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Abstract

We consider a stochastic model of multistage Michaelis—-Menten (MM) type
enzyme kinetic reactions describing the conversion of substrate molecules to a
product through several intermediate species. The high-dimensional, multiscale
nature of these reaction networks presents significant computational challenges,
especially in statistical estimation of reaction rates. This difficulty is amplified
when direct data on system states are unavailable, and one only has access to
a random sample of product formation times. To address this, we proceed in
two stages. First, under certain technical assumptions akin to those made in the
Quasi-Steady State Approximation (QSSA) literature, we prove two asymptotic
results: a stochastic averaging principle that yields a lower-dimensional model,
and a Functional Central Limit Theorem (FCLT) that quantifies the associated
fluctuations. Next, for statistical inference of the parameters of the original MM
reaction network, we develop a mathematical framework involving an Interacting
Particle System (1Ps) and prove a propagation of chaos result that allows us to
write a product-form likelihood function. The novelty of the 1PS-based inference
method is that it does not require information about the state of the system
and works with only a random sample of product formation times. We provide
numerical examples to illustrate the efficacy of the theoretical results.
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1 Introduction

Biochemical reactions can occur over an extremely wide range of time scales. Quoting
Wolfenden and Snider, [1] “The fastest known reactions include reactions catalyzed by
enzymes, but the rate enhancements that enzymes produce had not been fully appre-
ciated until recently. In the absence of enzymes, these same reactions are among the
slowest that have ever been measured, some with half-times approaching the age of
the Earth.” It implies that some reaction rates can never be estimated using tradi-
tional methods. While this poses a challenge to the experimentalists, it also presents
a unique opportunity to the mathematicians. Indeed, a variety of techniques, and
postulates have been developed to deal with the multiscale nature of biochemical
reactions. Michaelis and Menten studied the reaction of invertase and derived what
became known as the Michaelis-Menten (MM) equation [2]. Such was the impact of
their work, originally written in German, that it was not long before it entered text-
books on enzyme kinetic reactions. Several commentaries have been written [3]. It was
translated into English [4] in 2011. The focus of this paper is to study the MM enzyme
kinetic reaction network from a stochastic perspective.

1.1 The Michaelis—Menten enzyme kinetic reaction network

In the simplest form, the MM enzyme kinetic reactions ([5-7]) consist of a reversible
binding of a substrate and an enzyme into a substrate-enzyme complex, and the con-
version of the substrate-enzyme complex into a product freeing up the bound enzyme.
Schematically, the MM reaction network can be represented as follows

S+EZectypip, (1.1)
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where S, E, and P denote molecules of the substrate, the enzyme, and the product
while C denotes the intermediate complex. The nonnegative real numbers k1, k_1, and
kp are reaction rate constants. Under the law of mass-action [8], the time evolution of
the concentration of molecules of S, E/, C', and P can be described using the following
system of Ordinary Differential Equations (ODEs):
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with initial conditions S(0) = s, E(0) = eo, P(0) = 0, and C(0) = 0. Based on
empirical data, it is argued that the intermediate complex C reaches a steady-state
rapidly, i.e., %C ~ 0 very quickly while the species S,F, and P remain in their
transient states. Therefore, by setting %C = 0, and using the conservation law ey =

E + C, we get the steady-state value
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(1.3)

where ky; = (k—1+kp)/k1 is known as the Michaelis-Menten constant. The substrate
concentration is then given by the following ODE

d kpeos
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This approximation is known as the deterministic standard QSSA (sQSSA) for the
Michaelis—Menten enzyme kinetic reaction system in Equation (1.1). Roughly speak-
ing, the sQSSA approximates the Chemical Reaction Network (CRN) in Equation (1.1)
by a single reaction of the form

S — P.

The original motivation of Michaelis and Menten, however, was to express the quantity
kpC, known as the velocity of the reaction (the rate of change of the complex in the
direction of product formation), in terms of a known quantity such as the substrate
concentration S rather than the unknown and unobservable complex concentration C'.
The validity of this approximation, its generalisations, and its apparent misuse have
been studied extensively in the mathematical biology literature [9-20].

Without going into detailed biochemistry, which is outside the scope of the present
paper, and can be found in standard textbooks [6, 8], we note that the simple descrip-
tion of the MM reaction network in Equation (1.1) is a significant abstraction of the
actual reaction network. Indeed, the MM reaction network in reality consists of a
reversible binding of a substrate and an enzyme into a substrate-enzyme complex,
which, in turn, reversibly undergoes several intermediate stages, to eventually produce
a product freeing up the bound enzyme. Thus, a more realistic MM reaction network
can be schematically represented as follows

k k k kp_ k-
SHE (et = O =2, 2P+ B, (15)
k_1 k_2 k_3 k_rq1 k_pr

where S, F/, and P denote molecules of the substrate, the enzyme, and the product
while C1,Cy, ..., and C, denote the r € N intermediate complexes. The nonnegative
numbers k;, k_;, for ¢ = 1,2,...,r and kp are reaction rate constants. We refer
the readers to [3] for an accessible discussion on multi-stage MM reaction networks
such as the one in Equation (1.5). Under the law of mass action, the time evolution
of the concentrations of molecules of the species S, F,Cy,Cs,...,C,, and P can be



described in a straightforward manner using a system of ODEs similar to the one in
Equation (1.2). The assumption of the law of mass action, which we make in this
paper, is a standard choice in the biochemistry and mathematical biology literature.
Finally, note that the MM CRN in Equation (1.5) admits two conservation laws:

E0)=e=E(t)+ ZC , for allt >0, (1.6)
5(0) = so = S(t) + Z Ci(t , for all t > 0. (1.7)

1.2 Our work

This paper considers stochastic modeling of multi-stage MM system in Equation (1.5).
Analysis of this system is difficult due to its multiscale nature where certain processes
such as enzyme-substrate binding and dissociation and formation of intermediate
species occur at a rapid rate compared to the formation of products. A key issue in
this context is the notoriously difficult problem of statistical inference for MM systems,
driven by high dimensionality and a lack of data on short-lived intermediate species.
To tackle this, a low-dimensional reduced-order model is derived through stochastic
averaging. However, this reduction alone does not fully resolve the challenges in param-
eter estimation. In practice, not only is there no data on fast variables, but even the
amount of product at different times is sometimes unmeasurable. Instead, parameter
estimation must be conducted using a limited dataset, consisting of random samples
of product formation times. The absence of information on system states over time
renders traditional estimation methods for the reduced-order ODE model infeasible,
necessitating a novel approach to solve this problem.

Stochastic averaging

The first goal of this paper is to rigorously derive the sQSSA for the MM system in
Equation (1.5) directly from a stochastic Continuous Time Markov Chain (CTMC)-
based model. Specificallly, we show that the sQSSA follows as a consequence of the
Functional Law of Large Numbers (FLLN) (Theorem 3.1) in an appropriate scaling
regime. More importantly, we also prove the corresponding FCLT (Theorem 3.2), which
provides deeper insight into the error due to sQSSA approximation of the MM model.

A mathematical derivation of the sQSSA for the simple MM model in
Equation (1.1), with the corresponding FCLT has been given in Kang et al. [21, 22]
(also see [20, 23, 24]), which in fact provide a recipe for obtaining reduced-order mod-
els for a general class of reaction networks. However verifying the general conditions
in Kang et al. for the multistage MM-model in Equation (1.5), is highly non-trivial.
For example, a rigorous validation of [22, Condition 2.1 - Condition 2.10] that under-
pins the main result of that paper, [22, Theorem 2.1], requires a detailed, and almost
a paper-length analysis. It is worthwhile to note here that the limiting results for the
simple MM model offer little insight into the general case. In this paper we take a dif-
ferent route to establishing the asymptotic results for multistage MM model, focussing



on a direct analysis of paths of the underlying Stochastic Differential Equations (SDEs)
driven by Poisson Random Measures (PRMs). This method is proved less complex
than the generator-based approach used in [21, 22].

Parameter inference via Interacting Particle System

Our next important goal is to estimate key parameters of the system from data con-
sisting of a sample of product formation of times. As mentioned, the derivation of the
approximating reduced order model, which is an important result in its own right, is
a crucial step toward this end since it simplifies the original system by substantially
reducing its dimensionality. However, the absence of temporal data on the amount of
species of the system means that traditional estimation methods like those used in
[25-28] cannot be used for estimating the relevant parameters even from the simpli-
fied model. Indeed, note that a dataset consisting only of a random sample of times of
product formation does not allow reconstruction of trajectories of species copy num-
bers rendering any trajectory-based inference method categorically inapplicable even
if the method allows partially observed trajectories. The problem considered in this
paper requires a completely new approach to parameter inference, and to the best of
our knowledge, there is almost nothing in the literature addressing such issues in the
context of reaction networks.

An important contribution of the paper is the development of an innovative math-
ematical framework based on the construction of a suitable weakly IPS that facilitates
estimation of the reaction rate parameters from such datasets. Taking cues from the
reduced-order model we construct a weakly IPS in Section 4 that approximately cap-
tures the dynamics of MM reaction network at a molecular level. This allows us to
stochastically model the product formation times for individual substrate molecules.
Assuming that the number of substrate molecules is large, the distribution of the
product formation times provides a suitable product-form likelihood function of the
reaction rate parameters leading to the desired estimators. Crucially, this framework
bypasses the need for data on the system’s states, relying instead on a random sam-
ple of product formation times — a methodology that is inspired by survival analysis.
The closed form expression of the likelihood function is justified by the propagation
of chaos for the IPS, which we rigorously establish in Section 4.

1.3 Outline and notations

The rest of the paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we describe the CTMC
model of the multi-stage MM enzyme kinetic reaction network. In Section 3, we
describe the sQSSA and prove the FLLN and the FCLT for the scaled process. In
Section 4, we construct the IPS and provide necessary limit theorems. Finally, we con-
clude with a short discussion in Section 5. Additional mathematical derivations are
provided in the appendices.

The sets of natural numbers and real numbers are denoted by N, and R respectively.
We use Ny to denote the set of nonnegative integers. The symbol 14(-) denotes the
indicator function of a set A. The space of continuous functions from E to F' is denoted
by C(E, F). The space C(FE, F) is a subset of the space D(E, F), the space of cadlag



functions from E to F, i.e., functions that are right continuous and have left-hand
limits. For a function x, we will denote the left-hand limit of x at ¢ by x(t—). We will
use ||-||; and |||, to denote [; and lo, norms.

2 Stochastic model

In this section, we describe the stochastic model of the multi-stage MM enzyme kinetic

reaction network in Equation (1.5) in terms of a CTMC [29]. We will use the sym-

() () _ o)

be the (stochastic) reaction rate constants. Denote by Xé")(t), ng) (1), Xgli(t),
ng (t),... ,ngl(t), and XI(Dn)(t) the species copy numbers of S, E,C1,Cs, ..., C,, and
P at time ¢t > 0. By virtue of the conservation law in Equation (1.6), we have

bol n as a scaling parameter. Let

ni), for i = 1,2,...,r, and K

.
Xt =M =3 xw),
=1

for some constant M > 0 (independent of n) and at all times ¢ > 0. Let

X = (xi, x5, x8 x X )

be a jump Markov process (see [30, Chapter 4], [31, Chapter 5]) with the generator
A f(a) =2 (@) (Fo + ex — erpr) = f(2) + A (@) (2 = e+ e40) = f ()

+ Z )\Z(.") (@) (f(zx —ei—1 +ei) — f(x))

4 Z)\(_"Z)(x) (flx+ei—1—e;) — f(x))

+ Agl)(l') (f(x — €Er + 67»+2) - f(l')) )

r+2

for real-valued bounded functions f : Ny = R,z = (21,22,...,%r42) € NOHQ,

and propensity functions

AN s Ry,



fork e {—r,—r+1,...,—1,1,2,...,7, P}. Under the stochastic law of mass action (see
[32, 33] and also [25]), we take the propensity functions to be of the following forms

M (@) = 6 2,0 (M =Y @),
i=1

A (@) = vy,

Agn) (z) = ’%(‘n)mi—h fori=2,3,...,m, (2.8)
>‘(—ni)(x) = H(_"i)xi, fori=2,3,...,r,

)‘Sﬂn)(l’) = KpZr,

for z € Ny"*2. Note that it is not necessary to assume the stochastic law of mass-
action. Indeed, the sQSSA can be derived without it. However, we adopt the form of
the propensity functions as described in Equation (2.8) for the sake of simplicity.

One of the ways to characterise the stochastic process X (™ is to identify it as a
solution to the martingale problem [30] for (A dom(A™)) so that the stochastic
process

FOEO ) = £ ) = [ A )

is a martingale for all f € dom(A(™). Here, we can take the domain dom(A™) to be
the set of all bounded functions f : No" ™2 — R.

The paths of the stochastic process X (™ lie in D([0, 00), No"2), the space of cadlag
functions, i.e., functions that are right continuous and have left-hand limits. In fact,
the trajectories of the CTMC X can be described by means of stochastic integral
equations driven by PRMs [34-36]. Indeed, the individual components of the CTMC



X () can be described by the following stochastic integral equations

xgw=xgo+ [

Lo 0 (x0) () (V)6 (dut, )
0,]x[0,00) [0 (XM (u=)]

—(i+1

— 1 ) vim (v)€—i(du, dv)
/[0,t]><[07oo) [0, (X (M) (u—))]

i /[0 #]x[0,00) 1[0)/\@) ) (X (u=))] (0)8-+1)(du, dv)

- /[0 e 1[01)\@) (X ()] ()€1 (du, dv), fori=1,2,...,r—1,

i+1

XE0 = x00) +

Lo a0 (x (uyy (V)6r (du, dv)
[0,] X [0,00) [0,2) (X () (u—))]

- /[0 t]x[0,00) 1[0’”‘”3(}((“')(“7))] () du dv)
- /[0 {]x[0,00) 1[O’A5’TL)(X(R)(“_))] (e (du, dv).

X{() = X8 (0) - /

[0,4]%[0,50) Hoap e o ()

+ /[0 {x[0,00) 1[0,>\in1)(X(n)(u_))](v)f—l(dua dv),

X0 = x00)+ [

0l ooy 0 Cx0 ump (V)EP (s d0),

(2.9)

where &,&_;, for i = 1,2,...,r, and {p are independent PRMs on R, x R, with
intensity measure Ay ., ® A[op, where Ap .} is the Lebesgue measures on Ry. The
PRMs &;,&_;, for i = 1,2,...,r, and {p are defined on the same probability space
(Q, F,P), and are independent of X (™) (0). Assume F is P-complete and associate to
(Q, F,P) the filtration (F;)i>0 given by

Fi=0 (X(n)(o)agi((ovs]’A)aéfi((oaS]vA)7£P(<O’S]’A) li=1,...,ms<t A€ B(R+)> )
(2.10)

for ¢ > 0 and let Fy contain all P-null sets in F. The filtration (F;);>o is right
continuous in the sense that

Fir = Ng>0Ft4s = Fi

because it is generated by right continuous stochastic processes. Therefore, the stochas-
tic basis (Q, F, (Fi)i>0,P), also known as the filtered probability space, is complete
or the usual conditions (also referred to as the Dellacherie conditions; see [37, Defi-
nition 2.25] or [38, Definition 1.3]) are satisfied. We can, of course, also describe the



trajectories of X](En) as

X0 = X (0) - /

[0,¢]x[0,00)

’ /[o ey 0N G0y (V)61 (e )

' ~/[0,t]x[0,oo) Loy (xm (unyy (V)P (du, dv).

Lo A0 (o (s yyy (0)€1 (s, )

In order to study various averaging phenomena, we will consider the scaled process

20 = (259,28, ..., 280, 250, Z5Y),

where
Z8M () = nmeei XW (), fori =1,2,...,r
Ci - Cii ) — L&yl
Zgz) (t) _ nfaSXgl) (n'yt), (211)
Z0(t) = n=or X8 (n7),
where ag,ap,ac1,a02,...,ac,, and ap are parameters to describe species abun-

dance, and parameter 7y is used to speed up or slow down time. Also, define
20ty = e x ) — prem - Z neci=aE Z0 (1) (2.12)

In addition to the above parameters, we will also consider scaling parameters (;, 8_;

fori=1,2,...,r, and Bp to describe the speed of the reactions so that
/sl(") =nPik,;, /<;(_ni) =nfik_;, fori=1,2,...,r ngl) =nPPrp, (2.13)
for some n-free constants k;,k_;, for i = 1,2,...,r, and kp. Note that these scal-

ing parameters can take the value zero, and both positive, or negative values. Such
parametrisations, standard in the stochastic multiscale literature [20-23], are useful as
a means to describe the differences in the species abundances, and the reaction rates.
In the next section, we will choose a particular scaling regime and derive the sQSSA
as a consequence of the FLLN for the sequence of scaled stochastic process Z(") as
n — 0o.



3 The standard QSSA

In order to derive the stochastic sQSSA, we assume the following scaling regime:

as=ap=1, ag=ac;=0, fori=1,2,...,n,
BL=0, Bi=fo=-=f_ =8 =8p=1, (3.14)
v =0.

The interpretation of the above choice is as follows:

® The species S and P are abundant, i.e., O(n), and the species E and C; are O(1).
® The reaction S+ F — (C is slow, and all other reactions are fast.
® We do not speed up or slow down time.

This choice of scaling corresponds to the typical scaling assumptions made in the liter-
ature on deterministic sQSSA for the simple single-stage MM model in Equation (1.1),
and is analogous to the scaling regime used in [20, 23]. With the choice of the scaling
parameters in Equation (3.14), the propensity functions become

)\gn) (z) = K1z (M — sz) = nK12p41(M — Zzz> = nA1(2),
i=1 i=1

>‘(1L1) (x) =nk_121 = nk_121 = nA_1(2),

>\z('n) () = nKxim1 = nkizi—1 = nX(z), for i =2,3,...,r, (3.15)
A (@) = nk_gwy = nkiz = nA_(2), for i =2,3,...,7,

A (2) = nepr, = nkpz. = nAp(z).

10



We can now write the trajectory equations for the scaled process Z(™ in terms of the

scaled propensity functions Aj, A_1, Ao, Ao, ..., A\, A, Ap as follows
280 = 28)0) + | 1o (70 (u ) (0)6: (du, dv)
[0,¢] X [0,00)

+ ‘/[0715])([0700) 1[O,n>\,(i+1)(Z(”)(u—))] (’U)g*(ﬂrl) (du7 d’l))
- / Lio,na_s (200 (u—yy) (V)€ (du, dv)
[0,£]%[0,00)
- / Lionaisr (200 (u—y)] (V)41 (du, dv), fori=1,2,... .7 -1,
[0,£]%[0,00)
Z(cily)«(t) = Z(CT,Q(O) +/ 10,07, (200 (u—y)] (V)& (du, dv)
[0,£]%[0,00)

- / Lio,na (2 (u—y) (V)—r(du, dv)
[0,£] % [0,00)

- / Lionap (2 (u—y) (v)€p(du, dv),
[0,£] X [0,00)

n n 1
Z{0(t) = 25V (0) - */ Lo,nx, (20 (u—yy) (V)€1 (du, dv)
n J00,t]x[0,00)
1
+ */ Liona_1 (2 (u—y)] (v)é=1(du, dv),
T J10,t]x[0,00)
1

Z3(t) = 257 (0) + -

”/[0 peio )1[o,mp(z<m(u—))](’U)fP(du,d’v)~

(3.16)

Similarly, from Equation (2.12) we can write the trajectory equation for Zgl) as

Z3(t) = 23 (0) — / L0, (200 (uyy (0)1 (du, do)
[0,t] x[0,00)
+ / Loy (20w (u—y)) (0)€-1(du, dv) (3.17)
[0,¢] x[0,00)

+ / Lio,nap (X (u=))] (v)ép(du, dv).
[0,£]x[0,00)

In the next section, we show that the deterministic sQSSA can be derived as a FLLN
under the above scaling regime.

3.1 Functional Law of Large Numbers

From Equation (3.16), and Equation (3.17), it is clear that the variables Zgl) for

i=1,2,...,rand ZSE") are fast variables whereas the variables Z é”) and ZI(D”) are slow

11



variables. In order to derive the sQSSA, we will consider the occupation measure of
the fast variables. To this end, we write

2 = (2, 28,
28 = (2, 28}, 25))

and notice that the process Z(Cn) takes values in the state space,

IB}”\/I,-&- = {u:(ul,UQ,...,UT)ENOT:ZUZ*QM}. (318)
i=1
Note that ZSE") = M- HZgL) , where [|-||; denotes the ¢;-norm on R", i.e., [Jul|; =
1
iy |ug] for w = (u1,us,...,u,) € R". Define the occupation measure I';, of Zé") by
t
Fn(ZC X [O,t]) ::/O 1{Z(C")(s)=zc}d$’ Zo € BM,J,-' (319)

For A C B}, , , we write

t t
T, (A x [0,8]) ::/O 1A<Z(C”)(5))d5: > /0 L0 (gy=ne 35 (3.20)

zc €A

For a fixed T such that 0 < T' < 0o, the occupation measures I';, are random measures
on Gr =B}, , x [0,T]. In other words, the I', are M(Gr)-valued random variables,
where M(Gr) denotes the space of finite (non-negative) measures on Gr endowed
with the topology of weak convergence [38—40)].

The following condition on the initial states of Z‘(,n) will be assumed throughout.
Assumption 3.1. There exists an R, *-valued random variable Zy(0) such that

Z{(0) = Zv(0) and E [Z‘(/") (0)} S E[Zy(0)] as n — 0.
The following lemma is a simple consequence of the Assumption 3.1.
Lemma 3.1. For any T > 0, there exists a constant 0 < C(T) < oo, such that

IE{ sup HZ‘(/")(t)H } < C(T)
0<t<T 1

forallm > 1.

Proof of Lemma 3.1. Note that for any t > 0,

nla ], + e o], + 2w = |2 o <

12



Thus, we have

sw |27, <1+ 2070
0<t<T 1 1

which in particular proves the assertion.

O

Let us denote the o-field generated by the Borel subsets of [0, M]" by B([0, M]").
The following proposition establishes the tightness of the sequence of random variables

{(Ty, 20"y i n € N}.

Proposition 3.1. The sequence of random variables {(T'y,, Z‘(/n)) :n € N} is tight as
a sequence of M(Gr) x D([0,T], R%)-valued random variables. Furthermore, if Zy is

a limit point of Z‘(/n), then the paths of Zy are almost surely in C([0,T],R?).

Proof of Proposition 3.1. By [41, Theorem 2.11] the tightness of {T',,} is equivalent to
the tightness of the sequence of corresponding deterministic mean measures {v,} in

M(GT), where the v, are defined by

V(A % [0,4]) = E [T (A x [0,8])] = /Otp (28(s) € A) s, for A € B(0, M]"),

But this is obvious as G is compact.
We now establish tightness of Z‘(/n). To this end, notice that

_1
Z‘(/n)(t) :Z‘(/n)(o) +/ < nl[o,n)q(g(")(s—))] (U)) fl(dS,d’U)
[0,t]x[0,00)

nl (v)
nL[0,mA_1(Z() (s=))]
" /[o,t]x[om) ( 0 ) &_1(ds,dv)

0
+/ ( >£p(ds,dv).
[0,¢] x[0,00) %1[0,71/\13(2(’")(5—))] (v)

)

Rewrite the trajectory equation for Z‘(,n from Equation (3.22) as

725 (1) = () + n MEY (1),

where the process (Dg}l) is given by

t t
oM (t) = 20 (0) - e? / AL(ZM)(s))ds + e / A_1(Z2™ (s))ds
0 0

t
+e? / Ap(Z™ (s5))ds,
0

13
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and M‘(/n) is a martingale given by

M () = — ) / L0.mn (20 (s—yy (V)E1 (ds, dv)
[0,£]%[0,00)
+6§2)/ l[O,n)\,l(Z(")(s—))](U)g—l(dsvdv) (3.25)
[0,£]x[0,00)

2
+ eé ) / 1[o,n)\p(z<n)(si))] (U)fp(du, dv).
[0,¢]x[0,00)

Here 6(12) = (1,0)T,eé2) = (0,1)T are the two unit canonical basis vectors in R,
£1,€_1, and £p are the compensated (centred) PRMs corresponding to the PRMs
&1,€_1, and Ep, respectively. Since the compensated PRMs are zero-mean martingales,
the process M‘(/n) is also a zero-mean martingale. In fact, it is a square-integrable
martingale, which should converge to zero (in an appropriate sense) as n — oc.

Now, observe that by Burkholder-Davis-Gundy (BDG) inequality,

2
E [Sup HM\(/TL) (t)H ] < GE |:[M\(/n)]T:| (: ]E/ Lio,nx, (2 (s—))) (V)€1 (ds, dv)
t<T [0,T] % [0,00)

+ E/ Liona_ s (2 (s—yy (V)€-1(ds, dv)
[0,T]%[0,00)

+ E/ Lio,nap (20 (s—))] (v)Ep(du,dv)>
[O,T]X[O,oo)

T
— Gk /0 (A (Z7(5)) + A_1(Z7(s)) + Ap(Z27(s))) ds

< Gon (IE [Z(V’” (0)} + M(#_y + kp)T + Ms,E [ sup HZ‘(,”)(T)HJ T)

0<t<T

< (51 (T)nv
where for the last inequality we used Lemma 3.1. It follows that

n~tsup ’M‘(/n)(t) "3 0 in L(P).

t<T

Thus, for establishing tightness of Z‘(/n) in D([0,T],R%), it is enough to prove tightness
of @%f'). Notice that

tvt’

207 @) = o) < [ (275D + Aa(Z7() + An(2(3))) d.

tAL
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Hence, because of Lemma 3.1,

E| sup ||<I>§}l)(t) - égl)(t/)H < M(k-1+ kp)h+ Mr,E [ sup HZ‘(/n)(t)H } h
[t=t'[<h 0<t<T 1

< %3(T)h’7

which, in fact, shows that {@31)} is tight in C([0,T],R%). This readily implies the
second assertion. O

For every fixed 25 € Ry, and for a measurable f : B}, ., — R, define the operator

B.. as follows:
B.of(zc) = mzs(M = |lzclly) (F(zc +€l”) = f(z0)
+ Z RiZC,i—1 (f(ZC — e +el) - f(%‘))
=2 (3.26)
+ Kpze,r (f(ZC —er)) - f(%‘))
.
+ ) hizc (f(zc +e) —el) - f(Zc)> :
i=1
where zo = (201,202, --,20,) € By, eéT) = 0,, el@, i = 1,2,...,r are the

canonical basis vectors of R". Notice that for every zg € Ry, the operator B, is the
generator of a B}, | -valued CTMC Z¢ = Z¢? whose paths can be described as follows:
fori=1,2,...,r

Zc’i(t) = ZC>Z(0) + 1{i=1} / 1[O,R1zs(M—||Zc(s)||l)] (U)gl (dS, d'U)

[0,¢] x[0,00)
+ 1y / Liow 2 o (@)&i(ds,dv

G [y Homze o)) )
e /[O,t]x[O,oo) Lok _eeny Zeira (5] (V)€ (i+1) (ds, dv)

- Yok Zeu(s- (v)€—i(ds,dv
/[O,t]x[o,oo) [0,6-iZc,i(s—)] )E-i( )

— 1y / Lo 2 (s (V)&ir1(ds, dv
{i#r} [0.4]x[0,00) [0,ki41Zc,i( )}() +1( )

(3.27)

Sy Lo Zen (o (0)ER (ds, dv),
=l [0,] % [0,00) (0. Zc,r(s=)]

where we reused the PRMs from (3.16). The stochastic process Z¢ can be thought of

capturing the dynamics of the fast process Zg" ) with the slow component Zén) frozen
at zg.
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Lemma 3.2. For every fixred zs € Ry, the CTMC described by the generator B, has
a unique stationary distribution m,, = MULTINOMIAL(M, p1(zs),p2(2s),-..,pr(2s))
on IB%M_F, i.e.,

(M=321_120.4)

M! a e
oo 20) = O S e T e (1 - ;p*“)) [LpiGesrers

for ze = (z¢1,20,2, .-, 2¢cr) € By, o, with

p1(zs) = (1 +a1(zs) + Z 11> ,

i=2 11j=2a;

p1(zs .
pi(zg):#, fori=23,...,n
szz aj
where the numbers a1(zs), as,as, . .., a, satisfy the following recursive relations
ap = (F—r + ’{r+1)7
Koy
ai:( it Hl)— (i+1) fori=23,...,r—1, (3.28)
%) A5 +1K; ’
K K 1
—1 r+1
a1(zs) = + — —.
1( S) R1Zs K1zs g a;

Proof of Lemma 3.2. This follows from Lemma A.1 in Appendix A.1 by putting [y =
/leS,l—l Zﬁ_l,li = K',i,l_i :H_i,l7-+1 = RKp. ]

We now prove our main result of this section.
Theorem 3.1. Assume that Z‘(/n) (0) is non-random and Z‘(,") (0) = Zv(0) as n — oo,

where Zy(0) is a vector in R?. Then, the sequence {(T'y,, Z‘(/n))} converges in probability
to (25 @ Npep: Zv = (Zs,Zp)) in M(Gr) x D([0,T),R%) where Zyv = (Zs, Zp) is
the solution of the system of ODEs

d i
aZS(t) = —rZs(t)M (1 - Zpi(ZS(t))> + K1 Mp1(Zs(1)),
i=1 (3.29)
d
aZp(t) = K,pMp»,«(Zs(t)),
where Tzg, pi, © =1,2,...,7 are as in Lemma 3.2.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. By Proposition 3.1 and Prokhorov’s theorem, {(Fn,Z‘(,n))}
is relatively compact in M(G7) x D([0,T],R%). Let (I, Zy) be a limit point of
{(Tx, Z‘(,n))}7 that is, there exists a subsequence along which (T, Z‘(,n)) = (I, Zy). By
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a slight abuse of notation we continue to denote the subsequence by (T';,, Z‘(,n)). We
will show the limit point (I', Zv) = (725 ® Ao}, (Zs, Zp)) is unique and is indepen-
dent of the subsequence, and thus, the convergence holds along the entire sequence.
Furthermore, since the limit is deterministic, convergence holds also in probability.

By Skorokhod theorem, we can assume that (Fn,Z‘(/")) — (T, Zy) a.s. at least
along a subsequence. Notice that by Proposition 3.1, Zy is continuous, and from the
proof of Proposition 3.1, we have

n—oo

sup ||Z‘(,n)(t) —Zy(t)]| =0, as. (3.30)
t<T

Here, by a slight abuse of notation we continued to denote the subsequence by
(T, Z‘(,")). We will show the limit is unique and is independent of the subsequence.
This ensures that the convergence holds along the entire sequence.

As before, we denote a typical element in the state space, B}, , , of the process Z(Cn)
by zc = (2¢1, 2¢,2, - - -, 2c,r). For any measurable function f : B}, + — R, by the It0’s
formula for SDEs driven by PRMs (see [35, Lemma 4.4.5], [36, Theorem 5.1]), we have

FZE 1) - F(Z80(0))

_ (n) o (My _ (n) (o
- ‘/[07t]><[07oo) (f(ZC (S >+€1 ) f(ZC (S ))>1[071’L>\1(Zgl)(S*),Zén)(sf))] (’U)fl(dsﬂdv)

r—1

+ Z /[0 1%[0.50) (f(Zé'n)(S_) - 65?1 =+ egr)) - f(Zé’n) (S_))> 1[0,n)\i(ng)(sf))](v)gf(iJrl)(dSa dU)
i=2 ,t] x[0,00
r—1

+y /[0 o (£(2E (=) + el =€) = F(ZEN(57) g n 00 oy (V)65 W)
i=1 ,t|x 0,00

(n r (n)
4 /[W[Om) (F(ZE (=) = o) = F(ZE (5-)) Loy (V)€ s, )
t
= fZE )+ / By J(Z8) (s))ds + M{™(2)

t
= fZ80) +n Y /O By o (20)Tn (7 x ds) + M) (t).

2o €BY

(3.31)
Here, the stochastic process Mén} is a martingale given by
Mg (t)

g /[0 1x[0,00) (FZE =)+ e7) = FZE (D) Vg an, (209 oy 2 o (2N 05,0
r—1

E (n) (r) (r) (n) :
+ / f(Zs7(s—)—e; 1 +e; )= f(Zs7(s—)) )1 oy (v)&i(ds, dv)
[0,]x[0,00) ( (Ze7(s7) ! ) (Ze'( >)> [0,nX:i (25" (s—))]

=2
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r—1
4 / FZE (=) + e — ) = fZ8 (D)) Ly o (0)Ei(ds, dv)
; [o,t]x[o,oo)( © ! ¢ ) [0,nA—i(Z5" (s—))]

(n) r (n)
+ /[o,t]x[o,@ (£(282 (=) = ) = FZE(5=D) Lg a2 oy (V)EP(ds, ).

Since Bj, , is a finite set, any function f on B}, , is continuous and bounded, and
hence, we have

w7t (F(280@0) - 128 0)) =¥ 0.

It is easy to see by BDG inequality that

2
w s g [y o] < mmt =50
t<T ’

Furthermore, notice by the assumption that (I',, Z0") "=3° (T, Zy = (Zs, Zp)) a.s,
which means

3 / B o (20 Dm0 x ds) 25 3 / Byo(o f(z0)T (0 x ds).

ZCEBTJ‘VI,+ ZCEBTMA_

Now rearranging the terms in Equation (3.31) gives

t

) / B,y (20)Talze x ds) =~ (F(Z8) (1) = F(Z87(0))) = n™ MEJ(@).

zCo GBRI,+

Taking n — oo, it follows that there exists an Q¢ C €, such that P(Qy) = 1 and for
all w e Q,

t
> [ Braf el x ) =0
zceBy, V0

Notice the probability one set €2y where the above equality holds can depend on f. But
since the set of functions from B}, , — R is separable (it is isomorphic to RMM+DT)
the €y set can be taken independent of f.

Since for any t > 0, I',(B}, , x [0,t]) = ¢, we have T'(B}, , x [0,#]) = ¢. Thus,
splitting I'(zc x ds) = ['(g)1)(2¢|s)ds we see that for a.a. s

Z Bz (s f(zc)T 21y (2¢ls) = 0.

20 €BYy 4

In other words, for a.a. s, I'(21)(+|s) is a stationary distribution of the generator Bz ),
and by Lemma 3.2, T'(g)1)(+|8) = 7z4(s)(+)- Thus, I' = 725 @ A1 e}, Therefore, for any
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continuous function h : B}, . x [0,7] — R (recall, by finiteness of B}, , any function
from B}, , to R is continuous and bounded),

Z / Zc, zZo X ds n 3 Z / Zc, 7TZS Zc)d (3.32)

zc€BY, zc ijw

Next, notice that from Equation (3.23) and Equation (3.24)

t
z0 () = 23 (0) + n M (1) — P > 0 k1 Z3 () (M — || z¢|| ;)T (2c X ds)

zo€By, |

+€§2) Z /fi 121 Tp(zc x ds) +e Z /mpoT (2o x ds).

zc€BY, 4 zc€BY,.

Since sup;<r HM(n)( t)]> = 0 in L?*(P) from the proof of Proposition 3.1, it easily

follows from Equation (3.30) and Equation (3.32) that the limit point Zy of Zy, (
satisfies

n)

Zy(t) = Zv(0) — '? Z i k1Zs(8)(M — ||zc|l))72s (20)ds

zc€By 4

Z / k_1zca T(z¢) ds+622) Z / Kkpzor Tag(zo)ds

zZc EBT zc EBT

¢
= Zy(0) — 652)/ Kk1Zs(s <1 - sz (Zs(s > ds —|—e( )/ Kk_1Mp1(Zs(s))ds
0 0

t
+e§2)/ kpMp,.(Zs(s))ds.
0
(3.33)

Here, the last equality is due to Lemma 3.2, which shows that the probability measure
7.5 describes the MULTINOMIAL(M, p1(zs), - . -, pr(2s)) distribution on BY, .
Finally, note that the mapping zg € [0,00) — p1(zs) € [0,1] is Lipschitz continu-
ous, and hence, so are all the mappings z; € [0,00) — p;(z5) € [0,1] ,i=1,2,3...,r
(c.f. Lemma 3.2). Thus, the differential equation for Zy admits a unique solution, and
hence the limit point (725 ® Ap,q}, Zv) is unique.
O

We remark that an sQSSA of the type of Theorem 3.1 can indeed be seen as a
model reduction of the original multi-stage MM system in Equation (1.5) into a simple
CRN of the form S — P. Indeed, one can Verify directly from the first equation in
Equation (A5) in Section A.1 that & s+ 3 Z p = 0. Moreover, it is straightforward
that we can recover the sQSSA in [20 21, 23] by setting r = 1 in Theorem 3.1.

We now furnish an example that might be useful for practical purposes.
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Simulations Simulations.
—— 5QSSA 5QSSA

Substrate concentration
=
Z

Substrate concentration
°
E

] 1 2 3 4 5 6 0 1 2 3 4 B 6
Time Time

Fig. 1 The accuracy of the sQSSA for the multi-stage MM reaction system in Example 3.1. We
compare the deterministic ODE with 100 trajectories of Doob—Gillespie simulations of the original
stochastic model. (Left) n = 100. (Right) n = 1000. Other parameters are M = 10,x1 = 1,k_1 =
1,k2 = 1,k—2 = 1,kp = 0.1. The simulations are performed in Julia programming language v1.9.4
[42].

Example 3.1. Consider the case of two intermediate complex species Cq,Cs, i.e.,
when r = 2. In this case, we have the following reactions

S+EE 0 22 ke pyp, (3.34)
k_1 k_o

with the corresponding stochastic rates denoted by Ki,k_1,Ko,Kk_2,kp. This sys-
tem has been referred to as “Scheme 27 in [3]. Then, the probabilities of the
MULTINOMIAL(M, p1(2v), p2(2v)) distribution are given by

zgk1(K—o + Kp)

z =

P1(s) (k2 + Kkp)(k-1 + K125) + K2(K125 + KP) (3.35)
(25) 25K1Ko ’
25) = .

p2l2s (k—a+ kp)(Kk_1 + K12s) + K2(K128 + Kp)

Finally, the system of ODEs in Theorem 3.1 reduces to

d

&ZS = —r1ZsM (1 —pi1(Zs) — p2(Zs)) + k-1 Mpi1(Zs),
d

&Zp = Iﬁ:pMpg(Zs).

It is interesting to note that the probabilities of the MULTINOMIAL distribution are
not easy to generalise from the standard case of MM reaction system with r = 1
intermediate complex (i.e., when C4 is the only intermediate complex), which has been
considered previously in the literature, e.g., [22-2/].

3.2 Functional Central Limit Theorem

Let us now turn to the fluctuation process U™ = (Ué")7 )y = \/H(Z‘(,n) —Zy). We
will show that the fluctuation process U™ converges weakly to a Gaussian process as
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n — oo. The statement and its proof rely on the solution to a Poisson equation (see
[22, 43, 44]) corresponding to B, the ‘generator’ of the fast process Zén).

Recalling that 7., is as given in Theorem 3.1, define the centred propensity
functions A, A_; and Ap as follows: for (2v = (2s,2p), 20 = (20.1,2C,2, - - -, 2Cr)) €
[07 00)2 X BH/[,JH

Mlzeszv) = Ai(zo,2v) = ) Milzes 2v)mags (20)

zZc
= k12s(M — ||2¢|l,) — MK1zs (1 - Zpi(zs)> :
=1
Ai(zoy2v) = Ai(ze, 2v) Z)\ (zc, 2v) s (20) = ko120 — ME—1p1(2s),

Ap(zc,2v) = Ap(zc, 2v) — Z Ap(zc, 2v)T.g(2¢) = kpzo,y — kpMpp(2zs).
zC

(3.36)

For every fixed zg € [0,00), let F(-,zy) = (Fi(-, 2v), Fa(-, 2v)) be the solution of
the Poisson equation

B.sF(2v)(20) = (Bzs F1(-; 2v)(20), Bzs Fa (-, 2v) (20))

= — (5\_1(20, zy) — /_\1(;;07 zv), S\P(ZC, Zv)) . (3.37)

The existence and the explicit expression of the solution F is described in
Appendix A.2. In particular, it can be verified that the solution F : [0, 00)? x By . —
R? is smooth and satisfies the following linear growth condition: for some constant €

max{||F(zc, 2v)|; [ D=y F(ze, 2v)II} < Cr(1 +[lzv ), (3.38)

for (2¢, 2v) € [0,00)% x B}, , . We are now ready state our FCLT.

Theorem 3.2. Assume U™ (0) = U(0) as n — oo. Then, as n — oo, U™ =
\/’TL(Z‘(/”) — Zy) = U, where the limiting process U = (Ug,Up) satisfies

+ /0 SH2(s)dW (s),
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where W is the standard Wiener process, the R?*?-valued process Sp given by
Sk(
) 2 (s)) = Flecs Zv(s)) — @) w1 2Zs(s) (M —
Z F(zo +ei", Zv(s)) — F(z0, Zv(s)) — € r1Zs(s) (M —[lzc|,)

zc€By

(r) 2))%?
+ (F(zc —e,,2Zv(s)) — F(z¢, Zv(s)) + e ) K_12C.1

r—1 ®2
b [ (Flac - ey + 0. 20(6) ~ Flaes 206 mizeis
i=2 70
r—1 ¢ ®2
+3° [ (Fleo+ el = e, 2v(s) = Flac, Zv(s))) woizes
i=2 70

®2
+ (Flac = e, 2v(5)) = Flec, v () + ) kpzer przg(s(ze)ds,
(3.39)

and F' is the solution to the Poisson Equation (3.37).

Proof of Theorem 3.2. By Theorem 3.1, (Fn,Z‘(,n)) BN (Tzs @ MLebys Zv = (Zs, Zp))
with Zy satisfying the ODE Equation (3.29). Since the limit is deterministic, we have

(U"(0), T, Z) = (U(0), 724 ® ALehys Zv = (Zs, Zp)).
Now, from Equation (3.23), Equation (3.24) and Equation (3.33) we get

m?éwmﬂ%Wmm
(3.40)

where M‘(/n)(t) is the zero-mean martingale from Equation (3.25). Notice that the
generator A of the process Z(™) = (Zé"), Z‘(/")) is given as follows: for any measurable
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function ¢ : [0, 00)? x Bl + — R, and (zv = (2s,2pP), 2c = (20,1, 20,2, - - -y 20 1))
,Zl(")¢(207 zv) = nrizs(M — ||zc||;) ((b (zc + egr),zv - TL_1652)> — ¢(zc, zv))
+nK_1z2c,1 (¢>(zc — el 2y el — oz, Zv))

+ "Z KiZCi—1 (¢ (Zc - 61@1 + 6,(-T)7 Zv) - é(z2c, Zv))
i=2

+nY Kizog <¢(ZC +e — el zv) - 8(z0, Zv))
=2

+nkpzo,r (¢(Zc — ez +n7teS) — 620, ZV))

= nB.. (-, 2v)(2¢) + R (20, 2v),
(3.41)

where B, was defined in Equation (3.26), and
r ]‘ s
R(")qﬁ(z@zv) = nr1zs(M — ||zc||;) <¢> (zc + eg ),zv — ne§2)> — &(zo + eg ),zv)>
T 1 T
+nK_120,1 (¢ <Zc - €§ )2y + ne§2)) — ¢(zc — €§ ), Zv)) .

Now, suppose for any z¢, the mapping zy — ¢(z¢, 2v) is differentiable, and zy —
V., ®(2c, zv) is Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant Ly (which we can take
to be a constant independent of z¢, as z¢ takes values in a finite set). Then

RM (20, 2v) = EM(z0, 2v) — knzs(M — ||zc|l,) Vay 020 + €7, 2v) - /2

. (3.42)
+ho1201Vay dlzo — e, 2y) - el
where for some constant &
|60, 20)|| < 6o (14 Lav]) /.
Now, with F' as the solution of the Poisson Equation (3.37), observe that
F (2801, 20" (0) = F (28(0), 20°(0)) + M )
(3.43)

t
+ / A F (Zé")(s),z(v")(s)) ds,
0

23



where M I(,JI) is a zero-mean martingale given by

My (1) = /[Ot] , )(F(zg”>(s—)+e§”,z<vn>(s—)—n—le§2>)—F<zg">(s—),z<vn>(s_)))
X 10,00

% 1[0,mlz§”>(s_)( Hz<"> H )] 1(ds, dv)
r—1

> (F(zE (=) = ey + e, 207 (s-)) = F(ZE (s-), 207 (s-)))
=5 /10,]x[0,00)
Lo mmiz)_, (s (©)8i(ds, dv)
r—1
#3 [ (PP o)+ - 205 4P
; [0,]x[0,00)
(n) ) g
F(ZE(5=), 25 (570)) Lg e, 5t oy (V)E-i(dls, dv)
' /[ 1x[0.00) (P28 (s=) = e, 207 (s=) + 07 el?) = P25 (s-), 207 (5-)))
l[om,ﬂ.,z(c’jl(s_)] (U)gP(dsa dv).

By Equation (3.41) and Equation (3.37)
t ~
/ A(")F zg">(s),z<vn>(s)) ds
0
/ (AR (287(), 20°(5)) A B (287(5), 20(5) ) ) ds
0
t t
_ n<e§2) /O (X_l(Z(")(s))—;\1(2(”)(5))) ds + ef? /0 XP(ZW(S))ds)
t
+/ RMWF (Z(Cn)(s),Z‘(/n)(s)) ds.
0

Thus, we get from Equation (3.40) and Equation (3.43) that

U @) = UD0) +n72 (F (2870, 207 0) - F (280, 27 0)))

t
n 172 (M‘(/n)(t) i M](;L) (t)) + n71/2/0 RM™ <Zén)(s),Z€/")(s)) ds

Since BY, , is finite, F' is continuous and Z‘(,n) LN Zy, it readily follows that as n — oo

w2 (2870, 200 0)) - F (2870, 200 0))|
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<n1/2< s |F (2. 28 @)| + s HF(z<n>(>z<n> )H>Ho

ZC)E]BRLJr ZcGBT

Similarly, from the expression of R(™ in Equation (3.42), it follows that as n — oo
—1/2/ HR(n)F (Z(”)( ), Z(”) )H ds _> 0.

We finally address convergence of the martingale term, n~'/2 (M‘(/n) + M I(,n)) Toward
this end, observe that the martingale, M) = M‘(/") + M }”) admits the expression

M(”)(t)
-/ (P28 (5=) + e, 20 (s=) = nte®) = P28 (5-), 2 (5-)) = )
[0,¢] X [0,00)
o 2o (- o] )] )
- (P2E (=) = e, 20 (5=) + n1e) = P28 (5-), 2" (5-)) + )
[0,¢] x[0,00)

x 1 1(ds, dv)

(0,06 125" (s— n( )5—
r—1

(n) S— (7 6(7-) (n) . (n) S— (n) s
+Z/[0 t]x[0,00) <F(ZC (=) = 1 Zy (s—)) F(ZC ( )7ZV ( )))

X L0 2 (5] (v)&;(ds, dv)

C,i—1
r—1

23 [ (R + D = e 20 (50) - FE 60, 28 6))
[0,¢]x[0,00)
X 1[0,W€—izgzg(8—)] (U)g—i(dsadv)
+/ (P28 (s=) = e, 2 (s=) + 07 el) = P(287 (5-), 20 (s-)) + e
[0,£] x[0,00)

: 1[0,nmngfi(s,)] (v)ép(ds, dv).
It follows by Equation (3.38) and Lemma 3.1 that for some constant ‘5}2)

n~2E [sup HM(")(t) MM (it H] < n_l/Q%I(f)E [1 + sup HZ‘(/n) (t)H } =30,
t<T t<T 1

Next, observe that (n~%/2M)) the predictable (matrix) quadratic variation of
the martingale n='/2 M is given by

<n71/2M(n)>t
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t Q2
- / (P2E () + e, 207 (5) = n 1) = F(287 (), 207(5)) — )
n o (- 7] )
1

t i ®2
+/ (F(Z(Cn)(s) — e, 20 (5) 4 n1eD) — P25 (s), 20 (5)) + 652)) ko128 (s)ds
0

t ®2
+30 [ (P = el . 20 0) = FZE (6. 20 ) miZE) ()0
=2
r—1 + ®2
+ Z/O (F(Zén)(s) e — e 20 () — R (25 (s), Z‘@(s))) ki Zo) (s)ds
=2

t
+ / (F(2E(5) = e, 207(5) 4+ 72 ef?) = F(2E(3), 27(s)) + ¢

By the continuity of F' and the convergence (in probability) of (T, Z‘(,")) to (mzs ®

Meb: Zv = (Zs,Zp)), it readily follows that as n — oo, (n=1/2M™) = Sp
where Sg is given by Equation (3.39). It follows by the Martingale Central Limit
Theorem (MCLT) [45] that as n — oo,

n~2 MM :>/0 S}/Q(s)dW(s).

Together with the convergence of the initial conditions, this completes the proof. [

Here is an example of the application of the FCLT to a two-stage MM reaction
system.
Example 3.2. Consider the case of two intermediate complezes in Example 3.1. Let
us recall the operator B, f(zc) from Equation (3.26), which simplifies to

B.of(20) =razs(M = lzol,) (£zc + i) = f(:0)) + kv (flec = ) = f(z0))
+ Kozt (f(zc —el ey - f(Zc)> T h-22 (f(zc +ei” —ey”) - f(ZC))
+rp (£zo =) = ().

acting on measurable functions f : B?\/l,-&- — R. Define h,,(z) = (h(zls)(z), h,(zls)(z)) with

W) (2) = kyzs (M — 21 — 20 — M(1 = p1(z5) — p2(25))) — k-1 (21 — Mpa(zs)),
h$) () = kp (22 — Mpa(2s)).

We need to solve the Poisson equation

B..f(z) = —h.s(2).
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Since h,g is linear in z, we try solutions of the form

F(2) = (0 (z5)21 + b5 (25) 22, b (z5) 21 + b5 (25) 22).

Equating terms with equal powers of z1, and zs, we find

(1) - (k2 + kp)(K12s — K—1) + 2gK1K2
bi’(zs) = —
1 (k_o+rp)(k_1 + K125) + ka(k12s + kp)’
W, _ (izs + a1+ )b (2g) + (H12s — K1)
b2 (ZS) = )
K2

b(2) 2a) — KoKk p ,
1 (zs) (k—a+ kp)(K_1 + K12g) + K2(Kk12s + Kp)
Py ot L)

K2

See Appendiz A.2 for more details.

4 Interacting Particle System and Statistical
Inference

One of the major practical advantages of QSSAs of MM enzyme kinetic reaction systems
(see Theorem 3.1) is that it reduces the number of reactions by averaging out the
fast intermediate variables. Indeed, Theorem 3.1 allows us to approximate the original
multi-stage MM reaction system in Equation (1.5) by a simple conversion reaction of
the form

he(S)

S P,

where the propensity function hy is given by
ho(y) = k1M (1 - ZM(?/)) y — k1 Mp1(y). (4.44)
i=1

Here 6 = (k1,k—1,K2,K—2,...,Kpr, k_pr,kp) is the parameter-vector of the system.
This substantial reduction in dimensionality offers considerable benefits for a range
of computational tasks, and the main goal of this section is to develop a mathemat-
ical framework for the statistical inference of the parameter 6 from data on product
formation times.

This is different from traditional statistical inference of dynamical systems that
requires data on the states of the system at different times — in this case, paths
of the process Zy = (Zg,Zp). When complete trajectories are available, one could
construct a likelihood function in a fairly straightforward manner from the Doob—
Gillespie’s simulation algorithm (see [25] for example; also see [46, Chapter 9]) or as
an appropriate likelihood ratio (as a Radon—Nikodym derivative; see [47, Appendix 1,
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Proposition 2.6, p. 320], [48]). However, the assumption of having access to complete
trajectories of Zy, or even high-frequency observations on Zy is often unrealistic.
Instead, often in practice, we only have access to a limited amount of data in the
form of a random sample, t1,ts,...,tx, of times of product formation over a fixed
time interval [0, 7. This is similar to the situation in infectious disease epidemiology
when one has access to only a random sample of infection or removal times (death
or recovery). In the context of compartmental epidemic models, such times have been
termed transfer times [49-51] since they refer to a transfer of an entity from one
compartment to another. The lack of information on the system’s state, specifically
the values of Zy at ti1,to,...,tx, makes it impossible to estimate 6 directly from
Equation (3.29) using conventional methods like least squares. It is therefore crucial
to develop a novel statistical inference methodology that is designed to work with
datasets consisting of only a sample of product formation times. We achieve this in
this section through the construction of a suitable weakly IPS. We refer the readers to
the excellent texts, such as [52] or [47], for a general mathematical exposition on IPSs.

Consider a particle-system of n substrate molecules Si, .55, ..., S, with reactions

The propensity of these reactions is determined by the total number of substrate
molecules present at the system. The evolution of the system will be captured by the
process Y (") = (Yl("),YQ("), .. .,Y,g")), where Yi(n) (t) = 1 if the S;-molecule has not
undergone a conversion into P; molecule by time ¢ (that is, the i-the particle is still
in S state at time t), and Y;(¢) = 0, otherwise. Once the particle has undergone a
conversion into a product molecule (P state), the particle stays in that state forever.

Denote by
1
Y ==S"v"¢ 44
0= =3 v, (1.45)

the average number of substrate molecules (S-state) at time ¢. Theorem 3.1 sug-
gests that the macro-level propensity function of the reaction system is given by
he(Y (™ (1)), where hg is given by Equation (4.44). In other words, borrowing language
from infectious disease epidemiology, hg(Y (™) (t)) is interpreted as the total instan-
taneous pressure on S molecules to convert into P molecules at time t. Thus, the
quantity, he(Y ™ (t))/Y ™ (t) denotes the “per molecule” instantaneous pressure on
any specific i-th reaction. Consequently, the evolution of Y (") can be described by the
following weakly IPS of SDEs driven by PRMs (written in integral form)

() () —
VM) =1~ /[O e OO)1[o,yi<”><s—>g9<w><s—>>](“)’%‘ (ds, dv), (4.46)
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where 71,72, ..., 7, are independent PRMs on Ry X R with intensity measure Aj op ®
ALeh» and the function gg : [0,00) — [0, 00) is defined by

o= {00120

Fori=1,2,...,n, let
7™ = inf{t > 0] ;" (t) = 0}, (4.47)
denote the time of conversion of the i-th particle from S to P state. Since
{r" >ty = {7 =1}, (4.48)

the system can be equivalently described by the collection of stopping times {Ti(”) :
i=1,2,...,n}. The random variables Ti(n), which track the product formation times,
are important for formulating a suitable likelihood function of 6.

But before we introduce the likelihood function, we need Proposition 4.1 below,
which shows that the IPS, Y™ indeed approximates the reduced order model of
Theorem 3.1 in the sense that as the number of substrate molecules, n, goes to infin-
ity, the mean process Y (™ converges to Zg, the solution of the system of ODEs in
Equation (3.29), with initial condition Zg(0) = 1.

Proposition 4.1. As n — oo, the stochastic process Y™ converges to Zg in L' in
the sense that for any T > 0,

E [sup |[Y ™ (t) — Zs(t)|| =30, (4.49)
t<T

where Zg = Zg,g is the unique solution of the ODE

< 75(t) = ~ho(Z5(0)) (4.50)

with initial condition Zg(0) = 1.
Proof of Proposition 4.1. First, note that the process Y (") satisfies

_ 1 <& t _
YWty =1-= / L o o (v)7; (du, dv) — / ho (Y™ (u))du,
n ; Outlx 00y 0¥ )90 (V) (=) 0

where 7;(t) is the compensated PRM (corresponding to the PRM 7;). On the other
hand, the deterministic function Zg = Zg ¢ satisfies

Zs(t) =1 — /Ot ho(Zs(s))ds.
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Therefore,

_ 1 <&
() () — L 5
Y'(t) — Zs(t)] < ”Z;/[o o) l[o,Yfm(sf)gg()’/(n)(sf))] (v)7; (ds, dv) |
t
+ [ (T~ ha(Zs(s))lds
0
< Ly 1 7; (ds,d
_5‘2 [0,£]x[0,00) 0.7 (s=)g0 (7 (5 (V)i (ds, ) |
t
L [ FOs) - Zs(o)lds,
0

for some positive constant L, (independent of n), since the function hy is Lipschitz.
Then, by the Gronwall’s inequality, and taking supremum on both sides, we have

sup [Y (") (1) — Zs(t)| < (sup 1|5n(t)l) exp (LpT), (4.51)
t<T t<T N

where &, defined by

En(t) = / 1,y 7 (n ()7
; [0.4]x0.00) [0,Y; ™ (s—)go (Y (") (5—))]

ds, dv).

is a martingale. Then, by an application of the BDG inequality, we have

E [sup mwﬂ < GE[[E]y)

t<T
—CE |y / iz<"><s>gg<y<"><s>>ds]
i=1 [0,7
= n%E / ho(Y ™ (s))ds
(0,77

<nEM (k1 + k-1)T,

since hg(Y (") (s)) is bounded above by M (1 + £_1). Therefore, we have

1 n e o] .
sup —|£,(t)] =37 0 in L%(P).
t<T 1

The claim now follows by letting n — oo in Equation (4.51). O



Remark 4.1. The function Zg = Zgg in Proposition 4.1 determines a probability
measure @y on [0,00] in the sense that the measure @y defined by

Dy([0,t]) =1—Zg(t) =1 —exp (/0 gg(ZS(s))ds> , 0<t< oo,

o (= [ alzs(oas)

is a probability measure on [0, o).

The Proposition 4.1 and the FLLN in Theorem 3.1 suggest that for large n, the
times of product formation Ti(n) in our IPS should be close to the times of product
formation in the original MM enzyme kinetic CRN system described in Equation (1.5)
under the parameter scaling regime in Equation (3.14). Thus, the data, {t1,t2,...,tx},
collected over a finite time interval [0,7] consisting of a random sample of product
formation of times can be thought of as a realization of {Ti(ln), Tl-(:), . Ti(:)} for some
i1,42,...,ix € {1,2,...,n} for large n. This intuition leads to the construction of
a suitable likelihood function for the parameter 6 that is crucial for its statistical
estimation. The crux of our parameter inference method lies in the shift of our focus
from population counts to times of conversion of individual molecules. This shift in
perspective has multiple advantages, as evidenced in the Dynamic Survival Analysis

(DSA) approach in infectious disease epidemiology [49-51, 53].

Pg({oo}) :

Let ‘I)Es,)a denote the joint probability law (measure) of (T(n) 7 T(n)).

Ji 2 g2 0 m

Note that (I’f::,)a does not depend on the specific choice of indices. Now, since the
data is collected only up to a fixed time T, we interpret (t1,t2,...,tx) as a sam-
ple from <I>(I?)9(-,...,~ | Tl(") < T,...,TI(?) < T,), the conditional distribution of
(Tl(n), Tz(n)7 ... ,Tl({n)) given {Ti(n) <T,i=1,...,K}, for alarge n. The estimation of §
is thus based on the limiting likelihood function, L(@ | t1,t,...,tx), obtained from
the limiting conditional density of (Tl(n), T2(n)7 e ,Tl({n)) | {Tl(n) <T,..., TI(?) < T}

Mathematically, assuming that there exist random variables 7, 73, . . ., T such that

(Tl(n),’TQ(n), e ,Tl((n)) e (71, T2y, TK)
holds, we estimate 6 as
O = argmax L(0 | t1,ta,...,tKk)
0
where
L(9 | tl,tg,...,tK) = ¢K79(t17t2,...,t}( | T1 < T,...,TK g T)
— ¢K,9(t17t27"'7tK) (4'52)

P 0([0,TT7)

with @ ¢ and ¢k g respectively denoting the distribution measure and the density of
the limiting tuple (71, 72,...,7K).
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To identify the limit of the random variables Ti(n), it is intuitively clear that as the

number of particles n goes to infinity, the law of a single randomly chosen particle
(sometimes called the “tagged particle” or the nonlinear process in the literature)
can be described via Zg. Indeed, this is simply achieved by replacing the mean Y ()
in the original SDEs in Equation (4.46) by its limit Zg that describes the marginal
distribution of the tagged particle. See [54, 55] and also [56, 57] for more details. We
now make this rigorous.

Let {Y;,4 =1,2,...} be a collection of independent and identically distributed (iid)
stochastic processes defined by

Yi(t) =1 —/ L0,v; (s—)g0(Zs ()] (V)N (ds, dv) (4.53)
[0,4] % [0,00)

and let

= inf{t > 0:Y;(¢t) = 0}.
Here we reused the PRMs 11,72, ... from Equation (4.46). As before, for any ¢ > 0,
we have

{ri >t} ={Yi(t) = 1}.

Clearly, 7; are iid, and

P(r > t) = P(Yi(t) = 1) = exp (— / ge(Zs(S))dS) — Zs(t) = 1 - By(1);

that is, the distribution of 7; is given by ®p (defined in Remark 4.1).

The following key result provides the theoretical underpinnings of our inference
procedure
Theorem 4.1. For any fized m > 0, the collection (Yl(n),YQ("), .. .,Y,Sl")) converges
to (Y1,Ya,...,Yy) in L' asn — oo in the sense that, for any T > 0, we have

hmE[squ(n)() )| =0, i=12,....m

n—oo t<T

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Notice that

T
sup ‘Yi(n) (t> - Yl(t)| < /0 ‘l[o’yf")(sf)ge(f/(n)(s,))] (U) - 1[0,3/1-(87)99(23(57))](7]) yi (ds, dv).

t<T

Hence, we have

sup |V, () — } /
t<T

< A1)+ / s ga(Z5(5)E [sup V. (6) ~ (o)

s<r s<r

E |, (8)g0(V ) (5)) = Yi(s)g0(Zs(5))] ds
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where

AT) = / 'E V" 5) |90 (F () = g0(Zs(s)) ] ds.

By Gronwall’s inequality, we get

T
E [sup V(1) - m)@ < An(T) exp ( / supge<zs<s>>dr> :

t<T s<r

Since the function gy is continuous and bounded, and the process Yi(n) takes values
in the set {0,1}, it follows from Proposition 4.1 and the Dominated Convergence
Theorem (DCT) that,

anm) < [ B [P0 - glzston]] as ¥ o

This proves the assertion. O]
Corollary 4.1. For any fixed m, (7'1("),72("),...,77%)) e (11,72, oy Tm)- In
particular, for any bounded continuous functions fi, fo,..., fr : Ry = R,
k k
lim E inlfm}“)] = Z_]le[fmn.

Proof of Corollary 4.1. The assertion readily follows from Theorem 4.1 and
Equation (4.48). O

Remark 4.2. An alternative approach to arriving at the propagation of chaos result
in Corollary 4.1 is to prove the convergence of the empirical measure of the collec-
tion of random variables {Tl(n)ﬂ'z(n), cee T,Sn)}, and then apply Sznitman’s result, [54,
Proposition 2.2(i)]. However, in this particular case, this appears to be more involved
than the proof presented here. Furthermore, Theorem 4.1 establishes convergence in a
stronger sense.

The most important implication of Corollary 4.1 for us is the following corollary

that gives a closed form expression likelihood function, L(6 | t1,...,tx). As dis-
cussed before, this results in an estimator of 8, which requires only a random sample
t1,ta,...,tx of times of product formation.

Corollary 4.2. The limiting likelihood function L(- | t1,ta,...,tx) from

Equation (4.52) is given by

K

L(O | th,ta,. . ) = WHQ@(ZS(ti))eXp (/O gg(ZS(s))ds)

i=1
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Fig. 2 Densities of the Maximum Likelihood Estimates (MLEs) kp and ks in the standard MM
kinetic reaction network considered in Example 4.1 obtained by using Kernel Density Estimation
(KDE) on 5000 MLEs each obtained from a fresh random sample of size 103 of product formation
times. (Left) Density of kxp. (Right) Density of kps. True parameter values used in the simulation
aren = 106, M = 10,x1 = 2,k_1 = 0.2,kp = 0.1, and T = 2.0 with the true MM constant being
Ky = 0.3.

(17259 KHQ@ Zs,0(ti)) Zs,0(t:)

(1*259 Hho Zs(t

In the above corollary, we wrote Zg = Zg ¢ (the solution of (4.50)) in the last two
equalities to emphasise its dependence on the parameter 6.
Example 4.1 (Numerical results for the standard MM model). Consider the simplest
possible form of the MM kinetic reaction in Equation (1.1), which is Equation (1.5)
with v = 1. We are presenting this case because this is the most commonly used
form of MM enzyme kinetic reaction, and we hope that the inference method using the
likelihood function from Corollary 4.2 will be readily used by mathematical biologists
and biostatisticians. In this case, the function hy is given by ho(y) = Mrepy/(kpm+7Y),
where Ky = (k-1 + kp)/Kk1. The limiting equation in this case thus reads

q - _ MkpZ (t)
g Zs(t) = —he(Zs(t) = ~ #za) '

In practice, the most important parameter is the MM constant kp;. However, for the
purpose of illustration, we will estimate both kpr and kp, that is, we set 0 = (Kyr, kp).
We assume that we know M. Our data is given by {t1,t2,...,tr}, a sample of times
of formation of product (P) molecules. Note that the function gy is given by go(y) =
Mrkp/(km +vy), y # 0. Consequently, by Corollary 4.2 the likelihood function L in
this case is given by

MrpZs(
LO |ty ta, ... tx) = (1 — Zg(T H HMJ’:ZSS (4.54)
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Fig. 3 Poster densities of the parameters kp and ks in the standard MM kinetic reaction network
considered in Example 4.1. (Left) Posterior density of kp. (Right) Poster density of kps. True param-
eter values used in the simulation are n = 106, M = 10,k; = 2,k_1 = 0.2,kp = 0.1, and T = 3.0.
Therefore, the true MM constant is xkp; = 0.3.

In Figure 2, we show a numerical example of MLE of 8. We take the initial amount
of S to be large so that the FLLN is valid. In the simulation, we take n = 10°. The
standard frequentist approach is to report a point estimate along with a confidence
interval. Here, we take a slightly different approach to uncertainty quantification. We
first take a random sample of product formation times of size 10 (approximately,
1073-th of all product formation times if we were to observe till all S molecules were
converted in P molecules). Then, we calculate the MLE by maximising the likelihood
function in Equation (4.54). We then repeat this process 5000 times, each time with a
fresh random sample of product formation times of size 103, to generate 5000 different
point estimates. We then use KDE methodology to construct a density of the obtained
point estimates, which we show in Figure 2. As we can see, the MLEs are very accurate.

In addition to the MLEs, we also implement a Hamiltonian Monte Carlo
(HMC) method with Equation (4.54) as the (data) likelihood function and kg ~
UNIFORM(0, 0.5), kp ~ UNIFORM(ka, 1) as prior distributions. We take a single ran-
dom sample of product formation times of size 10° (again, roughly 1073-th of all
product formation times) to evaluate the likelihood function, and run a single HMC
chain. We choose the standard values for the tuning parameters, i.e., 1000 burn-in, and
then 5000 sample, 0.65 target acceptance probability. Figure 3 shows that the method
is able to identify the true parameter values with very high accuracy.

The simulations and both estimation tasks are performed in Julia programming
language v1.9.4 [42]. Upon request, the software can be made available to anyone who
wishes to use the inference method.

Note that our likelihood function does not require the (the count-based) trajectory
of the system. It only requires a random sample of times of product formation, from
which it is not feasible to construct the trajectory rendering traditional trajectory-
based inference methods entirely inapplicable. This is a significant advantage of our
approach. In practice, it is often easier to record the times of product formation than
to record the complete trajectory of the system. We are not aware of any existing
method that can provide a likelihood function for the MM enzyme kinetic CRNs based
on only a random sample of times of product formation.
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5 Conclusion

In this paper, we first derived a stochastic sQSSA for a multi-stage MM enzyme kinetic
reaction system as a consequence of the FLLN, which we proved using the stochastic
averaging principle. We also proved the corresponding FCLT. We note that similar
QSSAs and QSSA-type approximations have been proved in the literature by several
authors, e.g., [22-24, 58, 59] under different assumptions. Here, we provide a direct
proof of the convergence results. In addition to these theoretical results, we developed
a weakly IPS for the MM enzyme kinetic reaction system. We have shown that the
IPS is able to provide a likelihood function that requires only a random sample of
times of product formation, and does not require complete trajectories. This idea is
similar to the DSA approach in infectious disease epidemiology [49-51, 60], which
allows parameter inference based on only a random sample of individual infection
times (possibly censored, truncated, or even aggregated).

Our IPS-based inference methods relies on the idea of propagation of chaos due
to Kac. In essence, this relies on finding a description of the dynamics of a single
particle in terms of an SDE driven by PRMs. The authors in [61] considered a similar
problem and obtained approximate single-molecule (particle) dynamics assuming some
conditions on the propensity functions of the CRNs. We do not make such assumptions.
In a similar vein, the authors in [49] described the DSA approach for an Susceptible-
Infected-Recovered (SIR) epidemic model as describing the Chapman-Kolmogorov
equations for the dynamics of a single individual in an infinite population.

Numerical examples suggest the IPS-based MLEs are very accurate. We have also
shown that the IPS is able to provide unimodal Bayesian posterior densities. The IPS-
based inference method is a promising approach for statistical inference in CRNs that
are not amenable to complete trajectory-based inference methods. In our opinion, this
construction is significantly novel and has the potential to be useful in a wide range of
applications beyond the MM enzyme kinetic reaction system considered in this paper.

Appendix A Additional derivations

A.1 Stationary distribution
Consider a CTMC (S(t)):>0 on the state space

r+1
S:={(s1,82, ... 5r41) €{0,1,2,..., M} | "s5; = M},
i=1
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with the generator @ given by

QF(s) = lispir (Fls+ e = el0) = £(3)) + Loasy (f(s = el ™V +€el0Y) = £(9))
r+1

+ 3 lisir (£(s = o5 + e - £(5))
=2

3  (fla e =) — p(s).
=2

(A1)
for functions f : {0,1,2,...,M}"*! +— R, and positive constants
iyl o Lyl lega, where eErH) is the i-th unit basis vector in R"™*!, i.e., the

vector all components of which are zeroes except the i-th component, which is one. In
practice, it will be easier to treat @) as a matrix whose elements ¢, o/, for s # s, are
the jump intensities given in Equation (Al), and ¢ = — Zs/# gs,s’- The generator
in Equation (A1) can be rewritten as

Qf(s) = Z qs,s’ (f('sl) - f(S)) :
s'eS

Lemma A.1. The CTMC (S(t))i>0 with generated Q given in Equation (Al) has a
unique stationary distribution ™ given by

r+1

M!
m(s) = 1s(s) =—=— [ [ v, (A2)
H::l sil 2
for s = (s1,S2,...,8.41) where
- -1
<1 faey )
b1 = ay = s
i=2 Hj:Q a;
P1 .
pi:iifOTZ:2,3,...,7", (A3)

szz a;

T
and pry1 =1— szv

=1
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where the numbers ay,as,...,ar41 satisfy the following recursive relations

Qr = (l*’f i lT+1>7
Ly
L I
ai:(L’—FZHI)— (+1) fori=2,3,...,r—1,
li az’+1li
Iy 1 Lt (Ad)

ay = )
I agaz---ar Iy

s
and apy1 = (H a;) "t
i=1

Proof of Lemma A.1. It is straightforward to verify that the CTMC (S(t))¢>0 is irre-
ducible and aperiodic, and positive recurrent [29, Chapter 3]. Therefore, it has a unique
stationary distribution 7 satisfying >, m(s')gsr s = 0 for all s € S. Let us assume
7 is of the form given by Equation (A2) for some pi,pa,...,pr+1. Then, putting
s=(M,0,0,...,0), (0,M,0,...,0),...(0,0,...,M) in >, m(s')gs s = 0 gives us

Prlri1 +pilo1 = pryaly,
Pra1ls +p2l2 =pi(l-1 +12),
pi—1li + piv1l_iy1) = pill—i +liyr) fori=2,3,...,r — 1,
Pr—1ly = pr(l_p + lrg1).

(A5)

Now, define
ay = pry1/P1, G2 = p1/D2, a3 = P2/DP3, ..., Cr11 = Pr/Dry1

so that H:;l a; = 1. Equation (A5) yields immediately a, = (I— 4+ l;+1)/l,. Now,
from Equation (A5), we get

I +1; I_
a; = (i + i) _ =) fori=2,3,...,7r—1,
l; Ai+1b4
from which we can find a,._; by plugging in a, = (I_, + l;41)/l.. Continuing
this process, we can find a,_2,a,_3,...,a2. We find a; from the first equation in
Equation (A5)

I 1 Ly
PO I S

ll a2a3 - -+ Ay ll

Finally, a,+1 = ([T;_; a;)) "
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Let us now fix p;. Then, notice that ps = pl/a27p3 = p2/(@3) =p1/(agas),...,pr =
pr—1/ar =p1/(az---a,), and p,41 = a1p1. Since Z i pi =1, we must have

<1+a1+zn ) :

which completes the proof.

A.2 Solution of the Poisson equation

Consider the operator B,, defined in Equation (3.26). We seek to solve the Poisson
equation

B.sf2s5(2¢) = —hs(20),

where h,4(z¢) is of the form

T

heg(2c) =Y cilzi — Mpi(2v)),
i=1

so that it is centred, i.e., > h.s(2¢)725(2¢) = 0. Since h. is linear, it is natural to
try f of the form

fzs ZC Zb ZS Ziy

for some coefficients b1(zg),ba(2s),...,b.(zs), which may depend on zg. Then, we
have

B.sfzs5(2¢) = k12s(M — ||z2c||,)b1(2s) — k-121b1(25) Zmzz 1(bi—1(2s) — bi(2s))
=2

+ Z ri-izi(bi-1(z5) = bi(z5)) — kpzrbr(zs).

= nllz::Mbl(zs) — (k1zgbi(zs) + k_1b1(2g) + Ka(bi(zs) — ba(zs))) 21
+ z”: (k125b1(25) + Kit1(bi(zs) — biv1(2v)) — ki(bi-1(zs) — bi(2s))) zi
+ E:ir(br—l(ZS) = by(2s)) = Kpbr(2s)) 2r-

Equating terms with equal powers of 21, 23, ..., 2., we get

(k1zs + K1 + K2)bi(25) — Kaba(2s) = c1,
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(k1zs — k—2)b1(2s) + (K3 — K—2)ba(zs) — K3bs(2s) = ca,
k125b1(2s) — k_3ba(2s) + (k4 — k_3)b3(2s) — Kaba(zs) = c3,
k125b1(2s) — K_ab3(zs) + (k5 — k—a)ba(zs) — Ksbs(2g) = ca,

K125b1(25) — K (r—1)br—2(25) + (Kr — K_(r—1))br-1(25) — Kby (25) = cr1,
Kfrb'rfl(ZS) - (Ii,r + :‘iP)bT(ZS) = Cy.

Writing b = b(zs) = (b1(2s),b2(25),...,b:-(25))" and ¢ == (c1,c2,...,¢.)7, we can
write the above system of equations in matrix form as

Kb=c¢,

where K is the r x r matrix given by

K1zs + K_1 + Ko —Kog 0 0 0 0
K125 — K_2 K3 — K_g —K3 0 0 0
K12S —K_3 K4—K_3 —Ky4 0 0
K= K1Z2S 0 —fi_g (ks —FK_yq) -+ 0 0
K128 0 0 0 o (Kp = Ko(ro1)) — Ky
0 0 0 0 Ky —(k—r + Kp)

We assume the matrix K admits a left inverse K ', which yields a solution for the
coefficients b as

b(zs) = K (2g)c.
Therefore, the solution of the Poisson equation B, f.4(zc) = —h.s(2¢) is given by
fos(z0) = 2¢ K (25)c.
We refer the readers to [62, 63], [43], and [44] for discussions on the existence of the

solution to Poisson equations. As shown in Example 3.2, it is possible to find K !
explicitly for some special cases.

Appendix B Acronyms
CRN Chemical Reaction Network

CTMC Continuous Time Markov Chain

DCT Dominated Convergence Theorem
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DSA
FCLT
FLLN
HMC
iid

IPS
KDE
MCLT
MLE
MM
ODE
PRM
QSSA
SDE
SIR
sQSSA

BDG

Dynamic Survival Analysis
Functional Central Limit Theorem
Functional Law of Large Numbers
Hamiltonian Monte Carlo
independent and identically distributed
Interacting Particle System

Kernel Density Estimation
Martingale Central Limit Theorem
Maximum Likelihood Estimate
Michaelis—Menten

Ordinary Differential Equation
Poisson Random Measure
Quasi-Steady State Approximation
Stochastic Differential Equation
Susceptible-Infected-Recovered
standard QSSA

Burkholder—Davis—Gundy
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