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ABSTRACT. This paper analyses of a stochastic model of a chemical reaction
network with three types of chemical species R, M and U that interact to
transform a flow of external resources, the chemical species Q, to produce a
product, the chemical species P.. A regulation mechanism involving the se-
questration of the chemical species R when the flow of resources is too low is
investigated. The original motivation of the study is of analyzing the qualita-
tive properties of a key regulation mechanism of gene expression in biological
cells, the stringent response.

A scaling analysis of a Markov process in N° representing the state of the
chemical reaction network is achieved. It is shown that, depending on the pa-
rameters of the model, there are, quite surprisingly, three possible asymptotic
regimes. To each of them corresponds a stochastic averaging principle with
a fast process expressed in terms of a network of M/M /oo queues. One of
these regimes, the optimal sequestration regime, does not seem to have been
identified up to now. Under this regime, the input flow of resources is low but
the state of the network is still acceptable in terms of unused macro-molecules,
showing the remarkable efficiency of this regulation mechanism. The technical
proofs of the main convergence results rely on a combination of coupling ar-
guments, technical estimates of the solutions of SDEs, of sample paths of fast
processes in particular, and the stability properties of some dynamical systems

in R2.
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1. INTRODUCTION

This paper proposes a scaling analysis of a stochastic model of a chemical reaction
network which can be described as follows. See Section[I.2]for a detailed description.

There are two chemical species R-particles and M-particles which can form via
pairing mechanisms a complex RM ; which becomes after some steps a functional
complex RM .
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There is an incoming flow of chemical species, Q-particles, resources, which can
be paired to a chemical species, U-particles, defined as suppliers. Such a pair can
be processed by a RM p-type complex in order to obtain the final product, a P-
particle. At this point, the corresponding R-, M-, and U-particles are once again
free in the environment.

Overall, the flow of Q-particles is used to create P-particles via a set of chemical
reactions driven by random events. The regulation mechanism considered in this
paper involves the sequestration of R-particles. This control is designed to happen
when the flow of Q-particles is too low, to avoid having too many unused complexes
of the type RM .

The initial motivation of our study is of investigating the qualitative properties
of an important regulation mechanism of gene expression in biological cells, the
stringent response. See Bouveret and Battesti |[4] and Traxler et al. [31]. This type
of chemical network can be used to describe several important processes of molecular
biology as we will see. We first give a quick reminder of the gene expression context.

1.1. Gene Expression. In bacterial cells, protein production is a central process.
The production of macro-molecules, such as polymerases, ribosomes, and RNAs,
as well as molecules like amino acids and energy sources, consumes most of cell
resources. This enables the production of a diverse set of proteins with various
functional properties.

It can represented as a two-step mechanism:

The transcription step. Macro-molecules polymerases bind to genes of DNA to
produce different types of RNAs: mRNAs, rRNAs, tRNAs, sRNAs, ...

The translation step. A couple of macro-molecules (R, M), where R is a ribosome
and M is an mRNA, may bind to form a complex RMj. After this initiation phase,
the complex is transformed into a complex RM, for the elongation phase: A chain
of amino-acids corresponding to the protein associated to this mRNA is sequentially
built. Loosely speaking, an amino-acid @, a biological brick of proteins, is paired
to an uncharged/free transfer RNA (tRNA), U, to form a complex UQ, a charged
tRNA. If the complex RM7, is waiting for this type of amino-acid, the complex UQ
can be bound/processed by RM, so that @ is added to the current chain of amino-
acids being built. This procedure goes on until the desired protein is completed
and can be detached from the complex RMj, and the complex itself breaks into R
and M macro-molecules.

Regulation Mechanisms. The growth of a bacterial population in a given medium
leads to an active consumption of resources necessary to produce new cells. When
the concentrations of different resources in the medium are high enough for some
time, the bacterium use them efficiently, via its complex regulatory system, to reach
a steady growth regime with a fixed growth rate.

When resources are scarce, a bacterium has to adapt, to either exploit differently
the available resources, or to do without some of them, as for example when some
amino-acids are missing. For many classes of bacteria resources maximizing the
growth rate are used in priority. In the context of this adaptation, when resources
are decaying, a bacterial cell has to decrease its growth rate and even to ultimately
stop its growth. For a global deterministic model of allocation in bacterial cells,
see Goelzer et al. [12] and Goelzer et al. [13].
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FI1GURE 1. Transitions of Chemical Species

In Fromion et al. [11] we have analyzed a stochastic model of the regulation
of the transcription phase. A macro-molecule, a 6S-RNA can sequester a subset
of polymerases and therefore reduce the production of RNAs and consequently of
proteins.

In this paper, we are studying the regulation of the translation phase. There
are analogies with the regulation of transcription. There is also a sequestration
mechanism (for ribosomes). But it is done via a more sophisticated system. We
give a quick sketch of its basic principle. When a flow of amino-acids is too low,
there will be many complexes of the type RM[, waiting for this missing amino-acid.
If this situation lasts, it may end-up that a “wrong” amino-acid is used instead,
leading to an error for the composition of the protein and therefore, in some cases,
a non-functional protein.

For this reason, the cell has to produce a maximal number of proteins to sustain
its growth rate, but at the same time the number of complexes RM; waiting for
an amino-acid should not be too large.

When there is a starvation of some types of amino-acids, a significant fraction of
the corresponding tRNAs are uncharged, i.e. not paired with an amino-acid. Re-
call that they “bring” amino-acids to complexes of the type RM[, in the elongation
phase of proteins. The core of the regulation mechanism, the stringent response, is
that the complex RM7, can use them as a sensor of the lack of amino-acids in the
cell. It can detect these uncharged tRNAs and initiate a pathway leading to the
production of a specific metabolite, (p)ppGpp, that will inhibit/block ribosomes
and, therefore, the creation of complexes of the type RMy. The number of un-
charged tRNAs is therefore the key quantity in this regulation mechanism. See Bai
et al. |1], Traxler et al. [31] and Zhu and Dai [36] for example.

This is, of course, a simplification of the current consensus on the stringent
response but, from a modeling perspective, this seems to be a reasonable repre-
sentation. More biological details and further references are provided in Chapter 4
of Zaherddine [35]. Tt it difficult to overstate the importance of the stringent re-
sponse in the general economy of bacterial cells. Many types of bacterial cells have
such a regulation, with variations, but with the same basic principles. It is a key
component of the properties of adaptation of these cells to various environments.
Recall that these organisms exist for almost four billions years.



4 V. FROMION, PH. ROBERT, AND J. ZAHERDDINE

This chemical reaction context with chemical species, suppliers and resources
with interactions via pairing mechanisms is quite common in molecular biology.
The transcription step can be described similarly, R-particles are polymerases, M-
particles are genes and U-particles are nucleotids such as ATP or GTP and similarly
for the duplication of DNA. See Watson et al. [34].

1.2. A Chemical Reaction Network. We now give a more detailed presentation
of the kinetics of this system in terms of a chemical reaction network. See Fein-
berg [8] for the general definitions and results on chemical reaction networks. See
Section [2| for a detailed Markovian description.

There are 10 chemical species,

def.

S ={R,Rs,RM,RM,U,UQ, 2, M, P,0}.

and the set of reaction rates is

def.
(1) K= {HRSa"fSRvﬁLRa%a%aﬁmaﬁluKQU}-

All these constants are assumed to be positive. The set of chemical reactions is
given by

RAM L RM, M RM,, == 0, U+ Q™ uq,
Koo

R+UZEERs+U, Rg R, RMp+UQ EEU+R+M+P.

We detail each of these reactions.

(a) PAIRINGS OF R-PARTICLES AND M-PARTICLES.
In the case of the regulation of the translation step, an R-particle is a
ribosome and an M-particle an mRNA.

(2) R4+MZRM; 25 RM

The R-particles can be

— Free, the species R;

— Paired with a M-particle in two species, RM or RM.
The species RM ; describes the complex after the pairing of a couple
of M and R-particles during the initiation phase. After several steps,
a complex of the species RM , is obtained. The complex has the func-
tional properties to start the production of a P-particle via a pairing
with a complex of species UQ. See item @

— Sequestered, species Rg. See item @

(b) RESOURCES: Q-PARTICLES.
For the regulation of the translation step, a @Q-particle is an amino-acid.
The reactions are
(3) 0 == Q.
KQo

They describe the creation of these particles and their possible degrada-
tion. A Q-particle can be also used/consumed to produce a P-particle. See
item @ If the production rate sy, is large, the biological environment is
favorable. The interesting situation is when it is not the case, this is where
the regulation mechanism is playing its role.
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(¢) SUPPLIERS: U-PARTICLES.
A U-particle is a tRNA in the regulation of the translation step. Such a
particle can be paired with a Q-particle, as follows,

U+ uq.

A U-particle can thus be free, i.e. the species U, or paired, the species UQ.
(d) SEQUESTRATION OF R-PARTICLES.
The regulation mechanism is represented by the following reactions,

R+UZTERs+U  Rg =R,

The number of free U-particles is the key characteristic. Because of the
kinetics based on the law of mass action, see Section [2 if the number of
free U-particles is large, the R-particles will be often sequestered, i.e. in
a state where they cannot contribute to the production of P-particles. A
sequestered Q-particle becomes free after some time.

(e) ELONGATION PHASE: PRODUCTION OF P-PARTICLES.
(4) RMp+UQ U+ R+ M+7P.

Roughly speaking, a complex of species U@ “carries” a @Q-particle to a
complex RM j, to produce of P-particle (protein).

In the context of the regulation of the translation step, Relation indicates that
a protein is created with one amino-acid.This is a caricature of the real system of
course since the average length of a protein is around 300 amino-acids for FE. coli.
Nevertheless, from a modeling perspective, it does make sense. We believe that the
main qualitative results of this paper, the existence of three regimes, still hold when
one considers J different types @1, ..., @k of amino-acids and the distribution of
the sequence of amino-acids of a protein is i.i.d. distribution with a random length.
The dimension of the state space is much larger in this detailed model: 14+4J for
a minimal model instead of 5 for the model of this paper, which already requires a
careful analysis.

1.3. The Three Regimes. We give a quick and informal picture of the results we
show in this paper. Precise statements of the main theorems are in Section [2]

In the analysis of the regulation of transcription, see Fromion et al. [11], we have
shown the result that there are two regimes depending on the initiation rates of
rRNAs, overloaded/under-loaded. For the regulation of the translation step, the
situation is, quite surprisingly, more intricate since we will show that there are in
fact three asymptotic regimes.

Initially, the total number of R-particles (free, paired, sequestered) is fixed and
equal to IV, this is the scaling parameter of our analysis. The input rate of Q-
particles is assumed to be the order of N. There are other (natural) scaling as-
sumptions which are detailed in Section

The state of the system at time ¢>0 is given by a vector of N°,

Xn(t) (S (1), Ru(t), L (1), Qn (), Un (1)),

for the respective numbers of copies of the species Rg, R, RM, Q, U.

(a) STABLE NETWORK. If the input rate of Q-particles is above some threshold
ko. The variables (Sy(t), Ry (t), Ln(t),Un(t)) are O(1).
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(b) UNDER-LOADED NETWORK. When the input rate of Q-particles is below
Ko, there is a condition C, see Relation of Section [2| depending on the
parameters of the system such that,

i) if C holds, then the variables (Ly(t), Rn(t), @n(t)) are O(1) and the
process (Sy(t)/N,Un(t)/N) converges in distribution to a non-trivial
limit.

ii) if C does not hold then the variables (Ry(t), @n(t)) are O(1) and the
process (Ly(t)/N,Sn(t)/N) converge in distribution to a non-trivial
limit.

In case a), when Q-particles are created they can be paired with U-particles of the
network, the complexes of the species RM produce P-particles, and disappear,
rapidly. When there are not sufficiently many U-particles, (Un(t)) is O(1) in this
regime, the QQ-particles are degraded at some fixed rate.

The case b)-i) is more interesting. This is the unexpected regime in fact but it is
also a validation of the efficiency of this regulation mechanism. In this situation, the
input rate of Q-particles is not sufficient, nevertheless the regulation mechanism, via
the sequestration, manages to keep the process (L (t)) of R-particles in elongation
of the order of O(1). It turns out that in this case the regulation mechanism is
sequestering just the right number of R-particles so that most of resources are
used to produce P-particles. It is defined as the optimal sequestration regime. See
Theorem [T4]

In the case of the regulation of the translation step, this means that if the flow
of amino-acids is low, there will be few ribosomes in elongation, thereby reducing
the probability of non-functional proteins. Given the adaptation capabilities of
bacterial cells, it is very likely that Condition C holds in practice. It should be
noted that Condition C has some intuitive explanation but this is not entirely clear
to us since it involves the numerous parameters of our model. See Theorem [4]

In the case b)-ii), the situation is not favorable from this point of view since the
number of R-particles in elongation of the order of N and therefore prone to the
production of “wrong” proteins.

In a somewhat different context, mathematical models of the regulation of gene
expression has been analyzed in a deterministic context essentially. This is the liter-
ature of regulatory gene networks. See Santillan [30], Mestl et al. [24] and Hecker et
al. [16]. See also the general references Mackey et al. [23] and Chapter 6 of Bressloff
[5], and the references therein.

1.4. Stochastic Averaging Principles. An asymptotic regime is determined in
fact by the subset of coordinates of (X (t)) which are O(1), the other coordinates
being of the order of N. See Definition [2] of Section Each asymptotic regime
corresponds to a stochastic averaging principle. The coordinates of (X (t)) which
are O(1) are associated to a class of fast processes and the others are the slow
components.

Early works on the proof of averaging principles are due to Has'minskii. See [14,
15]. Chapter 7 of Freidlin and Wentzell |9] considers these questions in terms of the
convergence of Cesaro averages of the fast component. Papanicolaou et al. [25] has
introduced a stochastic calculus approach to these problems, mainly for diffusion
processes. Kurtz [20] has developed this approach to jump processes.

Averaging principles have already been used in various situations to study chem-
ical reaction networks (CRNs), Ball et al. |2, Kang and Kurtz [18], Kim et al. |19],
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Laurence and Robert |21, 22], ...It should be noted that for most of these ex-
amples of CRNs, the fast process is generally of dimension 1, a birth and death
process. The tightness of the associated occupation measure is generally proved
with standard arguments. Its invariant distribution, which is crucial to express the
asymptotic behavior of the slow component has an explicit expression.

In our case, the state space is of dimension five and the state space of the
fast process is in general of dimension three. The proofs of the convergence in
distribution of the sequence of occupation measures and of the slow process require
a careful analysis. A significant difficulty of this context is of showing the crucial
property that if the coordinates of the initial state has the “correct” orders of
magnitude in the scaling parameter, then this property also holds on any finite
time interval. This is not only a formal complication as it will be seen: Under the
conditions of Theorem this property is not true, one has to restrict the set of
initial states in the convergence result for this reason.

In a classical stochastic averaging setting such as in Kurtz [20], Ball et al. [2],
Kang and Kurtz [18], the tightness/convergence properties of fast processes are
expressed in terms of their occupation measures which is sufficient in general to
derive a limiting equation for the slow processes. Here, we need a control on
the orders of magnitudes of the sample paths of fast processes and not only their
occupation measure. Several technical results, Propositions[6} [7] [8] are used for this
purpose. We believe that this type of approach may be also a useful tool to prove
convergence results for CRNs when more than two timescales are involved.

The proofs of the main convergence results are achieved by using these technical
results on fast processes and via a sequence of steps involving

(a) introduce a stopping time to stop the slow processes and the occupation
measure so that the components of (Xn(t)) remain in the “correct” region
of the state space. The main difficulty is of showing that this stopping time
is not vanishing to 0 as N gets large.

(b) A coupling argument with an auxiliary process is used to prove tightness
properties. It is a somewhat decoupled version of the initial process.

(c) For each of the asymptotic regimes, the fast process is expressed in terms
of a network of several M/M /oo queues. See Section The invariant
distribution of these networks has in fact an explicit expression. For one of
them it is not expressed by a product form formula. See Proposition [9}

(d) In Section a stability analysis of an asymptotically deterministic system to
extend the convergence in distribution on an arbitrary time-interval. This
is a crucial ingredient in the proofs of Theorems[I5|and[I7] In the context of
optimal sequestration, Theorem [I5] there is a constraint on the initial state
precisely for this reason. It is due to the fact that even if the system starts in
the “correct” state space (for the orders of magnitudes of the coordinates),
it may leave it before returning to it later.

The proof of Theorem [10| details each of these steps.

1.5. Organization of the Paper. Section[2]introduces the processes investigated
and the associated definitions and notations. The main first order results are stated
in this section. To stress the impact of the regulation, Section [3] investigates the
CRN without a sequestration state for the R-particles. There are two asymptotic
regimes in this case. Section [ investigates the general system with regulation.
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In this case there is an additional asymptotic regime, the optimal sequestration
regime. Theorems |15| and [17|of this section are the main convergence results of the
paper. In addition, in each case, as a consequence of these results, we establish a
convergence result for the total number of P-particles produced.

2. STOCHASTIC MODEL

2.1. Notations and Definitions. If H is a locally compact space C(H), resp.
C.(H), denotes the set real-valued continuous functions on H, resp. continuous
functions with compact support on H. The set of Radon measures on H is denoted
by M(H), it is endowed with the topology of weak convergence. Finally P(H) is
the space of probability distributions on H. See Rudin [29].

A cadlag process (X (t)) is a stochastic process whose sample paths are almost
surely continuous on the right with left limit X (s—) at every point $>0.

Definition 1. If (Z(t)) is a cadlag process on H, the occupation measure associated
to (Z(t)) is the random measure A on Ry xH defined by

—+oo
(A, f) = / £ (6 Z() dt,

for feC.(RyxH)

See Dawson [6] for a general presentation of random measures.

2.2. Scaling Conditions. For Ac{R, M,U}, the total number of A-particles,
paired or free is constant, it will be assumed that the corresponding constants
RY;, M and UY,, are such that, R, =N and are asymptotically proportional to N,
MO UO
li N XN ) _

(5) N3hoe ( NN > (Ca, Co),
with Cj;>1 and Cy>0. The condition Cj;>1 reflects the fact that there are much
more M-particles that R-particles. This condition has in fact a biological motiva-
tion. See Chapter 4 of Zaherddine [35].

It will be also assumed that the input rate of resources, the Q-particles, is also
of the order of N.

2.3. A Markovian Representation. The state space of our system is
Sy = {z=(s,7,1,q,u)EN’ : s+r+I<N,u<U} } .

If x=(s,r,1,q,u) is an element of Sy,

(a) s, r, | are respectively the number of R-particles sequestered, free or in
elongation (species RM ),
— N—r—s—1[ is the number of R-particles in initiation (species RM).
— N-—r—sis the number of R-particles paired with an M-particle (species
RM[ or RML),
— M$—(N—r—s) is the number of free (i.e. not paired) M-particles.
(b) g is the number of free Q-particles;
(c) u is the number of free U-particles, Uy —u is the number of paired Q-
particles.
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The kinetics of our system is Markovian, driven by the law of mass action,
see Waage and Guldberg [33] and Voit et al. [32]. For the reactions
A=C,  A+B=>C,

with the chemical species A, B, C, in state (z4,zp,x¢c), the number of copies of
species C grows at rate kx4 in the first reaction and xkz 22 in the second one.

This gives that the @Q-matrix Qp of the associated Markov process of our model
(XN(t)) = (XN,i(t)7 iG{S, T, év q, U}) = (SN(t)a RN(t)v LN(t)a QN(t)v UN(t))
is defined by, for x=(s,r,l, ¢, u),

Jump Rate er—eptey, Kup(US—u)l,

. N €s—Cr, FrsTU,

(6) x—a+ o et T—>T+ { eg—es, KsrS,
e el —en, Fiu (MG —(N=r—=5))r,
—fuTfq foutid: e, ki (N—r—s—1),

where eg, €., e, es and e, are the unit vectors of N°.

2.4. Occupation Measures and Orders of Magnitude. For the sake of read-
ability, we make a slight abuse of notations for the set of indices in the following,
we will use the notation {s,r,¢,q,u} instead of {1,2,3,4,5} and similarly for any
subset.

If I is a subset of {s,, ¢, q,u}, the random measure Ay s is the occupation mea-
sure associated to the process (Xn :(t),i€I), i.e. the random measure on R, xN/|
defined by,

—+oo
(s, f) = /0 £ (. (X a(8),i€)) dt,

for feC.(RyxNII). In some situations, the fifth coordinate (X ,(t))=(Un(t))
may be replaced by (U%—Un(t)) in the definition of Ay ;.
The scaled process on the index set I is defined by

(Catt) (2 ver ).

We will study the asymptotic behavior of this model for a convenient I when N
goes to infinity. The scaling results obtained give the order of magnitude in N of
the chemical species, proportional to N or O(1) essentially. Mathematically, this is
expressed rigorously by the following definition.

The three regimes in this paper are identified by the subset of the variables which
are O(1), they are “fast variables”, the other are “slow” variables, of the order of
N. The convergence is expressed as follows.

Definition 2. For IC{s,r,{,q,u}, the coordinates of the process (Xn(t)) whose
index is in I are said to be O(1) and the others of the order of N if
— The initial condition is such that, for any N>1, Xn 1(0)=(Xn.(0),i€I) is
a fized element of NI and

i (5021 (o) € Ocrocp
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— The sequence of variables (XN, 1¢(t)),An,1), with I°={s,r,{,q,u}\I, is
converging in distribution to ((z(t)), Ao ), where (x(t)) is a non-trivial con-
tinuous process and Ao is a random measure on R xNUI such that, almost
surely, Aoo(dz, NI} is the Lebesgue measure on R .

2.5. Stochastic Differential Equations. The Markov process (Xn(t)) is repre-
sented as a cadlag process on N°, the unique solution of a stochastic differential
equation (SDE).

The probability space is such that, for any element x of the set of reaction rates
K, see Relation , there is a Poisson process P, on Rf_ with intensity measure
kds®dt on Ri. The Poisson processes P, k€K are assumed to be independent.
See Chapter 1 of Robert [27].

The associated filtration is (F;), where, for >0, F; is the completed o-field
generated by set of random variables

(7) {P.(Ax[0,5)),reK, s<t, AcB(R,)} .

Throughout the paper, the notions of adapted, optional processes, of martingale
and stopping time are implicitly with respect to this filtration. See Rogers and
Williams [28] for general definitions and results of stochastic calculus.
For a>0 and k€K, we will use the differential notation,
a

P((0,a),dt) = P, (ds, dt).

s=0
Finally, throughout the paper, for a>0, Pois [a] denotes the Poisson distribution on

N with parameter a.
Let (Xn(t)) = (Sn(t), Ry (t), Ly (t), Qn(t),Un(t)) be the unique solution of the
following system of SDEs

ASN (1) = P ((O,RN(t—)UN(t—)> ,dt) P ((o SN(t—)> ,dt) ,

AR (1) = Py, ((O,LN(tf)(UR,fUN(tf))) ,dt) P ((O,SN(t7)> ,dt)
Py ((O,RN(t—)UN(t—)) dt)
P ( (0, (MY ~(N=Ru (t=)=Sn (t-))) Rw (t-))  dt)

dLn(t) = P, ((o N—RN(t—)—SN(t—)—LN(t—)) ,dt)

~Prsa (0. L (=) UR-Un(t-))) dt)
AQN (1) = Prayy ((O,N) ,dt) ~Prw ((O,QN(t—)UN(t—)) ,dt)
~Pra ((O,QN(t—)) ,dt) :

AUN (8) = Prsr ((0. L (t=) (UR—Un(t-))) . )
P ((0.Qn(E=)UN (1)) at),

with initial point (s,7,1,q,u)ESN.
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Production Process. Since the P-particles are created via Reaction , with
these notations, the number Py (t) of P-particles produced up to time ¢>0, is
therefore given by

(8) Py(t) /(O t] P ((O,LN(S—)(UR[—UN(S—))) ,ds) .

The existence and uniqueness of the solution (Xx(¢)) of this system of SDEs is
standard by constructing by induction the sequence of the instants of jump and the
state at these instants. Such a solution has the same distribution as the Markov
process with @-matrix Qun and initial point (s,r,1,q,u). It is easily checked by
showing that it is the solution of the martingale problem associated to Qn. See
Section IV.20 of Rogers and Williams [28] for example.

To simplify the mathematical model, it is tempting to merge the initiation and
elongation phases, into one phase. It would reduce the dimension of the state space
to 4 instead of 5. As a model of the regulation of gene expression, this is of course
not accurate from a biological point of view. Mathematically, it can be shown
that the associated Markov process of this reduced system does not exhibit the
qualitative properties described in Section When the network is under-loaded,
the number of complexes RM|, the process (Ly(t)), is always of the order of N
so that Regime (b) i) does not exist. This would imply that for a biological cell
under stress a significant fraction of proteins would exhibit errors, which is unlikely
biologically.

The Use of Poisson Processes on R% in the SDEs. If (A(t)) is a cadlag
adapted process, a Poisson point process with intensity (A(¢)) can be represented

in two ways:
(a) Following Kurtz, see Ethier and Kurtz [7], if A/ is a Poisson point process
with rate 1 on R, the counting measure of such a point process can be

expressed as
(A(L) (N (o, /0 ) ds)) .

(b) In our paper we take the representation

(B(t)) < ( / PO A(s—m,ds) |

where P is a Poisson process on Ri with intensity measure ds® dt.

It is not difficult to see that (A(t)) and (B(t)) have the same distribution.

It should be noted that the filtration (F;) we have defined is dependent of the
process (A(t)). A natural filtration for (A(t)) would, a priori, depend on (A(¢)).
When coupling constructions are considered, there may be different such processes
(A\(t)), with a common driving Poisson process. The definition of the filtration,
which is crucial for martingale, stopping time properties, is not impossible in this
case, but may be quite cumbersome to define properly.

2.6. The Different Asymptotic Regimes. To stress the impact of the regulation
mechanism, we have also analyzed in Section [3] the model without the regulation,
i.e. when R-particles cannot be sequestered. The regulation mechanism is analyzed
in Section @
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2.6.1. System without Regulation.
The state space in this case is

Sy = {mz(r, 0,q,u)eN? : r—&—ESN,uSUR,},
and the Markov process has four coordinates

(Xn(t) = (Rn(t), Ly (1), Qn(t), Un(1)).

A heuristic picture. In view of the discussion of the introduction, a desired state
is that the processes of R-particles in elongation (Ly(t)) and the process of the
number of free U-particles (Un(t)) should be O(1). Since Cj;>1, the transition
from R to RM is quick, so the same property holds for (Ry(t)). Consequently,
the coordinates (Ry(t), Ly (t),Un(t)) should be O(1). This implies that all, but a
finite number, of the N R-particles are in the species RM . Similarly, the arriving
Q-particles are quickly paired with a U-particle. The arrival rate of Q-particles is
Koo and their consumption rate, via the production of P-particles is of the order of
ki N. Hence if ko, >k, there will be an excess of @-particles, so that the process
(Ln(t)) of the number of proteins in elongation is O(1) with high probability on
finite time intervals, which is desirable to avoid the production of non-functional
proteins in the case of gene expression.

Our main results are summarized in the following theorem. A more precise
version of these results are given by Propositions [I0] and [I2] of Section

Theorem 3. Under the scaling conditions ,
(a) if koo>ku, and the initial state is xn(0) = (r, ¢, qn, w)ESN and

. qn
| — = (>0,
Nopoo N 0

The coordinates (Ry (t), Ly (t), Un(t)) are O(1) and the convergence in dis-
tribution

: Qn ()

1 _— =

im ( I (q(t)),

N—+o00
holds, where (q(t)) is the solution of the ODE,
Q(t) = kg — Kp, + KQOQ(t)v
starting at Qoo -

(b) If k<t and zn(0)=(r,N,q, U%—u), with r, q, ueN and

. AN
i =

The coordinates (Ry (), Qn(t),US—Un(t)) are O(1) and the convergence

in distribution
. Ly(t)\
N1—1>r-r&-loo( N )_(W))’

where (£(t)) is the solution of the ODE,

9) ﬁ(t) = K, — kg — ki l(t),

starting at £.
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Note that the equilibrium point of the ODE (E[) is ndéf'l—KOQ/m,L>O, the fraction
of R-particles in elongation is greater than (¢y A n)/2 with high probability on any
finite time interval. Hence when ky, <k, the system has a large number R-particles
in elongation. In the context of gene expression, this implies that non-functional
proteins will be produced on a regular basis.

2.6.2. System with Regulation. Our main results on the regulation are summarized
in the following theorem. A more detailed version of these results, with the ex-
plicit expressions of the corresponding limiting occupation measures, is given by

Propositions [I7] and [I5] of Section [4]

Theorem 4. Under the scaling conditions ,

(a) If ko>ky, the assertions of (&) of Theorem [3 hold and the coordinates
(Sn(t), By (), L (t), Un(t)) are O(1).
(b) If Ko<ty and

(10) o K (cM*ﬂn) @%) <Cy

Rrs Kog Rz, Rz,

and if N (0)=(sn,7, ¢, q,un), with r, g, €N and
lim (sy/N,un/N) = (s0,u0) € Vo.
N—~+oco

where Vy is an open subset of (0,1)x(0,Cy), then (Ry(t), Ly (t), Qn(t)) is
O(1) and, for the convergence in distribution, the relation

Jim (85 (0)/N, U (6)/N) = (s(t) u(t)).
holds, where (s(t),u(t)) is the solution of the ODE,

w(t) =k (1—5(t))— kg
K, (1—5(t))+Ksrs(t)

s(t)=hnsu(t —kens(t),
R v (o R
starting at (8o, ug).
(¢) If hop<ky and
(11) fisn Brr <CMKOQ) (1KOQ> > Cy
Krs Koo Kz, Kir,
hold, and if xn(0)=(sn,7,lNn,q, U%—u), with r, ¢, u€N and
. sy ¢ .
Nl_lg_loo (157 jifv) = (80, 40) with £y, so>0 and so+Llp<1.

then the coordinates (Ry(t), Qn(t),USY—Un(t)) are O(1) and, for the con-
vergence in distribution, the relation

. Sn(t) Ln(t)\\ _
i (32 250) = .o,
holds, where (s(t),£(t)) is the solution of the ODE,

U(t) =k (1=L(t)=5(t)) — Foo,
Foptksrs(t)
Krr (Crr—14s(t)+4(1)))+xrs Cu

5(t)=kpsCu —Ksrs(t)

starting at (sg,4o).
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In case (b), despite that there are not sufficiently many @Q-particles, the number
of R-particles in elongation remains finite in contrast with (b) of Theorem [3| when
there is no regulation. The R-particles are in someway put aside by the sequestra-
tion, thereby showing the efficiency of this scheme. There are limitations to the
sequestration mechanism nevertheless, since this property of stability does not hold
anymore when Condition is not valid.

2.7. The M/M /oo process. We introduce a classical birth and death process, the
M /N/co queue, technical results for this process play an important role in the proof
of our convergence results. See Chapter 6 of Robert [27].

Definition 5. The M/M/co queue with input rate A\>0 and service rate u>0 is a
Markov process on N with transition rates, for r€N,

z+1 A,
r —
z—1 puzx.

Its invariant distribution is Pois [p], a Poisson distribution with parameter p=\/p.

~
v

Q

FIGURE 2. M/M/oco queue

The following technical proposition on the M /M /oo queue will be used repeat-
edly in the following.

Proposition 6.
(a) Let (L(t)) be the process of an M/M/oo queuwe with input rate A>0 and
service rate >0 with L(0)=¢€N, then for any §>0, T>0,

L(N?®
lim P <sup(Nt) > 1) =0.

N—+o00 t<T

(b) Let (Ln(t)) be the process of an M/M /oo queue with input rate AN >0 and
service rate u>0 with initial condition Ly (0) such that,

L
lim M = 4,
N——+oco
then, for any §>0 and >0,
_ Ly (N°t) ‘ )
lim P( sup |———= —p| > |lp—p|+e | =0.
ym <0<th N p| > [bo—pl

with p=X\/p and, for any n>0,

Ly (Nt
N()_p‘ 2 g) :0

lim ]P’( sup N

N—+oc0 n<t<T
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In the context of the second case of this proposition, it is well known that, for
the convergence in distribution

See Theorem 6.13 of [27] for example. The case b) gives a further characterization.
By speeding up the timescale by a factor N?, then the process Ly is arbitrarily close
to the fixed point p outside time 0, and do not escape from any of its neighborhoods
on any finite time interval.

Proof. Define uy et [N°] and
HN = 11'1f{t>0 : L(t) > U,N‘l}

Proposition 6.10 of Robert [27] shows that (Hy/(unx—1)!) is converging in distri-
bution to an exponential random variable. As a consequence, the relation
NEIEOOP (Hy < N°T) =0,

holds. The case a) of the proposition is proved.

For the case b), a coupling is used. Assume p</lo<p-e, define vy, =[N(p+2¢)],
and

Hy = inf{t>0: Ly(t) > vn]}-

We introduce (Zn(t)), the Markov process with jump matrix

z+1 AN,
xr —
z—1 MN(p+€)]1{m>N(p+s)}-

It is easy to construct a coupling of (Zn(t)) and (Ly(t)), such that Ly (t)<Zn(t)
holds for all t<H3Z,.

The (Zx(t)) is a random walk with a reflection at v, = | N(p+e)]. This process
can be expressed as v, +A(Nt), where (A(t)) is a birth and death process on N
with birth rate A and death rate A+pue. This is the process of the M/M/1 queue,
see Chapter 5 of [27].

The coupling gives that Ty <N H 5, with

Ty = inf{t>0: A(t) > Ne}.
Proposition (5.11) of Robert [27] shows that there exists a€(0,1) such that the
sequence (a™Ty) converges in distribution to an exponential distribution. This
implies that (T /NP) converges in distribution to 4+o0o for any p>0, hence

lim P(HN < N°T)=0.

N—1>I-Ii-loo ( N = ) 0
The case p>lo>p—e is handled in a similar way. The first relation of b) is therefore
established.

For >0, the convergence of (Lx(t)/N) to (p+(lop—p)e "), shows that if

ef. . LN (t) 13 13
H2 Y inf L >0 ( —-= *)
inf < >0 N €l\p % p+ 5) ("
then there exists K >0 such that P(H%>K) is arbitrarily small uniformly in N. In
particular HZ, is less than nN % with high probability. Our last assertion is proved
by using the strong Markov property of (Ly(t)) for the stopping time H% and the
first relation of b). O
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3. A MODEL WITHOUT REGULATION

In this section we investigate the production of P-particles when there is no
possibility of sequestering R-particles. There are two regimes described roughly as
follows.

(a) When N is large, if the input rate of resources, Q-particles, is above some
threshold then all R-particles but a finite number are paired in the initiation
phase, the chemical species RM ;. In particular there is a finite number of
paired R-particles waiting for a @) particle, the chemical species RM ..

(b) Otherwise, if the input rate is strictly less than this threshold the number
of paired R-particles waiting for a @ particle is of the order of V.

R-PARTICLES | Free Elongation

RESOURCES Feo@ TRANSOPORTERS tiw QU
N :
" kn LU —=U)

Ficure 3. Network without Regulation

Without the sequestration mechanism, the state space is
Sy = {z=(r,0,q,u)eN* : r+I<N,u<UR },

and the Markov process is (Xn(t))=(Rn(t), Ly (t),Qn(t),Un(t)), with Q-matrix,
for ’I:(Tv 6’ q, U)GSNa

€r—€r+Ey, ’QLR(U]Q[*U)& €q, Ko N,
T—>T+ < —ep, RRI(MR/—(N—T))T, and z—z+ { —e,, Ko,

er, K, (N—e—1), —ey—e€qn, Korlg.
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In this case the corresponding SDEs, see Section [2.5] are given by

ARN(t) = Prse (0, Ly (t-) (U ~Un(t-))) )

P (0. (ME—(N=Rn (t=)) B (t-)) . dt)
ALn(t) = Puy (0, N=Ry(t=)~Ln(t-)) ,at)

~Prs (0. Ln(E)(UR—Un () ) 1),
AQN(t) = Pug ((0.) ,at)

~Prce ((0:Qu(t-)UN (1)) dt) ~Prn ((0,Qn (1)) ),

N () = Pus (0, Lt —)(U0 ~Un(t-))) dt

~Prew (0, Qn(E-)UN (1)) ),

The following proposition is a technical result on fast processes in a simple setting.
It will used in the proof of the main result of this section. Its proof uses essentially
standard arguments. It is nevertheless detailed since they will be used repeatedly
without justification in subsequent proofs of this paper.

Proposition 7. For 0<a<p, let (An(t), Bn(t)) be the solution of the SDE,

dAN(t) =Py, ((O,N),dt) P ( O,aNAN(t—)) ,dt) ,
By (1) =Pes (08N AN (1)) dt) ~Pugy (00N B (1)) d),
with initial condition (a,b).

If uw is the occupation measure of (An(t), Bn(t)) on N2, then the sequence (jun)
is converging in distribution to dtQm with

7 % pois { e ]@POlS [5 IL] ,
QR kg

for any function feC.(Ry) and heL,(x), in particular for any h such that
|h(a,b)| < C1+Cy(a+b),¥(a,b)eN?,

and

for some constants Cy and Cs.
For any 6€(0,1), p>1, T>0 and >0,

(An+Bn)(N"t)
(13) Ngriloop <t<T N5 =€ 0

Finally, the relation

. 1 ¢ Rrr, K B
w  ylim (N ) Axtway / Brlu d“)=(m e )

holds for the convergence in distribution of processes.

Recall that, Section for a>0, Pois|[a] is the Poisson distribution on N with
parameter a. In Relation , the convergence in distribution of the marginals is
a direct consequence of the convergence of ().
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Proof. Let (Y (t))=(A(t), B(t)) be the Markov process on N? with Q-matrix given
by

€1, Ryr,

€2—€1, KRppAT1
T—x+ ’ ’

€2, ’%LR(B - Oé)xl,

—€2, Rqu T2,

and initial point (a,b). It is clear that (An(t), BN(t))di:St'(Y(Nt)). Note that the the

first coordinate (A(t)) is an M /M /oo process, its invariant measure is a Poisson
distribution with parameter x;,/(ak.r). The process (Y (¢)) itself is a positive
recurrent Markov process. Indeed, it is easily checked that the function F on N?
defined by F(r,l)=a1x1+as22 is a Lyapounov function satisfying the assumptions
of Proposition 8.14 of Robert [27] provided that the positive constants a; and asg
are chosen so that Sas<aa; holds. We denote by w its invariant distribution.

By representing (Y (¢)) as the solution of an SDE, one gets that if Y'(0) dist- (0,0)
and K>0, then one gets the relation

Mo B ( / (B)AK) ds) < BriunE ( / A ds) ,

and by dividing this relation by ¢ and by letting ¢ go to infinity, the mean ergodic
theorem for positive recurrent Markov processes gives the relation
By,

anU/ (bAK) m(da, dd) Sﬁlﬁ:LR/ ar(da,db) = ,
N2 N2 «

for all K>0. By letting K go to infinity, one gets that the first moments of 7 are
finite.
For £>0, there exists Ko>0 such that 7([0, K¢]?)>1—¢, so that, for 7>0,

T 1 NT
(1w, [0, T]%[0, Ko]?) =/0 Ly (Ns)elo, ko2 ds = N/o Liy (ns)efo, ko)) ds,

and therefore, again by the mean ergodic theorem,

NEIEOOE ((un, [0, T]x[0, Ko]?)) = T ([0, Ko]*.

From Lemma 1.3 of Kurtz [20], we obtain that (ux) is tight for the convergence in
distribution. If :N?2—R is in L;(7) then,

NT
(i Loy = ¢ [ 00 (@) s V25T [ ()

almost surely, by the pointwise ergodic theorem. We get that (uy) is converging
in distribution to dt®7 and that the convergence holds for all functions f®h such
that, f€C.(Ry) and heL4 ().

Fix §o<d, from Lemma (6]), for any >0, and 7>0, we have P(€y)>1—¢, for N

sufficiently large, with
def. An(t)
En = <1
N {flélg N(SO = )

if (Fy(t)) is the solution of the SDE

AFN(t) = P,y ((o, 5N50) ,dt) ~Prw ((O,nFN(t—)) ,dt) ,
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with Fiy(0)=Bp(0). It is easily checked that the relation By (t)<Fn(Nt), for all
t<T on the event £y. From Proposition @ there exists Ky>0 such that

By (NP
lim P(supN(t)

>K|)=0.
N—+o0 t<T Ndo - )

For the last assertion of the proposition, since the possible limit is determined by
the ergodic theorem, it is enough to prove the convergence of each of the coordinates
of the sequence of processes and therefore the tightness of this sequence. From the
SDE for (An(t)), we have

An(t) _ a
N N

1t
—&—Mjé,(t)—i-fimt—ﬁmmﬁ/ Ap (u) du,
0

where (M#(t)) is a martingale. With Doob’s Inequality, it is easily seen (My(t)) is
converging in distribution to (0). We have shown, Relation (I3), that (Ax(t)/N) is
converging to (0) and, hence, the convergence of the first coordinate of Relation .
Using again the SDE, one gets

An(t An(t K
B JX{( ) + o ]]\([( ) = Batab+ME (t)+asy,t — KQU/O By (u) du,
the desired convergence follows in the same way. The proposition is proved. O

To prove that the process (Y'(¢)) is a positive recurrent Markov process, we have
used a Lyapounov criterion. In fact it is easily verified that

Bk, :|

Qhqu

m = Pois [ e ] ®Pois [
QK
is its invariant distribution. We could have used this explicit representation to
simplify our proof. It is unfortunately not always available for all the cases studied
in the following. The above method with Lyapounov function and ergodic theorems
applies in these cases.
We now prove another technical result on the perturbation of a scaled M /M /oo
queue.

Proposition 8. Let (Vn(t)) and (W (t)) be non-negative optional processes with
values in [0, N], resp. in [0,Un], we denote by (An(t)) the solution of

(15) dAn(t) =Py, ((O,N—VN(t—)) ,dt)

~Prn (0, AN () U= Wi (t-))) ,at) |

with the initial condition An(0)=a€N
If there exists 6€(0,1) such that, for any T>0,

t t
lim ]P’(supVN() > l,supM > 1) =0,

N—+oo t<T NSO~ t<T N9

then the sequence of occupation measures of (An(t)) converges in distribution to
the measure dt@Pois [k, / (k. Cu)].

Proof. In the same way as in the proof of Proposition [7] with Lemma 1.3 of Kurtz
[20] we can prove that the sequence (uy) of occupation measures of (An(t)) is tight.
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Lemma 1.4 of this reference shows that any limiting point ., can be represented

as, for geC.(R4 xN),
+o0
Mooa / / S, a 71'5 da d

almost surely, where (7,) is an optional process with values in P(N), and the
convergence to i holds for function g of the type f®h, for feC.(Ry) and h:N—R .,
such that (h(z)/x,2>1) is bounded .

If f: N—R, has finite support then, almost surely, for all ¢>0,

(16) f(An(1) = f(a) + ML (?) +/~”~m/ Vi(f)(An(s))(N=Vn(s)) ds

+ Ko / v_ (5)) A (s) (U~ Wiy (s)) ds

where (Mf:,(t)) is a martingale. Using the assumption on (Vy(t)) and (Wx(t)), as
in the proof of Proposition [7] we obtain that the sequences of processes

(;Mﬁ(to and (le /Ot(VN(s)JrAN(S)WN(s))ds)

are converging in distribution to (0). By dividing Relation by N and by taking
a convenient subsequence we obtain that the relation

</ / KV a))+kxCuaV_1(f)(a)) ms(da) ds> = (0),
holds almost surely. Since the operator 2 defined by
Q(f)(a)=rV1(f)(a))+rCuaV_1(f)(a)

is the infinitesimal generator of the M/M /oo queue with input rate &, and ser-
vice rate k,;Cy, by following the standard method of Kurtz [20] we get that, for
g€C.(R4 xN), the relation

+oo
(oo, g / / s, a)Pois { LRCU:l (da) ds

holds almost surely. The proposition is proved. ([l

The Markov process of Proposition [7] is related to a fast process of one of the
models considered in this paper. As usual the invariant distribution of the fast
processes plays an important role in the dynamical behavior of the slow variables.
We have seen that it has a product form which is a desirable property. The three-
dimensional fast process of the stability result of this section, Theorem [I0] does not
have this property. Nevertheless its invariant distribution has an explicit represen-
tation. This is the result of the following lemma.

Proposition 9. For \>0, u;>0, i=R, L, U, the invariant distribution of the
Markov process on N3 with Q-matriz given by

ertey—er, pLTL,

—€ER RTR.
T—x+ ’ K

—€vu, HuZy,

€L, >\a
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is the distribution of the random vector (X +Y1,Z, X +Y3), where X, Y1, Ys, Z,
are independent Poisson random variables with respective parameters
A Apy AR A
prtpo’ pr(prtpo)’  po(prtupo)’  pr

Proof. This Markov process can also be represented as follows: there Poisson ar-
rivals of particles at node 2 with rate A, each particle leaves the node after an
exponentially distributed amount of time with rate us and, at this instant, creates
a particle at node 1 and a particle at node 3. The distribution of the lifetimes of
particles at node 1 and 3 are exponential with respective parameters p; and us.

We use the method of Fromion et al. [10], see also Robert [26]. The trick is of
using a Poisson marked point process on RxN?,

N = N(dt,dz) = > 6, 181y 1)

neEZ

where (t,,) is the sequence of the points of a Poisson process on R with rate A
and for i=1, 2, 3, (LY) is an i.i.d. sequence with an exponential distribution with
parameter u;. All theses sequences are independent. The intensity of the Poisson
process is the positive measure

mu(du, dz) def. Adu®puie” #171 dr Quoe 2" dzo@uze H3%3 dag

on RXR‘Z’H F is a non-negative Borelian function on this state space,

(17) E (exp (_ / F(u,x)/\/(du,dx)))
- (exp (— / (1—6_F(“’z)mN(du,dx)>)>

If the system starts empty at time 0, for t> then it is easy to see that the state
A(t) of the Markov process at time ¢ as the same distribution as (A1(t), A2(t), As(t)
with

As(t) = Z L /

n>0 [0,t]xN

dist- / Liu<o<utas N (du, dz) e / Liu<o<utazs 3N (du,dz)
[—t,0]xN3 [—00,0] xN3

X 1{u§t<u+12}N(du7 dx)

dist. / Lu<azoy N (du, dz),
[0,400] xN3

the two relations in distribution of this relation are a consequence of the invariance
of the distribution of A/ by the two transformations of RxN2, (s, z)—(s —t,x) and
(s,x)—~(—s,z). See Chapter 1 of Robert [27].

Similarly for i=1, 3

Ai(t) = / ]l{u+x2§t<u+zz+xi}-/v(duvdx)
[0,¢]x N3

dist. t— 400
= /1{U+12S0<U+m2+$i}'j\/‘<du’daj) = / ]l{u+m2§0<U+12+mi}N(du>dx)
[—#,0] xN3 [—00,0] X N3
dist.

= /[0 - 1{x2§u<x2+$i}./\/‘(du, dx),
,+o0o] X
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We have therefore that (A(t)) converges in distribution to (A1 (00), A2(00), Az(0)),
with, for i€{1,2,3} and j€{2,3},
A’L(OO) - /fz(u7 w)N(du, d$), with f2(ua x):1{0§u<w2}7 fj (ua x):]]-{wggu<a:2+wj}'

Since, for je{2, 3}, fof;=0, the independence properties of Poisson properties imply
that Aj(00) is independent of (A1 (00), Ag(00)). Since (Az(t)) has the same distri-
bution as an M/M /oo process with input rate A and service rate g, its invariant
distribution, the law of A3(c0), is Poisson with parameter A/ps.

The Laplace transform of (A;(00), A3(00)) at (£1,&3) is

E (e*§1A1(00)*§3A3(00))

=K (exp <_/ (glfl(ua‘r) +§3f3(U,$))N(dU,d1’)>> :
]R+ x N3
We can now use Relation to get that

E (6—51A1(oo)—§3A3(00)) = exp ((1 — 6—51—53) A
H1tpa
_ A3 _ Ap )
+(1—e &) —2 4 (1—e ) 2 ).
( ) pa (pa+pe3) ( ) pa(p1+ps)
The proposition is proved. O

We can now establish our main stability result when there is no regulation.

Theorem 10 (Stability). Under the scaling assumptions , if K>k, and the
initial state is xn(0) = (r, 4, qn, u)ESN, such that

. qN
1 — = qo>0
N—1>I-1;—1(>o N do ’

and AneM(N3) is the occupation measure of (Ry(t), Ln(t),Un(t)), then, for the
convergence in distribution,

lim ( (QA]’V_(“) ,AN) = ((a(®), M),

N—+oc0
where (q(t)) is the solution of the ODE,
Q(t)=Fog =k —Fenq(t),
starting at qo, and Ao is the measure on Ry xN3 defined by, for FEC.(Ry xN?),

Ry,

(18) (Aw, F) = /0+oo /N4 F(t,a+v,b, a+w)Pois {C’J (da)

% Pois LL’Z%U] (db)Pois [M] (dv)Pois {W] (dw) dt,

with Cr=fp (Crr—1)+Fkgp-

A glance at the SDEs shows that, provided that the process stays in the
subset of points similar to the initial point, the three process (Ry (t), (Ln(t), (Ln(t)
are “fast processes” in the sense that their transition rates are of the order of N, and
therefore with large fluctuations. The kinetics of (Qn(¢)/N) are O(1)), it will be
referred to as a “slow variable”. The main challenge of the proof of the convergence
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of the theorem, is of controlling the fluctuations of the fast processes so that the
process stays indeed in the subset of points similar to the initial point.

Proof. We first give a sketch of the strategy of the proof. We first introduce a
stopping time 7 before that either the fast process (Un(t)/N) is “too large” or the
slow process (Qn(t)/N) is “too small”. On the time interval [0, 7y] an auxiliary
process (Xn(t))=(Rn(t), Ly (t),Qn(t),Un(t)) is constructed with the following
property: it has three fast processes (Rn(t)), (Ln(t)), (Un(t)) are respectively
greater than our fast processes (Rn(t)), (Ln(t)), (Un(t)) and the slow variable
(Qn(t)/N) is smaller that (Qn(t)/N). A convergence result is established for
(Xn(t)) that will show that there exists #>0 such that 75 >t with high probability
and also a more precise control of the fast processes: the sequence of processes
(Rn(t)/VN), (Ln(t)/vV/N), (Un(t)/v/N) are bounded in distribution on [0, %y].
From there, with the help of Propositions [7]and [§] and with tightness arguments for
occupation measures and (Qn(t)/N), one obtains the desired convergence result on
[0,t0]. With the condition &y, >k, the procedure can repeated on the time interval
[to, 2to], and therefore on the whole half-line.
We fix T'>0, the time interval for the convergence in distribution is [0, T].

STEP 1: COUPLING.
Let n€(0, (goA1)/4) and define

< inf{t >0:Qn(t) <nN or Uy(t) > nN}.
Let (Xn(t))=(Rn(t), Ln(t), Qn(t), Un(t)) be the solution of the SDE,

RN () = Prs ((0.2uNIn(t-)) 1 dt) =Py (0, (crr=1)NEn (1)) ,at),
ALN(t) = Puy ((0,N),dt) =Py ((0.(c, = MNLw(-) ) ).
AQN (1) = Prg ((0.N) . dt) ~Pry ((0,Qn(t-)Tn(t-)) ,dt)
~Pren ((O,QN(t—)) ,dt)
AN (1) = P ((0,0uNIn(t-)) ,dt) Py (00N T (1)) ),
with Xy (0)=(r, ¢, qn,u), where ¢, = Cyy /2, ¢,,=Ch/2 and ¢,=2Cy

Using these SDEs and Relations and with a simple, but careful, induction

on the sequence of instants of jumps of the process (X (t), Xn(t)), one can show
that, if N is sufficiently large, the relations

(19)  Rn(t) < Rn(t), Ln(t) <Ln(t), Un(t) <Un(t), Qn(t)>Qn(t),
hold for all t<7y.

STEP 2: ANALYSIS OF (Xy (1))

With the same method used in the proof of Proposition [} we obtain that the
sequence of occupation measures iy of (Ry(t), Ly (t), Un(t)) is converging in dis-
tribution to 1o, = dt®m, where 7 is the invariant distribution of the Markov process
on N? whose Q-matrix is given by, for x=(r, £, u)eN3,

_ —€r, HRI(Qmil)Ta
ertey—eL, KLR(Cufn)a
rT—T+ —€y, Fkoull,
ertey, RrrT,
€L, Ry, -
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Furthermore the first moments of 7 are finite and the convergence of (fiy, f®h) to
(oo, f®h) holds for all feC.(Ry) and heL ().
The SDE for (Qn(t)) gives the relation

t t

(20) Qn(t) = qn + Mn(t) + Kk Nt — KQu/ Qn(s)Un(s)ds — KQO/ Qn(s)ds,
0 0

where (1\7 ~(t)) is a martingale whose previsible increasing process is given by

<<MN> (t)) = (/{,LNt + KQU/ Qn(s)Un(s)ds + n@/ Qn(s) ds) .
0 0
From the SDE for the process (Qn(t)), one has the relation, for t>0,

On(t) < gn+Pag ((O,N) 7[0,7:]) :

We get that, for any >0, there exists K such that, for N sufficiently large, the
relation P(F})>1—¢ holds where F} is the event

(21) Fa et {supQN(S) <KO}.
s<7 N
Let N B
Hy = inf {tzo Un(t) > VN or Qu(t) > KON} :

then, by Doob’s Inequality the process (My (tAHy)/N) is converging in distribution
to (0). Proposition |7 show that the sequence P(Hy<T) is converging to 0, and
therefore (My(t)) is converging in distribution to (0) on the time interval [0, 7.

For s<t < T and 0>0, Relation gives that, on the event .7-']1\,, the relation

Qn(t) Qn(s)
N N

(22)

s<t<T
|s—t[<6

— 1 [t~
< 2sup |[My(8)| + k. Nt + £y Ko sup —/ Un (u) du + ke Koo
s<T s<t<T N s
|s—1]<5

holds. Relation of Proposition |7| gives that the sequence of processes

1 [~
(N /0 Uy (u) du)
is converging in distribution and is therefore tight. Using the criterion of the mod-
ulus of continuity, see Theorem 7.3 of Billingsley [3], Relation gives that the
sequence of processes (Qn(t)/N) is tight and, due to the convergence of (fiy), if

(q(t)) is a limiting point of (Qn(t)/N) then it satisfies the relation
t
q(t) = qot+rut — (KQU /3 ur(de, dq,du)—K@) / q(s) ds,
N 0

which implies the convergence in distribution of (Qx (t)/N). We conclude from the
convergence of (iin, (Qn(t)/N)) and Proposition |7| that there exists some 0<to<T
and 79>0 such that if go>n¢ and

of. o) Ry (8)+Ln(s)+Un(s)
23 FL Qnis) N <1y,
(23) {522 N 270 sup ~ <
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then the relation

i PR =1

holds. In particular, we have

li P <ty)=0

wip Py <o) =0,

the coupling relation holds on the time interval [0,¢o] with high probability.
From now on it is assumed that gg>mnp.

STEP 3: CONVERGENCE
In the same way as in Step 2, with Relation , we get that, for any €>0, there
exists Ky such that, for N sufficiently large, the relation P(Ey)>1—¢ holds with

29 v {0

€ [nOaKO]thE[OvtO]}'

As in the proof of Proposition[7} on the event £y, there exists a coupling such that
(Un(t)) is upper bounded by a process (Z;(Nt)), where (Z1(t)) is an M/M/co
process on the time interval [0, ¢o].

We has seen that the coupling relation on the time interval ¢y holds with high
probability. Since the sequence of occupation measures of (Ry (t), Ly (t), Un (%))
is converging in distribution, the sequence of occupation measures (Ay) of the
processes (Rn(t), Ly (t),Un(t)), restricted to [0,%0]xN? is therefore tight. From
Relation and Proposition [8) any limiting point A,, of this sequence can be
represented as, for geC.(Ry xN3),

(25) (Aoos g) = /O+oo /W g(s,a)ms(da)ds,

almost surely, where (7,) is an optional process with values in P(N*). Furthermore
the convergence to A, along some subsequence, holds for a function g of the type
f®h, for feC.(Ry) and h:N3>—R ., such that (|h(a)|/(a1+az+a3), a=(a;)EN?\{0})
is bounded .

With Relation , we have, for ¢>0,

def. Qn () _ gn

0
N N + My (t) + Kot

(26) Qn(?)

— / O (W)U (), du—riy / Qo) du,

where (M y(t) is a martingale.

By using the fact that the event F%NEx has a probability arbitrarily close to 1
when N gets large , in the same way as in Step 2, we can show that the martingale
(M y(t) is vanishing and, with the criterion of the modulus of continuity, that the
sequence of processes (@ y(t)) is tight on the time interval [0, %], and if (q(¢)) is a
limiting point, it is continuous on [0, #p] and lower bounded by 7y>0. By taking a
convenient subsequence (N}) it can be assumed that (Ay, , (Qy, (t))) is converging
in distribution to (A, (¢(t))) on the time interval [0, ¢o].

As in the proof of Proposition 7] by using the SDEs and by writing an
equation for h(Ry(t), Ly (t), Un(t)), for some function h on N® with finite support,
we obtain that the measure A, can be almost surely be represented by Relation
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where, for s€(0,t], Ts€P(N?) is the invariant distribution of the Markov process
on N? whose Q-matrix is given by, for 2=(r, £, u)€N3,

—€r, HKrr (CM_]-)rv
—ey, Kq(s)u.

€L, Rrr,

r—x+
ertev—er, krCul,

r—x+ {
This 3-dimensional process can be seen as a network of three M /M /oo queues, for
the nodes L, R and U, with the following specific dynamic: When a job leaves
node L, it generates two simultaneous arrivals at node R and U respectively. See

Figure [4

IQRI(CM—I)

R

V¥

K1, i krCu

KQUQ(t)
U

V¥

FIGURE 4. Stable Case: M /M /oo network for fast processes

By Proposition [9] for f€C([0, to]), almost surely the relation

/0 o f(s)ums(dr,d, du) :A /NS f(s)m ds

holds. Recall that ¢(s)>ng for all s<ty. See Relation .
By taking the limit in Relation along the subsequence (INg), one obtains
that the relation

t
alt) = a0+ (5~ i)t — i [ al)ds
0
holds almost surely for ¢<fo, and therefore the convergence in distribution of
(An (), (Qn (%)) to (Aso, (¢(t))) on the time interval [0,tg]. The fixed point of
the above ODE is goo=1—#y /K. The condition r;, <ry gives that if go€(10, ¢oo)
then ¢(tg)>no, and if 79>¢o then ¢(to)>geo. From this instant, we can obtain the

convergence result on the time interval [to, 2to] and, by induction, on [0,T]. The
proposition is proved. (I

The following corollary is quite intuitive, it just states that in this stable setting
the production rate of P-particles is maximal. Consequently, a fraction ry,—sy, of
Q-particles is degraded by Reaction .

Corollary 11 (Production of P-particles). Under the assumptions of Theorem
then for the convergence in distribution

) Pn(t
i () =
where (Pn(t)) is the process defined by Relation
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Proof. By using Doob’s Inequality, it is not difficult to prove that

(p]]VV(w_HLR /0 Las) (%%_U]}[\SS)> ds)

is a martingale converging in distribution to (0).
The convergence of the occupation measure (Ay) of Theorem [10| and the fact
that (Un(t)/N) converges in distribution to (0) give the relation

i o [ 0 (- 552) )

_ (m /0 t /N bCys Pois L:ILCJ (db) ds) = (knt)

(]

Theorem 12 (Under-Loaded System). Under the scaling assumptions , if Kog <Kp
and xn(0)=(r,{n,q, US—u), with r, q, ueN and
In
li — = 1
N—1>I-r&-loo N 606(07 )7

and ANEM(N®) is the occupation measure of (Ry (), Qn (), US—Un (1)), then, for
the convergence in distribution,

lim ((ijvu)) ,AN) — ((0(t)), Awo),

N—+o00

where (£(t)) is the solution of the ODE, £(t)=ky, (1—((t))—ky,, starting at Ly, and
oo 18 the measure defined by

+oo
(Ao, F) = / / F(t,r,q,v)x
0 N3

Pois L@H(ICTZ—D] (dr)Pois [%’Z@CU] (dg)Pois [

for any function FEC.(Ry xN?), .

_fo | qw
KLRE(t):| (dv) dt,

Proof. The proof follows the same lines as the proof of Theorem [I0] We just give a
description of the coupling used, of the stopping time and finally of the associated
fast processes.

First we define (Vi (t))=(U%—Vn(t)) and the stopping time to consider in this

case is

Ly (t
TN = inf {tZO : Vn(t)>nN, 1}7\{( )Sn} .

An auxiliary process (Xn (t))=(Rn(t), Ly (t), Qn(t), Vn(t)) is introduced as the
solution of the SDE

AR (1) = P (0. NV (t2)) ,dt) =Py (0, (M=) Ry (t-)) )
ALy (t) = Pu, ((0.N-Ry(t-)-Ln(t-))dt)

~Prsr (0. In(t-)Vi(t-)) dt) .
QN (1) = Pug ((0.N) ) P, ((0,Qn(t-) (U —0)) .t ),
AVn(t) =Py (0, O (-)UR ) dt) ~Prye ((0.1N V(1)) . dt)
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with the initial condition (R (0), Ly (0),@n(0), VN (0)).
Using these SDEs and Relations and with an induction on the sequence of
instants of jumps of the process (Xn(¢), Xn(t)), one can show that the relations

(27)  Rn(t) < Rn(t), Ln(t) = Ln(t), Qn() <Qn(), V() <VN(?),
hold for all t<7p. B

The tightness of the process (Ry(t), Qn(t ) N (t)) is a straightforward conse-
quence of Proposition |7 l The tightness of (Ly(t)/N) follows from standard sto-
chastic calculus along the same lines of the proof of Proposition [§]

Coming back to our process, the corresponding SDEs are

AR (1) =P (0, L(t-)Vn(t-)) ,dt)
~Pry (0, (MY —(N=Ru(t=)) R (t-)) .t ),

AQN (1) = Py (( N) . at)

Praor (0, QN ()T~ Viv(t-)))  dt) =Py ((0,Qn(t-)) )
AVn(t) =Py ((o Q=) (U —Vn(t-))) ,dt)

~Prsn ((O,LNu—)vN(t—)) dt)),

and the SDE for (Ly(?)) is
AN (1) = Pryy, ((0,N=Ru (=)L (t-)) ,dt) ~Pry (0, In(t=) V() )

For x=(r, q,v)€N?, the Q-matrix associated to the fast process at time ¢,

er — €y, kaTl(l),

r—rr+
{eR, Krr (Crr—1)r,

ZL‘HLL’—F eQ7 KUQa
ev—eq, kuwCug.

The associated M /M /oo network is simple in this case. It consists of three queues
in series. The invariant distribution is the product of the three Poisson distributions
of the statement of the theorem. See Figure [5| below.

Fog \lal KQUCU J?l K,‘Rf(t) JEl KR,(CM—l) X
=1 R =3 §

FIGURE 5. Under-loaded Case:M /M /oo network for fast processes

Again, the convergence result is obtained on a time interval [0,¢o], as before the
condition ky<ky gives that the solution of the ODE (4(t)) is converging to its
positive fixed point, the same procedure can be used starting at time ¢y on the time
interval [tg, 2tg], and by induction on the half line. The theorem is proved. (Il

The result for the production of P-particles is given by the following corollary.
Corollary 13. Under the assumptions of Theorem[I3, then for the convergence in

distribution Pu(t)
. N(t)\ _
N1—1>I—1i,-loo ( N ) o (KOQt>

where (Pn(t)) is the process defined by Relation
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Proof. We proceed in the same way as in the proof of Corollary [[T} by noting that
the relations

lim <P]zvv(t)>_ lim <,<;LR/tLN(s) (U?V—UN(S))ds>

N——+oc0 N—+oco

_ <,@LRO/Ot /N ¢(s)vPois LL’:’ZSJ (dv) ds) = (Fpt)

hold. (]

4. A MODEL WITH REGULATION

We return to the model of Section 2| the process

(Xn()=(Sn(t), Rn(t), Ln(t), @n (1), Un(t))
is defined by the SDEs of Section

4.1. Stable Network.

In this case the flow of resources, Q-particles, is sufficiently important. As it can
be expected, the regulation mechanism does not have a significant impact. The
following result is essentially identical to Theorem [I0] The proof is skipped for this
reason.

Intuitively, starting from a convenient subset of initial states, a free R-particle
is paired to an M-particle at a rate at least My, —N~(Cpr—1)N, the sequestration
rate being kg, sequestration is unlikely, given that there is a finite number R-
particles. The process (Sy(t)) is not in fact a fast process, in the limit for the
occupation measure, it is a Dirac measure at 0.

Theorem 14 (Stability). Under the scaling assumptions , if K>k, and the
initial state is xn(0) = (8,7, 4, qn,u)ESN, such that

. qN
1 — = qo>0
N—1>I-1;—100 N do ’

then, for the convergence in distribution,

im (1) = o,

N—+o00
where (q(t)) is the solution of the ODE,
Q(t)=Fog =k —Feq(t),

starting at qo and the occupation measure of (Sy(t), Rn(t), Ln(t),Un(t)) is con-
verging in distribution to ps, defined by, for FEC.(Ry xN*),

(Hoos F) = (Aoes F).

where F(t, (z))=F(t, (0,z)), for t>0 and z€N3, and Ay, is the measure on Ry xN?
defined by Relation .

For the production of P-particles, it is easily seen that Corollary [I1] also holds.
The sequestered R-particles do not play any role in this case.
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4.2. Under-Loaded Network: Optimal Sequestration. In this section the
efficiency of the regulation mechanism is shown in the following theorem. When the
input rate of @-particles is too low, ry, <rp, if an additional condition is satisfied,
Relation (29), the process (Ly(t)) is still O(1). Only the processes (Sy(t)) and
(Un(t)) are of the order of N. This is in contrast with Theorem [12| under the same
condition when there is no regulation.

This case stands out also for another reason. For this regime even if the coor-
dinates of the initial state are all of the correct asymptotic orders of magnitude, it
may happen that the Markov process may leave this part of the state space after
some finite time, one of the O(1) coordinates become of the order of N. Heuris-
tically, this happens for example when there are too many sequestered R-particles
initially. The remaining R-particles cannot cope with the (small) incoming flow
of Q-particles, so the process (Qn(t)) will be of the order of N on a time interval
before returning to the correct order of magnitude O(1).

In the five asymptotic results of this paper, this is the only case when this
phenomenon happens. The introduction of the neighborhood Vg for the initial
state is a way of preserving the orders of magnitudes on the whole time axis. This
is related to the stability properties of a dynamical system in R2.

Theorem 15. Let

Soo = 1_@a
K,
(28) IL
. <CM_'<0@> (1_%@> ,
Rrs Kog Rz K,

and assume that the initial state of (Xn(t)) is xn(0)=(sn,7, ¢, q, un)EN>, with
lim (“LN “ﬂ) = ( )
Nt \ NN ) T VP00

and Ay is the occupation measures of (Ry(t), Ly (t),Qn(t)).
Under the scaling assumptions and the conditions

(29) Fog<Kp, and B B (C’M—KOQ> (1—%> < Cy,
Rprs Kog Ry, K,

there exists a neighborhood of Vo of (Soo, tso) in (0,1)x (0, Cyr) such that if (so, ug)€ Vo,

then the relation
<(Slzvv(t) szvv(t)> ,AN> = ((s(t), u(t), Aso),

holds for the convergence in distribution, where (s(t),u(t)) is the solution of the
ODE,

lim
N—+oo

. o ki, (1=5(t))+Ksrs(t)
0 =) —(1-s(0)) +rwult
w(t) =k (1—5(t))—Few,

starting at (so,up), and Ao €M(R4xN3) is the measure defined by

(30) 7 Ksrs(t),

[t ) Ko, (1—5(¢))+rKsrs(t)
(31) (A, F) _/0 . F(t,r,1,q)Pois LR,(C’M—(l—s(t)))—FHRSu(t)} (dr)

Pois [%} (d¢)Pois [KQ:{S@] (dg) dt,
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for any function FEC.(Ry xN3).
The point (Seo, Uso) 15 a locally stable point of the dynamical system (s(t),u(t)).

Proof. For the beginning of the proof, we proceed as in the proof of Theorem [I2]and
by following the same method used to prove Theorem First define a convenient
stopping time, then introduce an auxiliary process (Xn(t)) and a coupling with
the process (Xx(t)). Tightness/convergence properties for (Xy(t)) are then used
to prove tightness and convergence results for (X (¢)).

We define

TN = inf {t>0 : min (SN(t) it UR[UN(t)) = 77}

N N ' N

and (Sy(t),Un(t), Rn(t), Ln(t),Qn (1)) the solution of the SDE
dSn(t) = P ((0, §N(t—)) ,dt) ,
dUN() = —Pry, ( 0 @N(t_)ﬁN(t_D 7dt),
) dRx(t) =P, ((0, U9 Ln(t )) dt) +PKSR ((O,N) d)

P (0, (ME=N) Bn(t-)) ),
dLn(t) =Py, ((o,N Jdt) =P, ((0 nNLN(t )) )
dQn(t) = Pay, ((O,N Jdt) ~Pr ((0,nNQu (t— ))

with initial point (sy,un,r,1,q)ESN.

Sn(t) > Sn(t), Un(t) > Un(t)

Rn(t) < Rn(t), Ln(t) <Ln(t), Qn(t)<Qn(t),
hold for all t<7y.

From there, by proceeding as before, it is not difficult to prove the convergence
in distribution of the occupation measure of the sequence of occupation measures
of (Rn(t),Ln(t),Qn(t)) and of the scaled processes (Sn(t)/N, Ln(t)/N). This
convergence gives the existence of ¢y such that

lim P >ty) =1
Wi PO 2 o) =1,

and, consequently, the tightness property of (Ay,(Xn(t))) on the time interval
[07 tO] .

For z=(r, £, ¢)€N?, the Q-matrix associated to the fast process (Ry(t), Ly (t), Qn (1))
at time ¢ is

er —er, kr(Cu—u(t))l, e, K (1—=5(t)),
T—x+ < eg, KsrS(t), T—rx+ { eq, Fogs
—€r, (Hasu(t)‘F’fRI(CM—l‘i‘S(t)))n —€q, KQUu(t)Q'

The associated M /M /oo network is depicted in Figure@ below. It is easily checked
that the product of the three Poisson distribution in the right-hand side of Rela-
tion is indeed the invariant distribution of this Markov process. In the same
way as in the proof Theorem [I2) by using tightness and continuity arguments, on the
time interval [0, to] we obtain the desired convergence of (An, (Sy(t)/N,Un(t)/N)).
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We now investigate the dynamical system defined by the ODE (30). It is clear
that wWeo=(Sc0, Uso) s its unique fixed point, and it is in the domain (0, 1)x (0, Cy)
by Condition (29). The Jacobian matrix of (s(t),u(t)) at we is

_DLOK'SRH/IL((OM_I)K’ILQ_KOQQ_FK’IL2) DLOHRSKOQ2KIL2
—hki 0,

with Do=ku ki, —Keoksr + K ksr) ((Car—1) ki, — kg +ki, and its characteristic poly-
nomial is P3 with

Ps(x) © K (Fog K +hisr (KL — kg )) ((Car —1) K +hi, — Ko )T

+ ((CM_1)53,RRIKSR+HIL/{’RI/{SR(RIL2_KOQQ)) CC+/€1L3KR9K0Q2-

2

The condition &, >k, implies that all coefficients of Ps are positive. If the ze-
roes of P3 are real, then they are negative. Otherwise, their real part is negative.
This implies that w, is an asymptotically stable point of (s(t),u(t)) and, there-
fore, that there exists a neighborhood Vj of we, such that if (u(0), s(0))€Vy then
(u(t), s(t))eVp for all t>0. See Hirsch and Smale [17]. From there, we can start
from (u(to), s(to))€Vp and by checking carefully the dependence of ¢y with respect
to (u(0), s(0)), repeat the same operation on the time interval [to, 2¢] and concludes
the proof of our theorem by induction. O

Fuu(t)

1ol
19l

K (1—5(t)) — Kr(Cu—u(t)) = KrsU(t) ke (Crr—14s(t))
>|£| >|£| >

FIGURE 6. Under-loaded Regime — Optimal Sequestration.
The M /M /oo network for fast processes

Corollary 16 (Production of P-particles). Under the assumptions of Theorem
then for the convergence in distribution

i (5) = f0-s)

where (Py(t)), resp (s(w)), is the process defined by Relation (B)), resp. Rela-
tion .

Note that if the initial state (sg,ug) is the equilibrium point of the ODE ,
then the limit of (P (t)/N) is (kgt) as it can be expected.
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Proof. We proceed in the same way as in the proof of Corollary [[T} by noting that
as a consequence of Theorem [15] the relations

s (o 0 (-5 )
_ (KLR / / U(Cy—u(w))Pois [H’ZL(SU SS’(J))))] (do) dw)

- (s | t(l—s(w))dw)

hold. (]

4.3. Under-Loaded Network: Saturation. When ry, <#r,;, but the second con-
dition of Relation is not true, then the regulation mechanism cannot avoid the
undesirable property that the process (Ly(?)) is of the order of N. We are in the
qualitative situation of Theorem [12| without regulation.

Theorem 17. Under the scaling assumptions and the conditions
(33) b <Ky, and fisn Bt (C’M—KOQ> (I—KOQ> > Cy,
Rrs Kog R, Rrr,

assume that the initial state is xn(0)=(sn,1,{N,q, US—u), with r, q, ueN and

N—+oo \ N ' N
and Ay €M(N3) denotes the occupation measure of (Ry(t), Qn(t), US—Un(t)).

For the convergence in distribution, the relation

lim ((S”jv“) ijj“) ,AN) — ((5(6), (1)), Ave),

N—+o00
holds, where (s(t),£(t)) is the solution of the ODE,
f(t) =iy, (1=L(t)=5(t)) — ko,

) _ Ko thisS(t)
5®) _RRSCUHRI(OM—I—FS(t))-FF&RSCU

starting at (s9,%0), and Ao €M (R xN3) is the measure defined by

— i ; Fag +Fisn S (1)
(Moo, F) = /0 /N3 F(t,r, q,v)Pois [HM Cor—155(0)) +HRSCU] (dr)

l
lim (SN, N) = (80, o) with lg, s0>0 and so+£p<1,

(34)

— kisrS(t)

Pois [KQ?QCU] (dg)Pois [HL’:’;@J (dv) dt,

for any function FeC.(RyxN3).

The equilibrium point (Seo, loo) of (s(t),£(t)
1
Soo :< (Crr—1) +\/CM 1)2 + 4Cy ””“Rg)
2 KRrr Ksr
(35)
foo = _KOQ Soos
Ryp,

is asymptotically stable.
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Proof. We denote (Vi (t))=(U%—Up(t)). The corresponding SDEs are

AR (1) =P (0, L)V () ) +Pe (0, (2-)) it
P (0. Rn (t-)UN (1) ) at)
~Prs (0, (M ~(N=Rn (t=)=Sx (t=))) R (1)) ,dt)
) =Prg ((ON dt)
Pra (0, Qn (1)U =V (t-))) 1 dt) =Pry ((0,Qn(t-)) )
VN (t) = Pugy (0, Qu(t=)(UR Vi (t-))) ,at)
P (0. v (=) V(1)) at)
and the SDEs for (Sy(t), Ly (t)) are
SN (1) = Pus (0, Rn(t-)UN (1)) .d ) o (0.8 (-)) ),
ALy (t) = Puy, ((0.N—Ru(t=)=Sn(t=)~Lu(t-)) .at)
mm((o,m ) n(t-)) .dt) .

d@Qn(t

We define

Tn = inf {t>0 : min (

(R]]\;;t)’ Uj};v(t), V;;;\ﬁt)) > 77}

The auxiliary process (X n(t))=(Rn(t), Ln(t), Qn(t), Va(t)) is the solution of the

SDE
dSN () = Prs ((QEN@—)[?N( ) ) Prsr ((OuSN ) )
AR(t) = Puyy (0, NV (t-)) ) +P,m( 0,N) )
P, ((0 (MY —N)Ry (t— ),dt),
ALn(t) =Py, (0, (1-n)N—Ln(t )),dt)
P ((O,LN(t— ?N(t—)) ,dt) :

)
(0.%).d ) o (0

dQN = Pug ( Qu(t=)(U%—nV)) ,dt)
AV (t) = Prg ((0.Qnt ) dt) ~Prsn (01N (1)) ),
with the initial condition (Sn(0), Rn(0), Ly (0), @n(0), Va(0)).

P1 (S)

S(t): a ((CM_]-)K/RI + C’UK?RS + HRIS)7

with
def.
Py(s) = K Keps® + (Crr—1)kprksps — Cu kg s
P; has two roots,

% <—(CM—1) + \/(OM—l)2 + 4OUKOQHRS> ’

Rpr Rsr

only one, s, is positive, the other is negative. It is easily checked that the second
condition of Relation implies that s..€(0,1). The equilibrium point £, of
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(£(t)) is positive if and only if soo<1l—kKy /K. This is equivalent to the relation
Py (1—Fy /K )>0 and, with trite calculations, this is the condition

<0M—”°Q> <1—““9) — Oy e B,
R, avi3
which is exactly the second condition of Relation .
If 50€(0, 500), resp. if sp€(Swo, 1), one gets that (s(t)) is non-decreasing, resp.
(s(t)) is non-increasing.
O

&)@ kou Cu \IVI Krrl(t) \IEI krsCu+hir (Crr—1+s(t))

LV ' ’
Ksrs(t)

FI1GURE 7. Under-loaded Regime — Saturation.
The M /M /oo network for fast processes

Corollary 18. Under the assumptions of Theorem [T, then for the convergence in

distribution Palt)
. N(t)\ _
Nlﬁuifrloo ( N ) N (K{Qt)’

where (Pn(t)) is the process defined by Relation
Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Corollary O
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