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Abstract

Understanding the mechanisms of pattern formation is one of the fundamental questions
in developmental biology. Since the classic work of Alan Turing, reaction-diffusion systems
have been the dominant modelling approach. Alternative models combine the dynamics of
diffusing molecular signals with tissue mechanics or intracellular feedback. Model validation
is complicated as in many experimental situations only the limiting, stationary regime of the
pattern formation process can be observed, without any knowledge of the transient behaviour
or the initial state. To overcome this problem, the initial state of the model can be randomised.
However, then the fixed values of the model parameters correspond to a family of patterns rather
than a fixed stationary solution, and standard estimation approaches such as least squares are
not appropriate. Instead, statistical characteristics of the patterns should be compared, which
is computationally expensive and difficult given the limited amount of data usually available
in practical applications. To deal with this problem, we extend a recently developed statistical
approach for parameter identification by pattern data, the Correlation Integral Likelihood (CIL)
method. We introduce modifications of the CIL approach that allow to increase the accuracy
of the identification process without resizing the data set, in particular a range of alternative
distance measures as well as the synthetic likelihood approach. The proposed modifications are
tested using different classes of pattern formation models and severely limited data sets. The
numerical solvers for all considered equations are based on highly scalable, parallel, GPU-based
implementations with efficient time stepping schemes.

1 Introduction

Mechanisms of self-organised pattern formation in developmental biology have been in the focus
of experimental and theoretical research for several decades [, 2, B, [4]. A number of different
morphologies have been modelled mathematically [5 6, [7]. All those models, developed under
different biological hypotheses, have common mathematical features and are mostly based on a
limited range of mathematical paradigms of pattern generation. The classical Turing approach
relies on a chemical pre-pattern created by hypothetical morphogens [8]. Nonlinear interactions, in
conjunction with different diffusivity, may yield a bifurcation (diffusion-driven instability), which
leads to destabilisation of a spatially homogeneous equilibrium and to the emergence of patterns.
Stable patterns can also result from the coupling of a single diffusive morphogen to a non-diffusive
subsystem, exhibiting a hysteresis effect resulting in far-from-equilibrium patterns [9] 10, 11]. An
alternative mechanism of pattern formation has been emphasised by mathematical models linking
the dynamics of diffusing molecular signals with tissue mechanics |12} [13], 14} 15} 16 [17].
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Various theoretical models hint at how complex intracellular pathways coupled with cell-to-cell
communication through diffusing molecules or mechanical signal transduction can lead to symmetry
breaking and spatially heterogeneous patterns. However, qualitative and quantitative differences
between the different models remain unexplored. It is unknown whether they produce similar stable
patterns, or whether the patterns are similarly sensitive to changes in biophysical parameters or
initial conditions. Answers to these mathematical questions will help designing experiments to
validate the nature of distinct pattern formation steps during development and regeneration.

In order to identify a model, it should be verified against experimental observations. However,
in many experimental situations only a limiting, stationary regime of the pattern formation process
is observable and data on transient behaviour or the initial state are missing. As a starting point for
model identification, it is already interesting and challenging enough to use synthetic data produced
by the models, to then estimate parameter values solely from the time-limiting stationary patterns.
Since different dynamics may lead to similar stationary patterns [18, 19, 20] 21], it is conceivable
that in certain cases stationary patterns are fundamentally insufficient for inference. A successful
methodology should then allow identifying alternative models, which could be further investigated
to find possible differences in the dynamics, for example, in response to certain perturbations.
Thus, such an approach would help to constrain the experimental search for an explanation of the
underlying mechanisms on a molecular level.

Another important difficulty associated with numerical identification of pattern formation mod-
els results from the pattern selection problem. Due to instabilities in the underlying dynamics,
even small changes in the initial condition may lead to distinct limiting stationary patterns, which
seriously affects parameter identification. Such a phenomenon is observed in models of de novo
pattern formation, such as the classical Turing models or mechanical-chemical models, and has been
studied by many authors in the context of model robustness [22]. Coexistence of distinct patterns
can also occur due to hysteresis effects, leading to the existence of different stable branches of quasi-
stationary solutions, see [23] for a brief comparison of close-to-equilibrium and far-from-equilibrium
patterns. Altogether, pattern selection is a complex phenomenon that must be carefully considered
during computational model identification.

To overcome the instability problem, the initial state in the model can be randomised. Accord-
ingly, fixed values of the model parameters correspond to a family of patterns rather than to a fixed
stationary solution. Standard approaches to compare pattern data directly with model outputs,
e.g., in the least squares sense, are meaningless. Therefore, many existing approaches for parameter
identification employ either known initial values or transient data [24} 25, 26]. Additional difficulties
arise from numerical approximation errors that may affect the transient behaviour and the final lim-
iting state. Consequently, a change in numerical resolution may lead to an entirely different pattern,
even with identical initial conditions. Furthermore, data are often available only in normalised form,
providing information about the pattern shape but not quantitative concentration levels.

These challenges have motivated a new approach to model calibration, based on a statistical
comparison of patterns on the basis of a stochastic cost function that quantifies the correlation
between point clouds, the so-called Correlation Integral Likelihood (CIL) [27]. The CIL approach
provides a likelihood that is normally distributed. Thus, many available optimisation algorithms
can be employed to compute the maximum likelihood estimate. Standard Bayesian techniques
are available to estimate the posterior distributions and thus to quantify the uncertainty due to
measurement noise and due to a limited amount of available data. In [27], the concept was applied
to three reaction-diffusion models exhibiting Turing patterns. However, the proposed approach
requires a lot of data to construct the likelihood. It is estimated that at least 50 data patterns,
each containing about five ‘wavelengths’, are necessary [27]. The prediction accuracy significantly



drops as the size of the data set is decreased. In the limiting case of 50 patterns, values ‘within’ and
‘outside’ the posterior distribution can be distinguished even by the naked eye.

Recently, also neural network approaches have been applied to Turing models using stationary
pattern data. In [28], convolutional neural networks are employed to learn the data-to-parameter
map for SIR-type rumour propagation models, using a sufficiently large training set and a suitable
neural network architecture. A comparison of the approach in [28] with the CIL approach in [27]
suggests that CIL requires significantly more data than neural networks. Additionally, a loss of
accuracy of the CIL method was observed in [28]. However, this latter observation depends on the
choice of data, the specific model and on its implementation. In [29], a range of machine learning
approaches were compared on an example of the Gierer-Meinhardt model. The identification process
was significantly improved by introducing an invariant pattern representation based on resistance
distance histograms, which made it possible to represent the spatial structure of patterns and to
compute distances between pattern data effectively. Once trained with a sufficiently large data
set, the methods in [28] 29] allowed to identify model parameters accurately from a single pattern.
However, the pattern data in [28] stems from a significantly larger domain containing patterns with
about 10-15 ‘wavelengths’, while the pattern data in [27] contains only about 4-5 ‘wavelengths’.

In the current work, the applicability of the CIL approach is significantly expanded. Addressing
the criticism raised in [28] 29], we test the method on a diverse set of pattern formation models.
First, we consider cases with very limited data sets, resembling practical applications. Then, we
propose modifications increasing the accuracy of the identification without resizing the data set. A
key innovation is the introduction of several distance measures. In addition to the L?-norm employed
in [27], we evaluate distances between patterns using L*-, H'- and W1 ®-norms. In general, any
number of additional ‘features’ could be added to this list, including problem-specific measures
not based on distances. The introduction of multiple norms results in a significant contraction
of the posterior distributions of the parameters, and thus a significant reduction in the residual
uncertainty. We conduct parameter identification using pattern data sets that are severely limited,
down to the case of a single pattern with less than 5 ‘wavelengths’. This is made possible by our
second key innovation: the combination of the CIL likelihood with the synthetic likelihood sampling
approach [30, B1]. The method is tested on different classes of pattern formation models, including
the Turing reaction-diffusion systems, mechano-chemical models, as well as reaction-diffusion-ODE
systems exhibiting far-from-equilibrium patterns.

For all considered equations, parallel GPU-based implementations of the numerical solvers with
improved time stepping schemes are introduced that significantly reduce the computational cost
compared to the implementation of CIL in [27] (and certainly to its implementation in [28]). A
batched parallel treatment of multiple model trajectories on GPUs allows for an efficient online
inference of model parameters for all models without costly pre-training. Finally, the approach is
also compared to the neural network approach and the benefits of each method are discussed.

The text is organised as follows. Main concepts of the CIL algorithm are recalled in Section
Section Blintroduces the multi-feature idea and the reformulation of the CIL approach as a synthetic
likelihood method to successfully tackle the limited data case. In Section M the different models
are presented, followed by numerical experiments in Section B The description of the spatial and
temporal discretisation schemes are relegated to Appendix [Bl The paper concludes with a discussion
of the results and a comparison to other recent approaches in the literature in Section [Gl



2 Parameter identification by pattern data

We consider the problem of model parameter identification by pattern data. Only the limiting,
stationary regime of the pattern formation process is assumed to be observed experimentally, without
any detailed knowledge of the transient behaviour or the initial data. The main difficulty is in
choosing a suitable cost function, which quantifies the goodness of fit of a model to the available data
for given parameter values. We solve this problem by a statistical approach, which allows defining a
stochastic cost function that makes it possible to measure a distance between experimental pattern
data and the model output. This technique was developed in [32] and [33] for classical, chaotic
dynamical systems and extended to reaction-diffusion systems in [27]. Once defined, the CIL cost
function can be minimised by available algorithms of stochastic optimisation, resulting in point
estimates for model parameters. One can continue with Bayesian methods to statistically quantify
the identification accuracy. These key stages of the approach are explained in detail below.

2.1 Correlation Integral Likelihood: A cost function for parameter identification

Let us consider an abstract pattern formation model depending on a vector of control parameters 6 €
RP. We assume that the output of the model are patterns s(@)e R%. These patterns naturally change
due to the variation of model parameters, but additionally change even for fixed model parameters
due to instabilities in the nonlinear pattern formation process, e.g., due to small variations in the
initial conditions. In what follows, we implicitly assume that the patterns being produced are
presented as finite-dimensional approximations of the limiting, function-valued stationary numerical
solution of a nonlinear differential equation model (see below).

Our goal is to construct an empirical statistical likelihood for the parameter 6 from a set of
patterns to be used for parameter identification. Various methods based on summary statistics have
been developed for ’intractable’ situations where explicit statistical likelihoods are not available
[30L 31, 34]. Here, we employ an approach based on generalisations of the Central Limit Theorem
(CLT). According to the CLT, averages of bounded observations can be approximated by Gaussian
distributions. Averaging, however, leads to a loss of information. Instead, the empirical distribution
of data can be used. The empirical cumulative distribution function (eCDF) of independent and
identically distributed (i.i.d.) scalar random values is computed by binning the data, giving eCDF
values 0 < p; < 1,4 =1,..., M. The probability of a random value to be below or above p; is then
Bernoulli distributed (with expected value p; and variance p;(1—p;)), and the average of such values
tends to a Gaussian distribution by the CLT. The resulting vector, which contains the eCDF values
at all bin values, tends to a multidimensional Gaussian distribution, with the dimension equal to
the number of bins. More generally, the basic form of Donsker’s theorem states that the eCDF of
i.i.d. scalar random variables asymptotically tends to a Gaussian process [35, [36]. In our setting
the data is not i.i.d., but the Gaussianity is established by theorems of the U-statistics [37) 38] that
allow weakly dependent observations.

Nevertheless, as the pattern data is high dimensional, a mapping to scalar values is needed
before creating the eCDF vectors. This mapping may again lead to a loss of information and has
to be selected with care. In [32] [39] 27|, the Correlation Integral Likelihood (CIL), a modification
of the correlation fractal dimension concept, was successfully used for this purpose. The general
idea of this procedure is recalled below, while in Section B.Il the approach is further extended and
refined to allow for several scalar-valued mappings in order to more extensively employ the pattern
characteristics of the original data. In Section 3.2 we will further advance the approach to allow for
parameter identification using the CIL also in the case of very small data sets.



Let Sdata = {8i: 1 =1,..., Nget} be a set of Nyt patterns in Rd, d € N, that are assumed to all
come from the same underlying pattern formation process, in particular from the same model with
fixed model parameter 8y € RP, p € N. For any two subsets s and § of sgat, containing N and N
patterns, respectively, and for a fixed radius’ R > 0, we define

O(R7 s, §7 ” :

N N
Si—g' < R), 2.1
NXJVZ]ZJ (Is: = 3]l < R 21)

where ||- | is a suitable norm. Now, to analyse the data set sqata Wwe first subdivide it into neps subsets,
denoted s*, k = 1,..., nens, each consisting of N samples of patterns, such that Nget = Nens X V.
Next, we choose Ry > 0 such that Hsf—séH < Ry, forall k,l=1,...,Nens, 1,j = ,IN, k # 1, and
define R, := g(Rp,m) with a function g that is strictly decreasing in the second argument describing
the decay rate of the radii. For a given integer M, the vector y*' € RM defined componentwise by

yhl = OB, %8 ), m = 1,2, M, (22)

then defines a realisation of the so- called correlation integral vector yg, the eCDF vector of the
distances of two sets of N patterns s* and s', both coming from the same model with identical
parameters 8y and evaluated at the bin values Rm

In the numerical experiments, the largest and smallest radii, Ry and Ry, are determined ac-
cording to the range of all the distances in (ZI)). Function g(Rp,m) is either the simple power law
relationship g(Rg,m) = Rob~™ with b > 1 such that Ry;/Rg = b=, or the linear relationship
g(Ro,m) = Rog — mh with h = (R() - RM)/M

To define the Correlation Integral Likelihood (CIL) of an arbitrary parameter 6 € RP, we first
numerically estimate the mean po € RM and covariance 3¢ € RM*M of the correlation integral
vector yg, using ( e"s) realisations defined in (2.2]) for all pairs of subsets of the Nget given patterns
with k # [. As stated above, under suitable conditions it has been shown rigorously that yg follows
a multivariate Gaussian distribution N (o, ¥p). The main assumption is that the data is only
weakly dependent, which may be difficult to verify theoretically. So in practice we test numerically
for Gaussianity of the ensemble of vectors defined in (2.2]) using the y2-test (or a scalar normality test
for each of the components of the vector). Note that the construction of the mean and covariance
in (Z4) can be performed off-line, without any further model runs, using the training data. It is
summarised in Algorithm [II However, when the amount of data is limited the amount of patterns
per subset is also severely limited, so that it is difficult to guarantee a sufficiently large number of
pairs for the stable estimation of gy and 3. This naturally increases the variability of yg, which in
turn affects the accuracy of the parameter identification.

Now, to quantify the ’distance’ between patterns in the training set sqat, and patterns produced
by the model with parameter 8 € RP, we define a generalised correlation integral vector y(0) as
follows: a set s(@) of N patterns s;(6), i = 1,..., N, is computed from N runs of the model with
parameter 6; this is then compared with a randomly selected subset s* of the original training data
to give

Ym(0) = C(Rp,s*,s(0),]-]), m=1,2,..., M. (2.3)

Alternative definitions of y(8) are possible, e.g., by averaging the distances of s(8) to all the subsets
s k = 1,...,nms. Under the assumption that the CIL of yo is Gaussian N(po, o), the cost
function for parameter estimation can now be defined as the negative log-likelihood function

£(6) = (y(8) — o) ' =5 (y(8) — o). (2.4)



Algorithm 1: Construction of the cost function in the basic CIL approach

Data : A set sgata Of discretised patterns sy, ..., sy, with unknown model parameter 6g
Result : Parameters pg and 3y for the CIL cost function f(6) in (24
begin

1. Divide Sqata INt0O Mepns Subsets s, k = 1,..., nepns, each consisting of N patterns

2. for k,l=1,... ,nens, k #1 do
* Compute the N2 distances |sf — ng between all patterns in s and s’ in norm | - |
* Compute a sample of the correlation integral vector y*! as defined in (Z2)

3. Using the samples y*! computed in Step 2, estimate mean gy and covariance matrix 3
of the correlation integral vector yg of the training data.

A more detailed description of the whole procedure can be found in [27].

To find the minimum of the stochastic cost function f(0) in (24 different methods of stochastic
optimisation can be employed. The previous work [27] used Differential Evolution (DE), a stochastic,
population-based algorithm [40]. The procedure starts from a randomly distributed population of
parameter vectors on a bounded set in parameter space. The population evolves iteratively by
following prescribed rules, and eventually converges to a local minimum of the objective function.

2.2 Uncertainty quantification

After obtaining the maximum a posteriori (MAP) point of the parameter distribution using the DE
algorithm, an ensemble of samples from the posterior distribution can be constructed by classical
Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) sampling [4I]. One can generate a ’chain’ of parameter values
0', 6%, ..., 6", whose empirical distribution approaches the posterior distribution. Starting from
the computed MAP point, we use DRAM [42], an adaptive Metropolis-Hastings algorithm [43] with
random walk proposals, where the covariance matrix of the proposal distribution is updated during
sampling. The proposal covariance can be initialised using the final population of the DE algorithm.
The generalised correlation integral vector y(0) is stochastic, as the initial conditions for the patterns
si(0),i=1,...,N, are random and also the subset s* that the patterns are compared against are
drawn at random. Thus, the MCMC method can be interpreted as a pseudomarginal sampler.

3 Modifications of the parameter identification approach

The CIL approach is based on the assumption that the number of training patterns Nge is suffi-
ciently large to produce reliable estimates for the parameters of the underlying Gaussian distribu-
tion. In many practical applications, the required amount of data might be prohibitively large. This
restriction can be weakened by using resampling methods, such as bootstrapping, suggested and
successfully employed in [27]. Bootstrapping worked in a stable way to estimate the parameters for
Nget = 50, even though the accuracy of the parameter identification decreased with the size of the
training set. Smaller data sets did not provide reliable estimates for the CIL parameters.

In the current paper, we suggest two innovations that allow further reducing the size of data sets.
The first modification significantly improves the accuracy of the parameter identification without
increasing the amount of training data. The second modification allows extending the method to
limited data sets, where the small number of available patterns prevents the usage of resampling
methods. These modifications are discussed in detail below.



3.1 Multi-feature Correlation Integral Likelihood

The accuracy of parameter identification achieved by the CIL approach decreases with the amount of
available data. Here, we establish a significant improvement of the accuracy of the method without
increasing the training set. The general idea is to use several mappings from pattern data to scalar
values in the CIL scheme (discussed in the previous section), thus highlighting different features in the
patterns and reducing the loss of information. In particular, we use different norms in the definition
of the generalised correlation integral vectors in (2:2)) and (23). Since these vectors are assumed
to follow Gaussian distributions, any number K of different features can be simply concatenated
into one larger generalised correlation integral vector yo € RMX | which still follows a multivariate
Gaussian distribution N(pg, Xg) on RMX. For general 6, the stochastic cost function f(8) in (2.4)
also remains unchanged. The additional computational overhead due to applying multiple scalar
mappings to the simulated patterns is negligible.

To leverage different data features, we use different distances of the spatial patterns. This is
motivated by applicability of different functional setting in nonlinear stability analysis of reaction-
diffusion equations [44]. Specifically, we use discrete equivalents of the following norms

1/2 1/2
@l = ([ W@Pie) G Ju@iee = (3, 41000005 ) G
fu(@)le = suplufa). 62 @l =~ mxDW@)e,  (55)
l@llwie = 3 ID@@)le 33) @lwis = 3 ID°@E)l,  (36)
lal<1 la]<1

to quantify the difference u(x) between two spatial patterns over all points & € Q for some Q = R!
or Q < R2. In case of the Sobolev norms in (3.3)-(3.6]), the derivatives are approximated by finite
differences in our numerical experiments. Other alternative norms or mappings are conceivable. For
example, it might be useful to compute distances between patterns on suitably chosen subdomains.

The procedure to compute the new Multi-feature Correlation Integral Likelihood (MCIL) is sum-
marised in Algorithm 2

Further improvement of the MCIL-based parameter estimates can be achieved with bootstrap-
ping, similar as in the case of the standard CIL approach in [27]. It applies especially to cases
with limited data. However, also for moderately-sized or large data sets (as considered in [2§],
where Nge; = 3000), bootstrapping significantly reduces the variability of the MCIL parameter esti-
mates. Hence, the new approach solves the problem of variability of the CIL criticised in [28]. For
completeness, the MCIL approach with bootstrapping is presented in Algorithm M in Appendix [Al

3.2 Synthetic Correlation Integral Likelihood

Next, we consider a situation with a limited training data set, such that the resampling techniques
are not sufficient, i.e., when the set Sgata = {8; : © = 1,..., Nget} produced with the unknown
parameter 6y is restricted to Nget = O(10) or even O(1) patterns. In that case, we propose a
different approach: To define a cost function f(@) for any given parameter value 8, we approximate
the CIL (or the MCIL) at € using a sufficiently large set {s;(@) : i = 1,..., Ngyn} of patterns,
computed from Ngy, model runs, and then compare it to the training data Sqata. This idea is a
special case of the synthetic likelihood method, introduced in [30] and further discussed in, e.g., [31].

In particular, in contrast to the standard CIL algorithm [I and to the multi-feature CIL algo-
rithm 2 here we subdivide the (synthetic) patterns s;(6), i = 1,..., Ngyn, at the parameter value 0



Algorithm 2: Construction of the cost function in the multi-feature CIL approach

Data : A set sgata Of discretised patterns sy, ..., sy, with unknown model parameter 6g
Input : Family of norms | - ||o, @ = 1,..., Ngist
Result : Parameters pp and X for the cost function f(0) in (24) in the case of the MCIL
begin
1. Divide Sqata iNtO Mens subsets ¥, k = 1,..., Nens, €ach consisting of N patterns
2. for k,l=1,... ,nens, k # L do
2.1 Initialise the correlation integral vector y*! for s and s' to be the empty vector
2.2 for a=1,..., Nyt do

* Using || - | compute the distances |s¥ — sé-Ha between all patterns in s* and s

* Using | - |a compute the part y&! of the correlation integral vector via (Z2)

* Concatenate the current vector y*! and ylgjl

3. Using the samples y*! computed in Step 2, estimate mean pg and covariance matrix X
of the (multi-feature) correlation integral vector yq of the training data

into subsets slg, k =1,...,nens, with N patterns each, such that Ny, = nens X N and N > Nge.

The subsets are then used to define realisations @lgl of a (synthetic) correlation integral vector at
0, similar to the one in (2:2)). However, we need to modify the definition slightly. In the synthetic
correlation integral likelihood (SCIL) we want to reliably estimate the 'distance’ of the data set Sgata
to the synthetic pattern data, even when its dimension Ny is very small (in the worst case just
Nget = 1). Thus, to match the likelihood construction and the evaluation of it with Sgata, €ach subset
slg, k=1,...,Nens, is further partitioned into two subsets sg’l and 32’2 with Nget and N:=N-— Neet
patterns, respectively. We define

Ty = C(Rpn ™ 822 ), m=1,2,..., M. (3.7)

Note that in contrast to ([Z2]) the two sets of patterns are of different dimensions, but since the
patterns are distinct even when k = I, all n2, combinations of %! and s"? are taken into account.
To reliably estimate the bin values of the eCDF of the ’distances’ of the patterns in s*! and s?
in (37), N needs to be chosen sufficiently large, i.e., such that Nget X N is sufficiently large. The
Gaussianity of the distribution of the vectors ﬂlg’l can be verified again numerically using x>-test.

The radii R,,, m = 1,..., M, are chosen adaptively by first determining the maximum (resp.
minimum) distances Ry (resp. Rjs) of any two patterns and then fitting the power law decay rate
b > 1 such that Ry;/Ry = b=M or the linear progression R,, = Rg —mh with h = (Ry — Ry7)/M.
Note, however, that since the range of distances does in general vary with @, the radii and thus also
the bin values for the eCDF of the correlation integral vectors will vary with 6.

Finally, we can estimate the mean pg and covariance matrix 3g of the (synthetic) correlation
integral vector g to obtain the objective function for the SCIL at 0:

£(0) = (§(6) — o) "S5 (§(6) — po), (3.8)
where
Um(0) = C(Rm,sdata,sk°’2, -1, m=12...,M, (3.9)

is the generalised correlation integral vector. Here, Sg.t. is the entire training data set at the
unknown parameter 6y and kg is a subset index chosen uniformly at random from {1,...,neps}-



Algorithm 3: Construction and evaluation of f(@) for SCIL at a single parameter value 8

Data : A set sqata Of discretised patterns sy, ..., sy, with unknown model parameter 6
Input : || ... a family of norms with o = 1,..., Ngist
Input : 0 ... the parameter value where the cost function should be evaluated
Input : Ngn ... the number of model-generated (synthetic) patterns at 6
Output: f(6) ... the value of the cost function at 6
begin

1. Simulate Ngy, patterns s;(0), i = 1,..., Ngyn, with parameter

2. Divide these patterns into 2 X ne,s subsets sg’l and 32’2, k=1,...,Nens, Wwith Nget

and N patterns, respectively
3. for k,l =1,...,ns do
3.1 Initialise the correlation integral vector ylg’l for slg’l and 322 to be the empty vector
3.2for a=1,..., Nyt do

* Compute the distances | sfy ! — ngj |o between all patterns in sy and s5% w. |- o
* Compute part of correlation integral vector ylg’la as defined in ([B.7) using || - ||

* Concatenate the current vector ylg’l and yS’fx

4. Using the samples ylg’l computed in Step 3, estimate mean g and covariance matrix g
of the (multi-feature) correlation integral vector yg of the synthetic data at 0

5. Randomly select a subset 31;’2 of N patterns from s;(0), i = 1,..., Ngyn

6. Using the computed estimates pg and Xg, the set 32’2 and y(0) as defined in (39),
evaluate f(0), the cost function at € from (B.8))

Multi-feature identification, as discussed in the previous section, can naturally be applied in
the current context as well. The complete procedure is summarised in Algorithm Bl In addition,
bootstrapping may be applied to lower the required amount of model simulations and thus to signif-
icantly decrease the cost without any loss of accuracy (see Algorithm [ in Appendix [A]). To obtain
stable estimates for the mean vector pg and covariance matrix 3g of the CIL (or MCIL) at each
evaluation of the cost function f(6), a significantly larger number of model runs are required than for
CIL or MCIL. More precisely, the overall cost of the synthetic likelihood approach requires O(nens)
times more model runs per evaluation of f(@) than the original CIL or the MCIL approach above.
However, this additional overhead is acceptable in the significantly more challenging, limited data
case, and due to our efficient parallel GPU implementation the total effort remains reasonable.

4 Test cases: Models for biological pattern formation

We consider three classes of models exhibiting diverse pattern formation mechanisms: classical
reaction-diffusion systems, one-dimensional mechano-chemical models, and reaction-diffusion-ODE
systems. All the reaction-diffusion systems are considered on the unit square Q = (0,1)?, while the
two other models are posed on the one-dimensional interval 2 = (0,1). All equations are defined in
non-dimensionalised form and subject to homogeneous Neumann (zero-flux) boundary conditions.



4.1 Reaction-diffusion systems

Classical Turing-type models of pattern formation are given in the form of two-component reaction-
diffusion systems,
v = 1 Av + f(v,w), wy = vAw + g(v,w), (4.1)

where v = v(x,t) and w = w(x,t) describe concentrations of signalling molecules, vy, vo > 0 are
diffusion coefficients, and the non-linear functions f(v,w) and g(v,w) represent local interactions.

As test cases, we choose three classical reaction-diffusion systems: the FitzHugh-Nagumo model
[45, [46], the Gierer-Meinhardt activator-inhibitor system [47] and the Brusselator model [48]. The
FitzHugh-Nagumo model provides a two-component reduction of the Hodgkin-Huxley nerve impulse
propagation model and is given by the following reaction terms:

f(U, w) = E(U) - Oé?]), g<U7 ’LU) = U+ pw— w37 (42)
where v(x,t) is the recovery variable, w(x,t) is the membrane potential, and p € R, @ > 0 and
€ > 0 are control parameters. The Gierer-Meinhardt system is a prototype short-range activation
and long-range inhibition model. The reaction terms read:

v? 9
flo,w) = —mv+—,  g(v,w) = —ppw + 07, (4.3)

where v(x,t) and w(x,t) denote activator and inhibitor concentrations and fi,, ft,y > 0 the rescaled
decay rates. The Brusselator is a theoretical model of autocatalytic chemical reactions, described
by the following kinetics:

fv,w) = A— (B + 1)v + v*w, g(v,w) = Bv — v*w, (4.4)

where A and B describe a constant reactant supply and a constant inverse reaction rate, respectively.
We focus on the model dynamics around a spatially homogeneous steady state that is losing
stability due to the diffusion-driven instability (DDI), where

f(vo,wo) = g(vo, wo) = 0.
It holds: (vg,wp) = (0,0) for model (@2, (vo,wp) = (Z—’“u”, ’;—%J) for system (@3) and (vo, wp) = (4, 5)
for equations (£4]). Each system is considered for parameter values satisfying DDI conditions, which
are computed from linearised stability analysis.
Thus, the initial conditions for the reaction-diffusion models in all the numerical simulations
below are chosen as small uniform random noise perturbations of the steady state (vg,wy), i.e.

v(x,0) = vy + U(0,9), w(zx,0) = wy + U(0,8), with § = 1072,

4.2 Mechano-chemical models

Mechano-chemical models may exhibit a spontaneous pattern formation that is governed by a posi-
tive feedback loop between the tissue curvature and a morphogen production. We restrict ourselves to
one-dimensional mechano-chemical models, which are simplified versions of more realistic equations
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studied in [12} 13]. A biological tissue is represented by a deforming incompressible one-dimensional
surface u(z,t), where z € (0,L) and t > 0. By x(u) we denote the local tissue curvature:

mp%( Us(@, ) >_ Ua(®:t) (4.5)

1+ ug(z,t)? (1 —l—ux(a;,t)?)%

Evolution of the tissue is described by a 4th order partial differential equation coupled to a system
of reaction-diffusion equations describing dynamics of biochemical morphogens ¢:

Tug(x,t) = —L[ ! ¢ (“x(“)_ﬁx(‘ﬁ))—<H<u)—m<¢))m2<u)+mu) (4.6)

\/1+ux(a:,t)2% 1+ ug(x,t)?
(di(z, 1)) = \/JW% ( icbi(z, t()g;)xt)2> + Fi(u, @), i=1,...,n, (4.7)

where R(¢) : R™ — R denotes the locally preferred curvature, L is the length of the spatial domain,
T is a relaxation parameter, D; are diffusion coefficients, F;(u, ¢) are non-linear reaction terms and A
is the Lagrange multiplier. The model is supplemented by the tissue incompressibility requirement,

1 1
S(u) = f\/ 14 ug(x,t)?de = f\/l + ugz(x,0)2dz = const, (4.8)
0 0

We focus on the model with n =1, i.e.,

¢ = ¢($,t), F(u7 ¢) = _a¢($vt) + f("{(u))v R(¢) = —ﬁ(ﬁ(ﬂj‘,t), (49)

where o > 0 is the morphogen degradation rate. The morphogen production rate depends on r(u)
A

and is given by f(k(u)) = WHKT(:()u) , where Ar(u) := max((ko — k(u)),0) is the deviation from

the initial curvature kg = k(u(z,0)) and n > 0 is the limit production rate. The system is closed
with homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions. As initial data, we choose

¢(2,0) =0, u(x,0) =1+U(0,6) with §=10"2

4.3 Reaction-diffusion-ODE models

The third class of the pattern formation models considered in this paper is given by systems of
reaction-diffusion equations coupled to space-dependent ordinary differential equation. While such
models may exhibit DDI, it turns out that all branching stationary solutions (Turing patterns) are
unstable [49, 50] and far-from-equilibrium patterns may emerge [9, [II]. We consider an example
model consisting of two equations

u? 02 u?

Ut = —U —UW+m———= , wy = w— maw —uw + mey——5 , 4.10
¢ "1+ ku? ¢ 3 1+ ku? (4.10)

b ox?
with zero-flux boundary conditions for w. Here, u = u(z,t) and w = w(x,t) denote concentrations
of the non-diffusive and the diffusive components, respectively, D > 0 is the diffusion coefficient, and
mi,ma,m3 > 0 and k > 0 are reaction parameters. The initial data for the non-diffusive component
u(zx,t) are created by smoothing uniform random noise using a repetitive application of a moving
averaging, while the diffusive component w(x,t) is started from zero.
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Parameter name FHN GM BZ MC RD
Time integration interval [0,100] [0,100] [0,100] [0,100] [0,50]
Spatial resolution 64 x 64 nodes | 64 x 64 nodes | 64 x 64 nodes | 64 nodes | 64 nodes
Nget (training set size) 50 50 50 200 200
M (CIL vector dimension) 13 13 13 13 13
Radii decay law power law power law power law linear linear
0 (control parameters) (i, €) (L, thaw) (A, B) (D, ) (mq1,m2)
6o ("true” parameter values) (1,10) (0.5,1) (4.5,6.96) (0.75,1) | (1.44,4.1)
vy =0.05 v1 = 0.00025 v = 0.0016 8 =10 D=1
vy = 0.00028 vo = 0.01 vy = 0.0132 0=10 mg = 4.1
a=1 L=10 k=0.01
T =200

Table 1: Parameter values used in the numerical experiments. The abbreviations FHN, GM, BZ,
MC, and RD denote respectively the FitzHugh-Nagumo model, the Gierer-Meinhardt system, the
Brusselator system, the mechanochemical model and the reaction-diffusion-ODE model.

5 Numerical experiments

To illustrate the effect of the proposed modifications on the accuracy of the CIL approach, we
conduct numerical experiments, which are described now.

All experiments are run for two types of pattern data. In the first case, we assume that actual
concentration values of the patterns s(6) are known, thus we assume that the direct model output
is available for observation. In the second case, we consider scaled pattern data, where the absolute
values of the concentrations are removed from the patterns by a min-max normalisation:

min

(@) = 5(8) = (51 (@), Enle), Ei(w) = D ST

max min ’
Si T T8

5(0) = (s1(x),...

where 5" and s!"* are minimum and maximum values of the corresponding functions on the

respective spatial domain 2. This situation can be considered to be representative of experimental
patterns being given by greyscale pictures only. As a result of such a transformation, naturally some
information is lost and the accuracy of the parameter identification is reduced. Nevertheless, we
consider this case to be of great practical importance in situations where actual concentration values
cannot be measured and only the shapes of the final patterns are known.

In this section, when referring to a pattern s(0), we always mean the finite-dimensional vector of
(spatial) grid values, obtained as the limiting stationary numerical solution of the properly discretised
nonlinear pattern formation model. The spatial discretisations of the models and the time integration
schemes are discussed in detail in Appendix [Bl The time integration interval, the spatial resolution
and all other relevant parameters for the numerical experiments are given in Table [II

As stated above, initial conditions for the reaction-diffusion models and for the mechano-chemical
models are small uniform perturbations of a spatially homogeneous steady state. We verified numer-
ically that the distribution and the size of the random perturbations have no impact on the pattern
formation process, at least for small values of §, which are reasonable for de novo pattern formation.
To this end, we fixed model parameters and used different combinations of Gaussian and uniform
random noise. Moreover, we used several variants of Matérn fields [51l 52] as they produce initial
conditions varying from stochastic noise to smooth spatially inhomogeneous perturbations. Again,
no impact was observed. In contrast, the choice of initial data does have a pronounced effect for the
reaction-diffusion-ODE model and hence becomes a part of the parameter identification process.
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64([_explicit Euler] 64 1 [~ explicit Euler 48; -TR-BDF2 method 7= ROCK2
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Figure 1: Execution times of the GPU-based implementations of the numerical solvers with respect
to the number ngjy, of parallel simulations (logarithmic scales). The experiment was performed on
a single Nvidia GTX 980 graphics card.

In the following experiments, we first demonstrate the increase in accuracy achieved by em-
ploying the multi-feature CIL (MCIL) approach for sufficiently large data sets, before studying the
performance of the synthetic likelihood idea (SCIL) in the limited data case. To optimise computa-
tional times, in both cases the bootstrapping procedure is used (Algorithms @ and Blin Appendix [Al).
Throughout the experiments, we use 25 (resp. 100) model runs for each evaluation of the cost function
£(8) for the reaction-diffusion models (resp. for the mechano-chemical and reaction-diffusion-ODE
models) in the case of Algorithm [ and 1000 model runs in the case of Algorithm [5l To make this
amount of model runs feasible during parameter identification or posterior sampling, it is absolutely
crucial to optimise the performance of the numerical solver for the forward problems.

5.1 Multi-GPU implementation and numerical efficiency

A key ingredient for the success of the CIL, and in particular the SCIL approach, is the efficient par-
allel implementation of the numerical solvers on modern Graphical Processing Units (GPUs), using
the Nvidia CUDA (Compute Unified Device Architecture) computing platform to execute compu-
tations on massively parallel Nvidia GPU devices. However, an optimal choice and implementation
of the numerical schemes has also been essential.

As we are dealing with non-linear problems, the number of operations per time step can differ
significantly. Due to the internal structure of GPU hardware, it is very inefficient to run single
simulations independently. Instead, computationally expensive vector operations are synchronised
between trajectories and executed by the GPU device in a batched manner, such as right hand side
evaluations or linear system solves. For batched execution, it is also crucial (or at least advantageous
in practice) to use uniform spatial grids. Non-expensive scalar operations are executed on the host
(CPU). All solvers have a built-in feature to scale also to multiple GPU devices if available.

For reaction-diffusion systems, a major efficiency gain over the results in [27] has been achieved
by using the numerically stable, second-order, explicit time-stepping approach ROCK2 [53] instead
of the explicit Euler scheme (for details see Section [B.2.]). It is ideally suited for efficient batch
computations on GPU platforms. The method allows for large time steps, which results in a much
smaller number of right-hand side evaluations, yet it does not require any linear solves like implicit
time stepping methods and thus scales significantly better on GPU platforms (see the comparison
in Section [B:22T]). We integrate reaction-diffusion models and the reaction-diffusion-ODE system on
the intervals [0,100] and [0, 50], respectively. For the considered range of parameter domain, this is
sufficient to reach convergence to the steady-state pattern.

For the mechano-chemical system, which involves a fourth-order, nonlinear PDE, implicit time-
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stepping is essential to avoid severe time step restrictions. We use an adaptive, second-order Runge-
Kutta method that combines a trapezoidal and BDF2 substep [54] (for details, see Section [B.2.2)).
The resulting nonlinear systems at each time step are solved via Newton iteration and CUBLAS
[55], where 3-5 iterates are in general sufficient to reach the desired accuracy. The mechano-chemical
system is integrated in time on the interval [0,100]. Due to the adaptiveness of the time-stepping
method, larger time steps can be used as the system approaches the stationary state. The time
stepping is terminated earlier if the L®-norm of the time derivative is less than 10~® at some point.

Fig. M illustrates the computational performance of the GPU-based numerical solvers, developed
for this work. We measured computational times on a single Nvidia GTX 980 graphics card with 16
streaming multiprocessors (SM) and 2048 CUDA cores. The implementation of explicit Euler scheme
executes simulations in blocks, each consisting of 1024 threads. A single block processes one single
simulation, thus each thread processes four pixels in a spatial grid. The whole model integration
process is done inside one kernel call. This makes it possible to use the shared memory of the device
(a very limited amount of extremely fast block-level cache memory) to store intermediate results,
but it does result in a high register usage. Thus, a single SM can run only one block instead of
two. FExecution time of the code does not change until all 16 SM are occupied, and then grows
proportionally to the number of parallel simulations. Due to the high performance of the shared
memory, this approach is very efficient for small numbers of parallel simulations.

The parallel implementation of the ROCK2 method uses a different strategy and executes vector
operations by using separate lightweight kernels, which store the intermediate data in global memory
of the device and consume fewer registers. This allows us to execute more blocks per SM and to
achieve better occupation of the hardware. Additionally, this implementation is not limited by the
requirement to fit the state vector of the system into the shared memory of the device, which is
limited by 48 kilobytes in the case of Nvidia GTX 980. However, the synchronization of vector
operations between trajectories requires additional data transfer between host and device, which
results in a significant overhead when the number ngy, of simulations is small, but becomes much
less significant when ngy grows. This trade-off is made possible by the dramatic reduction of
right hand side evaluations achieved by ROCK2 due to its improved stability properties. As a
consequence, ROCK2 scales much better with respect to the number of simulations, at least for
Neim < 256 simulations; the execution time grows sublinearly with O(niﬁ)

Performance of the implicit TR-BDF2 method is governed by scaling properties of functions
from CUBLAS library, which dominates the overall cost. The scaling seems to be sublinear in the
number of simulations up to 4096 simulations, growing roughly as O(nil/ri) for ngim < 256. The
code is available at https://github.com/AlexeyKazarnikov/CILNumericalCodel The GPU-based
code has been developed with CUDA 11.0 and compiled with Microsoft Visual C++ 2019 under
Microsoft Windows and GCC 9.3.0 under Ubuntu Linux.

5.2 Multi-feature identification for large data sets

To illustrate the impact of the multi-feature modification on the accuracy of the parameter esti-
mation, we employ first the original CIL algorithm [27] in Algorithm [I but using different norms
to quantify the distances. We consider each model for a fixed control parameter vector 8y, and
generate a training set of Ny data patterns. For the reaction-diffusion systems (£2), ({3, and
(£4), we consider the least accurate case studied in [27] with Ng = 50. Due to a much richer
pattern variability for fixed parameter values, we employ a larger dataset of size Ngt = 200 for
the mechanochemical model (£9) and for the reaction-diffusion-ODE model (@.I0]). Recall that all
relevant parameters for the numerical experiments are given in Table [I1
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Figure 2: Posterior distributions of the parameters obtained by applying the single-feature and multi-
feature CIL approach to the same training set of Nyt patterns (using Nget = 50 and Nget = 200 for
the reaction-diffusion equations and for the other two examples, respectively).

Using the generated patterns as input data, we start by first computing the original CIL using
Algorithm @ (with bootstrapping) for each of the norms in ([BI])-(3:0) separately. In all cases, we
use resampling, as the amount of data is not sufficient for the basic Algorithm Then, using
all norms together in Algorithm ] we compute one multi-feature vector that contains the combined
information and estimate the MCIL. For scaled data, only the three Lo-based norms (B.10), (33), (3:4)
are used, since min-max normalisation removes the information about absolute values required for the
maximum-based norms (B.2), (B5), (B6). In addition, for far-from-equilibrium patterns, produced
by the reaction-diffusion-ODE model ([£I0), gradient-based norms are computed with respect to the
diffusive component w(x,t) only, as the non-diffusive component u(z,t) is non-differentiable.

For each model and for each of the considered settings considered, we employ an adaptive
Metropolis-Hastings algorithm [32] to sample a chain of 12000 parameter values from the poste-
rior distribution to determine parameter estimates and to visualise and quantify the remaining
uncertainty. The results of this experiment are summarised in Fig. below. Fig. 2 shows the
posterior distributions for individual distances together with the regions obtained with the MCIL
approach, for all models. It can be concluded that different norms "highlight” different regions in
parameter space, while the posterior distribution for multi-feature CIL vector (denoted by yellow
colour) corresponds well to the region of intersection. Fig. Bl illustrate the improvement of accu-
racy for non-scaled and scaled data respectively, showing the multi-feature posteriors together with
the Lo-based posterior and patterns obtained for four verification values in parameter space. It can
be seen clearly from those figures that applying a multi-feature approach significantly increases the
accuracy of the identification for the same, fixed data set.

Quantification of distances between patterns depends on a chosen norm. While mapping from
high-dimensional pattern data to scalar numbers results in a loss of information, different norms
emphasise different features of the data. Therefore, taking into account a set of norms we obtain
the ’intersection’ of the respective posterior regions, see Fig. 2H4l For some models and some norms,
the posteriors coincide or are very similar, but for others the difference can be significant. As stated
above, the overhead of computing multiple norms and of dealing with larger generalised correlation
integral vectors is inexpensive compared to carrying out the model simulations. Thus, it always pays
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Figure 3: Top: Comparison of the posterior for the single-feature CIL approach based on the Lo norm
(blue) and for the multi-feature CIL approach (yellow) for non-scaled pattern data (Nse as specified
in Tab. [[l). Bottom: Visual inspection of the identification accuracy at a number of verification
values of the control parameters, chosen within and outside the estimated posterior regions.

off to consider all admissible norms.

For the reaction-diffusion models and a data set of size Nyt = 50, multi-feature identification
achieves a much more accurate detection of changes in model parameters than the performance
previously achieved with the Lo-based CIL approach in [27], which had been comparable to the
performance of the 'naked eye’. Similar observations hold for the mechano-chemical model with one
diffusing morphogen and a data set of size Ngt = 200 in the case of non-scaled data. The CIL
approach with one norm works reasonably well, and the MCIL modification significantly improves
the accuracy. However, considering min-max scaled data, the resulting posteriors with a single
norm are significantly wider. This may be explained by the fact that the tissue and morphogen
patterns have identical profiles. Thus, scaling removes the information about absolute values of each
component and their ratio (see the respective pictures in Fig. B, forcing the algorithm to work
with highly changeable one-dimensional pattern curves. In this case, the derivative-based Sobolev
norms ([B.4]) and (B33]) are very helpful in the detection of small changes in curve variability, thus
significantly reducing the width of the posterior distribution for the MCIL, see Fig. 2l

5.3 Synthetic likelihood for limited data

We examine the performance of the synthetic likelihood idea. First, we consider the same training set
of Nge; patterns as used above, and define the cost function f(@), by using Algorithm Bl with norms
(BI)-(@B4). Here we again use resampling to avoid large computational times. For each evaluation
of the cost function f(0), we simulate a set of Ngy,, = 1000 patterns and compute distances between
them by using different norms. Next, by using bootstrapping, we sub-sample a set of ngr, = 1000

16



FitzZHugh-Nagumo model Gierer-Meinhardt system Brusselator system Mechano-chemical model Reaction-diffusion-ODE
40- o m] & . 85 ) 12 12
® (B
® (©)
(D)

o
S

4 42 44 45 48 5 0

2o R s A

o e St N

- W) B2 S 5 b A THTRITY
N A Zz8 | \\\_ MM

=u(x,t)=o(x,t) =u(x,t)=w(x,t)

Figure 4: Top: Comparison of the posterior for the single-feature CIL approach based on the Lo norm
(blue) and for the multi-feature CIL approach (yellow) for scaled pattern data (Nge as specified in
Tab.[1). Bottom: Visual inspection of the identification accuracy at a number of verification values
of the control parameters, chosen within and outside the estimated posterior regions.

correlation integral vectors at @ to obtain reliable estimates for the mean vector pg and for the
covariance matrix g of the multi-feature SCIL. Finally, we compute the output of the cost function
as shown in Algorithm [l

To study the performance of this cost function, we use an adaptive Metropolis-Hastings algorithm
to sample a chain of 12000 parameter values for each of the models. The results are shown in Fig.
The synthetic likelihood-based cost function clearly seems to further increase the accuracy of the
multi-feature identification results without any resizing of the data set. Moreover, due to the fact
that the SCIL is generated now on the fly by model-generated data independently of the size of the
training data set, the applicability of the approach and the quality of the identification process is
much less affected by the amount of patterns Nge. For each model under study, we also examined the
behaviour of the method for smaller training sets of size, e.g., Nget/2 and Nget /4. The performance of
the method was satisfactory in all these cases: posterior distributions were naturally getting larger
when decreasing the number of patterns, but at the same time they remained clearly bounded.

Finally, let us discuss the situation for the most limited case of information, consisting of only
one min-max scaled pattern with about 5 'wavelengths’ as data. Here, we restrict ourselves to the
reaction-diffusion models. Naturally, the amount of information encoded in the picture plays a crucial
role. The spatial extent of the pattern must be reasonably large to encapsulate the typical pattern
variability. For the Gierer-Meinhardt and Brusselator models we use the same settings as earlier (see
Fig.[6] top), which are also comparable to those in the article [29], while each individual pattern in [2§]
contains significantly more 'wavelengths’ and thus more information per pattern. The patterns in the
FitzHugh-Nagumo model are more rich, and we must ensure that the single data pattern contains
all typical features. We achieve this by slightly changing the diffusion coefficients, multiplying both
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Figure 5: Posterior distributions of the parameters obtained by applying the multi-feature CIL and
the synthetic (multi-feature) CIL approach to the same training set of N patterns (with Nget as
specified in Tab. [I]).

by 0.35, in order to change the relative spatial scale of the patterns. Otherwise, we use exactly the
same settings as before. The results are given in Fig.[6l Again, the posterior distributions appear to
remain bounded; the variance is reasonable and the patterns at the verification values of the control
parameters seem to correctly represent the features of the pattern data when overlapped by the
posterior, while visually differing outside the empirical distribution. The performance appears to be
roughly comparable with that of the naked eye in this case.

6 Discussion

In this paper, we have considered the problem of parameter identification by pattern data. We have
introduced modifications to the Correlation Integral Likelihood approach, which allow significantly
increasing the accuracy of parameter identification with the same amount of training data and extend
the applicability of the method to the situation when the size of the training dataset is severely
limited. The approach was tested with three classes of pattern formation models: reaction-diffusion
systems exhibiting the formation of Turing patterns, mechano-chemical models producing stationary
biomechanical patterns and reaction-diffusion-ODE systems leading to far-from equilibrium patterns
with jump-discontinuity. The performance of the method was highly satisfactory for all considered
cases. In addition, we have included experiments with min-max normalised data, which corresponds
to the situation when only greyscale images of the patterns are available. For all models under study,
we have provided GPU-based parallel implementations of the respective numerical algorithms.

As shown in [27], the CIL method does not depend on the accuracy of the initial choice of
the unknown parameter values. The algorithm also converges when starting with initial parameter
values that are distant from the real ones. Thus, the CIL approach provides a robust technique
for parameter identification by pattern data, even for severely limited data sets. In the numerical
experiments, conducted in this work, we used known values of control parameters as starting points
for MCMC sampling. However, while examining the performance of the proposed synthetic likelihood
idea, we additionally verified the convergence of the method by applying the differential evolution
algorithm with the same initial choices of the parameters as considered in [27].
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Figure 6: Posterior distributions of the parameters for the reaction-diffusion models, obtained by
applying the synthetic (multi-feature) CIL with a single min-max scaled pattern.

Obtaining point estimates of model parameters with the CIL approach requires a moderate
number of model evaluations. In our test cases with two control parameters, the DE algorithm
usually converges to the local minimum after 50 iterations with 20 candidates in a population.
This results in 1000 x Ny and 1000 x Ny, model evaluations for the MCIL and SCIL cases,
respectively. In creating the parameter posteriors by MCMC methods, the amount of required model
evaluations may be higher, around Nepqin X Nget and Nepgin X Ny, where generally Nepq, = 12000.
However, random-walk-based MCMC are conceivable by using suitable techniques, such as multi-
level MCMC methods [56] or local approximation methods for the posterior [33] 57]. It results in a
further improvement of the method. In our examples, we have employed only parameter vectors of
dimension two, but the approach scales with respect to the parameter dimension in the same way
as optimisation and the MCMC sampling typically do.

The accuracy of parameter identification achieved by the CIL approach can be improved by
introducing additional mappings from pattern data to scalar values in the CIL scheme. In this work,
we defined these mappings as different Lebesgue and Sobolev norms, but additional norms, such
as total variation norm or bounded Lipschitz distance may be helpful, depending on the model.
Additionally, different pattern representations, such as resistance distance histograms, introduced in
[29], can be used as features. We leave this topic for further investigation.
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The alternative approach to identify model parameters from pattern data using artificial neural
networks, discussed in [28] 29], may be more expensive to train, but the evaluation of the trained
model is very fast. Moreover, once trained, the model may be applied to different sets of pattern
data, provided that the unknown parameter values (or nearby values) were shown to the neural
network during training. The accuracy of the approach can be further improved by increasing the
amount of training data or by adjusting the architecture of the network. However, for parameter
values that are out-of-distribution and have not been used during training, the performance can be
very poor and unpredictable. Typically, a re-training of the model in the new parameter region is
required, which results in additional computational cost. Moreover, the required amount of training
data rapidly grows with the number of control parameters [28], which might become prohibitively
large for practical applications. Finally, reliable uncertainty quantification is not available.

The two approaches could be combined to increase the efficiency of parameter identification.
First, the CIL approach can be used to identify the parameter values that are sufficiently accurate
and localise the region of interest in the parameter space by constructing a posterior distribution.
The information on the sets of parameters and the respective patterns, which was gained during the
estimation, can be further used to create an optimal training set for a suitable neural network model.
Once constructed, the trained network can be used to obtain fast estimates of model parameters by
pattern data. We leave this topic for further studies.

Another important aspect of model selection is related to the choice of initial conditions. In this
work, the focus lay on models for de novo pattern formation and hence the initial data were assumed
to be small perturbations of spatially homogeneous steady states. However, in many applications
it is necessary to deal with tightly constrained initial conditions in order to obtain specific types of
patterns, with a prescribed number of ’elements’ or 'features’ in specific locations. It can be shown
numerically that in all considered pattern formation models, strong, localised perturbations may
lead to pre-selection of a particular family of patterns, e.g. formation of patterns organised around
a pre-selected spot. Identifying such patterns, which are not de novo, requires including the choice
of the initial condition in the modelling process, e.g., by accounting for the experimental conditions
generating the observed patterns, which is also possible in our framework. Nevertheless, as solving
this problem is an application-dependent topic, we leave it for future work.
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Supplementary Materials

A Additional algorithms: MCIL and SCIL with bootstrapping

In Algorithm M a bootstrapping resampling procedure to improve the parameter estimates for the
multi-feature CIL approach in the limited data case is described. Similarly, Algorithm [l provides
details of bootstrapping for the synthetic CIL approach.

Algorithm 4: Using bootstrapping to compute the cost function f(8) in the MCIL approach

Data : A set sgata Of discretised patterns sy, ..., sy, with unknown model parameter 6
Input : Family of norms | - ||a, @ = 1,..., Ngist

Input :ncmi, ... Number of generalised correlation integral vectors to estimate MCIL
Result : Parameters pp and X for the cost function f(0) in (24) in the case of the MCIL
begin

1. Divide Sqat, into two subsets 31 and 32, each containing Ng.t/2 patterns

2. for k=1,...,ncm, do

2.1 Construct two sets s' and s% by randomly selecting with replacement Nyt /2

patterns from the sets ' and 52 respectively

2.2 Initialise the kth correlation integral vector y* to be the empty vector

23 for a=1,..., Nyt do
* Using | - | compute the distances |s} — S?Ha between all patterns in s and s?
* Using | - |o compute the part y* of the gen. correlation integral vector via (2.2
* Concatenate the current vector y* and y*

3. Using the samples y* computed in Step 2, estimate mean gy and covariance matrix
3 of the (multi-feature) generalised correlation integral vector yg of the training data

B Numerical discretisation of the studied models

B.1 Spatial discretisation using the Method of Lines

To discretise the PDE models in space, we apply the Method of Lines (MoL) and finite difference
approximations. Let us discuss the discretisation process for each system separately.

B.1.1 Reaction-diffusion systems

The square domain € is discretised using a uniform grid with fixed step size h = 1/(Mgim — 1),
Mgim € N leading to a finite set of grid points:

{wivj = ((Z - 1)h7 (j - 1)h)7 Za] = 17 s 7Mdim}'

To reduce the reaction-diffusion system (&I to a finite set of 2M2  ordinary differential equa-
tions (ODEs), we define for each grid point the time-dependent functions

vij(t) = v ,t), wi;(t) =w(®Tijt), 4,7 =1,..., Mgm,
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Algorithm 5: Using bootstrapping to evaluate f(€) for SCIL at a single parameter value

Data : A set sqata Of discretised patterns sy, ..., sy, with unknown model parameter 6
Input : | -|o ... afamily of norms with o = 1,..., Ngst
Input : 0 ... the parameter value where the cost function should be evaluated
Input : Ngn ... the number of model-generated (synthetic) patterns at 6
Input :ncmi, ... Number of generalised correlation integral vectors to estimate MCIL
Output: f(6) ... the value of the cost function at 6
begin

1. Simulate Ngyn patterns Sgyn := {8;(0) : i = 1,..., Ngyn}, with parameter

2. for k=1,...,ncm, do

2.1 Construct s' by randomly selecting with replacement Ny patterns from Ssyn
2.2 Construct s? by randomly selecting with replacement N = Ngyn — Nget patterns
from the remaining patterns in sgyn
2.3 Initialise the correlation integral vector ylg to be the empty vector
2.4 for a =1,..., Nyt do
* Compute the distances [s} — S?Ha between all patterns in s' and s? with || - |
* Compute part of correlation integral vector yg ., as defined in ([B7) using | - |«

* Concatenate the current vector ylg and ylg o

3. Using the samples ylg computed in Step 2, estimate mean pg and covariance matrix
Y of the (multi-feature) correlation integral vector yg of the synthetic data at 0

4. Randomly select a subset sf) of N patterns from sgyy,

5. Using the computed estimates pg and g and g(6) as defined in ([B9) (with s3

instead of 32’2), compute the value f(8) of the cost function at € from (B.8)

and discretise the Laplace operator by the five-point stencil [58] [59]

Ay ~ il + 15+ ’0232'+1 + Vi1 — vy V20,
Substituting the approximations leads to the system:
§ivig () = Vi) + foig(t),wi;(t),
%wi,j(t) = wViwi )+ g(vij(t),w;; (1), i,§=1,2,..., Mgim. (B.1)

The Neumann boundary conditions are taken into account by using a one-sided first-order difference
scheme [58], which leads to the following conditions for the 'ghost’ values @ j, N1, Ti0, TiN+1:

v0,5(t) = v1,5(t), VMysmt1,5(t) = Vg5 (t),
wo,;(t) = w1;(t), Wy, +1,5(t) = Wag,,..i(t),
vi0(t) = vi1(t), vinmg,,+1(t) = vi g, (1),
wio(t) = wi1(t), Wiy, +1(t) = Wiy, (1)

B.1.2 Mechano-chemical models

Before discretising the non-linear mechanochemical models with the MoL, it is necessary to obtain
analytical expressions for spatial derivatives in the respective equations. In (@7), the diffusion
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operator for the morphogen ¢(z,t) can be written in the form:

d ( ¢ (2,1) ) @) Y@ ()

dx 1+ u/(x,t)? 1+ u/(z,t)? 1+ u'(x, t)2)%

The respective term in the equation for tissue movement (4.6]) can be expanded as:
(K -R@) ) _ KR ()~ K(6) o, 1) 52)
d V1t (z,t)? 1+ (z,1)? (l—i-u’(a:,t)?)% ' .

Equation (B.2) contains the spatial derivatives x'(u) and x”(u) of the tissue curvature (&H). These
terms can be written as:

o () = u” (z,t) _3 o (z, t)u" (2, )2 (B.3)
1+ (z, )22 (1+u/(z,1)2)3
u( v) T (. D" (. D" (z
) - ) 0 )
(14w (x,t)?)2 (14 u'(x,t)2)2
u”(:l?,t)g + 2u’(m,t)u/ ( ) ///( ) /( )2 //( t):" (B.4)
(1+u/(x,t)2) (1+u(a; t)2)2

Next, the one-dimensional interval = (0, L) is discretised using a uniform grid with fixed step
size h = L/(Mgim — 1), Mqim € N, leading again to a finite set of grid points:

{l‘j = (] — 1)h j = 17---7Mdim}-
We define time-dependent functions
uj(t) :u(xjvt)a ¢j(t) :¢($j7t)7 Jj=1,..., Mgim.

and approximate the spatial derivatives again by finite differences, in particular using the forward
difference scheme to approximate the first derivatives of a function f(z), i.e.,

Fag) ~ Dal)(ey) = LI,

and central difference schemes for higher order derivatives, i.e.,

f@jv1) — 2f () + flzj—1)

f(x5) ~ Di[f](x;) =

h? ’
F(w5) ~ DF](;) = fzj42) = 2f(f€j+1)2;;32f($j—1) — f@i2)
F(@j2) — 4f (@j41) +6f(2)) — 4f(2j-1) + flzj-2)

£ (2;) ~ DA[f](x)) = o

This allows to derive finite difference approximations for the curvature terms in (&3)), (B.3)), (B.4),
which we will not explicitly write down:

w(u(zj,t) =~ "ih'(uj—l(t)a u;(t), ujv1(t)),
W (g, )~ (na(t), w5 (0 w5 (8), 4540 (0) w2(0),
R (u(zy, )~ m D (wgoat), w1 (8), wi (), wjen (8), ugaa(1)),
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as well as for the derivatives of the locally preferred curvature, i.e.,

R (0(1), 041 (1) = —BDu[)(z5), Ry (Bj-1(t), 65 (1), dj1 (1) = —BD}[S)(x;)-

In these expressions, Neumann boundary conditions are taken into account, giving the following
expressions for the 'ghost’ nodes:

up(t) = ui(t); un+1(t) = un(t),
u_l(t) = U3(t) — 2U2(t) + 2u1(t); uN+2( ) = QUN( ) — 2upn_ 1( ) + UN_Q(t),
Po(t) = 1(t); dN+1(t) = dN ().

Thus, one arrives at the following finite difference approximation for the mechano-chemical model
with one diffusing morphogen, for j = 1,..., Mgjm:

de;(t) _ ( Dilolz;)  _ Duld)(w;) Dalu) () Dyl (s )> — ag;(t) + f(kn)
)E

dt 1+ Dy[u](z;)? (1 + Dy [u](z;)?
3 3 G) (i
auy [ A0 @ (s &) D M(W[Kﬂ_ B
At L[l-l—Dh[U] xj)? (1 + Dp[u](z;)?)2 (1 = Fn) sy + A |

Finally, the global arc length integral can be approximated by the trapezoidal rule to give

Mgim—
S(u) ~ <\/1+Dh u](z1)?) + 2 Z \/1+Dh [u](z;)2) +\/1+Dh ](delm)>. (B.6)

B.2 Time integration of the equations under study

To finally map the problems onto a GPU, we also need to discretise the ODE models in Section 9.1
with respect to time. This procedure is discussed below.

B.2.1 Reaction-diffusion systems

To simulate the discretised reaction-diffusion systems (B.I]) we use the ROCK2 numerical method,
which was introduced in [53]. It is an explicit, second-order stabilised Runge-Kutta method that
possesses a large stability domain along the negative real axis, obtained by approximating the opti-
mal stability polynomials of second order by suitable orthogonal polynomials, and by exploiting the
inherent three-term recurrence relations. It is thus especially efficient for finite-difference approxi-
mations of parabolic PDEs obtained by the MoL [60].

Let us denote the state vector of system (B.I]) by w € R™ and the right-hand side of this system
by F(w) : R™ — R™, where m = 2M3, ., such that

daw(t) = F(w(t)), t>0, and w(0) = wy.

Denote the approximation of w(t,) at time step t,, n = 1, by w,. Then, the approximation w1
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at the next time step is obtained as follows:

go = Wy,
g1 = wn + hya i F(go),
g; = hnﬂjF(g]—l) - ngj—l - K:j'gj—27 ,] = 27 sy ST 27 (B7)

gs—1 =9gs—2+ hnO'SF(gsf2)7
g: =gs—1+ hnUSF<gs—1)7

s

o1 = g5 — hno* (1= 7)) (F(gsm) = Flgs-2).

Here, h,, is the current time step size. The stages j = 0,1,...,s — 2 are computed using the three-
term recurrence relation in (B.), while the final two stages j = s — 1, s are determined by a suitable
two-stage finishing procedure. The number of stages s is determined from the relation:

hap(DF(w,)) < (0.95)?,

where p(-) denotes the spectral radius of a matrix and DF(w,,) is the Jacobian of F at w,. In
numerical simulations, we approximate this spectral radius by employing Gershgorin’s Circle Theo-
rem [6I]. For more details, see [53].

The error after each time step is computed by

IS [wp i1 — g2,
errpyl = { — Z 7
m k=1 Gtol 7+ Ttol ma‘x<|wn,k|7 ‘wn+1,k|)

where ag,; and 74, are respectively absolute and relative tolerances, and the new time step is defined

by 1 1
1 2 h err 2
hnew - 77 hn ( > - ( . > ’
errn+1)  hn—1 \€rrpi1

where we set in numerical simulations n = 0.8.

Due to the large stability domain and the fact that the method is second-order, the ROCK2
numerical method leads to a dramatically reduced number of evaluations of the right-hand side F'
than the explicit Euler method employed in our previous implementation [27]. We also compared
the performance of ROCK2 with the implicit method TR-BDF?2 for all the reaction-diffusion systems
(see Table 2]). While the observed number of r.h.s. evaluations was larger in all considered cases for
ROCK2, the difference was not significant enough to outweigh the additional cost of linear system
solves required by the TR-BDF2 method, especially in the context of batched simulation on GPUs.

(NI

B.2.2 Mechano-chemical models

The mechano-chemical model equations (4.0)-(48]) contain the conservation law for the global arc
length S(u), which represents the tissue incompressibility requirement. To properly handle this
constraint in numerical simulations of the discretised equations (B.5)-(B.6), we employ implicit
methods, in particular the TR-BDF2 (Trapezoidal Rule — Backward Differentiation Formula of
second order) method, which has shown good results for simulating the transient behaviour of silicon
devices and circuits [54]. Each time step of the method h,, is divided into two stages h,, 1 = yhy, and
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ROCK2 TR-BDF2
time | total # r.h.s. || time | total # r.h.s. | total # linear
steps | evaluations steps | evaluations | system solves
FHN 35 2430 60 1631 466
GM 41 1462 52 1085 310
BZ 38 1392 76 1337 382
RD 105 8337 220 5411 1546

Table 2: Performance comparison between the explicit method ROCK2 and the implicit method
TR-~-BDEF?2 for reaction-diffusion models. The abbreviations FHN, GM, BZ, and RD denote respec-
tively the FitzHugh-Nagumo model, the Gierer-Meinhardt system, the Brusselator system, and the
reaction-diffusion-ODE model.

hp2 = (1—=79)hy, v € (0,1), which are handled with the trapezoidal and the backward differentiation
rules, respectively.

Let us define by F'(w) the right-hand side of the MoL system (B.5) and by S(w) the discretised
arc length (B.6). Here, w € R™, where m = 2My;y, is the state vector of the system. Denote the

approximation of w at time step t,, n = 1 by w,. Then, the two stages of the method can be
formulated as follows:
Yhn
Wiy =+ LD (F(awa) + F(uwnss), (B.3)
QW1 = A1Wn 4y — QQWp + F(wn+1)7 (Bg)
where
1—7 1 2—1v
p=——, aqg=——"-—, g=-"——.
R T ) U (R
Equations (B.8) and (B.9) can be rewritten as two systems of non-linear equations:
Fi(w,yy) =u —l—&(F(w)—i-F(w ) —w, =0
1 n+y n 2 n n+y n ) (B.IO)
F2('wn+1) = Q1Wp4y — Wy + F('wnJrl) — agwp41 =0,

which must be solved with respect to w4~ and w1 during each time step, respectively. Addi-
tionally, the method must preserve the global arc length, which results in the requirement S(w,,) =
S(wp+4y) = S(wp41). To properly take this constraint into account, instead of (B.10) we consider
the extended system of equations:

= (Fl (wn+'y§ )\n+'y)§ S(wn+'y) - S('wn)) =0,
= (F2<wn+1; )‘n-i-l); S(wn-i-l) - S(wnﬂ)) =0,

which now must be solved with respect to Wy4~ = (Wp4~y; Antry) and Wp41 = (Wyy1; Ang1), where
Antrys An+1 € R are Lagrange multipliers, appearing in the right-hand side of system (B.3)). In
numerical simulations, we set ¥ = 2 — 4/2, which has the advantage that the Jacobians for both
systems have the same form. As a result, we can search for w,,, and W, at the same time,

(0) =

by using a quasi-Newton method. We define the initial guesses for the unknowns w,;, = wy,

Fl ('wn+*y§ )\n+'y)

F2<wn+1§ )\n+1)

11:(0)1 = Wy, and compute iterates ,(ﬁ,y and wg le, k=1,2,... as follows:
~ (k ~ (k-1 ~ (k k—1
wiﬂz“/ - £L+’7) + 0w inzw wiugl = 7(7,-{-1 ) + 0w 7(14217
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(k) (k)

where vectors dw,, [, and 0w,/ are determined as solutions of the linear systems

Jowll) = -F@l)), Jowl) = —F@ V).

- (k—1)

Here matrix J is used as an approximation of the Jacobian DF; at both Wy, (k=1)

n+
we set J = DF} (’lf)igzl), and update this matrix once per 50 iterations. After every update, we
compute its LU-decomposition, which we later use to solve linear systems. The stopping criteria for
iterates are

and w . Initially,

= ~(k ~(k ~(k—1
IF (@) )2 < a0, — % o < riars
and i i .
d ~ ~ ~(k—1
B @) D)o < a0, = @5V s < 1o,

respectively. In numerical experiments, we set az; = 1073 and ryy = 1073,
The leading-order term of the local truncation error 7 is given as follows:

1 1 —~2

372 — 4y + 2 1—
L b [wnﬂ — S Wpyy + —F5—w, + hn—,yF(wn)]
o o 0

6(1 —7)?
and the optimal step size is found using the formula

ER |7

hopt = b | —2—, TR = —
e Vi o P N [

where in numerical simulations we set e = 1073 and § = 1073.
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