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Abstract. Particle-based stochastic reaction-diffusion (PBSRD) models are a popular approach
for capturing stochasticity in reaction and transport processes across biological systems. In some
contexts, the overdamped approximation inherent in such models may be inappropriate, necessitating
the use of more microscopic Langevin Dynamics models for spatial transport. In this work we develop
a novel particle-based Reactive Langevin Dynamics (RLD) model, with a focus on deriving reactive
interaction kernels that are consistent with the physical constraint of detailed balance of reactive
fluxes at equilibrium. We demonstrate that, to leading order, the overdamped limit of the resulting
RLD model corresponds to the volume reactivity PBSRD model, of which the well-known Doi model
is a particular instance. Our work provides a step towards systematically deriving PBSRD models
from more microscopic reaction models, and suggests possible constraints on the latter to ensure
consistency between the two physical scales.

Key words. Particle-based Stochastic Reaction-Diffusion Models, Langevin Dynamics, over-
damped Limit
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1. Introduction. The macroscopic, population-level dynamics of systems across
cell, synthetic, and systems biology often arises from the stochastic movements of large
collections of discrete entities or agents with short-range interactions [2,18,19,23,25,
26]. One popular framework to depict such dynamics are particle-based stochastic
reaction-diffusion (PBSRD) models [2,18,23,25]. PBSRD models are appropriate for
studying chemical systems in cells containing millions of particles, over timescales of
minutes to days. These models provide an intermediate framework between more
microscopic quantum mechanical or molecular dynamics models, which are typically
limited in scale and computationally intensive [22], and more macroscopic mean-field
chemical kinetics models described by deterministic reaction-diffusion PDEs. Volume
reactivity (VR) models as popularized by Doi [6,7,27] are a commonly used PBSRD
model. They model the movements of particles by Brownian Dynamics, and particle
interactions by reactive interaction kernels, which encode the probability density per
time that a reaction occurs based on the current positions of substrates and the
potential positions of products.

Though VR PBSRD models provide an effective description for stochastic reaction-i
diffusion systems, inertial forces have been shown to be a crucial component for ac-
curately modeling interacting populations of cells [5, 10, 19], swarming and flocking
behavior in insects and robots [1, 8], the mass-dependence of effective diffusivities for
multiple binding site particles that can reversibly bind to surface receptors [17], and
the spread of disease among populations [24]. Spatial movement in such phenomena
are more accurately captured by Langevin Dynamics (LDs), which provide a more
microscopic description than Brownian Dynamics by incorporating individual veloci-
ties and inertial forces [10]. While PBSRD models have been extensively studied and
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validated against experimental data [12] and more macroscopic theories [9,11,16], the
literature on how to represent reactions in LD-scale models is more limited [3,4,15]. In
this paper, we therefore focus on developing particle-based reactive Langevin Dynam-
ics (RLD) models which are consistent with VR PBSRD models in the overdamped
limit.

The core of developing RLD models is then in constructing reactive interaction
kernels for which solutions to the RLD model converge in the overdamped limit to
solutions of the VR PBSRD model with standard (overdamped) reactive interaction
kernels. The desired RLD kernels can be decomposed into two components: (a)
reactive rate functions, representing the probability per time that substrates will
react based on their current positions, and (b) placement densities, which represent
the probability density that reaction products are placed at specific locations with
specific velocities, given the locations and velocities of substrates.

The contribution of this work is two-fold. First, assuming conservation of mo-
mentum and pointwise detailed balance of reaction fluxes at equilibrium for reversible
reactions, we derive concrete, novel formulas for reactive interaction kernels in general
reactive Langevin dynamics models. For the reader’s convenience, we have summa-
rized the formulas we derive for three common reversible systems in Table 1-Table 3.
Second, using these kernels, we derive the (high-friction/small-mass) overdamped limit
via asymptotic expansions of solutions to the RLD model, and show that the leading
order terms satisfy the equations of the VR PBSRD model. This establishes that
our RLD models are consistent with VR PBSRD models in the overdamped limit.
While we propose a particular family of reactive interaction kernels in this work, for
example assuming conservation of momentum during reactive collisions, the scalings
we obtain also suggest how alternative kernels could be constructed that still maintain
consistency with standard overdamped VR PBSRD models.

The paper is organized as follows: In section 2, we establish the basic setting for
RLD models in a multi-particle system for general mass action reactions. We pres-
ent motivating examples to introduce the new reactive rate functions and placement
densities. In section 3, we construct the forward Kolmogorov equation governing the
evolution of the probability density for the system to be in a given state, we derive
the general reversible reaction detailed balance condition at equilibrium, we illustrate
how detailed balance constrains reversible reaction interaction kernels, and we state
our assumptions on the reactive interaction kernels for general systems. In section 4,
we derive the overdamped limit of RLD models by developing asymptotic expan-
sions of the solution to the forward equation in the limit of large damping constant.
We demonstrate that to leading order, the asymptotic expansion of the marginal
density that projects out the velocity component satisfies the standard forward equa-
tion for the overdamped VR PBSRD model. In section 5, we demonstrate how our
theory translates in the case of the common reversible reactions A + B = C and
A +B = C+D. In particular, we derive the detailed-balance consistent forward and
backward reactive interaction kernels presented in section 2. We also sketch how the
overdampled limit of the RLD model in each of these special cases recovers the VR
PBSRD model, giving a less notationally-heavy sketch of the more general calculation
of section 4. To validate our theoretical results, numerical simulations are carried
out for the A + B = C reaction in section 6. Conclusions and pointers to future work
are included in section 7.

2. Notation and motivation. Let’s consider a system of J biochemical species,
labeled by Si,...,S;, with N;(¢) denoting the stochastic process for the number of
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particles of species j at time ¢, and N(t) = (Ny(t),..., N;(t)) the population state
vector for all species. We denote n; as a value for N;(t) and n = (n1,...,ns) as a
value for N(¢). Denote the positions and velocities of n; particles of S; at time ¢ by

XO@) = (XP(0),.. XD®) erRve, vOr) = (M @), .., VO(1) € R
Each particle moves within a domain Q C R? according to the Langevin equations
@) XP0=%"0, V0 =870+ 62D 0),

where, each Wl(j ) is a standard Brownian Motion, B; is the scaled friction constant of
species-j with “per time” units, and D; is the diffusion coefficient constant of species
j. We further assume that these constants are related via Einstein’s relation

(2.2) m;D;f; = kpT,

where, m; denotes the mass of particles of type j, kp is the Boltzmann constant
and T is a fixed constant representing temperature. In what follows, unless stated
otherwise, we will assume that 2 is finite, with particles experiencing a reflecting
Neumann boundary condition on the domain boundary.

Possible values for the stochastic processes X @) (¢) and V1) () are denoted by

i = (x(lj)a"'ﬂx%)> €O, " = (vgj),...,vg)) e R,

We define the state of a particle by the collective position and velocity pair, labeled
by §Z(J ) = (xl(j ), vl(J )). The collection of states of all particles given the population
state vector, m, is then denoted by &™ = (£"1,...,€™/). Similarly, we can define ™
and v™ as the collection of positions and velocities of all particles. Assume particles
of the same species are indistinguishable, i.e., a state £™ is equivalent to &™ if, for
each specie j, the state vector £ is simply a reordering of £"3.

For any given population state n, we let p™(£™,¢) denote the probability density
that N(¢) = n with the particles located at some state equivalent to £™. Hence,

P(N(t) = n) = — P (€™, 1)de™,
n: (QxR4)Im
where, the factorial terms arise from overcounting indistinguishable particle states.
Finally, we let P(t) = {p™(&™,t)}n represent the vector of probability densities over
all possible states at time t.
In addition to the spatial motion of each particle given by the scaled Langevin
dynamics, we also consider allow particles to react via the reversible reaction

(23) CLlSl + a282 + 4 aJSJ = b181 + b282 + -4 bJSJ

where, @ = (ay,...,ay) labels the substrate stoichiometry vector and b = (by,...,b7)
labels the product stoichiometry vector. As we will frequently encounter Maxwell-
Boltzmann (i.e. Gaussian) distributions, to ease notation and make explicit the
Gaussian nature of the distribution, we shall denote the corresponding probability
density (with zero mean) by

1 _l=I?

(2.4) Gpla;0%1,) = (ro2)y2 207, for z € RP,
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where O'QIp is the variance-covariance matrix and p is the dimension.
To illustrate the setting and introduce the notion of reactive interaction functions,
we next present some specific examples.

Ezample 2.1 (A + B = C). Consider a system consisting of species A, B and
C, which can undergo the reversible reaction A + B = C. For the forward reaction
A+ B — C, denote the forward reaction rate function by K ﬁ (&1,&2), representing the
probability per time that an A particle at & binds with a B particle at £&;. Here, the
[ superscript indicates a possible dependency on the friction constant. Analogously,
for the reverse reaction A + B < C, we can define backward rate function K” (£3)
representing the probability per time that a C particle at {5 unbinds.

To determine the positions and velocities of reaction products, let mi (&3)61,&2)
denote the forward placement density that a product C particle is placed at &3 given
the substrates’ states £; and &;. mﬁ (&3/€1,&2) is assumed to be normalized so that

/ m (&5]¢1, ) déy = 1.
QOxRa

The backward placement density m? (&1,&2)€3) is defined analogously. We further
assume the placement densities can be decomposed into a product as follows

m (&€1, &) = my (23|21, m2)mf (vs|vr, va),
m? (€1, 65)€3) = m_ (1, wo|xz)m? (v1, valvs),

where, my (3|1, 22) and m_(z1,x2]x3) are placement densities for positions, and
m/j_ (vs|v1,v2) and m” (vy, ve|vs) are placement densities for velocities. In the remain-
der, each of these placement densities are assumed to be properly normalized.

Remark 2.2. For the sake of brevity, we use the same notation m/ (- | -) to repre-
sent the probability density of the first argument given the second argument, regard-
less of whether these arguments pertain to position, velocity, or state. Additionally,
we assume that the placement densities of positions are independent of the friction
constant 3, which will be demonstrated with the following specific choices.

A common choice for K* (&3) in the overdamped case would be a constant rate,
ie., K? (&) := K_(x3) = A_. To define the forward rate function, a common model
is that the two particles bind with some constant rate, Ay, when their distance falls
within a specified reaction radius € > 0, i.e. the Doi model [6,7]

(2.5) K2 (61,6) = K (a1,22) = As Lo (a1 — o).

Note, both rate functions depend solely on positions, and are independent of the
friction constant f.

For the forward position placement density, the product C is chosen to lie at some
point along the line segment connecting A and B, i.e.

(2.6) my (3|1, x2) = 0(zg — (az1 + (1 — a)xz)),

where, o € [0,1] is fixed. One common choice for « is the diffusion weighted center
of mass, D2/(Dy + D3), see [29]. For the forward velocity placement, we assume
conservation of momentum holds, and hence we have

(2.7) mﬁ(v3|vl,vz) = 5(03 _ %;nzvz)
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where, my, ms and mg are masses of particles A, B and C respectively.

For the backward C — A + B reaction, specifying the center of mass for the
products via (2.6) is insufficient to uniquely determine their positions. We therefore
also require that their separation, x1 — 2, is uniformly distributed within B, the ball
of radius € (with volume |Bc|). Hence, m_ (1, x2|x3) has the following form

(2.8) m_(z1,z2|T3) = ‘Bla‘ (1 = 22])d (23 — (o + (1 — @)x2)).

Let K4 denote the dissociation constant for the reaction. As shown in [29], using the
preceding choice for m_ and setting A_ := KqA; |B:| is consistent with detailed bal-
ance of pointwise reaction fluxes holding at equilibrium for the overdamped problem.

Similarly, conservation of momentum is insufficient to uniquely specify the veloc-
ities of the A and B particles. We therefore derive one additional constraint from
enforcing consistency with detailed balance of pointwise reaction fluxes holding at
equilibrium, which we show in section 3 and section 5 gives that

(29) mé(vl, 1]2|U3) = 5 (Ug — W) gd(m — V23 (D1,81 + Dgﬁg)ld).

This models placing the reaction products such that total momentum is preserved,
and the particles’ velocity separation is from the equilibrium Maxwell-Boltzmann
distribution, i.e. vy — vy ~ N(O, (Dlﬁl + DQﬁQ)Id).

Finally, we note a useful scaling property of these specific velocity placement
densities that we will later exploit in establishing the overdamped, i.e. § — oo, limit.
Assume that 8; = BBZ and define ~; := D”/;’Z By the Einstein Relation (2.2) and
assuming conservation of mass, mj + mo = ms, we have for i € {1,2}

mi _ D3fs =B and Dyfs— Dif1Dafz g = 02
ms D;B; Vi D181+ D2f3o Y1+ 72

(2.10)

Consider the change of variables, v; = /fv;n; for ¢ = 1,2,3, representing a
non-dimensional coordinate system in which we will study the over-damped limit in
section 4. In these coordinates we have

5 B - -
(2.11) m+(US|U17U2) = (lgwg)d/z ( ( 'yinl + 7;7’2))
=t goagarz M+ (1s]m1,m2),
2 2_ 2
m? (v, valvg) = Wis(ﬂ:s - ( %771 + %%))e(\ngl 7112 —|m212)/2

= Wm (771,772|773)~

(2.12)

The new coordinate system factors out the g scaling from the S-dependent densities
mi. Consequently, the transformed densities m4 become independent of 3. We will
observe this scaling property for each of the specific reversible reactions we consider.

Ezample 2.3 (A+B = C+ D). Consider a system consisting of species A, B,
C and D, which can undergo the reversible reaction A + B = C + D. Similar to the
previous example, we define the rate functions as

Kﬁ(fu&) = Ky (21,72) = Ay 1 (|21 — 22]),
KP(¢3,61) i= K_(23,74) = A_Tpg o(|z5 — 74]),
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where, € > 0 represents the reaction radius. For the placement densities, we again
assume the decomposition

mi(§3,§4|§1,§2) = m+($3,564\9017562)7”&(113,@4\@1,Uz),

m? (€1, 6563, €4) = m_ (21, B2|3, 24)m” (v1,v2|v3, V4).

Given two positions 1 and 9, the ordered pair (x3,x4) coincides with positions
pair (x1,x2) or (x9,x1) with the probability p and (1 — p) respectively, that is

(2.13) M (T3, T4|T1, T2) = POy 20) (T3, Ta) + (1 = D)0 (a2 (T, T3).

The backward position placement density m_(x1, z2|zs,24) is defined analogously by
symmetry of the reaction. Let K4 now denote the dissociation constant for this reac-
tion. By an analogous derivation to that in [29] for the preceding example, choosing
m_ symmetrically to (2.13) and setting A_ := K3\, is consistent with detailed bal-
ance of pointwise reaction fluxes holding at equilibrium for the overdamped problem.

When considering the velocity placement of the forward reaction, the constraint
of conservation of momentum is insufficient to uniquely specify the velocities v and
vy of the product C and D particles. Similar to Example 2.1, enforcing consistency
with detailed balance fully determines the velocity placement density as (see section 3
and section 5)

(2.14)  mf (v3, valvr,v2) = (m3 +ma)? 8 ((mavz + myvs) — (Myvy + mavy))
X Ga(vz — va; (D3B3 + Dafa)la).

In this form, we can see that mﬁ corresponds to placing the products such that total
momentum is preserved, and their velocity separation is sampled from the Maxwell-
Boltzmann distribution, i.e. v3 — vq ~ N (0, (D383 + D4f4)14). The backward place-
ment density m? (v1,v2|vs,v4) can be defined analogously via the symmetry of the
reaction. We show in section 5 that this choice is consistent with pointwise detailed
balance of the reaction fluxes holding at equilibrium.

Finally, we demonstrate the § scaling behavior of the velocity placement densities.
Assume that §; = 531‘ and define v; := Dsz The Einstein relation (2.2) can be
rewritten as m;y; 8 = kgT, which implies m;/m; = 7;/v;, for any i # j. Then, the
Einstein relations and conservation of mass give that

1 +
kBT(ml + mQ) = Dlﬁlmf + D2ﬁ2m§ = —(kBT)Q,yl 2
(2.15) 8 Y172
' 1
= kT (m3 +my) = D3fBsmi + DyBym3 = f(kBT)QM
g Y374
and
Ds3fsD kpT kpT D15 D
(2.16) 383DaBs kT kT DifiDaf

D3B3+ DyBs  mz+my myi+ma D11+ Dafe’

Let v; = /By, for i = 1,2,3,4. After some algebra, we find that the velocity
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placement densities transform as

vz 7M*M+L¢%‘z
] (o3, vl 00) = 5 <73+273) B R
B 27T73'y4
xé(( UEH 774>_<771 Lo ))
VB VT Nl
1

=1 ——————=14 (13, 4N, 72),
B (y3va) /2 + | )

where m. (93, n4a|m1,72) is of order one with respect to 8. We can verify a similar

scaling property holds for m? (v1, va|vs, vq).

Similar to the previous two examples, we can derive rate functions K4 and place-
ment densities mi that are consistent with detailed balance for the A = B reversible
reaction (again assuming conservation of mass and momentum). In this case the ve-
locity placement density is just a d-function, which under the non-dimensional change
of coordinate v; = v/Bv;in;,i = 1,2, scales as

mi(vz|v1) =0(vy — ) = Wfs(nz - \/Zm) =: Wﬁu(nzlm)-

For all three of the preceding reactions, our concrete choices of rate functions and
placement densities are summarized in Table 1 through Table 3. We emphasize that
these choices are both consistent with detailed balance of pointwise reaction fluxes
holding at equilibrium, while also maintaining consistency in the overdamped limit
with common choices used in PBSRD models (i.e. the rate functions of Table 1 and
the placement densities of Table 2). In addition to detailed balance, they each arise
from also assuming conservation of mass and momentum during reactions.

TABLE 1
Rate Rate Functions (with K g the dissociation constant of the reaction)

Reaction Ky (xl) K_(xp)
A+B=C AL (|21 — 22]) A- = KaA | B
A=B N Y= Kok
A+B=C+D | AL e(lzy —z2]) | AT e(|zs — z4]), Ao = KaAy

TABLE 2
Position Placement Densities

Reaction mﬁ(mmmzﬁ) m” (x7|xp )

B Lo (lz1 — 22])
xd(z3 — (ax1 + (1 — @)za))

A+B=C d(zs — (az1 + (1 — a)zg))

A=B (5(%2—%1) 5(%1 —xg)
) (z3,74) po (21, 22)
A B=¢C D b (z1,22) ) (z3,24) 5
* i H (1= D)3(a 00 (@, 23) (1= D)0(eg ) (2, 71)

Remark 2.4. In all three examples, in the non-dimensional coordinate system
we find that g factors out from the [-dependent velocity placement density mi,
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TABLE 3
Velocity Placement Densities (assuming conservation of mass). Let pij = mgv; +mjvj, (1,5) €

{(1,2), 3,49}

Reaction mi(vf|v§+) m” (v |op )
_ (mivi+maovs)
A+B=C 6(1)3 — 4“11“17:‘;”2’112) o (vs m3
XGa(vy — 3 (D151 + D2 f32)ly)
A=B (5(1}2—’01) (5(’1}1—1}2)
A+B=C4+D (ms + m4)d5 (P34 — P12) (m1+ m2)d5 (P12 — P34)
XGa(vs — va; (D3f3 + Dyfia)ly) | xGa(vy — va; (D151 + D2f32)ly)

only modulating its amplitude. The transformed densities m4 are independent of
5. Inspired by these observations, we now assume a generalization of this scaling
property to study general reversible reactions. In section 4, we demonstrate that this
scaling property plays a key role in deriving the overdamped limit of reactive Langevin
Dynamics, enabling its consistency with overdamped models.

3. Formulation of Reactive Langevin Dynamics for General Reversible
Reactions. In this section, we first introduce additional notations and definitions
for modeling general reversible reactions. We then introduce the detailed balance
relation and assumptions about rate functions and placement densities inspired from
the examples in section 2, which are key components for deriving the overdamped,
B — 00, limit of RLD models in section 4.

3.1. Preliminary Definitions. Recall the generic reaction (2.3). Consider the
population vector N(t) = n = (n1,...,n5). We denote n~ as the population state
vector transitioned from the population state n after a forward reaction occurs, i.e.
n~ = n —a+ b, and, nT as the population state vector transitioned from the
population state n after a backward reaction occurs n* = n — b+ a.

Next, we introduce a system of notations to encode substrate and particle states

and configurations that are needed to later specify reaction processes.

DEFINITION 3.1. For the generic reversible reaction (2.3), let I, (n) C (N\{0})le!
denote the substrate index space of the forward reaction when N(t) = n. Denote by
i € I (n) the indices for one possible set of substrates, i.e.

i — (z’ﬁl)y«-«,ifﬁ), il D).

Here, il(j) €{1,2,...,n;} labels the index of the l-th substrate particle of species j, and
we assume i\ < ig) <. szj) forall j =1,2,...,J. The substrate index space I_(n)
and specific substrate indices, iy, of the backward reaction can be defined analogously.

DEFINITION 3.2. For the generic reversible reaction (2.3), corresponding to the
substrate index space 1. (n), we can define the forward substrate state space =4 (€™) C
(Q x RY)lel. Denote €2 € 2, (€™) as the state vector for the set of substrate particles

with indices iy, so that

en = (en & €)= (€00 €0 ) (s 0 ) (€00 600 ) ).
i oy iy Loy i gy

n

We can similarly define substrate position vectors, xiy,

and velocity vectors, vly. The
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backward reaction substrate state space Z_(€™) and the sampled vectors £, x, and
vy are defined analogously.

3.2. Kolmogorov Forward Equation. Recall P(t) = {p™(&€™,t)},, represent-
ing the collection of probability densities over all possible states at time ¢t. The
evolution equation for each probability density p™(&™,t), based on the dynamics (2.1)
and the generic reaction (2.3), follows the Kolmogorov forward equation

(31) P (€ 1) = (£ + Ry + ROP"(E™ 1),

where, the transport operator £ is defined by

J ny
(3.2) Lp™ (€™, t) = (ZZ£($51)7U§j>)>p"(£",t)

j=11=1

(33) £(x§j)71};j)) = ijvfj) . [Ul(j) + /B]-DJVUZ(J)] _ ,Ul(]) . vxl(j)'

To define the reaction operators, R and R_, we introduce notations for adding
or removing a particle from a given state £™. Let

6’"’ U g(‘]) = (5“17 ""gn]’il’ (gnj?g(]))7£nj+lﬂ ""EnJ)

represent adding a new particle of species j with state fN () into the current system £™.
This notation can be naturally extended to adding multiple particles in a system. For
example, £ U § denotes adding multiple particles with states given by the combined
vector € to a system £™. We use the notation

€N = (€M oy (617 01,1 s €2), s E77)

to represent removing the [th particles of species j in the system &™, which can be
also extended to removing multiple particle from a given system.
With these notations, the forward, A + B — C, reaction operator, R, is

Rw"(&",t):—( > Kf(&é’))p”(i"vt)
(3.4) greEL(em)

B renjent Kﬁ nty nt n\ ¢n nt dn+
T R e Ve e

where reaction rate function K f(é;’) represents the probability per time the the sub-
strates at £ react, and the placement density mﬁ (f{f\{;ﬁ) represents the probability

density that products are created at &' given that substrates at £3+ reacted. The
superscript g is to indicate functions which may depend on 3. We analogously define
the backward, C — A + B, reaction operator R_ as

RP"“’““‘( 2. Kf@?))p”(s",t)
(3.5) grez_(¢n)
Bremnyen” Bren \, n” ny en " e
" Z /(Qde)b m_(&x 16 VKZ (& )p™ ((€™"\&a) U &y 1) d&y .

EneEEy(€™)
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3.3. Abstract Detailed Balance Relation. As in the over-damped case [29],
when the system is closed (i.e. 2 is finite with a reflecting Neumann, or periodic,
boundary condition), at equilibrium the principle of detailed balance should hold for
the pointwise reaction fluxes. That is, the equilibrium solutions P = {p™(£™)}n,
should satisfy

(3.6)  mf(eplen )KL (€ )P (€M\eR) UERT) = mP (2T 1€ KT (68)™(€™),
(3.7)  mP(€rEr IKP(€r )" (EM\ED) UER ) = mf (€7 |€1) K (€2)p™(€™).

Substituting (3.6) into the forward reaction operator (3.4), we have

(3.8) Rm“(&")—( oo KlEnm+ > Kﬂ&{:))p"(&")

€254 (E™) §peE—(&n)

Similarly, substituting (3.7) into (3.5) gives

(3.9) Rp"@"):(— o KIEhH+ D, Kf(&:;))p"(ﬁ").
EnEEL(Em)

HEE_(E™)
Combining (3.8) and (3.9), we have (R4 + R_)p™ (&™) = 0, which implies that
(3.10) Lp™(&™) =0

The appropriate equilibrium solution of equation (3.10), coming from the long-time
behavior in the absence of reactions, is a uniform distribution in space and Maxwell-
Boltzmann distribution in velocity

(3.11) (5”)_ ‘Q“n‘ HHgd (D;Bi)La),

j=1ll=1

where, m(n) denotes the equilibrium probability to have the population state n, i.e.

n(m) = lim P(N() =n) = /(QW)" (M den.

t—o0

Let K4 denote the equilibrium dissociation constant of the reaction. As the
system is spatially well-mixed at equilibrium, w(n) satisfies the corresponding non-
spatial, well-mixed, equilibrium chemical master equation model, from which we have

+ +
that Kq = |Q|(‘b"|a|)%((z)) (see (3) of [28]). Substituting the equilibrium solution
(3.11) into the detailed balance relation (3.6) then gives

J
Kam? (&p1€n )KL (€2 ) T Gayawit (D38))1a,a)

(3.12) =t

J
=m” (€ 1EM K2 (&) T] Goyalwit s (D;8;)1s,a),

j=1
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3.4. Assumptions on Reaction Functions and Placement Densities. Mo-
tivated by the examples in section 2, we make the following assumptions regarding
the rate functions and placement densities.

ASSUMPTION 3.3. The reaction rate functions only depend on positions and are
independent of the friction constant (3: Kﬁ(sg) = K, (x") and K" &) = K_(z2).

ASSUMPTION 3.4. Assume each placement density can be decomposed into the
product of two placement densities, one depending on positions and the other on ve-
locities only, that is

+ + +
mf (€x1en) = my (aflal )ml (vp vy ),
+ + +
m? (€2 1€5), = m- (@7 |2g)m” (v |vp).
As we mentioned in Remark 2.2, here we use the same notation m'} (') to rep-
resent the probability density of the first argument given the second one, regardless of

whether these arguments pertain to particle position, velocity, or state. Additionally,
we assume that the placement densities of positions are independent of 3.

ASsSUMPTION 3.5. We assume all placement densities are probability densities,
which are non-negative and can be integrated to one, i.e.

m(aplan )dzp = / (a2 et = 1

Qlbl Qlal
/]R\b\d mi(v?\v:Jr)dU? - /JR\ ld mé(vf{“’v{,”)d’ulﬁ =L
a

ASSUMPTION 3.6. Consider the non-dimensional coordinates vl(j) = \/ﬂ'yjnl(j).
Based on the observations in section 2, we assume that the velocity placement densities
have the following scalings in 8 when non-dimensionalized

+ 1 . +
mf] (vl ) = (H)”ﬂ(ﬂ? g ),

(By;)ba/?
B J
m’ (vllvp ) = (H

Note, Assumption 3.5 then implies that m (ng | ™) and m_(n | ny ) are nor-
malized densities in g and ng respectively.

1>m_<n:: ).

Let us now revisit the detailed balance relation (3.6). Considering the assumptions
above, we integrate both sides of equation (3.12) against v’ and v(’fr and get

(3.13) Kqmy (2ple Ko (22 ) = m_ (a2 |[zp)K_(z}),

which is the detailed balance relation of the overdamped model [29]. Using (3.13) to
simplify (3.12), and converting to non-dimensional velocity coordinates, we get

J i—aj 22— jgn )2 ~ ni,nt ~ nt|. n
(314)  (2m)Tmtimad/2 e, ("") i (g ) = (g ).

Integrating with respect to 772+, we find the identity that

(3.15) (27) S (bi—ay)d/2 /

g Ptz 2 g a1
L P > m (g [ng )dny = 1.
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Similarly, using the detailed balance relation (3.7), the same procedure gives

(3.16) (2) S (as=b3)d/2 /

ni2_ T2\ ol n
P <"’“' J >m—(nunb gy = 1.

It can be verified that (3.15)-(3.16) hold for each example in section 2. As we will see in
the next section, these identities are key components in ensuring reaction terms have
the right order in 8 so that we recover the over-damped reaction model as 5 — oo.

4. Overdamped Limit of Reactive Langevin Dynamics. In this section,
we show via asymptotic expansion that the overdamped limit, 8 — oo, of the solution
to the RLD model (5.1) is the solution to the VR, PBSRD model.

4.1. (5.1) in Non-Dimensionalized Variables. Let

J nj

a™ (o) = H H gd(vl(j)§ (D;B)1a)

j=11=1

denote the Maxwell-Boltzmann velocity distributions associated with the velocity
equilibria components in the non-reactive case. We factor

(4.1) pr(€", 1) = um(v™)p™ (€7, 1).

To substitute the factorization (4.1) into the forward Kolmogorov equation (3.1),
let’s first consider the transport operator £. For each summand of £, we have

T n —Nn n 1 2 n n
L€ =amwm) | (£, 422, o) omieno).

where £(1(_3> = Bi(BiD;A o) — o V. ) and ng)m @)y = —vl(j) -V _u). Hence, the
Y l l T l

transport operator becomes
Lp™ (€™ t) = a(v™) (£ + £@) (€™, 1)

where, we denote £V = Z}le 2 ESZ) and £(?) = Z}‘le S EEQ) With

xl(J)ml(J))'

these definitions, the Kolmogorov forward equation (3.1) transforms to

6 n
%(E",t) — (LW + £ 4 RE 4 RT)pm(e7, 1)

(4.2)
( S KEme Y K_<m;:>)p"<sn,t>.

Ene=E4 (&™) EpreE_(&m)
where,
n n 1 n n+ n+
RUMEN = s [ e K an)
grez_(gn) (xR
a™ (V™M) U ) (EM\ER) UER  1)den
and
1 _ _
REpm (e, 1) = - [ e K
(€0 = om 3 sy ™ & VK- (z})

£nEEL(€7)

a™ ((v™\vg)Uvp )p™ ((€™\ER) V& t)dep
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Assume that 8; = 35, and define v; = Dj ;. Analogously to [4], we introduce

non-dimensional velocities, vl = /B;D; =,/ Bwjnl(j ). In the new coordinates,
we denote the rescaled transport operators by

1 5 1
(4.3) E((3’> - 55(1(3’)» ‘C((3> = J(A @ = 771( 7 me)
(2 A(2 j
(4.4) ( 21) 29) - fﬁ 2@ @y’ 4;@)7”{;)) =—(/7) 771( D le(”’
5 n; A(1 J n; A2
and define £V = ZJ 1202 ﬁ( )> and £3?) = =m0 ﬁgrz(j)ml(j))'
Let ¢™ := («™,n"™) and f"(C" t) := p™(&€™,t). Using Assumption 3.6 we have
1
e ) = —— [ el K
um(v™) . 5 (en) (xR0l
ne=_

x @™ ((0™\ o) Lol )™ (€™M U ERT 1) mf (v lon )der”

SR S IIRICC{C-BUSC A
¢pes-(gn) " BED

< exp ("") PN UCET 1) s (i) den
(4.5) =RL[(¢™, 1)

and similarly, we have

J b n|..n_ n
RYp™(€n,t) =(2m) = (@ mt)a/2 N / m—(zg|zy ) K_(zy )
¢pesy(gn) (R

< exp (") PN UC ) (g ey
(4.6) =TR[], ).

Note the key property that both reaction operators are now O(1) in S.
Using the transformed operators, the forward equation (4.2) becomes

O (¢m 1) = (BE0) + BE®) (&™) + RN 0 + R 1™ 1)

(4.7)
—( Yoo K @h+ Y. K(w{;))f"(cn,t),
wEE_ (&™)

CREEL(E™) ¢

4.2. Overdamped, 8 — oo, limit. We now develop an asymptotic expansion
of f™ as B — oo of the form

Limern+

1
¢t + 3

(4.8) SHE ) ~ [ (C7 1) + NG
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Substituting the expansion into the forward equation (4.7) and equating terms of the
same order in 3, we find

49 om: LY=o,
(4.10) O(V/B): —ﬁ“)fl":ﬁ@)f"

o0 RLIIC )+ R )

—( Yoo Ei@h+ Y K(w?)>f5‘~

CLEEL(E™) CoEE-(&™)

At O(p), since the operator LW only depends on m, and represents the generator
of a standard Ornstein-Uhlenbeck (OU) process, analogous to the expansions in [21]
we have that fJ*(-) is a function depending only on position x, i.e.

fe (¢ 1) = g™ (2™, 1),
for some ¢g™(-). Likewise, LM has an associated invariant density p> satisfying
(4.12) LV p> = 0.
Here, £ is the adjoint operator of LD with the following form

NP )
Z ZE(F”’ where ﬁfhm =BV, [ + Vol

j=11=1

The velocity normalized invariant density solving (4.12) is then the Maxwell-Boltzmann]}
distribution p™(n™) = G(n™;14) x exp (f% |77”|2).

Continuing with the expansion in 3, the O(v/) equation (4.10) becomes
(4.13) — LI = LB g

By the solvability condition for Poisson equations, e.g. [20,21], (4.13) has a solu-
tion if
(4.14) /R‘ LR @) g (™ = 0

We find the solvability condition (4.14) holds as the velocity components of the in-

tegrand, nl(j)poo(n ), are odd functions of n(j)

solution of (4.13) as

Furthermore, we can find an explicit

J - )
0 == S (0 V000 @) + (e

for some function x™(x™,t).
For the O(1) equation, (4.11), to be well posed, we again need the solvability
condition that the right side of (4.11) is orthogonal to the invariant measure, i.e.

_ ) Yy T n fr.n” P
0_/Rnd[ @ g~ B LRG0 + R (@™

< Z Ki(xg)+ ) K(%)) ] (™) dn™,

CLeE+(€m) CpEE-(£™)

(4.15)
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where, by the integration properties (3.15) and (3.16),

(4.16)

RPN = 3 e e (e vel it
cpe=_ Qlal

Rl @m0 = 3 Wm(mzwmz‘)Kf(ws‘)g"‘((w“\w::)Uws‘,wdwy‘
CocE+ (&™)

To simplify the solvability condition (4.15), we first simplify £ f7*. We have that

A(2) \/fTJ A(Q) ) n(.,n A(2 n(.n
£3, z z 0, (17 V0@ ,t>)+z(m§;)mg>)x (")

=Z“77 Vi V0 (0 Vg @ 0) = (A -V ox @

J
Vi i), (j
= Z - m(c)m(]) 2 ngc“vf;j)gn —(Vrmy) v 20X "(x™,1),

where, for two square matrices A and B € R™*" the notation A :: B denotes the inner
product on square matrices, i.e. A B:=tr(ABT) =37 3" | a;;bi;. Hence,

nq Ty

J
L fr *ZZ\/E Z \gj( v (j) =V (>V o9 )*ﬂ;ﬁi)vwinxn(m",t)

i=1 k=1 j=11=1

We then have that
. J
/R‘ ¥ (ﬁ(z)f{’(cw)) PP dn™ = DAy g™ (™),
n ot

by exploiting that the dropped terms of the integrand are odd functions. The O(1)
solvability condition, (4.15), then becomes

J n
0=Y Damgem - (Y KD Y K@)

j=1 CLeE+(€7) b EE- (&™)

+RU[g™ (@™, 1) + RL[g™ (2™, 1),

representing the dynamics for the over-damped limit.
In summary, we find that the leading-order spatial densities

(1.17) [ e ~ w5 )
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satisfy the standard over-damped volume reactivity PBSRD model (see [13,14])
J
—_ = Z DjAw”j gn(mn, t)
j=1
(X mEne ¥ ep)ren

CLEEL (™) 5 EE- (&™)

+ +

n n+ n n n n+
a )g ((:E \Il?b)UiL'a 7t)dwa

n n+
LD SN R Ce T e
Cpez—(gm) (RO

_ / m_(2P|ep VK (@) g™ (@™Mat) Uap )z}
¢Crez, (gn) ) (RO

5. Examples. We now illustrate how the forward and backward reaction kernels
for the examples of section 2 were obtained by enforcing consistency with detailed bal-
ance, present the overdamped limits for these examples, and demonstrate the results
are consistent with the general case studied in the previous section.

Ezample 5.1 (A+ B = C). Recall Example 2.1, in which particles move via the
Langevin Dynamics (2.1) and can undergo the reversible reaction A +B = C. In this
context, P(t) = {p12(&1,&2,1), p3(&s,1)}, where p12(£1,&2,t) denotes the probability
density the particles are unbound at time ¢, with the A particle having state £ and
the B particle state 2. ps3(&3,t) represents the probabilty the particles are in the
bound state at ¢, with the C particle having state £3. P(t) satisfies

% = (L1 + La)p1a — K2 (€1,&)p1a + A K’B (&3)m” (&1, &1€3)ps(Es, t) dEs,
Ip3

4—=@m4ﬂ@m+/ K7 (€1,6)mf (63161, &2)p12 (&1, &2, 1) dE; dEs,
ot (Q2xR)2

(5.1)

where, £; for i = 1,2 are hypoelliptic transport operators defined analogously to (3.2).
The Kolmogorov forward equation (5.1) is simply a special case of (3.1).

Similar to the general case, we expect that the principle of detailed balance of
pointwise reaction fluxes,

(5.2) K (&1, &)mf(&5161, &2)P12(&1, &) = K7 (&3)m” (€1, &263)P5(E5),

should hold for the equilibrium solutions p12(&1,&2) and p3(€3). Substituting into the
steady-state equation for (5.1), this implies

Pr2(é1, &) = ””H%% (DiBi)la),  Psl€s) = 1Ga(vs; (Dsfs)La),

IQI

where, 715 and 73 denote the equilibrium probabilities to be in the unbound vs. bound
states. We assume these probabilities should be the same as in a standard well-mixed
equilibrium model for the reaction, so that 722 = Kq|[Qf, where Kq denotes the
dissociation constant of the reaction [28,29].

By substituting the corresponding rate functions K and forward placement den-
sities mf_ of Tables 1-3 into the detailed balance relation (5.2), we find the backward
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placement density must be given by

m? (&1, &1¢3) = m_ (w1, To|zs) m® (v1, valvs)

= e ([z1 — wa|)o (w3 — (awy + (1 — a)az))
(5.3) )
X4 (v3 - (ml%;nzm)) Gy ' (v3; (DsBs)1a) | [ Galvi; (DiBi)Ta).-
i=1
Here we have assumed that A_ := KgA4 |B:| (consistent with the detailed balance

conditions for the overdamped case, see [29]). Note that m_(z1,z2|z3) is also the
normalized spatial placement density of the corresponding over-damped model [29].

Assuming conservation of mass, i.e. mj + mo = mg, and using the identities in
(2.10), we see that m” (vy,vs|vs) is normalized. However, as written it is not clear
what physical placement model it represents. Again applying the identities in (2.10),
and using that the J-function determines the value of v3, we find

2
d/2 2 .12 3.
mé(“l»”Zh’S) = (2wD?§f3DQﬁ2> ' (US B (mlvi?2U2)> eltol'/2bss IIe ne

m3

d/2 mi1v mo v —|v1—v 2
(54) - (2W(D1511+D252)> 0 (’1)3 - e 2)) © e /(2(D151+D262)).

(5.4) can then be interpreted as enforcing that total momentum is conserved in the un-
binding reaction, and that the separation velocity of the products satisfies a Maxwell-
Boltzmann distribution (i.e. that vy —vy ~ N(0, (D181+D282)14)). This is consistent
with the form we gave in Example 2.1.

Finally, we now sketch the direct overdamped limit of (5.1), and show it is con-
sistent with the general result of the last section. Consider the factorization

p12(&1, &2, 1) := p12(&1, 2, t) U2, p3(&3,t) := pa(&s,t)us,

where,

u12(&1,&2) = Hgd (vi; (Difi)la), t3(&3) = Ga(vs; (D3fs)la).

We first substitute the above factorization into the Kolmogorov equation (5.1), which
gives the forward equations that pi2 and ps satisfy similarly to (4.2). Then, we
rewrite the transport operator £ and the velocity placement kernels mi(vg|v1,v2)

and m” (v1,v2]vs) under the new coordinates v; = \/B;D;n; = +/Bvin;. By defining

Ci = (xia 771')7 le(Cla <27 t) = pl?(fla 627 t)a and f3(<35 t) = 03(5& t)a we get the forward
equation for fio and f3 as follows

2
85;;2 = Z (5121(‘1) + \/Ele(z)) fi2 — Ky (x1,29) f12 + R— [f3] ((1, (o, t)

(5.5) i=1

8(9];3 _ (ﬁL Uy /BLS 2))f — K_(23)f3 + Ra [f12] (G, 1)

where, ﬁgl) and igz) are the non-dimensionalized transport operators

fﬁ(’l) 51 ( ni i+ vm) s fJEQ) - - (ﬁ) i - vzi’
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and

+ [f12] (Gs ) = W/ K (z1,22)m (23]71, 72) f12(C1, G5 )

(QxR4)2

X 5(713 - (\/Em + %nz)) e lvarm=vamm[* 1200+ g, e,

R-[f3] (G, ¢, t) / K_(z3)m— (w1, x2|23)f3(¢3,1) (773 - ( B+ %772>) dGs.
We now develop the asymptotic expansion of fio and f3 as § — oo of the form
F12(C1. Coot) ~ F19 (G, Got) + ff(l)(Cvaza t)+ gf(z)(CMCQat) +..
Fa(Cart) ~ £ (G t) + S5 150 (Got) + 5157 (G ) +
Similar to what we did in subsection 4.2, we substitute the expansions of fi2 and
f3 into the forward equations (5.5) respectively, and balance the terms based on the
different orders of the friction constant 5 as we did in (4.9)-(4.11). From this point on

the analysis is similar to subsection 4.2, yielding the standard two-particle Volume-
Reactivity PBSRD model for A + B < C (see [14,29]). That is, as 8 — o0

/ dp12(§1,§2,t) dvy dvg ~ g12(z1,22,t) and /dp3(§3, t) dvz ~ g3(xs,t),
R? R

where g12 and g3 satisfy the two-particle VR PBSRD model

0
gzz = (D1Az, + D2Ay,)g12 — Ky (21, 22)g12 + [ K_(x3)m_(z1, x2|z3)g3(x3,t) dzs,
Rd
15)
% = D3Ag,93 — K_(23)g3 + / K (x1,x2)my (23|21, 22)g12(21, T2, t) day dos.
QZ

Ezample 5.2 (A + B = C+ D). We next consider the two-particle system
undergoing the Langevin Dynamics (2.1) with reversible reaction A+ B = C+D. In
this context, P(t) = {p12(&1, &2, 1), p34(&3, &4, t) }, and satisfies

agf = (L1 + L2)p12 — K5 (€1, &2)p12(&1, €2, 1)
! /(sz RY)2 m (€1, €aléa, €K (60, §a)paa (8o, €, 1) dadea,
(5.6) x
8224 = (L3 + La)pss — K (&, 64)psa(Es, a,t)

+/ m§(§3>€4|§1,§2)Kf(§1,§2)p12(§1,€27t) d&y dés,
(QxR4)?

where each £; is a hypoelliptic transport operator defined analogously to (3.3) from
the general case. The Kolmogorov forward equation (5.6) is a special case of (3.1).

Similar to the general case, we assume the principle of detailed balance of point-
wise reaction fluxes,

(5.7) mi(§3,§4|§1,52)K£(§1,€2)Z_}12(§1,§2) =m? (&1, 606, E)KP (&5, £4)P3a (€3, €0),
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holds for the equilibrium solutions p12(&1,&2) and Ps4(€3,&4). Substituting (5.7) into
(5.6) gives that

]512(51752) |78‘22p12(01,1/2) where P12 Ul,UQ Hgd Uu D;5; Id)

P34(€3,64) = (pPaa(vs, va),  where  p3a(v3,v4) Hgd (vi; (DiBi)la)-

Here, m2 and w34 denote the equilibrium probabilities to be in the unbound vs.
bound states. As in the last example, we assume they should be consistent with
the corresponding well-mixed chemical master equation equilibrium model for the
reaction, so that :—;i = Kgq, where K4 denotes the dissociation constant of the reaction.

Let pi; := m;v; + m;v;, the total mass be m := mi + mg = m3 + my, and
assume that A_ := KgA; (again consistent with the detailed balance conditions
for the overdamped case). By substituting the corresponding rate functions K
and forward placement densities mi of Tables 1-3 into the detailed balance relation
(5.7), we find the backward placement density must be given by m” (&1, &3, €4) =
m_ (1, x2|xs, 24) [i(vl,v2|v3,v4), where m_ (z1, z2|z3, 24) is given by Table 2 and

(5.8)  mZ(v1,vs]vs,04) = [% 46 (P31 — p12) Ga(vs — va; (Dafz + D4ﬁ4)1d)]

We now confirm this reduces to the formula in Table 3, and is properly normalized.
Showing that the forward velocity placement density is also normalized follows by a
similar calculation. In the context of (5.8), using the Einstein relations, (2.16), and
conservation of mass, we have that

(5.9) Ga(vs — va; (Dsfs + DafBa)la) 1
. D(v3, v4) maGq(pas; (ksTm)lq)
_ 1 ~ Ga(vr — a5 (D151 + DafBa)y)

© miGy(p1a; (ksTm)lg) p(v1,v2) ’

where in the second line we also used that the d-function sets p1o = pss. Substituting
into (5.8) gives the formula in Table 3. When a C+ D — A + B reaction occurs,
the formula corresponds to sampling the two product particle velocities such that the
total product momentum equals the total substrate momentum, and the products’
relative velocity is sampled from a Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution.

To confirm the normalization note that

/ ) 1_712(111, U2)5 (P34 - P12) dvidvy = gd(P34; (Dlﬂlmf =+ D252m§)1d)
]RZ
= Ga(psa; (D3B3m3 + DaBam3)y) = Ga(paa; (ksTm)ly),

where we have used the identies (2.15) and (2.16). Combining with the first identity
n (5.9), we see that m” is normalized in (vy,vs).

From this point on, the analysis is similar to Example 5.1. We find that in the
over-damped limit 8 — oo,

/]R2d pij(giagjat) dvi dvj ~ gij(miaxjat)7 (Za]) € {(1,2)7 (3a4)}7
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L =200 nm Log(Error) vs Log(beta)
1.0
\ 10—
— Theory T~ —o— error
0.8 ~—=beta = 1.0e2 e |—*—regression: y =-0.53 x +2.18
’ —-= beta = 1.0e3
beta = 1.0e4 0 T~
__06 beta = 1.0e5 = 10 \
o) beta = 1.0e6 =) -
= —over-damped [~ %0
S04t 2
10"
0.2
0.0 - . : -
0.0 0.1 02 03 107 10*

time (s) log(B)

Fic. 1. (left) Convergence of reactive Langevin Dynamics (RLD) to over-damped reactive
Brownian Dynamics (RBD) as the friction constant B (in units of s~!) increases for the two-
particle A+ B < C reaction. The figure also illustrates convergence as t — oo of both models to the
steady-state of the corresponding well-mized chemical master equation model (”Theory”). (right)
Mazimum difference between RLD and RBD estimates for Py(t) as B is increased.

TABLE 4
Parameters for Simulations

Parameter Value Unit  Description

L 200 nm domain length

(T, At) (0.3, 1.0e-6) (s,s)  (final time, time step size)

(A4, A0) (1.0e4, 17.3)  (s™*,s™') (association rate, dissociation rate)
€ 10 nm reaction radius
o 0.5 ratio forward/backward placement ratio

D;, 1 €{1,2,3} 1.0e6 nm diffusion coefficient
Bl, Bg 1.0 - friction constant factor for A and B

where g;;(z;, z;,t) satisfy the Doi VR PBSRD model

% = (D1Ay, + D2y, )g12 — K4 (21, 22)912

+ . K_(w3,24)m_ (21, 72|23, 74)g34 (23, 74, 1) drsdry,
85%;4 = (D3Dzy + D1y, )g31 — K- (23, 24)g34

+ . Ky (z1, 29)my (s, 24]@1, 22)g10 (21, T2, t) dy das.

6. Numerical Simulation. To illustrate the asymptotic behavior as § — oo of
the reactive Langevin Dynamics model derived in the previous sections, we numeri-
cally studied a RLD model for the reversible reaction A + B = C in the special case
of a system with just one C particle at £ = 0. We successively increased the friction
constant 8 to demonstrate that the empirical overdamped limit of the RLD model is
consistent with the corresponding VR PBSRD model.

We considered dynamics within a cubic domain, 2 = [0, L]®. In each simulation,
one C particle was initially placed using a uniform spatial density over €2, with initial
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Algorithm 6.1 Numerical method for simulating RLD model of A +B = C.

1: forn=1,...,N do

Initialize X{©™ ~ () and VL™ ~ U([~1.0e7,1.0¢7)?)

2:
3:  state = 0 (system contains single particle C)
4 fori=1,..|T/At| do
5: if state = 0 then
6: generate Z ~ N(0,13)

C, C, C, C,
7 Solve VT, = Viy™ = BV 1)a At + BV2DALZ for VT,

(Cmn) _ y(Cn) (Cyn)
8: Set X i yae = Xinr - T ViiinaAt
9: if U[0,1] < A_At then
10: generate 1n; ~ U(B(0,¢))
11: place X ((ﬁs-’?)) Ap and X ((iB-i-)?))A , by solving the following linear system
(An) (Bn)  _ yx(Cm)

12: aXiinar+ (1= )X A = Xini

(An) (Bn)  _
13: X(i+1)At - X(i+1)At ="M
14: generate ¢; ~ N (0, (D118 + D2f23)13)
15: place V((i‘i’f;)m and V((ZES)A ; by solving the following linear system

myq 1/ (An) moy/(Bn)  _ 1,(Cn)

16: wT;V(iH)At + nTiv(iH)At = Vind

(A;n) (Bn) _
17: V(i+1)At - V(i+1)At =Gi
18: state =1
19: end if
20: else o
21: generate Z;, Zo '~ N(0,13)
22: update Vi(AAtm) and Vi(ABt’n) by similar Euler steps in Line 7 using 77, Z5
23: update Xi(ﬁgn) and X l.(AB,g") by similar Euler steps in Line 8
24: if periodic,distance(X((;i’?f))m —X((Z,BJF’?))M) <eand U[0,1] < A, At then

Cn An B,n
25: X((i+1))At = aX{3" + (1 - )X 5
(Cm)  _ (A,n) (B,n)

26: V(i—&-l)At = %;XiAt + %th
27: state =0
28: end if
29: end if
30: save the state at i-th step in the n-th path
31: end for
32: end for

velocity sampled from a uniform distribution ¢([—1.0€7, 1.0¢7]?) nm/s. This was cho-
sen to avoid particles starting at equlibrium (3.11). Spatial boundaries were treated as
periodic. Our Langevin-dynamics based algorithm is presented in Algorithm 6.1, and
uses a fixed-timestep implicit Euler method to solve the SDEs for particle transport.
The parameters we used in simulations are given in Table 4. Our reactive Brownian
Dynamics method for the overdamped case was the same we used in [29].

6

To investigate the asymptotic behavior as 3 — oo, we varied 8 € {10° (s71)}5_,.

For each 3, we performed N = 50,000 simulations and calculated the fraction of
simulations in which the system contained one C particle at time t. This provided an
empirical estimate for P,(t), the probability the system was in the bound state at ¢.
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In Figure 1 (left), we show Py(t) as S is varied, along with the over-damped limt
from direct simulation of the corresponding VR, PBSRD model. As § increases, we
see that solutions to the RLD model converge to the overdamped solution, which is
consistent with our asymptotic analysis of the preceding sections. In addition, we
show that all solutions converge as t — oo to the equlibrium value for the analogous
well-mixed chemical master equation model, P, = 1/(1 + Kq4|Q|) (?Theory” curve),
see [29]. In this specific instance, P, = 0.2323. Figure 1 (right) displays the maximum
difference across all timesteps of P, () from each RLD model to the overdamped limit
for varying -values, which further illustrates convergence as 8 — oo.

7. Conclusions. In this work, assuming the Einstein relation, assuming conser-
vation of momentum and mass in reactions, and enforcing consistency with pointwise
detailed balance of reactive fluxes at equilibrium, we formulated reactive interaction
kernels for particle-based reactive Langevin dynamics (RLD) models of reversible re-
actions. For general reversible reactions, we then showed via asymptotic expansions
that in the overdamped limit the derived kernels result in the RLD model converging
to the classical volume reactivity particle-based stochastic reaction diffusion (PBSRD)
model. In this way, our work provides a step towards, and illustrates contraints in, de-
veloping microscopic reactive Langevin-Dynamics models that remain fully consistent
with widely-used overdamped reaction-diffusion models.

There are a number of interesting followup questions that could be explored. It
would be of mathematical interest to rigorously prove the overdamped limit, which is
well-established in the absence of reactions. The presence of reactions is expected to
complicate the mathematical analysis in potentially interesting ways. It is also clear
from our analysis that more general forms of the reaction kernels K and K_ can be
assumed (for example friction-dependent) as long as their leading order behavior as
B — oo matches the behavior (i.e. § scaling) assumed in this work. In this way one
could potentially relax the assumptions of conservation of mass or momentum that we
made, and/or consider kernels that more closely model a specific microscopic reaction
process (which may not be separable in z and v). We have also assumed a relatively
simple mass/friction model, which could be made substantially more realistic for
specific biological applications. In addition, we expect that a similar analysis carries
over for irreversible reactions, e.g., A+ B — C and A + B — C + D, and for more
general networks of zero, first, and second order reactions. Lastly, we note that it is
an open problem to fully characterize the long time behavior and its interaction with
the overdamped limit in such reactive systems.
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