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Abstract

We aim at understanding the evolution of the genetic composition of cancer cell populations.
To this aim, we consider a branching individual based model representing a cell population where
cells divide, die and mutate along the edges of a finite directed graph (V, E). The process starts
with only one cell of trait 0. Following typical parameter values in cancer cell populations we
study the model under large population and power law mutation rates limit, in the sense that
the mutation probabilities are parameterized by negative powers of n and the typical sizes of the
population of interest are positive powers of n. Under non-increasing growth rate condition, we
describe the time evolution of the first-order asymptotics of the size of each subpopulation on the
log(n) time scale, as well as in the random time scale at which the initial population, resp. the total
population, reaches the size n’. In particular, such results allow for the perfect characterization
of evolutionary pathways. Without imposing any conditions on the growth rates, we describe
the time evolution of the order of magnitude of each subpopulation, whose asymptotic limits are
positive non-decreasing piecewise linear continuous functions.

Keywords: cancer evolution, multitype branching processes, finite graph, long time behavior, power
law mutation rates, population genetics.
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1 Introduction and presentation of the model

Consider a population of cells characterized by a phenotypic trait, where the trait space V is finite.
For all v € V denote by (Z,(t));er+ the number of cells of trait v at time ¢ in the population, and
(Z(t) == (Zv(t))uev)teuw the global process. Assume that 0 € V' and

Vv €V, Z,(0) = 1{y—g}, almost surely.

Cells with trait 0 are called wild-type cells, and all cells with trait v € V\{0} are called mutant cells.
The population dynamics will follow a continuous time branching process on N}/. More precisely cells
divide to give birth to two daughter cells and die with rates depending only on their phenotypic trait.
The birth, death and growth rate functions are respectively

a:V—R"B:V—R"and A :=a - 8.

During a division event of a cell of trait v € V, independent mutations over the two daughter cells
are considered. Mutation landscape across traits is encoded via a graph structure (V, E) on the trait
space. E C {(v,u),Vv,u € V?} is a set of ordered pairs over V satisfying for all v € V, (v,v) N E = 0,
and such that for all trait v it exists a path from 0 to v. In other words, (V, E) is a finite oriented
graph without self-loop for which each vertex is on the connected component of trait 0. Mutation from
a trait v to a trait u is possible if and only if (v,u) € E. Let u : E — [0,1] be a mutation kernel
satisfying

Yv e V,fi(v) == Z (v, u) < 1.
ueV:(v,u)eE
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A daughter cell mutates from trait v to trait « with probability u(v,u), meaning that i(v) is its total
mutation probability. Notice that backward mutations are contained in this model.
Finally the exact transition rates from a state z = (2,)yev € NJ of the process Z are

z — 0y, at rate z,0(v),
z— 51) + 5u + 5w, at rate 2ZUOz(’U),u(U, U)M(U, w)]]-{(v,u)EE}]l{(v,w)eE}l{u#w}a

z z— 0y 4 20y, at rate z,a(0) (v, u)*L{(yu)cE}
Z+ 0y, at rate z,a(v) (1 —7@W)>+2 5 zea(uw)u(u,v) (1 —7w)),
ueV:(u,w)EE

where Vv € V. §, = <]]-{u:v})u v Through the paper, the growth rate of the wild-type subpopulation
is assumed to be strictly positive A(0) > 0, otherwise the wild-type subpopulation won’t survive almost
surely.

The biological motivation of this model is to capture the dynamics over time of the genetic com-
position of a population of cells during carcinogenesis. Tumors are detected when they reach a size
of a large amount of cells, typically 10° cells. The mutation rates per base pair per cell division is
generally estimated to be of order 107?, see [1, 2]. Then it naturally invites to consider the frame-
work of large population and power law mutation rates limit. A parameter n € N is used to quantify
both the decrease of the mutation probabilities, as negative powers of n, and also the typical size of
the population, depending on n as positive power of n, at which we are interested in understand-
ing the genetic composition. The aim is to obtain asymptotic results on the sizes of all the mutant
subpopulations when n goes to infinity. It is a classical stochastic regime studied in particular in
[3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14]. Such regime is referred in [5, 7] as the large population rare
mutations limit, but we decided to take the precision of power law mutation rates in order to distin-
guish such regime with the classical rare mutation limit where the mutation probabilities ;™ scale
typically as e~ ¢" <« u(" <« #g(n). Indeed with the large population power law mutation rates limit,
the mutation probabilities can be of a higher order than with the rare mutation limit if for instance
p(™ o n~® with o € (0, 1].

To be more precise, let L := {{(v,u) € R} ,V(v,u) € E} be a set of strictly positive labels on the
edges of the graph. Introduce a sequence of models (Z ("))n €N’ where for each n € N, Z(") corresponds

to the process described above with the mutation kernel p(®) : B —s [0, 1] satisfying

Y(v,u) € B, n‘@W ™ (v,u) — p(v,u) € RT. (1.1)

n—oo

For all ¢ € R%, the stopping times corresponding to the first time that the wild-type subpopulation
Zén), respectively the total population Zt(:t) =Y eV Zén)7 reaches the level n?, are defined as

n§") := inf {u eRT: Z[()n) (u) > nt} and Jt(") := inf {u eRT: Zt(gt)(u) > nt} .

Two different biological interpretations in different settings can be made in order to motivate both of
them. For instance, when considering metastasis the wild-type subpopulation Z(()") may represent the

primary tumor, and the mutant subpopulations Zq(,n), for all v € V\{0}, may correspond to secondary

tumors. As it is size and not age of a tumor that clinicians have access to, it is biologically relevant to
estimate the genetic composition of the secondary tumors when the primary one has a given size. This
is mathematically encoded in looking at the first-order asymptotics of an) (nt(n)) for all v € V\{0}.
Another biological setting is when the total population Zt(:t) represents one tumor. It is appropriate

to obtain theoretical results about the size of the mutant subpopulations ZJ™ for all v € V\{0} when
the tumor has reached a given size. It corresponds exactly to look at the first-order asymptotics of

Zq(,n) (O’t(n)). Every time that results can be stated either with 77,5”) or o*)g")7 the following notation will
be used

pﬁ”) = nt(") or O’t(n). (1.2)

In the present work the population of cells will be studied in different time-scales: the random time-
scale

(n)
: 1.3
(pt + S) (t,s)€ER+ xR’ (1.3)



and the following deterministic approximation

log(n)
A0)

(n) ) RN COR
t tht, /=t 14
(t ts (t,s)e]RﬁxR’ W t ( )

Intuitively, the lineage of wild-type cells generated from the initial cell is the first subpopulation that
will allow to create mutations. Then understanding its growth gives the natural time scale to consider

for seeing mutations. Its birth and death rates are a(0) (1 —ﬂ(”)(O))2 and B(0) + «(0) (ﬁ(”)(O))2
respectively. Because of the power law mutation rates regime of Equation (1.1) they are converging to
a(0) and B(0) when n grows to co. Meaning that this lineage should behave asymptotically as a birth
and death process with rates a(0) and £(0). Indeed such a result emerges on the natural martingale
associated to a birth and death process, see Lemma 3.1. In particular the growth rate of this lineage
is close to A\(0) thus this population reaches a size of order n* approximately at the deterministic time
tﬁ"), see Lemma 3.2.

For any finite oriented labeled graph (V) E, L) under the following non-increasing growth rate con-
dition

Yo € V, A(v) < A(0), (1.5)

the first-order asymptotics of the sizes of all the mutant subpopulations Zf,") are obtained both in
random and deterministic time scales (1.3) and (1.4), see Theorem 2.7. Assumption (1.5) can be
biologically motivated. Historically tumor dynamics has been seen under the prism of clonal expansion
of selective mutations, i.e. A(v) > A(0). Nevertheless the paradigm of neutral evolution of cancer has
been recently considered, see [15, 16, 17, 18, 19], meaning that the selective mutations are already
present in the initial cell and that the occurring mutations are neutral ones (i.e. A(v) = A(0)). With
Assumption (1.5) deleterious mutations (i.e. A(v) < A(0)) are also considered. This paradigm has
been introduced because the genetic heterogeneity inside a tumor could be explained only considering
neutral mutations. Various statistical methods are developed to infer the evolutionary history of
tumors, including test of neutral evolution, see [20, 21, 22] for details about that.

Without any assumption on the growth rate function A, the study is made on the deterministic
time scale of Equation (1.4). As in [3, 6, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14] the asymptotic behaviors are obtained
on the following stochastic exponent processes

o + 1()n) gn)
Vo eV, X[M(t) = : glog((Zn)/’\(EO) :

The results are presented in Theorem 2.9. It is the exponent as a power of n that is tracked for any
subpopulation, whereas Theorem 2.7 gives directly the size order on n, this is a refined result. Up to
our knowledge, it is the first model considering the power law mutation rates regime (1.1) capturing
this level of refinement on the asymptotic behaviors. Two new significant results emerge.

First it shows the remarkable result that under Assumption (1.5) the randomness on the first-order
asymptotics of the size of any mutant subpopulation is fully given by the stochasticity of only one
random variable W -encoding the randomness on the long time for the lineage of wild-type cells issued
from the initial cell. More precisely the stochasticity for any mutant subpopulation is fully driven, at
least at the first-order asymptotics, by the randomness on the growth of the wild-type subpopulation
and not from the dynamics of any lineage of a mutant cell, as well as the stochastic processes generating
mutations.

Second it characterizes exactly whether a mutational path on the graph structure of the trait space
asymptotically contributes to the growth of the mutant subpopulations. Whereas having asymptotic
results on the stochastic exponents only allows to discriminate some paths and not to determine exactly
whose paths are actually contributing to the asymptotic growth of the mutant subpopulations. More
precisely, if the length of a path is defined as the sum of the labels of its edges, asymptotic results on
the stochastic exponent gives that for all trait v, among the paths from 0 to v only those with the
minimal length might contribute to the asymptotic growth of trait v. On the contrary, having results
directly on the first-order asymptotics of the size of the mutant subpopulations allows to discriminate
among those paths with the minimal length those which actually contribute to the dynamics of trait
v. In particular among those paths with the minimal length only those with the maximal number
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of neutral mutations on their edges have an asymptotic impact on the growth of trait v. Indeed an
additional multiplicative factor of order log(n) for each neutral mutation of a path is captured when
looking at the first-order asymptotics and is obviously not captured with asymptotic results only on
the stochastic exponents. Broadly speaking it says that among two paths with the same mutational
burden (in the sense having the same length) only the one with the maximal number of neutral mutation
will asymptotically contribute. Such theoretical result opens the door for developing new statistical
methods to infer the underlying graph structure from data observation, i.e. to infer the evolutionary
history of tumors, as well as designing new statistical estimators for biologically relevant parameters.

Moreover it is the first time that this power-law mutation rates limit is studied in the random time-
scale of Equation (1.3) up to our knowledge. From the biological point of view it is more interesting to
get results on such random time scale instead of the deterministic one. We obtain that the randomness
on the first-order asymptotics of the size of any mutant subpopulation is fully given by the stochasticity
on the survival of the lineage of wild-type cells issued from the initial cell.

In [5, 7] Cheek and Antal study a model that can be seen as an application of the model of
the present work via a specific finite oriented labeled graph (V,E,L). Among their results, they
fully characterize in distribution the asymptotic sizes of all the mutant subpopulations around the
random time at which the wild-type subpopulation reaches the typical size allowing mutations to
occur. In their setting it corresponds to (77%") + s)s cR" In particular they obtain that the asymptotic

sizes of all the mutant subpopulations around this random time 775") are finite almost surely, following

generalised Luria-Delbriick distributions, see Theorem 5.1 in [7]. The initial Luria and Delbriick model
has generated many subsequent works, see in particular [23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 5, 7]. Two major features
explain the latter result. The first one is that asymptotically only a finite number of mutant cells are
generated from the wild-type subpopulation until time ngn), following a Poisson distribution. The
second one is that all the lineages of the mutant cells generated from the wild-type subpopulation have
only, up to time n%n), asymptotically a finite random time to grow, which is exponentially distributed.
We extend their results to larger times, typically when the total mutation rate from the subpopulation
of a trait v to the subpopulation of a trait u is growing as a positive power of n, instead of remaining
finite.

In [3] Durrett and Mayberry study the exponentially growing Moran model. They consider the
same mutation regime, their size of the total population is growing exponentially fast at a fixed rate,
and new individuals in the population chose their trait via a selective frequency dependent process. In
Theorem 2.9 a similar result is obtained for the case of a multitype branching population. In particular,
for this setting the exponential speed of the total population (and of the dominant subpopulations)
is evolving through time. More specifically, we show that the speed is a non-decreasing piecewise
constant function going from A(0) to rglea‘;()\(v), and taking values only on the set {A(v),Vv € V'}.

In [5, 4, 6, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14], the authors are considering the large population and power law
mutation rates limit of Equation (1.1) in the special case where all different traits mutate with the
same scaling of a fixed order of a negative power of n. Whereas in the present work the power law
mutation rates are more general by allowing traits to mutate with different scalings, as in [7, 13].

As in [5, 7], compared to the different models in [3, 4, 8, 9, 10, 11, 13, 14], the initial population
Z(”)(O) is not assumed to have a macroscopic size. It introduces a supplementary randomness on
how the wild-type subpopulation is stochastically growing to get a macroscopic size. But contrary to
[5, 7], we do not condition on the survival of the wild-type subpopulation or on the stopping times of
Equation (1.2) to be finite.

In [29] Nicholson and Antal study a similar model under a slightly less general non-increasing
growth rate condition. More precisely, in their case all the growth rates of the mutant populations are
strictly smaller than the growth rate of the wild-type population: Vv € V\{0}, A(v) < A(0). But the
main difference remains the mutation regime. In their case, only the last mutation is in the power law
mutation rates regime, all other mutations have a fixed probability independent of n. In Theorem 2.7
the case where all mutations are in the power law mutation rates regime is analysed. Also Nicholson
and Antal are interested in obtaining the distribution of the first time that a mutant subpopulation
gets a mutant cell. Whereas in the present work the first-order asymptotics of the sizes of the mutant
subpopulations over time are studied.

In [30] Nicholson, Cheek and Antal study the case of a mono-directional graph where the time
tends to infinity with fixed mutation probabilities. In particular they obtain the almost sure first-order



asymptotics of the sizes of the different mutant subpopulations. Under the non-increasing growth rate
condition, they are able to characterized the distribution of the random variables they obtained at the
limit. Without any condition on the growth rates, they study the distribution of the random limit
they obtained under the small mutation probabilities limit, using the hypothesis of an approximating
model with less stochasticity. Notice that the mutation regime they study is not the large population
power law mutation rates limit of Equation (1.1) as considered in the present work. Under the latter
regime both the size of the population goes to infinity and the mutation probabilities to 0, through
the parameter n.

In [31] Gunnarson, Leder and Zhang study a similar model as the one in the present work and are
also interested in capturing the evolution over time of the genetic diversity of a population of cells,
using in their case the well-known summary statistic called the site frequency spectrum (SFS). The
main difference is the mutation regime because they are not considering the power law mutation rates
limit. In their case the mutation probabilities are fixed. Also, they restrict the study to the neutral
cancer evolution case. In particular, as in the present work, they capture the first-order asymptotics
of the SF'S at a fixed time and at the random time at which the population first reaches a certain size.
Two noticeable similarities in the results are that the first-order asymptotics of the SF'S converges to
a random limit when evaluated at a fixed time and to a deterministic limit when evaluated at the
stochastic previous time. One could argue that in the present work the correct convergence in the
latter case is actually a stochastic limit. But the randomness is fully given by the survival of the initial
lineage of cells of trait 0, so conditioned on such an event at the end the limit is a deterministic one.
In particular the results of Gunnarson, Leder and Zhang are all conditioned on nonextinction of the
population.

In [13] Gamblin, Gandon, Blanquart and Lambert study a model of an exponentially growing asex-
ual population that undergoes cyclic bottlenecks under the large population and power law mutation
rates limit. Their trait space is composed of 4 subpopulations 00, 10,01 and 11, where two paths of
mutations are possible 00 — 10 — 11 and 00 — 01 — 11. They study the special case where one
mutation (10) has a high-rate but is a weakly beneficial mutation whereas the other mutation (01)
has a low-rate but is a strongly beneficial mutation. In particular they show the noticeable result that
due to cyclic bottlenecks only a unique evolutionary path unfolds but modifying their intensity and
period implies that all paths can be explored. Their work relies on a deterministic approximation of
the wild-type subpopulation 00 and some parts of the analysis of the behavior of the model is only
obtained due to heuristics. The present work, and more specifically Theorem 2.9, because they are
considering selective mutations, can be used and adapted to consider the case of cyclic bottlenecks in
order to prove rigorously their results, in the specific trait space that they consider as well as on a
general finite trait space.

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. In Section 2 the results and their biological inter-
pretations are given. Sections 3 and 4 are dedicated to prove Theorem 2.7, which assumes Equation
(1.5). In Section 3 the mathematical definition of the model is given for an infinite mono-directional
graph as well as the proof in this particular case. The generalisation of the proof from an infinite
mono-directional graph to a general finite graph is given in Section 4. In Section 5, Theorem 2.9 is
proved adapting results from [3].

2 Main results and biological interpretation

In Subsection 2.1 the first-order asymptotics of the size of each mutant subpopulation in the time
scales (1.3) and (1.4) are given under the non-increasing growth rate condition (1.5). In Subsection
2.2 the asymptotic result on the stochastic exponent of each mutant subpopulation is given without
any assumption on the growth rate function A. In each subsection, biological interpretations of the
results are made.

2.1 First-order asymptotics of the mutant subpopulation sizes under non-
increasing growth rate condition

In this subsection assume that (V, E, L) satisfies the non-increasing growth rate graph condition of
Equation (1.5).
Heuristics:
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Figure 1: Graphical representation of the two traits model without backward mutation
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Figure 2: Heuristics for the first-occurrence time of mutant cells

The next definitions, notations and results are first motivated using some heuristics for the simplest
graph that one can think of, i.e. a wild-type and a mutant population where only mutations from
wild-type to mutant cells are considered. More precisely (V, E,L) = ({0,1},{(0,1)},{¢(0,1)}) as in
Figure 1.

Under the power law mutation rates regime, the inner birth and death rate of the wild-type subpop-
ulation, respectively a(0) (1 — p(™(0, 1))2 and B(0) + a(0) (u™(0, 1))2, are so close to a(0) and 5(0)
respectively that its natural martingale asymptotically behaves as the one of a birth and death process
with rates a(0) and £(0) (Lemma 3.1). This fact allows to approximate the growth of the wild-type

subpopulation as an exponential growth of parameter A(0). Then if it survives, at time tt") (see (1.4))
its size is of order O (n') (Lemma 3.2). From this fact, one understands why it is necessary to wait for
time t;?g 1) before seeing any mutation. Indeed, with a mutation probability which scales as n=¢©1)
the total mutation probability up to time £\™ scales as fg n'n= O d(y li\g(g)b)) = % (nt — 1) which
starts to be of order 1 for ¢ > £(0,1). This is made formal by D. Cheek and T. Antal in [5, 7] and an

illustration can be found at Figure 2.

It is also possible to get some heuristics for the size of the mutant subpopulation for time tg”)

)

for ¢ > £(0,1). Let £(0,1) < uw < ¢, the number of new mutations generated at time " scales as

exp (A(0)(u—£(0,1)) k:\g((o’;) ). The remaining time for these new mutant cells to grow exponentially fast

at rate A(1) until time ttn) is t,g’i)u This implies that their lineages get at time t,g") a size of order

C’)(exp ([m)t + (M0) = A1) — A(0)£(0, 1)] lof(g;))) (2.1)

Then two scenari are possible:

(i) If A(1) < A(0): Equation (2.1) is maximal for u = ¢ and equal to n*~“%1). This means that the

dynamics of the mutant subpopulation is driven by the mutation from the wild-type subpopula-

tion and not from its inner growth. More precisely its size order at time t§”> is fully given by the
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Figure 3: Heuristics for the size of the mutant subpopulation after time tz(g 1

mutations generated at this time -and so is of order n*~¢(%1- and not from the lineages issued

from mutations at strictly previous time. Biologically these mutations are called deleterious.

(ii) If A(1) = A(0): Equation (2.1) is independent of u and equal to O (n!=“%1) for any £(0,1) <

u < t. This means that these lineages have the same size order at time tﬁ") than any other lineage

of mutant cells generated from mutational events at any other time between tg(g 1 and t§"). To
put it differently, in the dynamics of the mutant subpopulation there is a balance between the
contribution of mutations and its inner growth. This is a consequence of assuming A(1) = A(0).
These mutations are referred as meutral mutation, even if biologically speaking it would have
exactly mean the more restrictive condition «(1) = «(0) and 5(1) = 5(0). Hence to capture
the total size of the mutant subpopulation at time t,E”), it remains to integrate all the lineages

issued from mutational events over time t&"% for £(0,1) < uw < t. It gives exactly the order

O ((t —£(0,1)) log(n)nt=*O:1).

To sum up, for this simple graph, the mutant subpopulation scales after time tg ") as

(0,1)

O(nt—Z(O,l) []l{)\(o)>>\(1)} + ]l{/\(O):)\(l)}(t —£(0,1)) IOg(n)] ) (2:2)

Notice in particular that in any case, the mutant subpopulation has an exponential growth at rate
A(0) after time t§(0 1)» given by the factor nt=40.1)
Figure 3.

These heuristics on this simple graph can be used as an elementary brick for getting heuristics on
a general finite graph. Considering a vertex v € V\{0}, there are potentially many mutational paths
from the initial vertex 0 to v. Then it needs to be understood which ones are involved in the size order
of the mutant subpopulation of trait v. Using both the previous heuristics on the first-occurrence time
for mutations to be generated and that after this time the mutant subpopulation grows exponentially
fast at rate A\(0) as well as it gets a log(n) factor whether it is a neutral mutation, it seems natural
to iteratively apply the reasoning to get heuristics on mutational paths. Thus given one path from 0
to v, the time u in the time scale tg") to wait for seeing a cell of trait v generated due to this specific
path is the sum of the labels of the edges of this path, called the length of this path. Then, after this
time, this subpopulation of cells of trait v grows exponentially fast at rate A(0). Moreover, as seen
n (2.2), for any neutral mutation on the path a supplementary multiplicative factor of order log(n)
is captured on the size order. These two facts are summed up as after time the length of this path,
this subpopulation grows exponentially fast at rate A(0) and has a multiplicative factor log(n) to the

. An illustration of this heuristic can be found in
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Figure 4: Heuristics for the contribution of paths in the size order of a mutant subpopulation: in this
example the dashed red path has a length equal to 7 whereas the dotted blue and the plain green
ones have a length equal to 4. Thus, only the two latter ones may contribute to the size order of the
mutant, and so are sub-admissible paths. But the dotted blue path has only one neutral mutation
compared to the plain green one which has two neutral mutations. Finally, only the plain green path
will contribute to the size order of the purple mutant subpopulation. For ¢t > 4, at time ti") it will
grow as log? (n)e/\(o)"iz. Notice in particular that the dashed red path has the maximal number of
neutral mutations equal to 3, but since it is not an sub-admissible path the multiplicative factor of

log(n) remains 2 instead of 3.

power the number of neutral mutations there are on this path. In particular three interesting facts
for the total mutant subpopulation of trait v are brought out. First it starts having cells after a time
which is the minimum of the lengths over the paths from 0 to v. Second, after this time only the paths
whose lengths are equal to the latter minimum might contribute to the size order of the mutant cells
of trait v. This is due to the fact that having a time delay create an exponential delay in the size
order. This fact is asymptotically captured in Theorem 2.9. Thirdly, the supplementary multiplicative
factor of order log(n) due to the neutral mutations implies that over the paths from 0 to v satisfying
that their lengths are equal to the latter minimum, only those with the maximal number of neutral
mutations are actually contributing to the size order of the mutant subpopulation of trait v. More
specifically with a factor of log(n) at the power this maximal number of neutral mutations. This fact is
asymptotically captured in Theorem 2.7. Moreover for any of these admissible paths, at each neutral
mutation a supplementary time integral is obtained, as seen in (2.2). An illustration with an example
is given in Figure 4.

Notations:

Now the natural definitions issued from these heuristics are formally made before giving the results.

Definition 2.1 (Deleterious and neutral vertices). A vertex v € V satisfying A(v) = X(0), respectively
A(v) < A(0), is called a neutral, respectively deleterious, vertex.

Remark 2.2. In the previous definition the neutral or deleterious denomination of a mutation origi-
nates from the comparison of its inner growth rate to the growth rate of the wild-type population. But
one could imagine a mutation from a vertex v to a vertex u satisfying A(v) < A(uw) < A(0). This muta-
tion should theoretically be called selective, since A(u) > \(v), but in the previous definition it is actually
called neutral or deleterious (depending on the value of M(u) compared to X(0)). This nomenclature
emerges from the fact that under Assumption (1.5) any mutant subpopulation grows exponentially fast
at rate M\(0), as seen in the previous heuristics. Hence it legitimates the previous definition, assuming
(1.5).

Definition 2.3 (Path on the graph). v = (v(0),--- ,v(k)) is said to be the path on the graph (V.

 E)
linking v(0) to v(k) using the edges (v(i),v(i + 1)) if for all 0 < i < k,v(i) € V and V0 < i <



k—1,(v(i),v(i+1)) € E. For a path v = (v(0),v(1),---v(k)) on (V,E, L) define

k—1
t(y) = D 0(v(i), v(i +1)),

=0
Yneut = {v(1),1 < < k:Aw(i)) = A0)},
9(7) = "Yneut|a

as respectively the sum of the labels of the edges of the path ~y, the subset of vertices at the end of the
edges of v that are neutral, and the cardinal of the previous subset. Introduce also Wqep, Wneyt GS

I 2a(v(i — 1))p(v(i —1),v())

waer () = A(0) = A(v(7)) ’

1<i<k,A(v(i))<A(0)
2c(v(7 — 1 v(t—1),v(2
wneut(’Y) = H ( ( ))§(<0)( ) ( )) )

1<i<k,A(v(i))=A(0)

Define for all i < k,t(i) := Z;;é L(v(f),v(j 4+ 1)) as the sum of the labels over the i-th first edges of

~. Finally introduce o an increasing function from {1,--- ,0(y)} to {1,--- ,k}, such that v(o;) is the
i-th neutral vertex of the path . Then let for allt >0

Vit (0e(y)  pur uk Ug(y)-1
I’Y(t) ::/ / .../ .../ duo(’y)...dul.
ty(Ta(y)) ty(Ta(y)—1) ty(T0(y)—k) ty(o1)

y il il

Finally, the weight on the path ~y at time t is defined as
w’y(t) i= Wel (V) Wneut ('Y)Iﬂf (t). (2.3)

Remark 2.4. Notice that if y = (v(0),--- ,v(k —1)) is the same path as v but without considering
the last mutation, we have the recursive equation

w, () =2a(v(k) a(v(k — 1), v(k))

( 1 (0 L™ )
AL <o) v s Wi (t) + Lia=x(0 7/ w=(s)ds ).
{A(R)<X( )})\(O) YT {A(B)=x(0)} ©0) Jus 2]
Definition 2.5 (Admissible paths). For all v € V denote by P(v) the set of all paths v on (V, E)
linking the vertex 0 to the vertex v (of length at least 2). Define also
t(v) := min t(vy),
(v) = min +()
0(v) := max 0(v),
(v) YEP (v),t(y)=t(v) ™

A(v) == {y € P(v) : t(7) = t(v) and 6(7) = 6(v)}.

Remark 2.6. In the previous definition A(v) is called the set of admissible paths because as seen in
the heuristics, only paths belonging to A(v) are contributing to the growth dynamics of the mutant
subpopulation of trait v. This fact is made formal in Theorem 2.7.

Results:
Now the more refined result under Assumption (1.5) can formally be stated.

Theorem 2.7. Assume that (V, E, L) satisfies both the power law mutation rates regime described
log(n)
log(log(n))Omax+©n ’
where @, — 00 such that h,, — o0 and where 0,4, = max,cy\ {0} O(v). Let also 1, such that

n—oo o0

log(n) = o(¢y,). Define for alln(z s) eRT xR

in (1.1) and the non-increasing growth rate graph condition of (1.5). Let h, =

n L O(v)—1
dq(J )(t7s) -—l{te[o,t(v)—hgl)} + l{te[t(v)—hgl,t(y))}wn log @ (n) (24)

+ Lirepi(o)conn’ 1@ log?™) (n)er @3,



Let (T, M) € (Rj_)Z and 0 < Ty < Ts. Using the mathematical definition of the model given in Section
4, see (4.1) and (4.2), there exists a random variable W properly defined in (4.4) satisfying

w l:a:w Ber(i%i) ® Exp(jéiﬁi)

such that for all v € V\{0} we obtain the convergence results in probability in L>°([0,T] x [-M, M)
for Equation (2.5) and in L ([Ty,Tz] x [-M, M]) for Equations (2.6), (2.7) and (2.8):

(i) Deterministic time scale (1.4):
If A(v) = A(0) then

AR (ttn) + s)

—_— — w wn (£). (2.5)
d’I(J )(t78) e szAEv)
If A(v) < A(0) then
Z8 (¢ +
( (v)+ S) — W ST wy(tw) + ). (2.6)

nt loga(v) (n)e)\(O)s n—00 EA)

(ii) Random time scale (1.3): Take (pgn)
If A(v) = A(0) then

)teR+ as defined in (1.2).

AR (pin) + s)
— o o Lo > ws(b). (2.7)
v (L, 8) yEA(v)

If AM(v) < A(0) then

(n) [ (n)
Zv (pt(v)+t+8)

og®@ ()M 0)s nra
ntlog”'" (n)eA0)s n—oo

Lavsoy Y ws(t(v) +1). (2.8)
YEA(v)

For any other mathematical description, the convergences are at least in distribution in D([0,T] x
[-M, M)) for Equation (2.5) and in D([Ty,Tz] x [-M, M]) for Equations (2.6), (2.7) and (2.8).

The proof of Theorem 2.7 is based on a martingale approach using Doob’s and Maximal Inequalities.
The first step involves the control of the growth of the lineage of wild-type cells issued from the initial
cell both for the deterministic and random time scales (1.4) and (1.3) (Lemma 4.3 and 4.4). Then for
any vertex v € V\{0}, potentially many mutational paths on the graph (V| E) can start from 0 and
lead to v. The contribution on the first-order asymptotics of the size of the mutant subpopulation of
trait v for any of these paths needs to be understood. The proof is then done in 2 steps. The first one
consists in considering an infinite mono-directional graph under Assumption (1.5) and in obtaining
the result for this particular graph, see Section 3. Doing the first step for an infinite graph allows in
particular to deal with the cycles (backward mutations for instance) for a general finite graph. The
second step consists in discriminating among all the paths from the initial vertex 0 to v the ones that
do not contribute to the first-order asymptotics of the size of the mutant subpopulation of trait v, see
Section 4.

Remark 2.8. 1. Notice that a multiplicative factor of loga(”)(n) s captured after time ting), see

Equations (2.4), (2.5), (2.6), (2.7) and (2.8). Getting result on the stochastic exponents (see
(1.6)) does not capture such a factor. For instance with the model of Figure 1 if A(1) = A(0)

(n)
MO

Theorem 2.7 gives that after time £(0,1), an) (tﬁ”)) behaves approximately as log(n)

But what is captured with an)(t) is asymptotically \(0)(t—£(0,1)) after time £(0, 1), see Theorem
2.9.
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2. The random wvariable W is explicitly defined as the almost sure limit of the natural positive
martingale associated to a specific birth and death branching process with rates «(0) and 3(0),
see (4.4). The martingale associated to the lineage of wild-type cells issued from the initial
cell is shown to behave as the one associated to the latter birth and death branching process
(Lemma 4.3). Thus W quantifies the randomness of this lineage over the long time. Due to the
power law mutation rates regime mutations arise after a long time such that the stochasticity
of this lineage is already given by W. Notice that under Assumption (1.5) the randomness in
the first-order asymptotics of any mutant subpopulation is summed up in W. Meaning that the
stochasticity of these subpopulations are driven more by the randomness in the growth of the
wild-type subpopulation than by the one of both the mutational process and any lineage of mutant
cell. In particular if instead of starting the process with only one wild-type cell it starts with
a large number of wild-type cells, then the first-order asymptotics of the mutant subpopulations
would be completely deterministic.

3. It seems more than natural not to obtain such a result when considering selective mutation
(A(v) > A(0)). Indeed, a selective mutation would mean that any time advantage is an ad-
vantage into growth. Thus the stochasticity of the mutational process can not be ignored as well
as the one of the lineages of the mutant cells. Hence hoping to control the stochasticity of the
mutant subpopulation controlling only the randomness of the wild-type subpopulation and not the
one of the mutational process as well as the one of the lineages of the mutant cells is vain. More
precisely, using a martingale approach to get the first-order asymptotics can not be successful for
a selective mutation. Technically, it comes from the fact that the order of the expectancy of the
size of the selective mutant subpopulation is of a higher order than its typical asymptotic size.
Indeed, the rare event, that asymptotically disappears, of the initial cell mutates to the selective
trait extremely fast is responsible for this difference of order between the expectancy and the typ-
ical asymptotic size of the selective mutant subpopulation. Nevertheless looking at the stochastic
exponent (1.6) the martingale approach allows to get convergence results given in Theorem 2.9,
because the previous rare event only contributes to a factor proportional to its probability for the
expectancy of the stochastic exponent, meaning that it actually does not asymptotically contribute
both for the typical size as well as for the expectancy of the selective mutant subpopulation.

4. In view of Theorem 2.7, the mathematical definition of neutral mutation A(v) = M0) is well
understood instead of the more restrictive but biologically more meaningful condition a(v) = «(0)
and B(v) = B(0). Indeed, taking the growth rate A(v) equal to A(0) when changing birth and
death rates a(v) and B(v) modify the distribution of any lineage of mutant cells. Consequently
one could naturally believe that it should impact the stochasticity of the size order of the mutant
subpopulation. This is not the case, the randomness on the first-order asymptotics is fully summed
up by W. Hence it is fully consistent with getting for the neutral assumption only a condition on
the growth rate function instead of on the birth and death rate functions.

5. Considering the time-scale t§”), notice that the result slightly differs depending on whether the
vertex is neutral or deleterious. Indeed, when looking at the asymptotic behavior for a deleterious
vertex v our result is true strictly after time t(v), whereas in the case of a neutral vertex all the
trajectory from the initial time can be dealt with. Mathematically, this difference originates from
the supplementary multiplicative log(n) factor in the first-order asymptotics when considering a
neutral mutation. It allows to control the quadratic variation at time t(v) for the martingale
associated to the mutant subpopulation. Then exactly three different regimes are obtained, see
(2.4) and (2.5) :

(i) Up to time t(v) — h,;1: with high probability no mutational path from 0 to v has generated
a mutant cell of trait v. Since hy, — 0o and satisfies hy, = o(log(n)), t(v) can be interpreted
as the first time -when considering the time scale accelerated in log(n)- at which it becomes
asymptotically possible to see the first occurrence of a mutant cell of trait v. This result is
actually also true for deleterious mutations, see Lemma 3.6.

(it) Fort € [t(v) — hy',t(v)): in this time interval, some mutants cells of trait v are produced,
but the time interval length is not enough to get any power of n for the size of the mutant
subpopulation of trait v. We succeed to dominate its growth by 1y, loge(v)_l(n), with a well
chosen 1,,. Heuristically what happens is that the total number of mutant cells of trait v
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issued from a mutational event up to time t is of order O(logg(”)_l(n)). Moreover with
the remaining time for the lineages of these mutant cells to grow, we succeed to control the
size of the mutant subpopulation of trait v by at most /log(n) loge(”)fl(n). Consequently
dividing by any function 1, satisfying /log(n) = o(1,,) the asymptotic limits is 0. Again,
this result is also true for deleterious mutations, see Lemma 3.7. The factor +/log(n) in
the growth control comes from the mathematical analysis made from a martingale approach,
and more specifically because we are considering the time scale accelerated in log(n). With
a refined work, we conjecture that the actual size of the mutant subpopulation at time t(v)

is of order O( (]]-{)\(O):/\(v)} log(log(n)) + ]l{/\(0)>/\(u)}) loge(v)_l(n)).

(#ii) Fort € [t(v),00): with high probability the number of mutant cells of trait v grows exponen-
tially fast at rate \(0). A supplementary multiplicative log? ) (n) factor is present due to the
neutral mutations on the paths of A(v). Then it globally scales as nt=1 ") 1og?™ (n)w, (¢).

6. When comparing point (i) and (it) of Theorem 2.7 notice that the result is transferred from the
deterministic time scale t,E”’ into the random time scale p,E") by switching only W to 1w ~oy-
This a priory surprising fact can be explained by the essential role of W. As mentioned in Remark
2.8 (ii), W encodes the stochasticity on the long time for the lineage of wild-type cells issued from
the initial cell. By showing that the time scale tﬁ") is the right deterministic approximation of

)

p,E") (Lemma 4.4), one shows that having an asymptotic result on time scale t,E" allows to get

it for the time scale pE”). This idea is made formal using a similar technique as in [32] Lemma

3. Then the switch from W to 1yw~oy in the result is due to the fact that the time scale pﬁ")
already bears by definition the stochasticity of the random wvariable W. Consequently the only
randomness that needs to be kept is the survival of the lineage issued from the initial cell, which

is asymptotically given by 1y oy

2.2 Result for a general finite oriented labeled graph

This subsection is free from the non-increasing growth rate condition (1.5). Without this assumption,
the martingale approach fails in order to get the first-order asymptotics of the sizes of the mutant
subpopulations. But the stochastic exponents, as defined in (1.6), of the mutant subpopulations can
be uniformly tracked over time. In particular, we show that under the event {W > 0} the limits are
positive deterministic non-decreasing piecewise linear continuous functions. Such limits are defined via
a recursive algorithm tracking their slopes over time. More precisely, we show that the slopes can only
increase and take values of the growth rate function.

Two different kinds of updates can be made. The first one is when a non-already born trait becomes
alive and take the slope the maximum between its inner growth rate and the slope of the subpopulation
that is giving birth to it (actually it could also happen that many subpopulations are giving birth to it
at the same time, in this case it is the maximum of their slopes that is compared to the inner growth
rate of the born trait). The second one is when an already born trait v increases its slope because
another born trait « among its upcoming neighbors with a higher slope has reached the typical size
making the growth of trait v now driven by the mutational contribution from trait «, and consequently
trait v now takes the slope of trait u (again potentially many traits « among the upcoming neighbors of
trait v can reach at the same time the typical size for the mutational contribution to drive the growth
of trait v, in this case the growth of trait v is now driven by the trait u with the maximal slope).
During the algorithm these two different kinds of updates can happen at the same time for different
vertices. This heuristic is made formal in the following theorem. The complexity of such an algorithm
comes from the generality both on the growth rate function and on the trait structure. Considering
the non-increasing growth rate condition (1.5), the limiting functions (x,).cy have an explicit form
(see Corollary 2.10), as well as when the graph structure is mono-directional (see Corollary 2.11).

Theorem 2.9. Let 0 < Ty < Ty, the stochastic exponents defined in (1.6) satisfy

((Xlgn) (t))UGV) o2 Lowsoy ((x” (t))”EV> telTy,Ts)

te[Ty,Tz] n—>o0

in probability in LTy, Ts]). Where for allv € V, x,, is a positive deterministic non-decreasing piecewise
linear continuous function that is obtained via a recursive approach tracking its slope over time. In
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particular it exists k* € N and 0 = Ag < Ay < -+ < Ap+ < 00 such that the slopes of (x,)vev change
only at these times. For j € {0,--- ,k*} at time A; two kind of changes in the slope can happen:
either a new trait starts to grow or an already growing trait increases its slope due to a growth driven
by another more selective trait. Along the algorithm the following different quantities are going to be
tracked for all j € {0,--- ,k*} at time A;:

o the set of alive traits, A;,
o the set of not already born traits, U,
o the slope of x,, Aj(v),
o and the set of traits whose growth are driven by trait v, C;(v).
Initialisation: Set Ay = {0}, Uy =V \{0} and for allv eV
z,(0) = 0, Ao(v) = A(0)Ly=gy, and Co(v) = 0.

Induction: Let j € {0,--- ,k* — 1}. Assume that it exists times 0 = Ag < Ay < --- < A; < 00 such
that (x,), ¢y are positive deterministic non-decreasing piecewise linear continuous functions defined on
[0, A;], where their change of slopes happened only on the discrete set {Aq,--- ,A;}. Also assume that
it exists A\j(v), Aj, U;, and C;(v), respectively the slope of x,, the set of alive vertices and not already
born vertices, and the set of vertices whose growth are driven by v, everything at time A;.

Then it exists Aj 1 € (Aj,00) such that (x,),cy, are constructed during the time period [Aj, Aj 1]
according to the following schedule. For allv € V and for all t > A; let the following function

yo(t) = (t = 8j)A;(v) + 20 (B))-
For all v € U; define

Yu € Aj, such that (u,v) € E, 6y, = Inf{t > Aj : y,(t) > A(0)¢(u,v)},

Oy := inf Ouvs
u€A;:(uv)EE

v(v):={uecA;:(u,v) € E and 6y, = 0, }.

For allv € Aj define

Bj(v) :={ue A;: (v,u) € E and \j(v) > \;(u)},
Vu € Bj(v), 0y = 1Inf{t > A, : y,(t) > yu,(t) + A(0)4(v,u)},

§,:= inf 8y,
u€B;(v)

v(v) :={u € Bj(v) : 64,y = 0y}
Then define Aji1 = infyey 6y and vj11 == {v € V : §, = Aj11}. Then proceed to the following
updates:
(Z) Let Aj+1 = Aj U (Vj+1 OUJ) and Uj+1 = Uj\(l/j+1 QUJ) Also let Yv € Uj+1, >\j+1(U) =
Aj(0) =0, Ciya(v) = Cj(v) = 0.
(i) For all v € vji1 N Aj, introduce the set v(7)(v) == {u € v(v) : Jw € vjp1 N A5, N\(w) >
Aj(v), and u € v(w)}.
Then let Ciy1(v) = Cj(v) Uyepupwr ) {ut UC;(u)). For all u € v()\v7)(v) and w
Cj(u), Aja(u) = Ajra(w) = A;(v).

m

(ii) For all v € A; whose slope has not been updated yet, let X\j11(v) = Aj(v). And for allv € A;
whose set Cj(v) has not been updated yet, let Cjiq(v) := C;(v).

(iv) For all v € vj41 NUj, let A\j1(v) := max (A(v), maxX,e,(v) Aj+1(v)), and Cj41(v) = C;(v) = 0.
If Xjy1(v) > M), introduce the set vt (v) == {u € v(v) : \ji1(u) = maxyey() Aj1(w)}, and
for allw € v (v), Cji1(u) :== Cji1(u) U {v}.
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For any other mathematical description as the one given in Section 4, see (4.1) and (4.2), the conver-
gences are at least in distribution in D ([T, Ts]) .

The proof of this theorem is given in Section 5. It is heavily based on the proofs of [3], where
we exploit the stochastic construction of such a model, given in the beginning of Section 4, to adapt
the proofs of the previous article to the situation of the present work. More precisely, we introduce
lemmas and explain in the proofs how the adaptations from the proofs of [3] are made, without
reproving them. This theorem is the counterpart of the study made in [9] in the case of branching
subpopulations, instead of having competition between the subpopulations. One difference is that the
power law mutation rates regime is a bit more general in the present work, allowing each mutation
probability to scale differently. But, the result in [9] can be adapted with this more general regime, as
mentioned by the authors, giving more complexity in their algorithm.

Theorem 2.9 is more general than Theorem 2.7 in the sense that there is no assumption on the
growth rate function, but it is a less refined result. In Remark 2.8 (i) we explicit one contribution of
Theorem 2.7 about capturing a multiplicative factor of log(n) using the example of Figure 1. Here
we are going to do a full comparison of Theorem 2.7 and 2.9 on the example of Figure 4. For this
example, the asymptotic function x obtained due to Theorem 2.9 for the purple plain trait is z(t) =
L1543 A(0)(t — 4). In the caption of Figure 4 it is already made explicit that only the plain green
path will contribute to the size order of the purple plain mutant subpopulation. If one denotes by
1, 2 and 3 respectively the vertices on the plain green path such that this path is exactly (0, 1,2, 3),
where 3 is the purple plain vertex, it follows that Theorem 2.7 gives that the asymptotic limits for
the vertex 3 is for all ¢ > 4, 20‘((3\)(%50’1) . 2a(i)(;6§1,2) . Qﬁ%%)fﬁg?;)Wf; ([ ds)du-nt=—* log?(n) = (% -
t—3) 8“<0)“(;2,‘(*0()2();(8{)5(%1)’)”“‘2’3> Wnt~*log?(n). In particular Theorem 2.9 captures only the power
of n which is ¢ — 4 and with Theorem 2.7 we capture the stochasticity W, a supplementary scaling
factor log? (n), a time polynomial g —t— % and also a constant depending only on the parameters
of the visited vertices 8“(0)“&13?0()2 ()f(((%’i)/\“(%’)z J23) - Capturing this level of refinement under the large
population power law mutation rates limit is, up to our knowledge, the first time that it is done. It
opens future works of inference of the graph structure using data, as well as designing statistical tools
for the estimation of parameters.

Now we explicit the form of the limiting functions (x,),cy in the special cases where we consider first
the non-increasing growth rate condition and then a mono-directional graph structure.

Corollary 2.10 (Theorem 2.9 applied with the non-increasing growth rate condition of (1.5)). Assume
the non-increasing growth rate condition of (1.5). Then the limiting functions (z,)yecv of Theorem 2.9
get the simplified following form

Vi e RT, zy(t) = X(0) (t — t(v)), ,
where Vr € R, xy = xl,cp+y-

Corollary 2.11 (Theorem 2.9 applied on a mono-directional graph). Assume (V, E) = (N, {(i,i +
1),i € No}) and that ¢* := inf{€(i,i+1),i € No} > 0. Then the limiting functions (z;)ien, of Theorem
2.9 get the simplified following form

Vt € RY 2 (t) i= Apax (4) (£ — £(4)) 1,

. . ~. i—1 £(j,j+DA
where Amax (i) = maxje(o,... iy A(J) and (i) == 3 ., (]AJ;T%)(O)

Remark 2.12. Using the previous corollary, the limits (z,)yecv defined in Theorem 2.9 can be rewritten
by using the decomposition via the paths. More specifically, let v € V, then for all path v € P(v) defined
x the limit obtained by applying the previous corollary to the mono-directional graph indexed by this

path . Then we have x, = max,¢cp(y) T. The marimum is well defined because for allt € RY the set
{v € P(v) : z(t) > 0} is finite.
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3 First-order asymptotics of the mutant subpopulations for an
infinite mono-directional graph

In this section consider the model described in Section 1 in the particular following infinite mono-
directional graph setting

(V, E) = (No, {(i,i +1),i € No}).

Studying this special case will allow to deal with cycles (in particular cycles generated due to backward
mutations) in the general finite graph case. Assume the non-increasing growth rate condition (1.5). For

simplicity of notation consider for all ¢ € Ny the new notations ,ugn) i= ™ (i, i4+1) and £(3) := £(i,i+1).
In other words the following mutation regime is considered

Vi € No,nz(i)ugn) — . (3.1)

n— oo

Assume that £* := inf{{(i) : i € Ng} > 0. For i € Ny denote by «;, 8; and A; the division, death
and growth rates associated to trait 7 instead of «(), 8(7) and A(7). With this setting three different
scenari can happen during a division event of a cell of trait ¢ € Ny:

e with probability (1 — ugn))2 each daughter cell keeps the trait 4 of its mother cell,

e with probability 2u(”) (1 — pgn)) exactly one of the daughter cell mutates to the next trait ¢ + 1

%

when the second daughter cell keeps the trait ¢ of its mother cell,
e with probability (uz(-n))2 both of the daughter cells mutate to the next trait 7 + 1.

A graphical representation of the model can be found in Figure 5. In particular any lineage of a

Il

B

ao(uf)"))2 1 al(ug"))Z ma(uiﬂf
-1 42 1 42

-1 +2 > S —_—
Z (n) = = om ]

= ! i

200" (1 - u((,")) 204" (1 - uﬁ")) 20 14"y (1 -

ao<1 *ﬂén))Z al(l 7#5"))2 az‘(l 7H§n)>2
Figure 5: Dynamical representation of the infinite mono-directional graph

cell of trait i follows a birth-death branching process with rates a;(1 — #gn))Z and B; + a{™ (ugn))Q
respectively. Thus introduce the birth, death and growth rate of any lineage of a cell of trait i as

agn) = ai(l — MZ(-"))Q, ﬁ;n) =0+ af-”) (ul(-n))2 and )\Z(-n) = agn) — Bfn) =\ — Zaiugn).

Compared to the general finite graph, for any trait ¢ € N there is only one path from trait 0 to i for
this mono-directional graph implying that

i—1

t(i) =Y _€(i) and (i) = [{j € {L,--- ,i} : \; = Ao}.

=0

Also denote by w; := w,... ;) the weight on the path (0,---,7). The sequence ((Zi(n))ieNo)neN
is mathematically constructed using independent Poisson Point Measures (PPMs). Let QY(ds,df),
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Qd(ds,db), (Qi(ds,d)),cn (Ni(ds,d)),cy,, and (Q]"(ds,df)),.y, be independent PPMs with inten-
sity dsdf. The subpopulation of wild-type cells is

t
Zé") (t) =1 —+ /0 - l{efagn)Zén)(s*)}Qg(ds’ d@) (32)

t
_/0 /R+ ﬂ{egﬁoZé")(s*)}Qg(ds’de) _ Hé")(t),

and for all 1 € N
t
o[ ] — )
Z; (1) 0 - ]1{9< €"L>z§”>(s—)} l{afﬁzﬁ)(s*)sag(a§">+6) (s }Ql(ds »0)

+ KM () + 2B (1) - B (1),

where for all i € Ny

n) |
/ /R+ {0<2a u(") (n))Z(n)( )}Nz(d& do),
H(n m
/ /]R+ 9<o¢1 <n> 22 (6~ }Q (ds, db).

The processes (Ki(n)(t))te]R+ and (Hl(n) (t))te]R+ count the number of mutations up to time ¢ from the
subpopulation of trait ¢ leading to exactly one, respectively two, mutated daughter cells of trait i + 1.
Let (Zo(t))ier+ be the birth-death branching process with rates ag and Sy respectively, constructed

in the following way

t t
Zo(t) = 1+/ / ]1{9§aozo(sf)}cgg(ds,d9)—/ / Lp< g0 z0(s—)1 Qi (ds, ). (3.3)
0 JR* 0 JR+

Notice that with such a construction it immediately follows the monotone coupling

vt >0, Z8 (1) < Zo(t) as. (3.4)
Denote by
P 3 _Aot
W= tl_lgloe Zy(1), (3.5)

the almost sure limit of the positive martingale (e"\otZo(t))teR+, whose law is

Wl Ber(i—z) ® Exp(i—z), (3.6)

see [33], Section 1.1, or [34], Theorem 1.

3.1 The wild-type subpopulation dynamics

Using the same PPMs Q% and Qg in the construction of (Zén))nEN and Zj, see Equations (3.2) and
(3.3), allows to control the size dynamics over time of the previous sequence by comparing it with the
size of Zy. More precisely, we show that the natural martingale associated to Z(g") can be compared to
the natural one of Zy. It comes from the fact that ( (n), én)) = (a0, Bo)- The control is obtained

along the whole trajectory and in probability. The rate of convergence is quantified to be at most of
order O(,u(()")).

Lemma 3.1. It exists C(ag, Ag) > 0 and N € N such that for alle >0 and n > N

C(O‘()v)‘O)'u(()n) .

g2 n—00

IP’( sup
teR+

e Zp(t) = e 2 (1) 2 ¢) <
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Proof of Lemma 5.1. Notice that (e=*'Zy(t) — e’)‘f()")tZén) 1)) ,cr+
between the two martingales (e’)‘otZo(t))teR+ and (e*’\l()n)tZ(()")(t))teRJr. Let (f(m))men be a non
decreasing sequence satisfying f(m) mjoo oo. Using Doob’s Inequality in L? (see [35] Proposition
3.15) we get

is a martingale as the difference

n n 4 _
P( sup e Zo(t) — e MY (1) 2 ¢) < SE[em 00 Zy(f(m))? (3.7)
t€(0,f(m)] €

I 6—2,\g">f(m)Zén)(f(m))2 _ 26—(Ao+/\é"))f(M)ZO(f(m))Zé”)(f(m))}.

Tto’s formula and (3.4) give E[Zo(t)Zé") )] =1+ fot (Ao + /\(()n))E[Zo(s) ( )]ds + f (o () 4
BO)E[Zén)(S)]ds. Solving this equation we obtain for all ¢ > 0

(n) ) (n) .
E[Zo(t)Z{" (t)] = M (o2 ) _ a0 "+ Bo afme (3.8)
AO «XO
Similarly we have
E[(Zo(t)*] = @e”"t _ w0t etot < @62A°t7 (3.9)
0 Ao Ao
Bl(2 ()] = 228 oo a8 A e 208 e
)\én) )\(gn) Aén)
Consequently combining (3.7), (3.8) and (3.9) gives that
IP’( sup ‘e_’\UtZo(t) — e_)‘én)tZén)(t)‘ > E)
te[0,f(m)]
_ i(@ 20" 0 + ol L "+ Bo —/\of(m))
=2\ )\ Agﬂ Ao AO
The event {supte[0 F(m |e Mot Zo(t) — e*Ac()n)tZ(()") (t)| > 5} is increasing in the parameter m. Then

taking the limit m — oo and by monotonicity of the measure it follows

(n) (n)
_ My (n 4 200 2« ag +
IP’(su e M Z0(t) — e Mo tZ()t‘>5><—(—+ v _9 0 )
tERg o(?) o (B z¢) < 2\ W 2o

n)
Recalling that )\(") =g — 2010#(() ") it easily follows that 26!(91) = 2)% + 4[3)‘\’30 He' )+ (9(( )2) as well

(n)

as QW% — 4/% — o Mon) + (’)(( ) ). Finally we have

n n 4 4 n n
P sup |emZo(t) — M1 2{"(1)| 2 ) < ?( Poco 4 =0 + 0 ("))
teR+ € Ap Ao
1602 (, ) 2
= Sy +O(("”)),
e2Ng
which concludes the proof. O

The next Lemma gives an asymptotic comparison between the random stopping times nt(n) at which
the wild-type subpopulation reaches the size nt, and the deterministic times tﬁ”). This asymptotic is
given in probability and is conditioned on {WW > 0}. It explains why these deterministic times are the
natural deterministic candidates for studying the asymptotic behavior of the mutant subpopulations
at the random stopping times. The result is obtained uniformly in time on intervals whose lengths

tend to infinity not too quickly.
Lemma 3.2. For alle > 0, (T1,T2) € R and ¢, such that log(n) = o(¢,) and ¢, = o (n“©®), we

have
(om0 () s o) o

10?;(77)]
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Proof of Lemma 3.2. Let € > 0 and for all n € N introduce the event

. n  log(W
AM) . { sup ‘m( ) (tg = g/\( >)‘ 2 6}'
tE[T17T210‘§ﬁ] ’

Step 1: We start by showing that for all 0 < d; < d
P (A(”) N{6 < W < 52}) — 0. (3.10)

Let v > 0 and & < &. Firstly, since e=*0¢Zy(t) R W almost surely, Y (t) := sup,¢(s, o] le=20% Zo(s) —
W| =2 0 almost surely and as a consequence in probability. Thus introducing for all t > 0 the
—00

event B; := {Y(t) < &}, it exists t; > 0 such that for all ¢ > #;, P(B;) > 1 — 4. Secondly using
Lemma 3.1, we have that it exists ny € N such that for all n > n; P (C’(")) >1-— % with ¢ .=
{sup,cp+ [e7"Zo(t) — e"\én)tZ(()")(t)‘ < €}. Combining these two facts, we obtain the following
inequality for all n > ny

2v
+ —.

P <A<n> N{6 < W < 52}) <P (A(") N{6 <W < &} N By, N c<">) (3.11)

It remains to show that P (A N {& < W < &} N B, NCM) < % for n large enough.
Under the event B;, we have

Vs > ty, (W —8) e < Zy(s) < (W 4 &) eMos,
Using that )\g") < Ao, we get that under the event C for all n > n4
Vs e RT, (e_’\OSZO(s) - 5) N < Zén)(s) < (e_’\osZo(s) + 5) A < Zo(s) + geros,
Combining the two previous inequalities it follows that under {0; < W < d2} N By, N C™ we have
Vs > t1,¥n > ny (W — 28) N5 < 28 (s) < (W + 28) e20% < (6, + 28) Moo,

Notice that by definition of £, we have that W — 22 > 0 under the event {§; < W}. Now introduce
the following quantities, which almost surely increase with time

L(g;l’)t = inf{s > 0: (6 + 28)e* > n'},
I}E”) = 1nf{s >0: (W + Qaekos > ’I’Lt}7

Tin) =inf{s >0: (W — QQeAgn)s >n'}

We have that it exists ny € N such that for all n > no, t; < Ig;L)Tl. Moreover under the event
{61 < W < d2} N By N C™) we have for all n > max(ny,ng) and for all ¢ € [Tl,Tglo‘gﬁ]

T, <1, <1 <™ < T,

Using that )\0/)\(()”) = 1/(1 — 2a0u(()n)//\o), and the previous equation we derive that Vt € [Tl, T lo“g”ﬁ}

and Vn > max(ny,ng)

tlog(n) log(W) log(1+2¢/W) < nt(”)

X Ao o
tlog(n) log(W) log(l—2&/W) (n) -1
< _ _ _
- ( Ao Ao Ao )(1 20[0#0 /)\0> ’

from which we obtain
_log(1 42¢/W) < 77(n) 3 (tlog(n) B log(W))
o = o o
(n)

< (1 3 2040#(()”)//\071 ((“O)i(n) B log)E:V)) 204(3(;0 _ log(1 —)\02§/W)>.
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In particular it implies that for all n > max(ni,ns)

(n) _ (tlog(n) B log(W)>‘ < max{lOg(l +2e/W)

Sup ¢ Xo Ao o

te[T1. T2 ooty ]

: (1 B 20[0%71)/)\0)—1 ((Tz(pn log(W)) 2ao,u(()n) - log(1 — 2§/W))}

X Ao o o

Denote by D(") the right hand side of the last inequality. Then it directly follows that
P (A(") N{6 <W < &)N By, N O(")) <P ({D<"> >eln{d < W < 52}) . (3.12)

Because ¢,, was defined such that gon,u(()") — 0 it is possible to find an adequate € > 0 and ng € N
n—oo

such that for all n > ng, P ({D™ > e} N {6, < W < 63}) < %. In addition with (3.11) and (3.12) we
deduce (3.10).
Step 2: We are going to prove that P (A™ N {W > 0}) 2 0. We have
n o0

]P’(A(”) W > o}) < IE”(A(”) {6 <W < 52}) FPO<W <8)+P(W >6).
Using Equation (3.10) we obtain that

lim sup P (A(”) N{w > o}) <SPO<W <8)+P(6 < W).

n—oo

Taking the limit when (d1,02) — (0,00) and because W is finite almost surely (see (3.6)) we

n—oo
conclude. ]

Remark 3.3. From Lemma 3.2, it follows the useful results

(n)

P( sup Iz~ t| z W >0) — 0,
te[Tl,Tgloﬂ;ﬁ] log(n) n—00
and
(n)_,(n)
p(ow Oz dw o) o (3.13)
n—oo

te[T1.Te s

3.2 The mutant subpopulations dynamics in the deterministic time scale
(Theorem 2.7 (i))

In this subsection, Equations (2.5) and (2.6) are proven for the mono-directional graph. It will be
done in two steps. The first one will consist in showing the result for a fixed s € R and uniformly
in the parameter t. Then in the second step, the result will be proved uniformly in the parameter s,
adapting a method developed in [32], Lemma 3.

3.2.1 Uniform control on the time parameter t

In this subsection we are going to prove the following proposition, which is a less refine result of (2.5)
and (2.6), because the result is not uniform on the parameter s.

Proposition 3.4. Let i € N, (¢¥,(9),hn(i)) — oo such that it exists ¢,(i) — o0 such that
n—oo n—oo
b (7) = 1og(log(n)1§)9g((?—)1)+<pn(i) and +/log(n) = o(y,,(i)). For all (t,s) € RT x R define

(n) o 0(i)—1
d; " (t,s) =ltica-nrtan}y T ek —nit )00} ¥n 108 O (n)
- Lpegutoy oo™ log”® ()X O,

LetT >0,0<T; <Ts, and s € R. We have
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(i) If \i = Ao then t — Zi(n) (tgn) + s)/dgn)(t, s) converges in probability in L>([0,T]) to Ww;(t).

(i) If \i < Ao then t — Zi(") (tEZ))H +s)/nt log?@ (n)e*os converges in probability in L™ ([T}, Ty]) to
Ww; (t(i) + t).

The proof is done by induction on ¢ € N. As long as the proof is similar for the initialization and
the inductive part the step considered will not be specified. To make the proof the clearer possible
it is cut using several lemmas. All the results are obtained using a martingale approach. In the next
Lemma the martingales that are considered for all the mutant subpopulations are introduced, and
their quadratic variations are computed.

Lemma 3.5. For alli € N define

t
Mi(n)(t) = Zi(n)(t)e_/\E K _/ 26“1?1,“(@16_/\E "oz n)l(s)ds (3.14)
0

i i—

(Mi(”) (t))t>0 is a martingale, with quadratic variation

t t
), = [ 20D P2 @ ds + (@ +57) [z sas (315)
0 0
Since the proof of this Lemma is rather classical, it is found in the Appendix. Now we can prove
Proposition 3.4.

Proof of Proposition 3.4. Let i € N. For ¢ > 2 assume that Proposition 3.4 is true for i — 1. We start
by showing the result when i is a neutral trait, that is to say we are going to prove Proposition 3.4 (i).
All the lemmas that we are mentioning in the proof are free from such neutral assumption, and work
also for deleterious mutant traits.

(i) Neutral case: Assume that A; = Ag. Let (¢, (%), hy, (7)) as in Proposition 3.4 and € > 0. Notice
that

Zi(") (ti") + s)
IP’( sup |——~—+~
teo,r) d(t,s)

= P<t€[0,t(j)ui;1(i)) Zi(n) (tgn) + s) = 5) (3.16)

- Wwi(t)‘ > 35)

Zi(n) (tgn) + 5)
+P sup

e[t 00) Ya(D)10g" "V (n
2 (4" + )

nt—t() loga(i) (n)eros

= 5) (3.17)

+P( sup ‘

. Wwi(t)’ > s). (3.18)
te(t(i),T)

We are going to show that (3.16), (3.17) and (3.18) converge to 0 when n goes to infinity.

Step 1: Convergence to 0 of (3.16): The characterisation of ¢(7) as the first time to see mutant
cells of trait ¢ in the time scale ¢t +— t§") is made explicit in the next Lemma. More precisely, we
exactly show that up until time (i) — h;, (i), asymptotically no mutant cell of trait i are generated.
In particular the convergence to 0 of (3.16) is deduced from the next lemma.

. N log(n) . .
Lemma 3.6. Let i € N, and h, (i) = log(log(n))g(i—l)-s-%(i) where oy () 00 such that hy (1) T
00, and s € R. For i > 2 we prove that if Proposition 3.4 is true for i — 1 then
P( sup ZZ-(n) (ttn) + 8) = O) — L (3.19)
tef0,t(i)—hr ' ()] oo

For i =1, we prove (3.19) without condition.
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Proof of Lemma 3.6. Notice first that

{ sup 2™ (tﬁ") + s) = o} = A A O, (3.20)
te[0,t(i)—hn ' (3))

(n) . [ () (n) (¢(n) _
where A := {Ki_l(tt( i )+5) =0} and B ={H;" 1(tt( i )+5) = 0}. Indeed the event
in the left hand side of (3.20) is satlsﬁed if and only if there is no mutant cell of the subpopulation
Zi(") generated from the subpopulation Z )1 up until time t( y )) 105

to A N B In what follows, we will detall the proof of P (A(”)) — 1. Proving P (B(”)) — 1

n—oo n—oo
can be done using a similar method, so the proof will not be detailed. This will conclude the proof of

Lemma 3.6. So we deal with the proof of P (A(")) — 1 which will be slightly different depending on
n—oo
whether ¢ =1 or 7 > 2. N
(i) Case i = 1: Forall t € R and ¢ € R*, let C_ 7 := {SuPse[?,oo] le205Zo(s) — W| < e}. Using
the a.s. inequality (3.4), under the event C_ 7 we have

+s. It corresponds almost surely

7
n) (((n)

Ky (ttu)—h;l(n +s) S/0 /R+ Lo<aaons supyepon zo(v)}NO(d“’da) (3:21)
RO)

1, T8
(D —hyt ()
+/t~ {9<20z0u(ﬂ) Aou(ngW)}No (du, df).

Let set the following notations

() .
D / »/R+ {9<2a0u0n) SUP,c[0,7] Zo(v)}NO du d@) - O}

()
(n) (-nita .
B = {/{ /R+ IL{QSMWBMEADU(HW)}No(du, ) = o}.

Using Equation (3.21) we have that
P(A™) > P(A" nC.g) = P(C.pn DM EX).
It remains to show that the right hand side converges to 1. By definition of W as the almost sure time

limit of the positive martingale e~ Z,(¢) it follows that P(C, ;) — 1. We have that SUP,,¢ (0,7 Z0(V)
7 t—o0 ’

is finite almost surely. In addition with the fact that Z; and Ny are independent we deduce that

IP(D%E")) — 1, because u( ") 0. Recall the distribution of W, which is given in (3.6). Since W
n— o0 n— oo

and Ny are independent, we have

(n) Bo ti?ll—h”(l)“ Ao
P<E5$) - cTOP</t~ /RJr ]I{GSZaoué")e*o”a}NO(du’de) = 0) + OTO (3'22)

Ao —LOWED( ti?l)%m?l(l)H 1 No(du, df) O)d
. — g . =
0 Oéoe 1 R+ {(’S?aoué'L)eAO'“(erw)} oreth v

{4
_ @exp ( B [ t-hat@ T, M( n) ’\O”Edu)
7

@Q
(v
A X 2 t(1)—h +s
+ Ao 706 aow exp ( . / (MW—hy T (1) 20&0[14(()”)6)\0”(5 + w)du)dw
Qo Jo Qo T
2 (nt(l) (n))
> @ exp ( 0 Ho 66)‘Os€_h;1(1) log(n))
T Ao
t(1),,(n)
A 0 A\ oy, 2@0 (TL Ho ) _
+ 70 / 706 L!(()) exp ( — —(5 + w)eAUse_hnl(l)IOg(n))dw
ao Jo Qo Ao
— 1,
n—00
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(e + w)erose~hn (Mlos(n) 5 (. This fact comes
n—oo

from the choice of h, (1) which implies that h,1(1)log(n) — oo. Then we apply the dominated
n—oo

2 t(1),,(n)
where we use first that for all w > 0, M

convergence theorem to get

—e @0
OLO n—oo 0 ao

s [t (1), () _
/OO )\0 7,\70106(_W(E_;'_w)exose*hnl(l)10@(”)) e )\0 7xiow
0

Finally we have proven that P (A(")) — 1, which concludes the proof in the case i = 1.

n—oo

(ii) Case i > 2: Let £(i) := % and ¥,, — oo. For ¢ > 0 let

n—oo

z" (47)

O‘gn) = { sup T)(t) - W]].{tzf(l)}wz_l(t)’ S 5},

te(0,t(7)]

with

d™(t) =1 {tel0( ))}n D=t 1060 =D (n)W,, + 1 {te[m),t(i)]}nt‘t“‘” log?( = (n).

Under Cg(n) we have
o)

(n) (((n) B
Kifl(tt(')fh 1( ) +S / - ]1{9<20M 1u( )Ent() t(i=1) 1ogf(i=1) (n)W,, } i— l(du de) (323)

¢

+s
t() ht ()
n du, df).
t(”) {9<2a1 1#5 )(5+Ww7 1(£())) e oun—tG—1) 1ogf(i=1) (n )} i— 1( ) )

(i)

Let introduce the events

n) t()
D( / /]R+ {0<2a1 1#(") enf(H)—t(i=1) 1ogfG=1) ()@, }Nz 1(du d@) *0}
()

+s
(n) .__ t(i)—hyp HO) . _
B = {/tw {9<2m L) (e Wy 1 (£(4)))eMon—t(i=1) log"“*“(n)}NH(du’da) N 0}'
(i)

From (3.23) we obtain P(A™) > P(AM™ N C’E(")) > P(C’g(”) N DM N Eg")) It remains to show that
the right hand side converges to 1. From assuming Proposition 3.4 for trait ¢ — 1 it follows that
P(Cg(n)) — 1. Secondly we have

n—oo
10g9(¢—1)+1(

]P’(Dg")> :exp<7t~(i) " 2a1 i eV nt— 1w ) — 1,

n—oo

because t(i) — t(i — 1) = £(i — 1)/2 and also because ¥, can be chosen such that it satisfies both

¥, — oo and loga(i_l)ﬂ(n)\I/n\/né(ifl),uz(ﬁ)l — 0. Using a similar approach as in the computation
n—oo

n—oo

of (3.22) we get

b 20i_1 (nz(i D,
(E(")) exp [

>Elog9(i1)(n)e>\gse—hn1(i) log(n):| + & /OO &
0

ag Ao ag ap
N 20(1‘71 (né(i—l)uii)l) i .
e exp ( X (= + ws (4(0))) Tog" = ()0 (D18 ) gy
0
— 1,
n—oo

2041'_1( £(i— 1)#5")1) . 0(i—1) Aos 7h_1(i)log(n)
v (e + ww;—1(t(4))) log (n)erofe™tn T 0, because

log? (=Y (n)e=hn" (D10s(n) = exp(A(i — 1) log(log(n)) —log(n)h; 1 (i) = 0 by hypothesis on h,, (i), and

where Yw > 0,
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we apply the dominated convergence theorem to get

(n)

. £(i—1)
[e%s} A 2oy, 2&1_1< H; ) . 1.
/ 0 20, (,3 exp ( _ (E + wwi,l(t(i))) IOgO(zfl)(n>e>\ose—hn1(2) log(n)>dw
0 @0 Ao

o9} )\ A
0 _2ao
— —e @0 "dw = 1.
n—oo Jo Qo

Finally we have proven that P (A(”)) T 1, which concludes the proof. O

Step 2: Convergence to 0 of (3.17): In the next Lemma we show that in the time interval
[t(i) — h, (i), t(i)], the size of the mutant subpopulation of trait i does not achieved any power of n.
We control its growth by the factor ¥, (i) log? =V (n), with a well chosen function 1, (i). Heuristically
what happens is that the total number of mutant cells of trait ¢ issued from a mutational event up
to time ¢(7) is of order O(logg(i_l)(n)). Moreover with the remaining time for the lineages of these
mutant cells to grow we succeed to control the size of the mutant subpopulation of trait ¢ by at most

Vlog(n loge(l 1) ). Consequently dividing by any function ,, (i) satisfying \/W = o(1), (7)) the
asymptotic limit is O

Lemma 3.7. Let i € N, h,(i) = log(log(n)h))g((gl)Jr%(i) where ¢y, (1) = oo such that ho (1) 00

(i) = oo such that y/log(n) = o(¥n(i)), s € R and e > 0. For i > 2 we prove that if Proposition
3.4 1is true for i — 1 then

_ z™ (t(") +5)

>¢e) — 0. 3.24
te[t6)—ha (9,1(0)] ¥ () 1og" "D (n) 76) 2

n—oo

For i =1 we prove (3.24) without condition.

Proof. We start by showing the same result considering the more restrictive condition log(n)e“""(” =

o(¥y (7).

Step 1: Let v, (i) satisfying the previous equation. For all ¢ € [t(i) — hy, ' (i), t(i)] we have

n n _ (") (n)
Z(") (t(") + s) 7" (’H(tn) +5)67/\5 H(6s) Z(n)( (n) + s)e A (t<i>—h;1<i>+s)
_ i t(z) Ryt (4) (3.25)
1—1 . n n .
1bn( )log )(TL) ’(/J () loge(zfl)(n)e—,\i )(i )+5)
) (o s
Z( )(f% hot) T8¢ : (t<> hyt <>+)
+ (n) (4(n)
¥n(3) log? ™ (n)e ™M (€ 4s)
t(n)+s (n) 7/\(n) (n)
" n n ¥ 2 i— i uZ»_ d
M (€ 4 5) — M (¢ E(; T I Qi i1 (w)du

= +
P (i) log? D ()N (¢ (4+5)
(n) (4()
2 Gt )

) NORG .
Un(i)10g? TV (n)e 7 et o)

(i) log? D (m)e (6 +s)

+
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It allows to write

zm (tt") +s)

]P’( sup - — > 35)
te[t(i)—hn " (i),t()] ¥n(2) log” =1 (n)
(n) (((n) () (¢(n)
M (6" + ) — M;™ (¢, n=t T s)
<P sup ‘ ‘ > 5) (3.26)
. 1. . . 0(i—1) —_am (t(w')—&-s)
te[t(i)—hn ' (i),t(3)] V(i) log (n)e i\t
(n) .
C a2
. —1,., T8
+ IP( sup t)—hit () — > 5) (3.27)
te[t(i)—hn ' (),t(9)] Un (i) logﬂ(i—l)(n)e—ki (tt +s)
(n) (¢(n)
2" by n iy T9)
4P sup 2 > 5). (3.28)
te[t(i)—hn ' (),t(5)] U (1) 1og9(’:_1)(n)e_/\i t—t(i)+hiy L ()
We have (3.28) < IP’(Zi(n) (tiz))ih_l(i) + s) > 1), because one necessary condition for fulfilling the
interesting condition is that there is at least 1 mutant cell of trait ¢ at time () 4+ s. Then

t(i)—hn ' (1)

applying Lemma 3.6 gives that (3.28) converges to 0. The convergence to 0 of the term (3.27) is given
by applying the following Lemma. Notice in particular that (1, (i), h,(i)) satisfies the condition of
this lemma.

. N log(n) . .
Lemma 3.8. Leti € N, h,(i) = log(log(n))g(i_l)wn(i) where oy, (1) e such that hy, (i) 0%,

W (7) e such that log(n) = o(n(i)hn(i)), and s € R. For i > 2 we prove that if Proposition 3.4
n oo

is true for i — 1 then

tﬁn)_;'_s n) _ <n)u n
fgn‘) L 4s 2041'71/%('—)16 A Zi(—)l(u)du
P swp WO — >c) — 0. (3.29)
DR DHO] (i) log? D (mye M (67 ) noee
For i =1 we prove (3.29) without condition.
Proof of Lemma 3.8. Let
" +s (1) —A(My y(n)
(n) 20y e Z;~y (u)du
aﬁ") =k G)
: , 3 (0
(i) 1og? @D () (47 +9)
Our aim is to prove that for all e > 0
JP( sup a{™ gs) Y (3.30)
teft(i)—hn (i).(0)] nTreo

(i) Case i = 1: We have

A () s

(n) (n) —ou
a;, = 2y | W 4+ (e " Zo(u) — W
t ’l/)n(].) t(") ot 0t |: ( 0( ) )
t(M)—hy t(1)
n (n) _\(mY,,
+ (e_’\[g >“Zén)(u) —e_’\O"Zo(u))}e(Ao Av) du.
Let us set
B(") -—{ su —Xou 7 _ 7>\[()n)u (n) =~
s = p le o(u) —e Zy ()| <€g,
uwER+
Cpzi= { sup e 2% Zy(u) — W| < 5}.
u€[x,00)
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According to Lemma 3.1 and by definition of W (see (3.5)) we both have that ]P’(Bén)) — 1 and
n— oo

]P’(C’\/m g) — 1. Then for n large enough under the event Bén) N C’\/@ = we have

n—oo
agn) < 200 (nt(l)u(()n)) (W + 28)1,,,

A () (n) (n)
, ¢ Ao—A
Q7)) g e( 0o )udu. In the case A\; < \¢ we have that

where [, := TN IrUON "i:l,;)>_h,;1(1>+s
M (t+s) e(,\ofAY") (4+s) oMot Ao os
"R Rh w@0e A S e -ay O
In the case A1 = A\¢ remembering that )\gn) =)Ao — 2041,u§n) we obtain
e,\os€*2aw§") (f§")+s) 62a1u§") (t§”>+8> B 620‘“‘5”) <ti?1))—h;1(l)+s>
In = V(1) 2a1ugn) (3.32)
eros 1 — e_QQWEMti?ﬁ(lnh;lm
- Pn(1) 20[1#&")

< e*os log(n)
B wn(l)hn(l))‘o’
where for the last inequality we use both that tii)t(thgl(l) < log(n)/(hn(1)Xo) and the following
(n

equation applied with a = 2a; 13 )>0and z = tii)t(l)+h,1(1)

efax

1—
Yx > 0,Va > 0, — <z (3.33)

In any case, since W is a finite random variable (see (3.6)) we find (3.30).
(ii) Case i > 2: Assume Proposition 3.4 is true for ¢ — 1. We have P (B(n)> — 1 with

€ n—oo

7" (6 + 5)

nv—t(i—1) gros loge(i—l) (n)

B .= { sup ’ - sz‘—l(v)‘ < g},
ve[t(i)—hn ' (0),4(3)]

Using the change of variable u = £ + s and that t(i—1) =t(i) — €(i — 1), notice that
(n) ()
(n) B e)\i (tt +s> t

a7 20,1 (n'CD ™)
K Y ()0 D Sy n ( %

AR (t(un) +5) e(AO—A§”>) (¢ +5) log(n)

: , dv.
nv=ti=1)eros Jog? = () Ao v

Using that w;_1 is a non decreasing function it comes that under the event Bén)
A1)

%(i)nt(i) ¢ +s
(i) —hp (i)

Using similar computations as in (3.31) and (3.32), it follows (3.30). O

, IO
af™ < 20,1 ("I (W, (#3)) + 2) o)y,

Now we will prove that (3.26) converges to 0. We start by introducing two lemmas, whose proofs are
found in the Appendix, allowing to control in expectancy both the size of any mutant subpopulation
and the quadratic variation associated to the martingale Mi(n). First, a natural upper bound on the
mean of the growth of each mutant subpopulation can be easily obtained. This is stated in the next
Lemma.
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Lemma 3.9. For alli € Ny and for all u >0

E[Zi(") (u)} < C’iugiue(i)e)‘ou,

i )
with M(n) . .Hll‘;‘i)l and C; := H;:l 20@-,1(]1{,\].:%} + IL{,\j<,\0}ﬁ).
= .

Notice that there are 3 interesting components. The first one is the mutational cost to get such
mutant cells encoded via the term ,ué; )l Then the second one is given by the contribution over time
of all neutral mutations in the path to the considered mutant subpopulation. And the last one is
simply the exponential growth at rate )y given by the wild-type subpopulation. Second, using both
the expression of the quadratic variation of the martingale associated to a mutant subpopulation given
in Equation (3.15) and the previous Lemma 3.9, a natural upper bound on its mean is obtained and

summed up in the next lemma.

Lemma 3.10. Let 0 < tﬁ") <ty and s € R. It exists N € N and C(i) > 0 such that for allm > N we

have
s (e(n 0(3)
(n) (n) L () el +9)" () | 60
E[<Ml >t§;)+s_<M >t(">)+s} gc(z)ﬂ&i[l{/\i:ko} e (ti +5)

(2)\7;7)\0) ((:5;12) JrS) ):|

. (]1{)\0>2/\i}6( 0=2Xi )( +S) + ]1{)\0 —2),; }(t,(g ™) + S) + ]1{)\ <Ao<2X;}€

- Aot .
Now we can prove that (3 26) converges to 0. Using that log? "V (n) = ¢"* na' e~ one can

rewrite for all ¢ € [t( ) — hy;1(i),t(i )]

M -G
(i) log? =D (m)e " (57 +9)
M () M ()
_ (Y ) - (t() 1(‘)+S)
wn(i)e—%(i)e(’\o ) enst <>67’\5n)( co-h7 (1)+s) ()

1 O 2
,)\En))ti?t(i)Jrh;l(i)eiAEn) Qi?pn;l(iﬁs) |

<

dn(e-rrel

Ao A ()
In the case A\; = A\g we simplify the denominator using that e( o ) t—t()+h ') > 1. Then we apply

Doob’s inequality to the martingale (Mi(n) (t§") + s) — M(n) (ti?)) ho1(0) + s))t>t(i), and we use that if

M is a square integrable martingale then E[(M (t) — M(s))?] = E[M2( ) — M?(s)] = E[(M); — (M),].
It follows that

Mi(n) (ttn) +5) — M(n) (t(”) +5)

t(i)—hy ' (4)
(3.26) < IP’( sup ‘ > 6)
] = ] _am (t(n) +S)

te[t()—ha ' (5),(3)] Yn(D)e=nde 1 Viw-nato

4 2 "(<n>> i) 2A

e " We (n) (n)

]E[ M — (M™Y. }

g2y (i)e2en () (o > G+ < >i()> it T8

Applying Lemma 3.10 at times t§"> = t(i) — h; (i) and ty = t(i), it exists a constant C' = C(s,i,¢)
(that may change from line to line) such that

062W1L(i)

e (A (R )

. <
(3.26) < o
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Notice that

nt(z (n) Hné(J 1)#(_) . H“J | < 0. (3.34)

n—00
Jj=1 Jj=1

Then for n large enough, and remembering that 6(i) = (i — 1) + 1 we have

1 Pn (Z)
ogmer®)

B o

according to the scaling of ¥,,(¢). In the case A; < Ag, using the Maximal inequality, see [36], Chapter
VI page 72, applied to the supermartingale

(3.26) < C

| M (G 4 5) = M)+ s) |
%(i)e*@n(i)eoo A(n))tin)mwhn (1)67/\571)( pmnzt m“) =

it follows

(n) (((m) s
36’\ (ttm hpt <>+)
sup Fm @), (3.35)

(3.26) <
ePn (e ety —nr i)20)]

TP G D (n) () } ~
where f(™(t) ;= ¢ +rnt OB [(M; >t(n>+s (M >t(n> +S] . According to Lemma
¢ t(D)—hy ()
3.10 applied with tﬁ”) =t(i) — h,; (i) and t3 = (i) we have that
1 6 (i) Ao )\(") (n)
s ) < O + o) FeLT ) (3.36)

teft(i)—ha ' (),4(3)]

_20(m) Ag=2x; (n) 1 )\o—AEH) t(n») L
.(1{A0>2)\i}e Pe 2 é+]1{)\0:2>\i}(tt(i)+8)2e ( )"“’)"”" @

*20 (n) Ai=Ag
+ Lini<xo<2n )€ W=kt eT T2 s).

(n) . Aot(™ ; _
Combining (3.35), (3.36), (3.34), and using that ¢*'t® = '@ and e it = 1og? =Y (n)een( ag
well as 8(i — 1) = (i) it follows

Ce?n() (n ] 1 0 xg.(m) t(">
(3.26) < 512 0 i s(nt(z)ugz)z (f(()) +S) 7, R e 20tz
A0 (n)  xg— 2,\

: (]1{)\0>2/\i}€ te

1 —(Ag—At™
Lo () +8)7e oo

—20 () aa-ag
—+ ]]'{Ai<AO<2Ai}e t(i)—hn (i) e ) 5)

Cern() o) e~ #n() N T

(n

< mlog 2 (n)<]l{xo>2,\i}W + Lyng=2x,) logZ (n)e hl()
>\20 t(n)
+ ]l{>\i<)\0<2>\1‘,}€ P ))

<% (1 ! +1 Viog(n)e™ £l
s E’l/)n(l) ( {)\0>2A }log 9(1)( ) {)\0 20, } Og )
— 0,
n—oo

according to the scaling of v, (7).
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Step 2: Let 1, (i) satisfying /log(n) = o 1/)” ) but such that log(n)e?"®) # o(y2(i)). Let @y, (i)
such that log(n)e?»(®) = o(¢2(i)) and deﬁne hn(i) == log) ______ Tp particular notice that

S Tog(log ()0 (i~ 1)+ 7 ()
hin (i) > hy(i). We have

IP( sup Z(n) (t(n) +5) > )
e ft(i)—hn (5).4()] P (D) 10g” D (n)

<P sup Zi(") (tg”) +5) > e)
te[t(i)—hn ' (i),t()) —hn ' (1))
Z(n) t(”) +s
+P sup . (te(i—1)) > ),
te[t(i) R (i),t()] Yn(i)1og (n)

where the first term of the right hand side converges to 0 according to Lemma 3.6 and the second from
Step 1 of this proof. O

Step 3: Convergence to 0 of (3.18): Applying similar computations as in (3.25), notice that
for all t > (7)

Zi(n) (tgn) +5) - Mi(n) (tﬁ") +S) _Mi(n) (tEZ)) +S)
nt=t1og" D (n)eros i) 1og9(i)(n)e(A0_A§n)) (7+5)
ti’”+s (7) (n) ()N AWy
et At o g
+
=) 10g°® (n)e (R0=20) (67 +) logo(i)(n)e(A A, )erg
Then it allows to write
Z (¢ +
]P’( sup ’ tit(f (to(i) S))\ —Wwi(t)‘Z?)e)
te[t(i),r] | nt—t() log”'" (n)eros
(n) (,(n) (n) (”)
MM (E™ 4 5) — M (7
§IP’( sup (t ) ( i) ) 25) (3.37)

et 9 10g? (n)e (o=AM) (KM +5)

(n) n
tts 20&1 Lu(") Z(n)( ) 7)\5 )udu

O
+]P>( sup ’ o —— 7Wwi(t)'zs> (3.38)
telt@). 1) 1) 10g0<i>(n)€(xow ) (67 +5)
700 (¢
(s : (tu)(n) <)n) >c). (3.39)
telt(@T] 1og?() (e (02 )E o) 208

We are going to show that (3.37), (3.38) and (3 39) converge to 0 when n goes to infinity. Concerning

the term (3.37), we use first that Ao > )\5 to sunphfy the denominator. Then we apply Doob’s
inequality to the martingale ( () (ttn + 8) ( + s)))t>t(i) to get that
MO 4 5) — M () + 5)
(3.37) < ]P( sup ’ — ‘ > ) (3.40)
te[t(i),T) n~t@ log”" (n)
 £2]pg?0® (n)ERMl >f(T")+S - (M) %“}
Applying Lemma 3.10 at times tg") = t(¢) and to = T we obtain that
_)\Os(t(n') + S)@(i) (n)
(n) (n) € t(i) He,i
E[<Mz >t<T”)+ <M > E?))-i-s] <C nt() (3.41)
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Then combining (3.40) and (3.41) we get

M((Z") (t,(fn) +5) — M™ (tiz)) +s)

7

]P( sup — -
telt(@). 1] | —1(i) loga(i)(n)e(AO’Ag DICRED)

>e)

e 4 ,
< 4Ce f\o (tt(i)+8)9(’)nt(i)u(n) 0,
= £210g%W (n) \ log(n) o

n—oo
as (i) > 1 since the vertex ¢ is assumed to be neutral. It ends the proof of the convergence to 0 of
(3.37). The term (3.38) converges to 0 according to the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.11. Leti € N, T > (i), s € R and ¢ > 0. For i > 2 we prove that if Proposition 3.4 is
true for i — 1 then

(n)

ty ' +s (n) 7)\(‘71)“ (n)
f(m 20, qp; e N 27 (u)du
LTS

P( sup

AT - Wwi(t)‘ > 6) — 0. (3.42)
te(t(i),T) n—t) 1Og9(i)(n)e<)\07)\§ ))(tg )Jrs)

n—oo

For i =1, we prove (3.42) without condition.
A (g
Proof of Lemma 3.11. Let ¢, (t,s) := e()\o & )(tt * ) and

(n)

t, ' +s (n) (n)
f(tn) 20, 1p; e N 27 (u)du
t )+s

agn) — (i

n=t® log? @ (n)e, (¢, s)

Our aim is to prove that for all € > 0, ]P’(supte[t(i)’T]
(i) Case i = 1: We have

aE") — Wwi(t)‘ <e) — L

n—oo

(1 € 4s
(e ) - e zp)) | O
Let for all ¢ > 0
B = { sup e Zo(w) — 20 ()] < £
ueR+

Cpzi= { sup e % Zo(u) — W| < 5}.

According to Lemma 3.1 and by definition of W (see (3.5)) we both have that ]P’(Bén)) — 1 and

n— oo
P(C\/@,g) T 1. Notice that when A\; < A9 we have the following bound
(n)
1 tts NN 1 o (t,8) — en(H(1 1
/ G(AO >\1 ) du — (n) & ( S) C ( ( )’S) S , (3.43)
enlts) S Mo — A ealt, s) Yo — i
and that when A\ = Ay we have the one
(n) _(x ,/\(m){(n)
1 ty s IO 1— ( 0—=Ay t—t(1) N
- ()\0 A1 ) du = € - < ti—)t(l)’ (344)
Cn (t7 S) tg?l))Jrs AO - )\1

where for the last inequality we use (3.33) applied with a = Ag — )\gn) = 2a1,u§n) >0and z = tir_l)t(l).
(n)

Tt follows that for n sufficiently large (such that tay+s 2> log(n)) under the event Bé") N C\/logT -
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we have that

t(1) ") +s ()
e [ o
log™ " (n)en (t) Je7) +s
n 1 1
< 200 (n' D pg") (W + 22) (1{A1<Ao}m + I{Alzxo}ro(t - t(l))>7

since 0(1) = 1yx,—x,}- By definition w, (t) = 2040#0(1{/\1<A0}ﬁ + IL{M:)\O})%O(t —#(1))). It implies
that

wi (t)

a§") —Wuw(t) < 0

W(nt(l)u(()n) _ Mo) 1 CF,

where C' > 0 is a constant sufficiently large.
Introduce the event Dé") ={ sup |mw(nt(1)ué") — )| < ). Tt satisfies P(Dé")) o1
tefer),r) M n—s00

(n)
0

because W is finite almost surely, n'(!)u — g0 and wy(t) is bounded from above on [t(1),T].
n— oo

Under Bén) N C\/logT,Em D we have for all t € [t(1),T]

al™ — Wwi(t) < (C+1)E

With similar computations one can also obtain that under Bé") NnC /o) 2 N Dé")

sup o™ — Wwi(t)| < (C + 1)E,
te(t(1),T]

(n)
_N DY

log(n),e

and choosing & > 0 such that (C' + 1)& < & we deduce that under the event Bén) ncC

sup o™ — Wwi (t)] < e.
te(t(1),T]

n—oo

It concludes the case i = 1 because P(Bén) N C\/@ gﬂ Dén)) — 1.

(ii) Case i > 2: Assume Proposition 3.4 is true for ¢ — 1. In particular we have IP’(B;")) — 1

n— oo
v (n) (4(n)
n Zlil . + s B
Bé ) .= { sup ’ - 1( v - .)71 — Wwiﬂ(v)‘ < 5}.
velt(d),T) | nv—ti=1)glos Jog (@ )(n)

Using the change of variable u = " + s and that t(i—1) =t(i) — £(i — 1) yields that

' } 20 (o |
aﬁ") :/ 2011’—1(71[(271)#1(47_1)1) ,1_1({@ Z?i) en(v, 5) log(n) dv.
£(4) nv—tli=Deros 1og? M (n) cnlt,s) Ao

Notice that when \; < Ag we have that 8(i—1) = (i) and when A\; = \¢ we have that §(i—1) = 0(i)—1.
In addition we use that v — ¢, (v, s) and w;_1 are non-decreasing functions and then applied similar
computation as in (3.43) and (3.44) replacing the index 1 by i to find, under Bén), that

aEn) < 2a;_ 4 (n“i’”ufﬁ)l)
. [IL{AKAU}VVU;\%(&):_E + IL{AFAO}W%O /t;) (wi—1(v) +€) dv].
By definition (see (2.3) and Remark 2.4)
w;—1(t) 1/t

wi(t) =201 4i—1 <]].{,\j<)\0}m + I{A":AU}TO o wi71(u)du).
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It follows that under the event C( " {W|n i=1) (") —pi—] < s} we obtain that for all ¢ < T’

n 1
al™ — Wuw,(t) < 20, [1{)\1<>\0}m

+1 1 ' wi—1(u)du + T(né(ifl) (n) ))|E
{A1=)\0} )\0 t(l) i—1 luz_l g

(wi,l(T) + (né(i—l)ugf_b) ))

< Cg,

where C is a positive constant depending only on the parameters and on 7' but which is independent

from n. Recalling that n‘¢—1) ,ugri)l converges and that W is finite almost surely (see (3.6)) we obtain

that CES") satisfies ]P’( EE")) — 1.

n—oo

Then choosing &€ > 0 such that Cg < e, we have shown that under Bén) N Cén)

sup a,E”) Wuw;(t) < e.

te(t(e),T)
With similar computations one can also obtain that under B N C(")

sup |a£n) —Wuw;(t)| <e.
teft(i),T)

We conclude the proof with the fact that P(Cén)) — 1 and IP(B(”)) — 1 by the induction

n—oo n—oo
assumption. O
Since g > )\En), the term (3.39) satisfies
(n) (¢(n) (n) (¢(n)
P( sup 2" (i) +9) AN <W>5) .0
te[t(i),T] loge(i)(n)e(’\of’\gn))fﬁiu)6,\05 B log?@ (n)eros — /) n—oo

where the convergence is obtained applying Lemma 3.7 with 1, (i) = log(n)e*** which is possible
because assuming vertex ¢ to be neutral gives that (i) = 6(i — 1) + 1.

This ends the proof of Proposition 3.4 (i). Let us now deal with Proposition 3.4 (ii).

(ii) Deleterious case: Assume that A; < Ag. Let 0 < 77 < T5. Applying similar computations
as in (3.25), for all t € [Ty, T»] we have

2" (G0t s) M0+ s) = M (GG + 5)

nt log 0(d )( )eros ni%t(i) (AU—)\EM) (tgn)+s> loge(i)(n)

t(z)+t+‘5 (TL) 7)\('05 (n)

. 20 Z; 1 (s)ds 7(1) (((n)
fi(z)ﬁ' - 1(5) i (tt(z) + S)

A<n> N

2 (=2 (17 4) log”@(n) 'R e2os log® ()
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Then it allows to write
(n) (((n)
Z" (¢ e+ 8)

nt 10g9(i)( )6)\05

P( su —le(()+t)‘23e)
te[Th,Ts]

(n) (4(n) )
- IP’( wp M (4 +8) = MV (40 + ) ’ N 5) 1)
e - Ai(‘o) ) o (Jo =) (67+5) log?® (n)
tin) s n) (n)s n
ftui)): 20!2'71/15 )16 A Zi(_)l(s)ds
* P( ey A )> () = Wuw;(t(i) + t)‘ > e) (3.46)
LTl =210, 205 o (30 A) 100800 ()
Z(n) t<n_) s
+P(—; wa( 0 >¢) (3.47)
0% .
nTl X0 e¢los log(f(i) (’I’L)

For the convergence to 0 of the term (3.45), we use first that )\En) < A; < Ag to simplify the denominator.
Mi(n)( EEL)>+f+S) ™ (fi??:)>+5)

Then we apply the Maximal inequality to the supermartingale (n_%f( 9, (o=2i)(¢ M g (m) >0 to
obtain
MO ED g - ™ 4
IP’( sup jm)( t(i)+t ) ( t(z ) ) > E) (3.48)
LT Te] | = Ht(i) (Ao A" (67 +s) log”® (n)
A (1) M) s
< P( sup i . ( t(1)+t ) o ( (1) ) ) > E)
telTy, o] | =35t (o=2o) (1 +3) 1og”® (n)
e~ (MomA)s ) S \/ (n) ()
<—————n%"" sup n %o E[ M;™) (o — (M;™) ) }
log?® (n) te[Ty, ] < >tt(z>+t"‘g < z TS
Applying Lemma 3.10 at times tgn) = t(i) and to = £(¢) + t we obtain that
]E[ M™Y G — (M ] 3.49
\/ < i >ti(>)+t+s < i >t(( ) +s ( )

n 0() n Ap—2X; Ag—2X0; 2)\
< C(ti( i)+t + S) : Né@,z ’ I:]l{)\0>2)\i}n 7xo - (0 Ht)

2>‘i_)‘0t(i) _ 22X
Jr]l{)\u 2)\}m+ ]l{)\ Do<2a 3N X0 e 7 }

For all ¢ € [T}, T] we have the following auxiliary computations that will be used to get the result

Moo hi An_2A; nt(z)u(n)
 AEE() M((g)z”_to*i‘)” ot (HD+) < T&’, (3.50)
n—z
i), ()
2ig(4 n) —tlo—Xi nt(l)'u®,i
I{Aozzxi}”*ot() “((zo,z” T N
n-—=
i), ()
Xi s Y o= 22 nt(l)u G
3ot l‘éa)z R T e 1) < e
0
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Then combining (3.48), (3.49) and (3.50) we obtain

]P( “up M(n) (tgzlz))ﬂ +5) - M( )(t’(f?l)) +5) ‘ > z—:)
el (AO-A@) (t£m+s) 1og?® (n) >

3C e~ Po—Xi)s T PREvESY .
= Sl () (t(l);—gz ) o) n3 O ) (L0 O
te[T1,Tz]

Ao—2X; _ 22— _2Xi=Xo
€ 2 + 1{)\0 2 } )+t +s+ 1{)\ <Ao<2X; }n 2o e 2 :|

306 (Ro—Xi)s ( l)JrTz ) nt(l (n)
Eloge(z)m( log(n He.i
A0 =22 f(n) +s _2M-Ag
e 2 ¢ t(3)+T: e z
(]l{Ao>2)\ y—— T Lpo=2n }7312 + Lo <xo<2ni} TSy )
nz n—z n't
— 0.
n—oo

The term (3.46) converges to 0 according to Lemma 3.11. The convergences to 0 for the term (3.47) is

2

—X;
obtained by applying Lemma 3.7 with ¢, = n %6 "0, This ends the proof of Proposition 3.4. [

3.2.2 Uniform control on the parameter s

In this subsection we will prove (2.5) and (2.6) in the case of the mono-directional graph from Propo-
sition 3.4 using an idea from [32], Lemma 3. Define ul™ := ¢ + 1Zg(n> Ao such that ™ + s = t(@w + M.
Notice that :
) 2M
<
~ log(n)

Deleterious case: We start by showing (2.6). We will use that

0<t—ul®

Mo (3.51)

nt loge(i) (n)e)\os _ nug”) loge(i) (n)eAgM'
It gives that
(n) (((n)
(l)+t+5) Z’L (t()+ (")+M)

‘ 20 ()

Tkt Ty t‘<‘
ntlog”® (n)eos wilbl) +8)] <

_ (1(i (M’
n" log”® (n)eroM W (t(0) + ™)

+WV%MKQ+¢)7wAKD+U?U#
w;(t(7) 4 -) is a polynomial function hence it exists C; > 0 such that for all t < T3 and s € [-M, M]

o
log(n)’

i (£() + 8) = wi(#(3) + u) | < (3.52)

due to (3.51). Let 0 < Ty < Ty, then for n sufficiently large such that ul™ > Ty for all (t,s) €
[Ty, T3] x [-M, M] we have

Z" (), + s ZWE M
‘(9( AR ) — Ww;(t(i) + t)‘ < sup ’ ( Z( Jhe ) — Ww; (t(i) + z)
ntlog?@ (n)eros ve[Ty,1,) ' N" log @ (n)eroM
Ci
W gy
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Hence we get for n sufficiently large

° t(i)+t
]P sup [ A S — le + " ‘ 2 %
( s€[—M,M] te[Ty,T»] ' nt loge(z) (n)eros (t(i) ) )
Z(") (n) M 1
<P( sup ‘ i (;((1))+z ) — W, (t ()+x)‘ Ze)+P<W2€L5(”)>’ (3.53)
a:e[ThTz] n® log ( ) AoM C,

from which (2.6) is obtained. Indeed the first term of (3.53) converges to 0 according to Proposition
3.4 (ii) and the second term of (3.53) converges to 0 since W is finite almost surely (see (3.6)).
Neutral case: We now show (2.5). We have

AR (ttn) + 3)
(n) (((n)
‘7 = Wawi(t )‘ < ety -nit ()} i (tugm +M) + Lricfiy-nit @)y (3:54)

2" (0, + M

ZM () + M) )
" P — (™
. Us : + 1 1 . ‘ e(t(l)—us )log(n) _ w; ¢ ’
¥n (i) 1og? D (n) {t>t(i)} { ( ><t(z)} —loge( (myerot Ww;(t)

Zf”) (€0 + M)
™ —1(i) 1og?(®) (n)eroM
As in (3.52), it exists C; such that for all (¢, s) € [0,T] x [-M, M]

C.
w;(t) — w; (u{™)| < og(n)’

In the case ¢ > t(i) and ul™ < (i), we have that (i) — u" < ;
that ({0 =) 1os(m) < 2MXo NMoreover w; (us & )) = 0, because wz( ) = 0 for all s € [0,%(7)], implies

according to the latter inequality that w;(t) < 5 ( . Combining these arguments it follows that

—|—]l{u —le(ugn))‘ —|—]l{ W‘wi(t)—wi(ug”))‘.

u{M>t(i) }

/\0 which in particular implies

() (4(n)
Z;" (¢ + M)

(n)

A 20 ¢
log (’)( JeroM 1og?® (n) log(n)

Finally using (3.54) and (3.55) we obtain for all (¢,s) € [0,T] x [-M, M] that

(t(@)—u{™)log(n) _ Wwi(t)‘

ZM (Y + M)

ZM (" +
‘% — Wwi(t)‘ < sup ZZ-(n) (t;") + M)+ sup 5D
d; " (t,s) we[0,tD)—hi ' (3)) 2€[0,t(1)] ¥ (i) log™" ™ (n)
z" (Y + M 20, zM (Y + M
+ sup (9(2) ) Ao M —+ 1 + sup ‘ ~ ) ( 0(74) ))\ v; — le(x)‘
zelot()]  log"\(m) 0g(n)  wefe(i),r) | n@=t® log? ¥ (n)ero

Then it follows that

| Z" (4" + )

IP’( sup sup - le(t)’ > 55)

s€[— M, M] t€[0,T] dg") (t, s)
7 + M
<P sup ZZ-(n) (t;”) + M) > 5) + IP’( sup- ( D) ) > e) (3.56)
2€[0,t(1) ' () 2€(0,4(i)] P (i) log (n)
Z(") (t(”) + M) elog(n)
+P( su ]—]>e +P(W > 3.57
(LE[O}?( i)]'e AoM lOge(Z ) ( 2C; ) ( )
ZM (Y + M
+ P( sup ‘ ( ) - sz(x)’ > 5) (3.58)
weft(i), 1] | =t log? @ (n)eroM
— 0,

n—oo

where the different convergences to 0 are obtained in the following way:
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Lemma 3.6 gives the convergence of the first term of (3.56),

Lemma 3.7 gives the convergence of the second term of (3.56) and the first of (3.57), where

in the latter case we apply Lemma 3.7 with v¢,, = e M log(n), which is possible because
(i) =0(i —1)+1,

for the second term of (3.57), we use that W is finite almost surely, see (3.6),

and Step 3 of the Neutral case of the proof of Proposition 3.4 is exactly the convergence of (3.58).

Finally we have proven Equations (2.5) and (2.6) in the particular case of the infinite mono-directional
graph.

3.3 First-order asymptotics of the mutant subpopulations in the random
time scale (Theorem 2.7 (ii))

In this subsection we will first show that the random time at which the total population reaches the
size n' behaves asymptotically as the random time at which the wild-type subpopulation reaches the
size n'. This result is obtained uniformly on the time parameter ¢, conditioning on {W > 0} and in
probability.

Proposition 3.12. Assume Equation (3.1), then for alle >0 and 0 < Ty < Ty

IP’( sup (n§") - at(n)) < E‘W > 0) — 1.

te[Ty, o) n—00

Proof. The proof will be done in two steps. We start by showing the result on a weaker conditioning.
Step 1: In this step we will show that for all 0 < §; < 09 and € > 0 we have

IP’( sup (n,gn) - a,f")) > 5‘(51 <W< 62) — 0. (3.59)

te[Tl,TQ] n— 00
Let 0 < §; < 69, then it exists M € RT such that

P(’%‘ gM‘(Sl <W<62) —1. (3.60)

For all £ > 0 introduce the event A" := {suprer, 1) (nt(n) - ort(")) > e}. Assume that it exists

e > 0 such that the sequence (IP’(A?)|§1 < W < 52))n6N does not converges to 0. It means that
it exists n > 0 for which it exists a subset N C N satisfying |[N| = oo such that for all n € N,
P(Ag") |61 < W< 52) > . For all £ > 0 introduce the event

i = (4 - BB <,

(n) ._
B: .—{ sup o

te[Ty,Ts)

which satisfies P(Bén)|61 < W< 52) — 1, according to Lemma 3.2. From this fact and because
n— o0

o™ < ™t > 0 almost surely, it follows that under Bé") we have 0\™) < 00, Vt € [T}, Tb). Moreover,
it also follows that underBé(!”) we have Z" (nt(”)) = n!,Vt € [T1,T5]. In particular under A it
exists t, € [Ty, T3] such that nt(:) — crt(:) > ¢, which implies that Zé") (at(:)) < nlne=?03 | because
otherwise using the strong Markov property, it would imply a contradiction with Ag"). Combining
these reasoning it follows that under Ag") N B(n)

- we have that

Z ZZ-(n) (aif)) = Zt(:t) (aif)) — Zén) (O't(:)) > pin (1 — eiAO%) =0 (nt") . (3.61)

i>1

But the result on the mutant subpopulations says exactly that due to the power law mutation rates
regime, the mutant subpopulations have a neglected size compared to the wild-type subpopulation.
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More precisely, under the event AQ”’ N Bén), using (3.60) and Proposition 3.4, we have

SZOE) < s 320 () (362
i>1 uElT1 ] >
< sup sup Zi(n) ) + s
€T}, tn] s€[—(M+8),M+E] ; ( )
< o(n').

There is a contradiction between (3.61) and (3.62) so we have proven (3.59) for alle > 0 and 0 < §; <
3.

Step 2: Using a similar method as in Step 2 of the proof of Lemma 3.2, one can show that for all
e>0

P(Agm

W>o) 0,

n— oo

which concludes the proof. O
In the following, we will prove the next proposition.

Proposition 3.13. Assume Equation (3.1), let 0 < Ty < Ty, M > 0 and € > 0.Take (pﬁ”)
defined in (1.2), then we have
(i) If \i = Ao

)teR+ as

2" (p" + 5)
d™(t,s)

- ]l{W>0}wi(t)’ > 6) — 0.

n—oo

P( sup sup
s€[—M,M] te[T1,T>]

(ii) If i < Ao

Zi(n) (P%H +5)

nt 1og9(i) (n)elos

~ Lwsoyui(t(i) + )| 2 ) — 0.

n—oo

IP’( sup sup
s€[—M,M] te[Ty,T>]

These results correspond to (2.7) and (2.8) in the case of the mono-directional graph. The proof
will be done assuming A; = A\g. The case \; < A\g can be done using similar reasoning, and is left to
the reader.

Proof of Proposition 3.13. Rewrite the quantity of interest as

2047 +5)

P sup sup
( d" (t,s)

SE[—M,M] te[T1,Ts]

- wi(t)ﬂ{w>o}’ > 6)

7 ()
< IP’({W > 01N { sup sup M

- wi(t)‘ > 5}) (3.63)

S€[— M, M] t€[T1,Ts) dl(.") (t,s)
+P({W =030 { K (o) + M) = 1 b { B (o) + M) > 1)), (3.64)

where for the term (3.64) we use that a necessary condition for the mutant subpopulation of trait i to
be strictly positive is that at least one mutational event from the wild-type subpopulation happened
before.

Step 1: The convergence to 0 of (3.64) follows from proving that

P({ sup K (t) = 0} m{ sup HV(t) = OHW - 0) L

teR+ teR+ n—00

Let us first show that P(sup,ep+ KM@ > 1{W =0) — 0. Notice that almost surely for all ¢ € RT

n— oo

t
KM () < K™ (1) - /O /R o 2oy Vol 00,
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because almost surely for all ¢ € RT we have Z, (n)( t) < Zy(t). Then it follows that
P( sup K(n) >1‘W*0)<E[sup K(" /\IIW—O}
teR+ teR+
— 0,

n—oo

by dominated convergence. Indeed we have that for all w € {W = 0} it exists T'(w) € R* such that
for all ¢ > T'(w), Zp(t) = 0, and combined with u(n) — 0 it follows that it exists N(w) € N such that
n—00

for all n > N(w) we have sup,cp+ K™(t) = 0. One concludes the proof of Step 1 by showing that
P(supycp+ H(g") (t) > 1|W =0) —» 0 using a similar reasoning.
n—oo

Step 2: We are going to show in three steps that (3.63) converges to 0.
Step 2) (i): We start by showing that for all ¢ > 0 and 1 > 0 we have

() () oo
o sy A i)

W, (¢ ’>5‘W>n> — 0.

s€[— M, M] te[T1,Ts) dg") (t, ) n—0o
We have
]P’( sup pg)—tg)zMW>n>§IP’( sup ng)—(tg)—$>’2f‘w>n>
€Ty, Ts) €Ty, Ts) Ao 3
n| s M |log(W)| _ M
+ P sup (n) _ () > +P72—‘W> .
(te[Tl,TQ] P 3 ) ( Ao 3 77)

Let § > 0, using Lemma 3.2, Proposition 3.12 and the distribution of W given in (3.6) it exists M > 0,
N7 € N such that for all n > N;

> M’W > n) <0 (3.65)

(n) _ ((n)
-t
2

(s |

te[T,Ts]

Now we can apply Theorem 2.7 (i) Eq. (2.5) to get that it exists No € N such that for all n > N,

Zi(n) (tg") +s+51)
A" (t,5+ 51)

- Wwi(t)‘ ) < g (3.66)

IP’( sup sup sup
[—M,M] s1€[—M,M] te[Ty,Ts)

Consequently, using Equations (3.65) and (3.66) we have proven that for all 6 > 0, it exists N :=
max(Ny, Na) € N such that for all n > N

Z(n)( (n) +5) o [pi”)fti”)}

IP’( sup su d(")( 3

s€[—M,M] te[T1,T%]

- Wwi(t)’ > s‘W > 77) <4,

which ends Step 2) (i).
Step 2) (ii): Now we are going to prove that

27017 49

P sup sup
( d"(t,5)

s€[—M,M] te[Th,T%]

—wi(t)‘25W>n) — 0.

n— oo

Let § > 0 and 0 < £ < 7, according to Remark 3.3 Equation (3.13) and Proposition 3.12 one shows
that

3o (pM =)

P (Aén)|W > 77) >1- é, with Aén) = { sup |e

2 te(Th,Tx]

—W’ gg}.

Combined with Step 2) (i) it exists N € N such that for all n > N, we have that ]P’(Aén) N Bé") W >
77) >1— 6, where

Zi(n) (pgn) + s) o0 [pﬁ’”—tﬁ”] B Wwi(t)‘ < g}.

Bén) = { sup sup
[— M, M] te[Ty ,T5)



In particular conditioned on {W > 7} under the event Aé") N Bén) we have that for all ¢ € [T1, T3] and
for all s € [-M, M]
2" (" + )

~ (M)
—wilt) < G+ wi W) 8)
) (t) )

so that we can choose € arbitrarily small such that this upper bound is smaller than . By doing a

similar work for the lower bound we get that conditioned on {W > 1} under the event Aé") N Bé") we
have that for all ¢t € [T}, T3] and for all s € [-M, M]

Z" (" +s) wi(t) > — (14 wi(Th)) —— — 0.
(n) —F&
d;"(t,s) n—¢¢&=0

Consequently by taking an adequate € > 0 we have shown that it exists N € N such that for alln > N,
we have

26 +5)

IP’( sup su
d"(t,5)

s€[—M,M] te[T1,T%]

fwi(t)‘ ga]vv>n) >1-4.

POy
Step 2) (iii): Introduce the notation = { sup sup ’w
sel-M,MJte[Ty,To] % (59

complete the proof of Step 2 we will show that ]P’(C’s(") N{wW > O}) = 0. We have

—w;(t)| > e}. To

P(Cén)ﬂ{W > 0}) SP(CS” N{W > n}) YPO<W <7).
Using Step 2) (ii) we obtain that

nmsupp(c*g") N{w > 0}) <PO<W <7).

n—0o0

Taking the limit when n — 0 completes the proof. O
n—oo

4 First-order asymptotics of the mutant subpopulations for a
general finite trait space (Theorem 2.7)

As in Section 3 the sequence (Zq()"), v E V) neN is mathematically constructed using independent PPMs.
In the construction, each population of trait v is decomposed as the sum of subpopulations indexed by
the paths on the graph starting from trait 0 and leading to the trait v. An exact definition will be given
below. Notice in particular that due to cycles, there may be an infinite countable paths from trait 0
to trait v. Among wild-type individuals, we call primary cell population, denoted by (Z((g)) (t)) >0 Al

cells that have no mutant in their ancestors going back to the initial cell. It corresponds to Zén) in
the case of the mono-directional graph.

Definition 4.1 (Paths and neighbors). Define the set of all paths (of length at least 2) on graph V
starting from trait 0 as T'(V). For a trait v € V the set of traits from which a cell of trait v may
mutate to is defined as N(v) := {u € V : (v,u) € E}. For a path v = (0,--- ,v(k)) € T'(V) denote
the last trait v(k) visited by v and the sub path which do not visit this last trait as Yenq := (k) and
b

v :=(0,---,vy(k —1)). Introduce the set of the tuples of the paths on V starting from trait 0 associated
with one, respectively two, neighbors of the last trait of v as

Np := {(’77’0) HOlS F(V),’U € N(Vend)}’
Mr = {(v, (v,u)) : vy € T(V), (v,u) € N(Yenda) X N(Yend)}-
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Then introduce the birth, death and growth rate of any lineage of a cell of trait v as
2
A ) = a(@)(1- 7P W) with 7M@) = > a(w,u),
uweV:(v,u)eEE

B (v) = B(v) + a(v) > 1™ (v, w)p™ (v, w),

(u,w)EN (v)x N (v)
A () = 0l (0) — B () = A(v) — 20()E™ (v).
Let Ql(’o)(ds,dﬁ), QEZO) (ds,df), (Qy(ds,df)) ey (Qyw(ds,df)) . e n,. and

(Q'y,(v,u)(dsa d9)) (. (0,10)) € M be independent PPMs with intensity dsdf. The subpopulation of primary
cells is

t
(n)rpy . b
Z(o) (t) :=1 —i—/o - ]l{ggaw)(o)z((g)’(s—)}Q(O) (ds, df) (4.1)

t
_ a B (n)
/0 /w Locsozp) )1 Qo (ds: d0) > Higy .0y (®)

(v,u)EN(0)x N (0)

and for all v € T'(V)

t
(n)(4) .—
Z’Y <t) : /O /]RJr <]1{9<a(")(Vend)Z'(yn)(S_)} (4.2)

™ a0 (ena) 269 (=)0 (a0 <vmd>+ﬁ<vmd>)Z§“><s>}> Q- (ds, d6)

K™ )+ 20™ (" HY )
* 'Yv'Yend( ) * 77(7671«177671,(1) * Z ’75(7871,(15'”) + ’Y#(vv’yend) ( )

VEN (Yena) v#Vend
(n)
- > H 0w ®;
(v,u)EN (Yend) X N(Vend)

where V(v,v) € Np

t
(n) () .=
K»y,’u (t) = /0 /R+ ﬂ{OSQO&(’and)IJ«(n)(’Yendav)(lfﬁ<n)('Yend))Z-(\,n)(57)}Q’Y’v(d8’de)’ (43)

and V(v, (v,u)) € Mp

t
(n) —
H%(%u)(t) '_/0 /R+ ]l{eﬁa(%nd)u("’(’vend,v);ﬂ")(%nd,u)ZT)(f)}Q%(”’“)(dS’da)'

The process (Kﬂ(ﬂ? (t))te]w, resp. (Hﬂ(ﬁ{)vyu}(t) = H'(y,k)v,u)(t) + Hé?()u,u)(t))teR“ counts the number of
mutations up to time ¢ from the subpopulation indexed by 7 leading to exactly one mutant daughter

cell of trait v, resp. two mutant daughter cells of traits {v,u}. Hence the subpopulation of trait v € V
is Zz(,")(t) = Z((g)) () Lg=0} + 2 cp) ZS,")(t), where P(v) is defined in Definition 2.5.
Definition 4.2 (Limiting birth and death process for the primary population). Let (Z)(t))cr+ be

the birth-death branching process with rates a(0) and [(0) respectively, constructed in the following
way

t t
— b d
Z()(t) =1 +/0 /}R+ L{0<a(0) 2 (s)} Qo) (45, 40) —/O /]R+ L{6<5(0)2(0) (s} Qo) (45, d0).

Notice that with such a construction the monotone coupling ¥Vt > O,Z((g)) (t) < Zyy(t),a.s. follows.

Introduce the almost sure limit of the positive martingale (e_)‘(o)tZ(O) (t))te]N as

W= lim e M0 Z) (1), (4.4)

t—o0

whose law is W '’ Ber (%) ® Exp (%) , see [33], Section 1.1, or [34], Theorem 1.
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Lemma 4.3. It exits C(a(0),A(0)) > 0 and N € N such that for alle >0 andn > N

_ N C(a(0),A(0)) _
IP’( S Otz (1) — o= A Ot 7 (1) ‘ > 6) < ) ) (0 0
sup e () —e o (=€) < g ) —
Proof. Adapting the proof of Lemma 3.1 when ,uén) is replaced by (™ (0) gives the result. O

Introduce the stopping time 7\ := inf {ueR": Z((g)) (u) >n'}.

min £(0,v)
Lemma 4.4. For alle >0, (T1,T>) € R" and ¢, such that log(n) = o(p,) and ¢, = o(n*<N© )

we have log (W
IP’( sup ’Tt(n) — (tﬁ”) - og( ))‘ > £’W > O) — 0.

tE[T17T2 lo(g&)] )\(0) nreo

Proof. Following the proof of Lemma 3.2 when replacing Z(gn) and nt(n) by Z((g)) and Tt(") gives the

result. O

In the next definition, we are going to introduce an equivalence relation on I'(V). Two paths
are said to be equivalent if they are the same up to cycles (in particular cycles formed by backward
mutations are taken into account). More precisely, that there exists a minimal path, from which the
two previous paths are using all the edges, but potentially also some other edges forming cycles. The
aim of this equivalence relation is to say that among one class of equivalence, only the path with the
minimal length may contribute for the asymptotic size of the mutant subpopulation.

Definition 4.5 (Equivalence relation on I'(V')). We say that two paths y1 and 3 in T'(V) x T'(V) are
equivalent, and denoted by 1 ~ s, if and only if it exists v € T(V), and for all j € {1,2} it exists

0j {0,y =1} = {0, |yy] = 1)
i (g;(i), (7))
satisfying :
(1) Vi €{1,2},0;(0) =0, and 7;(|y| = 1) = || — 1,
(i) Vi € {0,---|y| = 1},Vj € {1,2}a,(i) <T;(i) and 7;(i) + 1 = g;(i + 1),
(iii) Vi € {0, |y| =1}, V5 € {1,2},7(i) = 7;(g;(2)) = 7, (@;5(9))-

Because the graph is finite, we have only a finite number of class of equivalence. For all path v € T'(V)
denote by [] its class of equivalence. For all class of equivalence, there is one natural representing
candidate which is the path with the minimum length and in the following we will denote it by . For
all v € V denote by C(v) the set of representing candidates of paths on P(v). Notice that |C(v)| < oo.
An illustration on an example of this definition is found on Figure 6.

We introduce the notion of the mono-directional graph associated to a path v in the following
definition.

Definition 4.6. The mono-directional graph associated to a path v = (0,v(1),--- ,v(k)) is the graph
(Vy, E,) where

V'y = {Oa’Y(l)a t ”Y(k)h
Ey = {(0,7(1)), (v(1),%(2)),- -+, (v(k = 1), (k) }.

In other words it is the graph composed of the successive subpopulations (Z((g))7 Z((g)v(l)), e ,Zf(yn)).

Now we have all the preliminary results and definitions to prove Theorem 2.7.
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7(0) n(D)! inm) 7(4) nG) 3 ()
MO O O ©)
a(3) 73(0) 73(1)  72(4) 72(5) " 13(4) 72(6)  v3(5)

Figure 6: Example of Definition 4.5: here the paths ~,7; and ~s, represented respectively in plain
blue, dashed red and dense dotted green, are equivalent. But the path v3, represented in sparse dotted
purple, is not equivalent to any of the other paths. In particular it is not possible to construct a
function o satisfying condition (ii) of Definition 4.5 for the path v3. We have that |y| = 4, |y1| = 9,
172l =7, and 71(0) = (0,0), 01(1) = (1,3), 01(2) = (4,4), 01(3) = (5,8), 52(0) = (0,3), 02(1) = (4,4),
0'2(2) = (5,5) and 0'2(3) = (6,6)

Proof of Theorem 2.7. We show Equation (2.5) and (2.7). The proofs of Equations (2.6) and (2.8) are
similar and is left to the reader.

Step 1: Let 4 a representing candidate of a class of equivalence. Our first step is to prove, using
the result of Section 3, that for all ¢ > 0

- qu(t)‘ > g) 0, (4.5)

n—oo

Z(”) t(n)+
IF’( sup sup %
s€[—M,M] te[0,T] fpres dﬁ (t,s)
where for all v € T'(V)
n L .
dg ) ._l{te[o’t(v)_hgl} + IL{'fe[t(v)—h;l,t(v))}w" log”™ =1 (n)
+ l{te[t(y),oo)}nt*t(v) log? ™) (n)e’\(o)s,

and w, is defined in (2.3). Notice that

70 ()
IP’( sup  sup w - Ww;(t)) > 8)
s€[-M,M]te[0,T] ' ST, d:y (t,s)
AN O
< IF’( sup  sup M - Ww;(t)‘ > s) (4.6)

s€[—M, M) t€[0,T] d%") (t,5)

+ Z IP’( sup  sup )%‘ 25) (4.7)

yeRNFrty<T  SEI-MMItE[D.T]
70 (™
AT,

o (4.8)

+ IP’( sup sup

SEEMMIEDT] e 7yt >T

The term (4.6) is converging to 0 applying Equation (2.5) to the mono-directional graph given by the
path 7, as proven in Section 3. The term (4.7) converges also to 0 since:

(i) the sum is on a finite set, because we are considering a finite graph with labels on the edges that
are strictly positive,

(i) and for each v € [J]\{7} we have t(y) > t(¥) by definition of the representative (see Definition
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4.5), which implies by applying Equation (2.5) on the mono-directional graph given by  that

Z(n)( (n)
IP’( sup sup f’ >5> — 0.
sE€[— M, M] t€[0,T] d (t, s) oo

The term (4.8) converges to 0 because

]P’( sup  sup Z Z,(Y") (tﬁ") +s) = ()) — 1. (4.9)
(=M MUEOT] e 30\ (F)et()>T A
Indeed we have for each v € [¥]\{7} satisfying ¢(vy) > T that
(n) (4(n) -
IP’( [sup sup Z (tt + s) 0) vl 1, (4.10)

— M, M] t€[0,T]

by applying Lemma 3.6 to the mono-directional graph given by ~. It remains to deal with the sum over
the set A5(T') := {v € 7]\{7} : t(v) > T'}. The easiest situation is when |A5(T")| < oo, since the result
follows directly. Such situation corresponds exactly to the case where there is no cycle on the graph
structure (V, E) for the vertices of 7. Now consider the case |A5(T")| = co. In this case even if for all
v € A5(T) we have Equation (4.10) it does not necessary mean that Equation (4.9) is automatically
satisfied. The result follows if one shows that it exists a finite subset B5(T') C A5(T) such that

IP’( sup  sup Z Z,(Y”) (tﬁ") +s) = O’E,(V")) =1, (4.11)
SEMMIEOT] e s (1)\ B3 (1)

with E,%n) = {supse[fM’M] SUPye0,7] ZVEB;(T) Zn(,n) (tﬁ”) +s) = 0}. Then we will show that Bs(T)
exists. [J] is composed of the paths where for each vertex v visited by 7, there may have a cycle
going back to v. Because there are only a finite number of vertices visited by 7 and that the label
on the vertices are strictly positive, it comes that the number of paths v € A5(T) where we have

to control the event that they do not have any cells up to time t 2 + M is actually finite and is
denoted by B5(T'). Indeed, for all paths v € A5(T)\B5(T) it exists a path v; € B5(T) such that

n)

cells from the subpopulation ZSY are cells that results from (potentially many) mutations of cells

of subpopulation ZSY?). Hence if one controls that with high probability there is no cell generated

(

up to time t; ) + M of the subpopulations indexed by ~ € B%n), which is actually the case because

B%") is finite, it automatically implies by the mechanistic construction of the process that under such
event, almost surely there is no cell of the subpopulations indexed by v € A%n)\B%n)7 which is exactly
Equation (4.11).

Step 2: In this step Equation (2.5) is proven. Notice that for v € A(v), where A(v) is defined in

Definition 2.5, we have dfyn) (t,s) = dq(]n) (t,s), and also v is the representing candidate ¥ of its class of
equivalence. In particular it means that »°_ c 4,y wy(t) = X 5cc(p)5e () W5 (1), where C(v) is defined
in Definition 4.5. Then the proof is obtained thanks to

(n) (((n)
IP’( sup  sup MfW Z w.y(t)’25>

sel-Mm e, dM (¢, s) eAw)

700 ()

< Z IP’( sup  sup ‘ % — qu(t)‘ > 5) (4.12)
SeC(naeAw) | SElEMMIteT] Som d2U (L, s)

n) n)

(" +

+ Z P sup  sup ‘ Z (n)t ) ’ > 5). (4.13)
FEC (v):FEA(v) s€[—M,M] t€[0,T] e dy(t,s)

Indeed, (4.12) converges to 0 by applying Equation (4.5) and because the sum is finite. And (4.13)
converges to 0 because the sum is finite and because for all ¥ € C(v),5 ¢ A(v) we have either ¢(7) > t(v)
or 0(%) < 0(v).
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Step 3: We are going to prove in this step Equation (2.7). Following the proof of Proposition 3.12
when replacing nt( m) by 7, () and where W is defined as in (4.4) instead of (3.5), we obtain that for all

0<T1<T2andforall€>0

IP’( sup (Tt(n) (") <€‘W>O) — 1.

te[Ty,Ts] n—roo

Indeed because the number of vertices in the graph is finite and due to Step 2 we have shown that the
total number of mutant cells Y-, ¢y 10y Zo (m (tg") + s) are negligible compared to the number of wild-

type cells Z((g))( " 4 s) for any time interval [T}, 73] allowing to perform the reasoning of (3.61) and

(3.62), such that it gives a straightforward adaptation of the proof of Proposition 3.12. By adapting
the different proofs from Subsection 3.3 we obtain that for all 0 < T3 <715, M >0 and ¢ > 0

Zl()")( (n) +$)
d(t, s)

IP’( [sup sup — ]I{W>O}wv(t)‘ > 5) — 0.

— M, M] t€[T}, 1)

5 Convergence for the stochastic exponents (Theorem 2.9)

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 2.9. Recall that (Zf,”), veV)
constructed in Subsection 4 (see (4.1), (4.2) and (4.3)).

Step 1: We start by proving Theorem 2.9 conditioned on {W = 0}. Let 0 < T} < T, we are going
to show that

nen 18 mathematically

]P’(Elv eV, sup XM(t) > O‘W - 0) —0 (5.1)
t€[T1 Tg] n—roo
Introduce 7(g) := inf {s € RT : Z5)(s) =0} and 7'(0) = inf {s € RT : Z((g))(s) = 0}. Conditioned

on {W = 0} we have T(((;l)) < To) < 00, as well as Z(g)(t) tends to 0 when ¢ goes to infinity, almost
surely. In particular one gets that for any function f(n) — oo and any € > 0, P (Z(O)(f(n)) > 5) — 0.
Because Z(g) is an integer-valued process, if one takes epsilon strictly smaller than 1, one has shown

that P (Z(0)(f(n)) = 0) — 1. In particular it gives that ]P)(T((Sl)) >T 1‘2\%07)1) |W =0) — 0. Moreover

we have nroo
n . () 5 log
P(aoe v, o X00)> o)W =0) <P(r > nSEH W =)
(n) (n) _
" P(uegvj(o) { igg K(OL "> O} (v,u)LéJN(o) { igg H(O) () > O}‘W o 0)' (5.2)

Using a similar approach as in step 1 of the proof of Proposition 3.4, see the proof of Lemma 3.6, we
prove that (5.2) converges to 0, which gives (5.1).

Step 2: Now we are going to prove the result of Theorem 2.9 conditioned on {W > 0}.
We begin with the initial phase using the following Lemma.

Lemma 5.1. By construction A = rr}\}? )(E(O, v)) > 0. Let 0 <& < &L, For all£>0
veN (0

X(g")(t) - )\Ot’ < 5} N { sup sup X(M(t) = OHW > 0) — 1.

IP’({ sup
tele,A1—e] veV\{0} te[e,A1—¢] n—00

Proof. Using a similar approach as in the proof of Lemma 3.6 just by adapting the situation, one can
prove that ]P’(supvev\{o} SUPye[e, A, —e] Z(") (t(")) O) — 1, from which it follows by definition of

n—
X™ that

IP( sup sup XM (t):0> — 1.
veV\{0} tele, Ay —¢] oo
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We also have, by definition of W as the almost sure limit of the positive martingale (e*A(O)tZ(O) (t))
and using Lemma 4.3, that for all £ > 0, P(Aén)) — 1, with

Ede el

teRT

Aé”) = sup |e_’\(n)(0)tZén) t)—w| < 5}.
te [ )]

Indeed, as mentioned above with high probability there is no mutational event from the lineage of

cells Z((g)), meaning that with high probability Z(()n) (t) = Z((g)) (t),Vt € [tﬁ"), tXll)_a]. Let § >0, & < 0,

conditioned on {W > ¢} one obtains that for all w € Aé") and for all t € [¢, A1 — €]
(W — )X O < Zfm (fﬁn)) < (W +8)X O

A ()™

which implies because it exists an n € N independent from the value of W such that (W —&)e
1 that

log(W — £)A(0) W+ £)A(0)

log(
AM o) < xM(¢) < A (0)t.
lOg(TL) + ( ) —= “*0 ()— 1og(n) + ( )
Then because A" (0) = A(0) it gives that

IP’({ sup Xén)(t) - )\(O)t‘ < 5} N { sup sup X(M(t) = OHW > (5)

tele, A1 —¢] veV\{0} tele,A1—¢]
— L
n—oo

The result is ended applying a similar reasoning as in Step 2 of the proof of Lemma 3.2, allowing to
switch the conditioning from {W > ¢} to {W > 0}. O

Then we are going to express how the asymptotic behavior of (Xq(,n)

times A; for j € {1,--- ,k*}.

) is controlled between the
veV

Lemma 5.2. Letj € {1,--- ,k*—1} and0 < e < %. Assume that (Xf,n) (Aj—&-s))v

in probability to (x,(A; +¢€))vev. Then we have for all € >0

cv Converges

]P’(sup sup XM (t) — xv(t)’ < ?‘W > 0) — 1.

veEV te[Aj+e,A 41 —¢] n—oo

Proof. The proof of this Lemma is obtained by adapting the one of [3], Proposition 2, because the be-
havior of the models are similar between two times of change of slope. Indeed, in our case, the property
of branching is satisfied, there is no interaction between individuals except mutational exchange. In
[3] although there are interactions between individuals, the model is well approximated by branching
populations between two changes of slope (corresponding to either a new born trait or either a change
of the dominant trait) as in the present work. In their case, some assumptions on how the functions
(24)vev behaves are added to prevent that two different traits become dominant simultaneously. This
is due to technicalities when coupling the processes with a three species Lotka-Volterra system. But in
our case, everything is branching, this situation with a potential coupling with a competitive system
does not arise such that this lemma is free from such assumptions. O

Finally we are going to show how the asymptotic behavior of (Xz(,n))v v is controlled around times

Aj for j € {1,--- ,k*}. By adapting [3], Proposition 4, one shows the following Lemma.
Lemma 5.3. Let j € {1,--- ,k*} and 0 < e < %. Assume that (Xi(,")(Aj - 5))116\/ converges

in probability to (x,(A; —€))vev. Then it exists 0 < & < # such that for all € >0

P(sup sup XM (t) —xv(t)‘ §E’W>O) — 1,
veV tE[Aj—e,A;+E] oo

where by convention one defines Ag=11 = 00.
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Proof. The proof of this lemma is highly inspired from the one of Proposition 4 of [3]. This Proposition
aims at dealing with the birth of a new trait. Moreover the techniques of the proof are still consistent if
at the same time not only one but many new traits appeared. However in our case it may also happen
that an already born trait v increases its slope due to a growth driven now by another trait w # v. This
was not studied in [3] because it never happeuns in their model. But in our case, such an event appears
exactly when one of the subpopulations of trait v whose growth is driven by another trait u # v becomes
now dominant inside the total population of the trait v. In particular, it means that if one would like to
deal with this kind of event, one would have to track the birth of all the subpopulations over the paths
on the graph from the origin. Hence the way the sequence (ZI(,"), v e V), s constructed using sums
of subpopulations over the paths on the graph from the origin, see Equations (4.1) and (4.2), allows to
deal with such phenomenon only adapting Proposition 4 of [3]. Indeed instead of considering the set
of traits as V, we are considering the set of traits as all the paths on the graph from the origin I'(V')
and we apply the same reasoning using Lemma 5.1, Lemma 5.2 and the adaptation from Proposition
4 of [3] as mentioned above in this proof to get the result for this new set of traits I'(V).

With this in mind, we deduce that it exists AO =0< A1 << A . such that the convergence

on probability is obtained for the populations (X»(yn))7 er(v) where

log, (27" ("))
log(n)/A(0)

In particular the set of traits I'(V') is potentially an infinite

X,(Y") =

to some deterministic functions (z4). cp(y)-

set if there are cycles, meaning that Az, is infinite. But we obtain results on finite time interval [T7, T3],

thus only a finite number of populations Z.(Yn) are going to have at least a cell in this time interval,

meaning that the situation is similar to the one of a finite trait space. Then if in the original process
at time A; a trait v is increasing its slope, it means that it exists a time A; < Aj such that the
subpopulation of trait v becoming dominant in the total population of trait v at time A; was born at

time A~ and lived sufficiently long (A A~) such that it becomes dominant. This ends the proof of

this Lemma
O

Proof of Lemma 8.5. For allt > 0 let ]-"i(;) the o-field generated by Zj(.n)(s) for0<j<iand0<s<t.
For all h > 0 we have

n n n n n Al
E[M ¢+ ) = M OWF | =E[20 (4 0| F |7 0m (:3)
t+h

n IR n) A n n
- z"(t)e™ t—/ 201 he ™ [Z "h(s) ‘fz(t:|

t

The forward Chapman-Kolmogorov equation gives the time-differential equation

dE [Zi(") (t)}

= AME[Z ()] + 20010 E[20)],

which leads to
¢
(n) (") (4_s
E 2 0) [Z(")( )} = ZZ-(")(O)e)‘i t +/O 20‘1'—1“1(71)1]EZ§")(0) {Zl(f)l(s)} M 9 s,

In particular using the Markov property we obtain that

n n n (n h n n "
E[Z(t+0)|FY ] = 20 e + / 2051 2 ()| FLD [ N0 0ds. ()
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Combining (.3) and (.4) it follows that (Mi(") () ,cps is & martingale. Let F()(t,2,y) := (e Ntz -

y)?, it follows that BF( )(t x,y) = 2)\En)xe’>‘§n)t\/ FM)(t,z,y) and aF( )(t z,y) = —2VF®_ Apply-

ing Itd’s formula Wlth x = Zi( )( t) and y = fot Qai,lpgn)le’A(n)sZi(f)l( )ds we obtain

(M) = PO (1,200, / 2051 e N2 (5)ds)

t
— FM(0,0,0) — 2 / 2011 e N5 2™ ()M (5)ds — 22 / e M52 ()M (s)ds
0 0

T (s 4 N
+ /0 /R (A7) + e Lm0}~ U 200 <0 (a8 2601} )
- (MZ?")(s—))Z} Qi(ds, db)

+/Ot /R+ :(Mi(n)(s_) —|—e—A§vL) ]1{9<2a1 ) (1 u("))Z(")l( 7)}) (Mi(")(s_))z}Ni_l(ds,dﬁ)
t [ n

+/o /ﬂw (6 e )821{9<m1(u5i)1)2252>1(s>})2 - (7)) @ (as.an)
t [ n

+/0 /w (M) e )51{0@1,(“5”))2@,@)(8)})2 - (Mi(")>2]Q§”(s’)(ds,d0)

t
_ / (20511, 20 () + A 20 () N2 ()
0

t
0
" / 20027 (5) + (of 4 87) 27 ()] N s 1 AL (1)
0
— t n t N
=M+ / 205 1" e 02 (s)ds + (o) + 5 / o 7 (5)ds,
0 0
where ]\Z(") is a martingale. Finally, we get

(n) (n) 2™ s ,(n) (n) (n) ¢ ax(M s (n)
<Mi >t:/ 20614,y SZ ()ds—l—(ozi +6i )/ e 2N SZi (s)ds.

0 0
O

Proof of Lemma 3.9. First we have that E[Zé”)(u)] — NV < eMt_ which is exactly the result for
i = 0. Then for ¢ € N assume that the result is true for ¢ — 1. Then taking the expectation of the

martingale Mi(") defined in (3.14) at time u and using the previous assumption we obtain the following
equation

E[Zf”)(u)} < e /Ou Qai_lugﬁ)le_A"sE [Zz(f)l (s)]ds

u
<C;_ 1,u®)2a1 1/ eRo=Ai)s g 0(i=1) gAiu
0

n 1 —i)u 71— iU
< Ci,l,uég,)i?ai,l (]l{M:AO}u + ]]‘{)\7‘,<)\0} o e()\o i) )ue( 1)e>\L

1 .
= i—lﬂé;tzzai—l (1{M=)\0} + ]]'{Ai<>\0} )\0 — )\})ue(l)ekou’

which concludes the proof by induction. O

Proof of Lemma 3.10. In the proof C' corresponds to a strictly positive constant that may change from
line to line.
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Neutral case: Assume that A\; = \g. Applying Lemma 3.9, remembering that )\En) =X —2aiu(n)

i
4aiu£n) (ti;)+s)

and using that it exists N7 € N such that for all n > N; we have that e < 2, we obtain

that
SN

1)+ . tp T ,
/ ’ e_”‘E )"]E[Zi(n)( )] du < C,u( )/ u?@e=rou gy,

(n) (n)
tt(") +s (n) +s
1

Using an integration by parts we obtain that

€M s o (™ o et s
/ to W00 g=Aot gy, < 1 ( (?T% + S)e(z)e O(ttgn)JrS) n @/ to W01 =Nt gy,
(?>)+S A(0) Ao S g
ti

Then using () integration by parts, it exists No € N such that for n > Ny we have

t< D '

/ ute T )"

(n)
)+s i

It follows that for n > maX(Nl, N3)

t(n)+s
‘2 —ax{m n e n 0(4)
/( o2\ up {ZZ( )(u)}du <C — Mé@)z( i“’)) +s) .

)

<n>+3

Because the vertex 4 is assumed to be neutral it follows that 6(: — 1) = 6(i) — 1. Using similar
computation as the latter one, it exists N3 € N such that for n > N3 we have

t<")+s
t2 n)  —oa(™y, n e (n n 0(i)—1
/t(") N ME7)1€ 2 ‘ [Zz( ( )} du’ < C <n) H@g(tim)) + ) :
() T8

1

Tt follows that for all n > max(Ny, No, N3) we have

n n n 0(i
E[<Mz( )>t§;)+s <Mz( )>t("))+ ] < C (n) F‘é@i( i(n)> +s) )'

Deleterious case: We now deal with the case \; < A\g by applying the same strategy. We obtain
Re)

tg')jts (m to +s )
/( ) e i uR [Zi(n)(u)]du < C’N((gn,z /( ) u?®ePo=2A)u gy,
¢ n +s t n +3s
e e
. () o (4 e
< CM((@,)z (t§2) + S) |:]l{)\0>2)\7;}€()\0 2)\7')(1("2 * )

. S (€ +)
+ Lino=2x3 ("Ez) +5) + Lix, <xp<ane }

Then remembering that 0(i — 1) = (i), we get that

()
) g 20 ) du < LY +5)" [ o= (17 +9)
(n) 4 i€ i— U /J/® ) {Ao>2X:}€
) S

n ~x =20 (0 +9)
+ Lpagmzn () + ) + T <aocane " }

At the end we have

n n n) ((n 0(i) Ao—2X:) (£ 45
E[<Ml( )>ti;)+s - <M’L( )>f(?yz) +S} é C'u’é?,)z (ti(52) + S) ’ |:]]'{>\0>2)\i}6( ’ o 2 )
]

n 7(2)17}\0)(1(22) +S)
+ Lno=2x1 (fgz) +5) + La,<ao<2r}€ ‘1 }
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