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Abstract

We study the global stability of generalized Lotka—Volterra systems with generalized polyno-
mial right-hand side, without restrictions on the number of variables or the polynomial degree,
including negative and non-integer degree. We introduce polyexponential dynamical systems,
which are equivalent to the generalized Lotka—Volterra systems, and we use an analogy to the
theory of mass-action kinetics to define and analyze complex balanced polyexponential sys-
tems, and implicitly analyze complex balanced generalized Lotka—Volterra systems. We prove
that complex balanced generalized Lotka—Volterra systems have globally attracting states, up
to standard conservation relations, which become linear for the associated polyexponential sys-
tems. In particular, complex balanced generalized Lotka—Volterra systems cannot give rise to
periodic solutions, chaotic dynamics, or other complex dynamical behaviors. We describe a
simple sufficient condition for complex balance in terms of an associated graph structure, and
we use it to analyze specific examples.

1 Introduction

In the study of ecological systems, very extensive work has been dedicated to the analysis of

dynamical systems defined on RZ of the form

%:xifi(ml,...,mn), fori=1,...,n, (1)
dt

in which z; represents the population of the ith species and f;(z1,...,x,) represents the per capita
growth rate of that species. Lotka [29] and Volterra [35] were the first to study these types of
systems, and Kolmogorov later extended their scope [27]. Here we refer to such models as generalized
Lotka—Volterra systems. The dynamics of these types of model can be extremely varied: Smale
[32] and Hirsch [22] showed that competitive Lotka—Volterra systems can in general exhibit any
asymptotic behavior, i.e., they can give rise to fixed points, limit cycles, n-torus attractors or
even chaotic dynamics. However, despite this, there has been extensive work on finding sufficient

conditions for global stability of these systems [16,18,21,23,26,33,34,37]. Our goal in this paper



is to provide a new framework for finding sufficient conditions for global stability of generalized
Lotka—Volterra systems, inspired by corresponding results for mass-action systems. In particular,
with this new framework we are able to recover some of the classical theory of global stability for
Lotka—Volterra systems, and also to provide new results on global stability, which we showcase
through examples that contain higher-order interaction terms.

In many cases, generalized Lotka—Volterra systems can be interpreted as mass-action kinetics, but
almost always fall outside the theoretical framework developed by mass-action kinetics pioneers such
as Horn, Jackson, and Feinberg [13,14,25]. While the classical theory introduced by Horn—Jackson
provides powerful tools for analyzing mass-action systems, its applicability to Lotka-—Volterra mod-
els is limited.

To illustrate this limitation, consider the dynamical system

d(El _
E = (11:(}1 2 +r1 —a11x1 + ajpxrs — bnx%)
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o 372( 2Ty~ + T2+ 02171 — a2T2 — 021X1T2 — 022%4 ),

which is a cooperative generalized Lotka—Volterra system with immigration terms and higher-order
interactions. The global stability of this system cannot be deduced from classical results for mass-
action systems. For example, there is no weakly reversible realization [9] of this system, and there

is no obvious way to adapt the classical theory to analyze it.

Mathematical analysis of mass-action systems often relies on the graph-theoretical structure of
reaction networks, which are graphs associated to the differential equations, in that some structural
properties of this graph imply certain dynamical properties, such as global stability. However, this
mass-action graph is not well suited for Lotka—Volterra models. Instead, we propose a different way
to associate a graph to a generalized Lotka—Volterra system, such that structural properties of this

graph imply dynamical properties of the generalized Lotka—Volterra system.

The framework we introduce here extends the applicability of classical results, and also unveils new
insights into the global stability and behavior of these systems.

The main result of this paper is an extension of the Horn—Jackson theorem, which states that
for mass-action kinetic systems, a complex balanced steady state is locally stable, as shown by a
Lyapunov function. We extend this result to the setting of generalized Lotka—Volterra systems, and
show that if a steady state is complex balanced — defined in a manner that extends the classical
definition — then it is globally stable. This result is significant because, while global stability of
complex balanced steady states remains a long-standing conjecture' for mass-action systems, we
prove it here for generalized Lotka—Volterra systems. Specifically, we show that:

Theorem 1.1. Consider a generalized Lotka—Volterra system on RY, that admits at least one
complex balanced steady state. Then every positive steady state is complex balanced, and there
erists a foliation of the state space RY into compatibility manifolds, such that each compatibility

!This is the well-known global attractor conjecture, which is one of the main open problems in the theory of
mass-action systems [13].



manifold contains exactly one complex balanced steady state x*, and this state is globally attracting

within its compatibility manifold. In particular, the function

n

V(z)=> (logz; —logz;)?,
i=1
1 a global strict Lyapunov function within the compatibility manifold of *, where it has a strict

global minimum at x = x*.

In other words, in order to conclude global stability, it suffices to check a condition called complex
balance, which consists of some algebraic identities. Moreover, we also describe sufficient conditions
for complex balance that are very easy to check; these conditions are essentially linear, and have to
do with geometric properties of a specific graph embedding that generates our generalized Lotka—

Volterra system.

1.1 Structure of paper

In Section 2, we describe how generalized Lotka—Volterra systems are associated to Fuclidean
embedded graphs, which serve as a bridge to the theory of mass-action systems, and inspiration
for some key mathematical approaches. In Section 3, we introduce our other main mathematical
tool, i.e., polyexponential systems, and we show that they also can be generated by Euclidean
embedded graphs. Moreover, we show that polyexponential systems are equivalent to generalized
Lotka—Volterra systems, via a simple change of variables. Once we have developed this machinery,
we prove a theorem about polyexponential systems (Theorem 3.8), which provides a sufficient
condition for global stability. Then, in Section 4 we return to generalized Lotka—Volterra systems,
and reformulate the results in the previous section to obtain our main result (Theorems 1.1 and 4.6).
We also prove an extension (Theorem 4.9) that is useful for applications. We conclude with a section

on examples and one that discusses avenues for future work.

1.2 Definitions and notation

Throughout this work, we let R~ denote the set of positive real numbers. Accordingly, RZ, denotes
the set of vectors in R with positive entries. Bold symbols denote vectors, e.g., € = (z1,...,2,) .
We write £ > 0 to mean that all components of x are positive. For any € RY, and y € R",
let ¥ = o¥'z4? ... 2", If Y € R™™ is a matrix with column vectors y,...,y,,, then ¥ =
(x¥1,...,2Yn)". The standard inner product of v,w € R" is denoted (v, w). We extend exp
and log componentwise to vectors in R"™ and RZY respectively. By a straightforward calculation,
log(zY) = Y " logx. Finally, denote by &1,é,,...,¢&, the standard basis of R”, and diag(z) the

diagonal matrix with entries x1, ..., z,.

2 Generalized Lotka—Volterra systems

Consider the dynamical system on RZ given by

d:L‘i
dt

=z fi(x1,...,xp), fori=1,...,n, (3)



where the functions f;(x) are generalized polynomials, i.e., linear combinations of monomials with
real (instead of integer) exponents; see Eq. (2) for an example. We refer to systems of the form (3)
as generalized Lotka—Volterra systems, or simply GLV systems. These classes of dynamical
systems are widely studied as models of population dynamics, infectious disease, evolutionary game
theory, and many other applications [18,23,34,37].

In this paper we will identify a large class of GLV systems (called complex balanced GLV systems)
that have remarkably stable dynamics: they do not allow oscillations or chaotic dynamics, they
cannot have solutions that converge to infinity or to the boundary of the positive orthant, and ac-
tually, any solution that starts in the positive orthant converges to a positive steady state; moreover,
each steady state is unique within a invariant manifold, which can be parametrized explicitly.

Many of the methods in our analysis are strongly inspired by the theory of mass-action systems [36].
A key step is to represent a dynamical system of interest using an embedded graph [6].

Definition 2.1. An Fuclidean embedded graph (or E-graph) is a finite directed graph G =
(V,E) embedded in R", with no self-loops, i.e., with VC R” and E C V x V and (y,y) ¢ E for
any y € V.

Let n denote the dimension of the state space (i.e., the number of species), and m denote the
number of vertices in the graph, i.e., m = |V|. We enumerate the vertices, i.e., V.= {yy,...,y,,}
An edge (y;, yj) € E is also denoted y; — y;, where the point y; is said to be its source vertez,
and y, is its product vertex. We may also write (i,j) € E instead of (y;,y;) € E. We say that
an E-graph is reversible if (i,j) € E whenever (j,1) € E; it is weakly reversible if every edge is
part of a directed cycle.

In the theory of mass-action systems, a dynamical system of interest can be generated from a
reaction network (interpreted as an E-graph G) along with a choice of positive edge weights k € REO.
The goal of reaction network theory is to deduce parameter-independent dynamical information from
the graph-theoretic and geometric properties of G. In this work, we aim for a similar theory for

GLV systems. We first specify how a GLV system can be generated from (G, k).

Definition 2.2. Let G = (V,E) be an E-graph and k& = (ki;) j)er € RE be a choice of edge
weights, and define
fam@ = D> ria¥i(y; —y,).

(i,9)€EE

The GLV system generated by (G, k) is the system of differential equations on RZ,

dx

L = diag(®)f (6 m) (@) @

Remark 2.3. The function f ¢ .)(x) gives exactly the general formula of the right-hand side of a
mass-action system. In other words, in the theory of mass-action systems, the differential equations

d
= = Fowm(@ (5)



represents the mass-action system generated by (G, k) [13,36]. In general, the dynamical properties
of the systems (4) and (5) may be different; nevertheless, we will take advantage of this connection.

Example 2.4. Consider the E-graph G with vertex set V = {é;,é3,€3}, and edge set F =
{€1 = &3,8; = &3,e3 = &}, as shown in Fig. 1(a). Choosing edge weights k = (kij)(; j)er > 0

generates the GLV system

dxq

ar =21 ((—kK12 — K13)T1 + K2122 + K3123)

d:l?g

— =12 (K12x1 + (—Ko1 — K23)T2 + K3223) (6)
d:L'g

— =3 (K131 + Kogxa + (—K31 — K32)23) ,

whose vector field (with all k;; = 1) is shown on two invariant surfaces in Fig. 1(b).

-\

Figure 1: (a) The E-graph G of Example 2.4, embedded in R3. (b-c) Vector fields on invariant
sets for (b) the GLV system (6), and (c) after the change of variables z; — log(z;). The green
line represents the steady state set. Note that in both (b) and (c) there is a foliation of the

state space, given by invariant sets.

As we mentioned, we can take advantage of the similarities between the right-hand sides of (4)
and (5). In particular, the vector-valued function f ¢ .)(x) admits a matrix-form representation
based on the structure of (G,k). Let Y € R"™™ be the matrix whose columns are the vertices
Y15+ >Ym- Let ki be the edge weight of y; — y;. The Kirchoff matriz A, € R™*™ is the
negative transpose of the Laplacian matrix of the weighted directed graph (G, k), i.e.,

fji if (i, ) € E,
[Aclij =14 Z R, iti=j,
L:(i,0)eE
0, otherwise.

d
Then f g ) (z) = YA, zY [13], and it follows that (4) can be written as d—? = diag(z) YA,z Y.

The E-graph G is not only a directed graph, but because of its embedding, it contains geometric
information. Again borrowing terms from reaction network theory, we define the notions of the



stoichiometric subspace and deficiency [13,36], the former being the span of all vectors associated
to the edges, while the latter measures how far is the embedding of G from being generic (see [10]
for a more in-depth discussion).

Definition 2.5. The stoichiometric subspace of an E-graph G is the vector space S := spang{y,—
yj: (Zaj) € E}

Definition 2.6. The deficiency of an E-graph G is § := |V| — ¢ — dim S, where ¢ is the number
of connected components of GG, and S is the stoichiometric subspace.

Example 2.7. Considering the E-graph G from Example 2.4 or Fig. 1(a). The stoichiometric sub-
space of G is the 2-dimensional set S = spang {(—1, 1,0)", (0,—1,1)T, (1,0, —1)T}. The deficiency
of Gisd=3-1-2=0.

d&; 1 dz;
Consider the change of variables & = log(x). Since & _ 1 dai

dt oz dt
defined on R3:

, this results in the following system

d

% = (—/ﬂg — /i13)€£1 + 521652 + /4331653

d

% = k1™ + (—ha1 — Kag)e® + ke (7)
dg

7: = Iilgesl + 1123652 + (—I€31 — H32)653.

d
Because @ _ 2 Gij)eE mje<5’yi>(yj —y;) € S, the set Sg, = S+ & is invariant for (7) for any

dt
& € R3, ie., if £(0) € Se,, then £(t) € Se, for all t € R for which the solution is defined. Fig. 1(c)

shows the vector field on two such invariant sets.

What we observed in Example 2.7 holds more generally. We call systems like (7) polyexponential
systems, and they will be the focus of the next section.

3 Polyexponential dynamical systems

d
We have seen that the change of variables §; = log(z;) converts a GLV system di: = diag(z) f (¢ x)(x)

d
into a system of differential equations in e% variables: d—f = few (ef). We show in this section

that this latter system is in some sense easier to analyze, despite the two being equivalent.

Definition 3.1. Let G = (V,E) be an E-graph and k& = (kij) j)er € RE be a choice of edge
weights, and define
Par) () = Z ffij€<£’yi>(yj —Y;)
(i.5)eE
The polyexponential system generated by (G, k) is the system of differential equations on R"

d
CTf = P(G,k) (£)> (8)

dé — YA,eY ¢

or in matrix-form,



Remark 3.2. The dynamical system (4), defined on RZ, is equivalent to the dynamical system
(8), defined on R"™, via the change of variables x; — & = log(x;). For example, the system (6) is
equivalent to the system (7); see Figs. 1(b) and 1(c).

As we observed in Example 2.7, translates of the stoichiometric subspace are invariant under (8).

Lemma 3.3. Consider the polyexponential system (8) generated by (G,k), with stoichiometric
subspace S. Then for any &, € R", its compatibility class Sg = S + & is invariant.

d
Proof. From (8), we see that the right-hand side of s is a linear combination of the vectors of the

form y; — y;. Thus, if a function £(¢) is a solution of (8) on an interval that contains ¢ = 0, then
&(t) —&(0) € S for all ¢ for which £(t) is defined. O

3.1 Complex balanced polyexponential systems

Inspired by reaction network theory, we analyze global stability of polyexponential systems (thus
implicitly GLV systems) that are generated by E-graphs with specific properties. Recall that a
system of differential equations d—f = g(x) is said to be globally stable on a forward-invariant set
Q if there exists a steady state * € Q such that for any initial condition x(0) € Q, the solution

x(t) converges to x*.

The key concept of a complex balanced system was originally defined in the context of mass-action
systems [25]; here we reinterpret it for polyexponential systems. This reinterpretation will allow
us to extend some powerful stability results in reaction network theory [36] to a broad class of

polyexponential systems.

Definition 3.4. The polyexponential system (8) generated by (G, k) is said to be complex bal-
anced if there exists € € R™ such that for any y; € V', we have

Z g€ v) — Z Kﬁg(g*,yj). (9)
j: (i,5)€EE j: (JR)EE
The point £* is called a complex balanced steady state.

Remark 3.5. Eq. (9) is equivalent to e¥ & € ker A, [13], from which it follows that & is a
steady state of the polyexponential system (8). One way to interpret (9) is that at every y, € V,
the total inflow into y; equals the total outflow from y,, when evaluated at £*. (Informally, this
is analogous to Kirchoff’s current law, which says that the total current that enters a node of an
electrical circuit equals the total current that exits that node.) The name “complex balanced”

comes from the theory of mass-action systems, where vertices are called “complexes” [25].

Example 3.6. Consider the polyexponential system given by (7) in Example 2.7. For £* € R? to
be complex balanced, it needs to satisfy the following equations:

K12e8T + k13el = kp1e® + rgre®s

K212 + Ka3e®? = K€l + K39e%3 (10)

* * * *
531653 + /4332653 = ngeél + I€236§2.



By Remark 3.5, we may assume £ is a steady state of (7). For this example, any steady state will
satisfy (10), which we prove is a consequence of deficiency of G being zero.

3.2 Global stability of complex balanced polyexponential systems

In this section, we analyze polyexponential systems that are complex balanced. We start by showing
the dynamical implications of the complex balance condition, i.e., the condition that there exists at
least one complex balanced steady state. Then, we characterize when a system is complex balanced

for any choice of edge weights.
We first prove that the existence of a complex balanced steady state leads to a Lyapunov function.

Lemma 3.7. Consider the polyexponential system (8) generated by (G,k), with stoichiometric
subspace S. Suppose there exists a complex balanced steady state € € R™. Define on R™ the

function

n

L&) => (&—&)* (11)

i=1
Then L(§) is a Lyapunov function for the system (8), i.e., we have @ (&) - VL(§) < 0 for all
&€ € R™. Moreover, equality holds if and only if € — &* € S*.

Proof. Note that by the mean value theorem e*(z’ — z) < e? — e* for any z,z" € R. Since the
gradient is VL(§) = 2(§ — £*), we have

Ca)(€) - VLE) =2 Y kyjeWot 848 (y, — gy, £ ¢7)

(i,))eE

=92 Z Hije<yi,£*>€<yi,€—£*> [<ij €€~ (g, € — €]
(i,))eE

<2 3 ke [e<yj,s—s*> _ e<yi,5—s*>} ,
(i,))eE

where equality holds if and only if <yj —vy;, & — £*> =0 for all y; — y; € E, ie., if and only if
£ — ¢* € St. Now, instead of summing over all edges, we sum over all vertices and edges coming
into or out of each vertex; this rearrangement leads to

Pl (€) - VL(E) < QZ Z ,ijie(yj,ﬁﬂ _ Z ke €) | ewin€=€) = g
i=1

J: (Gi)eE ji (B.J)EE

as the differences in the parentheses are zero, due to £€* being complex balanced. ]

While the calculation above is inspired by one involving the Lyapunov function in [25] for mass-
action systems, an important difference between mass-action and polyexponential systems lie in the
form of the Lyapunov function. Specifically, the function L(£) in Lemma 3.7 is a proper Lyapunov
function, i.e., for any C, the set {£&: L(§) < C} is a compact set within the state space of the
polyexponential system, which is not true for the analogous function for mass-action system (see



[7] for more details). One major advantage of a proper Lyapunov function is that it can be used
to immediately conclude global stability (while, in the theory of mass-action kinetics, the global
stability of complex balanced systems is still a conjecture, even though it has been formulated a
long time ago [24]).

Theorem 3.8. Consider the polyezponential system (8) generated from (G, k), with stoichiometric
subspace S. Suppose £* is complex balanced. Then the following hold.

1. A state ¢ is a steady state if and only if ¢ — €* € S+,
2. Every steady state is complex balanced.
3. There exists exactly one steady state within each compatibility class.

4. The function (11) is a global proper Lyapunov function for (8). When restricted to a com-
patibility class, the function L(€) has a unique minimum at the complex balanced steady state
contained in that class. In particular, each steady state is globally attracting within its com-

patibility class.

Proof. 1. If ¢ is a steady state, we have ¢ ,)(€) - VL(¢) = 0, so from Lemma 3.7 we conclude
that ¢ — £€* € St. Conversely, if ¢ — &* € S+, then we have (¢, Y — y;) = (&, Y, — y;) for
all y; — y,; € E. This implies that, since £ is complex balanced, for all y; € V' we have

Z Kij = Z Hjie<£*,yj_yi> — Z Hjie<§'7yj_yi>7

j: (Lj)eE j: (Gi)er j: (Ji)eE

as the first equality is equivalent to (9), and the second equality follows from ¢ — &* € S*.
Then the fact that the first and last term above are equal implies that ¢ is complex balanced,

and therefore it is a steady state.
2. This follows from the proof of 1.

3. Both existence and uniqueness follow immediately from the fact that any compatibility class
is of the form &, + S while the set of steady states is of the form £* + S*.

4. This last claim follows from (i) the inequality in Lemma 3.7, (ii) that the sublevel sets of L(§)
are balls, thus compact in R", and (iii) the unique minimum of L(£) in each compatibility
class lies on &* + S+. O

Theorem 3.8 is remarkable in that global stability of all steady states (within their compatibility
classes) can be concluded just from the ezxistence of one complex balanced steady state. We now
turn our attention to cases where the complex balance property can be established without having
to check the equations (9). Indeed, the deficiency of an E-graph (Definition 2.6) characterizes when
the system is complex balanced for any choices of edge weights.

T
A complex balanced steady state &* for the mass-action system i YA, zY can be defined as

one satisfying (z*)Y € ker A, (see [13,36]), while £* is complex balanced for the polyexponential



d *
system a€ = YA,.@eYT£ if and only if eY'¢ € ker A,. These relationships allow us to derive the
theorems below by taking advantage of analogous results from the theory of mass-action systems.

Theorem 3.9. The polyexponential system generated by (G, k) is complex balanced for any k > 0
if and only if G is weakly reversible and has deficiency zero.

Proof. The Deficiency Zero Theorem for mass-action systems states that G being weakly reversible
and deficiency zero is necessary and sufficient for the system to have complex balanced steady state
x* for any k > 0 [13,36]. Letting £&* = logx*, we see that (z*)Y¥ = (e7"€"). In other words, for
any k > 0, the polyexponential system (8) generated by (G, k) is complex balanced. O

Theorem 3.10. Suppose the E-graph G has deficiency zero, and consider some arbitrary x > 0.

1. If G is weakly reversible, then within each compatibility class the polyexponential system gen-
erated by (G, K) has a unique steady state that is complex balanced and globally stable.

2. If G is not weakly reversible, then the polyexponential system generated by (G, k) cannot have
any steady state, nor can it admit any periodic orbit.

In particular, if the polyexponential system generated by (G, K) has a steady state, then this steady
state is complex balanced and globally stable within its compatibility class.

Proof. When G is weakly reversible the result follows from Theorems 3.8 and 3.9.

Now suppose G is not weakly reversible. Then, by [13, Proposition 16.5.3], Z(i,j)EE aij(y;—y;) #0
for all vectors @ = (ij)(; j)ep > 0. By Stiemke’s Lemma it follows that there exists a vector p
such that the dot products <p, Yy — yi> are non-negative for all (i,7) € E, and at least one such
dot product is strictly positive. This implies that the function Vp(z) = —> " | piz; is a linear
strict Lyapunov function for the polyexponential system (8) generated by (G, k), and therefore this
system cannot have any steady state or periodic orbits. O

Example 3.11. In Example 3.6, we noted that any steady state £&* of the polyexponential system
(7) is complex balanced. This is explained by Theorem 3.10, as the graph G that generates (7)
is weakly reversible and has deficiency zero (see Example 2.7 and Fig. 1(a)). Furthermore, by
Theorem 3.8, we see that for each compatibility class Sg,, the system does have a unique complex
balanced steady state that is globally stable when restricted to its compatibility class Sg , with
Lyapunov function given by (11). Moreover, any two steady states £* and ¢ satisfy ¢ — £€* € S*.
Fig. 1(c) shows the vector field on two compatibility classes.

4 Complex balanced generalized Lotka—Volterra systems

In this section we leverage the results established for polyexponential systems to derive analogous
results for GLV systems, which are the primary focus of our study. We introduced polyexponential
systems because they arose from GLV systems under a change of variables. Therefore, the dynamical

10



qualities of polyexponential systems from the last section are also properties of the corresponding
GLV systems.

First, recall that if the stoichiometric subspace of an E-graph G is not the whole R", then the
polyexponential system is invariant on affine subsets (called compatibility classes) that are obtained

d
by shifting the stoichiometric subspace S. The GLV system c% = diag(x)f (G,K) (x) generated by
d
the same E-graph, which is diffeomorphic to d—f = P(G,r)(§), therefore also has invariant subsets.

Lemma 4.1. Consider the GLV system (4) generated by (G, k), with stoichiometric subspace S.
For any xy € R, its compatibility manifold exp(Se,) = exp(S + &) is invariant, where
€, = logxzg. In particular, for any non-zero w € S+, the equation w' logz(t) = w' logx(0)
defines a first integral of (4).

Example 4.2. Recall that the GLV system given by (6) in Example 2.4 has a two-dimensional
stoichiometric subspace. The compatibility manifold of a point &g € RZ, for (6) is the set exp(S +
&) where £, = log(xo), as shown in Fig. 1(b). Note that any such set is an invariant set for (6).

We now define the notion of complex balance for GLV systems.

Definition 4.3. The GLV system (4) generated by (G, k) is said to be complex balanced if there
exists £* € RY, such that for any y, € V, we have

Yo mpl@)i= Y wu(Et). (12)
J: (Lj)EE jr (Ger
The point x* is called a complex balanced steady state.
Lemma 4.4. Consider the GLV system (4) and the polyexponential system (8), each generated by
(G,K). Then x* is complex balanced for the GLV system if and only if logx* is complex balanced

for the polyexponential system.

Proof. The definitions of complex balanced in polyexponential and GLV systems can be rewritten

as eY € € ker A, and Y € ker A, respectively. The claim follows from xY =Y logz, ]

Example 4.5. Consider the GLV system (6) in Example 2.4. The point x* € R?;o is complex
balanced if it satisfies the following equations:

* * * *
K121 + K13T1 = K21Z%9 + K313
* * * *
K219 + K23Ty = K12X7 + K323

* * * *
K31X3 + K323 = K13T] + K23Ts.

Similar to the case of Example 3.6, all steady states x* € Rio are complex balanced according
to Lemma 4.4. Moreover, we also obtain analogous conclusions as in Example 3.11, i.e., for each
compatibility manifold exp(Sg,) the system (6) has a unique complex balanced steady state that is
globally stable when restricted to its compatibility manifold exp(Sgo), and any two positive steady
states =*, z* satisfy log z — logz* € S+.

11



Using Lemma 4.4, we obtain the three theorems below, which are analogues of Theorems 3.8-3.10.

Theorem 4.6. Consider the GLV system (4) on RZ, generated by (G,k), with stoichiometric
subspace S. Suppose x* is a complex balanced steady state. Then the following hold.

1. A positive state z is a steady state if and only if we have log z — logx* € S+.
2. FEwvery positive steady state is complex balanced.

3. There is exactly one positive steady state within each compatibility manifold.

4. The function

n

V(z)=> (logz; —loga})?, (13)
i=1
defined on RZ, is a global proper Lyapunov function for (4). When restricted to a compati-
bility manifold, the function V(x) has a unique minimum at the complex balanced steady state
contained in that compatibility manifold. In particular, every positive steady state is globally
attracting within its compatibility manifold.

The level sets of V(x) are images of the sphere centered at logz* under the component-wise
exponentiation map; see Fig. 2 for examples in ]R2>0 and ]R?;O.

Figure 2: Level sets of the Lyapunov function (13) in (a) R%, and (b) R?, with * = 1.
Theorem 4.7. The GLV system generated by (G, K) is complez balanced for any k > 0 if and only
if G is weakly reversible and has deficiency zero.

Theorem 4.8. Suppose the E-graph G has deficiency zero, and consider some arbitrary & > 0.

1. If G is weakly reversible, then within each compatibility manifold the GLV system generated
by (G, K) has a unique positive steady state that is complex balanced and globally stable.

2. If G is not weakly reversible, then the GLV system generated by (G,K) cannot have any
positive steady state, nor can it admit any periodic orbit.

In particular, if the GLV system (4) has a positive steady state, then this steady state is complex
balanced and globally stable within its compatibility manifold.

12



We now extend our main result to a larger class of GLV systems. In Section 5, we will see in specific
examples that this generalization provides a powerful method for obtaining conditions for global
stability in applications. In particular, it allows us to recover a classical result that gives conditions
for global stability for quadratic cooperative Lotka—Volterra systems (Theorem 5.1).

Theorem 4.9. Let G be an E-graph with stoichiometric subspace S, and let k > 0 be a choice of
edge weights. Let D = diag(d) be a n x n positive diagonal matriz. Consider the system

% _ D diag() f (. (). (14)

dt
d
Suppose the GLV system d—:: = diag(z) f ¢ x)(x) generated by (G, k) has a complex balanced steady
state x*. Then the following hold:

1. Any positive steady state z of (14) satisfies log z —log z* € S+.

2. For any &, € R™, the set exp(DS + &) is an invariant set of (14), and contains exactly one
positive steady state.

3. The function

n

Vi)=Y %(log 2i — loga?)?, (15)

i=1 °

defined on RZ is a global proper Lyapunov function for (14). In particular, every positive

steady state is globally stable within its invariant set.

Proof. 1. Under the change of variables x; — &; = log z;, the system (14) is transformed into

d
% — Do (@) (16)

d
where £ = @(G,x)(§) is the polyexponential system generated by (G, k). Since the set of

steady states for (16) is £* + S+ independent of D, the claim (1) follows by reversing back to
the z; variables.

2. The compatibility class of £, € R" for (16) is not £;+.5, but instead {;+DS. The intersection
(£*+SH)N(€,+DS) contains exactly one point for any &*; therefore each invariant set £,+D.S
contains exactly one steady state for (16). Accordingly, each invariant set exp(DS + &)
contains exactly one positive steady state for (16).

3. Consider the function L(§) = )", d%-(fi — &)?, obtained by applying the change of variables
dg

to (15). Its gradient is VL(€) = 2D~ (¢ — €*). Thus, <dt, VL(£)> =2 <<,D(Gﬁ) (&), & — g*>,

which we have shown in Lemma 3.7 to be non-positive, and it is equal to zero if and only if
€ — ¢* € St. Therefore L(£) is a proper Lyapunov function for (16), and each steady state ¢
is globally stable within its compatibility class ¢ + D.S. By reversing the change of variables
we complete the proof of (3). O
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5 Examples

In this section we look at some specific examples, in order to illustrate how the theory we developed
can be used to prove global stability for various types of GLV systems. We start by using Theo-
rem 4.8 and Theorem 4.9 to recover a classical result. Then, we illustrate how to use Theorem 4.9
to find conditions for global stability for a GLV system with higher-order interaction terms. Finally,
we analyze a specific example, i.e., with fixed parameters, and show that it is globally stable using
Theorem 4.6.

5.1 Analysis of a classical global stability result

The following result is an illustration of how to use Theorem 4.8 and Theorem 4.9 to recover a
classical result on global stability of quadratic cooperative Lotka—Volterra systems [16,17,23,33].

e

Figure 3: E-graph G that generates the GLV system (20) for n = 3. With appropriate choice
of edge weights, the system (19) is generated by a subgraph of G.

Theorem 5.1 ([16,23]). Consider the cooperative GLV system

(Z—f = diag(xz)(r + Ax), (17)
where r; > 0, [Al;j = a;; > 0 for i # j, and a; < 0. Suppose that * € RZ, is a positive steady

state of (17). If there exists dy,...,dn > 0 such that
Z diaij < 0 (18)
i=1

for all j, then (17) is globally stable on RZ, with x* as its globally attracting steady state.

Proof. By Theorem 4.9, it suffices to find a positive matrix D~! = diag(dy, .. .,d,) such that

dm . B 3 . n A n . n .
o~ diag(@)(D™'r + D71 Az) = diag(w) | 3 diniéi+ Y diawziéi+ ) djaziwie; | (19)
=1 =1 4,j=1
i#]
can be generated by an E-graph G* with «* as a complex balanced steady state. Denote by &y the
origin of R™, and consider the E-graph G = (V, E) where

V={é:0<i<n} and E:{éi;j—‘éj:()gi<j§n},
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with edge weights ;; as indicated (see Fig. 3 for the three-dimensional version). The GLV system
generated by (G, k) is

d:L' . n . n . n R A
T diag(x) Z K0i€; — Z KioT;€; + Z Kijxi(€; — &) | . (20)
i=1 i=1 ij=1
i

We will find x;; > 0 such that (20) is equal to (19). If any x;; = 0, we exclude the corresponding
edge in the target E-graph G*.

To find k;;, we set the coefficients for each monomial in (19) and (20) to be equal. From the

constant terms, we obtain ko; = d;r; for each i = 1,...,n. From the coeflicients of x;,
n n
— | Ri0 + E Rij éi + E Rijéj = E djajiéj.
J#i i =1
Therefore, for 1 < ¢ # j < n, we have
n
koi = diri, ki = djaj;,  Kip = — E djaj;,
Jj=1

where x;; > 0. Note that the hypotheses on 7 and A imply that ko; > 0, k;; > 0, and K9 > 0.

Therefore, under the stated assumptions, (20) is the GLV system generated by (G*, k) where G*
is a subgraph of G.

To conclude global stability of * for Cfl—:: = diag(x)(r + Ax) using Theorem 4.9, it suffices to show
that * is a complex balanced steady state for (G*, k) and that its stoichiometric subspace is R".
Indeed, because kg; > 0, the edge 0 — €; is in G*; therefore its stoichiometric subspace is R", and
G* contains n + 1 vertices, which all lie in the same connected component. Thus, the deficiency of
G*isd=(n+1)—1—n=0. By Theorem 4.8 we conclude that the positive steady state x* is
complex balanced, and thus, by Theorem 4.9, globally attracting. O

5.2 Analysis of models with higher-order interactions

We now analyze the global stability of a GLV model with higher-order interaction (HOI) terms [1,
4,15,28,31]. HOI terms have been introduced to better understand species coexistence in diverse
communities. Recent works have shown that higher-order terms can stabilize dynamics [20], shape
the diversity of species [3], and capture otherwise unexplained dynamics of ecological systems [30].
In general, the Lotka—Volterra model for three-way HOI [15,31] is

dzx;
dtl =z | i+ z]: aijz; + ZJ: zk: bijexjx

As an example, we will show how to use Theorem 4.9 in order to analyze global stability of a two-

species cooperative Lotka—Volterra system. This approach can be extended for higher-dimensional
models [12].
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Example 5.2. For simplicity, consider the following GLV model with HOI terms involving two
species [1]:

dxl
= z1(r1 — a1z + aexe — biri22),

dw2
o T2(r2 + a2171 — azere — bar1T2),

where r; > 0, a;; > 0, and b; > 0 for 4,5 = 1,2. Suppose * = (x7,x3) is a positive steady state?

for the system (21); we show that &* is a globally attracting point by showing that * is complex

balanced for some GLV system and applying Theorem 4.9.

R41

Figure 4: E-graph G that generates the GLV system (23). With appropriate choice of edge
weights, (22) is generated by a subgraph of G.

Consider? instead the rescaled system

dx
7dt1 = x1d1(r1 — anzy + a12x2 — bixixa),
(22)
dzo
e xoda (12 + a21x1 — azre — baxixa),

for some dj,dy > 0. We will find d; such that (22) is generated by a subgraph of the E-graph G
shown in Fig. 4. Formally, G and the indicated edge weights generate the GLV system

d — c — K
e diag(z1, z2) 12 + 21 T, + 43 T + st rixe |, (23)
dt \ z9 K14 K23 —K41 —HK32

where r;; > 0. For (22) and (23) to be equal on R?;, we must have

K12 = di71, k21 = dyann, k43 = dyra12, k34 = d1by,

K14 = dara, K23 = daas1, K41 = daa22, K32 = daba.

In addition, we want x* to be complex balanced for (23). With the appropriate substitutions for
ki; and using the fact that x* is a steady state, the complex balance equations (12) reduce to

* *
dir1 + darg = dlalll‘l + d2a221‘2,

2That a positive steady state * exists follows from the main theorem in [5] for example.
3While our goal is to analyze the system (21), we turn our attention to (22), because this system has additional

free parameters di,d2 that we can take advantage of.
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which has a solution if and only if
sign(r; — aj12]) = sign(agexs — r2). (24)

Therefore (24) is a sufficient condition® for * to be a globally attracting point for the system (21).

Our approach for the proof of Theorem 5.1 and the analysis of Example 5.2 rely on the fact that if
we want to conclude global stability for a GLV system, it is enough to find an E-graph G generating
the system, such that it is complex balanced. The same approach can be used in many other cases.
In the following example we prove global stability of a particular instance of the system (2) from
the introduction. In future work [12] we will describe how to apply this approach systematically in
order to obtain general conditions for (2) to be globally stable, using the methods described here.

Example 5.3. Consider the dynamical system

d

% = 21(1027% — 7 — 621 + 4a9 — 27)

i .
cTtQ = 5(62y " + 5+ 2a1 — w3 — Bz — 325 ).

Note that * = (1,1) € R2>0 is a steady state for this system. We would like to conclude that x*
is a globally attracting point on R%,. If we can show that the system (25) can be generated by an
E-graph G* and that * is a complex balanced steady state for G*, then Theorem 4.6 implies that

*

x* is a globally attracting point for (25).

Rg4 ||| A48
K43
_— e
R41||[F14 532| K23
I\ K15 K12 v/ Ra7 L
R51 K21 K72
Re1||[F16

Figure 5: E-graph G that generates (25) with the appropriate choice of edge weights.

Consider the GLV system generated by the E-graph G shown in Fig. 5:
d [x1 . 2K51 _9 0 _1 —2K15 + K12 —K91 + Kot
— = diag(x1,x r;°+ T, + + x
dt (a:z) 871, 72) << 0 ! ke ) —K16 + K14 K23 '
(26)
K —K —K 0
+ 431 To + 3 T1T9 + 72 :1:% + 1 xg/z .
—k41 + K48 — K32 0 —5h84

4This assumption can be removed and this analysis can be done in a much more general setting, by using a

complete graph instead of the graph G in Fig. 4. This will be addressed in future work [12].
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Note that (25) and (26) are equal if we make the following choices for the edge weights in Fig. 5:

K12 = 3, K21 = 7, K14 = 11, K41 = 7, K93 — 2, K39 = 6, K43 = 4,

k34 =0, K15 = K51 = O, k16 = K61 = 6, kot = K72 = 1, K4g = Kga = 6.

Furthermore, it can be checked directly that * = (1,1) is complex balanced for (G, k). Thus by
Theorem 4.6, «* is globally attracting for (25).

More generally, if we look at the system (2) with arbitrary parameters I;, r;, aij, bi;, and we assume
that I;, a;j,b;; are positive, then there exist positive choices of parameters r;; for the graph G in
Fig. 5 that will give rise to the system (2); this is a key step for obtaining the complex balance
property. We will analyze this in depth in future work [12].

6 Discussion

In this paper we analyze the global stability of generalized Lotka—Volterra (GLV) systems of the
form (1), without restrictions on the number of variables or the degree of the polynomials on the
right-hand side. Our main result is Theorem 4.6, which says that if the system (1) has a steady
state that is complex balanced with respect to some graph G, then all its steady states are complex
balanced, and there exists a foliation of the state space RY into compatibility manifolds, such that
each compatibility manifold is invariant and contains exactly one complex balanced steady state
x*, which is globally attracting within its compatibility manifold.

Our inspiration for the statement and the proof of Theorem 4.6 comes from the theory of mass-action
systems, where the notion of complex balance was first introduced [25]. Interestingly, Theorem 4.6
provides a GLV analogue of the global attractor conjecture for mass-action systems, which has only

been proved under additional assumptions on the graph G [2,11,19].

The central idea guiding our application of the theory to specific GLV systems is to uncover an
underlying graph structure that can give rise to that system (referred to as an E-graph, and inspired
by reaction networks from mass-action kinetics). A well-chosen graph structure (more specifically,
finding a graph that is weakly reversible) allows us to study the global stability of the corresponding
dynamical system. This approach unifies the analysis of different classes of dynamical systems, and
provides a framework for deriving new insights into their behavior.

An important technical detail in this work is the use of the equivalence between GLV systems and
polyexponential systems; in future work we will exploit this equivalence further, in order to obtain
a proof of the persistence conjecture for weakly reversible GLV systems [8], and in our analysis
of disguised complex balance [12], to significantly relax the complex balance assumption while still
being able to conclude global stability.
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