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Abstract

When complex systems with nonlinear dynamics achieve an output performance objective, only a fraction of the state dynamics
significantly impacts that output. Those minimal state dynamics can be identified using the differential geometric approach to
the observability of nonlinear systems, but the theory is limited to only analytical systems. In this paper, we extend the notion of
nonlinear observable decomposition to the more general class of data-informed systems. We employ Koopman operator theory,
which encapsulates nonlinear dynamics in linear models, allowing us to bridge the gap between linear and nonlinear observability
notions. We propose a new algorithm to learn Koopman operator representations that capture the system dynamics while
ensuring that the output performance measure is in the span of its observables. We show that a transformation of this linear,
output-inclusive Koopman model renders a new minimum Koopman representation. This representation embodies only the
observable portion of the nonlinear observable decomposition of the original system. A prime application of this theory is
to identify genes in biological systems that correspond to specific phenotypes, the performance measure. We simulate two
biological gene networks and demonstrate that the observability of Koopman operators can successfully identify genes that
drive each phenotype. We anticipate our novel system identification tool will effectively discover reduced gene networks that
drive complex behaviors in biological systems.

Key words: Koopman operator theory; nonlinear observability; differential geometry; nonlinear dynamical systems; system
identification; gene networks

1 Introduction

Sensor technology has advanced at a rapid pace, offer-
ing researchers unprecedented access to data on dynam-
ical systems. Observability is the underlying principle
that links the sensor data to the internal state of the
system. Applications of observability include monitoring
the state of the system [1–3], estimating process model
parameters [4] and identifying optimal locations for sen-
sor placement [5]. The theory of observability is well es-
tablished for linear systems [6]. Observability theory for
nonlinear systems is limited to the differential geometric
results for analytical systems [7] and algebraic results for
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polynomial systems [8]. For nonlinear systems learned
from data, methods are being developed to identify if
the system is observable [9]. The theory to identify the
observable subspace decomposition of nonlinear systems
from data-driven models is yet to be established.

Data-driven discovery of dynamics is critical for complex
systems where the underlying mechanics are not fully un-
derstood. Such scenarios are common in biological cells
[10], finance [11], cyber-physical systems [12], etc. One
of the commonly used complex systems in biomanufac-
turing industries is the bacterium, Escherichia coli [13].
In Escherichia coli, gene transcription alone constitute
over a 4, 400−dimensional dynamic process, and this
excludes the protein and metabolic interactions within
the cell. Such complex systems are typically deployed
to achieve a specific performance objective. Escherichia
coli used in biomanufacturing processes are optimized
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for performance objectives like maximizing population
cell growth [14] or maximizing production of a speci-
fied metabolite [15]. Only a fraction of the genes have
a strong influence on the desired performance objec-
tive [16–18]. This raises the question of how to identify
a critical set of genes that have the strongest influence
on given performance objective function.

For a linear system, the performance objective can be
treated as the output and an observable subspace decom-
position results in the minimal system dynamics that
drives the output [19]. Equivalent results have been de-
veloped for nonlinear systems using differential geom-
etry for analytical systems where the governing equa-
tions are known prior [7]. However, the dynamics of bi-
ological systems are not known prior and are typically
learned from data. Hence, observable subspace decom-
position methods cannot be used directly to learn the
minimal gene expression dynamics in biological systems
that drive a desired output phenotype.

In biological systems, the typical approach to identify
genes that impact a phenotype is to look for genes
that exhibit significant differences in their steady-state
responses [20–22] across varying initial conditions. By
considering initial conditions where the output (per-
formance metric) response is vastly different, the genes
with the highest differential steady state response are
deemed to impact the output. This is a classical em-
pirical approach that disregards both gene-to-gene
interactions as well as gene-to-phenotype (output) in-
teractions. Our ultimate goal is to model these various
nonlinear dynamical interactions from data and then
find genes that drive a desired output which can later
be used to optimize the performance of that output.

Koopman operator theory is an increasingly popular ap-
proach to learn and analyze nonlinear system dynamics,
specifically due to a growing suite of numerical meth-
ods that can be applied in a data-driven setting [23,24].
Koopman models are promising because they construct
a set of state functions called Koopman observables that
embed the nonlinear dynamics of a physical system in
a high-dimensional space where the dynamics become
linear [25]. Koopman models are typically learned from
data using a dimensionality reduction algorithm called
dynamic mode decomposition (DMD), which was de-
veloped by Schmid [26]. Extensive research has enabled
Koopman models to increase their predictive accuracy
and decrease their computational complexity. Koopman
models serve as a bridge between nonlinear systems and
high-dimensional linear models, making them particu-
larly helpful for extending linear notions to nonlinear
systems in applications such as modal analysis [27–29],
construction of observers [9, 30–33] and development of
controllers [23,34–37].

The study of observability of nonlinear systems using
Koopman operators is a growing area of research; Koop-

man operators have been augmented with output equa-
tions for applications like observer synthesis [30–32], op-
timal sensor placement [38, 39] and quantifying observ-
ability of nonlinear systems [9]. They all work under the
assumption that the outputs lie in the span of Koopman
observables but there is no theory on when that assump-
tion holds. There are no algorithms to learn such output-
inclusive Koopman models from data as Koopman mod-
els typically constitute a state equation learned either
by using direct state measurements [40–42] or delay-
embedded output measurements [43–45]. Moreover, how
to use Koopman operator models learnt from data to
estimate the observable decomposition of the nonlinear
system is yet to be established.

Here, we extend the theory of Koopman operators to
nonlinear systems with a measurable output perfor-
mance and develop the notion of observable subspaces
for such nonlinear systems using linear Koopman oper-
ator theory. Through our investigation, we:

(i) developed a theory that maps the observable sub-
space of a nonlinear system to a linear output-
inclusive Koopman model defined on that observ-
able subspace (Theorems 3 and 4),

(ii) identified the conditions under which the observ-
able subspace of an output-inclusive Koopman
model maps to the observable subspace of the
nonlinear system (Theorem 5)

(iii) developed a new algorithm that learns such observ-
able, output-inclusive Koopman models using deep
learning and dynamic mode decomposition (Corol-
lary 2),

(iv) showed that the new data-driven Koopman mod-
els can estimate the essential genes that drive the
growth phenotype of a biological system in the or-
der of their importance (Simulation Example 1),
and

(v) showed that the gene dynamics in the observable
subspace of each output of an interconnected ge-
netic circuit constitute the significant genes that
drive that output performance measure of the cir-
cuit (Simulation Example 2).

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces
the problem statement in detail and Section 3 briefly
introduces the required mathematical preliminaries. In
Section 4, we discuss the main theoretical results per-
taining to observability of Koopman operators and the
methods to see them in practice. We consider two sim-
ulated gene circuits in Section 5 and demonstrate how
the theory is used to find genes that drive each output
of the system. Conclusions are drawn in Section 6.

2 ProblemFormulation

We formulate the mathematical problem in more depth
and describe how solving it benefits biological systems.
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Fig. 1. Koopman approach to observability decomposition of nonlinear systems: The nonlinear observable decom-
position (upper transition) is a result from the the differential geometric approach to observability of nonlinear systems which
is only defined for analytical systems. The Koopman lifting (transition on the left) is from Koopman operator theory to find
high-dimensional linear representations of nonlinear system. Our approach is to find the structure of the Koopman operator
for the nonlinear decomposed system (transition on the right) and establish a relationship with the Koopman operator model
of the original nonlinear system through a linear transformation (lower transition).

2.1 The Mathematical Challenge

Given the autonomous discrete-time nonlinear dynami-
cal system with output

State Equation: xt+1 = f(xt) (1a)

Output Equation: yt = h(xt) (1b)

where x ∈ M ⊆ Rn is the state and y ∈ R is the out-
put performance measure. The differential geometric ap-
proach to observability provides a nonlinear decomposi-
tion that can an analytical system of the form (1) to

xot+1 = fo(x
o
t )

xut+1 = fu(xot , x
u
t ) (2)

yt = ho(x
o
t )

via a diffeomorphic (smooth and invertible) nonlinear

transformation

[
xo

xu

]
=

[
ξo(x)

ξu(x)

]
where xu lies in the un-

observable subspace of the system (1). The remaining
xo is the minimal state that drives the output dynamics
and the manifold that xo lies in is the maximum sub-
space that the output y can observe in the system (1a).
We refer to that space observed by the output as the
observable subspace of the system (1). For data-driven
nonlinear models, there are no approaches to identify the
nonlinear transformations ξo and ξu. There are explicit
methods to do similar transformations for data-driven
linear systems and therefore, we turn to Koopman oper-
ator theory that bridges the notions of linear and non-
linear observable decompositions.

A standard Koopman operator representation used to
capture the nonlinear dynamical system with an output
equation (1) is given by

State Equation: ψ(xt+1) = Kψ(xt) (3a)

Output Equation: yt = Whψ(xt) (3b)

whereM⊆ Rn and ψ :M→ RnL are the Koopman ob-
servables (functions of the state), whose linear evolution
across time captures the nonlinear dynamics of the state
and the output. To enable easier recovery of the base
state x from the Koopman observables ψ(x), the Koop-
man observables are typically constrained to include the

base states x as ψ(x) =
[
x> ϕ>(x)

]>
where ϕ(x) is a

vector of pure nonlinear functions of x. The Koopman
operators corresponding to the observables which con-
tain the state x are referred to as state-inclusive Koop-
man operators. For the rest of the paper, the Koopman
model with observables denoted by ψ are state-inclusive.
Since the Koopman model (3) is linear, linear observabil-
ity concepts can be used in this system. How do we use
the Koopman system (3) to infer the observable state xo

in (2)? Section 4 delves more on this topic and provides
algorithms to identify xo from data and determine the
observable subspace of the original nonlinear system (1).

2.2 The Biological Implication

In complex microbial cell systems, techniques like tran-
scriptomics [46] and proteomics [47] inform the dynamics
within the cell and instruments like flow cytometers [48],
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plate readers [49], and microscopes [50] inform the phe-
notypic characteristics viewed from outside the cell. We
can represent the intracellular activity by the state equa-
tion (1a) and the phenotype of interest by the output
equation (1b). The phenotypic behavior is the perfor-
mance metric that we wish to optimize with a specific
objective. In Section 5, we simulate two biological gene
networks, for which we learn the observable subspace of
the nonlinear system (1) and provide empirical methods
to map that observation space (in which all of xo lies) to
the set of genes (a subset of the state variables in x) that
drive the output phenotypic behavior. Upon identifying
the genes that influence the phenotypic dynamics, we
can deploy actuators developed for biological systems to
control the gene expression and optimize the phenotypic
performance.

The generic phenotypic performance optimization prob-
lem is given by

max
u

N∑
t=0

||yt||22 (4)

such that xt+1 = f(xt) +

na∑
i=1

gi(xt, ut,i)

yt = h(xt)

where g is the input function that captures both how an
input directly controls the expression of targeted genes
as well as off-target gene expression effects [51] and na
is the number of individual genes whose expression dy-
namics we can target to control. Two accessible genetic
actuators that control gene expression are: A) Trans-
posons [21] which knockout the complete gene expres-
sion with gi(xt, ut,i) = −fi(xt), and B) CRISPR inter-
ference mechanism which suppresses the gene expres-
sion [52] with gi(xt, ut,i) < 0. We anticipate this work
will enable the identification of genes that impact growth
of soil bacteria in sparse environmental conditions that
can be controlled by biological actuators to maximize
their population growth.

3 Mathematical Preliminaries

We consider the discrete-time nonlinear dynamical sys-
tem (1) with the state x ∈ M ⊆ Rn and an output
y ∈ R. The Koopman operator for the state dynam-
ics (1a) is given by (3a) where K : FnL → FnL , ψ :
M → RnL , and F is a space of smooth functions. The
Koopman operator is ideally a linear infinite dimensional
operator(nL →∞) but Koopman models identified from
data are finite dimensional approximations (nL < ∞).
Detailed discussion on Koopman operator theory can be
found in [53, 54]. Since the core focus of the paper is on
the observability of (1), we present the relevant results
from the differential geometric approach to observabil-
ity of discrete-time nonlinear systems [7, 55–57]. In ad-

dition, we also present an overview of the existing algo-
rithms used to identify Koopman operators.

3.1 Observability of discrete-time nonlinear
systems

The observability of the nonlinear system (1) revolves
around the properties of a new space obtained by the
transformation of the base coordinates x, called the ob-
servation space.

Definition 1 The observation space Oy(x) for the non-
linear dynamical system (1) is the space of functions that
captures the output across infinite time:

Oy(x) = {h(x), h(f(x)), · · · , h(f i(x)), · · · }, i ∈ Z>0.

With a slight abuse of notation, based on the context,
we use Oy(x) to represent either a set or a vector of
functions. If the observation space Oy(x) has a diffeo-
morphic map (smooth and invertible) with x, then the
outputs across infinite time can be used to estimate the
initial state x and this would be true for all x ∈M. This
is the strongest condition that ensures the system (1) is
observable, but it is impossible to check for. So, a more
local approach is adopted by computing the dimension
of the observation space at a point.

Definition 2 The dimension of the observation space
Oy(x) at a point x̄ ∈M is the rank of the Jacobian matrix
of the function set {h(x), h(f(x)), · · · , h(fn−1(x))}:

dim
(
Oy(x̄)

)
= rank


∂h(x)
∂x1

· · · ∂h(x)
∂xn

...
. . .

...
∂h(fn−1(x))

∂x1
· · · ∂h(fn−1(x))

∂xn


∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
x=x̄

.

The dimension of the observation space can be computed
locally at a point and hence a local observation result can
be obtained. While there are different notions of observ-
ability for nonlinear systems, we only discuss strongly
local observability as we build on top of this definition
for the rest of the paper.

Definition 3 The system (1) is said be strongly locally
observable at x ∈ M if there exists a neighborhood U
of x such that for any x̄ ∈ U , h(fk(x̄)) = h(fk(x)) for
k = 0, 1, · · · , n− 1, implies x̄ = x.

Theorem 1
(
Theorem 2.1 from [55]

)
If the system (1)

is such that dim(Oy(x̄)) = n, then the system is strongly
locally observable at x̄

The results extend to the full system if they are true
for all x ∈ M. In that case, we state that the system is
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strongly locally observable if dim(Oy(x)) = n ∀x ∈ M.
The premise of the paper is that for complex dynamics,
the system is not strongly locally observable and that
only a subspace of the system is observable. This is cap-
tured in part as continuous and discrete results in: Re-
mark 2 under Theorem 2.9 under [55], Proposition 3.34
from [7] and Theorem 3.51 from [7]. We consider this
result for discrete systems in a form that is useful to us.

Theorem 2 Given a nonlinear system (1), for a given
point x ∈ M, if there exists a neighborhood U of x such
that for any x̄ ∈ U , dim(Oy(x̄)) = r, then we can find a

local coordinate transform from x to x̃ =

[
x̃1

x̃2

]
such that

x̃1
t+1 = fo(x̃

1
t ) (5a)

x̃2
t+1 = fu(x̃1

t , x̃
2
t ) (5b)

yt = ho(x̃
1
t ) (5c)

∀ x ∈ U where x̃1 ∈M′ ⊆ Rr andM′ ⊆M.

The result tells us that if the output dynamics (given
by Oy(x)) lies in a lower dimensional space than the
state dynamics, then we can do a nonlinear observable
decomposition of the original system(1) to get a system
of the form (2) where only a subset of the states are
observable and drive the output dynamics. This is an
important result as it is this system that needs to be
connected to the Koopman model (3) to arrive at the
observability analysis of the nonlinear system (1) when
identified from data.

3.2 Dynamic mode decomposition (DMD)

Dynamic Mode Decomposition (DMD) is a popular class
of algorithms adopted to learn approximate finite dimen-
sional Koopman models. A detailed review of some of
the popular DMD algorithms is given in [58]. A general
framework for the DMD algorithm is given by

min
ψ,K
||ψ(xk+1)−Kψ(xk)||2F (6)

where the number of Koopman observables (nL ≥ n) is a
typical hyperparameter. The exact DMD algorithm [26]
identifies local linear representations of (1a) by setting
ψ(x) = x. The extended DMD (E-DMD) algorithm pro-
posed in [40] identifies Koopman models by using a ker-
nel of user-specified functions to represent the Koopman
observables ψ(x). To automate the Koopman observable
learning process, deepDMD algorithms [59, 60] specify
ψ(x) as the output layer of a neural network:

ψ(x) =

[
x

ϕ(x)

]
=

[
x

gn ◦ σ ◦ · · · ◦ σ ◦ g2 ◦ σ ◦ g1(x)

]

where the ith hidden layer captured by weights Wi,
biases bi, linear function gi(x) = Wix + bi and activa-
tion function σ. Activation functions like sigmoidal [61],
rectified linear unit (ReLU) activation functions [62]
and radial basis functions (RBFs) [63] parameterize
ψ(x) with universal function approximation properties.
There are other algorithms which identify non state-
inclusive Koopman operators by identifying purely non-
linear Koopman observables that have a differomorphic
map with the base state x. The diffeomorphic map is
implemented using autoencoders [64,65].

4 MainResults

In this section, we methodically show how we translate
the theory of observable decomposition of nonlinear sys-
tems to the linear observable decomposition of Koop-
man systems to discover the critical Koopman observ-
ables(functions of the state x) that drive the output dy-
namics. We use an analytical example to elucidate our
theoretical results. Along the way, we discuss how to ex-
tend the theory to practise. The details for implementing
the algorithms are provided in the Appendix (Section 7).

4.1 Minimal Koopman operator that drives the
output

We begin by showing the nonlinear system (1) can be
transformed into a minimal Koopman model that drives
the output performance metric.

Theorem 3 Suppose the dynamical system with the out-
put performance measure (1)

xt+1 = f(xt)

yt = h(xt)

where x ∈M ⊆ Rn and y ∈ R is such that its observation
space Oy(x) has a constant dimension r ≤ n at x in
the neighborhood U ⊆ M. Then, for any x ∈ U there
are r functions in Oy(x) which constitute a surjective
coordinate transformation to a reduced space xo = ξ(x) ∈
M′ ⊆ Rr with a Koopman operator representation

ψo(x
o
t+1) = Koψo(x

o
t )

yt = Whoψo(x
o
t ).

(7)

PROOF. The proof involves three steps:

(i) Convert the system to the nonlinear observable canon-
ical form: It is given that at a point x in a neighborhood
U , we have dim(Oy(x)) = r ≤ n. Using Theorem 2, we
can transform the the base state x to a new local co-
ordinate (x̃1, x̃2) using a diffeomorphic local coordinate
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transform

[
x̃1

x̃2

]
=

[
ξo(x)

ξu(x)

]
such that (1) can take the

nonlinear observable canonical form (5).

(ii) Find an infinite dimensional linear model to repre-
sent the nonlinear observable canonical form: Consider
the observation space of (5) in the vector form:

Ōy(x̃1) ,
[
ho(x̃

1)> ho(fo(x̃
1))> ho(f

2
o (x̃1))> · · ·

]>
.

When we propagate Ōy(x̃1) from time point t to t + 1,
all functions of Ōy(x̃1

t+1) lie in the span of all functions

in Ōy(x̃1
t ) as ho(f

i
o(x̃

1
t+1)) = ho(f

i+1
o (x̃1

t )) ∀ i ∈ Z≥0.
Hence, there exists an infinite dimensional matrix Ky

that renders an infinite dimensional linear model:

Ōy(x̃1
t+1) = KyŌy(x̃1

t )

yt =
[
Ip 0

]
Ōy(x̃1

t )

for the nonlinear dynamics of x̃1 given by (5a) and (5c).

(iii) Convert the infinite-dimensional system to a state-
inclusive Koopman operator representation: For output
at a time point t+ k, we have from systems (1) and (5),
yt+k = h(fk(xt)) = ho(f

k
o (x̃1

t )) for any xt ∈ M. Hence,
we have Oy(x) = Ōy(x̃1) ⇒ dim(Ōy(x̃1)) = r. So, us-
ing Theorem 2.8 in [55] or the discrete time equivalent
of Proposition 3.34 in [7] , we can find a vector of r
functions in the observation space Ōy(x̃1), say xo ∈ Rr,
such that all functions in Ōy(x̃1) are a nonlinear func-
tion of xo. Then, there exists a permutation matrix P

such that P Ōy(x̃1) =

[
xo

ϕo(x
o)

]
= ψo(x

o) which con-

verts the above infinite-dimensional linear model to a
state-inclusive Koopman operator representation of the
form (7). Hence the proof. 2

The nonlinear observable decomposition theorem trans-
forms the full nonlinear system to a new coordinate space
with the minimal number of state variables required
to capture the output performance metric. Theorem 3
proves the existence of a state-inclusive Koopman oper-
ator for the transformed system such that its Koopman
observables lie in the span of the observation space vec-
tor and vice versa. The above theorem is fusing the in-
formation in the states and outputs. One of the existing
results in fusing two measurements is the theory of fac-
tor conjugacy in [66,67]. In the following remark, we tie
Theorem 1 to the concept of factor conjugacy.

Remark 1 If there are two dynamical systems xt+1 =
fx(xt) and zt+1 = fz(zt) such that z = hzx(x),

then the two systems are said to be factor conju-
gate if hzx(fx(x)) = fz(hzx(x)). As a consequence,
if {(λzi, φzi), i = 1, 2, ...} represents the set of all
eigenvalue-eigenfunction pair of the Koopman operator
for the z−dynamics, then {(λzi, φzi ◦ hzx), i = 1, 2, ...}
represent a subset of all eigenvalue-eigenfunction pair of
the Koopman operator for the x−dynamics. The subset
of eigenfunctions {φzi ◦ hzx, i ∈ N} in the x-dynamics
are a minimal set of observables required to capture the
output dynamics and hence constitute a basis for the
reuduced Koopman operator (7).

In certain nonlinear systems, all functions in the obser-
vation space Oy(x) lie in the span of a finite subset of
functions in Oy(x). This strong criteria results in finite
dimensional exact Koopman operators. This is a useful
result for elucidating Theorem 3 later and is formally
stated in the below corollary.

Corollary 1 If there exists a finite dimensional observa-
tion space Oy,q(x) = {h(x), h(f(x)), · · · , h(fq(x))} such
that any function h(f i(x)) ∈ Oy(x) where i ∈ Z≥0 lies
in the span ofOy,q(x) and dim(Oy,q(x)) = r ≤ n, we can
find a finite dimensional exact Koopman operator repre-
sentation of the form (7).

4.2 Learning Koopman operators with output

We explored how dynamic mode decomposition (DMD)
algorithms are used to learn approximate Koopman op-
erators in Section 3.2. In prior works where an output
equation is involved with Koopman operators [9, 30, 31,
33, 68], the outputs are typically assumed to lie in the
span of the Koopman observables; there are no DMD al-
gorithms to ensure that. The following corollary to The-
orem 3 relaxes that assumption and provides the neces-
sary and sufficient condition for the existence of a Koop-
man operator representation of form (3).

Corollary 2 Given the dynamical system (1), we can
find the output-constrained Koopman operator represen-
tation (3) if and only if the observation space Oy(x) of
(1) lies in the span of the Koopman observables.

We incorporate Corollary 2 into the DMD objective 6 to
form the more generic DMD multi-objective optimiza-
tion problem:

min
ψ,K,Wh

||ψ(xt+1)−Kψ(xt)||2F + ||yt −Whψ(xt)||2F

where the output is forced to lie in the span of the observ-
ables. Moreover, if the output at time t lies in the span of
the observables, i.e., yt = Whψ(xt), then for any future
time point t+k, the output at that time point also lies in
the span of the observables ψ(xt) as yt+k = WhK

kψ(xt).
This ensures that the full observation spaceOy(x) of the
nonlinear system (1) lies in the span of the Koopman
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observables ψ(x), thereby adhering to Corollary 2. Since
the above objective function forces the output to lie in
the span of the Koopman observables, we term this prob-
lem as Output constrained dynamic mode decomposition
(OC-DMD). The neural network based implementation
of OC-DMD is termed as OC-deepDMD, the details of
which is discussed in Appendix 7.1.

4.3 Identifying the minimal Koopman operator

Theorem 3 establishes the existence of a minimal Koop-
man operator model that drives the output performance
metric. How do we learn this model in practice? The fol-
lowing result establishes a procedure to do so.

Theorem 4 Suppose the dynamical system with the out-
put performance measure (1)

xt+1 = f(xt)

yt = h(xt)

where x ∈M ⊆ Rn and y ∈ R is such that its observation
space Oy(x) has a constant dimension r ≤ n at x in the
neighborhood U ⊆M. For x ∈ U , if the nonlinear system
(1) has a Koopman operator representation (3)

ψ(xt+1) = Kψ(xt)

yt = Whψ(xt),

then there exists a linear coordinate transform T that
takes the Koopman operator (3) to the minimal Koopman
operator (7) that drives the output performance.

PROOF. For x ∈ U , it is given that the nonlinear
system (1) has a Koopman operator representation of
the form (3). By corollary 2, it is evident that the ob-
servation space Oy(x) of the nonlinear system (1) lies
in the span of the Koopman observables, i.e., there ex-
ists a transformation T1 such that Oy(x) = T1ψ(x).
Since dim(Oy(x)) = r, using 3 we can get the minimal
Koopman operator model (7) with the property that the
Koopman observables ψo(x

o) lie in the span of the ob-
servation space Oy(x) (= Ōy(x̃1)). Hence, there exists
a linear transformation T2 such that ψo(x

o) = T2Oy(x).
Therefore, there exists a linear coordinate transform
T = T2T1 that takes the full Koopman operator repre-
sentation (3) to the minimal Koopman operator repre-
sentation (7) that drives the output performance metric.
Hence the proof. 2

Theorem 4 provides a route to identify the minimal
Koopman operator (7) that drives the output perfor-
mance metric of the nonlinear system (1). We can use the
OC-DMD algorithm from Section 4.2 to identify a Koop-
man operator representation with an output equation

(3) and then use a linear transformationψo(x
o) = Tψ(x)

to go from (3) to (7). The next obvious question is—
what is the linear transformation T? We use the ob-
servable decomposition approach in Linear systems [6]
to find T for nonlinear systems with analytical finite di-
mensional Koopman operator representations.

Corollary 3 Suppose the nonlinear system (1) has an
exact finite dimensional Koopman operator representa-
tion (3) and a minimal finite dimensional Koopman op-
erator representation of the form (7) where xo = ξo(x),
xo ∈M′ ⊆ Rr and ψo(x

o) :M′ → RnoL . If V represents
the matrix of right singular vectors of the observability

matrix of (3) Oψ =
[
W>h K>W>h · · · (KnL)>W>h

]>
,

then the transformation

[
ψ1(x)

ψ2(x)

]
= V >ψ(x) results in

the observable decomposition form[
ψ1(xt+1)

ψ2(xt+1)

]
=

[
K1 0

K12 K2

][
ψ1(xt)

ψ2(xt)

]

yt =
[
Wh1 0

] [ψ1(xt)

ψ2(xt)

]

where

[
K1 0

K12 K2

]
= V >KV ,

[
Wh1 0

]
= WhV and ψ1(x)

are the state variables ψo(x
o) of the minimal Koopman

operator (7), i.e., ψ1(x) = ψo(x
o).

The above corollary provides a method to identify the
minimal Koopman operator representation that drives
the output dynamics. This is the same approach that we
can adopt in practice for the approximate finite dimen-
sional Koopman operators learnt from OC-DMD algo-
rithm. The details of this approach is discussed in Ap-
pendix 7.2. The uniqueness of the solution is discussed
in the following remark.

Remark 2 Corollary 2 provides a way to transform (3)
to (7) but it does not provide the exact expression of xo.
The reason is that xo is not unique; any set of r functions
selected from ψ1(x) having a Jacobian of rank r is a valid
candidate for xo. All functions of ψ1(x) can be written
as either a linear or a nonlinear function of that xo.

4.4 State information contained in the outputs

An important practical consideration in complex sys-
tems is to gauge if the sensor measurements obtained
from the system (1) constitute a representation of the
system state; in other words, does the fusion of the sen-
sor measurements have a diffeomorphic relationship with
the system state x. We use the established concepts in
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observability analysis to answer that question in the fol-
lowing theorem.

Theorem 5 Given that the n−dimensional nonlinear
dynamical system (1) with p output measurements:

xt+1 = f(xt)

yt = h(xt)

has an observation space Oy(x) of constant dimension r
for all points x ∈ U where U ⊆ M. Then, there exists
nd ∈ N such that the delay embedded output

zt =
[
y>ndt

y>ndt+1 · · · y>nd(t+1)−1

]>
has a Koopman operator representation

ψz(zt+1) = Kzψ(zt) (8)

where ψz(z) =
[
z> ϕ>z (z)

]>
. Moreover, if r = n, then

the above Koopman operator represents the nonlinear
system dynamics up to a diffeomorphism.

PROOF. It is given that dim(Oy(x)) = r for x ∈ U ⊆
M. Hence, using Theorem 3, we can find a Koopman
operator of the form (7) where all the functions of the
observation space Oy(x) lie in the span of its Koopman
observables ψo(x

o). From Theorem 3, we also know that
xo is formed by a set of r functions inOy(x) with a Jaco-
bian of rank r in the neighborhood U . So, we construct
the vector[(

h(x)
)> (

h(f(x))
)> · · · (h(fnd−1(x))

)>]>
and for some nd ∈ N, this vector will contain r functions
which satisfy the Jacobian criteria for the choice of xo.
At time point ndt, this vector becomes the delay em-
bedded output zt as yndt+i = h(f i(xndt)). Then, all the
Koopman observables of (7) can be written as a function
of zt thereby converting (7) to a Koopman operator rep-
resentation of the form ψz(zt+1) = Kzψ(zt). If r = n,
then using the discrete-time equivalent of Proposition
3.34 in [7], we can find a diffeomorphic map between zt
and x in the neighborhood U . Therefore, we can claim
that ψz(zt+1) = Kzψ(zt) captures the full system dy-
namics up to a diffeomorphism. Hence the proof. 2

Theorem 5 provides a framework to check if the fusion of
various output measurements across space and time ren-
ders a representation of a state for the complex system
dynamics (1). The observability angle provides insight
on why delay embedded Koopman observables are use-
ful in the identification of Koopman operators [43–45].

Remark 3 The Koopman observables of the delay em-
bedded Koopman operator in Theorem 5, ψ(z) is the
union of the observation spaces of all the individual out-
put measurements

(
Oy1(x) ∪ Oy2(x) ∪ · · · ∪ Oyp(x)

)
.

In the observable subspace identification problem, one of
the concerns to be wary of is whether or not the outputs
have sufficient information about that subspace. Theo-
rem 5 can be used to learn the delay embedded Koop-
man operator to capture the dynamics of (1) and check
if there is a diffeomorphism between ψ(z) and x. The
detailed procedure is given in Appendix 7.4. The reason
why the full ψ(z) is used and not just z is that xo is
not unique (as seen in Remark 2) and any n functions
in ψ(z) could form a diffeomorphic map with x.

4.5 Analytical example to illustrate the theoret-
ical results

We consider a nonlinear system with an accurate finite
dimensional Koopman operator representation [69] to
illustrate the above theorems. The nonlinear system (1)

xt+1,1 = axt,1

xt+1,2 = bxt,2 + γx2
t,1

yt = x2
t,2

has a finite dimensional Koopman operator representa-
tion (3)

xt+1,1

xt+1,2

ϕ1(xt+1)

ϕ2(xt+1)

ϕ3(xt+1)

ϕ4(xt+1)


=



a 0 0 0 0 0

0 b γ 0 0 0

0 0 a2 0 0 0

0 0 0 b2 γ2 2bγ

0 0 0 0 a4 0

0 0 0 0 γ b





xt,1

xt,2

ϕ1(xt)

ϕ2(xt)

ϕ3(xt)

ϕ4(xt)


yt = ϕ2(xt)

where the nonlinear observables are ϕ1(x) = x2
1,

ϕ2(x) = x2
2, ϕ3(x) = x4

1 and ϕ4(x) = x2
1x2. With

V =

[
03×3 I3×3

I3×3 03×3

]
and choosing the first 3 observables ,

we get the minimal Koopman operator representation
which captures the output (7) as

ϕ2(xt+1)

ϕ3(xt+1)

ϕ4(xt+1)

 =


b2 γ2 2bγ

0 a4 0

0 γ b



ϕ2(xt)

ϕ3(xt)

ϕ4(xt)


yt = ϕ2(xt).
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Some of the key inferences from the above example are

• Choosing xo =
[
ϕ2(x) ϕ3(x)

]>
, we get the state

of the reduced Koopman operator representation

(7) as ψo(x
o) =

[
ϕ2(x) ϕ3(x) (ϕ2(x)ϕ3(x))0.5

]>
.

Moreover, in the neighborhood U defined by
x1, x2 ∈ (0,∞), the Jacobian of xo has a constant
dimension of 2.

• The observation space of the nonlinear system com-
prises

h(x) = x2
2

h(f(x)) = b2x2
2 + 2bγx2

1x2 + γ2x4
1

h(f2(x)) = b4x2
2 + (2a2b2γ + 2b3γ)x2

1x2

+ (a4γ2 + 2a2bγ2 + b2γ2)x4
1

· · ·

It can be seen that all the functions of the obser-
vation space given by h(f i(x)) can be written as
a linear combination of {h(x), h(f(x)), h(f2(x))}
which has an invertible linear transformation with
{x2

2, x
4
1, x

2
1x2} (if system parameters obey a2 6= b

and γ 6= 2b). Hence, Oy(x) lies in the span of ψ(x).
• In the same neighborhood U defined above, we can

find another xo =
[
ϕ3(x) ϕ4(x)

]>
which leads to

ψo(x
o) =

[
ϕ2

4(x)
ϕ3(x) ϕ3(x) ϕ4(x)

]>
showing that xo is

not unique.
• The Jacobian of the set {h(x), h(f(x))} has rank 2

in the neighborhood U defined by x1, x2 ∈ (0,∞).
Hence, we can define a delay embedded output co-

ordinate zt =
[
y2t y2t+1

]>
which a Koopman op-

erator of the form

ψ(zt+1) = Kzψ(zt)

where ψ(zt) =
[
y2t y2t+1 ϕz(y2t, y2t+1)

]>
.

The computation is straight-forward and lengthy.
Hence, we just state the result in abstraction. The
delay embedded output can capture the state dy-
namics up to a diffeomorphism.

This analytical example illustrates all of the above the-
oretical results.

5 SimulationResults

In this section, we demonstrate that the theory in Sec-
tion 4 can be used in complex nonlinear systems to deter-
mine the critical states that drive an output performance
objective. Specifically, in biological systems, we tackle

an important problem — what are the genes (state) that
affect a certain phenotype (output performance metric)?

For each system, we start by learning Koopman opera-
tor representations with output equations (3) using OC-
deepDMD algorithm as mentioned in Appendix 7.1 to
capture the nonlinear dynamics of the form (1). For each
learned model, we compute its 1-step and n-step pre-
diction accuracy of both states and outputs to ensure
that the model captures the nonlinear dynamics with a
high accuracy. For the 1-step prediction, given the state
at one time point, we predict the next time point. For
the n-step prediction, given only the initial condition of
the state, we predict the states for all future time points
within the time period of the simulation run. The 1-step
prediction accuracy is a representation of how well we
solve the OC-deepDMD optimization problem (Section
4.2) and the n-step prediction accuracy is a represen-
tation of how well we capture the actual nonlinear dy-
namics of the system. To compute the accuracy of the
predictions with the true data, we use the r2−score, also
called the coefficient of determination.

Once we have learned a linear Koopman model (3) that
adequately captures the system dynamics, we reduce
this model to the minimal Koopman model (7) that
drives the output performance measure. This procedure
is highlighted in Appendix 7.2. The Koopman observ-
ables ψo(x) of the model (7) capture the full observation
space Oy(x) but the more important information is how
much do each of the state variables in x contribute to
ψo(x). We have developed a sensitivity computation al-
gorithm as a followup to the OC-deepDMD algorithm
to identify the genes in order of their importance to the
given output performance measure.

5.1 Example 1 - Finding Critical Genes to Con-
trol Bacteria Growth

One of the prominent performance metrics (phenotype)
used in biological systems is the population growth of cell
cultures. Specifically, the challenge is to identify genes
that are responsible for the cells to proliferate when sub-
ject to different growth substrates like sugars, proteins
and other conditions like pH and oxygen levels. We il-
lustrate this challenge by simulating the ccd antitoxin-
toxin system [70] which is known to regulate growth in
bacteria. Specifically, the dynamic interaction of CcdA
antitoxin and CcdB toxin regulates the concentration
of DNA gyrase which plays a crucial role in relieving
the topological stress while the DNA is transcribed by
the RNA-polymerase enzyme. DNA gyrase complex en-
hances the production of proteins from cellular DNA
which could either up-regulate or down-regulate the cell
proliferation process. We simulate a simplified model of
the complex network using the ccd antotoxin-toxin reac-
tion network in [70] with its output DNA gyrase modu-
lating the expression of four genes, which directly impact
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Fig. 2. Example 1 - Finding Critical Genes to Control Bacteria Growth: (a) The directed graph of the reaction
network: : the states x1 through x7 (x1 and x5 indicated in blue initiate the network and x2, x3, x4, x6, and x7 indicated in
green are the intermediates and products of the reaction network) is the toxin-antitoxin system taken from [70] , states x8 and
x11 (light red) are two proteins enhanced by the gyrase enzyme that have a positive and negative effect on growth output (dark
red) respectively, and states x9 and x10(brown) are two proteins enhanced by gyrase enzyme but have no association with
growth (b) The 1-step and n-step predictions of the Koopman operator model with output (3) learned using the OC-deepDMD
algorithm in Appendix 7.1 (c) The bottom heat map is the sensitivity of the Koopman observables ψo(x) of the minimal
Koopman operator (7) with respect to the system states x. The top bar plot computes the euclidean norm for each column in
the sensitivity matrix to represent the relative contributions of each state x to ψo(x).

(positively or negatively) the growth output following
Monod’s growth kinetics model [71]. The gene network
is shown in Fig. 2-A and the system dynamics along with
the simulation details are given in Appendix 7.5.

Given that we have the state and the output data
of the above nonlinear system, our objective to iden-
tify the states (genes) that impact the output (growth
performance metric) dynamics. We begin by learning
the Koopman operator with output (3) using the OC-
deepDMD algorithm (Appendix 7.1) and the model pre-
diction on a random initial condition is shown in Figure
2(b). For a test data set, the identified optimal model
has a state (x) prediction accuracy of 98.6% for 1-step
and 98.4% for n-step and an output (y) prediction accu-
racy of 99% for 1-step and 82% for n-step. On using the
linear observable decomposition procedure from Ap-
pendix 7.2, we can reduce the identified 24-dimensional
Koopman operator model (3) to a 15-dimensional min-
imal Koopman model (7) with Koopman observables
ψo(x) that capture the output. We evaluate the sensi-
tivities of each of the functions in ψo(x) with respect
to the base states x as described in Appendix 7.3; the

sensitivity matrix is shown in lower heatmap plot of
Fig. 2(c) and the contribution of each state to ψo(x)
(the Euclidean norm of the sensitivity matrix) is shown
in the upper bar plot of Fig. 2(c).

The following results reveal the success of our algorithm:

(1) States x8 and x11(red), that directly impact the
output, have the most contribution towards ψo(x).

(2) States x9 and x10(brown) which have no impact on
the output provide the least contribution to ψo(x).

(3) States x1 through x7(blue and green) which repre-
sent the toxin-antitoxin system are the secondary
states that indirectly contribute to the output. It
can be seen that their contributions to ψo(x) lie
between the two extreme cases and their contribu-
tion to ψo(x) reduces as the gene is located farther
away in the network from the output (as we see in
transitioning from the genes in green to the genes
in blue).

It is evident that the results are not perfect (like x8 and
x11 have non-zero contributions toψo(x)). The imperfec-
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tions are a result of various numerical approximations.
The state-inclusive Koopman model is a finite dimen-
sional approximation learned by minimizing the 1-step
prediction error and naturally, by its very formulation,
it cannot capture the entirety of the nonlinear dynamics.
The linear observable decomposition in Appendix 7.2 is
numerically approximated. Despite the various sources
of error, to a large extent, our algorithm can order the
genes (states) based on their importance to the output
performance measure.

5.2 Example 2 - Finding Critical Genes In Com-
posed Genetic Circuit Networks

We consider another complex genetic circuit composed
of three interconnected subsystems (taken from [72]):
the activator-repressor, the repressilator, and the toggle
switch with a single output measured from each subsys-
tem as shown in Fig. 3(a). The nonlinear system dynam-
ics and simulation details are given in Appendix 7.6. We
show that the observability of Koopman operators can
reveal the genes that impact each individual output.

5.2.1 Trade-off in learning state-inclusive Koop-
man operator models: We adopt the same methodol-
ogy as in Example 1. We begin by learning a Koopman
operator model with output (3) as mentioned in Ap-
pendix 7.1. The model has a state x prediction accuracy
of 99.8% for 1-step and 69% for n-step predictions and
an output y prediction accuracy of 98% for 1-step and
64% for n-step predictions. The low n-step prediction
accuracy is a consequence of the trade-off between the n-
step prediction accuracy and the state-inclusivity of the
Koopman operator representation; the state-inclusive
Koopman operator enables easiest reconstruction of
the original state x of the nonlinear system (by simply
dropping the nonlinear Koopman observables) but the
state-inclusive Koopman operator model converges to a
single equilibrium point (by construction) which is not
suitable for systems that exhibit an oscillatory steady
state response like the nonlinear system under consider-
ation. Moreover, the OC-deepDMD objective function
is constructed to minimize only the 1-step predictions
and hence, does not guarantee n-step prediction accu-
racy. We see that the Koopman model learned from
OC-deepDMD algorithm that minimizes only 1-step
prediction error is still adequate for gene identification.

5.2.2 Linear observable decomposition of the Koop-
man model reveals the critical genes that impact each
output: For each output in the vector of outputs, we
consider the row of Wh corresponding to that output
and learn the minimal Koopman operator (7) that cap-
tures the dynamics of that output using the method in
Appendix 7.2 and identify the sensitivity matrices and
the Euclidean norm as in Example 1 using the approach

in Appendix 7.3. The sensitivity plots are shown in Fig.
3(b).

From the genetic circuit Fig 3(a) and the data based
ordering of state contributions in Fig 3(b), we can see
that the key results are captured

(1) The output y1 is mainly influenced by x1 which
activates y1 followed by x2 which represses y1

(2) The output y2 is mainly influenced by x4 which ac-
tivates y2, followed by x1 which activates the re-
pressilator and x5 which represses y2.

(3) The output y3 is mainly impacted by x6 and x1

followed by x7 and x2.

In addition to the main results, there are residual con-
tributions by each state to each output. This can be at-
tributed to three sources of error: the low n-step predic-
tion accuracy, the numerical approximations and linear
correlations between the state variables.

An important observation across Examples 1 and 2 is
that both activator (x8) and repressor (x11) genes in Ex-
ample 1 are recognized as significant genes whereas in
Example 2, the significance of activator genes (x1, x4, x6)
is more prominent than the repressor genes (x2, x5). The
explanation for the same lies in how much the activators
and repressors impact the outputs of the system. In Ex-
ample 1, we can see that that activator x8 and repressor
x11 both directly impact the output and both growth
and decaying effects are captured in the output. In Ex-
ample 2, the output y3 has no direct repressors impact-
ing it and though the outputs y1 and y2 are repressed
by genes x2 and x5 respectively, the effect of repression
is not prominent as witnessed by the absence of any de-
caying effects in the evolution of the outputs y1 and y2.
Hence, it is evident that the algorithm captures the im-
portant genes based on how much influence the genes
have on the phenotype and not just the proximity of the
genes to the phenotype (in the gene network).

5.2.3 The fusion of the three outputs contain ade-
quate information to represent the full state of the system:
We consider the possibility that there might not be ade-
quate information in the output measurements to inform
the genes. To ensure that the outputs are rich enough
to capture the state information, we make use of Theo-
rem 5; we identify a delay embedded Koopman operator
model using only the output measurements and examine
if a diffeomorphic map exists between the observables of
the delay embedded Koopman operator model and the
state x. The delay embedded output is given by

zt =
[
y>ndt

y>(nd+1)t · · · y
>
(2nd−1)t

]>
and the delay embedded Koopman operator is solved by
adopting the same method as in Appendix 7.1 except
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Fig. 3. Example 2 - Finding Critical Genes In Composed Genetic Circuit Networks: (a) A complex genetic circuit
formed by interconnecting three well-studied genetic circuits with an output measured from each of the core circuits (b) The
sensitivity heat map (lower) of the Koopman observables ψo(x) of the minimal Koopman operator (7) for each output and
the corresponding 2-norm bar plot (upper) showing the contributions of each gene to the Koopman observables ψo(x) (c) The
1-step and n-step prediction of the optimal delay embedded Koopman operator (8) learned using only the output data y1, y2,
and y3 (d) State reconstruction accuracy from the Koopman observables of optimal delay embedded Koopman operators for
various combinations of outputs.

with a different objective function

min
ψ,K
||ψ(ZtrainF )−Kψ(ZtrainP )||2F

which has an added hyperparameter, nd. The parameter
nd is the number of output delay embeddings used to
construct the observables ψ(z) of the delay embedded
Koopman operator K.

The predictions of the delay-embedded Koopman oper-
ator model (with optimal nd = 4) on a random initial
condition (from test data set) is shown in Figure 3(c).
The optimal delay embedded Koopman model using all
the outputs (y1, y2 and y3) has a 99.8% 1-step predic-
tion accuracy and 58.1% n-step prediction accuracy. As
an outcome of Theorem 5, we know that the Koopman
observables ψ(z) capture the entire observation space.
Hence, if the output measurements capture the full sys-
tem dynamics, we should be able to find a diffeomorphic
map between ψ(z) and x. We learn a numerical diffeo-
morphic map using the method in Appendix 7.4. Then,
we use the numerical diffeomorphic map to reconstruct
the state and the reconstruction accuracy of each state
is shown as a bar plot in Figure 3(d) above y1− y2− y3.

We see that by using all the outputs, all the states can
be almost accurately reconstructed. When we repeat the
same process using single measurements like y1, y2 and
y3, we see that only partial states show accurate recon-
struction. Therefore, we conclude that there is adequate
information in the output measurements to capture each
gene and our sensitivity analysis orders the genes by how
much impact they have on a specified output.

Through the simulation examples, we see that the ob-
servability of linear high-dimensional Koopman opera-
tor models with linear output equations can be used as
a proxy to the observability of the nonlinear systems.
In biological systems, we see that this approach is very
useful to discover genes that drive various phenotypic
behaviors.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we show how linear observability analy-
sis of Koopman operator models ties to the observabil-
ity analysis of nonlinear dynamical systems. We pro-
vide algorithms to learn Koopman operators which con-
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strain the outputs to lie in the span of Koopman ob-
servables. We show how decomposition of these output-
inclusive Koopman operator models discover a reduced
set of Koopman observables that drive output dynam-
ics. The techniques can be seamlessly applied to other
complex systems involving data-driven learning of gov-
erning dynamics.

In biological systems, we show how to find the minimal
Koopman operator models that capture the output dy-
namics and use sensitivity analysis to discover the genes
(states) that drive a phenotypic behavior (output per-
formance metric). Through this work, we solve the first
step toward our ultimate objective of controlling the ex-
pression of critical genes that regulate phenotypic be-
havior in biological systems.
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7 Appendix

7.1 Learning a Koopman operator model for the
nonlinear dynamical system with outputs:
output-constrained deep dynamic mode de-
composition (OC-deepDMD) algorithm

7.1.1 Data generation For a given nonlinear sys-
tem, we simulate the nonlinear model for multiple ini-
tial conditions and record both the states x and the out-
puts y. The data is equally split among training, vali-
dation and test sets. To ensure equal representation of

data across the three sets, the initial conditions are ran-
domly sampled from a uniformly distributed bounded
phase space.

7.1.2 Data preprocessing For each initial condi-
tion (i) in the training, validation and test datasets, the
generated data is organized as

X(i)
p =

[
x

(i)
0 x

(i)
1 · · · x(i)

Nsim−1

]
X

(i)
f =

[
x

(i)
1 x

(i)
2 · · · x(i)

Nsim

]
and Y (i)

p =
[
y

(i)
0 y

(i)
1 · · · y(i)

Nsim−1

]
where x|y(i)

t indicates either the state x or the output y
at time point t generated from the ith initial condition.
The data across the snapshots are concatenated together

as S =
[
S(1) S(2) · · ·

]
where S = Xp, Xf or Yp. The

training data Xtrain
p and Y trainp are used to identify the

mean and standard deviation of each variable and all
the data are standardized (subtracted by the computed
mean and divided by the computed standard deviation).

7.1.3 Learning an optimal model for a set of hyper-
parameters We use tensorflow in Python to setup neu-
ral networks, the outputs of which represent the observ-
ables of the Koopman operator that we want to learn.
The hyperparameters of the model include the number
of nodes in each layer of the neural network, the number
of layers in the neural network, the activation function
in each node and the number of output nonlinear ob-
servables (ϕ(x)). We append the nonlinear observables
ϕ(x) to the states x and the bias term 1 to avoid trivial
solutions and the full observable vector at a single time

point is given by ψ(x) =
[
x> ϕ>(x) 1

]>
. We also ini-

tialize the matrices K and Wh from (3) in the tensorflow
environment, set up the objective function

min
ψ,K,Wh

||ψ(Xtrain
F )−Kψ(Xtrain

P )||2F

+ ||Y trainP −Whψ(Xtrain
P )||2F

and use Adagrad optimizer in Python to implement
stochastic gradient descent with various step sizes to
identify an optimal model for a given set of hyperpa-
rameters.

7.1.4 Learning model with optimal hyperparameters
For various combination of the hyperparametes, we learn
an optimal Koopman operator model. We evaluate 1-
step and n-step state and output prediction accuracy for
each model across the training and validation datasets:

r2
s,(1|n)−step = 1−

∑
i

∑
j(s

(i)
j − ŝ

(i)
j )>(s

(i)
j − ŝ

(i)
j )∑

i

∑
j(s

(i)
j − s̄

(i)
j )>(s

(i)
j − s̄

(i)
j )
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where s is either the state x or the output y, j indicates
the time point and i indicates the initial condition the
data is generated from. s̄ is the mean of Xtrain

p for state

x and mean of Y trainp for output y and ŝ
(i)
j is the inverse

standardization of

•
[
In 0

]
Kψ(x

(i)
j−1) for 1-step x prediction,

• WhKψ(x
(i)
j−1) for 1-step y prediction,

•
[
In 0

]
Kjψ(x

(i)
0 ) for n-step x prediction, and

• WhK
jψ(x

(i)
0 ) for n-step y prediction.

We use these metrics to settle on a model that is opti-
mized in both parameters and hyperparameters.

7.2 Learning the observable decomposition
form of a Koopman operator model with
output

Given that we have a state-inclusive Koopman op-
erator model of the form (3) identified using the
method in Appendix 7.1, we want to find a dimen-
sionality reduced model of the form (7)— a model
with minimal Koopman observable functions to cap-
ture the output dynamics. In practise, (3) is typically
a finite dimensional approximation. We find the ob-
servability matrix of the identified Koopman system

Oy(x) =
[
W>h (WhK)> · · · (WhK

nL)>
]>

and its

right singular vectors (V ). Then we can transform (3)

as ψou(x) = V >ψ(x), K̃ = V >KV and W̃h = WhV . In

theory, the upper right block of K̃ and the right block of
W̃h should be 0 (as seen in Corollary 3). Due to numer-
ical approximation, perfect zero cannot be obtained.
The challenge is to estimate the dimension of ψo(x)
(noL) in (7) where ψo(x) is the first noL elements of
ψou(x). We use the property that ψo(x) can accurately
capture the output; we increase noL from 1 to nL and
examine at what value of noL can ψo(x) capture 99%
(r2 score) of the output predicted by (3). This yields
the required reduced model of the form (7) with the
required properties intact.

7.3 Computing the sensitivity of each nonlinear
function in ψo(x) with respect to the base
coordinate states x

Neural networks are typically used to approximate func-
tions. In the minimal Koopman operator that captures
the output dynamics, the set of nonlinear observable
functions ψo(x) is captured by a neural network that we
implement using tensorflow in python. To compute the
sensitivity of a single function in the set ψo(x) with re-
spect to a single state variable in x, we simply use the
gradients function in tensorflow package of python. We
evaluate the gradient at all training data points and store

the maximum. We evaluate this maximum sensitivity for
each function in ψo(x) with respect to each state vari-
able in x. This yields a matrix which is not very intu-
itive to interpret which state is more important. So, we
compute the euclidean norm of the sensitivity matrix for
each state variable in x across the maximum sensitivi-
ties of all functions in ψo(x) with respect to that state
variable in x.

7.4 Learning the differomorphic map between
the delay embedded output z and the base
coordinate state x

Given the delay embedded output ψ(z) and the state x,
we represent the diffeomorphic map

(
the forward trans-

form g : ψ(x)→ x and the inverse transform g−1 : x→
ψ(x)

)
using the autoencoder-decoder neural network.

Specifically, we formulate the multi-objective optimiza-
tion problem

min
g,g−1

||ψ(z)− g−1(g(ψ(z)))||2F + ||x− g(ψ(z))||2F

in Python using Tensorflow and solve it by using the
Adagrad optimizer to implement stochastic gradient de-
scent. The two objectives that the above optimization
targets are (i) to transform ψ(z) to a reduced coordi-
nate space and (ii) to get the reduced coordinates close
to the state x as much as possible.

7.5 Simulation parameters for Example 1

The dynamics of the gene network with growth output
in Fig. 2(a) is given by:

ẋ1 = −k1fx1x2 + k1rx3 − γ1x1 + u0

ẋ2 = −k1fx1x2 + k1rx3 − k2fx2x3 + k2rx4 − k5fx2x5

+ k5rx6 − γ2x2

ẋ3 = k1fx1x2 − k1rx3 − k2fx2x3 + k2rx4 − k4fx3

+ k4rx5x7 − γ3x3

ẋ4 = k2fx2x3 − k2rx4 − k3fx4 + k3rx6x7 − γ4x4

ẋ5 = k4fx3 − k4rx5x7 − k5fx2x5 + k5rx6 − γ5x5

ẋ6 = k5fx2x5 − k5rx6 + k3fx4 − k3rx6x7 − γ6x6

ẋ7 = k3fx4 − k3rx6x7 + k4fx3 − k4rx5x7 − γ7x7
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ẋ8 =
a1(x7/k1)n1

1 + (x7/k1)n1
− d1x8

ẋ9 =
a2(x7/k2)n2

1 + (x7/k2)n2
− d2x9

ẋ10 =
a3(x7/k3)n3

1 + (x7/k3)n3
− d3x10

ẋ11 =
a4(x7/k4)n4

1 + (x7/k4)n4
− d4x11

y = yoexp
( µyx8

Ky + x8 + x11

)
.

The simulation parameters of the system are k1f =
1.4M−1s−1, k1r = 0.003s−1, k2f = 1.1M−1s−1,
k2r = 0.19s−1, k3f = 0.04s−1, k3r = 2.2M−1s−1, k4f =
0.0035s−1, k4r = 2.2M−1s−1, k5f = 0.14M−1s−1,
k5r = 0.13s−1, a1 = 0.8Ms−1, k1 = 0.3M , n1 = 2,
a2 = 1.9Ms−1, k2 = 2M , n2 = 5, a3 = 4Ms−1,
k3 = 4M , n3 = 2, a4 = 0.7Ms−1, k4 = 0.5M , n4 = 3,
γ1 = 0.3s−1, γ2 = 0.1s−1, γ3 = 0.03s−1, γ4 = 0.02s−1,
γ5 = 0.4s−1, γ6 = 0.09s−1, γ7 = 0.01s−1, d1 = 0.2s−1,
d2 = 0.03s−1, d3 = 0.3s−1, d4 = 0.1s−1, µy = 10, y0 =
0.02, Ky = 10M . The initial condition of the state is

x0 =
[
0.4, 0.1, 0.2, 0.4, 0.3, 0.8, 0.5, 0.3, 0.8, 0.1, 1.8

]>
+ e

where e ∈ R11×1 with each entry in e uniformly dis-
tributed in the range [0, 1]. The simulation time (Ts) is
1s with a simulation of 100s for each initial condition.

7.6 Simulation System 2

The gene network dynamics in Fig. 3(a) is modeled as:

Activator repressor

ẋ1 =
κ1

δ1
.

α1(x1/K1)n1 + β1

1 + (x1/K1)n1 + (x2/K2)m1
− γ1x1

ẋ2 =
κ2

δ2
.
α2(x1/K1)n1 + β2

1 + (x1/K1)n1
− γ2x2 (9a)

y1 = V1
(x1/K11)n11

1 + (x1/K11)n11 + (x2/K12)n12

Repressilator

ẋ3 = c1,3x1 +
α3

1 + (x5/K5)n5
− γ3x3

ẋ4 =
α4

1 + (x3/K3)n3
− γ4x4 (9b)

ẋ5 =
α5

1 + (x4/K4)n4
− γ5x5

y2 = V2
(x4/K24)n24

1 + (x4/K24)n24 + (x5/K25)n25

Toggle switch

ẋ6 = c2,6x2 +
α6

1 + (x7/K6)n6
− γ6x6

ẋ7 =
α6

1 + (x6/K6)n6
− γ7x7 (9c)

y3 = V3
(x6/K36)n36

1 + (x6/K36)n36

The parameters of the activator reperssor κ1 = 1, δ1 = 1,
α1 = 250, K1 = 1, n1 = 2, β1 = 0.04, K2 = 1.5,
m1 = 3, γ1 = 1, κ2 = 1, δ2 = 1, α2 = 30, β2 = 0.004,
γ2 = 0.5, V1 = 2, K11 = 1, n11 = 1, K12 = 0.4
and n12 = 1. The parameters of the repressilator are
c1,3 = 0.1, α3 =, α4 =, α5 =, γ3 = 0.3, γ4 = 0.3,
γ5 = 0.3, K5 = 1, n5 = 2, K3 = 1, n3 = 4, K4 = 1,
n4 = 3, K24 = 0.02, n24 = 1, K25 = 1, n25 = 2
and V2 = 1. The parameters of the toggle switch are
c2,6 = 0.001, α6 = 1, K6 = 10, n6 = 1, γ6 = 0.09,
γ7 = 0.09, K36 = 120, n36 = 1 and V3 = 1. The sam-
pling time was 0.5s and the duration of each simulation
was 100s. The initial conditions for the simulation are
x0 = [100.1, 20.1, 10., 10., 10., 100.1, 100.1]> + e where
e ∈ R7×1 uniformly distributed in [0, 4].
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