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THE RECOVERY OF A RECESSIVE ALLELE
IN A MENDELIAN DIPLOID MODEL

ANTON BOVIER, LOREN COQUILLE, AND REBECCA NEUKIRCH

ABSTRACT. We study the large population limit of a stochastic individual-based model
which describes the time evolution of a diploid hermaphroditic population reproducing
according to Mendelian rules. In [25] it is proved that sexual reproduction allows unfit
alleles to survive in individuals with mixed genotype much longer than they would in
populations reproducing asexually. In the present paper we prove that this indeed opens
the possibility that individuals with a pure genotype can reinvade in the population after
the appearance of further mutations. We thus expose a formal description of a mechanism
by which a recessive allele can re-emerge in a population. This can be seen as a statement
of genetic robustness exhibited by diploid populations performing sexual reproduction.

1. INTRODUCTION

In population genetics, the study of Mendelian diploid models of fixed population size
began more than a century ago (see e.g. [2,11,/13,14,16./17,24,27,28]]), while their counter-
parts of variable population size models were studied in the context of adaptive dynamics
from 1999 onwards [20]. The approach of adaptive dynamics is to introduce competition
kernels to regulate the population size instead of maintaining it constant, see [19,21},22].

Stochastic individual-based versions of these models appeared in the 1990s, see [3-6),
12,|15]]. They assume single events of reproduction, mutation, natural death, and death
by competition happen at random times to each individual in the population. An impor-
tant and interesting feature of these models is that different limiting processes on different
time-scales appear as the carrying capacity tends to infinity while mutation rates and mu-
tation step-size tend to zero (see [1,3,6L/12,23]]). One of the major results in this context is
the convergence of a properly rescaled process to the so called Trait Substitution Sequence
(TSS) process, which describes the evolution of a monomorphic population as a jump
process between monomorphic equilibria. More generally, Champagnat and Méléard [6]]
obtained the convergence to a Polymorphic Evolution Sequence (PES), where jumps occur
between equilibria that may include populations that have multiple co-existing pheno-
types. The appearance of co-existing phenotypes is, however, exceptional and happens
only at so-called evolutionary singularities. From a biological point of view, this is some-
what unsatisfactory, as it apparently fails to explain the biodiversity seen in real biological
systems.
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Most of the models considered in this context assume haploid populations with a-sexual
reproduction. One exception is the paper [7|] by Collet, Méléard and Metz in 2013, and
then a series of papers by Coron and co-authors [8-10]. In [7], the Trait Substitution
Sequence is derived in a Mendelian diploid model under the assumption that the fitter
mutant allele and the resident allele are co-dominant.

The main reason why both in haploid models and in the model considered in [7]] the
evolution along monomorphic populations is typical is that the time scales for the fixation
of a new trait and the extinction of the resident trait are the same (both of order In K)
(unless some very special fine-tuning of parameters occurs that allows for co-existence).
This precludes (at least in the rare mutation scenarios considered) that an initially less fit
trait survives long enough until after possibly several new mutations occurred that might
create a situation where this trait may become fit again and recover.

In a follow-up paper to [7], two of the present authors [25]], it was shown that, if instead
one assumes that the resident allele is recessive, the time to extinction of this allele is
dramatically increased. This will be discussed in detail in Section [1.2] and paves the way
for the appearance of a richer limiting process.

The general framework in [[7]] and [235] is the following. Each individual is characterised
by a reproduction and death rate which depend on a phenotypic trait determined by its
genotype, which here is determined by two alleles (e.g. A and a) on one single locus. The
evolution of the trait distribution of the three genotypes aa,aA and AA is studied under
the action of (1) heredity, which transmits traits to new offsprings according to Mendelian
rules, (2) mutation, which produces variations in the trait values in the population onto
which selection is acting, and (3) of competition for resources between individuals.

The paper [25] proves that sexual reproduction allows unfit alleles to survive in indi-
viduals with mixed genotype much longer than they would in populations reproducing
asexually. This opens the possibility that while this allele is still alive in the population,
the appearance of new mutants alters the fitness landscape in such a way that is favourable
for this allele and allow it to reinvade in the population, leading to a new equilibrium with
co-existing phenotypes. The goal of this paper is to rigorously prove that such a scenario
indeed occurs under fairly natural assumptions.

1.1. The stochastic model. The individual-based microscopic Mendelian diploid model
is a non-linear birth-and-death process. We consider a model for a population of a fi-
nite number of hermaphroditic individuals which reproduce sexually. Each individual i is
characterised by two alleles, u’iué, taken from some allele space U c R. These two alleles
define the genotype of the individual i. We suppress parental effects, which means that
we identify individuals with genotype u u, and u,u;. Each individual has a Mendelian
reproduction rate with possible mutations and a natural death rate. Moreover, there is
an additional death rate due to ecological competition with the other individuals in the
population. Let

S, € Ry the per capita birth rate (fertility) of an individual with genotype u us,.
Dy, €R, the per capita natural death rate of an individual with genotype u u5.
KeN the carrying capacity, a parameter which scales the population size.
C‘”T'Z eR, the competition effect felt by an individual with genotype u;u, from

an individual of genotype vv,.

R,,,,(viv2) € {0, 1} the reproductive compatibility of the genotype v;v, with u;u,

ug € R, the mutation probability per birth event. Here it is independent of the
genotype.
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mutation law of a mutant allelic trait u + & € U, born from an
individual with allelic trait u.

m(u, dh)

Scaling the competition function ¢ down by a factor 1/K amounts to scaling the population
size to order K. We are interested in asymptotic results when K is large. We assume rare
mutation, i.e. ux < 1. If a mutation occurs at a birth event, only one allele changes from
u to u + h where h is a random variable with law m(u, dh).

At any time 7, there is a finite number, N,, of individuals, each with genotype in U>.
We denote by ul(t)ul(?), ..., u'(t)ul'(t) the genotypes of the population at time 7. The
population, v,, at time ¢ is represented by the rescaled sum of Dirac measures on U2,

1
V[ = f ; 6'41'10)”30).

Formally, v, takes values in the set of re-scaled point measures

{ Zéuu

on U?, equipped with the vague topology. Define (v, g) as the integral of the measurable
function g : U? — R with respect to the measure v € MX. Then (v,, 1) = % and for any
uur € U?, the positive number (v,, 14,4, 1s called the density at time ¢ of the genotype
u uy. The generator of the process is defined as in [[7]: first we define, for the genotypes
uuy, v1v, and a point measure v, the Mendelian reproduction operator:

(Auluz,vlsz)(V)
1 6u1v1 5u1vz 6142\4 6142\/2
:Z[F(v+ K)+F( K)+F( K)+F( 7)]—F(v), (1.3)

and the Mendelian reproduction-cum-mutation operator:

(1.1)

(1.2)

n>0,u uz,..,u’l’uge(uz},

(Myyyy0, F)(V) :% fR (F (v + 5””’“1) + F(v + 5”%)) m(uy, h)
+|F 1/+6MLK]W1 + F v+6uﬁ% m(uy, h)
+|F v+6ul’—lé'+h + F v+% m(vy, h)
+|F v+5““—;+” +F v+6”2’%+’* m(vz,h)]dh—F(v). (1.4)

The process (V)0 is then a MX-valued Markov process with generator LX, given for
any bounded measurable function F : MX — R by:

(LXF)(v)

= f (Dmuz + f Cumz v1vzv(d(vlvl)))( (V - 61}1;2) F(V)) Kv(d(MIMZ))

+ f (I_NK)fuluz( M(Auluz,vmF)(V)V(d(V1Vz)))KV(d(uluz))
(uz

VRyuy» f)
+ lequuluz ( w(Muluz,vlVQF)(V)V(d(VIVZ))) KV(d(bl]I/tz)). (15)

VRuluz» f>
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The first non-linear term describes the competition between individuals. The second
fvlszuluz(VlVZ)
K<VRL11L12 ’f)
is the reproduction rate of an individual with genotype u;u, with an individual with geno-
type v;v,. Note that vR,,,, 1s the population restricted to the pool of potential partners of

an individual of genotype u;u,.

and last linear terms describe the birth with and without mutation. There, f,,,,

For all u;u,, v,v, € U?, we make the following Assumptions (A):

(A1) The ful_lctions f, D and ¢ are measurable and bounded, which means that there
exists f, D, ¢ < oo such that

0<fuw<f, 0<D,, <D and 0<cyuym., <C. (1.6)

(A2) fuu, — Du,u, > 0 and there exists ¢ > 0 such that ¢ < ¢y,u,.0,v,-
(A3) There exists a function, m : R — R,, such that f m(h)dh < oo and m(u, h) < m(h)
forany u € U and h € R.

For fixed K, under the Assumptions (A1)+(A3) and assuming that E({vy, 1)) < oo,
Fournier and Méléard [|15]] have shown existence and uniqueness in law of a process with
infinitesimal generator LX. For K — oo, under mild restrictive assumptions, they prove
the convergence of the process vX in the space D(R,, MX) of cadlag functions from R* to
Mgk, to a deterministic process, which is the solution to a non-linear integro-differential
equation. Assumption (A2) ensures that the population does not tend to infinity in finite
time or becomes extinct too fast.

1.2. Previous works. Consider the process starting with a monomorphic aa-population,
with one additional mutant individual of genotype aA. Assume that the phenotype differ-
ence between the mutant and the resident population is small. The phenotype difference is
assumed to be a slightly smaller death rate compared to the resident population, namely:

D,=D, Dy =D-A. (1.7)

for some small enough A > 0. The mutation probability for an individual with genotype
uyuy is given by pg. Hence, the time until the next mutation in the whole population is of
order ﬁ Now assume that the demographic parameters introduced in Section depend
continuously on the phenotype. In particular, they are the same for individuals bearing the
same phenotype.

In [[7] it is proved that if the two alleles @ and A are co-dominant and if the allele A is
slightly fitter than the allele a, namely

Daa = D, DaA =D- A, DAA =D- ZA, (18)

then in the limit of large population and rare mutations (In K < ;u:_K < ek for some V >
0), the suitably time-rescaled process converges to the TSS model of adaptive dynamics,
essentially as shown in [3] in the haploid case. In particular, the genotypes containing the
unfit allele a decay exponentially fast after the invasion of AA (see Figure ).
If in place of co-dominance we assume, as in [25]], that the fittest phenotype A is domi-
nant, namely
Daa :D, DaA :D—A, DAA :D—A, (19)

then this has a dramatic effect on the evolution of the population and, in particular, leads
to a much prolonged survival of the unfit phenotype aa. Indeed, it was know for some
time (see e.g. [24]) that in this case the unique stable fixpoint (0, 0,7i44) corresponding to
a monomorphic AA population is degenerate, i.e. its Jacobian matrix has zero-eigenvalue.
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This implies that in the deterministic system, the aa and aA populations decay in time
only polynomially fast to zero, namely like 1/¢> and 1/¢, respectively. This is in contrast
to the exponential decay in the co-dominant scenario (see Figure[I)). In [25] it was shown
that the deterministic system remains a good approximation of the stochastic system as
long as the size of the aA population remains much larger than K'/? and therefore that the
a-allele survives for a time of order at least K'/2=?, for any & > ('|Note that this statement
is a non trivial fact, since it is not a consequence of the law of large numbers, because the
time window diverges as K grows. In summary, the unfit recessive a-allele survives in the
population much longer due to the slow decay of the aA-population.

1.5

Noa ’ -2""
oA
Naa =Naa

05 035

0 20 40 60 80 time 0 20 40 60 80 time

FIGURE 1. Evolution of the model from a resident aa population at equi-
librium with a small amount of mutant aA, and when the alleles ¢ and A
are co-dominant (left) or when the mutant phenotype A is dominant (right).

It is argued in [25] that if we choose the mutation time scale in such a way that there
remain enough a-alleles in the population when a new mutation occurs, i.e.

1
InK « — < K'?™* as K — oo, for some a > 0, (1.10)
kK

and if the new mutant can coexist with the unfit aa-individuals, then the aa-population can
potentially recover. This is the starting point of our paper.

1.3. Goal of the paper. The goal of this paper is to show that under reasonable hypothe-
sis, the prolonged survival of the a-allele after the invasion of the A-allele can indeed lead
to a recovery of the aa-type. To do this, we assume that there will occur a new mutant
allele, B, that on the one hand has a higher fitness than the AA-phenotype but that (for sim-
plicity) has no competition with the aa-type. The possible genotypes after this mutation
are aa,aA,AA,aB, AB, and BB, so that even for the deterministic system we have now to
deal with a 6-dimensional dynamical system whose analysis if far from simple.

Under the assumption of dominance of the fittest phenotype, and mutation rate satis-
tying (L.I0), we consider the model described in Section [I.1] starting at the time of the
second mutation, that is (with probability converging to 1 as K — o) the AA population
being close to its equilibrium and the aA population having decreased to a size of order
Kug, while the aa-population is of the order of the square of the aA-population. We as-
sume that there just occurred a mutation to a fitter (and most dominant) allele B: we thus
start with a quantity % of genotype AB. We will start with a population where AA is close

In [25) only state that survival occurs up to time K'/4~*. However, taking into account that it is really
only the survival of the aA-population that needs to be ensured, one can easily improve this to K'/>7.
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to its equilibrium, the populations of aa and aA are already small (of order & and &), and
by mutation a single individual of genotype AB appears.

By using well known techniques [3}/6], we know that the AB-population behaves as a
super-critical branching process and reaches the level € with positive probability in a time
of order In K, without perturbing the 3-system (aa, aA, AA).

We see in numerical solutions to the deterministic system that a reduced fertility to-
gether with a reduced competition between a and B phenotypes constitutes a sufficient
condition for the recovery of the aa-population. For simplicity and in order to prove
rigorous results, we suppose that there can be no reproduction between individuals of phe-
notypes a and B, nor competition between them, and we reduce the number of remaining
parameters as much as possible (see Section [2). We study the deterministic system which
corresponds to the large population limit of the stochastic counterpart, and we show that
(for an initial quantity & of aA, &> of aa and & of AB) the system converges to a fixed
point denoted by p,p consisting of the two coexisting populations aa and BB. If no further
assumptions are made, we will show that the number of individuals bearing an a allele
decreases to level £!*4/0~% (where A is defined in (I.7)) before aa grows and stabilises at
order 1.

If A < 155, this control on the a allele is in principle sufficient in order for the stochas-
tic system to exhibit the recovery of aa with positive probability in the large population
limit. Indeed, if the mutation time is of order K %“’, then the initial amount of aa and aA
genotypes is close to the typical fluctuations of those populations. Following the heuristics
of [25]] (although our six-dimensional stochastic process is surely much more tedious to
study), the deterministic system should constitute a good approximation of the process if
the typical fluctuations of populations containing an a allele do not bring them to extinc-
tion. If A < 5~ this ensures that the population containing an a allele is not falling below
order K=!/2 at any time.

In order to go deeper and control the speed of recovery of the aa-population, we look for
a parameter regime which ensures that the aa-population always grows after the invasion
of B. Ensuring this lower bound on aa is not trivial at all, and the solution we found is
to introduce an additional parameter 7, which lowers the competition between the aA and
BB populations, compared to the one between AA and BB. Note that the competition does
not depend only on the phenotype, and can be interpreted as a refinement of a phenotypic
competition for resources: the strength (or ability to get resources) of an individual not
only depends on its phenotype but also on the dominance of its genotype. We show that
for i larger than some positive value (of order A), the aa population always grows after
the invasion of B. The time of convergence to the coexistence fixed point is thus lowered,
see Figure 5] Moreover, we point out the existence of a bifurcation: for n larger than some
threshold, the co-existence fixed point p,z becomes unstable and the system converges to
another fixed point where all populations coexist.

Our contribution is a formal description of a mechanism by which a recessive allele can
re-emerge in a population. This can be seen as a statement of genetic robustness exhibited
by diploid populations performing sexual reproduction.

The structure of the paper is the following. In Section [2] we describe our assumptions
on the parameters of the model, and compute the large population limit; in Section [3] we
present our results on the evolution of the deterministic system towards the co-existence
fixed point p,p, and we give a heuristic of the proof. Section|is dedicated to the proof of
these results.

Notation. We write x = ®(y) whenever x = O(y) and y = O(x) as € — 0.
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FIGURE 2. Simulation of the stochastic system for f = 6,D = 0.7, A =
0.1,c=1,7=10.02, £ =0.014 and K = 7000.

2. MODEL SETUP

Let G = {aa,aA, AA,aB,AB, BB} be the genotype space. Let n;(f) be the number of
individuals with genotype i € G in the population at time 7 and set n} (¢) = %ni(t).

Definition 2.1. The equilibrium size of a monomorphic uu-population, u € {a, A, B}, is the
fixed point of a 1-dimensional Lotka-Volterra equation and is given by
uu Duu
n, = f— 2.1

Cuuuu

Definition 2.2. For u,v € {a, A, B}, we call

Suv,uu = fuv - Duv - Cuv,uuﬁu (22)
the invasion fitness of a mutant uv in a resident uu-population.

We take the phenotypic viewpoint and assume that the B-allele is the most dominant
one. That means the ascending order of dominance (in the Mendelian sense) is given by
a<A<B,i.e.

(1) phenotype a consists of the genotype aa,
(2) phenotype A consists of the genotypes aA, AA,
(3) phenotype B consists of the genotypes aB, AB, BB.

For simplicity, we assume that the fertilities are the same for all genotypes, and that
natural death rates are the same within the three different phenotypes. Moreover, we
assume that there can be no reproduction between a and B phenotypes.

To sumarize, we make the following Assumptions (B) on the rates:

(B1) Fertilities. For all i € G, and some f > 0
fi=f (2.3)
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(B2) Natural death rates. The difference in fitness of the three phenotypes is realised
by choosing a slightly higher natural death-rate of the a-phenotype and a slightly
lower death-rate for the B-phenotype. For some 0 < A < D,

D, =D +A, 2.4)
Das = Duy =D (2.5)
DaB = DAB = DBB =D-A (26)

(B3) Competition rates. We require that phenotypes a and B do not compete with each
other. Moreover, we introduce a parameter 7 > 0 which lowers the competition
between BB and aA. For some 0 <7 < c,

aa |aA AA|aB AB BB
aa | ¢ c ¢ 0 0 O
aA | ¢ c ¢ c ¢ ¢c—n
(ci, j) N =1 AA| ¢ c ¢ c ¢ ¢
116G aB| 0 c c c ¢ ¢
AB| 0O c ¢ c ¢ ¢
BB| 0 |c—-n c c ¢ c

A biological interpretation for this kind of competition could be that it is coded
in the alleles which food an individual with a given genotype prefers. Since an
AB-individual shares one B-allele with a BB-individual, they compete stronger for
the same food than AA with BB since those have completely different alleles.

(B4) Reproductive compatibility. We require that phenotypes a and B do not reproduce
with each other.

aa |aA AA|aB AB BB

aa | 1 1 1 0O 0 O

aA | 1 1 1 1 1 1

(R,-(j)){i,j}egxg = AA | 1 1 1 1 1 1

aB | 0 1 1 1 1 1

AB| O 1 1 1 1 1

BB| 0O 1 1 1 1 1

Observe that, under Assumptions (B),

_ f—-D

SAB’AA:f—(D—A)—anA:f—D+A—c =A, (27)
c

Saa,BB = f - D-A. (28)

Therefore, the mutant AB has a positive invasion fitness in the population AA, as well as
aa in the BB population (due to the absence of competition between them).

2.1. Birth rates. We assume that there is no recombination between phenotypes a and B.

Thus,

(1) the pool of possible partners for the phenotype a consists of phenotypes a and A;
the total population of this pool is denoted by

23 1= Ngg + Ngp + Npa, (29)
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(2) the pool of possible partners for the phenotype A consists of the three phenotypes
a, A, and B; the total population of this pool is denoted by

26 = Ngq T+ Nga + Nap + Ny + Nap + Npp, (210)

(3) the pool of possible partners for the phenotype B consists of phenotypes A and B;
the total population of this pool is denoted by

25 1= Ngp + Hpq + Ny + Nap + Npp. 2.11)
Computing the reproduction rates with the Mendelian rules as described in (1.5)) leads to

the following (time-dependant) birth-rates b; = b;(n(¢)):

1 1 1 1
Naa (naa + jnaA) 5MaB (EnaA + EnaB)
+

b
Ngg + Nga + Nap Naga + Npp + Ngp + Nap + Npp

baa :f

1 1 1
5MaA (naa + 5Nga + gnaB)

b
Nag + Nga + Npp + Ngp + Nyp + Npp

. f (2.12)

1 1 1 1 1
Naa (zf’laA + nAA) FMaA (5%3 + QHAB) + 574 (Maa + Nap)
baA :f +

Ngg + Nga + Nag Nga + Npp + Ngp + Nap + Npp

1 1 1
f(EnaA + nAA) (naa + nga + jnaB) + 171%aANAB (2 13)
+ s .
Nga T Nga + Naa + Nap + Nap + Npp

1 1 1 1 1 1
3NAB (gnaA +naa + gnAB) (§naA + nAA) (EnaA +na4 + jnAB)
bas =f +f , (2.14)
Nga + Naa + Ngp + Nap + Npp Nag + Naa + Nas + Ngp + Nap + Npp
1 1 1 1 1 1
(EnaA + naB) (znaB + 5nap + nBB) 5MaA (EnaB + 5nap + nBB)
bug =f +f , (2.15)
NgA + Ngp + Ngp + Mg + Npp Ngq + Naa + Nap + Nap + Mg + Npp

1 1 1 1 1 1
(EnaA +npa + nAB) (EnaB + 34 + nBB) (QnaA + nAA) (znas + 3nap + nBB)
_l_

bAB = s
Ngp + Napa + Ngp + Nap + Npp Nga + Nga + Npa + Ngp + Nap + Npp
(2.16)
411 (Nap + Nap + 2npp)°
bpp =f (2.17)

Nga + Npp + Ngp + Nap + Npp

2.2. Death rates. The death rates are the sum of the natural death and the competition:

dag = Naa(D + A + (g + Naa + Naa)), (2.13)
dap = naa(D + ¢(Ngq + Nap + Nap + Nap + nap) + (¢ — Mngp), (2.19)
daa = naa(D + c(ngq + Naa + Nap + Nap + Nap + Npp)), (2.20)
dup = nap(D — A + c(nga + naa + ngp + nap + npp)), (2.21)
dap = nap(D — A + c(nga + naa + ngp + nap + npp)), (2.22)

dpp = npgp(D — A+ (¢ = M)nga + c(naa + ngg + nap + npg)). (2.23)
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2.3. Large population limit. By [15] or [7], for large populations, the behaviour of the
stochastic process is close to the solution of a deterministic equation.

Proposition 2.3 (Generalisation of Proposition 3.2 in [[7]).

Let T > 0 and C C RS be a compact set. Assume that the initial condition n¥(0) =
%(naa(O), n44(0), n44(0), n,5(0), n4p(0), npp(0)) converges almost surely to a deterministic
vector x° = (x9, x3, x3, x3, x2, x)) € C, as K — oo.

Let fi(t, x°) denote the solution to
n(t) = b(n(r)) — d(n()) = F(n(t)), (2.24)

rmi.e.  nit) = b;(n)) — [D,- + Z c,-,jnj(t)] ni(t), forallieG (2.25)
jeg

with initial condition x°, where (b)icg and (d;)icg are given in Z.12)-2.17) and 2.18)-

(2.23). Then, forall T > 0,

lim sup [nX() -, x°)| =0, as., (2.26)

K—004c10,7]

forallie G.

2.4. Initial condition. Fix € > 0 sufficiently small. For the results below, we will con-
sider the dynamical system (2.24]) starting with the initial condition:

fig > naa(0) > iy — O(e), (2.27)
n.400) = &g, (2.28)
Nn4q(0) = O(&?), (2.29)
nap(0) = &, (2.30)
ngs(0) = 0, (2.31)
n,5(0) = 0. (2.32)

Remark. In all the figures below, the choice of parameters is the following:
f=6, D=0.7, A=0.1, c=1, =001,
and the parameter 7 is specified on each picture.

3. RESULTS

We are working with a 6-dimensional dynamical system, and computing all the fixed
points analytically is impossible for a general choice of the parameters. We can however
compute those which are relevant for our study. We will call p, (resp. pp) the fixed points
corresponding to the monomorphic AA (resp. BB) population at equilibrium, and p,p the
fixed point corresponding to the coexisting aa and BB populations. Setting the relevant
populations to 0 and solving 7(¢) = 0, we get:

pa =1(0,0,714,0,0,0) (3.1
pB = (05 09 O’ Oa 09 ﬁB) (3.2)
Pap = (14,0,0,0,0,715) (3.3)
where 7, = £ _?_A, fig = f%D, and iz = £ _13+A. Note that the BB equilibrium population is

the same in pp and p,p. This is due to the non-interaction between phenotypes a and B.
Our general result is that starting with initial conditions (2.27)-(2.32), that is close to
pa (with small coordinates in directions aa, aA and AB), and under minimal assumptions
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IS

w

6

FIGURE 3. General qualitative behaviour of {n;(¢), i € G} and projection of
the dynamical system on the coordinates aa, AA and BB. The re-invasion
of the aa population happens sooner and sooner as 1 grows (n = 0.02 for
both pictures).

on the parameters, the system gets very close to pg before finally converging to p,z, see
Figure 3

Theorem 3.1. Consider the dynamical system (2.24)) started with initial conditions (2.27)-
(2.32)). Suppose the following Assumptions (C) on the parameters hold:

(C1) A sufficiently small,
(C2) f sufficiently large,
(C3) 0<np<c/2.

Then the system converges to the fixed point p,g. More precisely, for any fixed 6 > 0, as
g — 0, it reaches a §-neighbourhood of p,g in a time of order ®(g~/(1+1=A))
Moreover, it holds:

(1) for n = 0, the amount of allele a in the population decays to @(g'*2/1*X)) before
reaching O(1),

2) forn > %, the amount of a allele in the population is bounded below by ©®(¢) for
all t > 0.

Remark. For nlarge, we prove that the fixed point p,p is unstable. We observe numerically
that the system is attracted to a fixed point where all the 6 populations coexist, but we do
not prove this.

Let us now briefly discuss the linear stability of the relevant fixed points and give an
heuristics of the proof of Theorem [3.1]

3.1. Linear stability analysis. The Jacobian matrix Jr := (0F;/0n;);; of the map F de-
fined in (2.24) can be explicitly computed at p, and p,p and the situation is as follows:

e The eigenvalues of Jr(py) are 0,A > 0 and —(f — D), —(f + A), —(f — A) (double)
which are all strictly negative under Assumptions (C). The fixed point p,4 is thus
unstable.
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The eigenvalues of Jr(p,p) are O (double), and —(2f — D), —(f —D+A),—(f —D —
A),—((f — D)5f —4D) + fA)/(4(f — D) + ning) which are strictly negative under
Assumptions (C). The linear analysis thus does not imply the stability of p,p but
the Phase 4 of our proof will (see Section4.5]) .

It turns out that Jz(pp) is singular but as the invasion fitness of aa is positive, i.e.
Saas > 0 (see (2.7)), this implies that a small perturbation in the first coordinate will
be amplified, and thus implies the instability of the fixed point pjp.

3.2. Heuristics of the proof. Recall we start the dynamical system (2.24) with initial
conditions (2.27)-(2.32). A numerical solution of the system is provided on Figure

Remark. Assumption C1 of Theorem is needed throughout the proof in order to be
able to use the results of [25]] which rely on the Center Manifold Theorem (a line of fixed
points becomes an invariant line under small enough perturbation).

Phase 1.

Phase 2.

Time period: until n p = &.

The mutant population, consisting of all individuals of phenotype B, first grows
up to &y exponentially fast with rate A without perturbing the behaviour of the
3-system (aa,aA,AA). The rate of growth corresponds to the invasion fitness of
AB in the resident population AA, see (2.7)). Following [25]], AA stays close to 7i4,
while aA and aa continue to decay like 1/f and 1/# respectively. The duration T
of this phase is such that @(g*)e™® = O(1) © T; = O(|log &l).

Time period: until n,4 = O(r144).

The evolution is a perturbation of an effective 3-system (AA, AB, BB) which be-
haves exactly the same as in [25]], since the parameters satisfy the same hypotheses
(slightly lower death rate for phenotype B than for phenotype A, and constant com-
petition parameters). A comparison result (following Theorem [4.5] below) shows
that this 3-system is almost unperturbed until n,4 = ®(n4,). If that happens in a
time 7T, diverging with & (which we ensure throughout the calculation), we thus
know that BB approaches 7ig, while nsp oc 1/t and ngy o 1/£%.

The important fact in this phase is that the amount of allele a in the population
decays for i small while it increases for large enough 7. Indeed, let us derive some
bounds on X4 .5 = n4s +n,p. The population X4 ,5 reproduces by taking the dom-
inant allele in a population of order ®(1) and the allele a in itself. Thus its birth
rate satisfy by, ., ~ fZuaqs. We can compute its death rate exactly and use that
npp ~ 25 X Np.

ds, s = Zaaap(D — A + cXs) — nqnaanpp + Anga (3.4)
~ fZiaa — Naa(itg — A), (3.5)
SaaB = Naa(itp = A) (3.6)
= OZuaa8 - nap)(Nitg — A) (3.7)

The last equality comes from the fact that aA newborns have mainly their a allele
coming from X4 ,p and their A allele coming from AB. Using the 1/¢ decay of AB
we get:

Q(ZaA,aB) —
@(1)+—®(1)t(77n3 -A) (3.8)

aAaB ~



Phase 3.

Phase 4.
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As Z,4.48(T1) = O(e) we deduce that X4 ,5(f) = O(e)(O(1) + O(1)1)®n=8) and
thus n,y = O(nap-Zuaas) = OE)(O) + O(1)1)®m= /(@(1) + O(1)?). By solving
Naa = O(naa) = O(nk,) we get the order of magnitude of T, = @(g~!/1+15-4))
Note that for = 0, T 4.8(T>) = O/ Moreover, implies that for
n > A/ng, we have ZaA,aB > 0, which proves points|l|and [2| of Theorem

Time period: until aa reaches equilibrium.

The fact that n,4 = ®(na4) has a crucial effect on the birth rate of aa (see (2.12))
since the term (n,,+ %naA) [(Naq + naa + naa) becomes of order O(1). Aslong as AA
stays smaller than ®(g), we get a lower bound on n,, which grows exponentially
fast since f is chosen large enough (Assumption C2):

baa 2 f140(1), (3.9)
dua < Naa(D + A + O(¥)), (3.10)
fraa = Naa(fO(1) = D — A — ©(¢)). (3.11)

As aa grows, it makes X4 .5 grow, and thus AA and AB as well. We have to show
that this could not prevent aa from reaching equilibrium. We do not give a detailed
argument here, but essentially, the presence of the macroscopic BB population pre-
vents all the non-aa populations to grow too much. Note that if 7 is too large, then
aA could get a positive fitness and grow to a macroscopic level. That is why we
have to impose Assumption C3, which will become clearer heuristically in the next
phase. We recall that aa does not compete with BB and thus it grows exponentially
fast with rate f — (D + A) until an gy-neighbourhood of the fixed point where aa
and BB coexist. The rate of growth corresponds to the invasion fitness of aa in
the resident population BB, see (2.7). Note that, due to Assumption C2, this rate
is much larger than the invasion rate of BB into AA. That is why the fourth phase
looks very steep on Figure ] see the stretched version on Figure [6] This phase
lasts a time 75 = O(|log &)).

The Jacobian matrix of the field at the fixed point p,p has two zero, and 4
negative eigenvalues. p,p is thus a non-hyperbolic equilibrium point of the system
and linearisation fails to determine its stability properties. Instead, we use the
result of center manifold theory ( [[18,26]) that asserts that the qualitative behaviour
of the dynamical system in a neighbourhood of the non-hyperbolic critical point
Pap 1s determined by its behaviour on the center manifold near p,g. Using the
Center Manifold Theorem, we show that asymptotically as f — oo, the field is
attractive for n < c¢ - r,,,, Where r,,,, =~ 0.593644 is the maximum of the rational
function (4.334)). Thus p,p is a stable fixed point which is approached with speed
% as long as 7 < ¢ - rpq,. For higher values of r7, numerical solutions show that the
system converges to a fixed point where the 6 populations co-exist, but we do not
prove this.

4. PROOF

Definition 4.1. Let x, y, z € {aa,aA,AA,aB, AB, BB} and h € R. We define

T =inf{t > 0 : n(t) = ny(1)}, 4.1)
T=% = inf{t > 0 : n(t) = ony (1)}, 4.2)
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/ Nap

—15¢ =NgB

FIGURE 4. Numerical solution of the deterministic system for = 0.02, logplot.

T; = inf{t > 0 : n.(t) > h} 4.3)
T;l‘” = inf{t > 0 : n(?) + ny(t) > h} 4.4)
T;J’”Z = inf{t > 0 : n(?) + ny, () + n,(t) > h} 4.5)
Moreover, let
A>gy>e>0. (4.6)

The value g is the small order 1 level in the Phase 1, see the proof heuristics (Section
@[). We consider A fixed and sufficiently small, and will first send € — 0 and then &y — O.

4.1. Preliminaries. We first prove general facts which will be useful through the proof.

Lemma 4.2. Let ¢ > 0 and n(t) be such that
o n(t) < g(t)—c-n(t)forallt € T C R,
e ¢-n(0) < g(0),
ifc-n(t)=g(t)=c-nt) <g) forallt € T thenc-n(t) < g(t) forallt € T,

Proof. This is an easy analysis exercise. O
Proposition 4.3. If n,3(0) < n,p(0) then n,p(t) < nyp(t).

Proof. Intuitively this inequality comes from the fact that phenotype a individuals cannot
reproduce with phenotype B. Indeed, if we consider the couples that could give rise to an
AB (resp. aB) individual, they are of the form (Ag;, Bg,) (resp. (ag:, Bg»)), with g, g, €
{a, A, B} and the combination (AA, Bg,) is possible whereas (aa, Bg,) is impossible. Here
is the rigorous derivation of the result: We compare the birth- and the death-rates of nup
and n,p

d B dAB
Z =D — A+ c(ngs + nas + Ngp + Nap + Ngp) = —, “4.7)
NgB nap
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1 1
5NMaB + 5NaB + NpB

2
baB = fnaB
NgA + Npp + Ngp + Nup + Npp

+ 1,3, (4.8)

1 1
3Nap + 3NAB + Npp

Nga + Npp + Ngp + Nap + Npp

bap = fnap + Iap. (4.9)
We see that the death-rates of the two populations are the same, whereas the birth-rates
differ only in a factor which comes from the reproduction of the other populations. If we
take a closer look to these factors /1,5, I3 under the assumption that n,5 = n g we see that

1 1 1 1
1= £ 5NMap + 5NAB + Npp 5MaB + 5NAB + Npp
4B = [ (3Maa + Naa +
Nga + Npp + Ngp + Nap + N Ngg + Nga + Ngp + Ngp + Ngp + Npp
(4.10)
1 1 1 1
5NMaB + 5NaB + NpB 5NMaB + 5NAB + NpB
= L + fnaa + .
Ngp + Npap + Ngp + NAR T Mg Ngg + Nya + Npps + Nyp + NAR + Npp
“4.11)
Thus I, > I,5. Hence, nnqp > n,p and nap(t) stays above n,p(t) for all ¢ > 0. O

4.2. Phase 1: Perturbation of the 3-system (aa, aA, AA) until AB reaches O(1).

We start with initial conditions given by (2.27)-(2.32). We will show that the mutant
population, consisting of all individuals of phenotype B, grows up to some &, > &€ without
perturbing the behaviour of the 3-system (aa, aA, AA) in this time. Let

Ty = TLPHAPE, (4.12)

Proposition 4.4. With the initial conditions (2.27)-(2.32)), for all t € [0, T,], it holds,

(1) nap(®) < O(ggy), naa(t) < O8), naa(t) < O(?) and iy — O(&y) < naa(f) < i,
(2) npp(t) = O3 4(D).

(3) nap(t) grows exponentially with rate A. It reaches the level &, in a time at most of
order ® (log ((so /&) o) ))

Proof. Until T, the perturbation of the dynamics of the 3-system (aa, aA, AA) is at most
of order gy. Thus we have i1y — O(gg) < nqaa(t) < iy + O(gy), as well as ng,, 1 < A(g).
With this rough bounds we will find finer bounds.

(1) The A reduced death rate of the mutant AB gives it a positive fitness, and the
growth is exponential until it reaches a macroscopic level. For an upper bound on
the time T2%+4%*55 ' we have to construct a minorising process for n,5. Indeed, let
us compare the birth and death rates:

bap 2 %nM#’g’zgw = nan(f - O(e0)), (4.13)
dAB < nAB(D —A+chig + @(80)) = l’lAB(f - A+ @(80)) (414)

Hence, we get for the minorising process

nap = nag(A — O(ep)), (4.15)
nap(t) > e (4.16)
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FIGURE 5. Log-plots of {n;(t),i € G} for n = 0 (top), n = 0.003 (center)
and n = 0.014 (bottom).
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and the time 7 is at most of order ® (log((so /83)A—®l<so) ) For an lower bound on

the time 7|, we have to construct a majorising process for n,5. We compare the
birth and death rates:

bap < nap(f + O(&)), (4.17)
dap 2 nap(D — A+ ciiy — O(&))) = nap(f — A = B(eo)). (4.18)
Hence, we get for the majorising process
fiap < nag(A + O(&)), (4.19)
nap(t) < &GO, (4.20)

and the time 7' is at least of order ® (log((go /53)A*®1<€o> )

(2) Heuristically, the newborns of genotype aA are still in majority produced by re-
combination of AA and aA, because the mutant population is not large enough to
contribute. The newborns of genotype aB are in majority produced by reproduc-
tion of the aA-population with the B-population. Finally, the newborns of geno-
type aa are in majority produced by recombination of aA and aA, because the only
mutant which could perturb it is aB which is of smaller order.

(a) We show that n,, < ni 4 or according to Lemma Tlya — 20an0a < 0 when
Ngg = N2,
Observe that 71,, — 2f44M04 = baq — 2n4abun — dug + 2n44d,4. The biggest
contributing terms of b,, — 2n,4b.4 and d,, — 2n,ad.a at ng, = nﬁ 4 are

baa = 2napban = 7N0g — Enaan, (4.21)
dug — 2ngadap = —n2,(f — A+ O(gy)). (4.22)

Thus we get as long as n,p < nga:
Nag — 2’;laAnaA = baa - 2naAbaA - daa + 2naAdaA (423)
<2 (f = Enas — A+ Oleg)) + 7ndy < 0. (4.24)

(b) We show that n,p really stays smaller than n,,4, precisely we show that n,z <
Naanap or equivalently according to Lemma[.2] i, — fiaanap — napnea < 0 at
Ngp = NgANAB-

The biggest contributing terms are

bap — Nagbas — Naabap =Nganap (& + 4%6 - ZLGnAA - ﬁ”lAA - ﬁnAA)
+ nyaNpp (% + z—j;b - ziSnAA - ZLGnAA) > (4.25)
dap — Napdas — Naadap = — Nganap(D + cXg — Nnpp). (4.26)

Thus we get

NaB — NaaANAR — NABNgA < NyANllAR (—f + é + ®(80)) — NaANpp (2f - gii - ®(80)) <0.
4.27)

(c) We show that n,4 < O(g!'~2).
We construct a majorising process on aA. The biggest contributing terms are

baa < £nasntas + 1aaO(so), (4.28)
dus 2 naa(f = O(s0)), (4.29)
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and we get that
aa < O(£0)Na4, (4.30)
naa(t) < ee®, (4.31)

what shows that until time T, n, < @(g!7%).
(d) We show 714 — € < Zs < i1x + 2As.
We construct a minorising and a majorising processes on Xs:

by, < fZs + O(ngy,), (4.32)
bs, 2 fZ5 — O(m}), (4.33)
ds; > X5(D + cZs) — (A + 2nnga)(nap + nap + npp), (4.34)
ds, < 25(D + cXs + cng,), (4.35)
35 < Zs(f — D — ¢Zs) + (A + 2nnap)(nap + nap + ngp), (4.36)
Y5> 3s5(f — D — cZs — chgy). (4.37)

At the upper bound we have X5 < 0 and at the lower bound X5 > 0, which
ensure the claimed bounds by Lemma[4.2]
(3) The newborns of genotype BB are in majority produced by recombination of AB
with itself. Indeed, by comparison of the birth- and death-rates,

Ngp + Nap + Npp f 2

bBB < fl’lBB + o}
NgA + Npp + Ngp + Npp + g Nga + Nps + Ngp + Npp + Npp
< fngs®(e0) + Lnjy + O(=), (4.38)
bss > frps®(s) + -1 p, (4.39)
dpp > npp(D — A + ciiy — O(g0)) = npp(f — A — O(&)), (4.40)
dpp < npp(D — A + cng + O(go)) = npp(f + O(&))). (4.41)

we get the upper bound for the process
ngs < —ngp(f(1 — (&) — A = O(£0)) + Lnjp, (4.42)
and the lower bound
iigs > —nga(f + O(0)) + 751y (4.43)

By applying Lemma to n = npp and g = n}, (with constants in front), as
npp(0) = 0 < nap(0) = & and by Proposition4.4](2) 714 > 0 for all t € [0, T} ] , we
deduce that ngp(?) < @(ni z(0) forall 7 € [0,T].

O
1
Note that Propositionimplies that T, = T¢B+ABBE = T8 < © (log ((8() / 53)A'®(£°) ))
4.3. Phase 2: Perturbation of the 3-system (AA, AB, BB) until n,4, = ©(n44).
Let 6 > 0 (to be chosen sufficiently small in the sequel). Let
T2 .= TaA:éAA A TaB:éAB A Taa:aA/\aB (444)

We will show that for ¢ € [T}, T,] the system behaves as a main 3-system (AA, AB, BB)
plus perturbations of order 6. The 3-system (AA, AB, BB) behaves exactly the same as
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in [25] since the parameters satisfy the same hypotheses (slightly lower death rate for
phenotype B than for phenotype A individuals, and constant competition parameters).

Moreover, the crucial role of the parameter 7 is that the population containing an allele
a only continues to grow in this phase when 7 is large enough. This is due to the smaller
competition that aA feels from BB, the aA population is thus higher and induces the growth
of aB.

We start by considering how the growth of aA- and aB-populations can perturb the
3-system (AA, AB, BB).

Lemma 4.5. Let n"?(t) be the population of the unperturbed 3- system (AA, AB, BB). The
3-system (AA, AB, BB) satisfies

2
. . up f(EYlABHZBB
npp = nBB - (l’laA + naB) m + cnpgp|, (445)
Ly oyl
. up S 3nas + 3048 + npp
npp< Ngp + (Nap + Nap) 5 + cnpg |, (4.46)
5
1
. up S(nap + naa) (EnAB + nBB)
fap = Myp — (Nag + Naa + Nyp) 3 + cnag|, 4.47)
(naa + nap + ngg)
. . up 1 1 1
Nap < n,pt Zisn”A (EnaB + >NaB + nBB) + ZisnuB (EnAB + nAA) , (4.48)
1 1 2
. . up f(inaA‘*'EnAB‘*'nAA)
fian 2 Mgy = (Maa + Naa + Map) | =G + Cliaa | (4.49)
. . up 1
Nga < Ny, t ﬁnaA (inaA + npp + nAA) . (4.50)

Proof. We consider the rates of AA, AB and BB under the perturbation of aa, aA and aB:

1 1
)2 Snap (z’laB + 5hap + nBB)
_l_

=2 (1
bps 3, (znAB + npp > 4.51)
| 2
f((inAB + nBB) (Fas + n“B)) fnag (i”aB + Snap + nBB)
:bg; - + , (4.52)
2s5(naa + nap + npp) Xs
dpp :dIL;I; + cnpp(Nap + Naa) — MNaaNBB- (4.53)
Thus,
; 2up f 1 1
npp SNpp + 5-Nap (ZnaB + 5hap + nBB) + nNnqanps, (4.54)

2
1
. up f(naa + ngp) (znAB + nBB) ( ) 455
Npp 2Npp — — cnpp(Nga + Ngp). .
b8 25(naa + nap + npp) ¢ ‘

For the AB-population we get:

Zf(%nAB + nBB) (%nAB + nAA) SNaanan (%I’lalg + %nAB + ”BB) F(nan + nap)
) Zs - 25X " 235
4 Snasnaa N Jaa (%”aB + %”AB + ”BB) N Snaa (%"aB + %nAB + nBB)
2% 235 2%

_Jur 1 1 f Snasnap
_bAB + nga (EnaB + EnAB + nBB) (é + 2—26) + n,pnaa (% + %) + T
5

bAB

Ngp

(4.56)
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1 1 1 1
Snaalan (gl’laB +3nap + nBB) 2f (zl’lAB + nAA) (EnAB + nBB) (N4 + nyp)

2

DI 2s(naa + nap + npp)
4.57)
up
dap :dAB + CI’LAB(I/LaB + I’laA), (458)
. . up f 1 1 i f
nag <Nyp + 3 laA (EnaB + 5hap t nBB) t 3 aBNaa + 35 MaBNAB, (4.59)
1 1 1 1
. . up f(znu13+ znAB"'nBB) 2f(5"AB+nAA)(§nAB+nBB)
nap 2Nyp — — 55— NaallaA — APy (Maa + nap) — cnap(Nap + Naa).

(4.60)
And finally for the AA-population:

2
1 1 1 1 1
f(EnAB + nAA) N fraanag SNaalaa (gi’laA tnaa+ §l’lAB) N Snaa (§naA +nAA+§nAB)

bis =
A s 435 T 2%,
4.61)
f(ll’lA +I’lAA)2(l’ZA+I’l ) fl’l n A(lnA+nAA+lnA )
:bup B 2I*AB a aB 4 fnaAnAB B aa’AA \ 7 "%a 2 IYAB
Ad 25(naa + nap + npp) 4%s 2526
fnaa lnaA + npp + lnAB
+ ( 2 ) (4.62)
236
daa :df& + cnaa(Naa + Naa + Nap), (4.63)
fnaa lnaA + nap + ll’lAB
Aan <t Srasap € 21as) (4.64)

435 2%, :
2
1 1
. . up f(znaA + znAB + nAA) (naa + Ngp + naB)
naa ZnAA - - CnAA(naa + ngp + naB)- (465)
2s5(naa + nap + npp)

O

As solutions of a dynamical system are continuous with respect to its parameters (in par-
ticular with respect to 0), the latter theorem shows that until 75, the 3-system (AA, AB, BB)
is at most perturbed by ®(5). We will show that 7', diverges with . Thus, for small enough
0, AB will have time to reach the small fixed value +/gy; > 0 in this phase, and we can use
the asymptotic decay of the AB and AA populations which is proved in [25]. We now start
to analyse the growth of the small aa-, aA- and aB-populations. The sum-process Zs plays
a crucial role for the behaviour of the system in this phase and we need finer bounds on it:

Proposition 4.6. The sum-process X5 = Ny + naa + Ngp + Nap + npp satisfies for all
te [T, T,]:
_ A A? _ A A?
g — —Nag — —Ngpa < X5 < fig — —Nag + —Nya. (4.66)
chp Cchp cnp Chp
Proof. We estimate a minorising process and a majorising process on Xs:
(naa + nap + npp)(Naa + Npg + Nap + Nap + Npp)
sz Sf
Nga + Naa + Ngp + NAR + NpR
3 3
(Naa + nap)(3Naa + Naa + Nap + Nap + Npp)
Nga + N + Ngp + Nap + Npp
(naa + nap + npp)(Naa + Naa + Nap + Nap + Npp)
Nga + Nga + Nyp + Nap + Npp

+000) < f2s+00), (4.67)

by, >f
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3 3
(Naa + n4p)(3Naa + Naa + Nap + Nap + Npp)

Nga + Npp + Ngp + Nyp + Npp

-00) > 25 —0(05), (4.68)

ds, <Ts(D — A + cZs) + A(naa + nga) — 2qnaangs + O(6), (4.69)
ds, 2X5(D — A+ cZs) + A(naa + nga) — 2nngangs. 4.70)
We get
Y5 < —cZ3 + Z5(f — D+ A) — Anga + O(9), (4.71)
Y5 > —cZ3 + Z5(f — D+ A) — Angs — O9). (4.72)

We start with the proof of the upper bound. We use Lemma @ and show that when X5

reaches the upper-bound, it decays faster than the latter. Using We compute Ys at
. — 2

the bound. Note that if s < 15— %nAA + Cé_l—BnAA, then 32 < g, — 2—AnAA + - nAA + —nAA +

O(AYRA,, thus

S5 < —AMas — End, +0(6) < 0. (4.73)

It is left to show that X5 < —%hAA + %fm. Since we already know (cf. Lemma
that (AA, AB, BB) behaves like a 3-system with ®(6) perturbations, then AA is decreasing,
fiaa < 0, this finishes the proof of the upper bound.

Now we check the lower bound. If I5 > 715 — %nAA - %nAA then X2 > 713 — 2ny, —

A22 nas — AnAA Using (4.72), the derivative of X5 at the lower bound is thus lower

bounded by
s > A2y, — A_z nas — O©) > A2y (1 - —) 0(s) > 0. (4.74)

By Lemma , it is enough to show that at the lower bound X5 > —%r‘zAA. For this we
calculate a majorising process on AA:

baa < £naa(nas +nap) + 7=map + 0(), (4.75)
daa = fnaa, (4.76)
fan < —Enaanps + F=myp + ). (4.77)
Hence we have to show that A%nyy (1 - —) 0©) 2 G- (nAAnBB - 4nAB) O(6A),

in the case nsngg > infm. This is equivalent to show that y := ngangg — Z”AB <
A% (ciig — 1) nya. For this we use once again Lemma and estimate the derivative of

x from above with the help of minorising processes on AA and BB and a majorising pro-
cess on AB:

bar 2 £naa(nan + nag) + g — O(6), (4.78)
das < (f + Mnaa + 0(5), (4.79)
fan = —Enaangs — Anga + 4§ n%, — 0(5). (4.80)
bis 2 £np(nap + nps) + - — O(6), (4.81)
dpp < fngs, (4.82)
fpp > —Enaangs + 7=nyp + O(6). (4.83)
bap < £nag (nan + 3nas + nps) + Lnaanpp + O(), (4.84)

dap > (f — Mnyg, (4.85)
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fap < Enaangs — sk + Anag + O(). (4.86)

The derivative is given by:

X = faanpp + Naaftpg — SRABNAR (4.87)
< —fx + ©O3). (4.88)

At the upper bound we get:
X < —Ang(ciig — Dnga + Q) < 0. (4.89)

It is left to show that y < Afﬂ(cﬁg — 1)izga. Using the minorising process rigg > —Angy —
% X — ©(6) we show that

0<(f-2A)x — A”A SA(cnp — Dy — Jf”‘ (cnip — 1)nga — O(9). (4.90)

An easy calculation proves this fact and finishes the proof of the lower bound. O
Lemma 4.7. Fort € [Ty, T,] and for A sufficiently small it holds,

Sanas = —OD)Zan ap. (4.91)

Proof. Using Propositions #.6] we have the following bound on the process:

1 1
1aA(5Maa + Naa + Nap + Nap + Npp) + Nap(Naa + N4 + Nap + Npp)

bEaA aB — - ®(5naA)
Nap + Naa + Ngp + Nap + Npp
> [Zaaa — O(On44), (4.92)
ds,, .5 = Laaap(D — A + cXs) — qngangp + Anga + cnganag
< fZanap — Naa(Mnpp — A) + O(A™ 4 )Z0, 5, (4.93)
Sanan = Naa(igg — A = O6)O(A na)E04 15 = Naa(—A — O(S)) — OBA AN Zan un
> Zuaap(—A — B(9)). (4.94)
O
Lemma 4.8. Forall t € [T, T,] the aa-population is bounded by
S s cpe<—d 5 (4.95)

m aAaB = Naa = 7iA(D + A) aA,aB

Observe that this implies T, = T=44 A TaB=045

Proof. First observe that the inequality is satisfied at ¢t = T';. We start with the upper bound
and show that n,, would decrease at this bound. For this we estimate a majorising process
on aa:

baa < mnaa (%naA + naa) f ZaA aB + 2£ NaANaq, (496)
dya = nga(D + A), 4.97)
Mg S e 4 L nana + 30— Naa(D + ). (4.98)

We calculate the slope of this process at the upper bound:
Mlaa < 35; ZZA w— i ZZA an T O, phan) < = " Wé)ZiA a8 <0 (4.99)
By Lemma[4.2] to ensure that (4.95) stays an upper bound it is enough to show that

_3f-0@
RS 8 S i S abZan ab- (4.100)
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This is a consequence of Lemma.7]
For the lower bound we proceed similarly. This time, with the knowledge of the upper
bound, we estimate a minorising process on aa:

baa 2 £204 5 — O304 5, (4.101)
o < naa<f +A), 4.102)
faa 2 L3504 5 = Naa(f + A) = O], ). (4.103)

At the lower bound the process increases:

faa 2 (£ = L) 224 05 = O i) = 22 T0s 15 — OEos5) > 0. (4.104)

np

By Lemma it is left to show that 7, > W’;WZHA,QBZQA,“B. Thus we have to calculate
a majorising process on X 4 4z:

bsus < fZaran + OE0y 4p), (4.105)
dsppun 2 (f = D)Zapa + naa(A — nngp) (4.106)
> (f = A)Zuaa — (f — D)Zanun (4.107)
= (D = A)Xapans (4.108)
Senas < (f =D+ NZppup + O, 5)- (4.109)
Thus we get
];%g(?:AA))Zz%A aB 3f ZiA a7t ®(22A,a3) = —ﬁziA,aB (% - f}fZA) + ®(E3A ) (4.110)

= 253 ZiA aB fzt;{iz)A + G(ZzA,aB) <0 (41 1 1)

This finishes the proof of the lower bound. O
Let
T- =inf{t > T : nga(t) = nyp(0)}. 4.112)
Proposition 4.9. Forall t € [T, T-] it holds
Nug < Nga = O(e). 4.113)

Proof. In this time interval the newborns of genotype aA are in majority produced by re-
productions of a population of order one, namely AB or AA, with the population aA. Since
na4 feels competition from a macroscopic population (AA, AB or BB) the aA-population
stays of order ®@(g). We make this more rigorous. To show this we consider a majorising
process on aA and use Proposition @ and Lemma[.8}

ban < friaa — & 5 aa(npp + Inap) + 55 S n,p(2nas + nap) + O, aB) (4.114)
dap 2 naa(f + A — anAA — nngp — O(A’nys)), (4.115)
Naa < —Nga (nBBf;ZES + 5L 35, 1AB Tt A (1 - nﬁ) ®(A2nAA)) naB(%nAB +naa + 0(6))
4.116)
< s (npB2 + Lonap + A(1 = 22) = O(A’na)) + Lnap(Gnag + nas + ©(6))
4.117)

< —Mga (Zi (%HBB + nAB) +A (1 - nAA) ®(A2nAA)) naB(znAB + naa + O(0)).
(4.118)
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By Proposition [4.5] and [25]] there exists a time #, = ©(1) such that the expression in the
first bracket becomes bigger than the expression in the second bracket. Thus n,4 decreases
after ¢, and since aA does not exceed O(&) until 7, it will stay smaller or equal to ®(¢) until
T-. m|

We show that as soon as aB crosses aA the BB-population is already bigger than or
equal to the AA-population. First we estimate a upper bound for aB:

Lemma 4.10. Forallt € [Ty, T,] the aB-population is upper bounded by

nap + 2npgg + 2
nyg < —2 B8 e = COng,. (4.119)
Nap + 2I’lAA

Proof. First observe that the bound is fulfilled at # = 7';. Similarly to the proof of Lemma
we estimate a majorising process on aB given by:

Nag < —Ngp (TQS(”AB + 2np4) — %HAA - ®(A2nAA)) + naA%(nAB + 2npp + ©(0)). (4.120)

By Lemma[.2] we have to show that as soon as aB reaches the upper bound it decreases
faster than the bound, thus we calculate the slope of the majorising process at this value:

: i 2A 2 A(nap+2npp+2A/c) f
Nap < —55; (nAB +2npp + = — O(A nAA)) Ngs + %”AA%A + E(”AB + 2npp)naa

(4.121)

—-@(A%n44
< A0y 4 & (Snap + ngs + 2) s (4.122)
< A+®(2A5 nAA) A (ﬁB + é _ Jg) (4123)
<- % (D —2A)n,, < 0. (4.124)

We have to show that 1,5 < C(t)ftaa + C(H)ngs. Since the 3-system converges towards
(0,0, 75), C(¢) is a monotone increasing function and hence C(¢) > 0. Thus if we can show
that nn,5 < C(¢)n,4 we are done. For this we have to calculate the slope of the minorising
process on aA when aB would reach the upper bound. This process is given by:

laa = —Naa (% + A —nnpp + %(HBB — Naa) + ®(5)) + naBZLZS(nAB +2np4).  (4.125)
The slope at the upper bound is:
i = =1 (5 + A = nngp + %(nBB nas) — 5= (nap + 2npp + 2 + ©(0)))  (4.126)

S (A nngs — 5L + ©(0)) (4.127)

> 14 (A2 @(5)) > 0. (4.128)

Since C(¢) > 0 this finishes the proof. O
Lemma 4.11. We have T- < T,. Moreover it holds,

naa(T=) < npp(T-) + O(A). (4.129)

Proof. We first show that 7 < T,. Using Proposition 4.6 we construct two processes that
provide an upper bound and a lower bound on n,, respectively:

bap = fnup — naB(QnAB + naa) + naA(znAB + npp — 0(5%)), (4.130)
bap < frap — naB(znAB + naa) + naA( 3nas + npg + 0(6)), (4.131)
dup < napf, (4.132)

dap > nap(f — %HAA — O(A’nyp)), (4.133)
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Inap +n Inap + npg + O@
ap < —Nap M — Agp — OA n40) | + Mo Tgnan + o ( )), (4.134)
25 " 25
Inag +n Inap + npp — OS2
Tl > _naBM + naAf(2 48 ¥ 1i5p — O107) (4.135)

2s 2s
We first show that 7_ < co. We know that the 3-system (AA, AB, BB) converges to (0, 0, iig)
and that n,z < n, = O(g) (Proposition 4.9), for ¢+ < T_. We consider the worst case and
assume that n,z < nys then we get from that at some time t,, where nsp + 2ngp is
already macroscopic,

Ngg 2> O(€), ngp > O(e)t. (4.136)

Thus the time aB needs to reach n,4, = O(¢g) is of order @(1). This time is shorter than
Tua=sa4- Indeed, suppose the contrary, then by Proposition 4.9 n,4 does not exceed ©O(e)

before T, and thus 7444 > Tg4 = ®((6/8)2) which diverges with &. A similar

reasoning shows that 7_ < 795948 Hence T- < T,.
It is left to show that ny.(7T-) < ng(T-) + O(A). From Lemma 4.10| we deduce that at 7
it holds

%nAB + s < %I/IAB + ngp + % (4137)
nas < npp + @(A) (4138)
O

Lemma 4.12. Forallt € [T, T,] the AB-population is bounded by
(1) Nag = 2 VﬁBnAA — 21’lAA (1 + ﬁ),

(2) Nap < Zw[ﬁBnAA (1 + %) — 2n44.

Proof.
(1) The proof works like the one of Lemma 4.8 First observe that the bound holds at
t = T,. Then we calculate a minorising process on AB:

bas = f2nan + nap) = £Q@naa +nag)(nas + nap + 0(5%), (4.139)
dap < fnag, (4.140)
flAB > —I’ZAB‘Z—]; (%I’IAB + npp + @(62)) + 2anA — %I’ZAA (%I’ZAB + npp + @(62)) . (4141)

We use Proposition .6]and show that this minorising process would increase quicker than
the lower-bound if AB reaches it:

Nag = — é—]; ( Viiphaa — Naa (1 + %))( Viiphaa — %nAA + ®(52))

+2fnas — é—anA( Viignaa — %HAA) (4.142)
Zgﬁnfm@ VﬁBnAA — nAA) - @(Az) > 0. (4143)
It is left to show that at the lower bound,
ap > 2 i (14 ). (4.144)
npnaa
For this we calculate a majorising process on AA:
baa < £naa(nas +nap) + 7=map + 0(9), (4.145)

daps 2 fnaa, (4.146)
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ian < —naa (f = £(an + nap)) + 7k + O(0). (4.147)
If we now insert the lower bound and use Proposition {.6| we get
Naa < —%%HAA( Vitghas — naa) + O(A%) < 0. (4.143)
Thus is fulfilled.

(2) First, observe that the upper bound is fullfiled at + = 7;. We then have to estimate a
majorising process on AB:

bap < f(2nga + nap) — f(2nga + nAB)nAA;ﬂ + O(0), (4.149)
dap = nap(D — A + ciig — $-npn — @(A2nAA)5) (4.150)

> nap(f = S:nan — O(A’nap)), (4.151)
fiap < —%nfm - nAB%nAA +2fnsp — %n/zm + O(A%nyy). (4.152)

As before we calculate the slope of this majorising process if it would reach the upper
bound:

fap < _%”fm +O(A’ngp) < 0. (4.153)

By Lemma 4.2 we have to show that

ap < ipp | 22D o) 4.154
g = nAA( anan(1+01) (154
For this we calculate the slope of a minorising process on AA given by
fan 2 —naa (f = £as + nag) + A+ 08) + Lni. (4.155)
At the upper bound AA would start to increases:
fiaa = 3, — O@6%) > 0. (4.156)
Thus we get
. ag(1+A/f) _ 2 o S A(1+A/f) 2 _ @ AZ > O 4157
laa ( anan(1+0/1) ) has 2 ey a ~ OB ) (4157)
This finishes the proof of (2). O

The following Proposition is a statement for the 3-system (AA, AB, BB) but it holds also
true until 75 in the 6-system (aa, aA, AA, aB, AB, BB) for 6 < A.

Proposition 4.13. The maximal value ny3* of nap in [Ty, T] is bounded by

”73 —O(A) < M < %B +O(A). (4.158)

Moreover, let T(;* be the time when nyp takes on its maximum, then nys and ngg are
bounded by

np

4

% — O(A) < npp(Te) < ’1—3 +O(A). (4.160)

O(A) < naa(T7eY) < % +0(A), (4.159)
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Proof. From Lemma[4.12](1) we get that
nag 2 2\iipnas — 2naa (1+ £, (4.161)

cihp
We look for the value of AA where the expression on the right hand side takes on its
minimum, thus we have to derivate n44 and set it to zero:

2 _(2+2)=0 (4.162)
Vignaa
iy = (4 - 42 + O(A)) fignas (4.163)
% — O(A) = ngy. (4.164)
If we insert this in nyz we get the lower bound:
nag > 2+ O(A). (4.165)

For the upper bound on n,5 we proceed similarly. Form Lemma[.12](2) we get

nap < 2 |Tighas (1 n %) — 2n44. (4.166)

Setting the derivation of the rhs to zero gives:

0= LﬂA 2 4.167)
omua(1+2)
Nas = % + O(A). (4.168)
Finally we get
nap < ZE—-0(A) and  ngy = - O(A). (4.169)
O

Remark. Note that nyy = ngg + O(A) = %B + O(A) as soon as n4p reaches its maximal
value.

Proposition 4.14. Forallt € [Ty, T,],
Naa < O(e) V ngp. (4.170)

Proof. For t < T_ this follows from Proposition For t > T_ we show this by con-
structing a majorising process on n1,4(f):

(Mga + Nap)(2nsp + nap + O(0))

bas <f 5 4.171)
<290 14y 1 ngp) 4 LTI s, (4.172)

ny
dup 2nap (D + ciip — 2npp = gs — O(Anay)) (4.173)
2nqa(f — nnps), (4.174)
fap < = g (§ = L2 — gy — @(6)) + ngp (§ + LompntO@)) (4.175)

By Lemma[.2] it is left to show that 71,4 < 7,5 Whenever n4 = n,p. At this upper bound
we have n , < naB(%(nAA — ngp) + nnpp + ©(6)). We now calculate a minorising process
on nyg:

bap 2 3= (nan + nap)(ap + Nap + 2ng5), (4.176)
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d.p < ngg(D — A+ cinp) = fngg, 4.177)

Nap = szSnuA(naB + nap + 2npp) — %%B(ZHAA + 2144 — Nap — NaB). (4.178)

Thus 71,5 > %nag(nBB—nAA +n4p) whenever n,4 = n,p, and hence n,p—71,4 > %naB(ZnBB—
2na4 + nnpg — O(A)) > 0 by Proposition This finishes the proof. O

Now we show that the time 7%4=%44 is finite and prove that it is smaller than or equal to
TB=9BB To estimate the order of magnitude of the time 7, we need bounds on n,4 which
depends on 2,4 45.

Lemma 4.15. Forallt € [Ty, T,] the aA-population is bounded by

f(nap + 2nun) f(nap + 2nyy)

St < s < Sarab. 4.179
Anp(f + &) daB =Tad = T Do 2A) el (+-179)

Proof.

(1) We start with the upper bound. First observe that it holds at ¢ = 7,. By Lemma.2]it is
enough to show that if n,4 would reach the upper bound it would decrease faster than the
bound. Using Proposition §.6]and that 7 < ¢ a majorising process on aA is given by

b < 3 Zaras(ap + 2npn + O(5)), (4.180)
dup 2 nap (D + ciig = Lnpq = g — O(Ang0)) 2 naa(D - 240), (4.181)
2np4 + + O
PRACLY 2’;“9 O s = noa(D = 2A). (4.182)
5

We calculate the slope of the majorising process at the upper bound:
Maa < f2nga + nap)Zona (21T5 - t + ®(5)) < _%(ZHAA +npp + O0)Zia . (4.183)
We have to show that at the upper bound,

. S(ap + 204) S(nap + 2naa) ¢
A S ————— Y+ ——————— 2 auB- 4.184
Mt =T D= 2h) P T TR(D—2h) e (4.159)

To do this we calculate minorising processes on nap and 7r44:

bap = %nAB (%nAB + a4 t+ nBB) + %{HAA(”BB - 0(5%), (4.185)
dap < nagf, (4.186)
App = —F=nip + Enas(ngs — O(6%), (4.187)
bar 2 Enaa (nap + naa — 0%) + Lnp. (4.188)
daa < naa(f + A+ O(%), (4.189)
fan 2 —naa (Enps + A+ 0%) + 2Lniy. (4.190)

Hence we get that
fiag + 2fian > Maa (gnBB - gnBB —2A - @(52)) = —2(A + O())naa. (4.191)

By Lemma we know that ZaA,aB > —AX,a45- Thus the right-hand side minus the
left-hand side of (4.184)) is lower-bounded by

_ 2f(A+ ®(62))nAAZaA,aB _ SAap + 2n44)2Z04.48 + f(nap +2n4 + ©(6))20a
na(D —2A) na(D —2A) 20

(4.192)
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S SnaaZanas (1 __4A ) N SnapXoaas (1 _2A

- D - 2A 20, D - 2A
This finishes the proof of (1).

(2) For the lower bound we proceed similarly (using Lemma[4.2). This time we show that
if n,4 would reach the lower bound it would start to increase faster than the bound. Using
Proposition {.6] a minorising process on n,, is given by

) +0(5%) > 0. (4.193)

ny

ban = 55=Zaran(2nan + nap — ©(5)), (4.194)
das < naa(f + A + O(8?)), (4.195)
2 _
PRpACLY Ll OODs o= nar(F + ). (4.196)
B

We calculate the slope of the minorising process at the lower bound:

2 - 0@ 2
Frop > f@2nyp + n_AB ( ))zaA - S nAA_+ nAB)ZaA " (4.197)
2”3 ’ 4]’13 ’
2 - 006
_ f@2nyp + l’iAB ( ))ZQA#B >0 (4.198)
4113

Thus the minorising process on n,4 would increase when the aA-population would reach
the lower bound. To ensure this lower bound we have to show

: S (ap + 244) JS(nap + 2n44)
aA = T = .~ AN “daAa _—Za a 4199
M E Ty (F A T Tapp(f A A) e (199
For this we consider a majorising process on X4 45 given by:
Yorap < 5MaaZaran — Naa(A = 1npg) + O(A’np4). (4.200)

Using that 7 < ¢, the slope of this process if n,4 reaches the lower bound is estimated by

f@2nyga + nyp)

2aA,aB < %HAAZaA,aB - 47ig(f + D) (A —nnpp)Zasas + ®(A2nAA) (4.201)
< f(2nA:ﬁ: rias) ; -_i- iZaA,aB + %nAAEaA,aB + ®(A2nAA)- (4.202)

Moreover we need majorising processes on AA and AB:
bap < £nap (3nas + naa + nps) + Lnaangs + ©(), (4.203)
dap 2 nap(f = 252 nas), (4.204)
fap < —50mhg + Enaanps + 25 2n 4. + (), (4.205)
baa < £nan (nag +naa) + 135 + O0), (4.206)
dan 2 naa(f + A= 258, ), (4.207)
fan 2 —nan (Engs + A= 280n,,) + 2Lndp + O). (4.208)

Thus we have

fag + 2t < —Angs (2 — 220248) 4 @(APnyy) < O(Anan). (4.209)

It is enough to show that

. S(2nga + nap) . 5
an > ————3% 4.5 + OA 2uAaBs 4.210
Nga 47ig(f + A) A,aB (A"ngn) A,aB ( )
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using that < ¢ we have
S (2naa + nap — 0(6)) [*(nap + 2n40)* f — D

4iig BT TR (f+ A f AT
f(nap +2n44) A 2

———— —NAAZuAaB — O(A XA 4211

2ip(f + A) ﬁBnAA A.aB (A"npa)Zaaa ( )
fQ2naa + nap — O)) f(2naa + nap) 2A(1 + A)nga 2

> Yiaap— 5 2aaa | 1+ ——— |- O(A ZiAa
2 g A,aB 87z A,aB fig(f + D) (A"nya) A,aB
4.212)
> 0. 4.213)
This finishes the proof. O

Proposition 4.16. For all t € [T, T,] the process X, 45 is bounded by

: +O(Anga)
(1) Zpnap < Naa (U"BB - A%)

(2) Zanan = naa(igs — A = ©(5)).

Proof.
(1) We construct a majorising process on X4 45 and use Proposition #.6|and Lemma [4.8}

f(lnaA + nga + Nup + Nap + Npp) f(ngq + Inap + nap + npp)
bZaA,aB S Naa 2 Ngp 2 + ®(22A,QB)
< fEanas + O, 1), (4.214)
ds,pup = Larap(D — A + ¢XEs) + Angs — nnaansgs (4.215)
> Zanas(f = 252naa) + Angs — maangs, (4.216)
: A(1+A)

A 4 — nngg) + O2, p). (4.217)

npg
To bound n,5 we use Lemma[.10;

2A
. A(l + A)ngy nap + 2npp + =5
z:aA,aB < Nga

Z:aA,aB <

g LAANaB — naa(A =

— -A+ MVZAA + nngp + ®(6)] s (4.218)
Nnap + 2nAA ng "

A(naa(nap + 2npp) + naa(nap + 2nan) — fig(nap + 2naa)) + O(A%n44)

fip(nap + 2na4)

< Naa \TMBB +

(4.219)

(4.220)

+ O(A
< g (158 _AnAB ( nAA))'

nap + 2nAA

(2) This time we construct a minorising process on X4 . by using Proposition 4.6] and
Lemma [4.8}

1 1
Naa(3Maa + Naa + Nap + Nap + Npp) + Nap(Naa + 5NMap + Nap + Npp)

Pran 2 J Nga + Naa + Ngp + Nap + Npp -0
4.221)
> [Tanan — O, (4.222)
ds,yun < Zanas(D — A+ cZs) — qnaangs + (A + O(6")na
< fZarap = Naa(imps — A — O(6%)), (4.223)
Sanap = Naa(nngs — A — ©(5)). (4.224)

O
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From this Proposition we can deduce

Corollary 4.17. There exists a t* € [Ty, T,), such that for all t € [t*,T,] and n > % =: 7%,
it holds

Yoaan(t) > 0. (4.225)

Proof. A fine calculation will show that the competition ¢ — n felt by an aA-individual
from a BB-individual allow the sum X4 ,5 to grow when 7 is large enough, whereas it
decreases when n = 0. Note that we consider here the sum X4 ,5 because the influence
of n cannot be seen in the rates of the aB-population alone. Heuristically, the growth of
the aB-population happens due to the indirect influence (source of a-allele) of the less
decaying aA-population. We prove that the minorising process on X4 ,p estimated in the
Proposition starts to increase:

z':aA,aB > naA(nnBB -A- ®(6)) (4226)
As soon as ngg > A/n, the sum-process X4 4p starts to increase. From Lemma 4.11|and

Proposition we know that, for t > T-, we have ngp > % — O(A). Hence, if we choose

n > % the sum-process X4 45 Increases. O

Now we are able to calculate the time 794=044 A T4B=0AB and we will see that T¢4=044 A
TaB:cSAB — TaA:(SAA

Theorem 4.18. The time T, = O(g~!/(+1s=4),

Proof. From Proposition (2) we have a lower bound on ZaA,aB, and with Lemma m
(2) we can bound this further from below by:

LoraB Z Naa(npp — A — ©(6)) (4.227)
S(nap(t) + 2nsa(1))
> (nnpp(t) — A — ©(5)) 2ip (A 2aa.ap(t) (4.228)
O(nng/4 — A)
> mztmﬂg(l‘). (4229)

where the last estimation on ngg and on n,s comes from Proposition .13 and from [25]
since we know from there that the time until n,5 = ®(/na,), starts to decrease like 1/z is
of order ®(1). As X4 ,5(T1) = O(g), the solution of the lower-bounding ODE is:

Zaran(t) = O(€)(O(1) + O(1))°ms/t=4) (4.230)

By using Proposition 4.16] (1), we get the same kind of solution as an upper bound on
2448 (note on the last step we can upper bound npgg by 7ip):

Zaran(t) < O(E)O(1) + O(1))°ms~Y (4.231)
Using (4.230) and Lemma[4.15| we get a minorising process on aA:
naa(t) = O(napZaran) = OE)(O(1) + BN D /(@(1) + O(1)1). (4.232)

The corresponding majorising process has an 715 instead of 7i5/4. By solving n 4 = dngs =
G)(ni ) we get the order of magnitude of T4—s44:

OBy < < @(g /(A n/A=0)y (4.233)

Note that 1 + ping — A > 0 for A small enough, and thus 7,,-s44 diverges with & and the
order calculations above are justified.
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It is left to ensure that aB does not exceed dn4p in this time. It follows from Lemmal4.15]
that during the time interval [T, T>], we have X4 .5 = O(n,p). Thus, solving n,g = dnsp
amounts to solving O(X,4,5) = O(1)/(O(1) + O(1)t) which gives the very same order of
magnitude as for T 4-s44. Thus the two times are of the same order.

Note that for 17 = 0, 24 .5(T>) = O(g'*»/(1=2). This proves point [1] of Theorem 3.1]

O

Proposition 4.19. T, = 7447044
Proof. This follows from Theorem 4.18|and Proposition 4.8 -

Proposition 4.20. At time t = T, and if f is taken sufficiently large (Assumption C2), ng,
starts to grow out of itself: there exists some positive constant cy, > 0 such that

Maa = €1, * Nygg. (4.234)
Proof. We have ny,(T,) = ©(g2/(1#7-2)) Thus, at the end of the second phase,
10n4a 0fng,
baa 2 fra = 0) 21 -]: 0))’ (4233)
dua < Naa(D + A+ 14a(1 + O(0))) = ngo(D + A + O 17578y, (4.236)
Fraa = Naa(2L = D = A — @2 1+1570)y), (4.237)
the right-hand side is positive for f large enough. |

4.4. Phase 3: Exponential growth of aa until co-equilibrium with BB. Since aa is
growing now also out of itself it will influence the sum-process X5 = ng4 +ns4 +n,p+nap+
npp and we need new lower bounds on X5 in the following steps, the proof of this works
similar to the one of Proposition [4.6] by taking into account all contributing populations.
Let us compute the ODE to which X5 is the solution:

Proposition 4.21. The sum-process Xs is the solution to
35 =%5 (f = D — A = ¢Zs5) — A(naa + nan) = CNaq (s + Nan) + 20naanps
L0 (31104 + 1an) = Znap(an + Map) = F10s Qg + na + nag) . (4.238)
Proof. We calculate the birth- and the death-rate of £5 under consideration of the aa-
population:

1 1
bs; :z_fznaa (jnaA + nAA) + zis ((naB + nap + npp) s — ;Map (Maa + naB))

y
time
4 508 5; / 512 514
Nae
Nea 2
3 ~Naa Nea
Nag Naa
Nag =Naa
-Neg Nes
= o
2 Nag
~Nes
—
. B / \
J/ /Tusu oA oA T
504 506 508 510 512 time — =8|

FIGURE 6. zoom-in when aa recovers, general qualitative behaviour of
{n; (¢t),i € G} (Ihs) and log-plot (rhs).
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+ Eié ((naA + nAA) z:6 — Nap (%naa + %naA + inaB)) (4239)
_fZS + naa ( Naa + nAA) 4£ Nap (naA + naB) naA (2naa + nga + naB) (4240)
dzs —25 (D A + CZS) + (cnaa + A) (l’laA + nAA) - 277naAnBB, (4241)

25 =25 (f = D = A= ¢Zs) = (g + A) (aa + 1aa) + 21Maanpp
+ z%naa (%naA + nAA) - énaB(naA + naB) - énaA (znaa + g t+ naB) . (4242)
O

Let

Ty :=TY = inf{t > Ty : ngy(t) = iy — 8”2, (4.243)

We will need some preliminary bounds on n,4 and n44.
Lemma 4.22. Forallt € [T, Ts],
Naa < O(Max{ngg, Naa, Naplnag) < O(nap), (4.244)
naa < O(max{ngs, naa, nap)’) < O(nyp). (4.245)

Proof. The populations aA and AA always stays smaller than or equal to ®(n,4p) since they
are produced in majority from recombination of AB with other smaller population. O

We divide this phase into steps (see Figure [0)):
Step 1: [T, Té%=4],
Step 2: [TaazaA’ Taa=AB],
Step 3: [T%=4B, T;].
We distinguish two cases in Step 1 (79444 > Taa=aA qpd TA=A4 < Te=aA ) a5 well as in
Step 2 (T9A=4A > Taa=AB gpd TeA=A4 < T4a=AB) gince we cannot prove which one happens
in general. We introduce some notation for the order of magnitude of ns4(7,). We write
l’lAA(TQ) = @(Sy) with
v :=2/(1+nng—A). (4.246)

4.4.1. Step 1: Time interval [T,, T“=).

Proposition 4.23. For all n < <, we have T~ < oo and for all t € [T,, T*=%] it holds

e the aa-population grows exponentially fast,
o nap(T=*) = B(&),
o nyp(T*=4) = O(77).

Proof. In this step we show that aa crosses the aA-population.
(1) Case 1: TeA=AA » Taa=aA
In this case n,, < nga < naas. First note that the birth-rate of aA, b4, gets an
additional contributing term, namely:
%naA + 144 % max{rnga, naa}

f Naa

Since ng4 = O(naphap), Nag < nga and ngp < nyp (cf. Proposition |.3)) in this step
the main contribution to the aA-population still comes from matchings of aB and
AB-individual and thus aA increases but stays of the same order. Considering the
birth-rate b,,, we see that only a growing AA-population could stop the growth of
aa. Thus we have to ensure that this population stays small enough.

=2 fq. (4.247)

—_ ndﬂ
Ngg + Nga + Nas max{nga, naa}
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Lemma 4.24. The AA-population is bounded from above by

1
Nap < —nip. (4.248)
ny

Proof. Looking at the rates of AA we see that an increasing aa-population has less
influence on the growth of AA since it only raises the pool of possible partners
and increases the competition (cf. Theorem §.5)). Thus the aa-population directly
can only lower the growth of AA and since aA is always smaller than AB, the
AA-population behaves like n% , as before. More precisely,

2
2
baa < ELS (lnaA +npa + lnAB) = ZLnAA (Maa + nap + nap) + ﬁ(”m +nap)”,  (4.249)

baa = ZLnAA (Naa + naa + nap) + i (naA +nap)’ - 3]; NaaltAANAB, (4.250)
dan 2 naa (f = 0(4)), (4.251)
daa < ngp (f + O(A) + cng,)), (4.252)
itan < —nan (£ (s + nap) — OD)) + 2 (nhp + 2naanap + 13y ). (4.253)
an 2 —nas (£ (ss + nag) + OA)) + 7 (mhp + 2naanan +nly). (4.254)
We use again Lemma {.2] The majorising process on AA at the upper bound

decreases
fan < =L (4.255)

It is left to show that 7144 < %nABhAB. For this we estimate a minorising process

on AB:
bap > ;f ( Nga + Nap + nAB) (%naB + %nAB + nBB) (4.256)
> fnap — ZiﬁnAB (naa + §naA + %naB + %HAB) + %:HAA (%naB + nBB) , (4.257)
dap < nap (f + O(aa)) (4.258)
Nap 2 _E_nAB (nap + O(ng4)) + 2 nAA ( nap + nBB) . (4.259)
At the upper bound the process would increase rigp > ﬂlz—i)(m)n 5 and hence the
upper bound holds. m|

We now have to find a majorising process on AB.
Lemma 4.25. For the AB-population it holds:
fiap < O(n3 ) (4.260)
Proof.
bap < g (znaA + nag + nAB) (%l’la[g + %nAB + nBB) (4.261)

1 1 2f (1 1
= %nAB (gnaA +naa + gnaB + 5hap + nBB) + 2_15” (gnaA + nAA) (§ﬂaB + nBB) , (4.262)

dap = nap (f — O(Anyp)), (4.263)
Nap < —Nap (22 (Naa + Ngp + Nap) — ®(AnAB)) anA( Nap + nBB) < O(ngp), (4.264)
by Lemma #4.24] Thus
O(1)

nap(t) < 0" -0 (4.265)

O
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The time 745 the AB-population needs to exceed ®(s7/?) is T45 > © (8‘7/ 2).
& &
Since n (1) < @(nf\ ), the time TQA the AA-population needs to exceed the order
O(e?) is TA* > O(¢77/?). Until time TA* we consider a minorising process on aa:

baa = flaa gz‘fi’;ﬁ’: = 0(6)Nas (4.266)
dyg < nge(D+ A+ 0O(1)nyy), (4.267)
flag 2 Naa (O0)f = D — A = O(1)nya), (4.268)
Using Lemma[4.95| we get
Naa(1) > O(£5)e™", (4.269)

Thus aa grows exponentially fast and reaches ®(&”) in time ® (In (¢77)). This time
is shorter than T4* and we are done.

(2) Case 2: TeA=A4 < Taa=aA,
In this case nas < ny4 and n,, < nys. The aA -population has the same additional
term in ist birth rate as in the case before and by the same reasoning n,4 stays
smaller than ©(n4 ;). We make this more precise by considering the growth of AB
and calculating upper bounds on aA and AA:

Lemma 4.26. The AA-population is bounded from above by
aa < Zn4p. (4.270)

Proof. The proof is similar to the one of Lemma.8] We have to show that at the
upper bound 744 < %ﬁABnA g. Observe that the lower bound on X5 also holds here.
We start by estimating a majorising process on AA and by calculating the slope of
it at the upper bound:

bas < L (2nga +nap + in ’
aA S 57\ 2Maa + Naa + 5NaB

= ziSnAA(naA + naa +nap) + é(n(m +np)’, (4.271)
daa = naa(f — O(A)), (4.272)
itan < =naa(f = O)) + L. (4.273)

The slope of this majorising process at the upper bound is estimated by 7144 <

—{ '_Z @) n2, < 0. Thus if we can show that the slope of a minorising process on AB

is positive at the upper bound we are done:

2
bap = fnap — 2'—26”/43 (2144 + Naa + Nyp + Nap) + Z_Z (%naA + nAA) (%naB + nBB) , (4.274)

dap < nap(f + O(Anyp)), (4.275)
flag = —3f+2—(j(A)l’liB + %I’ZAA (%l’laB + I’lBB) . (4276)
The slope of this process at the upper bound can be estimated by 7145 > VET(Z(A)ni 5>
0. This finishes the proof. O

We proceed similarly for the upper bound on aA:

Lemma 4.27. Forn < £, the aA-population is bounded from above by

Naa < =y (4.277)
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Proof. This time we have to show that at the upper bound 7,4 < %mgnw.
Using Proposition Lemma[#.29and n < § we estimate a majorising process
on aA and calculate the slope of it at the upper bound:

f I f
baA Sf’/laanaA + naanAA + naA (naA + 2nAA +ngp + nAB)

+ 2£ Nn,g(2nsa + nag) + I’laa (ll’laA + I/LAA) , (4.278)
dun Znaa(f — O(A) = ) > w% (4.279)
fap <= P53 s + 252 (4.280)

The slope of this majorising process at the upper bound is estimated by 7,4 <

1 ;XA) n2, < 0. Thus if we can show that the slope of a minorising process on AB
would be positive at the upper bound we are done. For this we use the minorising
process of AB from before (cf.(4.274)) and estimate the slope which is given by

fiap > 3f29(A)niB > 0. This finishes the proof. m

Now we can estimate a majorising process on AB and can bound it by 7145 <

A1) . ..
-0 1 p)> hence nyp(r) < o) -0t We have to construct a minorising process

on aa. Since now nu, < ng, and naa < ny4 We can estimate:

bua 2 faat 2" = L1, (4.281)
Nga

dpg < Nga(D + A + O(n3)), (4.282)

Mg 2 Naa (£ = D = O(A?)). (4.283)

Thus the aa-population grows exponentially fast 71,4(f) > O(27)e!//6-P-8A) The

time 747, the AB-population needs to exceed O(s7/?), is T4), = © (8‘7/ 2). Since

Naa < O 4 p) until this time it holds n,4 < ©(g”). The time T, aa needs to reach
O(&”) is T% = ® (In&7”). Thus T% < T45 and T%=*4 < .

&v/2

O

4.4.2. Step 2: Time interval [T*=%A, T4=45],

Proposition 4.28. For i < §, we have T*=*? < co and for all t € [T**=, T*=AP]:
e the aa-population grows exponentially fast,
o naa(T=*%) = B(&”),
o nap(T*8) = O(Ve).

Proof.

(1) Case 1: T4=44 » Taa=AB

Since in this case n,4 < na4 the arguments of Step 1.1 also hold here for the be-
haviour of the AA- and AB-populations. Since only an increasing AA-population
would stop the growth of aa, we see that the minorising process on aa, constructed

in Step 1.1 before needs time ® (ln (3‘37/ 2)) < T4 to increase until np.

(2) Case 2: T94=A4 < Taa=AB,

In this step nap > ng, > nga > naa. The different=ce with Step 1.2 is that the
aa-population is already bigger than the aA-population. Thus we can adapt the
proof of Step 1.2 to this step with small changes. We have to ensure the growth
of the aa-population until reaching n,p. An increasing aA-population cannot stop
the exponential growth of n,,. We need to show that n,p does not start to grow
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to much. For this we have to estimate bounds on n,4 and ns4 again. The two
following lemmata are similar to the ones in the step before (Lemma {#.26] and
but taking into account that now n,, > ng,.

Lemma 4.29. The AA-population is bounded from above by
Naa < ZNip. (4.284)

Proof. The proof is similar to the one of Lemma We have to show that at the
upper bound 7144 < %m shap. Observe that the lower bound on X5 also holds here.
We start by estimating a majorising process on AA and by calculating the slope of
it at the upper bound:

ban < & (San + naa + tnag) (4.285)

= zisnAA(l’laA + s + Nyp) + é(n(m + n4p), (4.286)

daa = naa(f — ©(A)), (4.287)

faa < —naa(f — O(A)) + ”AB (4.288)

The slope of this majorising process at the upper bound is estimated by 744 <

i :Z(A)ni 5 < 0. Thus if we can show that the slope of a minorising process on AB

would be positive at the upper bound we are done:

2
bap > fnap — zizénAB (2144 + Nga + Nyp + Nap) + 2—{ (%naA + nAA) (%naB + nBB) , (4.289)

dap < nap(f + O(Anyp)), (4.290)
i 2 =523, + Enaa (Snas + np). (4.291)
The slope of this process at the upper bound can be estimated by 7145 > 2L 49 @) n, >
0. This finishes the proof. O

We proceed similarly for the upper bound on aA:

Lemma 4.30. Forn < 5, the aA-population is bounded from above by
Nar < 5 Map- (4.292)

Proof. This time we have to show that at the upper bound 7,4 < #{A)m BNAB-
We start by estimating a majorising process on @A an by calculating the slope of it
at the upper bound:

f f
baa <5Man + fHaa + gnaA(naA + 2144 + Ngp + Nap)

+ zj; nap(2nas + nap) + naa (lnaA + nAA) , (4.293)

dap 2naa(f = O(A) = 1) > w% (4.294)

flaa < = 252 Q(A)naA + 220 . (4.295)

We used Proposition .21, Lemma and n < §. The slope of this majorising
process at the upper bound is estimated by 77,4 < — L 2@(A) ni, < 0. Thus if we can

show that the slope of a minorising process on AB would be positive at the upper
bound we are done. We use the minorising process of AB from before (cf.(d.289))
and estimate the slope which is given by 7145 > > U 4_® 4 ni, > 0. This finishes the
proof. O
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Now we can estimate a majorising process on AB and can bound it by 745 <

_®(n§ p) and nap(t) < %. We have to construct a minorising process on

aa. Since now nuy < ngs < n,, WE can estimate:

baa > Liaa, (4.296)
dya € Nge(D + A + 2cnyp), 4.297)
flga > n( -D- @(A)) (4.298)

Thus the aa-population grows exponentially fast n,,(f) > O(g?)e//2~P-0W)  The
time 777, the AB-population needs to exceed @(s”/?) is of order © (8‘7/ 2) and the

time 7%, the aa-population needs to reach ©(¢7"?) is of order © (ln g/ 2). Thus
T%, < T4% and T*4F < co.

O
4.4.3. Step 3: Time interval [T*“=*B, T;].

Proposition 4.31. Forn < § we have T3 < co and for all t € [T*“="?, T5]:

e the aa-population grows exponentially fast,

o naa(T3) = O(e7),

o n45(Ts) = O(Ve?).
Proof. To ensure the exponential growth of aa we have to consider the behaviour of the
other processes as soon as 7., > nsp. Observe that the bound calculated in Lemma [4.29

takes over for this step unless if n,4 > 144 or nyy < nas. We have to check again the upper
bound on aA:

Lemma 4.32. Forn < 5. the aA-population is bounded from above by

Naa <~ Map- (4.299)

Proof. This time the competition of aA with aa contributes to its death-rate. We have to
show that at the upper bounfi flga < %@Bmg. We start by estimating a majorising
process on aA an by calculating the slope of it at the upper bound:

baa S%naanazﬁ\ + fraa+ %naA(naA + 2144 + Ngp + Nap)

+ 55 naB(znAA + nap) + naa (énaA + nAA) , (4.300)

da 2naa(f = O(B) = s + cnag) = (B2 + o) naas (4.301)

iap < = (292 + L2000, ) nas + L2003, (4.302)

We used Proposition 421} Lemma[#.29and 5 < § The slope of this majorising process at

the upper bound is estimated by 7z, < —L ®(A) nf‘ 5 < 0. Thus if we can show that the slope

of a minorising process on AB would be posmve at the upper bound we are done:

2 1 1 1 1 1
bap = ZJ; (2naA +npa + nAB) (EnaB + 5nap + nBB) Esjzﬁl’laa( Nag + nAA) (EnaB + 34 + l’lBB)
(4.303)
> L 1 1 1 2f (1 1 f 1
2 5.4 \3MaA + Naa + 5Nap + 571 T Mg ) + 5\ 31aa + 1A [\ 37aB + BB ) =~ 5 Maa \ 37aA T+ 14A ),
(4.304)
dap < nap(f + O(naa + naa)), (4.305)

. 47+0(A
nap % iB + LnaA (;naB + nBB) — O(napnaa). (4.306)

IV
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2f G(A) 2

Estimation of the slope gives i1y > =———n3, > 0. This finishes the proof. O

We also need a majorising process on AB to ensure that it does not grow too much. For
this we use Proposition 4.21| Lemma[.29]and Lemma [4.32}

oy
bap = £ (3naa + nan + 2nag) (315 + 2nap + ngs) = $-naa (3naa + nas) (3nas + nas + npp)
(4.307)
2
< ZLSYZAB (%naA + npp + %naB + %nAB + l’lBB) + 2—]; (%l’laA + l’lAA) (%l’laB + I’lBB) , (4.308)
dap 2 nap(f — O(ngs + naa)), (4.309)
. o) 2 |, 10f 2 2
g < — 5903, + Tk, < O3 y), (4.310)

Thus we see that the aa-population cannot disturb the behaviour of AB much and we can
estimate 7145 < —O(n7 ;) and nyp(r) < GBI We show that the aa-population grows
exponentially fast up until an £”-neighbourhood of its equilibrium 7,. Again we construct
a minorising process:

Baa > Naa (f ®(’,’;*B)), 4.311)
dya < Nao(D + A+ cng, + O3 ), (4.312)
aa > M (£ = D = A = ey - O3, (4.313)

This minorising process on aa increases until an &”-neighbourhood of 7,. The time
T5 the aa-population needs to reach the &”-neighbourhood of its equilibrium is of or-
der O (¢’ Ing&”) and the time T2 the AB-population needs to exceed ®(g"/?) is of order

@(s 7/2) Thus T3 < T8, < co.

&v/2

&v/2

O

4.5. Phase 4: Convergence to p,z = (71,,0,0,0,0,75). The Jacobian matrix of the field
(2.24) at the fixed point p,p has the 6 eigenvalues: 0 (double), and —(2f — D),—(f — D +
A),=(f—=D-A),—((f—D)(5f—-4D)+ fA)/(4(f —D)+ning) which are strictly negative under
Assumptions (C). Because of the zero eigenvalues, p,p is a non-hyperbolic equilibrium
point of the system and linearisation fails to determine its stability properties. Instead,
we use the result of the center manifold theory (18}, 26) that asserts that the qualitative
behaviour of the dynamical system in a neighbourhood of the non-hyperbolic critical point
Pag 1s determined by its behaviour on the center manifold near p,3.

Theorem 4.33 (The Local Center Manifold Theorem 2.12.1 in 26). Let f € C"(E), where
E is an open subset of R" containing the origin and r > 1. Suppose that f(0) = 0 and
Df(0) has c eigenvalues with zero real parts and s eigenvalues with negative real parts,
where ¢ + s = n. Then the system z = f(z) can be written in diagonal form

x=Cx+ F(x,y) (4.314)
y=Py+G(x,y), (4.315)
where 7 = (x,y) € R°XR?, C is a cXc-matrix with c eigenvalues having zero real parts, P is
a s X s-matrix with s eigenvalues with negative real parts, and F(0) = G(0) = 0, DF(0) =

DG(0) = 0. Furthermore, there exists 6 > 0 and a function, h € C"(N5(0)), where Ns(0) is
the d-neighbourhood of 0, that defines the local center manifold and satisfies:

Dh(x)[Cx + F(x, h(x))] = Ph(x) — G(x, h(x)) = 0, (4.316)
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for |x| < 6. The flow on the center manifold W€(0) is defined by the system of differential
equations

x=Cx+ F(x, h(x)), 4.317)
for all x € R with |x| < 6.

The Local Center Manifold Theorem shows that the non-hyperbolic critical point p,p is
indeed a stable fixed point and that the flow on the center manifold near the critical point
approaches p,p with speed % This can be seen as follows:

By the affine transformation (n,,, ngg) — (14, — iy, npp — fip) We get a translated system
F(n) which has a critical point at the origin. The two eigenvectors corresponding to 0
eigenvalues of the Jacobian matrix of F at the fixed point (0, 0,0, 0,0, 0) are

EV,=(0,0,0,0,1,0,-1) and EV,=(0,0,0,0,-1,1,0) (4.318)

We perform a new change of variable to work in the basis of eigenvectors of F(n). Let us
call the new coordinates xi,...,xs. Let h(x;, x,) be the local center manifold. We shall
look at its local shape near (0, 0) and expand it up to second order:

/l3x% + v3x Xy + mx%
/l4x% + VaX1Xy + y4x§
/l5x% + VsX1 Xy + ;15x%
/léx% + VeX1 X + u6x§

h(xy,x)) = + 0. (4.319)

We then substitute the series expansions into the center manifold equation (4.316) which

gives us 12 equations for the 12 unknowns As, . .., ue. Substitution of the explicit second
order approximation of the center manifold equation into (4.317) yields the flow on the
local center manifold:
. Al Cl 2 E 1 2 3
= — + —X"+—=—x"+0 4.320
Xy B, X1X2 D, X2 F X (x) ( )
A C E
X = B—lexz + D—zxf + F—ixlz +0(xX) (4.321)
where
A; =32Df? — AAf? = 332F° (4.322)

Bi=(D-A-f) (4cD2 —9¢Df + cAf + 5cf? — 4D’y + 4DAn + 8Dnf — 4Anf — 4nf2) (4.323)
Ci = 12D 2 — 4P D*Af? =392 D% 2 + 122 DAS? + 42D f* — A% 2 — 8 Af
— 155 + 12¢D’nf? — 16¢D*Anf? — 36¢D?nf> + 4cDA*nf? + 32c¢DAnf>

+36cDnf* —4cA’nf? — 16¢cAnf* — 12¢enf> (4.324)
Dy =8(D-2f)(D - f)D—-A- f)x

X (4cD* = 9¢Df + cAf + Scf* — 4D+ 4ADAn + 8Dnf - 4Anf - 4nf?) (4.325)
Ei=cf, Fi=2(-D+A+f) (4.326)

and

Ay = 22D f = 32Df? + A = 2¢Dnf + 2cDARf + 4cDnf* — 2cAnf* = 2enf? (4.327)
B,=(D-A-f) (4cD2 —9¢Df + cAf + 5cf? — 4D’y + 4DAn + 8Dnf — 4Anf - 4n f2) (4.328)
C, = =3¢Dnf* + cAnf? + 3enf? (4.329)
D, =2(D -2f) (4cD2 —9¢Df + cAf + Scf?* — 4Dy + 4DAn + 8Dnf — 4Anf —4n f2) (4.330)

E,=0,F = 1. (4.331)



It is left to show that the above system flows toward the origin, at least for 7 smaller than
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a certain constant. To do that, we perform another change of variables which allows us to

work in the positive quadrant. We call the new coordinates (on the center manifold) y; and
y2, and the new field F. Observe that it is sufficient to prove that the scalar product of the

field with the position is negative. We thus consider the function

s, y2) = (FO1,y2), 01, 52))

which is a quadratic form in y, and y,. As the field ¥ is homogeneous of degree 2 in
its variables, it is enough to consider any direction given by y, = Ay;, and prove that
s(yi,Ay1) < O for all 1 > 0. As the expressions are so ugly, we work perturbatively in
f and consider it as large as needed. Observe that the numerator and the denominator of

(4.332)

s(y1, Ay;) are polynomials of degree 5 in f. We thus look at the coefficients in front of f°:

sy, A1) =

Observe that the denominator is always negative (because by our Assumptions 7 < ¢). The

cyi® (¢ (164° + 722 + 161 + 40) — 47 (54° + 82> + 81 + 8))

minimal value of the ratio

r(A):=

64n — 80c

7+

(4.333)

1623 + 742 + 164 + 40

45283 +822+81+38)

(4.334)

1S Fax = 0.593644, thus, asymptotically as f — oo, the field is attractive for n < ¢ - Fyux.
Thus we see that p,p 1s a stable fixed point which is approached with speed % as long as
N <C- gy
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