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LORD KELVIN’'S METHOD OF IMAGES APPROACH TO THE
ROTENBERG MODEL AND ITS ASYMPTOTICS

ADAM GREGOSIEWICZ

ABSTRACT. We study a mathematical model of cell populations dynamics pro-
posed by M. Rotenberg [I8] and investigated by M. Boulanouar [9]. Here, a cell
is characterized by her maturity and speed of maturation. The growth of cell
populations is described by a partial differential equation with a boundary con-
dition. In the first part of the paper we exploit semigroup theory approach and
apply Lord Kelvin’s method of images in order to give a new proof that the model
is well posed. Next, we use a semi-explicit formula for the semigroup related to
the model obtained by the method of images in order to give growth estimates
for the semigroup. The main part of the paper is devoted to the asymptotic be-
haviour of the semigroup. We formulate conditions for the asymptotic stability
of the semigroup in the case in which the average number of viable daughters
per mitosis equals one. To this end we use methods developed by K. Pichér and
R. Rudnicki [I7].

1. INTRODUCTION

In the Rotenberg model of cell populations dynamics [18] a cell is characterized by
two variables, its maturity and speed of maturation. We assume that the maturity is
a real number x that belongs to the interval I := (0,1) and the speed of maturation
v belongs to the set V' := (a,b), where a and b are nonnegative real numbers such
that a < b < +00. Growth of the cells’ population density is governed by the partial
differential equation

of of

E = —?}%, (11)

where f = f(x,v,t) with t > 0 is the cells’ density at (z,v) at time ¢. In this
model a cell starts maturing at z = 0 and divides reaching x = 1, and the boundary
condition
vf(0,v,t) = p/ wk(w,v) f(1,w,t)dw
v
describes the reproduction rule. Here k satisfies

/Vk(w,v) dv =1

for any w € V, and V' 35 v +— k(w,v) is the probability density of daughter velocity,
conditional on w being the velocity of the mother. Furthermore, it is assumed that
p > 0 is the average number of viable daughters per mitosis. However, see [9], it
may be also important to consider the case where there are cells that degenerate in
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the sense that theirs daughters inherit mother’s velocity. Such situation is described
by the boundary condition

f(07vvt> - Qf<1vv7t)7

where ¢ > 0 is the average number of viable daughters per mitosis. Therefore, we
combine these two cases and assume that the reproduction rule is characterized by
the boundary condition

vf(0,v,t) :p/wk(w,v)f(l,w,t)dw—i—qvf(l,v,t), velV. (1.2)
v
It is well known, see [12], I1.1.2], that the well-posedness of the problem ([1.1))-(1.2)
may be rephrased in terms of the semigroups theory as follows: The problem is
well-posed if and only if the operator

with domain consisting of functions that are absolutely continuous with respect to
x and satisfy is the generator of a strongly continuous semigroup in the space
of absolutely integrable functions.

In the first part of this paper, in Section [2] we give a new proof of the generation
theorem of Boulanouar [9, Theorem 2.2, Theorem 3.1]. To this end we use Lord
Kelvin’s method of images. (For detailed introduction to the method of images
see [6] and references given there. More examples may be found in [5] [7, §].) As
a by-product we obtain a semi-explicit formula for the semigroup 7' = {T'(¢), t > 0}
related to the Rotenberg model. Moreover, this formula allows us to provide, in
Section [3 growth estimates for the Rotenberg semigroup.

Section {4 is devoted to the asymptotic behaviour of the semigroup. Boulanouar
proved [9, Theorem 6.1| that if p+¢ > 1, then properly rescaled Rotenberg semigroup
converges in the uniform topology to a rank one projection under some conditions
on k. (For precise statement, see Theorem [1.1]) We study the model in the case
p + q < 1; this case is also of biological interest since in multicellular organisms the
number of cells does not grow in an unrestricted way, as in the case p + ¢ > 1.

We start by noting that in the case p+q = 1 the Rotenber semigroup is composed
of Markov operators — this remark allows us to use the tools of the rich theory of
Markov semigroups (see for example [15] [17]). Then, using recent results of Pichor
and Rudnicki [I7], we prove that, for a fairly large class of kernels k, there is an
invariant density f, for the Rotenberg semigroup such that for all other densities f
we have

in an appropriate L'-type norm. Interestingly, in this case there is a direct formula
connecting f, with the stationary density for the kernel k. Moreover, we show that
if p+q < 1, then the operators forming the Rotenberg semigroup converge to zero in
the strong operator topology; if, additionally, a > 0, the same is true in the operator
norm. The last two statements are reflections of the fact that in the case p+ ¢ < 1
the cell population gradually dies out. In the case a > 0 all parts of the population
die out uniformly fast. In the case a = 0, cells that mature very slowly survive much
longer than the remaining cells and so the population dies out non-uniformly.
Our main result, combining Theorems [4.3] and 4.9 may be rephrased as follows.
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Theorem 1.1. Let T' be the semigroup related to the Rotenberg model.

(i) Suppose thatp > 0 and p+q = 1. Assume that there exists a unique, up to an
equivalence class, stationary density for the kernel k, that is, a nonnegative
function f, on V with fv fo =1, satisfying

folv) = /V k(w, 0) fo(w) du

for almost every v € V. If f, is strictly positive almost everywhere and the
function
v v fo(v)
is integrable on V', then (1.3) holds with f. defined as
v fo(v)
L(v) = ,
fu(v) Jy w fo(w) dw
(ii) Suppose that p+ q < 1. Then
i [T f]] = 0
—00

veV.

holds for any f that is integrable on I x V. Moreover, if a > 0, then
lim [T(1)] = 0.

In the last part, in Section [5, we discuss relations between Boulanouar’s assump-
tions [9, Theorem 6.1] on k with these in Theorem [1.1]

2. GENERATION THEOREM

As in Introduction we consider [ := (0,1) as a measure space with the Lebesgue
measure, denoted leb, and fix real numbers a,b such that 0 < a < b < +00. We
also let V' C (a,b) and introduce a measure v on V. From the biological point of
view the most interesting cases are when V' equals (a,b) or is its discrete subset
(the underlying measure v being the Lebesgue measure or the counting measure,
respectively). However, in our generation theorem we do not need to assume that,
and we can work in the abstract setup. Generalizations of the Rotenberg model in
the discrete case are discussed in |2, [3].

We denote

Q=1xV,
see Figure , and introduce L'() as the space of (equivalence classes of) absolutely
integrable real functions on €2 with respect to the product measure p = leb x . We
also denote the standard L'-norm by |- ||, qy. Furthermore, we let W*'(Q) to be
the space of (equivalence classes of) functions f € L'(Q) satisfying:
(i) for almost every v € V' the function I 5 = — f(x,v) is weakly differentiable,
(ii) the function Q > (z,v) — vd,f(z,v) belongs to L'(Q), where 0, f is the
weak derivative of f with respect to z.
By the Sobolev embedding theorem, if f € W1(Q), then for almost every v € V' the
function I 3 x — f(x,v) has a unique representant which is continuous up to the
boundary of I. Hence, in particular we can speak about f(0,v) or f(1,v).

Let k: V x V — [0,400) be a nonnegative (v X v)-measurable real function such
that

/ kE(w,v)v(dv) =1, weV. (2.1)
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FIGURE 1. The set 2.

Then we define the operator A in L'(Q) by
Af(z,v) = —vd, f(z,v), (x,v) € Q. (2.2)

We let the domain D(A) of A to be composed of functions f € W(Q) satisfying
the boundary condition

vf(0,v) = p/vwk(w,v)f(l,w) v(dw) + quf(1,v) (2.3)

for almost every v € V', where p,q are fixed nonnegative real numbers such that
p + q > 0. For simplicity of notation, for a given v € V' we introduce the measure
0(-,v) =£,(-,v) on V by the formula

((dw, v) = pwv~ k(w,v)v(dw) + ¢b,(dw), (2.4)
where d, is the Dirac measure at v. Then we may rewrite (2.3 in the form
f(0,v) = / f(1,w) {(dw,v). (2.5)
1%

The aim of this section is to prove the following result.
Theorem 2.1. The operator A generates a strongly continuous semigroup in L'(Q).

To prove this theorem we can use the Lord Kelvin method of images. Indeed,
formula ([2.2) indicates that for a fixed v € V' the desired semigroup should resemble
a translation semigroup. Hence, we would like to define ' = {T'(¢), t > 0} in L*(Q)
by

T(t)f(z,v) = f(z —tv,v), t>0, (z,v) €Q, fe L), (2.6)

where f is a function defined on

Q=JxV (2.7)
for .J :== (—00,1). Since T(0)f equals f, it follows that f must be an extension of
J. Moreover, because every semigroup leaves the domain of its generator invariant,
given f € L*(Q) we are looking for f: 2 — R such that



LORD KELVIN’S METHOD OF IMAGES APPROACH TO THE ROTENBERG MODEL 5

(E1) the restriction of f to Q equals f, that is, ﬁg = f,
(E2) if f € D(A), then T'(t)f given by (2.6) belongs to D(A) for ¢t > 0.
Construction of such extension f of f is the main part of the method of images.

Lemma 2.2. Given f € D(A), if there exists f:Q = R satisfying and
then it 1s uniquely determined.

Proof. Let f € D(A). Conditionj E2)|implies in particular that f must be chosen in
such a way that T'(t)f given by (2.6 satisfies the boundary condition ({2.5). Hence,
we must have

f(=tv,v) = /Vf(l — tw, w) {(dw, v)

for t > 0 and almost every v € V. If we denote x = —tv, this may be rewritten as
f(z,v) = / F(+ zwv™ w) £(dw, v), r<0,veV. (2.8)
1%
For a positive integer ¢ we set
Q= {(z,0) eR*:v eV, —ivb' <z < —(i—1)vb '}, (2.9)
see Figure 2|
b
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|
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FIGURE 2. Q is the union of ,’s.

For w € V and j > 1 a little bit of algebra shows that

7j—1
(z,v) € Q; implies (1 +zwv ™' w) € U Q, (2.10)

i=0
where by convention )y := 2. Therefore, f is determined by induction: Having
determined it on (JI_,€Q;, j > 0 for (z,v) € Q;11 we determine f(z,v) by (2.8).
This completes the proof. ([l

The reasoning presented in the proof of Lemma suggests that given f € L'(Q)
we should study its extension f satisfying

f(z,v) = fz,v)[z > 0] + /v F( + zwv™ w) £(dw, v)[z < 0], (2.11)
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for almost every (z,v) € Q. This extension is unique up to an equivalence class.
Here and subsequently we use the Iverson bracket notation [13, p. 24|, that is, if P
is a statement that can be true or false, then

1, P is true,
[P] = .
0, otherwise.

Definition 2.3. We call the extension f satisfying (2.11)) the boundary extension
of f € L'(Q).

We stress that we do not assume that f belongs to D(A) in order to define f :
However, what is crucial, boundary extensions of functions from the domain of A
posses an important property which we describe in Lemma

Now we need to find a suitable Banach space in which all extensions live. For
w € R we define the function e,: R — R by the formula e, (z) = e¥*, x € R. Also,
we introduce the product measure leb x v on Q (recall for the definition of €2).
We denote this product measure by y, as on Q. Given w > 0 we let LL(Q) to be the
space of equivalence classes of py-measurable functions f on Q), such that

AN = supe "N ey < oo,
where '
J
Iy=J% j>0 (2.12)

with Qp == Q and €, ¢ > 1 defined as in (2.9). Here, we naturally set HfHLl(F])

Jr |fldp. Tt is easy to check that [||- ||| 1 g is a norm on LL(Q), and that L' ()
J w
equipped with this norm is a Banach space.

Lemma 2.4. Let g be a v-integrable function defined on V. Then

[ [ v tgtw) fdw, ) viao) = 0+ 0) [ glwyviau).
vJv 1%
Proof. The conclusion follows by (2.4)), the Fubini theorem and ({2.1)). OJ
Lemma 2.5. Assume that
w > max(log(p + q),0). (2.13)

Then for f € LY(Q) its boundary extension f belongs to LL(Q) and there exists
M, > 0 such that

Iz < Mollfllpqy, — f € LY. (2.14)

Proof. Let w >0, f € LY(Q), and f be its boundary extension. For i > 1, v € V we
denote

Q= {:z: eER: —ivb ' <z < —(i—1)vb '}
Since x € €, , implies x < 0, it follows by (2.11] - that

/|f|du // f(z,v)| dz v(dv)
/// F(l+ zwv™, w)| e £(dw, v) v(dv).
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FIGURE 3. The set [Ji_, (1 4 ;) is colored blue.

Changing variables z — 1 + zwv ™! leads to

/QLﬂd“sgK;K;ﬁ;mwUW‘Wf@adewﬁdeAVQM)
:(p+q)xlz;mjf@;wﬂdxumw%

where 1+ €, ,, is the algebraic sum of {1} and €, ,, with the last equality resulting
from the Fubini theorem by Lemma 2.4 Thus

/Mm&@+@/|ﬁw, i1, (2.15)
Qi 1+Qi

where 1+ 2; is the algebraic sum of {1} x V' and ;. Furthermore, we have

see Figure [3| or use (2.10) with w := v. Combining this with - for j > 1 we
obtain

J 1A=+ [ 114 < Wl + 0+ a) [ 1l
T; r;\Q Fja
Hence, induction shows that

J

[ 1Al < e Yo+ o iz 1 (216)
L i=0
This implies that if p + g < 1, then for w > 0 we have

. 1

A < 7= = Jvhwz (2.17)

On the other hand, if p4¢ > 1 and w > log(p+q), then we have sup,., e/ (p+¢)’ <
1 and by ([2.16) it follows that

i (@) - ptq
]TWHD(Q < ||f||L1(Q

SU_ €
”|fH|L1(Q) p P+q
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Finally, if p+ ¢ = 1 and w > 0, then again by (2.16]
r —w 1 w—
AN 2o 63y Sup(J + e[ fllpi o) < € 1l o),

which proves (2.14)). O

We denote by Y the set of all boundary extensions, that is,
Y:={f: fe L'}
It is clear from ) that for f,g € L'(Q2) and a € R we have &? = af and

f +g9 = f +g. ThlS 1mphes that Y is a linear space and in view of Lemma ﬁ
have Y C L1 (Q) provided that ([2-13) holds. Here and subsequently we fix such w,
that is,

w > max(log(p +q), 0).

We endow Y with [[| - ||| 1 ) norm, and define the extension operator
E:LY(Q) = Y
by .
Ef =f.
In order to set up notation, given Banach spaces X,Y we let £(X,Y) to be the
space of bounded linear operators X — Y with standard operator norm ||+ ||z (x y-

IfY = X we write £(X, X) = L(X).

Proposition 2.6. The operator E is an isomorphism between the spaces L'(Q) and
Y. Moreover

||E||L(L1(Q),Lg,(§z)) < M, (2.18)
and

HE71”L(L3)(S~2),L1(Q)) =1 (2.19)
where M, is the constant from (2.14]).

Proof. Inequality (2.18)) follows directly from Lemma .51 On the other hand, since
Ef = 0 implies 0 = fio = f, the operator E is one-to-one. Moreover, the inverse
E~" is the restriction operator, that is, E~'f = fio. Hence

HE_lfHLl(Q) = ||fIQ||L1(Q) = ||fHL1(r0) < |||f|||L3J(Q)7 fe Li}(Q)
This shows and completes the proof. 0
Let now T' = {T'(t), t > 0} be the family of operators in LL(Q) given by
Tt f(z,v) = flz —tv,v),  t>0, (z,0) €Q, feL(Q). (2.20)

A standard reasoning shows that T is a strongly continuous semigroup and its gen-
erator A is given by
Af(z,v) = —vd, f(z,v), (z,v) € Q, feLL(Q),
with domain . .
D(A) = Wi(Q),
where W1(Q) is the space of (equivalence classes of) functions f € LL(Q) satisfying:

(i) for almost every v € V' the function J 5 z > f(z,v) is weakly differentiable,
(ii) the function Q > (z,v) — v9,f(x,v) belongs to LL ().
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Analogously as in the case of W(Q), if f € WL(Q), then for almost every v € V
the function J 3 z — f(z,v) may be uniquely extended to a continuous function
on (—oo, 1].

Lemma 2.7. The space Y is invariant for the semigroup T.

Proof. Fix t 2 0. Let f € LY(€2), and let f € Y be its boundary extension. We
prove that T'(t)f is the boundary extension of g € L*(2) defined by
g(:c,v):f(:c—tv,v), ('/:C?/U)GQ'
We proceed by induction, showing g = r N( t)f on each I';, j > 0 (see (2.12)). Let
(z,v) € Q and recall that by [@2:20), T(t)f(z,v) = f(z — tv,v). If (z, U) e Q=T,,
then by (2.11] - we have
gz, v) = g(x,v) = T(t) f(z,v).

Fix j > 0 and assume that §(z,v) = T(t)f(z,v) for (z,v) € T;. If (z,v) € Q4 =
[j41 \ I, then for each w € V it follows that (1 + zwv™,w) € T; by (2.10).

Therefore, by (2.11)),

g(z,v) = /Vg(l—l—xwv_l,w)é(dw,v)

Tt f(1 4 zwv™t, w) £(dw, v)

I
—

f(l + (z — tv)wv ™, w) £(dw, v)

(x — tv,v)

I
khz

for almost every (x,v) € I';11 \ I';. This shows
§z,0) = T f(5,v),  (@,0) € Tion,
which completes the proof. O
By Lemma the part Ay of A in Y, that is, the operator defined as
Ayf = Af,  D(Ay)={feDA)NY: Af € Y},
generates the strongly continuous semigroup {Ty(t), t > 0} in Y given by
Ty () f(z,v) = f(x —tv,v), t>0, (z,v) €Q, feY,
see for example [I1], Corollary I1.2.3].
Lemma 2.8. Let f € LY(Q). We have f € D(A) if and only if f € D(Ay).

Proof. Assume first that f € D(Ay). Of course f = fIQ € W(Q). We need to show
that (2.5) holds. Let U be a measurable subset of V' such that v(V \ U) = 0 and

Jirxv is weakly differentiable with respect to z. Without loss of generality we may
assume that the function [0,1] > x — f(x,v) is continuous for every v € U and

fz,v) = f(z,v) for (x,v) € [0,1] x U. Thus, for v € U by (2-11)) we have
10,00 = f0.0) = | Ft.w) ttdw.) = [ r00) auv),

proving that f € D(A).
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On the other hand, let f € D(A). The Hille-Yosida theorem implies that there
exists A\g > 0 such that for all A > Ay the operator

A — Ay: D(Ay) — LL(Q)
is bijective. Let A > Ay and set
F(z,v) == Af(z,v) + v0, f(z,v), (x,v) € Q.
Then F € L'(Q) since f € D(A), and hence there exists g € D(Ay) satisfying

A\g— Ayg = F. (2.21)
By the first part of the proof it follows that E~'g € D(A). Therefore, letting
hi=FE"'g—f
we see that h € D(A) and gives
Mh(x,v) + vo h(z,v) = 0, rel (2.22)

for almost every v € V. Thus, if we fix such v € V', then by [14], Corollary 3.1.6] the
function I 3 x — h(z,v) is in fact a classical solution to (2.22)). This implies

h(z,v) = crpe N0 rel
for a constant ¢, ,. However, since (2.5 holds for h, we get
Crw = / c,\ywe”\“’_1 ((dw, v).
1%
Let
Cy = / v|eaw| v(dv).
1%

We note that C) is finite. Indeed, we have

/]cAw\e ((dw,v) //\c,\w]e ~da ((dw, v)
<//|h(x,w)|dx€(dw,v),
vJr

the inequality resulting from e ' < e ' for z € [ and w € V. Then, by the
Fubini theorem,
Cy < // / v|h(z, w)| £(dw,v) v(dv) dz
1JvJv

— (p+0q) / /V wlh(z, )] v(dw) d

<(p+ Q)thHLl(Q)v

the equality being a consequence of Lemma with g(w) = g.(w) = w|h(z,w)|;
this ¢ is v-integrable for almost every = because h € L'(). Since e ' < ¢
forw eV,

e~ Ab” 1//U|C)\w|€ (dw,v) v(dv) = (p+ q)e ™ Cy

by Lemma 2.4 with g(w) = w|cy ,|; this ¢ is v-integrable because C' is finite. This
is true for all A >N Wthh leads to C), = 0 for A > )\ = max()\o,bln(p + q))
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Hence ¢y, = 0 for almost every v € V, provided A > \. Thus h =0 and f = E~lg.
Finally, by the uniqueness of boundary extensions,

f=EEg=g¢e D(Ay),
which completes the proof. 0J
Now we are ready to prove the generation theorem.

Proof of Theorem 2.1]. Let T = {T'(t), t > 0} be the family of linear operators in
LY(Q) defined by

T(t) = E'Ty(t)E, t>0. (2.23)
Then, see for example [4, 7.4.22|, T is a strongly continuous semigroup in L'(Q)
similar to {Ty(t), t = 0}. Moreover, its generator is the operator E~'AyFE with

domain E~'D(Ay), which equals D(A) by Lemma . If f € D(A), then by (2.11)
it follows that

Ouf (2, v) = 0uf (x, )
for almost every (z,v) € Q. Therefore
(E"YAyE)f = Af, f € D(A).
This shows that A is the generator of 7" and the theorem follows. O

We call the semigroup generated by A the Rotenberg semigroup and in what
follows denote it by T'= {T'(t), t > 0}. By (2.23]) we have

T(t)f(z,v) = flz —tv,v),  t=0, (z,v) €Q, feL(Q), (2.24)
as conjectured in (2.6). Furthermore, we introduce
Tyt = 1+ zwv™ — tw; (2.25)

for a cell characterized by a pair (z,v) € Q at time ¢t > 0, Ty, is the maturity
parameter of a potential mother of the cell with maturation speed w at time 0,

under proviso that x,,; € I. Relations (2.11]) and (2.24)) imply that given ¢ > 0 and
fe L)

T(t)f(x,v) = f(z —tv,v)[z > tv] + /Vf(xmt,w)ﬁ(dw,v)[m < tv]

for almost every (z,v) € €. In particular, let ¢t € [Olb_l]. We have x4, > 1 — tw >
1 —wb! >0 for (x,v) € Q and w € V. Hence f(Tywt) = f(Twut), and we may
rewrite the above relation in the form

Tt)f(z,v) = f(z —tv,v)[x > tv] + /v f(@wor, w) £(dw, v)[x < tv)] (2.26)

for almost every (z,v) € 2, provided that ¢ € [0,b7!].

It is worth noting that the extension f is nonnegative provided that f is non-
negative, and hence 7'(t) is a positive operator for ¢ > 0. We use this fact later
on.
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3. GROWTH ESTIMATES

In this section we estimate the growth of the Rotenberg semigroup 7. Let T* =
{T*(t): t > 0} be the dual semigroup of T, see |11} 1.5.14]. First we find an explicit
formula for the adjoint

T*(t): L>(Q2) — L=(Q)
of T'(t) for t € [0,b7!], where L>(€) is the space of (equivalence classes of ) essentially
bounded functions on 2 with standard essential supremum norm |- [/, We
denote

zk = (v 4+t — Dwo
for a cell characterized by a pair (z,v) €  at time 0, z7,,, is the maturity parameter
of a potential daughter of the cell with maturation speed w at time ¢ > 0, under
proviso that zj,,, € I. Note that z,,, < 0 reflects the fact that the cell characterized
by (z,v) at time 0 will not mature fast enough to divide before time ¢. Analogously,
x; . = 0 means that the cell will divide before time ¢.

To simplify notation, let
E*(w,v) = k(v,w), w,v €V,
and for v € V' let ¢*(v,-) = £(v,-) be the measure on V defined by
(v, dw) = pk*(w, v) v(dw) + ¢d,(dw).
Lemma 3.1. Fort € [0,b7!] the adjoint operator T*(t) of T(t) is given by

" (t)p(x,v) = p(x + v, v) |25, <0] +/ Pty ) £ (0, dw) [0 < ] (3.1)
v
for almost every (z,v) € Q.

Proof. Let p € L*°(Q) and fix ¢ € [0,b7!]. By the definition of the adjoint operator

[imwean= [ erwsan et (3.2
By and , we have

where

L = /V/Iap(w,v)f(x — tv)[z > tv] dz v(dv),
I, = p/v /I/va1k(w,v)<p(:c,v)f(a:wvt,w)[:c < o] v(dw) dz v(dv),
B=g [ [ @) vl < 1] devio)

Changing variables = — x — tv we obtain

I = /V /I o+ tv,0) f(, ), < 0] da v(dv),

since [0 < z+tv < 1]z +tv > tv] = [0 < x < 1][z},, < 0] for (z,v) € Q. Similarly,

changing variables x +— .., or equivalently z; , — x,

L=p / / / 510, 0) (s 0) (1, )]0 < ] (i) da v(dv),
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and
I=q / / (s 0) f (2, 0)[0 < 5] dz v(d),
VJI

since [0 < a3, < 1][z},, < tv] = [0 <z < 1][0 < z},,] for (z,v) € Q and w € V.

wwt
By (3.2)), (3.3)), and the definition of k*, changing the order of integration in I, we
obtain (3.1)). O

We know that
||T(t)”£(L1(Q)) = ||T*(t)||£(L°°(Q))7 t=0. (3.4)

Since T'(t) is a positive operator for ¢ > 0, the same is true for 7%(¢). Hence, for
¢ € L*(Q) such that |¢] ;) <1 we have

—T" () 1o < =T7@)|e] < T*()p < T™(t)|p| < T7(t)1q,
where 1q is the indicator function of €). This leads to
||T*<t)HL(L°°(Q)) = sup ||T*(t)90HL°°(Q) = HT*<t)]lQHL°°(Q)7 t =0,
PEL>(Q)

||<PHLO<>(Q)<1

and by (3.4]) we obtain

1T 202y = 1T () Lall o (q)- t=0. (3.5)
Finally, by (3.1)) it follows that
T"(t)La(z,v) = [z, < 0]+ (P +@)[0 < a7,] (3.6)

for t € [0,b7!] and almost every (z,v) € Q.
Lemma 3.2. We have
1Tl £ (210 = max(L,p+ q), te (0,671,
Proof. Let t € (0,b7']. Equality shows that
1T (t) 1ol oo () = max(1,p + q)

because the sets {(z,v) € Q: x < 1—tv} and {(z,v) € Q: 1 —tv < x} are both of
positive p-measure. By (3.5) this is the desired conclusion. O

Recall that a positive operator S: L'(Q) — L'(Q) is called Markov if [|S f1| ;1) =
1 provided that f € L'(Q) is nonnegative and [flliy =1 Incasep+g=1we
may improve Lemma [3.2] as follows.

Lemma 3.3. Let t € [0,b7'] and assume that p+ q = 1. Then the operator T(t) is
Markov.

Proof. Recall that the operator T'(t) is positive. Let f € L'(2) be nonnegative and
such that || f[|;1q) = 1. Then by (3.2),
170 ey = [ 1070 du= [ F7"O)10dp
Q Q

However, by (3.6) we have T*(t)lo = Lo, thus [|T(t)f|l 1 q) = Il which
completes the proof. 0

Theorem 3.4. Lett > 0.
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(i) If p+q>1, then
1T ey < 0+ )™, (3.7)

where [tb] is the smallest integer larger than or equal to tb.
(ii) If p+ q = 1, then the operator T(t) is Markov.
(ili) Ifp+q <1, then

1T (210 < 1-

Proof. Let n := [tb] and s := t/n. Hence s € (0,b']. By the semigroup property
and Lemma [3.2] we have

1T 20y < 1Tz < max(L,p+q)",

which proves |(i)| and |(iii)]
In order to show we fix n and s as above. Then by Lemma the operator
T'(s) is Markov, and so is T'(t) = [T'(s)]" as a power of a Markov operator. O

Theorem 3.5. Assume that p+q <1 and V = (a,b) with the Lebesgue measure.
(i) If a =0, then
T2y =1 t=0.
(ii) If a > 0, then
1T g1y =1 0<t<al, (3.8)
and
1Tl 22 () < (P +a) . t=a, (3.9)

where |ta| is the largest integer less than or equal to ta.
Before we prove Theorem we state a couple of auxiliary results.

Lemma 3.6. Under the hypotheses of Theorem we have

1T ()| 200 0y = e(ss s)ug [z, < 0], t>0. (3.10)
x,w)eE

Proof. For each t; € [0,07!] by (3.6) we have
T*(tl)ILQ(I‘,/U) = [x:”utl < 0] + (p + q) [0 < x:vtl] 2 [x;k)vh < 0]

for almost every (z,v) € Q. Therefore, given t, € [0,b7!], by the semigroup property
for T, the positivity of T%(¢s), and (3.1)),
T (t1 + t2)La(z,v) 2 T*(t2)[27,, < 0]

vuty

> [(x + t2v):vt1 < O] [I’T)vtz < 0}

= [x:v(t1+t2) < 0] (3.11)

for almost every (x,v) € Q.
For ¢ > 0 choose N > 0, s € (0,b'] such that

t=Nb"'+s.
Inequality implies
T*(t)1lg(z,v) = T(Nb™' + s)1g(x,v) > [z}, < 0]
for almost every (z,v) € Q by induction. Hence follows by (3.5). O
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Lemma 3.7. Under the hypotheses of Theorem if a >0, then

T*(t)1g(z,v) < (p+ q), t>0 (3.12)
for almost every (z,v) € ), where
j=j(@,v,t)=min{i > 0: 23,,_;,—1) < 0} (3.13)

*

Note that for (z,v) € Q, in view of the interpretation of Tyo(t—ia-1) from the begin-
ning of this section, j is the least nonnegative integer such that a cell characterized
by a pair (z,v) at time 0 will not divide before time max(t — ja™!,0).

Proof. For ¢ > 0 and ¢ > 0 define ¢;;: @ — R by

Gir(z,v) = [(i — Dva™' < xF, <iva], (x,v) € Q,
and ¥; 4,1 0 = R for w € V by
Vitw(®,v) = [ — Dva™ +ow™! <ak, <iva™' +ow'], (z,v) € Q.

Also, denote

r=p+gq.
Step 1. Inequality is equivalent to
T@mggijﬂ%ﬁ t>0. (3.14)

i=0

Indeed, let ¢ > 0. The functions ¢;; for 7 > 0 are indicator functions of disjoint sets
whose union equals €2, since

vio=r+tv—1>—-1>—va ', (x,v) € Q. (3.15)

Hence, for fixed (z,v) € 0, exactly one term in the series is nonzero at (x,v), that
is, there exists a unique m > 0 such that ¢, +(z,v) = 1. For ¢ > 0 we have

QOi’t(l’,U) = [_va_l :vt - ' < x:v(tfia—l) < 0]7 (316>

thus taking ¢ = m we see that j < m, where j is defined by (3.13)). In the case m = 0,
clearly j = m. On the other hand, if m > 1, then ¢;;(z,v) = 0 for 0 < i < m,
which by (3.16) implies j > m. Hence j = m, and finally

<z iva~! < 0] = [~va~

“+oo
Z r'o;(z,v) =" =1l
i=0
as desired.
Step 2. Let t > 0 and w € V. We estimate the sum Z:;Og 7, 40(, v) under
proviso zF,, > 0. To this end we fix (z,v) €  such that z,, > 0, and for i > 0 we
define

U, () = [iva™ <t <iva™ +ow™.
Assuming that real numbers «, 3, v and § satisfy
a< f<y<9, (3.17)
we have
a<y<pfl+riB<y<i<la<y<qyl+riy<y<d,  yeR, (318

since r < 1. Taking

a=ivat, B=iva'+ow !, y=dva'+vat, 0=+ 1vat +ow
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condition (3.17) holds for i > 0 because 0 < w™! < a~'. Hence, by (3.18) with

y = x,, We obtain
P40 (2,0) + 1 i1 0 (2, 0) <P (2, 0) + 1T W0 (7, 0), t = 0.

Summing this inequality for ¢ > 0 we get

+oo +oo +00 +oo
S (@, v) ) i@ v) Ko@) + >, 0);
=0 =1 1=0 =1

note that here all sums are finite since ¢;;’s, ¥;+.,’s and ¥, ,,’s are indicator func-
tions of disjoint sets. Thus

400 +o0o
\IIO,t,w<x7 v) + Z 7’1¢z‘7t,w(1’7 v) < Z 7"1901‘+1,t(xa v).
i=1 i=0
Recall that x},, > 0, therefore
Vosrw(r,v) =[—va ' +vwt <o, <0 +[0< 2k, <vw ] = Vos(r,v).
Hence finally
+00 ‘ +o0 ‘
> i@ o) <Y rien (e, v) (3.19)
i=0 =0

provided that ¢t > 0, w € V, and (z,v) € 2 satisfies z,, > 0.
Step 3. Let s > 0 and set
t:=b"1+s.
We find a formula for T*(b™')p; s. For (z,v) € Q we have (z +vb™1): . = zF,, and

vUS

(Tt Vs = (& F 007" = Dwo™ + sw —1 =z} wot — 1.
Therefore,
Gis(T 4+ 0071 v) = @4, v), 120,
and
Dis (-1, W) = Vi p0(T,0), 1>0, weV.
Combining these relations with , we have

10 ) pial,0) = a0l <O+ [ W) € (0,000 < 0] (3:20)
1%

for ¢ > 0 and almost every (z,v) € Q.
Step 4. We show that (3.14) holds for every t € ((n — 1)b~',nb™], n > 1 by
induction on n. For t € (0,b7!] we have

gty =r+tv—1<l+ob ' —1=0vb"' <val, (x,v) € Q,
thus [0 < 27,,] = [0 < 2, <va™'] = p1,(,v). Similarly, by (3.15)),
(25, < 0] = oz, v), (z,v) € Q.
Hence, by (50),
“+00
T*(t)]lQ = ot t+Trp1t = Z TZ‘Pz‘,t-
i=0

This shows that (3.14)) holds for ¢ € (0,67'].
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In order to perform the inductive step let n > 1 and assume that holds
for each t € ((n— 1)b~',nb7']. Fix t € (nb~', (n + 1)b7'], and choose s € ((n —
1)b~*,nb!] such that

t=b"+s.
Since 7 < 1 we have Y % 7ip; (z,v) < 1 for (z,v) € Q (recall that exactly one
term of the series is nonzero). Therefore "% 7, ; is an element of L>(€). Hence,

by (3.14) with ¢ replaced by s, and by the fact that T*(b™!) is a positive and bounded

operator,
+oo

T*(t)lo =T (b")T*(s) 1o < Y _r'T* (b )gis.
=0
Combining this with (3.20]), we obtain
+o0

T*(t)La(z,v) < [ehy < 0] Y rigis(z,v)

i=0
+[0< ), /Zr Yitaw(z,v) (v, dw) (3.21)

for almost every (z,v) € Q.
Denote

X(z,0) = [z},,-1 <0], (x,v) € Q.
For (z,v) € Q,if x¥ , ., > 0, or equivalently 1 —x(z,v) =1, then 2}, = o , 1 +sv >
0. Hence, by (]3.21|) and (3.19)), we obtain

+00 +oo
eri@i,t +(1- X)/ (v, dw) Zri¢i+1,t
—er%t‘f‘ I —x Z AR

400
= X¥ot + Z it

i=1

where in the first equality we used [, £*(v,dw) = r for v € V. However, we see that
X@ot = Pou, since z¥ , 1 < a3, for each (z,v) € . Therefore (3.14) follows, and
the proof is complete. O

Proof of Theorem [3.5. For part and we argue as follows. Fix t > 0 and
suppose that a = 0 or 0 < a < t~!. Then the set {(z,v) € Q: z} , < 0} is of positive
Lebesgue measure. Indeed, the set U := V N (a,t7!) is an open interval, and for
v € U the Lebesgue measure of the set of z € [ satisfying z+tv < 1 is positive, being
equal 1 —tv > 0. Combining this with Lemma 3.6, we have |[T*(t)||p(q) = 1.

Hence, by (33),
1T 1)) = 1-
However, we know from Theorem that |7°()||z(z1(q) < 1. This means that

||T(t)||£(L1(Q)) =1
provided that a = 0 or 0 < a < t~!, which proves (i)l and (3.8).
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In order to prove (3.9), for t > a~! let m be the unique positive integer satisfying
ma™ ' <t < (m+1)a
and let (z,v) € €. Then

vio=r+tv—1=a+mvat —1>mva ' —1> (m—1)va™?,
since va~! > 1. This implies that
Tyu(t—ia—1) = Lyvt — wa™" >0, 0<e<m—1,
hence j(z,v,t) = min{i > 0: Ty (t—ia—1) < 0} > m. Thus, since p+q < 1, Lemma

implies
IT* () Lol o) < (P+ )™ = (p+ @)1
and the proof is complete by (3.5]). O

A natural question arises whether the estimates in Theorem and Theo-
rem are optimal. As we shall see, the answer is generally in negative; the
growth (resp. decay) is in fact slower (resp. faster) than Theorem and Theo-
rem may suggest. Unfortunately, the exact growth and decay rates seem to
depend in crucial way on an interplay of parameters a,b and kernel k£, and thus an
explicit formula, if it exists, evades us. We can show, however, that equality in (3.7])
holds rather seldom (a similar argument applies to (3.9)). For the sake of this ar-
gument, we restrict ourselves to the case V' = (a, b) with the Lebesgue measure and
assume that

r=p+4+q>1.
We begin by finding necessary and sufficient conditions for
17| £z () = 7 (3.22)

to hold. To simplify notation we let s :== ! and ¢ := 2s. Fix (z,v) € Q, w € V.

Note that xf . = zF,, — sv, (x + sv)f, . = x},, and
(2 ) ows = (@ +sv—Dwv ™ +sw—1=(x+2sv— Dwv ' —1=2a5,wo ! —1.
Therefore
[(x + sv)50 < 0] [200s < 0] = [z}, < O],
[0 < (@ + sv)5,] [200s < 0] = [0 < 2, < s0],
[(@hue)iws < OJ[0 < 2}, ] = [sv < 2y, <vw™],
[ [

[0 < (x:uvs);ws} O < JZ* ] =

Hence, using the semigroup property for T*(t) = T*(s + s), by (3.1) and (3.6) we
have

T (t)1g(z,v) = [z}, < 0] +r[0 < z,, < sv]

vut

+p/ E*(w,v)[sv < 2F,, < vw Hdw + g[sv < 2F,, < 1]
v

—i—pr/ E(w,v)ow™ <2, ]dw + qr[l < ¥ (3.23)
v
for almost every (x,v) € Q.
Let v € V' and denote
I,y={zel:zx;,zsv}={xel:z>1-sv}.

vt
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Ifzel,andy €I\ I, then by (3.23) we have
T (t)1la(y,v) <r < T*(t)1g(z,v).

Hence, since the Lebesgue measure of I, is positive, being equal sv,

1Tl £z )y = esssup T7(t)La(z, v). (3.24)
’UG‘/, $€I'u
Define
clz,v) = max(a, f >, veV, xel,;

vut

note that a < ¢(z,v) < b. Then, using (3.23)), for almost every (z,v) €  such that
x € I, we obtain

T*(t)1g(z,v) = C(z,v) + D(z,v), (3.25)
where
(z,v) b
C(z,v) = p/ E*(w,v) dw —l—pr/ E*(w,v) dw
a c(z,v)
and
D(ZE, ’U) = Q[SU < J;;k)vt < 1] + q?”[]_ < J”;k)vt]‘

Let

d = max(a,t ') = max(a, b/2),
and observe that a < d < b. For v € V the set
{zel:x,,>21}={axecl:z>2—1tv}

is of positive Lebesgue measure if and only if tv > 1, or equivalently v € (d,b).
Consequently, if p = 0 then holds by and . Suppose now that
p > 0and let v € V. As a function of z € I, = [1 — sv, 1), x — z},, is increasing
and converges to tv as x — 1. This implies that [, 3 x +— ¢(z,v) is decreasing and
converges to d as x — 17. Hence

esssup C(z,v) = pr
veV z€l,

if and only if the following condition holds:

(Vo) For each € > 0 there exists a Lebesgue measurable subset U of V' with
a positive measure such that

b
/ E'(w,v)dw > 1 —¢, vel.
d

Therefore, again by (3.24) and (3.25)), if ¢ = 0, then (3.22)) is equivalent to |[(V.)|
Finally, if p,q > 0, then (3.22) holds if and only if |(V.)| holds with the additional

requirement U C (d, b).

Note that by the definition of £* and condition is trivially satisfied
(for any U C V with positive Lebesgue measure) provided that d = a, which is
equivalent to b/2 < a.

Continuing the procedure described above for t := nb~!, n > 2 we can generalize
this result. To this end, we fix n > 2 and introduce condition:
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(VZ) For each ¢ > 0 there exists a Lebesgue measurable subset U of V with
a positive measure such that

b
/ E*(w,v)dw > 1 — ¢, veU,
dn

where

d,, = max(a, nb ), n > 2.
n+1

Then we can check that that the following result holds.

Proposition 3.8. Assume that p+q > 1, and V' = (a, b) with the Lebesque measure.
Forn > 2 we have
1T (mb™ M 2oy = (p + )"
iof and only if
(i) p=0, or
(i) ¢ = 0 and condition [[V7)| holds, or
(iii) condition |(VZ)| holds with additional requirement U C (d,b).

Note that if p = 0, then all cells degenerate and the structure of the population
does not change in time, and so the model is quite uninteresting. On the other hand,
condition is very restrictive. Thus the proposition shows that the case when
equality in Theorem holds is rather rare. For example, assuming p,q > 0,
condition is satisfied for any t = nb~', n > 2, provided that

E(w,v) = [v <w < b, v,weUNYV,

1
b—v
where U C R? is a neighbourhood of (b,b). For such k*, k does not even satisfy
assumptions of Boulanouar’s theorem [9, Theorem 6.1|, and seems to be rather unin-
teresting biologically. For this would mean that if a mother cell matures sufficiently
fast, then all its daughter cells would need to mature even faster.

4. ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR

This section is devoted to the asymptotic behaviour of the Rotenberg semigroup.
Throughout this section we assume that V' = (a,b), and v is the Lebesgue measure.
At first we state Boulanouar’s result.

Let wo(T') be the growth bound (or type) of the semigroup 7' defined as

inf{w € R: sup||e_“’tT(t)||E(L1(Q)) < 400},
>0
or equivalently
. —1
Jim ¢ log|| T() | 211 (-

Theorem 4.1 ([9, Theorem 6.1]). Assume that 0 < 1 —q < p and the following
conditions hold:

(H1) For every measurable set U C V such that leb(U) > 0 and leb(V \ U) > 0

we have
/ / k(w,v)dvdw > 0.
WU JU

(H2) The kernel k is essentially bounded on V x V.
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Then there exists a rank one projection P on L*(Q2) such that

lim e M7 (t) =P

t—+o00

in the operator norm topology.

We concentrate on the case p + ¢ < 1 and study convergence of the Rotenberg
semigroup in strong topology as t — 00, as opposed to the operator norm topology
spoken of in Boualouar’s result.

Let us begin by recalling some classical notions for Markov and substochastic
semigroups, see for example [15] or [17].

Let (X, X, m) be a o-finite measure space and consider the space L'(X, X, m) =
LY (X) of (equivalence classes of) absolutely integrable functions on X with respect
to m. A linear operator S: L'(X) — L'(X) is called substochastic if S is a positive
contraction, that is, given f € L'(X) we have Sf > 0if f > 0, and [|Sf]|1(x) <
[ £l L1 (x> where [[ || 1 is the standard L'-norm. Moreover, if SDy1x)y C Dp(x),
where Dy (x) is the set of densities in L'(X), that is,

Dpaxy ={f € L'(X): f 20, Ifllpacx) = 1}

then S is called a Markov (or stochastic) operator. If a substochastic operator S
can be written in the form

Sf(x) = /X Wey)f(y)m(dy) + Pf(z),  weX, fe LX),

where h: X x X — R is a measurable nonnegative function satisfying

/X/Xh(aj’y) m(dy) m(dz) > 0,

and P is a positive linear operator on L*(X), then S is called partially integral.
A strongly continuous semigroup S = {S(t), t > 0} in L'(X) is said to be sub-
stochastic (resp. Markov) if S(t) is a substochastic (resp. Markov) operator for every
t > 0. Furthermore, S is partially integral if there exists to > 0 such that S(tg) is
partially integral. If f, € Dpi(x) and

S (t)f « = Jfu
for all ¢ > 0, then f, is called an invariant density for the semigroup. Finally, if f.
is an invariant density for S and for all f € Dy1(x) we have

tL{HOOHS(t)f - f*HLl(x) =0,

then S is said to be asymptotically stable.
We use the following result of Pichér and Rudnicki [I7, Proposition 2].

Theorem 4.2. Let S = {S(t), t > 0} be a partially integral substochastic semigroup
in LY(X). Assume that there is a unique, up to an equivalence class, invariant
density for S. If the invariant density is almost everywhere strictly positive, then
the semigroup S is asymptotically stable.

Applying Theorem to the Rotenberg semigroup 7', we will obtain the main
result of this paper, that is, Theorem First, we state the crucial assumptions.
Let K be the operator in L'(V) defined by

Kf(v) ::/Vk(w,v)f(w)dw, veV, felL'(V). (41)
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A function f, € D1y is called a stationary density for the kernel k if

Kf,=fs.
We assume the following.

(H3) There exists a unique, up to an equivalence class, stationary density f, for
the kernel k, and f, is strictly positive almost everywhere on V.

(H4) The function V 3 v — v~!f,(v) belongs to L'(V).

Theorem 4.3. Suppose that p > 0 and p+ q = 1. If conditions ((H3)H(H4)| hold,
then the Rotenberg semigroup T is asymptotically stable with a unique, up to an

equivalence class, invariant density f. given by

) — v fo(v)
M) = Ty

where f, is the stationary density for k.

(x,v) € Q,

Remark 4.4. If a > 0, then the function V' > v ~ v~! is bounded, and in Theo-

rem [4.3| we may omit condition [(H4)|

In order to prove Theorem we need a couple of lemmas.

Lemma 4.5. If f. € L'(Q) is an invariant density for the Rotenberg semigroup,
then for almost every v € V' the function I > x — f.(x,v) is constant.

Proof. Assume that f, is an invariant density for 7. Then T'(¢) f, — f. = 0 for t > 0,
hence f, € D(A) and Af, = 0, where A is the generator of T given by (2.2)). There-
fore for almost every v € V the function I 3 x — f.(z,v) is weakly differentiable
and 0, f, = 0. This completes the proof. 0

Lemma 4.6. Let p +q = 1 and assume that f, € Dy is a unique, up to an
equivalence class, stationary density for the kernel k. If f, satisfies condition
then there exists a unique, up to an equivalence class, invariant density f. € Driq)
for the Rotenberg semigroup and

F,(v

Fulz,v) = FQ#

1E6 vy

for almost every (x,v) € Q, where F, € L*(V),
F()=vf), veV.

Proof. First we prove that f, defined by (4.2) is indeed an invariant density for 7.

By (2.4) and since K f, = f, we have

/ Fy(w) {(dw,v) = pv 'K f,(v) + qF,(v) = F,(v)
v
for almost every v € V. Hence, for ¢t € [0,b7!] by (2.26) we obtain

[ Eo|[ 1o T'(t) fu(@, v) = Fo(v)[z > tv] +/ Fo(w) ((dw, v)[z < tv] = Fo(v)
1%
for almost every (z,v) € Q. In other words T'(t)f, = f. for t € [0,071]. If ¢t > b1,
then we find a positive integer n such that s :=t/n < b~!. Then T'(s)f. = f, and
by the semigroup property T'(¢)f. = [T(s)]"f« = f.. Therefore f, is an invariant
density for T

(4.2)



LORD KELVIN’S METHOD OF IMAGES APPROACH TO THE ROTENBERG MODEL 23

For the uniqueness part, assume that f! and f? are invariant densities for T'. Let

i € {1,2}. By (2.26), equality T(t)f: = fi, t > 0 implies that
file.) = £ia = to.0)e > 0]+ [ fiunn ) Hdu,o)fe < 10
1%

for ¢t € [0,b7!] and almost every (z,v) € Q. Using Lemma this is true if and
only if fi(x,v) = [, fi(x,w){(dw,v) for almost every (x,v) € Q, which by (2.4) we

may rewrite as

fi(w,v) = p /V wotk(w, v) £ (2, w) v(dw) + ¢ fi(z, v).

Since 1 — g = p, this is equivalent to
ofi(e.0) = [ Kw.owfite,w)du. (43)
1%

Let F! € L'(Q) be given by
Fi(z,v) =vfi(z,v),  (z,0)€Q,
and define f! € L*(V) by
: Fi(z,v
(o) = ),
I L1

this definition make sense since by Lemma , f% does not depend on z, and thus
the same is true for F'. By (4.3)), f! is a stationary density for the kernel k. Hence,
by uniqueness assumption, we have

(z,v) €

F! F?
IF ey 1F2 )
Then
”Ff”Ll(Q)f*l - “F*l“Ll(Q)ff'
Integrating this relation over 2, we obtain ||F*1||L1(V) = ||F*2||L1(v)» since ||fi||L1(Q) =
1. Thus finally f! = f2. 0

Lemma 4.7. Assume that p > 0. The operator T'(2b1) is partially integral provided

that ,
/ / k(w,v)dvdw > 0. (4.4)
V Jmax(a,b/2)

Proof. To simplify notation let, as before, s := b~! and t := 2s. By ({2.26)),
T(S) = Ql + P1

where P; is a bounded positive operator in L'(§2) and

Q1f(z,v) = p/ wo ke (W, V) f (T s, w) dw(z < sv), (z,v) € Q, f € LQ).

\%4

Operator @1 describes a subpopulation of (z,v)-type cells, with x < sv, alive at
time b~!, which are non-degenerate daughters of cells from generation 0 (see defini-

tion ([2.25))). It follows that
Tt)=Q+P
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where @ = (Q1)? and P is another bounded positive operator in L'(£2). Since
(Taws)uws = 1+ (1 + 2w — sw)uw™ — su = Ty + uw ™,

we have

= p2/ / vk (u, W)k (W, V) f (gt + uw ™ ) [Tyys < sw]r < sv]dudw
vJv

(4.5)
for (x,v) € Q. Furthermore, a little bit of algebra shows that if x,,s < sw for some
w € V, which is the same as z,,; < 0, then < sv. Thus, [Ty,s < sw|[z < sv] in
the formula above may be replaced by [, < 0]. Applying the Fubini theorem and
substituting

y=y(w) = Ty + ww ™,
in (4.5) we get

/ /”““*““ v k(G 0)k(u, §) f (y, )| < 0]dydu,  (4.6)

wot+ub 1

1

where § = u(y — @) "'. If a = 0, then by convention we take a~! := +o00 here. For

x € [ and u,v € V, we have
(Tyor +ub™, 2y +uat) N {y € R: Ty < 0} C 1.

Indeed, Typ + ub™' = Zyp-1 > 1 —ub™' > 0, and if 25, < 0, then gt —zv™1) > 1
which implies y < u(t — zv™') + x,,¢ = 1. Therefore, we may rewrite (4.6) as

Fa) = [ [ bavn ) dy

h(ﬂ?,’l}, ya u) = p2g2vilk<g7 U>k(u7 g)[y € Auvt] [xgvt < 0] 2 07
where (z,v), (y,u) € Q and Ay = (Typr + ub™, Ty +ua™t). Hence, we are left
with proving that [, [, Adudp > 0. We have

//hd,udu:/Q]le,u.
oJa Q

d = max(a,t ') = max(a, b/2)

and note that z € I and z,,; < 0 is equivalent tod < w < band 0 < x < tv —vw™'.
Thus by ([4.5) we obtain (recall that [z,,s < sw|[zx < sv] may be replaced by
[.vat < 0

_//hd,udu ////uv ety )k (0, 0) [ < 0] du dw da do
:/V/d /V/Ot e (s w0) (. ) e oo
= [ [ [ kw0 - w) dvawn
_/V/dbuk(u,w)(t—w_l)dwd%

for

Let
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the second equality resulting from the Fubini theorem, and the third from (2.1)).
Since the function V' x (d,b) 3 (u,w) — u(t —w™') is strictly positive, the integral
= f; uk(u, w)(t —w™') dwdu is positive if and only if condition (4.4)) holds. O

Lemma 4.8. If there exits a strictly positive stationary density f, € Driyy for the

kernel k, then
//k(w,v)dvdw>0
vJu

for every Lebesque measurable subset U of V' with positive measure.

Proof. Assume, contrary to our claim, that

/V/Uk;(w,v) dvdw = 0. (4.7)

for a set U of positive measure. However, for almost every v € V' we have

szﬂumwuwmu

Integrating this over U,

| wrao = [ [ b opw)dode (45)

by the Fubini theorem. Since k is nonnegative, (4.7)) implies £ = 0 almost everywhere
on V x U. This means that
/ fo(v)dv =0
U

by (4.8]), which contradicts strict positivity of f,. This completes the proof. O
Now we are ready to prove the main theorem.

Proof of Theorem [£.3. We know by Theorem that the Rotenberg semigroup
T is Markov, hence in particular substochastic. By Lemma[4.6] there exists a unique
invariant density f. for 7. Moreover, by , f« is strictly positive since so is
fo. Furthermore, Lemma with U = (max(a, b/2), b) implies that T is partially
integral by Lemma [4.7 Thus, we may apply Theorem which completes the
proof. O

With the described approach asymptotic stability of the Rotenberg semigroup is
more difficult to prove if p + ¢ > 1. In this case the semigroup 7" needs not be
substochastic and we should first rescale it, taking

S(t) = e @M (t),  t>0.

Then the semigroup S = {S(t), t > 0} is bounded and its generator equals A—w(T),
where A is the generator of T. Arguing as in the proofs of Lemma[d.5and Lemma[4.6]
J« € Dpi(q) is an invariant density for S if and only if

vu—wwﬂwﬂﬂmw—pﬂwwmmﬁmmﬂﬁ@wa

for almost every (z,v) € 2. The problem here is that we do not have explicit formula
for wy(T") what we essentially discussed at the end of Section

Finally, let us state a result describing the asymptotic behaviour of the Rotenberg
semigroup in the case p+ ¢ < 1.
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Theorem 4.9. Suppose that p+q < 1.
(i) If a =0, then T converges strongly to zero, that is,

lim T(t)f =0, fe LY.

t——+o00

(ii) If a > 0, then T' converges to zero in the operator norm, that is,

tEiDOOHT(t)”c(Ll(Q)) =0

Note that in the case p + ¢ < 1 the cell population gradually dies out. Theo-
rem reflect the fact that in the case a = 0 for every ¢t > 0 there may exist
cells that mature very slowly and did not yet divide. In the case a > 0 all parts of
the population die out uniformly fast.

Proof. Part follows directly by Theorem , and hence we assume that a = 0.
Since || T(¢)[| z(z1(q) < 1 for each ¢ = 0 by Theorem , it is sufficient to show
that

lim T(nb")f =0,  feL(Q). (4.9)

n—>+oo

Forn > 1 and f € L'(2) by (2.24) we have
700 sy = [ [ 1fa =t o) do e

1—nvb~?!
/ / f(z,v)|dz dv. (4.10)
—nvb—1

/Ifl dp < +o0,
Q

provided p + ¢ < 1. Thus (4.10) and the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem
imply (4.9). O

Remark 4.10. The proof of Theorem still works in the case where (V,v) is
any measure space with V' C (a,b) and a > 0. This is obvious since holds
in this general setup. Hence, if p + ¢ < 1, then the Rotenberg semigroup converges
strongly to zero even if we do not assume that V' = (a, b) with the Lebesgue measure.

However, by (2.17) with w =0,

5. DISCUSSION OF ASSUMPTIONS

In our last theorem we discuss the relation between conditions [(H1)H(H2)| used
in Theorem and [(H3)H(H4)| used in Theorem [4.3] As a consequence of this
result, we see in particular that Boulanouar’s assumptions are stronger than our
condition In this context, it becomes clear that it is that is crucial for
our analysis. As we have seen, is an assumption of existence and uniqueness
of an invariant density for the Rotenberg semigroup. See the upcoming [16] for
a way to deduce existence and uniqueness of an invariant density from properties of
a semigroup.

Theorem 5.1. For the kernel k the following is true.
(i) If conditions |(H1)H(H2)| hold, then so does|(H3)|, but not necessarily [((H4)|
(i) If condition |(H3)| holds, then so does|(H1)|, but not necessarily ((H2)| even if
we additionally assume|(H4)|.
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Proof. For part [(i)} in order to show that [[HI)| and [(H2)] implies [(H3)| we first note
that the operator K defined by (4.1)) is weakly compact provided |(H1)[ and |(H2)|

Indeed, let Sy be the closed unit sphere in L'(V). We will show that KSy is
relatively weakly compact, that is, the weak closure of KSy is compact in the
weak topology of L!'(V). By the Dunford-Pettis theorem [I, Theorem 5.2.9| this
holds if and only if KSy is composed of uniformly integrable functions. Let U be
a measurable subset of V. For f € Sy by we have

memm«wmmméﬂmmmewwmmmmwx

where [[k|| oo (1<) is the essential bound of k£ on V' x V. This implies uniform integra-
bility of functions belonging to KSy, and completes the proof of weak compactness
of K. Hence K? is a compact operator by [10, Corollary V1.8.13], the result also due
to Dunford and Pettis. Therefore, by and the Jentzsch theorem [19, V.6.6], for
the spectral radius r(K) of K there exists a unique density f, € Dpi(yy satisfying
K f, =r(K)f,, and moreover f, > 0 almost everywhere on V. However, by it
follows that r(K) = 1, and thus holds.

To see that [(H1)] and [(H2)| do not imply [(H4)] we take V := (0,1), and let k be
equal identically 1 on V x V. Then [(HI)| and |(T12)| are satisfied and f, equaling
identically 1 on V is the stationary density for &, and yet fv “1fo(v)dv = +o0.

For part (i), assume that - holds, and let f<> be the unique stationary density
for k. Suppose, contrary to our claim, that there exists a measurable set U C V,
such that leb(U),leb(V \ U) > 0 and

/ / w,v) dvdw = 0. (5.1)
V\U

Let f € LY(V) be defined as f = 1y f,, where 1y is the indicator function of U.
Then

ngKfo:fo (5'2)

almost everywhere on V', since K is a positive operator. Moreover

KﬂwzﬂﬁmmVWMw:/umwﬁwmm

U
and hence
Kf(v)dv =0,
V\U

since by we have k = 0 almost everywhere on (V' \ U) x U. Because K f is
nonnegative, this means that K f = 0 almost everywhere on V' \ U. Thus, by ,
we obtain K f < f almost everywhere on V. However, by and the Fubini
theorem,

||KfHL1(V) = ||f||L1(V)7
which implies K f = f almost everywhere on V. Then g == f/|f| .. (v) Is a station-
ary density for k, and g # f,, which contradicts [(H3)] This contradiction proves

that [(TI3)| implies [(H1)]

Finally, to show that [(H3)| and |[(H4)| do not imply |[(H2)} let V' = (0, 1), and
v
1—

k(w,v) =

A~ w

, w,v e V.

<
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Then k satisfies ([2.1)). Moreover, f, € L*(V) defined by

is

_3._ v
fo(’l}) T 4 ma

a stationary density for k. Next, if f is a stationary density for k, then
3 v 3 v
= | k dw = -+ —— dw = - — .
10) = [ o =3 =L [ =7 vev

veV,

Hence, f, is a unique stationary density for k, and it is strictly positive, that is,
(H3)| holds for k. Furthermore, it is easy to check that |[(H4)|is satisfied, however k
is not essentially bounded and fails to hold. O
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