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PARAMETER REGION FOR MULTISTATIONARITY IN n—SITE
PHOSPHORYLATION NETWORKS

ELISENDA FELIU!, NIDHI KAIHNSAZ2, TIMO DE WOLFF3, OGUZHAN YURUK4

ABSTRACT. Multisite phosphorylation is a signaling mechanism well known to give rise to multiple
steady states, a property termed multistationarity. When phosphorylation occurs in a sequential and
distributive manner, we obtain a family of networks indexed by the number of phosphorylation sites n.
This work addresses the problem of understanding the parameter region where this family of networks
displays multistationarity, by focusing on the projection of this region onto the set of kinetic parameters.
The problem is phrased in the context of real algebraic geometry and reduced to studying whether a
polynomial, defined as the determinant of a parametric matrix of size three, attains negative values over
the positive orthant. The coefficients of the polynomial are functions of the kinetic parameters. For any
n, we provide sufficient conditions for the polynomial to be positive and hence, preclude multistationarity,
and also sufficient conditions for it to attain negative values and hence, enable multistationarity. These
conditions are derived by exploiting the structure of the polynomial, its Newton polytope, and employing
circuit polynomials. A relevant consequence of our results is that the set of kinetic parameters that enable
or preclude multistationarity are both connected for all n.

1. Introduction

Given a dynamical system, the notion of multistationarity refers to the existence of multiple steady
states or equilibrium points. Often in biological processes, multistationarity has been associated with
and found relevant for cellular decision making processes @, @, ] This has led to an extensive
interest in developing methods to identify whether parametric models arising from reaction networks
admit multistationarity, and to determine and understand the parameter region where this occurs, e.g.
{5, 8. 11, 13, 14 17, 53, 36, 1),

In this work, we focus on understanding the rate parameters that allow or restrict the multistationarity
in a phosphorylation and dephosphorylation network where a substrate has n phosphorylation sites. For
two sites, that is, for n = 2, we obtain the so-called dual phosphorylation cycle
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In this system, S, F, and F' denote substrate, kinase, and phosphatase, respectively. Kinase and phos-
phatase catalyze the phosphorylation and dephosphorylation of the substrate. The subscripts 0, 1, and
2 of the phosphoforms Sy, S1, and Sz denote the number of phosphorylated sites of the substrate S.
Over the years, under the assumption of mass-action kinetics, the process of dual phosphorylation has
been studied rigorously by means of polynomial ordinary differential equations (ODEs) ﬁl, B, m, ﬂ]
Besides its relevance in biology, this network has become testing grounds for developing various math-
ematical methods focused towards understanding multistationarity and dynamics of reaction networks
in general. In [17], the authors studied the region of reaction rate constants (the ’s in (I)) that yield
multistationarity, giving a description of the boundary between the region of parameters that enable
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multistationarity and the region of parameters that preclude multistationarity. Moreover, it was shown
that both regions are path connected.

In this article we explore the general n-phosphorylation network, i.e., the substrate has n sites available
for phosphorylation, and the network takes the following form:
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Multisite phosphorylation, or more general, multisite posttranslational modification, is a ubiquitious
process in cell signaling. It is believed that approximately 30% of all proteins in humans undergo phos-
phorylation [6], and there are proteins having more than 150 phosphorylation sites [24]. The order in
which the sites are phosphorylated, or how many encounters with the enzyme are required for the phos-
phorylation of the multiple sites, give rise to different mechanisms [39]. Network (2]) is a representative
model where phosphorylation and dephosphorylation occur sequentially, that is, in a given order, and
each encounter leads to the modification of one site, that is, it is distributive. For this mechanism it is
known that the network has finitely many positive steady states (in a stoichiometric compatibility class)
for any choice of reaction rate constants «, specifically between 1 and 2n — 1 [44], and that the possible
number increases with n [42, 144]. It is conjectured that there exist parameter values for which the system
has 2n — 1 positive steady states, but this has only been established for n < 4 [21]. For general n, it
has been proven that there exist parameter values for which the system admits n + 1 (n even) or n (n
odd) positive steady states with half plus one of them asymptotically stable [18, |44]. These properties
illustrate that the dynamics of the system become qualitatively richer as n increases, but while much is
known about the case n = 2, very little has been established about the dependence of the dynamics on
the choice of parameters for general n.

With this work we address the problem of determining for which reaction rate constants k;, i €
{1,...,6n}, the n-phosphorylation network can have multiple steady states, that is, there exist total
amounts of kinase, phosphatase and substrate for which the system has at least two positive steady
states. In other words, we study the projection of the parameter region of multistationarity onto the
subset of parameters consisting of reaction rate constants. In [1] the authors study the projection of this
region onto a different subset of parameters, including the three total amounts and some of the reaction
rate constants. Their methods are similar in spirit to ours: they rely on connecting properties of the
Newton polytope associated to a parametric system of three equations in three variables and certain
sign combinations, to obtain a lower bound on the maximal number of positive solutions the system can
attain; see also [2, [23].

Addressing this question for a fixed n requires challenging computations, since the number of parame-
ters and variables become very large as n increases. However, for any n, the differential equation system
associated with the network admits exactly three linear first integrals and the set of steady states admits
a nice parametrization. These key facts allow us to reduce the study of multistationarity to studying
whether a polynomial in three variables attains negative values over the positive orthant (Proposition [B.3]).
This question can in turn be addressed by exploring the Newton polytope associated with the polynomial
(Theorem [3H), and in the end, the multistationarity problem can be reduced to studying the signs that
a bivariate polynomial attains (Corollary 3.9).

With this in place, we proceed similarly to the study of the case n = 2 in [17], and relate the signs the
polynomial attains to the signs of the coefficients, which depend on the x’s, and to the point configuration
of the exponents of the polynomial. Imposing that at least one of the coefficients corresponding to vertices
of the Newton polytope is negative, we obtain sufficient conditions for multistationarity (Theorem [H.T]).
However, these are not necessary as Theorem [£3] shows: multistationarity can arise even when the
conditions in Theorem [£]] are not satisfied and only points in the interior of the Newton polytope have
negative coefficients.
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To preclude multistationarity, we note that a polynomial can be nonnegative even if some points
in the interior of its Newton polytope have negative coefficients. We use SONC (sums of nonnegative
circuit) polynomials as a symbolic nonnegativity certificate in order to describe a non-empty region in the
parameter space that ensures the monostationarity of the system, and where the polynomial has some of
the coefficients negative (Theorem [(.3).

Our results find subregions of the region of multistationarity and of the region of monostationarity,
and indicate that the set of rate parameters that enable multistationarity is not simply found by looking
at the sign of the coefficients of the polynomial. For the parameters that fall outside these subregions,
our tools cannot characterize what happens, and this asks for the development of new techniques.

Even if a full description of the projection of the parameter region of multistationarity of the n-
phosphorylation network onto the set of reaction rate constants is out of reach, we can still conclude
that it is path-connected. The path-connected components of the parameter region of multistationarity
can be thought to represent different biological mechanisms that give rise to multistationarity, as it has
recently been brought up in [32, 40]. For example, if the region of multistationarity is connected, then
the set of such parameters cannot be classified into two groups corresponding to different mechanisms.
This has been proven to be the case for the dual phosphorylation cycle in [40], but it remains open for
n > 2.

We study connectivity in Section [6, and show in Theorem [6.2] and Corollary [6.4] that the projection of
the full parameter region of multistationarity onto the set of reaction rate constants is path connected,
and the same holds for the region of monostationarity. To do that, we use the results in the previous
sections to identify subregions that are path connected, and then show that any other point is joined to
a point in the subregion via a continuous path. It is our hope that knowing that these projections are
path connected might give a route to show that the full regions are also path connected.

Throughout this work, we often view the relevant polynomial, whose coeflicients depend on the «’s,
as a polynomial in some of the parameters as well, and then employ standard techniques involving the
Newton polytope. This is for example the case in showing path connectivity. These ideas should apply to
other systems for which the study of multistationarity is reduced to the study of the signs a polynomial
attains (those in the setting of |7]). Hence, the methods brought forward in this manuscript may have
consequences beyond the understanding of the system in play.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. The parametric system. We consider the reaction network (2) and describe the ODE system that
governs evolution of the concentration of the species in time [1, [18, [44]. We then lay the groundwork
to derive a polynomial for this system whose positivity will determine the monostationarity of network
([@). We note that network (2)) belongs to a general class of reaction networks called MESSI systems, see
[35]. MESSI systems admit specific decompositions of the sets of species and reactions, and these can be
exploited to guarantee that relevant properties, such as absence of boundary steady states or persistence,
hold. We will use this fact later on.
The concentrations of the species in the network are denoted as follows:

GZ[E], f:[F]v Szz[Sz] fori:ov"'vna
U; = [F;S’H_l], Yi = [ESl] for i = 0,...,7’L— 1.

Under the assumption of mass-action kinetics, the ODE system in R;’Hfs is as follows:

n—1 n—1
d
F=- Z Kei+1 Si€ + Z K6i+1(K6it2 + K6i+3) Yis
1=0 i=0
n—1 n—1
d
d—{ == Z Kei+d Sit1f + Z (Keit+s + Kei+e) Ui,
(3) i=0 i=0
ds; .
gt = —h6i+1 8i€kei—3 Yi—1 + Kei+2Yi — Kei—2 Sif + Keite Ui + Kei—1 Ui—1, fori=0,...,n,
d i .
& = fei+1 Sie — (Kei+2 + K6it3) Vi, fori=0,...,n—1,
du;

g = Keita Sit1f — (Keitrs + Keite) Ui, fori=0,...,n—1,
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with the convention that x; = 0 if j > 6n or j < 0 (this becomes relevant only for ddit" and %). This

system of ODEs admits three linear first integrals, such that the trajectories are confined in the following
level sets for some FEiot, Fiot, Stor = 0:

n—1 n—1 n n—1 n—1
(4) €+Zyi:Etot7 f+2ui:Ftot; 50+25i+2%+2m25mt-
i=0 i=0 i=1 i=0 i=0

It is straightforward to verify that these equations arise from linear first integrals, and there are no
additional independent linear first integrals, as the rank of the coefficient matrix of the polynomials on
the right-hand side of (@) is three for all x’s; alternatively, see e.g. [35, Theorem 3.2]. Each of the
equations in (@) is called a conservation law and Eiot, Fior and Siot are the total amounts of E, F, and S,
respectively. These are, therefore, taken nonnegative. The intersection of a level set with the nonnegative
orthant is called a stoichiometric compatibility class. In particular, the ODE system has 3n + 3 variables
and for a given initial condition, the trajectory lies in a 3n dimensional subspace determined by the three
linear constraints in ().

The steady states of the system are found by setting the left-hand side of (@) to zero. Using the
notation in [1], we consider the inverses of Michaelis-Menten constants of the (de)phosphorylation events

K6i+1 K6i+4 .

(5) Kj=——0tt = 0 n— 1,

Kei+2 t K6i+3 K6i+5 T K6i+6
and define

i

ke6j+3K; keir3K; .
(6) 7= [ g DS o, n—1, T =1
=0 Kej+6L; Kei+6Ls

We note that here, the definition of K; is the inverse of that given in [17] for n = 2, but it turns out
to be more convenient to use the notation of [1] for general n. For later use, we define the following
composition of surjective maps n: R%% — Ri% — R37

R = (Iil,...,li(;n) — (,‘ig,lif;,...,/ﬁﬁn,Ko,...,Kn_l,Lo,...,Ln_l)

7
( ) '_)(TOa'"aTn—laKOa"'7Kn—laLOa"'aLn—1)'

As a consequence of the three conservation laws, the equations corresponding to e, f, and sy are
redundant as they are linearly dependent on the rest. The steady state equations for s;i1,y;,u; with

1 =0,...,n—1 are linear in these variables, and have a unique solution, which is positive provided e, f, sg
are positive:
i+l p—(i+1 i+1 p—i i+l p—i
siv1 = Tpe' T =g, yi = KiT;_1e" f'sg u; = LTie"™ " f"s0.

This gives rise to a parametrization of the set of positive steady states in the variables e, f, sg,
3n+3
(8) pr: Ry — RIGT,

that is, the image of (. is precisely the set of positive steady states. For later use, we consider the
polynomial function

(9) ’l/)ka: R3n+3 . R3n+3
whose first three entries are (e + Z;:Ol Yi, f + 22:01 Wiy S0 + 2q Si + Z;:Ol Yi + Z;:Ol u;), that is, the
left-hand side of the three conservation laws listed in (), and the entries 4 to 3n + 3 are the right-hand

ds; . dy; ;o du,; s :
crfori=1,...,n, F fori=0,...,n—1,and G fori =0,...,n—1in @),

side of the equations for
in this order.

In a fixed stoichiometric compatibility class with positive total amounts, this system has finitely many
positive steady states for any choice of reaction rate constants k, specifically between 1 and 2n — 1 [44],
see the Introduction.

For a given vector of reaction rate constants r, if there exist positive Ejot, Fiot, and St such that
some stoichiometric compatibility class has at least two positive steady states, then we say that « enables
multistationarity. If this is not the case, then k is said to preclude multistationarity. For n = 2, the
set of reaction rate constants that enable multistationarity was explored in detail in [17], building on
preliminary results by Conradi and Mincheva |10]. In this work we go beyond the case n = 2 and
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determine subsets of reaction rate constants that enable or preclude multistationarity for general n, that
is, for the network (2)).

2.2. Nonnegative Circuit Polynomials. Let f be a polynomial function on R™. Determining if f(x)
is nonnegative over R™ is a classical problem in real algebraic geometry that appears naturally in different
contexts, and prominently in polynomial optimization. It has been studied since the 19th century and is
the subject of Hilbert’s 17th problem [25]. The critical result for the present work, Theorem below,
builds on pioneering by Reznick in 1989 [37] where the theorem was proven for a special case. Another
special case was shown by Fidalgo and Kovacec in [20]. In its full generality, Theorem was first
shown in 2012 by Pantea, Craciun and Koppl in |34]. That approach is particularly interesting, since
the result is motivated by the study of reaction networks rather than nonnegativity of real polynomials.
In this article, we use Theorem in the terminology introduced by Iliman and de Wolff in 2016 [26].
Specifically, we certify nonnegativity by decomposing f(z) as a sum of nonnegative circuit polynomials
(SONCs), and we use that nonnegative circuit polynomials are characterized by means of Theorem
The theory of SONCs has been subsequently developed further in [13, 22, [27].

For a multivariate polynomial f(z) = X,cqz(' ---zom with a = (aq,...,a,) € ZZ,, the Newton
polytope, denoted by N(f), is the convex hull of the exponent vectors of the monomials with non-zero
coefficients, i.e. N(f) := conv({ow € ZZ : co # 0}). Often we will also use coeff(f, ) to denote the
coefficient of x* in the polynomial f(x). We next define circuit polynomials.

Definition 2.1. A polynomial f € R[z1,..., 2] is called a circuit polynomial if

fa) = cpa? + ) cagpa®?,
=0

where 3, a(j) € ZZy, cqjy € Ragforj = 0,...,7, cg € R, and N(f) is a simplex with vertices a(0), ..., a(r)
such that the exponent 5 is in the strict interior of N(f). That is, 8 = >};_( Aja(j) with A; > 0 and
Yo Aj = 1. We define the circuit number as

O : ﬁ <004(j) > &
f i )‘]

Note that the circuit number ©; can be computed by solving a system of linear equations. In this
article, we will consider circuit polynomials restricted to the nonnegative orthant, as the variables will
be concentrations and reaction rate constants. We are interested in polynomials that take nonnegative
(resp. positive) values over the positive orthant, which we call respectively nonnegative (resp. positive)
polynomials. Thus, as opposed to the definition of circuit polynomials given in [26] where the focus was
on nonnegativity over the whole real space, we do not restrict a(j) in Definition 2l to have even entries.
We can do this because in the positive orthant, we can redefine the polynomial by replacing every variable
with its square. Then, the theorem below is a consequence of [34, Thm. 3.6. and Prop. 3] and a direct
specialization of Theorem 3.8 in [26].

Theorem 2.2. With the notation in Definition[2.1), a circuit polynomial f is nonnegative on RZy if and
only if cg = —Oj5.

The Motzkin polynomial, x*y? + 22y* — 322y% + 1, is a classical example of a nonnegative polynomial
which is not a sum of squares [29]. This is a circuit polynomial with 5 = (2,2), and A; = 1/3 for all j
(see e.g., [26]). The circuit number is 3 and hence, the polynomial is nonnegative by Theorem [2.2]

We note that the scenario studied by Reznick in [37] was the case where c,(;) = Aj forall j € {1,...,n}.
In [34], the authors do not only consider the case of simplex Newton polytopes/circuits, but discuss also
the case of non-unique barycentric coordinates and give nonnegativity certificates. These functions were
later called AGE (Arithmetic-Geometric Exponential) functions by Chandrasekaran and Shah [4] in the
context of signomial programming, and a theorem similar to Theorem was given in the framework
called SAGE. While it was not obvious that SONC and SAGE describe the same cone of functions, we
know nowadays that this is the case. We summarize this fact in the following remark for later reference.
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Remark 2.3. Let f be a polynomial whose support contains only a single exponent that is not a vertex
of N(f), and let the coefficients of f at the vertices of N(f) be positive. Then f is nonnegative if and
only if it is SONC, see |43, Theorem 3.10], also [30, Theorem 11]. Such polynomials are examples of AGE
as defined in [4], and they yield an equivalent description of SONC polynomials.

We also point out that computationally a SONC/SAGE certificate can be found using relative entropy
programs (REP). This is a convex optimization program, where the target function and the constraints
are linear or a sum of entropy functions. In general, these problems can be solved effectively, for example
using standard solvers like MOSEK; for further details on REPs see e.g. |d, 31]. In the context of
reaction networks the situation is more involved though, as the polynomials, for which we aim to certify
nonnegativity, come with symbolic coeflicients, and this does not allow to simply compute a SONC/SAGE
certificate via solving an REP in the usual way; see also Remark

3. A polynomial for multistationarity and the Newton polytope

We follow the approach in [17] and study the space of reaction rate constants that enable multista-
tionarity after first reducing the problem to understanding the positivity of a multivariate polynomial
for given reaction rates. This section is devoted to computing the general expression of the polynomial
and exploring the structure of the associated Newton polytope to determine whether it is positive on the
positive orthant. To this end, we apply Theorem 1 in [7], and obtain the following proposition. Here Jy,
denotes the Jacobian matrix of the polynomial function defined in (@) in 3n + 3 variables.

Proposition 3.1. Let k € RSy, 1, be the polynomial function in @) and ¢, the parametrization of the
set of positive steady states from ([8). Define the following rational function

qn(ea fa SO) = (_1)3n det J’l/Jm ((,05 (6, fa SO))-
The following holds:
(i) If qi(e, f,s0) > 0 for all (e, f,s0) € RS, then k precludes multistationarity.
(ii) If qu(e*, f*,s&) < 0 for some (e*, f*,s8) € R3,, then k enables multistationarity. In this case
the stoichiometric compatibility class containing ¢, (e*, f*,s§) contains at least two positive steady
states.

Proof. The statement is exactly the conclusion of Theorem 1 in [7], as the dimension of the stoichiometric
compatibility classes is 3n. So we need to check that the two hypotheses to apply Theorem 1 in [7] hold.
First, the reaction network () is dissipative, as it is conservative (each concentration appears in at least
one conservation law that has all coefficients nonnegative). Second, we have to verify that the ODE
system (B) has no boundary steady states (steady states with some entry equal to zero) when total
amounts are positive. This follows from Theorem 3.15 in |35], as network () is a MESSI system that
satisfies the theorem’s hypotheses. ([

Based on Proposition Bl a strategy to determine the set of reaction rate constants that enable
multistationarity consists of studying the signs ¢, attains on the positive orthant. To compute ¢, for all
n, the first step is to reduce the computation of the determinant of a matrix of size 3n + 3, to that of
the determinant of a 3 x 3 matrix. Let ® be the linear map given by the left-hand side of (). Then the
composition ® o ¢, is a function from R2, to R .

Proposition 3.2. For any € RYY and (e, f, s0) € R2, the sign of qx(e, f, s0) agrees with the sign of
det Joop, (€, f, S0).

Proof. By the chain rule, it holds

(10) Ty o, (€5 f,50) = Ty, (n(e, f,50)) - Jp, (€, f,50).

We write Jy, (¢x (e, f, s0)) in block form as

A A"
Ty, (xle, f,80) = (B, B,,) , Ae ]R3><3, B" ¢ R37x3n_

The first three components of ¥, o ¢, agree with ® o ¢, by construction, and the last 3n components are
identically zero, as ¢, is precisely found by solving the system given after setting the last 3n entries of



PARAMETER REGION FOR MULTISTATIONARITY IN n—SITE PHOSPHORYLATION NETWORKS 7

1y, to zero. Since ¢, is the identity in the first three entries, for some D € R3*"*3 we write ([0) in block
form and obtain the consequent relations:

J<I>O<,D~ (eafa SO) _ A A Idgxg
0 - B/ B// D

Joop,. (e, f,50) = A"+ A"D, B+ B"D = 0.

By adding to the first three columns of Jy,_ (¢« (e, f, s0)) linear combinations of the remaining 3n columns
with coefficients given by the three columns of D respectively, we obtain

A A A+ A"D A" Joow. (e, f, 5 A
det Ty, (‘Pn(ea 1 50)) = det (B/ B”) = det (B/ +B"D B//> = det < Poen (0 / O) B//>

= det Joop, (€, f, so) - det B”.

All that remains is to show that the sign of det B” is (—1)3". The matrix B” is the Jacobian of the
last 3n rows of ¢, in the variables s;,y;, u;. Note that it is precisely the coefficient matrix of the linear
system that is solved to find ¢,. To find the determinant, we use the theory developed in |19, 138], see
also [41]], where this determinant is found using the Matrix-Tree theorem on a suitable digraph. Consider
the following digraph:

Yo Y1 o Yn-1
© © 5
9 5. \(3\ '%'9 Z G,
f/ Y % \ @%b’ \}9
* Sl 82 e Sn—l Sn.
5 N,
& % & VS\ '%;2 Y i\
> N &7
© @@v
UO Ul Unfl

Consider the directed spanning trees rooted at the vertex # (that is, such that * is the only vertex
without outgoing edges), and for each such tree, define its label as the product of the labels of its edges.
By [38, Proposition 1], the determinant of B” is (—1)3" times the sum of the labels of all spanning trees
rooted at #. As there is at least one such tree, and all labels are positive, this gives that the sign of det B”
is (—1)3". This concludes the proof. O

Proposition is the key in this work, as it will allow us to find explicitly a polynomial whose signs
determine whether or not a vector of reaction rate constants enables multistationarity. The proposition
relies on some algebraic manipulations and the multivariate chain rule, and this would apply to any other
system falling in the setting of Theorem 1 in [7] and for which a parametrization of the set of positive
steady states exists. In the notation of the proof of Proposition [3.2] a critical aspect is that the sign of
the determinant of the matrix B” is constant and can be determined. This might seem very restrictive,
but it occurs whenever the parametrization of the set of steady states arises from linear elimination of
variables in the setting of [19, 138], see also [41].

In view of Propositions B and B2] multistationarity is established by considering the sign of the
determinant of the Jacobian of ® o ¢,. The entries of ® o ¢, are

n—1
i1 e
e+ Z KiTi_uiH— f 1807
=0

n—1
f + Z LiTieZ+1f7180,
i=0

n n—1
so + Z Ti1e'f"'so + 2 (KiTi—1 + LiTi)e" ™ f " s0.
i=1 i=0

Hence, ® o ¢,; depends on k through the assembled parameters K, L;,T;. As we are only interested in
the determinant of the Jacobian of ® o ¢, we subtract the first and second equations from the third, and
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in this way the last equation is replaced by
n—1
—e— f+s0+ Z Tiet Tl =g,
i=0
For convenience, the parameters and variables are relabeled in the following way:
az=KiTi_1, bzszTz; CizTi; fOI"L'=0,...,7’L—1

e
Il = €, ZEQZ?, Tr3 = Sp.

)

(11)

With this notation, an easy computation now gives that the determinant of the Jacobian of ® o ¢, is the
determinant of the following matrix:

1+ (Z + 1) a; zhrs - Z?iolial §+1$3 Z?gol a; 1%
(12) J:= PN Ol(z +1)b; xbxs 1= ' ib; xi s Z?folb-:clzé
-1+ 0(2—1—1)013011 aylay —1-30" Ol(z—l—l)czacl Yebtes 1+ Y07 o CZ,TZQJFI

The determinant of (I2)) is a polynomial in x1, x4, 23 with coefficients depending on a;, b;, ¢;, which in
turn depend on T;, K;, L;, i = 0,...,n — 1. We, therefore, view det J as a polynomial in x1,zs, z3 with
coefficients depending on a parameter vector in R¥Y, and define:

(13) po(x1,20,23) :=det J,  n=(To,...,Tn-1,Ko,..., Kn-1,L0,...,Ln_1) € R¥.
The discussion above together with Propositions Bl and B2l shows that whether or not s enables

multistationarity depends only on the entries of the vector n(x) and yield the following proposition.

Proposition 3.3. Let k € RYY, consider n(k) € RYY using (@), and the polynomial Po(r) (71, T2, 73) in
(@3). It holds:

(1) If pp(wy (21, 72, 23) > 0 for all (v1,22,73) € R3 ), then k precludes multistationarity.
(i) If py(wy (21, 25, 05) < O for some (xf,25,23) € R3 ), then Kk enables multistationarity. In this case

*
the stoichiometric compatibility class containing ¢, (:cl , %" xg‘) contains at least two positive steady
2

states.

In Appendix [Al we explicitly compute p,, as the determinant of the matrix J in ([I2). We now explore
the structure of the polynomial p, (21, z2, 23) using techniques from real algebraic geometry, in particular,
via studying its Newton polytope. The polynomial is quadratic in x3 and can be written as:

(14) pn(l'l, o, 1'3) AQ(SCQ)ZL‘g (Alo(SCQ) + All(ZL'Q)SCl) I3 + (Aoo(SCQ) + A01 (1‘2):61)
with

n—1 2n—3
Az(z2) = <1+ 2 ci bt ) (Z 2 i—J)aibj x“l) ,
i=0

=1 i+j={
2n—3
Ani(z2) = (1 + =2 ( Z Z J)a; b, $2> )
=1 i+j=¢L
— 2n—2 2n—3
Aro(z2) Z agxg—ZZngHl—&- Z Z G+1- bcjxg + Z Z a,cjacg“7
£=0 £=0 i+j5=~L =1 i+j=L
n—1 n—1
Am(l'g) = (ai + bl)xé, and Aoo(xg) =1+ Z C; :L'é+1.
1=0 =0

Lemma 3.4. For the polynomial p, written as in ({I4), the polynomials Aoi(z2) and Ago(x2) have only
positive coefficients, while As(x2), A10(z2), and A11(x2) have both positive and negative coefficients.
Moreover, Ax(x2) is nonnegative if and only if A11(x2) is nonnegative.

Proof. The first part follows easily from inspection of the coefficients of the polynomials. The second
statement is immediate as both Ay and Ap; are positive multiples of 22" 3 Zi+j=l(i —j)aib; xk. (]
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Note that
(15) D =g aibsas™ = (i = j)(aib; — azbi)as™
i+j=t i>j
i+j=t

Furthermore, recalling the definition of a;, b;, and ¢; in ([, and of T; in (@), we obtain that
aibj — ajbi = KiTi_leTj — KjTj—lLiTi = E—lTj—l(KiL’M - K LM)

J Kejrel; I keiveLi
=T T _ KK(M_M)
i=14 =100 G s K6i+6

(16)

Therefore, the signs of a;b; — a;b; depend on the minors of the following matrix:

(17) M. — K3 K9 ... Ken—3
® Re K12 ... Kén ’

Newton Polytope of p,(z1, 2, x3). To analyze the possible signs that p,(z1,z2,23) attains over the
positive orthant, we begin by exploring the properties of its Newton polytope. The rest of this section
focuses on the shape and structure of N(p,). We start by noting that p,, is linear in =1, and hence can
be expressed as

P21, 72, 23) = Po(w2, x3) + 1 P1 (72, 23)
with
(18) P()(.Tg,l'z;) = Ay ($2)$§ + A10($2)$3 + Aoo(mg) and P ($2,.T3) = A11($2)$3 + An (:132)

Therefore, the two hyperplanes Hy := {z € R3 : z; = 0} and H; := {z € R? : 1 = 1} contain all exponent
vectors, and further

(19) N(py) M Ho = {0} x N(Fo), ~ N(py) N Hy = {1} x N(P1).

Theorem 3.5. Letn > 1, andn e R?;”O such that a1bg — agb1 # 0 and ap—1bp—2 — ap_oby,_1 # 0. Then
the set of vertices of the Newton polytope N(py) of p, in ([I)) consists of the following 10 points:

{(0, 0,0),(0,n,0),(0,0,1),(0,2n,1),(0,2,2),(0,3n— 2,2),(1,0,0),(1,n — 1,0),(1,1,1),(1,2n — 2, 1)}
Furthermore, N(Py) = N(p,) M Ho is a hexagon with set of vertices
{(05 0)7 (TL, 0)7 (05 1)7 (27’L, 1)7 (25 2)7 (37’L - 27 2)}

Proof. The hypothesis implies that the polynomials As, A11, A10, Ao1, Ago in x2 have degree 3n — 2, 2n —
2,2n,n — 1,n respectively, and lowest exponent 1, 1,0, 0, 0 respectively.

Considering that the vertices of N(p,)) are contained in the union of hyperplanes Hy \U H;, the set of
vertices of N(p,,) is the union of the set of vertices of N(p,) M Hy and of N(p,) M H;. By [@3J), it is
enough to find the vertices of N(Fy) and N(P;), which are planar polytopes.

As Py is quadratic in z3, see ([8), the vertices of N(FP) are on the lines L; := {(z2,23) € R? :
x3 = i}, for i« = 0,1,2. The polytopes N(Py) M L; for i = 0,1,2 correspond to the Newton polytopes
of the univariate polynomials Agg, A19, and Ay respectively. Their vertices are simply the highest and
lowest exponents of these polynomials. Therefore, the set of vertices of N(Fp) is contained in S; =
{(0,0), (n,0),(0,1),(2n,1),(2,2), (3n — 2,2)}. To show that this is exactly the set of vertices of N(F,),
it is enough to verify that (0,1),(2n,1) do not lie in the convex hull of the 4 remaining points. This
is easily checked by considering the relative position of (0,1) with respect to the line joining (0,0) and
(2,2), and similarly, that of (2n,1) with respect to the line joining (n,0) and (3n — 2,2). The Newton
polytope N(Fp) is therefore the hexagon with vertex set Si.

For N(P;), we note that P, in (I8) is linear in 3. Hence, as above, we consider first the vertices of
N(Py) N {(xg,23) € R? : 23 = i} for i = 0,1, which are 0,n — 1 and 1,2n — 2 respectively. It follows
that the set of vertices of N(P;) is Sy = {(0,0), (n—1,0),(1,1), (2n — 2, 1)} By ([3), we conclude that
the set of vertices of N(p,,) is as given in the statement. (]

Remark 3.6. In the original parameter vector x € R%, the condition in Theorem corresponds by
([@6) to K3k12 — kekg # 0 and Ken—9ken — Ken—3Ken—6 7 0.
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Given a polynomial P € R[z1,...,zy], and a proper face F of N(P), we let Pr denote the restriction
of P to F, that is, Pr is the sum of the terms ¢,z - - - z&m of P satisfying (aq,...,am) € F. In what
follows we will use the following well-known result that gives a connection between the signs P attains

over R”;, and the signs Pr attains.

Proposition 3.7. Let F' be a proper face of the Newton polytope N(P) of a polynomial P € R[x1, ..., Xm]
and let Pp be the restriction of P to F. Then for any x € R7 such that Pr(x) # 0, there exists y € R,
such that

sign(P(y)) = sign(Pr(z)).
In particular, fort > 0 large enough and w € R™ in the open outer normal cone of F, y = (x1t“, ..., xp,t“™)
generates the desired point.

A proof of this proposition can be found in [17, Prop. 2.3]. Recall that the open outer normal cone
of F consists of the vectors w such that w- 2" > w-y' for every x € F and y € N(P)\F where 27,y
denotes the transpose. We can easily deduce that if the coefficient of the monomial supported at one of
the vertices is negative, then there exists some x € R}, such that the polynomial is negative.

Theorem 3.8. Fiz ne R3.
(i) The polynomial p, attains a negative value over R2, if and only if Py attains negative values over
R2,.
(ii) Moreover, p, is either positive over the positive orthant or p, attains negative values over R3,. In
other words, p, has a zero in R2  if and only if it takes negative values.

Proof. The two statements in the theorem follow from these two implications:
py(z1,22,23) <0 for some (z1,72,23) eRE; = Py(w2,23) <0 for some (z2,73) € RZ
= py(r1,22,73) <0 for some (71,72, 73) € R,

To show the second implication, note that N(p,) M Hy and N(p,,) M H; are two facets of N(p,), and p,,
restricted to these facets is respectively Py and z1 P;. Therefore, if Py(z2, z3) < 0 for some (xq,z3) € R,
then Proposition B readily gives that p, also attains negative values.

For the first implication, p,(z1,z2,23) < 0 implies that Py(xz2,x3) or Pi(z2,x3) are negative. If
Py (z2,23) < 0, then by Lemma [B4] necessarily A11(22) < 0 and hence, by the same lemma, we also have
Ag(z2) < 0. As As(z2) is the leading coefficient of Py, there exists 2% > 0 such that Py(z2, %) < 0. This
concludes the proof of the theorem. O

As the signs p, attain are completely determined by the signs of Py over R2,, by Theorem 3.8 we
rewrite Py as P,, to indicate dependence on the parameter vector n € R3%:

(20) Pn(Z'Q, 563) = AQ(:CQ).T% + Alo(SCQ)ZL'g + Aoo(SCQ).

Theorem 3.8 tells us that the silent scenario in Proposition B3] namely when p, is nonnegative over

R32 ,, cannot occur. This gives the following characterization of multistationarity of the n-phosphorylation

>0
cycle.

Corollary 3.9. Let k € R%, consider n(x) € R¥y from [0), and Py (2, 23) as in @0). Then r enables
multistationarity if and only if Py (23, 2%) <0 for some (x3,2%) € RZ,,.

4. Sufficient conditions for multistationarity

In this section we start by providing conditions on the parameters to ensure multistationarity using
Corollary 39 Then, we describe subsets of the parameter space that preclude multistationarity. First, we
make the observation that if the polynomial As(z2) in (I4) is negative, then P, in ([20)) attains negative
values. This follows immediately from P, being quadratic in z3 with As(z2) as the leading coefficient.
Recall that the sign of the coefficients of As(z2) are determined by (IH]).

Theorem 4.1. If k € RS is such that
K3k12 — Kgkg < 0 or K6n—9K6n — Ken—3Ken—6 < 0,

then Py (.) attains negative values, and hence k enables multistationarity.
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Proof. By Theorem B3 the set of vertices of N(P,,) is {(0,0), (n,0),(0,1),(2n,1),(2,2), (3n — 2,2)},
see Remark The coefficient of the lowest degree term of As(x2) (i.e. z3x3) is a positive multiple of
a1bg — boay by ([IH), and of k3k12 — Kekg by ([I6l). Similarly, the coefficient of the highest degree term
of Ay(xz2) (ice. zgn_%%) is a positive multiple of kg,_9ken — Ken—_3K6n—g- 1f one of these coefficients
is negative, then P,() attains negative values by Proposition 3.7, and therefore, by Corollary B.9 ~
enables multistationarity. Note that the other coefficients of P, () corresponding to vertices of N(P,))
are strictly positive.

The expressions in Theorem ]l correspond to the first and last maximal minors of the matrix M,
in (7).

Proposition 4.2. Let k € RYY be such that the matriz M, in ([{T) has rank one. Then k enables
multistationarity if and only if the polynomial A1o(x2) is not nonnegative, that is, attains a negative value.

Proof. By hypothesis, all maximal minors of M,; vanish, and therefore, A, is identically zero by (&) and
(IT). Therefore, P,.)(22,x3) = A1o(x2)3 + Aoo(r2). As Ago has only positive coefficients, P,.)(z2, z3)
attains negative values if and only if Ajo(z2) does. The statement now follows from Theorem [3.8 O

In the next result we show that network (2) can be multistationary even if all the minors of the matrix
M, are positive.

Theorem 4.3. Let k € RYY be such that all the minors of M, are positive. Then, by choosing Ko = HZ":",}HS

small enough by varying k1 and/or ke and leaving the rest of the entries of k fized, we obtain a parameter
vector that enables multistationarity.

Proof. Fix the value of the assembled parameters Ki,...,K,_1,Lg,...,L,—1 corresponding to x, and
construct To(Kp), ..., Th—1(Kp) as in (@) but with Ky treated as a parameter. For the one parameter
family of vectors £(Ko) = (To(Ko), ..., Tn-1(Ko), Ko, .-, Kn-1,Lo, ..., Ln—1) € R, the polynomial

Pg(KO)(.TQ, x3) becomes a polynomial in Ky, z2, and z3, which we denote as Q(Ky, x2,x3). We prove the
theorem by studying the Newton polytope of Q(Ky, x2, x3).

Note that K is a factor with exponent 1 in each of a;, b;, and ¢;. Consider the exponents of K and
x2 in the polynomials Ago, A1, and Ay in ([I]). Close inspection of each of these show that N(Q) is
contained in the convex hull of the following set of points:

Q:={(0,0,0),(1,1,0),...,(1,n,0),(1,0,1),...,(1,n,1),(2,2,1),...,(2,2n, 1),
(2,2,2),...,(2,2n—2,2),(3,3,2),....(3,3n — 2,2)}.

Note that some points could appear with zero coefficient for certain parameter values.
Consider the point (1,n,1) € Q. The term of @ with monomial Koz§xs is —(n —1) b,—1 25 x3. Hence,
the coefficient is negative and (1,n,1) € N(Q). With w = (—=2(n + 1),2,4) e R® and v = —1, it holds

w-(1,n, )T ++>0, w-q" +v<0forall ge Q\{(1,n,1)}.

Therefore, the hyperplane w - 27 + v = 0 separates (1,7,1) and conv(Q\{(1,n,1)}). It follows that
(I,m,1) ¢ conv(Q\{(1,n,1)}), showing that (1,n,1) is a vertex of N(Q).

By PropositionB.7 @Q attains negative values after appropriately choosing Ko, z2, x3 > 0. As w belongs
to the outer normal cone of (1,n,1) by construction, the point (t‘2("+1),t2,t4) makes () negative for ¢
large enough. This amounts to letting Ky be small enough, and as k3 was fixed in the definition of
T;(Kp), this must be achieved by varying k; and/or k2. This concludes the proof. O

Remark 4.4. Theorem[£3limplies that the conditions in Theorem ] are not necessary for multistation-
arity. It gives, additionally, a way to construct parameters that enable multistationarity, while satisfying
the condition that the negative coefficients of N(P, ) correspond to points in the interior of N(P,)).

Although we have shown the existence of values of Ky for multistationarity when the rest of the
parameters are fixed, the theorem remains true when all parameters but L, _; are fixed. This is shown
by considering P, () as a polynomial in the variables L, 1,72 and 3. Then, the point (0,7, 1) is a vertex
of the corresponding polytope and the proof follows similar arguments as the proof of Theorem (4.3
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5. Sufficient Conditions for Monostationarity

In this section we present a systematic way to construct a sufficient condition for monostationarity for
all n. To this end, we describe a region R in the parameter space such that the polynomial P, in (20)
is positive for any x € R%, and contains parameter values for which P, () has negative coefficients. The
approach is a generalization of the methods that are used in [17, §2.2] for n = 2, and in [47] for n = 3.

For the particular method we use in this section, it is crucial that the coefficients of the terms that
correspond to the vertices of N(P,(.)) have positive sign. If this is not the case, then Theorem A1l implies
that multistationarity is enabled. Therefore, throughout this section we only consider parameters x € R
where

(21) K3ki2 — kgkg > 0 and K6én—9kK6n — Ken—3ken—e > 0.

For the cases n = 2 and n = 3, the conditions in (2I) are sufficient for all minors of the matrix M, in
@@ to be positive.

Remark 5.1. For n = 2, assuming that the minors of the matrix M, are all positive, then P, has only
one term that can have negative coefficient. The exponent that corresponds to this particular term is
contained in the interior of N(P,). Therefore, as discussed in Remark 23] P, is nonnegative if and
only if it is a SONC polynomial.

In order to find the region R, we will restrict to a scenario where all coefficients of P, () corresponding
to exponents at the boundary of N(p,) are nonnegative, and hence, only points in the interior of N(F; )
can have negative coefficient. In particular, this holds when all minors of the matrix M, are nonnegative,
as then all coefficients of As(x2) are nonnegative by (6] and only Ajg(x2) contributes to negative terms
to Py(.). For n > 3, the conditions in ([ZI)) are not enough to guarantee that all minors of M, are positive.
In Proposition [£.2] we give a sufficient condition on a;, b;, ¢;, as defined in Equation (III), that ensures
that all minors of M, are positive.

Proposition 5.2. Assume that for a given k € RS, it holds that a;+1b; — a;bit1 > 0 (resp. =0) for all

i€{0,...,n—1}. Then, all 2 by 2 minors of M, are positive (resp. nonnegative).

Proof. We need to show that ke;3kej+6 — Kei+6k6j+3 > 0, equivalently Z;”—: — Zzﬂ—iz > ( for all j > 1.
i 3

Note that

J
Kei+3  K6j+3 K6(i+k—1)+3 K6(i+k)+3

Kei+6  K6j+6 =7 M6(i+k—1)+6  H6(i+k)+6
By hypothesis and (I6]), all terms in the sum are positive and hence, so is their sum. The argument for
nonnegativity is analogous. This concludes the proof. (I

In the rest of this section, we only consider parameter vectors £ € RS for which all 2 by 2 minors
of M, are nonnegative and (2I)) holds. These yield to parameter vectors n € R37% such that the set of
exponents of the monomials of P, that may have negative coefficient is

A_={(2,1),(3,1),...,(2n—2,1)},
and we define
tii= (i +1,1), for ie{l,...,2n—3}.

Furthermore, we know from Theorem B0l that N(P,) is a hexagon for n > 2, and let us label its vertices
as follows:

ay = (050)7 a2 1= (252)7 ag = (2TL, 1)5 Qg = (07 1)5 a5 1= (n,O), Qg 1= (3TL - 252)
Under the current assumptions, the coefficients corresponding to these vertices are nonnegative. The
triangles
(22) Ay := conv({ay, as, as}) and Ay := conv({ay, as, ag}),

contain ¢; in the relative interior for all ¢ € {1,...,2n — 3}. Hence, our goal now is to construct two
circuit polynomials with supports A; U {¢;}, Ag U {¢;} for each exponent ¢; € A_, such that we can apply
Theorem repeatedly to ensure nonnegativity of P,.
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Consider ; € A_, © = (22, 23), and the two polynomials:

3 6
(23) Cii(x) = Z %xai + 01,2 and  Co,(x Z P aJ) Y + Oga"
i=1 =4
where 01 ;,02,; € R are chosen such that 61 ; + d2,; = coeff (P, ¢;). By construction, N(C1 ;) and N(Ca;)
are respectively Ay, Ay for all i e {1,...,2n — 3} and hence C'; and Csy; are circuit polynomials.

We denote the circuit numbers associated with C; and Cy; with ©1; and ©3;, respectively. Then,
for i e {1,...,2n — 3}, it holds

2n—1—1 2n—1—1 21
coeff(Cy 4, 1) s coeff(C 4, a2) e coeff (Cy 4, a3) e
(24) O1, = ( 2n—1—i 2n—1—i 2i

4n—2 4An—2

([ coeff (P, a1) Ey coeff(P,, a2) = coeff(P,, a3) w2 (4p — 2
S\ (2n—1-4) (2n —1—1) 2i 2n—3)"°

and similarly,

05) 6y, - [CiPr0) ) T [ cooli(Py05)\ T (coelf(Py, ag)) T (n -2
207\ (dn—2i—4) (i+1) i+1 m_3)"

For each i € {1 ,2n — 3} we define the region R; < R%% as follows:
= {FLER o coeff(Pyey, ti) = =015 — O,

K3k12 — Kekg > 0, Ken—9ken — Ken—3ken—6 > 0, and

Keo43k6j+6 — Kerrehej+3 = 0 forall £ <j, £=1,...,n—3},
where ©1 ;,03,; are defined using (k). Note that if x € R;, all minors of M, are nonnegative, and
furthermore, the inequalities in (ZI]) hold. We denote the intersection of these 2n — 3 regions by
2n—3

(26) R:= () R

Theorem 5.3. With R € RYY as in 26), it holds:

i) There exists k € R such that P, (. ) has some negative coefficient. In particular, R # .
n(k)
(i) Py (w2, 23) > 0 for any k € R and (x2,23) € RZ(, and hence r precludes multistationarity.

Proof. We start by proving (ii). Let x € R, and 7 := n(k). Let A(P,) be the set of exponents of P,),
and define Ay = A(P,)\(A- UA; UAy) (with Ay, A as in (22). We rewrite P, using the circuit
polynomials defined in (23) as follows:

(27) = Z 2 + Y coeff(Py, a)z®

i= acAy

For any o € Ay, it holds that coeff(P,,a) > 0. Recall that the coefficient of z* in C;; equals d;,;, and
these could be chosen arbitrarily as long as 01,; + 02,; = coeft(P,, ;). This equality holds if we pick

coeff( n,LZ)+®1Z+®21 =12

2 )
Furthermore, as in R it holds coeff(P,,¢;) = —©1,; — ©2,;, we find that 6;, > —0,,; for j = 1,2 and
hence C; and C5; are nonnegative circuit polynomials by Theorem 22l By the decomposition (1), P,
is nonnegative as well, and combined with Corollary 329 we have shown (ii).

0ji = —©j,i +

To prove (i) we construct explicitly a point satisfying the conditions. We consider the one parameter
family of reaction rate constants (k) € RS with k > 0 defined as
n—i if j=6i+3andi<n,
2 if j=6i+4 and i <n,
k ifj=6n—5=6(n—1)+1,
1 otherwise,

(28) Rj =
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and let n(k) := n(x(k)) € R¥. We show that there exists an interval I = R~ such that for any k € I,

(k) € R and P,y contains a negative term. For any such x(k), we have L; = 1 for any i € {0,...,n — 1},
and hence, b; = ¢; =T, for all i € {0,...,n — 1}. Similarly, we have

L ifie{0,...,n—2 =i ifje{-1,0,...,n—2
(29) K= e Bie0en=2 o 2 (e Hie im0, n =2y,

5 ifi =n—1, 7 fi=n-—1

We start by noting that for each (k) and for any i € {0,...,n — 1}, it holds

<H6i+3 B HG(z‘+1)+3> =(n—-i)—(n—i—1)=1>0.
R6i+6 K6(i+1)+6

Hence, all minors of M,y are positive by Proposition 5.2, and so are the coefficients of P, corre-
sponding to the exponents a1, ...,aq. It follows from (24) and (23] that ©1 (k) + O2;(k) > 0 for all
ie{l,...,2n — 3}, where O1 ;(k), Oz (k) are the circuit numbers obtained for x(k).

Let Cy(k) := coeff (P, te—1), which is the coefficient of #% in the polynomial A1q(z2). We show in
Lemma [BJ] in the Appendix, that for any k > 0, C¢(k) > 0 when £ € {2,...,2n — 2} and £ # n. Thus,
k(k) € Ry for any £ # n.

We consider the coefficient of 2% in A19(22), see (). As for (k) we have bic; = T;T; and >, ;_,, ,(j+
1-0)T,T; = Zi+j:n_2 T; T}, we have

Cr(k)==n—=1)bp_1 + Z T; T, + Z (i—7)(aic; — ajc).
i+j=n—2 t+j=n—1
i>]

Using the identities (], 29), and @B0) we find a,,—1¢0 — apcp—1 = k1) 4nd b1 = HLH This gives:

(D)%
Colk) =k (P2 (=L 1) 4 NoonT+ Y (i—j)(aic— ajc)
T \n+1) \n+1 o R BEERA S A A
i+j=n—2 i+j=n—1
i>7,i#n—1

The variable k does not appear in the last two summands of C,, (k) and hence, C, (k) is a linear function
of k with a negative leading term and a positive constant term.

Let ko > 0 be the zero of C,,(k), and consider the function g(k) = C, (k) +O1,n—1(k) +O2 n_1(k). Note
that g(ko) > 0 as C, (ko) = 0. As g is continuous in k, there exists ¢p > 0 such that for all k € (ko, ko + €0),
g(k) > 0. Hence k(k) € R,—1. By definition of R, it then follows that x(k) € R and by construction
Cn(k) < 0 for any such k, showing (i). O

In the next example, we give the conditions to be in R explicitly when n = 3 and (k) is the parameter
vector constructed in (28] in the proof of Theorem B.3(i).

Example 5.4. Let n = 3, x(k) = (1,1,3,2,1,1,1,1,2,2,1,1,k,1,1,2,1,1) be as in ([28). The Newton
polytope N(P,)) is shown in the right panel of Figure [l The circuit numbers from (24) and (23) are

©11 =271 371510, Oy = 2710 3710 5 ko,
©15=2710 3710 5 ko, O =273 371 5 ko,
@13—2%3%5]€%, @213=27%3715k%.

The vectors r(k) € R1§ are in the regions Rq, Ry and Rj in the parameter space if they satisfy the
following inequalities respectively

6k +1

S > -2 0375k — 2790 370 5 ki,
—3;]“ > 271 373 5 k10 — 273 371 5 k1,
7’124 > 2710 371 5 k10 — 2710 371 5 ko,

respectively. As shown in the proof of Theorem 53] the first and the third inequalities hold for all k& > 0.
The second inequality holds if k < 10.03, and the coefficient corresponding to the term ¢, 1 in Py is
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FIGURE 1. The support of P, for n = 2,3, black circles and red squares correspond to the

exponents with positive and negative coefficients, respectively. On the left, blue triangles and
green line segments denote the Newton polytopes of the circuit polynomials used in |17, Theorem
3.5]. On the right, blue and green triangles correspond to the simplices A1 and Az from (22]),
respectively.

negative if k& > 3. Therefore, for 10.03 > k > 3, P, ) contains a negative term, but P, is positive.
Hence multistationarity is precluded for x(k).

We end this section with some remarks.

Remark 5.5. If the premise of Proposition holds, then every term of P, with exponent in A} =
A(Py))\(A- U A1 U Ay) has a positive coefficient. This means that we can construct further circuit
polynomials using the exponents in A, as vertices and in A_ as inner terms. For example, a similar
approach was taken for the case n = 2 in |17, Theorem 3.5], where we considered two additional 1-
dimensional circuits given by {(1,0),(2,1), (3,2)} and {(1,1),(2,1), (3,1)} (green line segments in the left
pane in Figure[ll). These were used to formulate a sufficient condition for monostationarity stronger than
that of Theorem (.3l In Theorem (5.3, we omit these extra polynomials in order to keep the notation tidy.

The region R in [20)) is a carefully constructed set, and hence Theorem [5.3 might only address a limited
part of the monostationarity region. The ideas presented in this section can be used when P, has an
exponent with a negative coefficient that lies on a positive dimensional face F' of its Newton polytope,
by applying them to the polynomial restricted to F'.

Remark 5.6. We note that if the values of the reaction rate constant x is known, then we can find
a lower bound for P, (22, x3) by using various convex and polynomial optimization methods such as
solving a relative entropy program induced by the SONC/SAGE decomposition |4, Example 3.1] or
using semidefinite programming |3]. However, for the results presented here, the parameters are a priori
symbolic. Hence, we instead use the method of choosing circuit covers to obtain inequalities on the
parameters, which yields symbolic necessary conditions for multistationarity.

6. Connectivity

As motivated in the introduction, even in lack of a full description of the parameter region of multista-
tionarity, it is of interest to understand the topological properties of the region. Here we show that the
subset of parameters enabling multistationarity and that of those precluding multistationarity are both
path connected in the space of reaction rate constants.

The strategy we follow, which is applicable to other networks, consists of two parts: first, we identify a
subregion of the region of interest that is path connected. For multistationarity, it is the subregion given
by Theorem Il making that theorem critical for this section. For monostationarity, we consider the
subregion characterized by P, having all coefficients positive (non-emptiness of this region is a consequence
of our results here). Afterwards, we show that any other point in the region can be joined to a point in
the selected subregion via a continuous path. This is done by exploiting again properties of the Newton
polytope of P, but now viewing the polynomial as a polynomial in two of the entries of 7.

Let X < RY% be the set of parameter vectors » that enable multistationarity. We prove that X is path
connected in two steps: First we show in Lemma [6.1] that a subset Y of X is path connected, and then
we construct a path in X from any 7 that enables multistationarity to the subset Y in Theorem
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Lemma 6.1. Let Y < R60 consist of the parameters k € RGO such that Ken—9ken — Ken—eken—s3 < 0.
Then, Y < X 1s path connected.

Proof. From Theorem [Tl we know that Y < X. The proof that Y is path connected is a straightforward
adaptation of Lemma 5.1 and Remark 5.3 in [17)]. O

Theorem 6.2. For all n > 2, the set X < RYY consisting on the parameters k that enable multistation-
arity is path connected.

Proof. Let k€ X. Then by CorollaryB.9, there exists x2, 23 > 0 such that P, (22, z3) < 0. We proceed
similarly to the proof of Theorem by treating some parameters as variables.

Fix the value of the assembled parameters Ky,...,K,_2,Lo,...,Ly—1,T0,...,Th_2o corresponding to
k, and construct T, _1(ken—3, Kn—1) as in (6) with ke,—3, K—1 treated as parameters. We fix as well
Z2,x3 > 0, and consider the two parameter family of vectors

&(ken—3, Kn-1) = (To, ..., Tn—2,Tn—1(ken-3, Kn-1), Ko, ..., Kn_1,Lo, ..., Ln—1) € RZ}.

The polynomial Pe (., _,,k,_,) (T2, ¥3) becomes a polynomial in x¢y,—3, Ky —1, denoted by P(kgn_3, Kn_1).

Note that the parameters kg,—3, K,—1 are only present in the terms involving a,—1,b,—1 and c,—1,
see (B) and (). In particular, a,—1 depends only on K, _1, while b,,_1 and ¢,,—1 depend on the product
Ken—3Kn—1. Using (I[d]), we express As, A1p and Ag in terms of kg,—35 and K,_; in the following way,

where the coefficients r(] )

<1+Z‘3' ZH)(E > (i—j)aibﬂg“)

€ R appearing in the expressions are independent of kg,—3 and K, _1:

(=1 itj=£
= (r(2) + 7‘ Kﬁn_gKn_1)( 2 4 T§2)Kn 1+ r( )K/sn_gKn_l) with 7‘(()2),7'52),7"( ) > 0,
— 2n—2 2n—3
:2£+ apzh — ZEb x“lJrZ 2 (J+1—d)bicjx Z+2+Z Z azc]xg+1

=0 i+j5=~4 =1 i+5=¢

=
= (r (() 04 r(m)K 1) — (rém) + rz(,) )m;n,ganl) + (1"4(1 04 ré )/16”,3an1 + ré 0)n6n 3K¢2L—1)
+

o4 7‘8 )Kn_1 + Télo)ﬁ'/sn_gKn_l) with r§1°),r§1°) > 0,

Ago =1+ Z ciabtt = (7‘(()2) + 1"52)14'/an3an1).

=0
Collecting all the terms together we write P as
P(kgn—3,Kn_1) = po + p1Kn_1 + p2rien—3Kn_1 + P3kion—3K;_| + pari, 3K 1,

with p; = 7“62)7“(2):133 +(ry (10) +r(10))x3 > 0and p3 = 7“%2)7“; )1133 > 0. The Newton polytope of P has vertices

(0,0),(0,1),(1,2),(2, 2). The terms of P that can be negative are all supported on the edge F' joining
the vertices (0,0) and (2,2). The outer normal cone of this edge if generated by v = (v1,v2) = (1, —-1).

By the choice of k, x2, 3, we know that P attains negative values, namely by choosing k¢n—5, K6n—4a, K6n—3
to be the entries of the given x. To avoid confusion, we denote them by s, _s, ¢, _4, ka,_3 and the cor-
responding assembled parameter as K* ;. It follows that Pr(k%, 5, K¥ ;) < 0. We evaluate P at
gs = (Kg,_gs", KF_1s"2) = (ﬁgn_gs,Kn_ls_l) and obtain

Q(s) == s P(qs) = p1 K| + pskgy, s(Kj_ ))* + s Pp(kh, 5, K ).

As for s = 1, Q(s) is a linear function with negative coefficient and Q(1) < 0, we have that Q(s) < 0
for all s > 1. Hence, consider the parameter vector ks obtained from k by replacing kg, _,, kg,_5 by
K6n—4 S, kn—3 S such that the new K,,_1 is K,,_15~'. Then & enables multistationarity for all s > 1. As
s increases, so does kgn—38, and eventually ks belongs to Y. The parameter vectors xs thus give a path
connecting the point x in X with a point in Y. This concludes the proof. Il

The rest of the section focuses on showing that the region of parameters precluding multistationarity is
also path connected. We first show that the region of monostationarity is connected in the 3n dimensional
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parameter space given by T;, K;, L; for i = 0,...,n— 1. Written in terms of T;, K;, L; instead of a;, b;, ¢;,
the terms of the polynomial P, in (20) are

n—1 2n—3
As(z9) = (1 + Y Tyt ) (2 -7 K,-LjTi_lzj?l) ,
=0

=1 1+j=¢L
n—1 n—1 2n—2
Alo(xg) = Z (f + 1) KTy xé — Z 0L, T, xg+1 + Z Z (] +1-— ’L) L;T; Tj xé‘”
£=0 £=0 £=0 i+j=~L
2n—3
+ > D (= HET Ty,
=1 14+5=¢
n—1
Aoo(xg) =1+ Z T; :L'é+1.
1=0

In Theorem [6.3] we show that the region Z < R of parameters for which P, is positive is path
connected. We prove this by showing that any point in Z is path connected to a point n € Z such that
all the coefficients of P, are positive. We then show that any two such points are also path connected
in Z.

Theorem 6.3. For alln > 1, the set
Z = {neR¥ : Py(x2,23) > 0 for all (v2,73) € RZ,}
18 path connected.

Proof. Let n € Z. Hence, for all 9,25 > 0, P,(z2,23) > 0. Fix (z2,23) € R2, and all parameters in 7
but K,_1, Lo, and view P,(z2,x3) as a polynomial in K,,_; and Ly with real coefficients. Let P’ denote
this polynomial. It is straightforward to see using (I6]) that P’ takes the form

P/(anl, Lo) =1r3K,_1Lo+1r9oK,_1 +11Lo + 10, with 71, 79,73 > 0.
As in the proof of Theorem [6.2] we denote by K*_;, L the corresponding parameter entries in 7, such
that P'(K}_,,LE) > 0.

We evaluate P’ at ¢; = (K_ys,L§s):

Q(s) == P/(Qs) =r3K,_1Los® + (roKn—1+ r1Lg)s + ro.

The polynomial @ is quadratic in s with positive leading term and Q(1) > 0. By Descartes’ rule of signs,
@ has at most one positive root and hence Q(s) > 0 for all s > 1.
As this holds for any fixed (z2,x3) € R, it follows that

Ns = (To, Ce ,Tnfl,Ko, .. .,Kn,Q,K*_IS,Lgs,Ll, Ce ,Lnfl) € Z7 for all s > 1.

n
We now show that for s large enough, all coefficients of P, in z3, 23 are positive. The factor of As(z2)
that can be negative is (ZZIB ivjee(i — J) KG LT 1 T zé“) . For the coefficient of z&, seen as a
polynomial in all parameters, the coefficients of all the monomials involving K, _; and Ly are positive,
and there is at least one such monomial for every 2 < k < 2n — 2. Hence, by letting K,,_; and Lg be
sufficiently large, all coefficients become positive. An analogous argument holds for A1q(z2) and therefore
we conclude that, for s large enough, all coefficients of P, in 2, 3 are positive.

All that is left is to show that any two parameter points 1, 72 such that all coefficients of P, are
positive, are connected by a path in Z. First note that increasing the coordinates of K,,_; and Lg in any
of them leads to a parameter point also in Z with all coefficients of P,, positive. Second, consider the
projection m outside the entries K,,_1 and Ly, and form the line segment n'(s) := smw(n1) + (1 — s)m(n2)
for s € [0,1]. Extend n/(s) to a parameter vector 7(s, K,_1, Lo) with K,,_1 and L seen as variables. The
coefficients of P, (s k,_,,1,) are polynomials in K,_1, Lo with coefficients in s, such that the coefficients
of the monomials involving K,,_1, Lo are positive continuous functions of s. As [0, 1] is compact, there
exist K¥_| and L such that for any K, 1 > K'_; and Lo > L§, all the coefficients of P, x,_,,1,) are
positive for all s € [0,1]. By picking K | and L§ to be larger than the entries of 17, and 72, the desired
path is the composition of the line segments in Z joining the points 71, n(0, K*_{, L), n(1, KF_, L)

and 72 in this order. This concludes the proof. (|
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In Theorem above we have shown that the region of monostationarity is path connected in the
parameter space given by the parameters K;, L;, and T; for all ¢ = 0,...,n — 1. Next, we extend this
result to the 6n dimensional parameter space given by x € R

Corollary 6.4. The set of parameters r € R%Y precluding multistationarity is path connected for all n.

Proof. Let k, k" € RS preclude multistationarity. We have that n(k), n(k’) € Z, with Z as in Theorem [6.3]
and hence, there is a contmuous path

&(s) = (To(s)y .-« Tno1(s), Ko(s),..., Kn_1(s), Lo(s),...,Ln-1(s)), se€][0,1]

connecting them in Z. Define the points x(s) € R%Y for i = 0,. -1, as
Ti S Lz S
Kei+2(8) 1= Keiv2,  Kei+3(S) = Keito Ti_g(l) Kl((s)) Kei+1(8) 1= Ki(s)(kei+2 + Kei+3(5)),
K6i+5(8) 1= Kei+s, K6i+6(8) 1= Kei+e, Kei+4(8) 1= Li(s)(Keit+s5 + Kei+e)-

Using (@), TiTjEO(ZJ) f{i((%)) = :2;2 and hence x(0) = k. Furthermore, for all s € [0,1], n(x(s)) = &(s).
Therefore, x(s) precludes multistationarity for all s € [0,1] and gives a path from & to «(1). All that is

left is to connect «’ with x(1). Note that for ¢ =0,...,n — 1,

(Kei+1(1), Keit2(1), Keits(1), Keiva(1), Keits(l), Keite(1l)) =

/ !’
61+S Keita

’ ’
_ Beixl (. o i . .
(K%HZJF,{%HS (5614—2 + K6i+6 Riro ) K6i+2, K6i+6 "o’ Rt Fhirs K6i+5, H6z+6)

To this end, define a path a(s) with, for i =0,...,n —1

)

"5/-; s s 1—s “/i

agita(s) == H6i+2(,€2;2) . 6it3(8) = Kgipa (ZZ;E) , apigp1(s) = m (agi+2(s) + agivs(s))
’ s 1-s ’

agits(s) = H61+5<Zzzi;) , Qeire(s) i= “gi+6 (ZZ:Z) , Opiga(s) = ﬁ (Oé6i+5(8) + Oé6i+6(5))-

We have a(0) = £(1) and «(1) = &’. Furthermore, n(a(s)) = n(x’) for all s € [0,1] and hence, a(s)
precludes multistationarity. Thus, a gives the desired path and concludes the proof. ([

APPENDIX A.

In this appendix we compute the determinant of the matrix J in ([2)), which we rewrite here for
convenience:

1+ ZZ1 o (i + 1) a; Thas -yt zal x;H:I:g 22:01 a; T1Th

n i .

J = Dis 9 (i +1)b; a3 1 721: —0 Viby it > b-xle
1Y+ D) eyt ablay 1= Y0+ ) ey tab ey 14 Y0 e abtt

Note that x3 appears with degree one in each of the entries of columns 1 and 2 but the third column
does not depend on x3. Therefore, the determinant of J can be written as a quadratic polynomial in x3:

P:=detJ = A2x§ + Ajzs + Ap.

Specifically, after noticing that the first two columns can be written as a sum of two vectors, one inde-
pendent of x3 and the other a multiple of x3, we write the determinant of J as

P = det J; + (det Jo + det J3)z3 + (det Jy)3,

where
(1 0 22:01 a; T
Jh=10 1 27*0117 xll'é ,
7_1 _1 1 + Z ’L+1
[ 1 — i 0 Lia; x;ﬂ 22:01 aixlxé
Jo=10 —Z —0 Lib, x”’l Z?folb x1x2 ,
-1 =" Ol(z—l—l)czacl Lyit2 1+ 370, xit
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[ X (i+ 1) a; b 0 S a; ah
Jy=| N (i+1)biah L S by |,
72;:01 (i4+ 1)yt ab™ —1 1+ 22:01 c; whtt
[ Z;:ol (i+1)a zz2 - Z;:ol Lag zz;_l
To= | N+ 1)biad — 3y ibiast
_Z?:’Ol (i4+1)ciayt abt™ — Z?;OI(Z' + 1) gyt

n—1 i
Dico @i T1TH
n—1 i
Do bi v17h

1 i+1

1+ Z?;O i xh

We proceed to compute each coefficient Ag, A1, Ao using the matrices J;, i = 1,2, 3, 4.

Computing Aj. The determinant of Jy is simply
n—1 .
AO =1 + Z C; 1'Z2+1

n—1 n—1
+ 2 bixizs + Z a;T1Th.
i=0 i=0 i=0

Computing A;. We compute now the determinant of Jy. After adding the first column multiplied by

x2 to the second column, det J4 agrees with the determinant of

—1,. ; -1 ; -1 ;
Yo i+ 1) a; Z?zol a; g;%“ Z;;Ol a; 2125
Yy biaktt Y b

S i+ 1) by b
Sr i+ 1) ear!

1
cixyt abtt 0

Subtraction of the second column of J; multiplied by x1/x2 from the third column gives that det J; =

det Jj = det J} with
—1 ; —1 iyl
) Z;;Ol(z +1)a; x) Z,Ziol a; g;12_+1 0
Jy = Do (i +1)biay Yt bizh 01
Lgitt 0 L+ 30, cixh

Z?;OI(Z' + 1)y

Hence, we compute the determinant of J;. We start by finding the principal minor obtained by removing

the last row and column of J}:
n—1

n—1 n—1
M = (Z(i+1)aizé) (2 by xht
i=0

=0

) (S

n—1n—1 n—1n—1
- (Z (i+1)a bjzg““) - (Z D ai(j +1)b; zgﬂ’“)
=0 i=0 j=0

i=0 j
n—1n—1 2n—2 2n—3
= 22— abes? T = 3 N (= asbiest = YT Y (i = j) as bt
i=0 j=0 £=1 i+j=¢ £=1 i+j=¢
where in the last equality we note that the term vanished for ¢ = 2n — 2. From this, we obtain
n—1 _ 2n—3
As =det Jy = (1 + Z c; ohtt ) < Z Z (i—j)aibjxgH)
i=0 (=1 i+j=¢
Computing A;. We start by finding det Js.
1 —yrlia xéﬂ S ai 11312 1 S Via :cé“
det J, = det | 0 — 12;:01 ibiaytt 2;:(%1 bizyay | +det | 0 - 12;:01 ibaytt
-1 - Z?;o (i+1)c $f1$§+2 Z?;o Ci $12+1 -1 - Z?;O (i+1)ci $f1$§+2

The second determinant is simply
n—1
Dyi=— Y ibiah.
i=0

For the first determinant D;, adding the first row to the last gives

1 — Z;:OI ia; :cé“
Dy =det |0 -y ibiagt! _
0 —>rpiaas™ + i+ Deay'as™®) Y

1+ Z;:OI i Th

i+1

i+1

Z(iJrl)bi:c;)

n—1 i
Zi:ol @i T1T3

n— ) i
Do bixixh
(@i x12y + i x

i+1
2

)

19
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and hence
n—1 ) n—1 n—1
D, =— (2’“71'56?'1) (Z(azz1x2+qz2 ) (2() z1x2> (2(“1“#2-4-1 (i+1)cizy
i=0 i=0 i=0
n—1n—1 —1n—
= Z (j—i)ajbyazy T 4+ Z Z (G+1—i)bicjabt?
i=0 j=0 i=0 j=0
2n—3 2n—
= Z (G —i)a; b zmpaytt + Z (j+1—1d)bicjzs™.
£=1 itj=¢ £=0 i+j=¢
This gives det Jy = D1 + Do.
We proceed similarly with the computation of det Js:
PN 01 (i+1)a; :L'2 0 anol a; :El:cé
det J3 = det Yo Y+ 1) b 1132 IR S b x12h
> Ol(z + Doyt abtt —1 Yy G zitt
> Ol(erl)az:c2 0 0
+ det Yo (z+1)bl$2 1 0

Z? 01(z+1)cz 1_1 xé"’l -1 1

The second determinant Cy is

For the first determinant C', we have

e o1 (i+1)a; ) 0 Sy aiv1wh
Cl = det 21:0 (’L + 1) b 1'2 1 Z?_Ol b l'l,jcé ,
Z?gol(i + 1) (biah+ izt a0 X7 ol(b x@h + e ahth)

and hence

n—1 n—1 n—1
= (Z(iJrl)ai:cé) <Z(biz1z§+ci i+1) ) (Z azzl%) (2 i+ 1) (bizh + ciap? i)

i=0 i=0 i=0
n—1n —1n—
:2217] azb :L'1£C2 ZZ@—] a; cj x Z+J+1
i=0 j=0 i=0 j=0

2n—3 2n—
= Z 2 (i — 7) ai bj z1ah + Z §)aicjast.
(=1 i+j=t =1

Putting it all together, we get
A1 =Cy+ Dy +C1 + Dy

_ 2n—3
2 (L+1) agch 26bgwé+1+ Z 2 (jfi)ajbiz1x§+1
=0 (=1 it+j=¢
2n—2 2n—3 2n—3
+Z 2 j+1—i)bicjz €+2+2 Z (t—j)a; b; x1z2+2 Z azc]zg"'l
=0 i+j=¢ £=1 i+j=¢ £=1 i+j=¢
n—1 2n—2 2n—3
Z(EJrl agxh — 26bgwé+1+2 2(j+1—i)bicj €+2+2 Z i—j)aic;
£=0 0=0 i+j=~L £=1 i+j=¢

2n—3
+ z1(1 + x2) (Z Z j—1 ajbz2>.

l=1 i+j=¢{

1,i+2
)

)

)
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APPENDIX B.
In this part of the appendix, we provide a supplementary lemma to prove Theorem [(.3

Lemma B.1. Let x(k) as given in @8). If £ € {2,...,2n — 2}, £ # n, then the coefficient C;(k) of x5 in
Ay is positive for any k € Rwg.

Proof. First, we consider the case £ € {n+1,...,2n — 2}, and note that in this case
Ce(k) = Z (G+1—19)bic; + Z —Jlaic;
i+j=0—2 i+j=0—1
Z ;T + 2 (t—J)(aic; — ajc),
i+j=0—2 i+j=0—1
1>7

as by = c¢; =T; for any i € {0,...,n — 1} for r(k), and >, ,_, »(G+1 =)L T =3, » Ti T}
The first summand is positive since each T; is positive. Likewise, the last summand is also positive,
because for any i,j € {0,...,n — 1} such that i > j, we find using (29):

i it _
(30) aic; — ay¢; = KiTy \Tj — K;Ty (T = { 707 fiedl....n=2},
W_—I)Q(n—j—l) ifi=n-—1.

Therefore Cg(k) > 0 for £€ {n +1,...,2n — 2}.
The coefficient C;(k) for £ € {2,...,n — 1} is given by

Cok)=(l+1)ag— (€ —1)bg_1 + Z ;T + Z (t—j)(aic; — ajc)

i+j=0—2 itj=0—1
1>7
=<(£1)be1+ 2 TiTj>+(€+1)ae+ 2 (i*j)(aiijajCi),
i+j=0—2 i+]:=lf71
1>7

where the second equality is simply a reordering of terms. The second and third terms are positive by
B0). We will show that the first term is also positive.
We point out that 7,1 does not appear in any sum. For £ = 2, the first term is —(¢ — 1) Ty—1 + T3 =

T2 > 0 and hence, Co(k) > 0. For ¢ > 2, 29) gives T}T; = =0 J) “and we obtain

(n+1)2
£—2
(n+1? > TiTj= > (n—i)n—j) =D (n—i)(n—L+2+1i)
i+j=0-2 i+j=0—2 i=0
-2
-3 ((n+1)—(i+1))<(n—£+1)+(i+1))
1=0
> —1n—L+1)(n+1)=(n+1)%(—1)bp_.
This gives C¢(k) > 0 and concludes the proof. O
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