(v) < 5 min{y, 32} o - o[

- Finally, consider v € X N (S3 \ S2). In this region, W (v) = Wa(v), p1(v) = B2(v) = 0, and %ﬁv) = %ﬁv) = 0.
us,

oW, (v - ”
) o) < o - o7

Combining the preceding results for each subset of X', we have that for sufficiently small ¢, for all v € X,

oW, (v 1. - *
W) o) < L minfy . o} lo - v

Observe that

supHVQWS('U)H = max{ max HV2WS(1;)H,4bchcTH} ,
vEX veEX\S1\S2
where maxvemHV2WS(v)H exists by the smoothness of Wy and the compactness of X' \ Sy \ Sz. Therefore, for
some sufficiently small €, we can apply Lemma L8 with V (v) = W, (v) to conclude that the SCRN satisfies Condition
We have now verified ConditionsBIland B2l Observe that 0 = F(v*), i.e. v* is an equilibrium point of (al), and
by Corollary 4.3 in [37], the global exponential stability of v* implies that %}}’*) is Hurwitz. Thus, we can apply
Theorem [B] to obtain the desired result. (]

5 Examples

5.1 Antithetic motif

The antithetic feedback motif is a common SCRN encountered in synthetic biology because it can approximately
implement an integrator [53,12]. The antithetic motif is given by the following set of chemical reactions:

X2
X1 Xl +X2
£ g\y
PN
v
)



The reaction vectors and propensities are:

M(x) = Qki, & =[+1 0",
Ao() = ko1, &=[-1 0",
As(z) = Qks, g =1[0 +1]",
A(z) = kgs, &= -1,
Mo(@) = 25y, &=[-1 -1]".

This SCRN satisfies Assumptions 211 2.2 and 23] with Xo = ZQZO. We show that we can apply Theorem
Observe that as shown in [9], the RREs

U1 = k1 — kav1 — ksv102,

Uy = k3 — kyva — ksv102,

have a unique, globally exponentially stable equilibrium point v* in R™, with v* > 0. Letting ¢ = [1 1]T we have
that CTF('U) = kl + k2 — kg’Ul — k41)2 — 2]{351)1’02 < kl + k2 — min{kg, k4}(’01 + ’UQ), and thus there exists d, v > 0 such
for all v € {v € R%O c’v > d}, c'F(v) < —yelv. Therefore, by Theorem [B.2] there exists C, ) > 0 such that for
all Q > Qy,
~ In Q)
W (X°°,Y°°) <o
1 Q \/ﬁ

5.2 Transcriptional activation

We consider a simple model of a protein P that is transcriptionally regulated by R binding to the promoter T to
form complex C' [14]:

R+T

This SCRN has four species, however, we can use the two conservation laws R+ C = Ry, and T 4+ C = T}, to obtain
the following reduced model:

X;=C
Xo=P
with reactions
Ai(x) = %(Rtot — 1) (Tyor — 1), & =[+1 0",
Xo(z) = ko1, &=[-1 0",
As(x) = ksxq, &3 = [O —|—1]T7
() = kazo, &= -1,

resulting in the RREs

01 = k1(Reot — 1) (Thot — v1) — kaov1,

’UQ = k3’l}1 — k4’U2.

If we set Rior = Qﬁtat and Tior = QTior, with Rior, Tior € Q, the SCRN satisfies Assumptions 2] and with
X = [0,min{R¢ot, Tior}] X [0,00). Additionally, the SCRN satisfies Assumption 2.3 The RREs have a unique,
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globally exponentially stable equilibrium point in X', and letting ¢ = [0 1}T, we have ¢’ F(v) = ksv; — kqvo, and
so there exists v, d > 0 such that for all v € {’U € X‘ch > d}, ¢ F(v) < —ycTv. Therefore, by Theorem 3.2 there
exists C, Q) > 0 such that for all Q € {Q € O|Q > Q},
- In )
Wi (XgY™) <0
1 Q \/ﬁ

6 Conclusion

In this work we studied the relationship between the stationary distributions of appropriately scaled Markov chains
corresponding to SCRNs, and the steady state behavior of the RRE and LNA models which are commonly used
as approximations. Using Stein’s Method, we obtained a bound on the 1-Wasserstein distance between X3 =

% (X& — Qu*) and Y*°, the fluctuation term of the LNA, that is proportional to %, and a bound on the 1-

Wasserstein distance between %X & and v* that is proportional to % Our main result requires one to control the
second moment of Xéo, and we presented a Foster-Lyapunov based method to do so by analyzing just the RREs.
Our condition requires global exponential stability of v* in the RRE, along with the existence of a linear function
with exponential decay far from the origin. While proving the global exponential stability of an equilibrium point of
the RRE is in and of itself a challenging task, a large body of literature on the topic is available, since the RRE have
been the subject on intense study over the years. In fact, recent advances in global stability of equilibria of the RRE
can potentially be leveraged via our results to analyze the error in the RRE and LNA for large volume |2, [1]. The
authors foresee this work applying to model reduction via timescale separation of SCRNs, and system identification
algorithms, where the computational simplicity of the LNA makes it an attractive model. In both cases, the fact
that we can obtain non-asymptotic error bounds on the LNA is critical to analyzing the error in the reduced models
and the identified system respectively.
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