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Abstract

We consider within-host virus models with n > 2 strains and allow mutation between the strains. If
there is no mutation, a Lyapunov function establishes global stability of the steady state corresponding
to the fittest strain. For small perturbations this steady state persists, perhaps with small concentrations
of some or all other strains, depending on the connectivity of the graph describing all possible mutations.
Moreover, using a perturbation result due to Smith and Waltman [14], we show that this steady state
also preserves global stability.

1 Introduction

The study of the dynamics of within-host virus disease models has been a very fruitful area of research over
the past few decades. Of particular importance has been the work on mathematical models of HIV infection
by Perelson and coauthors [I0, [IT] and Nowak and coauthors [9]. It has spurred more recent research by
among others Hal Smith with one of us [I], [I6] and [12].

For single-strain virus models, the understanding of the global behavior has been largely based on the
fact that they are competitive [I] and the use of particular mathematical tools developed by Muldowney; see
Li and Muldowney [§] for an application of these techniques to the classical SEIR model in epidemiology.
Of course it is well known that for globally stable systems there is a Lyapunov function, but finding such a
function is often difficult, as illustrated by the following quote from Smith and Waltman’s classical work on
chemostats [13] on p. 37:

Considerable ingenuity, intuition, and perhaps luck are required to find a Liapunov function.

One of the purposes of this paper is to find such Lyapunov functions for various within host virus models
following the ingenuity from [6] and [5]. Another purpose of the paper is to investigate what happens if we
include mutation effects in the model by allowing different virus strains to mutate into each other. This is
very relevant in the context of HIV where mutations have profound impact on treatment, see for instance
[12] where a two-strain model is considered.

Mathematically we will treat the model with mutations as a perturbation of the original model. It turns
out that the structural properties of the mutation matrix that describes the possible mutations (in particular,
whether this matrix is irreducible or not), dictate which single strain steady states of the unperturbed model
persist in the perturbed model, and which don’t. An obvious problem is to determine if the globally stable
single strain steady state of the unperturbed model persists. We will show that this is always the case,
regardless of the mutation matrix. Moreover, taking advantage of the perturbation result developed by
Smith and Waltman in [14], we will show that this steady state remains globally stable for small values
of the mutation parameter. In order to apply this perturbation result we will first need to establish a
particular persistence property, uniform in the perturbation parameter, and to achieve this we invoke the
theory developed by Hutson [3 [4], see also [2], which uses the notion of an average Lyapunov function. It
will be shown that a rather simple -in fact, linear- average Lyapunov function exists.
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The paper is organized as follows. In Sectionlwe present a Lyapunov function to establish global stability
of the disease equilibrium of a single-strain virus model. This is extended in Section [3] to a global stability
result for a multi-strain model which does not include mutations. In biological terms, we demonstrate that in
the absence of mutations the fittest strain of the virus drives all other viral strains to extinction. In Section
[ we investigate what happens if mutations are taken into account for two different models. Finally, in the
Appendix we extend all our results to a slightly modified model which includes an often neglected loss term
in the virus equation.

2 Single-strain
In this paper, we consider the basic model of the form

T = f(I)-kVT
T = kVT —pT*
V = NBT* -4V, (1)

where T', T*, V denote the concentrations of uninfected (healthy) and infected host cells, and free virions,
respectively. Equations () describe a general viral infection where the viral replication is limited by the
availability of target cells T'. In this model, we assume that all infected cells T are virus-producing cells,
that is, we do not include any intermediate stage(s) corresponding to latently infected cells. In addition,
we do not explicitly consider the impact of the immune response. Implicitly, the immune response can be
accounted for by the removal term —fST*. The rate of viral production is assumed proportional to the
removal of infected cells. In case of lytic viruses, N represents the average burst size of a single infected cell;
whereas in case of budding viruses, N can be thought of as the average number of virions produced over a
lifetime of an infected cell. For different infections, the actual class of the target cells in ([Il) may vary from
the CD4+ T lymphocytes (in case of HIV), to the epithelial cells (in case of Influenza), to the red blood
cells (in case of Malaria). The T, T*, V notation is adopted from the classical HIV model [IT].

All parameters are assumed to be positive. The parameters 8 and « are the removal rates of the infected
cells and virus particles respectively. Following [11 9], we neglect the term in the V-equation that represents
the loss of a virus particle upon infection. But all subsequent results hold when this loss term is included,
in which case the V-equation reads:

V =NBT* —~yV — kVT.

These results will be presented in the Appendix.
The growth rate of the uninfected cell population is given by the smooth function f(7T) : Ry — R, which
is assumed to satisfy the following:

AT >0 : f(T)(T—TQ)<O, T#TQ (2)
Since continuity of f implies that f(Tp) = 0, it is easy to see that
EO = (T07 07 0)7

is an equilibrium of (). Effectively, Ty is the carrying capacity for the healthy cell population.
A second, positive equilibrium may exist if the following quantities are positive:

AR LN 3)

Note that this is the case if and only if f(:%) > 0, or equivalently by @) that 7' = & < Tp. In terms of

the basic reproduction number
kN T
RO =Ty = 22
v To

existence of a positive equilibrium is therefore equivalent to R > 1. We assume henceforth that R® > 1 and

denote the disease steady state by E = (T, T*, V). Let us introduce the following sector condition:

(©) (J(T) - F(T)) (1 - %) <0,



Note that this condition is satisfied when f(7') is a decreasing function, independently of the value of T
For instance, [9] considers f(T') = ¢ — coT, where ¢; are positive constants. Another example [11] is
f(T) =s+rT(1— L) provided that f(0) = s> f(T).

Theorem 1. Let (C) hold. Then the equilibrium E is globally asymptotically stable for ) with respect to
initial conditions satisfying T*(0) + V (0) > 0.

Proof. Consider the following function on int(R3):

T T i T* B |4 v

Then
W= (f(T) - kVT) (1 - %) + (WVT — BT) (1 - i—) + - (NBT* — V) (1 _ g)
= f(T) <1 - ;) +kVT — kVT% + BT — BT*; - %v+ %f/
Since from (@) we have that ST* = kVT = %f/, it follows that
W = f(T) (1 - ;) +BT*% - Bfigg + BT* — BT* g; - ﬁT*% + BT
— (- £ (1- %) +o1 (1- %) B A L S AL

-5y (1-5) - [E+ TV VT )

The first term is non-positive by (C). The second term is non-positive as well since the geometric mean of 3
non-negative numbers is not larger than the arithmetic mean of those numbers. Hence, W < 0 in int(R%),
and the local stability of E follows. Notice that W equals zero iff both the first term and the second term
are zero, and using (C), this happens at points where:

T ™V

— =1and —

T ™V
Then LaSalle’s Invariance Principle [7] implies that all bounded solutions in int(R%) converge to the largest
invariant set in

=1

X . 3 v, T ™V
M = {(T,T*,V) € int(R7) | T= 1, ™ = 1}.
Firstly, boundedness of all solutions follows from Lemma [Tl which is proved later in a more general setting.
Secondly, it is clear that the largest invariant set in M is the singleton {E}. Finally, note that forward
solutions starting on the boundary of R} with either T3 (0) or V;(0) positive, enter int(R3 ) instantaneously.

This concludes the proof. O

3 Competitive exclusion in a multi-strain model

Let us now consider a multi-strain model:

T = [(T)-> kViT (4)
=1

T = VT —BI7, i=1,...,n (5)

Vi = NiBT; —~Vi, i=1,...,n (6)

where all parameters are positive. Similar calculations as in the single-strain model show there is a unique
disease-free equilibrium Ey = (Tp,0,0). For each 4, there is a corresponding single-strain equilibrium FE; with
positive T', T and V; components and zero components otherwise if and only if

1< RY.



Here, RY is the basic reproduction number for strain i which is defined by

T
0 0
Ri = i
The positive components of E; are then given by

pi_ e 1@ T

T RN U BT KT )
We assume that all E; exist and assume without loss of generality (by possibly reordering components) that

T'H<T?<... <T 1 <T™ < Ty, (8)
or equivalently, that

I<RY<RY [ <---<RY<RI. (9)

and will prove the following competitive exclusion principle. It asserts that the strain with the lowest target
cell concentration at steady state (or equivalently, with highest basic reproduction number) will ultimately
dominate, provided that such strain is present initially.

Theorem 2. Assume that all E; exist for — (@), that (C) holds with T" instead of T, and that (8)
holds. Then E; is globally asymptotically stable for (§) — (@) with respect to initial conditions satisfying
T5(0) + V1(0) > 0.

Proof. Consider the following function on U := {(T,T},..., T Vi,...,V,) € R?"TL | T T} Vi > 0}:

T 1 Ty Tk V; ¥ n
T ! T 1M Vi 1
W = 1-— dT+/ (——1)d7+—/ (1——>d7+§ (T;‘+—Vi>.
T1 ( 7') Tl* T N1 i T s Nz
Then

W= (f(T)—ngT) (1—§)+(k1V1T—61T{‘)( ﬁ)—ki(NlBlT{‘—ylVl) (1__>

1) TN
+zn: ki ViT — LV
v i Vi Nz i
71

= (f(T)—kWT) <1 - TT> + (ki VAT — B TY) <1 Tl*) + L (NBTE W) (1 _ _>

_ T_f‘ A
- = Vi

~> ([ —kViT + Vi
3 (chrit+ 1)

2

Notice that the first three terms can be simplified in a way similar as in the proof of Theorem [ and using
the expression for 7" in (), we find that

. _ T _ [TY  T*wT VT
W = T — f(T)([1-= ) -/T; | = 1 L
) - 1) (1 ) -t [T+ 2T+ P

n

- Z ki Vi(TH —T)

Each of the first two terms is non-positive as was shown in the proof of Theorem [ The third part is also

non-positive by (§)). Thus W < 0, establishing already stability of F7. An application of LaSalle’s Invariance

Principle shows that all bounded solutions in U (and as before, boundedness follows from Lemma [Il which
is proved later) converge to the largest invariant set in

Tt %

T,75,..., T Vi,..., V) eU | — =1, ==

{13 L V) €U =1 g

=1, V; =0, i>2},

which is easily shown to be the singleton { 4 }. Finally, solutions on the boundary of U with 77 (0)+V31(0) > 0
enter U instantaneously, which concludes the proof. o



4 Perturbations by mutations

In this section we expand model @) — (@) to account for mutations between the n strains. In fact, we will
study two different ways in which mutations occur. Our first extended model can be written compactly as
follows:

T = f(T)-KVT, TeR, (10)
T* = PWKVT—BT*, T*cR} (11)
V = NBT*-TV, VeR, (12)
while the second is written as
T = f(T)-KVT, TeR, (13)
T* = KVT-BT*, T*cR} (14)
V = PWNBT*-TV, VR, (15)

In both models K = diag(k), B = diag(8), N = diag(N) and I' = diag(y), and the matrix P(u) with
w € [0,1] is defined as follows:

P(p) =1+ pQ,

where @ is a matrix with ¢;; > 0 if strain j can mutate to i (for i # j) so that different magnitudes of ¢;;
reflect the possible differences in the specific mutation rates. The diagonal entries of ) are such that each
column of @ sums to zero. Notice that P is a stochastic matrix (all its entries are in [0, 1] and all its columns
sum to one) provided that u < —1/g;; for all ¢ (which is assumed henceforth), and that P(0) = I.

Lemma 1. Both system {I0) — (I2) and (I3) — (I3) are dissipative, i.e. there exists a forward invariant
compact set K C Ri"Jrl such that every solution eventually enters K.

Proof. From (I0) and (I3) follows that T < f(T'), hence

limsup T'(¢t) < T, (16)
t—o0
provided solutions to both systems are defined for all ¢ > 0. To see that this is indeed the case, we
argue by contradiction and let (T'(¢), T*(t),V(t)) be a solution with bounded maximal interval of existence
Z4 :=[0,tmax). Then necessarily T'(¢t) < max(T(0),Tp) := Tmax for all ¢ € Z,.. This implies that on Z,, the
following differential inequality holds for the solution of system (I0) — (I2):

T < P(u)KVTya — BT (17)
V < NBT*-TV, (18)
or for system (I3)) — (IH)
T* < KVTmax — BT* (19)
V < P(uNBT*-TV, (20)

respectively. Notice that the right hand sides in the above inequalities are cooperative and linear vector fields.
By a comparison principle for such inequalities we obtain that T(t) < T(t) and V() < V(t) (interpreted
componentwise) for all £ in the intersection of the domains where the solutions are defined. Here, (T'(t), V(t))
is the solution to the linear system whose vector field appears in the right hand side of the above inequalities,
hence these solutions are defined for all ¢ > 0. But then T'(t) and V(¢) can be extended continuously to the
closed interval [0, Tiax], contradicting maximality of Z, .

Inequality (6] implies that for an arbitrary small € > 0, there holds that T'(t) < T + € for all sufficiently
large t. Now consider the behavior of the quantity T' 4 1’T* along solutions of both system ([I0) — (I2]) and
@3) — @5):

% (T +1'T*) = f(T) — 1'BT* < f(T) — b1'T",
where b := min;(8;). By continuity of f on the compact interval [0, Ty + €], there exists (sufficiently large)
a > 0 such that

F(T)+bT < a, forall Tel0,Tp+.



Therefore, for all sufficiently large ¢, there holds that

d
5 (T+1T") Sa—bT —b1'T" < a—b(T +1'T%),

and hence
limsupT'(t) + 1"T*(t) <

t—o0

S

Finally, from (I2)) and (3] follows that

limsup V(t) < gI‘_ll\A]B,

t—o00 - b

and a .
limsup V() < EI‘*lP(u)NB,

t—o0

respectively, where the lim sup of a vector function is to be understood componentwise. Dissipativity now
follows by observing that all the above bounds are independent, of the initial condition. O

Lemma 2. For pn =0, let all single strain equilibria FE1, Es ..., E, exist for either (I0) — (I2) or [I3) — (I3,
and assume that - - - -

T'<T? < <T" < T =Ty, (21)
and B

(1) <o, forallj=1,...,n+1. (22)
Then the Jacobian matrices of (Id) — [I2) or (I3) — (I3), evaluated at any of the E;’s,i=1,...,n+1 (where

E.+1:= Ey) have the following properties: J(E;) has i — 1 eigenvalues (counting multiplicities) in the open
right half plane and 2(n + 1) — i eigenvalues in the open left half plane. In particular, J(E4) is Hurwitz.

Proof. Note that when p = 0, the Jacobian matrix associated to both model (I0) — (I2)) and (I3) — @3 is
the same and given by:
ff(ry-¥v o0 —KT
J = KV -B KT
0 NB -T
To evaluate the Jacobian at any of the F;’s it is more convenient to reorder the components of the state
vector by means of the following permutations:

1. Fori=1,...,n weuse (T,T*,V) = (T, T/, Vi, T{, Vi, oo T 1, Vi, Ti oy, Vit - - T V).
2. Fori=n+1weuse (T,T* V) = (T, T}, Vi, T4, Va, ..., T, V).

Then the Jacobian matrices have the following structure:

1. Fori=1,...,n,

0 Lo 0 0 0
C : 0
JE)=10 0 Bf 1 0 01,
0 0 0 Bf“ 0
: : 0
0 0 0 0 Bi
where 7 _,) _ .
T — k) V; 0 —k;T" B i
Al = kiV; —B;  kT" | and B} = (N% k_lT) , LF# 1,
0 NiBi  —v e "

and therefore the eigenvalues of J(E;) coincide with those of A} and B}, | # . Since f'(T%) < 0 it
follows from lemma 3.4 in [I] that the eigenvalues of A} are in the open left half plane. The matrices
B} are quasi-positive, irreducible matrices, hence by the Perron-Frobenius Theorem they have a simple
real eigenvalue \! with corresponding (componentwise) positive eigenvector.



Notice that iy
, , Ti
tr(B]) < 0, and det(B;]) = By (1 - ﬁ) ,

and thus by (I that
\i <0, for all I > 1,
! >0, forall I < i.

There are ¢ — 1 unstable B-blocks on the diagonal of J(FE;), each of which contributes one positive
eigenvalue to J(E;).

2. Fori=n+1,

Aptt * . *
o Bt ... 0
J(En-l-l) = : : .. : )
0 0 ... Bt

where

_ _ f, T+
AP (p(TnY)) and Bptt = (O R Jl=1,..,n.
! (7€ ) ! Nipr —m
Notice that by a similar argument as in the previous case, all n B-blocks on the diagonal of J(Fy,41)
are unstable with one positive and one negative eigenvalue.

O

When p # 0, the question arises as to what happens to the equilibria 1, ..., Fy,+1. The previous Lemma
allows us to apply the Implicit Function Theorem which for small positive u establishes the existence of
(unique) equilibria E;(u) near each E;. Indeed, denoting the vector field of either (I0) — (I2) or (I3)) — (IH)
by F(X, 1), we have that for all j =1,...,n+ 1, there holds that F(E;,0) = 0, and under the conditions of
the previous Lemma we also have that 0F/0X(Ej;,0) is invertible. It is clear that E, 1(¢) = En41(0) for
all 4 > 0, i.e. the disease-free equilibrium is not affected by mutations.

The main issue is of course whether or not the remaining equilibria E;(u), j = 1, ..., n are non-negative.
We study this problem next and derive results in terms of the properties of the mutation matrix Q.

For the steady-state analysis, we will need the following Lemma which is a relevant modification of
Theorem A.12 (ii) in [I3].

Lemma 3. Let M be an irreducible square matriz with non-negative off-diagonal entries and let s(M) be
the stability modulus of M. Suppose that there exist x,r > 0 such that Mz +1r = 0. Then the following hold:

1. If s(M) > 0, thenx =71 =0;
2. If s(M) =0, then r = 0 and x is a multiple of the positive eigenvector of M.

Proof. Due to Perron-Frobenius Theorem, s(M) is the principal eigenvalue of M. It is also the principal
eigenvalue of M’. Since M’ is also irreducible and non-negative off-diagonal, there exists v > 0 such that
M'v = s(M)v. Equivalently, v'M = s(M)v’. Hence

0=2v(Mx+r)=sM)v'z+r

If s(M) > 0, then both non-negative products v’z and v'r must be zero which implies x = r = 0. If
s$(M) = 0, then v'r = 0 which implies r = 0. Hence Mz = 0 = s(M )z so that x is a multiple of the positive
eigenvector of M. O

For convenience, we introduce the following notation. We define A(u) := r-'N P(u)K and assume (by
renumbering the strains if necessary) that the strains are numbered in such a way that the matrix A(u) has
the lower block-triangular form

/J,Bg)l A2 (/1,) . 0
Apy =" S - (23)
uBr1 pBra ... pAgp(p)



where each diagonal block

1 1
Ai(p) = di —_— ., = B;
(1) 1ag(TZ_ T) +p
is such that B;, @ = 1,...,k are irreducible with non-negative off-diagonal entries. The off-diagonal blocks
B, j, © > j are non-negative. We note that the diagonal entries of A(0) are a permutation of

0< L < L < < 1
Tn 7n71 Tl'

We say that the strain group j is reachable from strain group i if there exists a sequence of indices i = 1; <
la <... <lp = j such that all matrices B;, ,;, are nonzero. Our first result is as follows:

Proposition 1. Let the assumptions of Lemmald hold, then the following hold:
1. For all sufficiently small p > 0, matriz A(u) admits n distinct positive eigenvalues given by
1 1 1
L(p) " Tuaw) D)

such that TZ(O) =T fori=1,..,n;

1

2. Matriz A(p), p > 0 admits a positive eigenvector (v1,ve,...,v) if and only if s a principal

Ty (1)
eigenvalue of A1(w), and all strain groups j > 2 are reachable from strain group 1;
3. Matriz A(p), p> 0 admits a non-negative eigenvector (v1, va, ..., v ) for each eigenvalue 7 1(#) such that
L_is a principal eigenvalue of some diagonal block A;(11), and s(A;j(p)) < == forall j =i+1,...k

Ty (1) Ty (1)
such that strain group j is reachable from strain group i. The component v; is positive (zero) if group

j is reachable (not reachable) from strain group i.
4. All other eigenvectors of A(u), u > 0 are not sign definite.

Proof. The first assertion follows readily because A(0) has n real distinct eigenvalues and A(p) is continuous
(actually, linear) in u. The continuity of eigenvalues with respect to p implies that 73(0) = T; for i = 1, ..., n.
To prove the second assertion, we begin with sufficiency of the condition. Let > 0 be small and suppose

that 7 1(#) is a principal eigenvalue of A;(u), and all strain groups j > 2 are reachable from strain group
1

1. Since Aj(u) is irreducible with non-negative off-diagonal entries, Perron-Frobenius Theorem implies that
the eigenvector v; associated with —L— is positive. Since —4— is also the principal eigenvalue of A(u), it

TI(M) Tl(H)
follows that )
S(A () — ——D) <0, =2,
! Ti(p)
hence (A;(u) — =+=1)"* < 0 (see e.g. Theorem A.12 (i) in [I3]). The remaining components vs, ..., vy of

Ty ()
the eigenvector satisfy the triangular system

uBa1v1 + (A (p) — mf)vza
B3 1v1 + B3 ova + (As(p) — #I)U&

(r)

0 = wpBrivi+ -+ pBrr—1ve—1 + (Ap(p) — mf)vk,

Solving this system recursively, we obtain

B 1
Tl (1)

Since the strain group 2 is reachable from strain group 1, the vector pBs1v; > 0 is nonzero. Positivity of

the matrix —(Aa(p) — T}l(#) I)~! then implies that vy > 0. By induction on j, it follows that v; > 0 for all

j=2,....k, and hence v = (v1, v, ..., v}) is a positive eigenvector.

v = —(4;(p) D™ pBjavi + -+ pBjj1vj-1),  j =2,k




To prove the converse (the necessary condition), let v = (vy, v, ...,vx) be a positive eigenvector of A(u)

1 . . . 1 _ 1
and let oD be the corresponding eigenvalue. Since (A;(p) o) Iv; =0 and v; > 0, G Imllst be the

principal eigenvalue of A () (Perron-Frobenius Thm). It remains to prove that s(A;(u)) < = o
q

1) > 0. Si
Tq(u)I) > 0. Since the

eigenvalues are real and distinct for small ¢ > 0, this actually implies s(A4;(p) — ﬁ] ) > 0. Then we have
q
that

for all

j > 2. Consider j = 2, and for the sake of contradiction suppose that s(A;(u) —

1
(A(}L) - A—I)UQ + ,UJ3271111 = O
! Ty (1)

holds with non-negative vectors ve and pBs jv; which are both nonzero. By Lemma [B] w

e
contradiction. Hence s(Az(p)— ﬁj) < 0. Proceeding by induction on j, we find that s(A4;(¢) —===1) <0
q

for all j > 2. Therefore, ﬁ must be the principal eigenvalue of A(u), that is

1 — i
F = TG This proves
the second assertion.
To prove the third assertion, we again start with sufficient condition. Suppose that

1
TT(N)
Tl(u) for all j = 4+ 1,...,k such that strain
group j is reachable from strain group i. It follows immediately that all matrices A;(u) — ﬁ I, 1< iare

nonsingular, and thus v; = 0, ! < 4. The component v; is the eigenvector of A;(u) — ﬁ[ and it is positive

by Perron-Frobenius Theorem. Let j =i + 1, then one of the following holds. If i + 1 is not reachable from
1, that is, B;y1,; = 0 so that

is a principal

eigenvalue of some diagonal block A;(u), and s(A4;(n)) <

1
(Aiy1(p) = =——T)viy1 =0
T (1)
implies v;+1 = 0 because A;y1(p)— ﬁ[ is nonsingular. If 141 is reachable from ¢ and s(A4;4+1 (1) — 7 1(#) I)<
0, then
1 _
vig1 = —(Aip1(p) = 1) puBis1,ivi > 0.
T (1)

By induction on j, it follows that v; = 0 for all j > ¢ that are not reachable from i and v; > 0 for all j > ¢
that are reachable from i. Hence v = (0, ..., 0, v;, V41, ..., Ug) IS a non-negative eigenvector.

Now we prove the necessary condition of the third assertion. Let v = (v1,va,...,v5) be a non-negative
eigenvector of A(u) associated with eigenvalue =——. Let v; > 0 be the first nonzero component of v, that

Tv‘(l‘)
is, v = (0, ...,0,v;,...,v;). Then v; satisfies (A4;(u) — ﬁ])vi = 0 hence 7 t#) must be an eigenvalue of
A;(1) — =2—=1. Moreover, by Perron-Frobenius Theorem, it must be the principal eigenvalue and v; > 0.

Tv‘(l‘)
Now consider j =4 + 1 and the equation

1
(Aiv1(p) = =——1)vit1 + pBit1,v; = 0.
T (p)

The vectors v; 41 and uB;y1 ;v; are non-negative. If s(A; 41 (1) — ﬁ]) > 0 then by Lemmall uB;41 v, = 0.
Since pt > 0 and v; > 0, this implies B;11,; = 0. Equivalently, j =+ 1 is not reachable from 7. An induction
argument concludes the proof of the third assertion.

The final assertion of this Theorem is a simple one. Let ﬁ

principal eigenvalue and let v = (v1,v2,...,v,) be the corresponding eigenvector. Since all eigenvalues of

A(p) are distinct, the matrices A;(p) — ﬁ[,l < ¢ are nonsingular so that v; =0, | < i. Then v; must be

an eigenvector of A;(u) and it cannot be sign definite due to Perron-Frobenius theorem. It follows that v is
not sign definite. O

be an eigenvalue of A4;(x) but not the

Our second result concerns the existence and the number of non-negative equilibria for the systems

@) — (@) and [@3) — [@E) with small g > 0.

Proposition 2. Let the assumptions of Lemma hold and suppose that the strains are renumbered so that
A(p) has the form (23). Let E;(p) = (T(1), T; (1), V(1)) denote the nontrivial equilibria of both (I0) — (I2)

and (I3) — [IA) for small u > 0. Then

1. E;(p) is positive if and only if 1

Ty (1)

is an eigenvalue of A(p) with a positive eigenvector Vj.



1
T (m)

2. E;j(u) is non-negative if and only if is an eigenvalue of A(p) with a non-negative eigenvector V;.

3. Ej(p) ¢ R if and only if T'tu) is an eigenvalue of A(p) with eigenvector V; which is not sign-
J
definite.

Proof. We will prove the Proposition only for system (I0) — (I2) (the proof for (I3) — (IX) is similar). Observe
that the equilibrium relation following from (I2)), can be expressed as 17 (1) = (NB)~'T'Vj(u). Hence, the

signs of the corresponding components of Tf(u) and V;(u) are the same. Substituting the above expression
into (IT) and (2), we find that V;(u) must satisfy

. 1 N 1 -
P N P()K — ——1)75(1) = [A() — ——1]V;() = 0.
T;(p) Tj(p)
1
T (1)
be a multiple of the corresponding eigenvector V;. If V; is not sign definite, it follows that E;(u) ¢ Ri”“.
For all V; > 0, the components of E;(u) are uniquely determined via

Thus for each nontrivial equilibrium E; (), the quantity must be an eigenvalue of A(u) and VJ () must

PN (catD)

) = BV T = (VB) TV )

J

Hence E;(u) is positive (non-negative) if and only if V; is positive (non-negative). O

An immediate corollary to Propositions[Iland 2]is that if the mutation matrix @ is irreducible, then A(u)
is irreducible and systems (I0) — (I2) and (I3) — ([I7) with small > 0 admit a unique positive equilibrium
E1(p) and no other nontrivial non-negative equilibria. If the mutation matrix @ is reducible, then positive
equilibrium exists if and only the fittest strain (with lowest value T) belongs to strain group 1 and all other
strain groups are reachable from group 1, meaning that the fittest strain can eventually mutate into any
other strain. In addition, nontrivial non-negative equilibria which are not positive are feasible for p > 0 only
if @ is reducible. Specifically, if the strains can be numbered according to ([23]), then at most & nontrivial
non-negative equilibria exist. One extreme case is when the fittest strain belongs to group k, in which no
positive and only one non-negative equilibrium exist. The opposite extreme case is k = n where A(u) is
lower-triangular, the diagonal entries of A(u) are arranged in decreasing order, and for any pair i < j,
strain j is reachable from strain 7. In this case, there is a single positive equilibrium and n — 1 non-negative
equilibria.

4.1 On uniform strong repellers

Inspired by Thieme [I5], we make the following definition.

Definition 1. Consider a system
&= F(x) (24)

on a compact forward invariant set K C R™ with a continuous flow ¢(t,x). Let Koy C K be a closed
forward invariant subset of K. Let d(x, A) denote the distance from a point x to the set A. We say that
Ky is a uniform strong repeller in K if there exists a § > 0 such that for all solutions ¢(t,z) € K\Kj,
liminf;, o d(&(t, ), Ko) > 6.

Theorem 3. Let IT : K — R™ be a continuously differentiable function such that Tl(z) = 0 if and only if
x € Ky. Suppose there exists a lower semi-continuous function 1 : K — R such that

% =y, VzeK\Ko. (25)

Suppose that the following condition holds
(H) Vze Ky, 3T >0: (W(o(T,x))) > 0.

Then Ky is a uniform strong repellor in K.

10



Proof. Step 1. Note that by lower semi-continuity of ¥ and continuity of ¢, for every p € Ky we can find an
open set U, containing p, and a lower semi-continuous map T}, : U, — (0, +00) so that for every g € U, (H)
holds with z = ¢ and T' = T,(¢). Choose for every p € Ky a non-empty open set V, with Vp C Up. Then by
lower semi-continuity of each map 7}, and compactness of Vp,

inf T,(g) >0
q€Vy

vvvvv K3

is achieved in Vp. Since Upex, Vp is an open cover of Ky, we may choose a finite open subcover U;—;
Let 7; = inf ey Tp,(g) > 0 and set

WV,

7= min 7; > 0.

i=1,...,n

Note that for every p € Ky, there is a T' > 7 so that (H) holds with = p. That is, 7 is a uniform (in Kj)
lower bound for 7”s for which (H) holds.
Step 2. Let h > 0 be given. Define

Up={reK|3T>71: (T, 2)) > h} (26)

We claim that Uy, is open.
Fix z € Up,. Then there is some T' > 7 so that

€ i= (W((T,2))) —h > 0.

Then by continuity of ¢ and lower semi-continuity of ¢ (and therefore uniform lower semi-continuity of ¢ on
compact sets), it follows that there exists an open set W, containing z such that for all 2’ € W, holds that

((t,2") > P(b(t, ) —€, VEE[0,T]. (27)

Now since

(V(o(T) 2))) = e+,

it follows from (27)) that for all 2’ € W:
(W(o(T, ")) > h,

and thus that W, C Uy, establishing our claim.
Step 3. Define Ty, : U, — [T, +00) as

Th(z) =inf{T > 7 | (W(¢(T, 2))) > h}.

We claim that T}, is upper semi-continuous.
Fix z € Uy and let € > 0 be given. Then there is some T > 7 so that

(W((T, 2))) >,

so that
T < Th(Z) +¢ (28)

By the argument in Step 2, there is some open set W, containing z, such that for all 2z’ € W, holds that:
(W((T,2"))) > h,

and thus that for all 2/ € W,:
Tw(z)<T (29)

Our claim follows by combining (28)) and (29]).

Step 4. The nested family {Up}n~o is decreasing (under set inclusion), and forms an open cover of Kj.
Hence, there is some & so that Uj covers Kj. Since K := K \ Uj, is compact, and II is continuous, IT attains
its minimal value m > 0 on K. Choose p € (0,m) and define:

I, = {z € K |TI(z) € (0,p]}.

Then I, C Uy,

11



Step 5. We claim that every forward solution starting in I, eventually leaves I, that is:
Vzel,,3t, >0: ¢ty 2) ¢ L.

By contradiction, if ¢(t,z) € I, for all t > 0, then ¢(t, z) € Uj, for all t > 0, and thus:

t+T
T > Tit/t V(p(s,2))ds > h.

Then integrating equation (25) from ¢ to ¢ + T yields that:

H(g(t + T3, 2))) .
In| ————~ | > hTy,
( (g(t, 2)) '
and thus that -
(¢t + Tp, 2)) > " T(B(t, 2)). (30)
Set to =0 and ¢y =tg—1 +13,_, for kK =1,2,.... Since each T3, > 7 > 0 it follows that t;, — co. Then by
(B0) and since t; > 7 for all k, we have that:

M(o(tx, z)) > el Tt M(p(tr_1,2)) > " TI(2),

so that II(¢(ty, 2)) — oo as k — oo. This contradicts boundedness of II on the compact set K.
Step 6. Let }
I, = I, U K.
We will show that there is some g € (0, p) so that forward solutions starting outside fp, never reach I, that
is:
Jge(0,p): z2¢ I, = ot 2) ¢ I, Vt>0.
Consider a forward solution ¢(t, ) with z ¢ I,. If ¢(t,2) ¢ I, for all t > 0, then we are done since I, C I,,,
so let us assume that for some ¢, > 0, holds that ¢(¢.,z) € I,. Denote the first time this happens by t¢:

to = min{t > 0| #(t, 2) € I, }.

Set z* = ¢(to, z) and note that II(2*) = p. Denote inf,ck, ¥(z) by m’. If m’ > 0, then (25) implies that
II(p(¢t, 2*)) > TI(2*) = p for all £ > 0, so that we're done. If on the the other hand m’ < 0, we first define

T = max Ty (2)(> 7> 0).

z€Ip

Notice that this maximum is indeed achieved on the compact set fp, since T}, is upper semi-continuous. Now
we define

q=pe™T,

and notice that ¢ is independent of the chosen solution z(t). We will show that for this choice of ¢, our claim

is established.
We have that:

t
Wem@:§/¢w@fWEzw,
0

and thus by (23] that

Ve (0,7): TI(e(t,2%)) > ()™ > g, (31)
which implies that during the time interval (0,7'), the solution ¢(,z*) has not reached I,. On the other
hand, during that same time interval (0, T), the solution ¢(¢, z*) must have left fp. If this were not the case,

then by the argument in Step 5, there would be some T* € [, T) so that
M(@(T*,2%)) = (=) > p,

and thus that ¢(T*, 2*) ¢ fp, a contradiction to our assumption. This process can be repeated iteratively
and leads to the conclusion that the forward solution ¢(t, z) which did not start in I, will never reach I,.
So far we have shown that for any solution ¢ (¢, x) ¢ Ky, inequality II(¢(t, z)) > g > 0 for all sufficiently
large t. The sets Ko = II71({0}) and II7*([g, +00)) N K are compact and disjoint. Therefore, there exists
d > 0 such that d(¢(t,x), Ko) > 6 for all © ¢ Ky and all sufficiently large ¢. O

12



4.2 Global stability for small p >0
The following Lemmas will be used to prove global stability of the positive equilibrium for small g > 0.
Lemma 4. Let a : R™ — R" be continuous and let b € int(R?). Let f: R™ x (R}7\{0}) = R be defined as

flay) = L,

b’y
Then (20)
_ .ai(xo
i S = i T o
furthermore, if we define f(r,0) = min;eqy . ( ) then f(x,y) becomes a lower semi-continuous function

on R™ x R} whose restriction on R™ X {O} 18 contmuous.

Proof. Extending the function f(z,y) by defining f(z0,0) = liminf, .., y—o+ f(x,y) clearly produces a
7.( )

lower semi-continuous function. Furthermore, since a(x) is continuous, the function min;esy, . ny

continuous as well. So it remains to show that ([B2]) holds.
Without loss of generality, we may assume that min;cqi . n) @ = %TO). Setting x = x¢ and yo =
Y3 = ... = yp = 0 and letting y; — 07, we find that f(zo,y1,0,...,0) = %f“). Hence, liminf, ., o+ f(2,9)

‘“(I”) . We also observe that as long as y € R7\{0}, the value

a'(z)y _ i a;i(z) biy;
bi biyr+ -+ bpyn

is a convex linear combination of the values %f), i = 1,...,n. By continuity of a(z), for any £ > 0 there
exists & > 0 such that Vi € {1,...,n} and Vz € Bs(zo), we have a;(x) > a;(xo) —eb;. Hence, for all z € Bjs(xzo)
and for all y € R7\{0}, f(z,y) > ’“(m”) — . We have established that

a1(20) > liminf f(z,y) > (o) _ €.
bl r—x0,y—0+ bl
Since € > 0 is arbitrary, (32) follows. O

Lemma 5. Suppose that (8) holds. Then there exist 1, po > 0 such that
liminf 1'V(t) >n >0
t—o0

for any p € [0, uo] and for any solution of (M) — (I2) and [I3) — (@) with 1’V (t) > 0.

Proof. We will prove the claim for system ([0 — (I2)) (the proof for {I3]) — ([T is similar). The proof consists
of two parts. We first show that there exist 7o, o > 0 such that liminf,_, 1'(T*(¢) + V (¢)) > no > 0 for all
solutions with 7™ (¢ ) ( ) # 0.

assume T; = e . Letv = (N, ) It foll(fws that
' G@ li?) = (bl(Nl — N1, s bu(Np — Ny, k1 ToNy — 1, oo kn To Ny — %)
is a positive vector. By continuity, there exists a g > 0 such that
v'M(T, 1), where M(T, ) := <]¥[g P(/i)l_IFT>
is a positive vector for all u € [0, uo)-
Consider a system
T = f(I)-KVT, TRy (33)
T* = P(u)KVT-BT", T* € RY, (34)

/ = NBT*-TV, VeRY, (35)
o= 0, pel0,pul. (36)
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Let K’ be the forward invariant compact set for (I0) — (I2)) established in Lemmal[lland define K = K'x|0, o).
It is clear that K is compact and forward invariant under [B3]) — (B6]) The set

Ko = ([0,Tp] x {0} x {0} x [0, o)) N K

is clearly a compact forward invariant subset of K.
Let TI(T*,V) := o/(T*,V). The function II is clearly smooth, zero on Ky, and positive on K\ Kj.
Furthermore,

o WM(T,u)(TV)
om '(T*, V)
is lower semi-continuous on K by Lemma [4] once we define the value of 1) on Kj as
"M(T, 11);
W(T,p) = min M
1=1,....n (3

We note that the function (T, u) is continuous in (7, ). Since all solutions of B3) — (B6) in K, have
the property that lim; o, T'(t) = To, it implies that (T (t), ) > 0 for all sufficiently large ¢. Hence by
Theorem B] the set K is a uniform strong repeller in K. If we use the L'-norm of (T, V) as the distance
function to Ky, we find that there exists an 7y > 0 such that
liminf 1/(T* + V) > no
t—o0
for all solutions of B3) — B8) in K\ Ko.

To complete the proof, we need to show that there exists n > 0 such that liminf; ,., 1’V (¢t) > n > 0 for
all solutions with 1’V(¢t) > 0. Observe that 1'V(¢) > 0 implies that 1’T*(¢) > 0. Hence by the result of
part one, we have that liminf, .o, 1/(T*(¢) + V' (t)) > no > 0, or equivalently, 1'T*(t) > no/2 — 1’V (t) for all
sufficiently large t. We substitute this inequality into (I2]) and find that

'V > A0<n—20 — 1'V(t)> — A 1'V(t), Ap:=min(N;3;) >0, Ay := max(y;) >0
holds for large ¢. It follows immediately that

A
liminf 1V (t) > n = 00

i Ay + Ay

Lemma 6. Let

ol

o(z,y,z) :Zx—l—y—l—i—?)z .
Yy

Then for any zo, M > 0, there exists 6 > 0 such that o(x,y,2z) > M for all0 < x < §, ally > 0, and all
zZ > 20.

Proof. Observe that the minimum of the function o(x, -, z) on the set y € (0, +00) is achieved at y = \/z/x.
Hence for all y > 0, it holds that

ey 2) > [, \/?@_:Hz ERIP

Let zg > 0 and define
42’0

1\2°
(M+3zg)

Then for all 0 < x < 6, all y > 0, and all z > z, it holds that

2 1/ 2 _1
(—1 —3z_é> > zé <—1 — 3z, é> = M.
€xr2 02
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Theorem 4. Let K be the absorbing compact set established in Lemmalll, and let
U={(T,T*,V) e R"™MT, Ty, V4 > 0}.

Suppose that (C) holds with Ty instead of T. Then there exist uy > 0 and a compact set K5 C U such that
for any p € [0, pa] and for any solution of (ID) — (I2) or (I3) — (@A) in U, there exists a to > 0 such that
(T(t), T*(t),V(t)) € Ks for all t > to.

Proof. Both for system ([I0) — (I2) and ([I3) — (IH), the proof will be based on the same Lyapunov function

T =1 Ty = V; &
T 1 T 1 1 1% 1
W= 1-—)d 1- ) dr 4+ — 1- 2 ¢ T+ —V;
T1( 7') T+/1*< 7') +N1/ ( 7') T+21+Nz‘

that we used to show competitive exclusion with p = 0.

Case 1: System (I0) — (I2).

Computing W for system (I0) — (I2), we obtain after some simplifications

_— T _ [T TywT T
W = (f(T)_f(T ))(1_?>_61T1 {?—’—T*VlTl VlT*_3]

—ZkiVi(Ti—Tl UZQljkVT+UZZQkaVT
1=2 =2 j=1
Recombining the terms, we further obtain

. TN [T' TWT T
W= () - £ (1 - ?) - BTy |+ i+ k3]

—Zkin‘(T- MZQUICVT—FMZunkVT

1=2 =1 j=1

We note that

n n

Z<Z qij>ijjT =0

=1 Vi=1

SO aikViT =
i=1 j=1

since all column sums of @) are zero. Hence,

_— T [T Tt WiTy
w = (f(T)_f(T )) (1_?> _BITI |:?+T*V1T1 V1T* _3:|

Ty Ty
T* ,UQ111€1V1T — T—/LZ q1k;ViT.

i=2 1T =2

We rewrite W as

W= G- 5@ (127 ) - [T+ 0 o

TyWT | VT
T*V T! V1T*

—3(1+ Q11N)1/3]

n

% =i T
3BTy (1= (14 qup)' /) =D kVi(T' = T") — qulakﬂ/}T
i=2 TY j=2

Note that the last term of W is non-positive, hened]

. T! _ [Tt TN T VT
W < T —fTY)Y(1-=)-/Ty |=+(1 1 L _3(1 1/3
< ()= 1) (1= T ) =BT [T+ O+ ann) gt + P =30+

n

3BT (L= (L4 qup)/?) = > kVi(T' = T").
=2

Mncidentally, if g11 = 0, we obtain global stability of the boundary equilibrium E; for all > 0.
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By Lemma [3 there exist 7, o > 0 such that 1'V/(t) > 5 for all u € [0, u,] and all sufficiently large ¢. Let
a = min;>g k;(T? — T1) > 0, then

S RVi(TT =T > a) Vi>a(n-V).
3 =2

Thus, by shifting time forward if necessary, we have the inequality

—3(1 4 qup)/?

. _ Tt _ [Tt T Ty
W < T)—f(TY)(1- =) -/Ty | = +(1 1 L
< ()= 1) (1= ) =BT [T+ O ann) o +
+38: Ty (1 — (1 + qll,u)l/g) —an+ aVy.
Let pp > 0 be such that for all u € [0, up] ,

1 — o
L+ qupe {5, 1} . 3BT (1= (14 quu)'/?) —an < —777.
Let p1 = min(pg, up) and choose sufficiently large L > 0 so that
38Ty (1 — (1+ qu)?) —an+aVy < L

for all solutions of (I0) — (I2)) in K and all u € [0, p11]. For any p € [0, u1], we have that

. _ T T TV T Ty
W < T —fITY)(1-= ) -5T; |—=+( 171 L _3(1 1/3
< (f(1) - f( ))( T) BTy [T + ( +q11M)T1*V1T1 T, (1 +quip)
~+al,

where the first two terms are non-positive and 1 + g1 € [%, 1}. Inspecting the first term in W, we find
that there exists dyp > 0 such that

_ Tt
()= 11 (1 ) < =@+ )
for all T < & and all y € [0, s1]. Now we inspect the the second term in . Using Lemma [6] with

T
xr = —
VT

r 1+ L
= — z = zZ0 = —
Y T q11f, 0 2’

we conclude that there exists d; > 0 such that

_ [Tt %y Vi Ty
ATy ( qllu)valT1 Vi

T —3(L+quu)'?| < —(L+1)

for all ?,—lj < 61 and all p € [0, pq]. Finally, there exists d2 > 0 such that —5! +aV; < = for all V} < &,
and all 4 € [0, p11]. Let

Ks ={(T.T*,V) e KNUIT > 60, Vi > 65, T7 > 611 }.
Consider (T,T*,V) € (K NU)\K5 and let u € [0, 111], then at least one of the following holds:
e T < &y, in which case W < —(L+1)+L<-1;
e T7/Vi < &y, in which case W < —(L +1) + L < —1;

e Vj < dy, in which case W < -
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Hence, for all (T,T*,V) € (K NU)\Ks and all x € [0, 11, we have

W < —min(1, %) <0.

We postpone the rest of the proof until we have showed that a similar inequality holds for system (I3]) — (I5).

Case 2: System (I3) — (I3).

Computing W for system ([I3) — ([IT), we obtain after some simplifications

. T _[TY TPWT Ty
W = T)—f(TY)(1- =) - /Ty | = 1 L 3
- ) (1- 1) ﬂll[T+T*V1T1 o
—znjkivi(fi—flwu Vl £ qu JBT*HZZ% Mgy
=2 JN ’ 1=2 j=1 JN ’

Note that the pu dependent terms can be rearranged as follows:

Z%iﬂiTi* - %ZQUN BiT; | + u quﬂN BiT; + ZZQzJ N, 1,1 | — “K qu Ty
i=1 =2

=2 j#i

In the above the first term is non-positive, and the second term can be re-written as follows:

n
u) el
=1

for suitable o;; > 0, and the third term will be absorbed in the square bracket [ ] term in 1. We find that

i T T TYWT NIy
W< T)— f(TY) (1-= T St A S | L _3(1 1/3
< -1 (1-F) - o [T+T*V1T1+( gy =30+ )
+38 T (1= (1+ quup)/?) +uZaZT —ZkV —Th.
=1 1=2

By Lemma [5 there exist 7, o > 0 such that 1'V/(t) > n for all u € [0, u,] and all sufficiently large ¢. Let
a = min;>o k;(T" —T') > 0, then

> kVi(T >a) Vi>a(n-W).

i=2 i=2

Thus, by shifting time forward if necessary, we have the inequality

. Tl Tl T*Vl ‘7 *
W< T) — £(T 1— — T 1 1 —3(1 1/3
< ()= 1) (1= ) =BT [T+ g + (U ai E —30+

+38: T (1 — (1 + qup)'/?) + uZain —an+ aV;.
i=1

Since solutions are in the compact set K for sufficiently large times, there is some p/, > 0 such that

p‘zaiTi* < ?7 VM € [Oaﬂfz]u

i=1

and therefore

- T! __[TY  TrnT Vi T
W < T) - f(T 1— = | =BTy | = 1 1 L _3(1 1/3
< (f(1) - f( ))( T) BTy [T+Tf1/1T1 +( +q11u)V1T1* (1+quip)

e a
+368.TF (1 — (1 + quip)/?) — 777 + ali.
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Let pp > 0 be such that for all u € [0, up),
1 _
L+ qup e {5, 1} 3BT (L= (L4 qum)'?) -

Let p1 = min(ug, 1), ) and choose sufficiently large L > 0 so that
3BT (1 — (1+qup)/®) —an+aVi <L

for all solutions of (I3]) — (I3 in K and all u € [0, p1]. For any p € [0, 1], we have that

~ T TV TPWT VT
W < T)— f(T 1—— — 12 1 L _3(1 1/3
< (@)= 1) (1= 5 ) = 4T [T+ s + (i =30+
_%—"avla

where the first two terms are non-positive and 1 + g1 € [%, 1}. Inspecting the first term in W, we find
that there exists dg > 0 such that
71

#r) - 11 (1= ) <~ )

for all T < §y and all p € [0, y1]. Inspecting the second term in W, we use Lemma [6] with

Vi Ty T! 1
I—(1+Q11ﬂ)VT*a y:T’ z2=1+q1p, 20257

and conclude that there exists d; > 0 such that

_ [Tt TrnT
BT | = 172
I Tt T

VT
+ (L4 gup) s —3(1L+qup)'?| < (L +1)

Vi Ty

for all - < 601 and all p € [0, p1]. Finally, there exists d > 0 such that —Z + aVy < =% for all V] < 4§y
and all u € [0, 1] Let

Ks ={(T,T*,V) € KNU|T > 60,V > 62, T > &1 V1 }.
Consider (T,T*,V) € (K NU)\K5 and let u € [0, 111], then at least one of the following holds:
e T < &y, in which case W < —(L+1)+L<-1;
e T} /Vi < &y, in which case W < —(L—|— D+L<-1;
e V} < J5, in which case W < — 2.
Hence, for all (T, 7T*,V) € (K N U)\K(s and all p € [0, p11], we have

W < —min(1, %) <.
The remainder of the proof is the same for both of the above two cases and presented next.
The non-negative function W (T, T*,V, ) is continuous and bounded from above on the set Ks x [0, 1]

because T, T}, Vi are bounded away from zero. Hence it attains a finite positive maximum

w:= max W(T,T",V,u)>0
K(;X[O,y,l]

Define a new set
Ks ={(T,T*,V) e KNU|W(T,T*,V,u) < w,Vu € [0, u1]}.

By construction, we have that Ks ¢ Ks ¢ KNU. The continuity of W implies that K is closed, and
therefore compact in U.
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It remains to show that all solutions of (I0) — (IZ) in U enter and remain in K for all sufficiently large
times. Since K NU is an absorbing set for all 1 > 0 (Lemma [I]), without loss of generality we need to prove
this for all solutions in K NU.

Let ®(t) = (T'(¢), T*(t),V(t)) € K NU be a solution of (I0) — (I2) for some fixed p € [0, p1]. Observe
that in the set (K N U)\Kj, the inequality W < — min(1, &) < 0 holds. Since W > 0, there exists to > 0
such that ®(t) € K5 C K;. We will show that ®(t) € Kj for all t > t,. For the sake of contradiction, let us
suppose that there exists t1 > to such that ®(¢1) ¢ Ks. Then there exists ta € [to,t1) such that ®(¢2) € K,
and ®(t) ¢ K, for all t € (t2,¢1]. On the one hand, we have that

W((I)(tQ)v,u) <w< W((I)(tl)a :U‘)

by definition of Ks. On the other hand, for all ¢ € (f2,%;], we have ®(t) ¢ K5 and consequently ®(t) ¢ Ks
so that %W(fb(t), @) = W < 0. This contradiction shows that ®(t) € K for all ¢ > to and concludes the
proof of the Theorem. O

Theorem 5. Let the assumptions of Lemmal2 hold, let U be the set from Theorem [, and define

U = {(T,T*,V) e RZ"*| T +V; >0} D U.
Then there exist po > 0 and a continuous map E : [0, uo] = U such that

1. E(0) = Ey (where Ey is the same as in Lemmal[d), and E(un) is an equilibrium of (I) — @2) or of
(m) - m) fOT all ®e [Ovluo];

2. For each p € [0, uol, E(p) is a globally asymptotically stable equilibrium of (Id) — [I2) or of (I3) — (I3
inU'.

Proof. To prove the first assertion, we begin by noting that for p = 0, E; is a stable hyperbolic equilibrium
of (I0) — (@2) or of (@3) — (I3) by Lemma 2l Since the vector field of (I0) — (I2)) and (I3]) — (I3 is linear
in u, by the Implicit Function Theorem there exist h > 0 and a continuous map E : (—h, h) — R?"*! such
that E(u) is an equilibrium of (I0) — (I2) or (@3) — ([H) for all u € (—h, h). The fact that E(u) € U for all
w € [0, h) follows from Proposition Bl and the fact that Ty < T}, i > 2. Note that for u > 0, F(u) may be
positive (if @ is irreducible) or non-negative (if @ is reducible). Nevertheless, in both cases, u > 0 implies
E(n) eU.

The proof of the second assertion is based on the result of Smith and Waltman (Corollary 2.3 in [I14]).
We have already established the fact that F(0) is a stable hyperbolic equilibrium of (I0) — (I2]) or (I3]) — [IT).
By Theorem 2, E(0) is globally asymptotically stable in U’ for u = 0. In addition, by Theorem [ there exist
to > 0 and a compact set K5 C U such that for each p € [0, po], and each solution (T'(¢), T*(¢), V (t)) of
(@) — (@2 or (@3) — @T) in U, there exists ¢ty > 0 such that (T'(t), T*(t), V(t)) € K;s for all t > t5. Hence,
the condition (H1) of Corollary 2.3 in [14] holds. The Proposition 2.3 itself then implies the global stability
of E(u) in U for all sufficiently small 1 > 0. Finally, solutions of (I0) — (I2)) or (I3) — (I7) starting in U’
enter U instantaneously, hence global stability of F(u) in U’ follows as well. O

Appendix: Inclusion of loss of virus in the model

Single-strain

When taking the loss of the virus particle upon infection into account, model (II) becomes

T = f(I)-kVT
T = kVT —pT*
V = NBT*—~V —kVT, (37)

We still assume that the growth rate of the healthy cell population is given by (), hence Ey = (Tp, 0,0) is
still an equilibrium of [B1). A second, positive equilibrium may exist if the following quantities are positive:

T Y _*_f(T) __f(T)
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Note that this is the case iff N > 1 and f (ﬁ) > 0, or equivalently by (@) that T' = m < Tp. In

terms of the basic reproduction number
k(N -1) T

TOZ—_

RO =
¥ T’

existence of a positive equilibrium is therefore equivalent to R > 1. Assuming that R? > 1, we will still
denote this disease steady state by F = (T,T*,V). We introduce the following condition.

(C") f(e)+ Sf(T) <0, for all ¢ € [0, Tp).

Note that this condition is satisfied when f(T') is a decreasing function with sufficiently large negative
derivative.

Theorem 6. Let (C’) hold. Then the equilibrium E is globally asymptotically stable for (37) with respect to
inatial conditions satisfying T*(0) + V(0) > 0.

Proof. Consider the following function on int(R3):

T r T* n 1% 5
W:(N—l)/ (1—Z)dT+N (1—T—>d7+/ (1—K)d7.
7 T T T % T

Then
W = (N-1(f(T)-kVT) <1 - ;) + N(EVT — BT™) <1 - g—) + (NBT* =4V — EVT) (1 - ;)
= (N-=1)f(T) <1 - ;) - NWT;—: + NBT* — NBT*% +AV +kVT
= 00 - ) (1- 1)+ - 050 (1= 7+ er o= - ] - s or
= W) - 1) (1= )+ (=097 (1= ) + 88T |2 P - T - BT T

= @ - s (1- ) s (s Da B) war s VT TV T

= (=) - @yt +pr -1 T vt

{3 VIT* T*V T}

where we used (3]) repeatedly; in particular in the second, third and fourth equation. By the mean value
theorem there is some ¢ € (T,T) or (T, T) such that

F(T) = (T) = f'(e)(T - T),
hence using ([B8)) once more

(T — T2 [ vrTr TV T
2 P NBTH 3o ——— — .
T +NB vrr T*V T

W= -+ L)
The first term is non-positive by (C’) and because we can assume that T < Ty by dissipativity (see Lemma
[[1later). The second term is non-positive as well since the geometric mean of 3 non-negative numbers is not
larger than the arithmetic mean of those numbers. We conclude that W < 0 in int (R3), hence local stability
of E follows. Notice that W equals zero if and only if both the first term and the second term are zero, This
happens at points where:
™V
TV
Then LaSalle’s Invariance Principle implies that all bounded solutions (and as before, solutions are easily
shown to be bounded, see also Lemma [ later) in int(R3 ) converge to the largest invariant set in

T
Tzland =1.

TV
TV

M ={(T,T*,V) € int(R2) | % =1, Y

20



It is clear that the largest invariant set in M is the singleton {E}. Finally, note that forward solutions
starting on the boundary of R? with either 73(0) or V;(0) positive, enter int(R%) instantaneously. This
concludes the proof. O

Competitive exclusion

Now we modify the multi-strain model ) — (@) to

T = f(T)-kVT, TeR, (39)
T* = KVT-BT*, T*eR} (40)

V = NBT*-TV-KVT, VeR", (41)
where k = (kq, ..., k), K = diag(ky, ..., k), B = diag(51, ..., Bn), N= diag(Ny, ..., Np,), and I' = diag(y1, ..., Yn)-
Suppose that each strain is capable to persist at steady state by itself, that is, V; > 1 and T; = ki(ﬁj_l) < Ty
and denote the corresponding equilibria also by E1, ..., E,. Assume that

In addition, suppose that (C’) holds with 7' = T;. Then we have the following.

Theorem 7. The single strain equilibrium Ey is globally asymptotically stable for (39) — (£1) with respect
to initial conditions satisfying T7(0) + V1(0) >0

Proof. Consider the function W defined on U := {(T,T*,V) € R*"*1 | T, T}, V1 > 0} as

T T T T i
v [ B [ e ()
T T Iy T 7 T

+ZN_1 (NJT; +V;).

Computing W, we find that

_— , k-] (T—T) . Wriy Ty Ty
W o= (Ni-1) [f (C)‘*‘;f(Tl)]T-i-NlﬁlTl [ _W_TT%_T]
+Z( kVi(T —T) + %(NIH/T NiBT; + N;BiT; — kiViT)).

After simplifications, we have

. WITy Tyvi Ty
N Ty |3— ==L L L _“L
TN { WhLT; Ty T

. _ — 71 2
W= -1 |7+ S| SR
—(Ny = 1) kVi(Ti — Th).

=2

The first term is non-positive since (C’) with 7' = T} holds and because T' < Tj by disspiativity (see Lemma

[@ later). The second term is non-positive is well, and so is the third by [@2). Thus W < 0 which already

implies that Fj is stable. An application of LaSalle’s Invariance Principle shows that all bounded solutions
in U (boundedness follows from Lemma [7] which is proved later) converge to the largest invariant set in

Tt %

T,T%, ..., T*Vi,...,V,) e U = =1 L_

{ea . mvi e i

=1, V; =0, i>2},

which is easily shown to be the singleton { E1 }. Finally, solutions on the boundary of U with 77 (0)+V3(0) > 0
enter U instantaneously, which concludes the proof. o
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Adding mutations

We modify the model (39) — (4I)) to account for mutations. Again, we consider two alternative models

T = f(T)-kVT, TeR,
T* = PWKVT-BT*, T*ecR}
V = NBT*-TV-KVT, VeER", (43)

and
T = f(T)-kVT, TeR,
T* = KVT-BT*, T*eR}
V = P(uNBT*-TV -KVT, VeER", (44)

where k, K, B, ]\7, I are the same as before, and P(u) = I+puQ and @ is a stochastic matrix with non-negative
off-diagonal entries.

Lemma 7. Both systems ([{3) and are dissipative, i.e. there is some compact set K such that every
solution eventually enters K and remains in K forever after.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma [I] and will be omitted. o

Lemma 8. For p =0, let all single strain equilibria E1, Es ..., E, exist for either (43) or (44), and assume
that
T'<T? <. . <T" < T =Ty, (45)

and

fI(T9) <0, forallj=1,...,n+1. (46)

Then the Jacobian matrices of (43) or (#4), evaluated at any of the E;’s, i = 1,...,n+1 (where E, 1 := Ep)
have the following properties: J(E;) hasi—1 eigenvalues (counting multiplicities) in the open right half plane
and 2(n + 1) — i eigenvalues in the open left half plane. In particular, J(Ey) is Hurwitz.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma[2l The only difference is that the entries of the Jacobian matrices
change. In particular, the (3,1) and (3,3) entry of A} now become —k;V; and —v; — kT respectively, but
by (@H) and Lemma 3.4 in [I], A? is still Hurwitz.
To study equilibria of systems [@3]) and ([@4]), we introduce the matrix
A(p) =T H(NP(p) - DK, (47)

which has non-negative off-diagonal entries for y > 0 and

A(0) = ding (kl(Nl —U L 1)) — ding (ii) .
M Tn Ty T,

Clearly, Proposition [l holds with A(u) given by ([@T)). Hence, we have the following.

Proposition 3. Let the assumptions of Lemn}alﬂ hold and suppose that the strains are renumbered so that
A(p) has the form (23). Let E;(p) = (Tj(p), T} (1), Vj(1)) denote the nontrivial equilibria of both ({3) and
for small > 0. Then

1. E;j(p) is positive if and only if =

T (1)

is an eigenvalue of A(p) with a positive eigenvector V;.

1

2. E;(u) is non-negative if and only if )

is an eigenvalue of A(u) with a non-negative eigenvector V;.

3. Ej(n) ¢ Ri_"""l if and only if ﬁ is an eigenvalue of A(p) with eigenvector V; which is not sign-
definite. ’
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Proof. We will prove the Prop051t1on only for system ([@3) (the proof for (@) is similar). Observe that at
equilibrium, T*( ) = (NB)"YT + KT;(1))V;(11). Hence, the the signs of the corresponding components of

T]*( ) and V;(u) are the same. Substituting the above expression into ([@3), we find that V;(u) must satisfy

P (N P() — DK — ——11V;(1) = [A(s) — —

i ——IV;(u) = 0.
T AR

Thus for each nontrivial equilibrium E; (), the quantity

TA%#) (11) and Vj () must
be a multiple of the corresponding eigenvector V;. If V; is not sign definite, it follows that E;(u) ¢ Ri”“.
For all V; > 0, the components of E;(u) are uniquely determined via

PN C110),

G (1) = Tj(u)k'vjvj’ T} () = (NB)~H (T + KTy (1) V; ().

Hence E;(u) is positive (non-negative) if and only if V; is positive (non-negative). O

Lower bounds

Lemma 9. Suppose that ({3) holds. Then there exist n, o > 0 such that

liminf 1'V(t) >n >0
t—o00

for any p € [0, o] and for any solution of [(3) and with 1V (t) > 0

Proof. We will prove the claim for system (43))(the proof for ([@4]) is similar). The proof consists of two parts.
We first show that there exist 19, o > 0 such that liminf; o, 1'(T*(t) + V/(t)) > no > 0 for all solutions
with T*(t), V(t) # 0. We choose n positive numbers N; so that 'Y"Jrk T° < N; < N; forall 1 <i <n. This is
possible since we assume T; = k,(ﬁ?fl) < Tp which is equivalent to N > %'HC T° . Let v = (N, 1). It follows
that

(-B KT,
Y\NB —-I'—KT,

) = <b1(N1 — Nl), veey bn(Nn — Nn), leONl — (’}/1 —|— leo), ceey knToNn — ("Yn —|— knT0)>

is a positive vector. By continuity, there exists a pg > 0 such that

—-B  P(uwKT
’ - R
o' M(To, 1), where M(T, p) := <NB T KT>
is a positive vector for all u € [0, uo)-
Consider a system
T = f(T)-kKVT, TeRy (48)
T* = PWKVT - BT*, T* € R, (49)
/ = NBT*-TV - KVT, V € R, (50)
fr =0, pel0,puol. (51)

Let K’ be the forward invariant compact set for ([43]) established in Lemma [f]and define K = K’ x [0, uo]. Tt
is clear that K is compact and forward invariant under {8]) — (5II) The set Ko = (][0, o] x 0 x 0 x [0, p0]) N K
is clearly a compact forward invariant subset of K.

Let TI(T*,V) := o'(T*,V). The function II is clearly smooth, zero on Ky, and positive on K\ Kj.
Furthermore,

o WM(T,p) (T, V)
om v'(T*, V)
is lower semi-continuous on K by Lemma [ once we define the value of 1 on K as
"M(T, p);
(T, 1) = min M
1=1,..., n V;



We note that the function (T, u) is continuous in (7, ). Since all solutions of @8) — (&I) in K, have
the property that lim; o, T'(t) = To, it implies that (T (t), ) > 0 for all sufficiently large ¢. Hence by
Theorem [, the set Ky is a uniform strong repellor in K. If we use the L'-norm of (T,V) as the distance
function to Ky, we find that there exists an 7y > 0 such that

liminf 1'(T* + V) > no
t—o0

for all solutions of @8) — (&) in K\ Ko.

To complete the proof, we need to show that there exists n > 0 such that liminf;, . 1’V (¢) > n > 0 for
all solutions with 1’V (¢) > 0. Observe that 1’V (¢) > 0 implies that 1"7*(¢) > 0. Hence by the result of
part one, we have that liminf, ,o, 1'(T*(t) + V' (¢)) > no > 0, or equivalently, 1'T*(t) > no/2 — 1’V (¢) for all
sufficiently large ¢. From (B0Q)), we have that

n n

'V > an NiBiT; = (i + kiT)Vi > an NBT; = (Vi + kiTo)Vi.
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

Hence,
'V > Ay (77_20 — 1/V(t)) — Ay 1/V(t), Ap := min(N;5;) > 0, Ay := max(y; + k;To) >0
holds for large t. It follows immediately that

A
P S — Moo
htrgérolfl V() >n 5

—— > 0.
(Ao + Ay)

Existence of absorbing compact set for small > 0.

Theorem 8. Let K be the absorbing compact set established in Lemmal[7, and let
U={(T,T*,V) e R"MT, Ty, V4 > 0}.
Suppose that there exists € > 0 such that
k _
(C.) f'(c) + 71f(T1) < —e<0, forall c€|0,Ty).
1
Then there exist 1 > 0 and a compact set Ks C U such that for any p € [0, 1] and for any solution of

system [{3J) in U, there exists a to > 0 such that (T'(t),T*(t),V(t)) € Ks for all t > 1.
An identical statement holds for system (44).

Proof. (a) We first prove the statement for system ([@3). Consider the function

T T Tl* Tk i [/
W = (Nl—l)/ (1—£)dT+Nl/ ( —T—l>d7'+/ (1—E)d7
T T T T % T

"N, -1 .
+ZN1__1(N1'T¢ + Vi)
=2

Computing W for the system (@3)), we obtain

(T —Ty)?
T

. k. - _ WIT: T*W; |
W = (Ni—=1)|f — (T N.BT* |3 222-1 -1 1“1

(V1 )[f (c) + ”Yf( 1)} + N1 Ty [ WOy T T}
N;

n

B B T*—T* n n .
—(Ni = 1) D RVi(Ti = Th) + pNi =t Y auksViT + p(N1 = 1) Y 5= > aishy Vi,

i=2 Lj=1 i=2 j=1
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Recombining the terms, we find that

W= - [+ Epen| S g [s- 05 - T T

n

—(Ny — 1)Zk Vi(T; = T1) + p(Ny — 1)i al

. N, -1 2= GikiViT
1=2 =1 Jj=1
T T
—uN ! — uNy =~ ik, VT
HiV1q11 Tl* H 1T1*;Q1g ASER
where the last term is clearly non-positive. Let
o = (Nl —1)H1>1£lkz(Tl—T1) >0,
L = sup(N1 ijj‘/jT Z 0.
K

=1 7j=1

By Lemmal[0] there exist 1, ug > 0 such that 1’V (¢) > n for all p € [0, 1o and all sufficiently large ¢. Hence,
by shifting time forward if necessary, we have the inequality
: T —Ty)?
Sl Vi
T
T¥ VT
Ty

—a(n—V1) 4+ pL — pNiqi

which holds in K for all p € [0, ). We combine the second and the last terms to obtain

W < —e(Ny — 1)@

WITE TV T
WLy TV, T

+ N1 Ty { (1+qup)
—a(n—Vi) + pL.
Further, we rewrite the above inequality as

W < —€(Ny — 1)@

VTTy T;W T
VWLTy TV, T

+ N1 51 T [3(1 +aqup)? = (14 quip)
—a(n = Vi) + uL + 3N, B T [1 1+ quu)l/ﬂ .

Let pp > 0 be such that for all u € [0, up),

1 _ o
(14 qup) € [5, 1], —an+ pL + 3N/ Ty [1 — (14 qup)'?| < _on

Now we let p1 = min[u,, up], so that for all p € [0, 41] and all points in K,
WITy T T

WLy TV T

' N T =T P s
W < —e(N1—-1) T + N1/ T |3(1+ quip) (14 quip)

_? +CYV1.

Let L1 = asupg Vi. Inspecting the first term in W, we find that there exists 6o > 0 such that

(T —T)?

—E(Nl - 1) T

< —ILy

for all T < &y. Similarly, inspecting the second term in W and using Lemma [] we find that there exists
01 > 0 such that

Nlﬁlfl* 3(1+Q11y’)1/3 - (1+q11u)‘71T1T* T*Vl T
1 1
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for all "{/_11 < d7 and all u € [0, p1]. Finally, there exists do2 > 0 such that — % 4+ aV; < =22 for all V7 < da.
Let
Ks={(T,T*,V) e KNU|T > 8,V > 62, T; > 6, V1 }.

Consider (T,T*,V) € (K NU)\K5 and let u € [0, 111, then at least one of the following holds:
o T < &, in which case W < —L; — S+ Ly < -5
o T} /Vi < 61, in which case W < —L; — 94 L < -4
e V] < §o, in which case W< -2

Hence, for all (T,T*,V) € (K NU)\Ks and all u € [0, 1], we have W < —4% < 0. From this point forward,
the proof is identical to the proof of Theorem [l so it will be omitted. .

(b) Now we consider system (44]). Let W be the same as in part (a). Computing W for the system (@4]), we
obtain

: ko] (T—T)? . WITy TV T
W = (Ny—=1|f —f)| ———+ N[BT |3 =— — = — —
(N1 —1) [f (c) + ’Yf( 1)] 7t 15117 V1T1T1* T
—(N1 = 1)) kVi(Ty - Ty) + N;B;T; +ﬂz N, = Zq”NﬂjTj,
i=2 =
Recombining the terms, we find that
. k-] (T—T)? - WITy T3V Ty
W = (Ni=1)|f 2rhY) — L Ny T3 e o 2L
-1 [0+ L] T s gy [o- AL -T2 T
n B B n Nl _ 1 n .
~(N =) Y RVA(T =T+ Y s > 6N
i=2 i=1 "¢ j=1
ViN1 BTy Vi o
— g " lej;qUNjﬂij
where the last term is clearly non-positive. Let
o = (Nl—l)minki(ﬂ—fl)>0

L = supZN quNﬂjT > 0.

By Lemmal[0] there exist 1, 1, > 0 such that 1’V (t) > n for all u € [0, 14] and all sufficiently large ¢. Hence,
by shifting time forward if necessary, we have the inequality

(T —Ty)?

: WITy TV T
W < —e(N;—1) e 1}

+N151T1*[ T S T et T

ViN: B T

—a(n — Vi) + pl — pqiy % ,
1

which holds in K for all p € [0, f1,]. We combine the second and the last terms to obtain

: (T —Ty)? . ViTT} Vi

W < —eNi— 1) L NBTr 3 222 (1 e

< —e(N1—-1) + N1 Ty VThTy ( +Q11M)T1*V1 T

—a(n—Vi) + pL.
Further, we rewrite the above inequality as
- (T -Tv)° o 13 VATTY TV T
W < —e(N;—1)———+ N1 [3(1 - 1

< —e(N1—1) T + NS IY | 3(1 4 quap) W T; —( +‘J11N)Tl T

—a(n— Vi) + pL + 3N, S T {1 -1+ (J11,u)1/3} .
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Let pp > 0 be such that for all u € [0, up),

1 — o
(1+qup) € [57 1], —an+pL+3N1/T] [1 — (1 +qup)'/?| < —777.
Now we let p1 = min[u,, up], so that for all g € [0, 41] and all points in K,
(T —T))? . s WTTY v T
W o< —e(Ni— 1) 4 Ng T (301 B S o e
e(N1—1) T + N1/ T |3(1+ quip) W (1+quip) v, T
—? +aWy
From this point forward, the proof is identical to the proof of part (a), so it will be omitted. O

Theorem 9. Let the assumptions of Lemmal8 hold, let U be the set from Theorem[8, and define
U ={(T,T*,V) e R Ty +V; >0} D U.
Then there exist po > 0 and a continuous map E : [0, po] — U such that

1. E(0) = Ey (where Ey is the same as in Lemma(8), and E(p) is an equilibrium of ({3 or of for
all Me [07 /140];

2. For each 1 € [0, uol, E(u) is a globally asymptotically stable equilibrium of (43) or of m U’
Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem O
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