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GRAPH-BASED PROOFS OF INDISTINGUISHABILITY OF LINEAR
COMPARTMENTAL MODELS

CASHOUS BORTNER, JOHN GILLIANA, DEV PATEL, AND ZATA TAMRAS

ABSTRACT. Given experimental data, one of the main objectives of biological modeling
is to construct a model which best represents the real world phenomena. In some cases,
there could be multiple distinct models exhibiting the exact same dynamics, meaning
from the modeling perspective it would be impossible to distinguish which model is
“correct.” This is the study of indistinguishability of models, and in our case we focus
on linear compartmental models which are often used to model pharmacokinetics, cell
biology, ecology, and related fields. Specifically, we focus on a family of linear compart-
mental models called skeletal path models which have an underlying directed path, and
have recently been shown to have the first recorded sufficient conditions for indistin-
guishability based on underlying graph structure. In this recent work, certain families
of skeletal path models were proven to be indistinguishable, however the proofs relied
heavily on linear algebra. In this work, we reprove several of these indistinguishability
results instead using a graph theoretic framework.

1. BACKGROUND
1.1. Graph Theory.

Definition 1.1. A simple undirected graph is defined as an ordered pair (V, E), where
V (or V(G)) is a finite set called vertices, and E (or E(G)) is a subset of all 2-element
subsets of V' called edges. A simple directed graph is a pair (V, E'), where V is a finite set,
and F is a subset of V' x V.

Example 1.2. The undirected graph G = ({1,2,3,4}, {{1,2},{2,3},{3,4}}), as seen
in Figure [Il has the set of vertices V(G) = {1, 2 3,4} and the set of edges E(G) =
{{1,2},{2,3},{3,4}}. On the other hand, G’ = ({1, 2,3,4}, {(1,2),(2,3),(3,4)}) is the
directed graph where the set of vertices V(G) = {1, 2, 3,4} and the set of directed edges
E(G)={(1,2),(2,3),(3,4)} represented by arrows as seen in Figure[Ill Note too that we
can add edge labels (or weights) a1, ase, and ay3 corresponding to each edge to G.

There are many different families of graphs of interest to mathematicians and modelers
alike, including cycles, forests, and incoming forests.

Definition 1.3. A cycle is a sequence of edges in an undirected graph that starts and ends
on the same vertex without repeating edges. We can characterize an undirected graph
as a forest if it contains no cycles. An incoming forest is a directed graph that satisfies
two conditions, namely that the underlying, undirected graph (generated by removing the
direction of the directed edges) has no cycles, and no vertex in the graph has more than
one outgoing edge.
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FIGURE 1. On the left is an wundirected graph G and on the right is a
directed graph G’, both defined in Example [I.21

From this definition of incoming forest, we can define the set of all incoming forests
within a graph G with k edges to be Fj.(G). We can also define the incoming forests on
a graph G with k edges that also include a path from vertex i to vertex j as F,”(G).

Example 1.4. The graph G from Example seen in Figure[lis a forest since it has no
cycles. Also, G' from Example is an incoming forest since its underlying undirected
graph is G (no cycles), and no vertex in the graph has more than one outgoing edge.
Specifically, each of the first three vertices has exactly one outgoing edge, while the fourth
vertex has zero outgoing edges.

We can also see that the set of incoming forests with two edges in G’ is

F(G)={{1 =2,2—=3}, {1>2,3—>4}, {2—-3,3—>4}}.

The set of incoming forests with two edges in G’ and a path from 1 to 2 is
G ={{1—=2,2—3}, {1—2,3—4}}.
Definition 1.5. The productivity of a graph G with edge set F(G) is the product of its
edge labels:
(1) e = [ Lle),
e€E(Q)
where L(e) is the label of edge e. Following the usual convention, we define 75 = 1 for
graphs G having no edges.
Example 1.6. The productivity of the graph G’ from Example [[L2 seen in Figure [I] is
Tar = (21032043

1.2. Linear Compartmental Models.
Definition 1.7. A linear compartmental model (LCM) is amodel M = (G, In, Out, Leak)

where G = (V, E) is a directed graph consisting of vertices V' and edges E, with input
and output vertices along with leaks In, Out, Leak C V.

There are several families of linear compartmental models of interests to both modelers
and biologists. Linear compartmental models have been used to study pharmacokinetics,
ecology, and epidemology [ILI6LS8IIILT216L17]. Physiological models could involve metab-
olism, biliary, or excretory pathways [7]. Previous work has been done considering certain
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FIGURE 2. The model described in Example

families of linear compartmental models, including cycle, mammillary, catenary, and tree
models [2]5]T0,14].

Definition 1.8. A model M = (G, In, Out, Leak) is a skeletal path model if G contains
a directed path from compartment 1 to n, with In = {1} and Out = {n}. In other words,
skeletal path models will have a graph that contains a “backbone” of a path along with
other vertices, edges, or leaks.

Example 1.9. Consider the skeletal path model M3 = (Py, {1}, {4}, {3}) seen in Figure2]
where Py is the directed path from vertex 1 to vertex 4 with edges {1 — 2, 2 — 3, 3 — 4}.
We will denote the parameters of this model as P(M3) = {aos, as1, ass, as3}-

Now that we have shown an example of a particular skeletal path model, we will use it
to motivate the definition of differential equations regarding LCMs and a compartmental
matriz of an LCM.

Definition 1.10. A compartmental matriz A corresponding to a linear compartmental
model M = (G, In, Out, Leak) is given by:

—00i = Y i ke p Vi if i =7 and i € Leak

» — Y ki ker ki if i = j and i ¢ Leak
T ay if j — 7 is an edge of G
0 otherwise

From this definition of the compartmental matrix we can build the associated linear
system of ordinary differential equations as follows:
Given the inputs and outputs associated to the quadruple (G, In, Out, Leak),

(t) = Azx(t) + u(t) yj(t) = x;(t) for j € Out
where u;(t) = 0 for i ¢ In. The coordinate functions x;(t) are the state variables, the
functions y;(t) are the output variables, and the nonzero functions u;(t) are the inputs.
The resulting model is called a linear compartmental model.
Note that the compartmental matrix associated to a linear compartmental model with
no leaks has the form of a weighted Laplacian matrix of the underlying graph.

Example 1.11. The system of differential equations defining the model M3 in Exam-
ple is given by
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(2) LL’ll = —a91T1 + Up

(3) $/2 = A21T1 — 3272

(4) Ty = aza¥s — (o3 + a43) 3

(5) 51721 = (43T3

(6) Yq = Ty

or in matrix form
l’/l —ag 0 0 0 T Uy
l’é _ 21 —aso 0 0 i) + 0
xh 0 aza —ag3 — as3 0 T3 0
x) 0 0 (43 0 Ty 0

Y4 = Tyq.
Definition 1.12. An input-output equation of a linear compartmental model M =
(G, {in}{out}, Leak} with exactly one input vertex and one output vertex consists of
an ordinary differential equation in the input and output variables u;, and y,,; with coef-
ficients {co, 1, ..., Cn,do,dy, ..., d,_1} that are functions of the parameter edge weights:

yéﬁi + cn_lygzt_l) + oty COYout = dn_lugz_l) + dn_gugz_z) + e+ dyul, + dot,.

Example 1.13. One method of finding an input-output equation associated to the model
M3 in Example is to use differential elimination and substitution to eliminate all of
the state variables ;. First, we take the fact that y4 = z, in Equation (@), take the
derivative of this equality, y; = 2/, and substitute in Equation (5] yielding

/
Yy = Q4373.

Solving for 3, we get x3 = ﬁyfp which we can differentially substitute into Equation (4)),
to get
1 1

" /
— Yy = Q32T — (o3 + Q43)—Y4
Q43 Q43
1 a
" 03 /
—y4 = Q32T — — + 1 y4.
Q43 Q43

Now solving for x,, we get

1 a 1
" 03 ’
Iy = Yy + + Yy
43032 43032 a3z

and taking the derivative we get

= 1 y/// + ( aops + 1 ) y//
2 = 4 - 4
a430a32 a430a32 as2
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Now, differentially substitute into Equation (B)) to get

1 a 1 1 a 1
" 03 " " 03 /
Yy + +— ) yy =anwr —az | ——ys + +— U
43032 43032 a3 43032 43032 a3

asz ap3 /
=anr1——y,—(— +1)y,
43 43

Now solving for x; we have the following :

1 a 1 a a
) = yﬁ(’+( = +—+ﬁ)y2+<ﬂ+1)y£

Q43032 Q430432 a3z 43 Q43

Differentiating, we get

1 a 1 a a
7 = y§4)+< 05 +—+ﬁ)y£{’+<ﬁ+1)yg’
(43032 a430a32 as2 43 43

Now, we can differentially substitute into Equation (2] to get the following:

1 a 1 a a
y£4’+< = +—+ﬁ)y£{’+ <ﬁ+1)yi’
Q43032 43

1 a 1 a a
=—a21< y;”+< - +—+ﬁ)y2+<ﬁ+1)ya)+ul
43032 Q43032 Q32 (43 Q43
Now we can move our output variables to the left and our input variable to the right,
and multiply by a common factor of agsass to clear the denominators yielding:

yffl) + (a1 + asz + ags + a43)y4(13) + (ag1a32 + ag1a03 + a21043 + azzaos + a32a43)y£2)

1 _
+ (a91a32043 + a21a32003)ys = (G21032043)Us

There are other methods for determining an input-output equation of a linear com-
partmental model, including a clever use of Cramer’s Rule [I4], or a use of transfer
functions [15]. Unfortunately, these methods do not yield much intuition into the rela-
tionship between the input-output equation[s] (and corresponding characteristics), and
the underlying graph of the model. Fortunately, as described in the next section, there
is a method for computing an input-output equation of a linear compartmental model
directly utilizing the structure of the underlying graph.

From an input-output equation corresponding to a model, we can define a polynomial
map from the space of parameter values to the space of coefficients as follows:

Definition 1.14. The coefficient map corresponding to a linear compartmental model
is the map from the space of parameters to the space of coefficients of its input-output
equation.
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FIGURE 3. The model described in Example [[.I7 where H = P, U {4 — 3}

Example 1.15. The coefficient map of the model M3 seen in Example with corre-
sponding input-output equation seen in Example [I.13]is given by:

c:R* 5> R*

ap3 Q91 + A3 + Qo3 + A43

as1 . 21032 + G21G03 + G21043 + A32003 + A32043
a32 (21032043 + Q21032003

Q43 (21032043

There are many interesting questions related to the coefficient map of linear compart-
mental models. For example, modelers are often interested in whether they can recover
(or identify) the parameter values of a model while only knowing information about the
input and output equation. One approach to this identifiability problem is to consider
the injectivity of this coefficient map. [2}3]5,13-15].

We consider another characteristic of linear compartmental models which we define in
the next section.

1.3. Indistinguishability.

Definition 1.16. We say two models M and M’ are indistinguishable via a permutation
of parameters or permutation indistinguishable if models M and M’ have the same input-
output equations up to a renaming of the parameters. This means there is a bijection ®
from the parameters in M to the parameters in M’ such that the coefficients of M’ are
exactly the coefficients of M under .

There are other, more general notions of indistinguishability as described in [4] and [9],
however in this work we will focus exclusively on permutation indistinguishability. Though
we will not formally define general indistinguishability, as discussed by Bortner and
Meshkat [4, Proposition 3.13] knowing that if two models are permutation indistinguish-
able, then they are indistinguishable, though the converse of this statement is not true.

Example 1.17. The input-output equation for the model My = (H, {1}, {4},0) where
H = P;U{4 — 3} seen in Figure B is given by:

?/A(jl) + (ag1 + asa + azs + a43)y4(13) + (ag1a32 + 91034 + G21G43 + az2a34 + a32a43)y4(12)

1) _
+ (a91a32043 + 21032031)y; " = (A21G32043) U1 .
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If we compare this to the input-output equation of the model seen in Figure Pl and calcu-
lated in Example [[.13]

yffl) + (ag1 + aza + ags + a43)y§3) + (ag1a32 + ag1a03 + a21043 + as2a03 + a32a43)y§2)

+ (az1a32a43 + @21a32G03)y4(11) = (ag1a320a43) U1
we can see that these two models are permutation indistinguishable via renaming defined
by:
O: P(M3) — P(My)

Qo3 > A34

Q21 — Q21

A3z > a32

Q43 F> Q43
1.4. Elementary Symmetric Polynomials. Now we introduce the notion of elemen-

tary symmetric polynomials which will help us in generating input-output equations in
our main results.

Definition 1.18. For n variables Q = {x1,xo,...,x,}, the k-th elementary symmetric
polynomial, denoted o (@), is the sum of all distinct products of k variables in Q).

Note that given n variables, the k-th elementary symmetric polynomial is a homoge-
neous polynomial consisting of a sum of (Z) monomials each of degree k.

Example 1.19. Assuming we have Q = {z1, ¥, r3, x4}, then we can compute the follow-
ing elementary symmetric polynomials:

00(Q) =1

01(Q) =x1 + 22+ 23+ 14

02(Q) = 1173 + 2123 + 1174 + ToTz + TaTy + T3Ty

03(Q) = 17973 + T1ToTy + T1T3T4 + ToT3Ty

04(Q) = 11727374
Remark 1.20. Moving forward, we assume that o¢(Q)) = 1 and 0;(Q) = 0 for i < 0 or
Q=0

2. PrREVIOUS WORK

Definition 2.1. For a linear compartmental model M = (G, {in}, {out}, Leak), define
the following associated graphs:
e G is the graph G with an added vertex “0” such that for every j € Leak, j — 0 €
E(G), and
e G*is the graph G such that every edge that leaves the out output node is removed.

Example 2.2. In Figure[d on the left we have the E graph associated to the model M3y
from Example Note that this is also the P; graph associated to this model since the
P, graph does not have any edges which leave the output node 4.
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\® a1 @ aso %@ 43 @/ \® a21 @ as2 @ Q43

P, for M @ H* for M,

FIGURE 4. On the left is the P, graph corresponding to Mj as defined in

Example .9 On the right is the H* graph corresponding to M, as defined
in Example [L.17

The graph on the right of Figure [ represents the H* graph associated to the model My
as defined in Example [L171 Note that the main difference between this graph and that
of the original H is that the edge 4 — 3 must be removed since 4 is the output vertex.
Also, since My has no leaks, we ignore the addition of the 0 vertex.

These graphs associated to the underlying graph of a model M can be used to generate
the input-output equation of a model using the following result:

Theorem 2.3 (Theorem 3.1 from [2]). Consider a linear compartmental model M =

(G, {in}, {out}, Leak) with a single input and output and let n = |V (G)| denote the num-
ber of compartments. Write the input-output equation as:

(n—1) (n 2)

(7) ygzg_'_cn—lygzgl)_'_ +Clyout+00yout — dn lu +dn— +- +d1u1 +d0um .
Then the coefficients of this input-output equation are as follows (where g is as in () ):

c; = Z e fori=0,1,....n—1, and
FEFn_i(G)

d; = Z mp  fori=0,1,....n—2.
FE]:“L out (G*)

n—i—1

Note that we have written this theorem for the case of a single input and output, but

the original statement of the theorem will give input-output equations for multiple inputs
and /or outputs.

Example 2.4. First, we can find the incoming forests on Py from the model Ms in
Example based on the number of edges (and represented by edge weight for ease) as:

Fi (154> = {{aos}, {axn}, {as}, {as}}

Py —{{021,%2} {&21 043} {021,003} {032,a43} {a32,a03}}

il

(P
7 (P
(P

)
) = {{a21, as, asz}, {ax,as, aos}}
Fu(Py) =1

Il
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Note that there are no incoming forests with four edges in the graph P, since the inclusion
of all four edges in P, would include two outgoing edges from vertex 3.

We can also find the incoming forests on ﬁ;‘ including a path from the input (1) to the
output (4) as seen in Figure [

1,4 [ D«
FAP) =1
14 (5
(P =1
F3t (ﬁ1> = {{a21, az, asz}}
Note here that we cannot have an incoming forest include a path from 1 to 4 with less
than three edges since the distance from 1 to 4 is three. Also, for the same reason as in
the incoming forests on P,, we cannot include all four edges because we would have two
outgoing edges from vertex 3.

Now, if we again consider the input-output equation of the model M3, we see that the
coefficients of the left-hand side correspond exactly to the sum of the productivities of

each of the sets in Fy (E), and the right-hand side coefficient is exactly the producivity

of the single incoming forest on ﬁ;‘ that includes a path from 1 to 4:

A () 7 (P)

N N

yffl) + (ag1 + aza + ap3 + as3) yf) + (ag1a32 + a21G03 + G21043 + A32a03 + A32043) yf)

+ (a91a32043 + a21a32003) 4(11) = (ag1a32a43) Uy
~— v —_———
.7:3(154) .7:?}'4(]5;)

Again, because we have no incoming forests with four edges on ]34, the coefficient of yflo)

1

. . . . 2 .
is zero. Likewise, the coefficients of both ug ) and ug) are also zero since there are no

incoming forests on ﬁj containing a path from 1 to 4.

As previously mentioned, the main focus of this work is on the indistinguishability char-
acteristic of linear compartmental models. This problem first appears in the literature
in the early 1990’s as Godfrey and Chapman describe four necessary conditions for more
general indistinguishability of linear compartmental models [9]. Shortly thereafter, Zhang,
Collins, and King [I8§] developed algorithms to check that these properties described by
Chapman and Godfrey held, and to manually check indistinguishability of linear com-
partmental models. More recently, work by Bortner and Meshkat [4] have justified these
necessary conditions given by Godfrey and Chapman in the context of the graph theoretic
approach to generating input-output equations, and also derived the first known sufficient
conditions for [permutation| indistinguishability of a family of linear compartmental mod-
els. Specifically, Bortner and Meshkat focus on this class of skeletal path models as was
defined in Definition [[.§ In that work, Bortner and Meshkat develop sufficient conditions
for permutation indistinguishability of different types of skeletal path models, including
the following two results:
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First, every path models consisting of only the path from the input to the output and a
single leak somewhere other than the output node are indistinguishable, or more formally:

Theorem 2.5. The path models M; = (P, {1},{n},{i}) and My = (P,,{1},{n},{k})
are [permutation] indistinguishable for all 1 < i < k < n.

Second, the path model with a leak in the second to last compartment is indistinguish-
able with the path model with no leaks but the additional edge from the last node to the
second to last node in the path:

Theorem 2.6. The path models M,,_y = (P,, {1}, {n}, {n—1}) and M,, = (H, {1}, {n}, )
where H = P, U{n — n — 1} are [permutation] indistinguishable.

Meshkat and Bortner also discuss the fact that permutation indistinguishability is an
equivalence relation, so by transitivity this suggests that a model with a leak in any
compartment excluding the output compartment is [permutation] indistinguishable with
this M,, model.

These results derived by Bortner and Meshkat were proven using linear algebra, with an
emphasis on the aforementioned Cramer’s rule approach to generating the input-output
equations. The purpose of this work is to reprove these results using the graph theoretic
generation of the input-output equation as a proof of concept for future indistinguisha-
bility work.

3. INDISTINGUISHABILITY PROOFS VIA GRAPH THEORY

Before we prove the indistinguishability results, we first develop a generation of the
input-output equation of these specific skeletal path models using the graph theoretic
generation described in Theorem [2.3]

Proposition 3.1. Consider a skeletal path model M; = (P,,{1},{n},{i}) with a single
input and output, and i < n. Write the input-output equation as:

(8) y eyl 4 eyl = dous

Let Q; = P(M;). Then the coefficients of this input-output equation are as follows:

cj = Un—j(Qi) - (GOiCL(Hl)i) : Un—j—2(Qi \ {aos, ai+1,i}) forje{l,2,...,n—1},
do = agia3; - - *p(n—1)-
Proof. Input-output equations of linear compartmental models can be generated using

two specific criterion, given Theorem 23] 1) incoming and 2) forest conditions. From
Theorem [2.3] the c; coefficient of the input-output equation of the skeletal path model

M, is going to be the sum of the productivities of all incoming forests on ﬁn with n — j

edges, i.e.
Cj 1= E TF.
Fefn—j(ﬁn)

Note that P, is the directed path graph P, with an additional vertex labeled “0” and an
additional edge i — 0.

Elementary symmetric polynomials also follow a similar structure pattern, where o,,_;(Q;)
is the sum of all possible combinations of n — j parameters (or edges). Note that o,,_;(Q);)
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contains the sum of the productivity of every possible incoming forests on P, with n — Ji
edges, and possibly other combinations of parameters that do not correspond to incoming
forests on P,. Symbolically, we can write this relationship as

(9) on—j(Qi) = > 7|+ By

FeFn_i(Pn)

where B,,_; is the sum of all combinations of n — j edges that do not correspond to

incoming forests on B,
Now, the skeletal path model M; is defined with exactly one leak in compartment ¢
with 1 <4 <n — 1 and parameters Q; = {aa1, ..., Gnn-1), ao; }. Note that there does not

exist a cycle in the P, graph corresponding to the skeletal path model M;, because there
are no cycles in the underlying undirected graph P,, and the addition of the vertex 0 and
the edge i — 0 does not create a cycle. Thus, the only possible non-incoming forests in
0yn—j(Q;) for the model M; are the products containing two edges which leave the same
vertex. In the path model M;, this can only occur in the leak vertex, with the edges ay;
and a(it1;-

Therefore, we can generate all possible non-incoming forests on P, with n — 7 edges by
generating the symmetric polynomial with n — j — 2 parameters on the set of parameters
not including the two edges ag; and a(i41);, and multiplying ag; and a(i11); to them, i.e.

Bn—j = (a0ia(i+1)i) : Un—j—Z(Qi \ {aom a(i+1)i})~

Thus, we can rewrite Equation (@) as

Un—j(Qi) = Z T+ (aOia(iH)z’) : Un—j—2(Qi \ {a0i> a(i+1)i}2

-

FE]:nfj (Pn) non-incoming forests
N————

incoming forests

Manipulating this equation, we get

Cj = Z TR = Un—j(Qi) - (a0ia(i+1)i) : Un—j—2(Qi \ {aom a(i+1)i})

as desired.
Note that according to Theorem [2.3] the coefficient d; is generated by the incoming

forests on P, with n — 7 — 1 edges and a path from the input 1 to the output n, i.e.

dj == Z
FeFLT L (P)
Note that P, = ﬁ; since our output node n in P, has no edges leaving it. In the graph ﬁn,
we have exactly one path from the input 1 to the output n, which is every edge along the
path P,. The only parameter not on the path from 1 to n in P, is the leak parameter ay;,
which cannot be added to any coefficient containing the path from 1 to n, since this path
already includes the edge ¢ — i 4 1 (a(;41); parameter), which would break the incoming



12 BORTNER, GILLIANA, PATEL, AND TAMRAS

condition. Thus the only non-zero coefficient d; is

do = E Tp = 021032 ** " Ap(n—1)
FEF, "o 1(Pn)

as desired.
O

Example 3.2. Consider again the model M3 = (Py, {1},{4},{3}) from Example
where we define Q)3 := P(M3) = {aos, as1, ase, as3}. Using the previous proposition, we
can generate the coefficients of the input-output equation via:

Co = 04—0(Q3) - (a03a(3+1)3) : 04—0—2(Q3 \ {@03@(3+1)3})
= (21032043003 — (A03043) - (A21032)
=0
C = U4—1(Q3) - (a03a(3+1)3) : U4—1—2(Q3 \ {a03G(3+1)3})
= (21032043 + 21032003 + (21043003 + A32043003 — (A03a43) - (A1) — (a03a43) - (as2)
= (21032043 + 421032003
Cy = U4—2(Q3) - (a03a(3+1)3) : U4—2—2(Q3 \ {aoga(3+1)3})
= (21032 + 21043 + A21003 + A32043 + (32003 + Q43003 — (Ap3a43) - 1
= (21a32 + 421043 + (21003 + A32043 + A32003
c3 = 04-3(Q3) — (a03a(3+1)3) - 04-3-2(Q3 \ {@03@(3+1)3})
= a9 + azp + as3 + ap3 — (ap3ass) - 0
= Q21 + a3z + @43 + Aoz

do = agias2a43

This aligns exactly with our initial derivation of the input-output equation of this model
found in both Example [[.13] using differential substitution, and Example 2.4] using the
general graph theoretic generation.

Now, we state and prove a similar result related to our model M,,.

Proposition 3.3. Consider a linear compartmental model M,, = (H,{1},{n},0) where
H = P,U{n — n — 1} with a single input and output. Write the input-output equation
as:

(10) yi eyl eyl = dous
Let Q, = P(M.,,). Then the coefficients of this input-output equation are as follows:

C; = Un—j(Qn) - (an(n—l)a(n—l)n) 0n—j—2(Qn \ {an(n—l)a a(n—l)n}) fOT.j S {17 27 cee, 1}
do = as1azs - - *Apn—1-
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Proof. As in the proof of the previous proposition, we will again note that

(11) Opn—j(Qn) = Y. | + By

FeF,_;(H)
where the left summand represents the ¢; coefficients, and thus the incoming f forests on
H with n — j edges, and the B,,_; represents combinations of n — j edges in H that are
not incoming forests.

The skeletal path model M,, has parameters Q,, = {aa1, . .., Gnm—1); A(n-1)n}, and con-
tains no leaks. Again, as in the previous proof, we consider the possible combinations
of edges that could break either the incoming or forest conditions of an incoming forest.
In the case of H, each vertex has exactly one outgoing edge, meaning that no combi-
nation of edges could break the incoming condition. This is, however, exactly one cycle
in H, namely the cycle between n — 1 and n. Therefore, we can generate all possible
combinations of n — j parameters including these two edges by generating the elementary
symmetric polynomial with n — 7 — 2 parameters on the set of parameters not including
these edges, and multiplying a,,—1) and a¢,—1), to them, i.e.

Bn—j = (a'n(n—l)a'(n—l)n) : Un—j—2(Qn \ {an(n—l)a(n—l)n})~
Thus, we can rewrite Equation (1) as

On—j (Qn) = Z TF+ (an(n—l)a(n—l)n) : Un—j—2(Qn \ {an(n—l)a(n—l)n}l

FeFn—j(H) not incoming forests
~———

incoming forests

Manipulating this equation, we get

Cj 1= Z Tp = Un—j(Qn) - (an(n—l)a(n—l)n) : Un—j—2(Qn \ {an(n—l)a(n—l)n})
FeF,_;(H)
as desired.

For the coefficient of u;, we note again that according to Theorem 2.3, the coefficient
d; is generated by the incoming forests on H* with n — j — 1 edges and a path from the
input 1 to the output n, i.e.

dj = Z U

FeF,", | (H*)

Note here that H* = P, since we remove any edge which leaves the output vertex, in this
case n — n — 1, which was the only edge in H that was not on the path from 1 to n.
Thus, as in the previous proof, we have exactly one incoming forest (with any number of
edges) on P, that contains a path from 1 to n, namely P, itself, so

do = g TR = g T = (21032 ° * * Ap(n-1)

FeF, ", (H*) FeF, " 1 (Pn)

n

as desired. n

Using these two propositions, we will now prove the main two theorems outlined in
Section [I.3l First, we prove the indistinguishability of M,,_; and M,,.
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Theorem 3.4. The path models M,,_1 = (Pn, {1}, {n},{n—1}) and M,, = (H, {1}, {n},0)
where H = P, U{n — n — 1} are permutation indistinguishable.

Proof. Recall that two models M; and M, are permutation indistinguishable if there ex-

ists a bijective map ® from the set of parameters of M,,_y,1.e. Qn—1 = {a21,as2, ..., pm-1), Gon-1)}
to the set of parameters of M, called @, = {bs1,bs2,...,bpm-1),bn—1)n}, such that the
coefficients of M,,_; map exactly to the coefficients of M,, under ®. For these models,

we propose the following set isomorphism:

O {021, a32, - - -, n(n-1), ao(n—1)4} — {59217 b3z, . . ., bn(n—l)u b(n—l)ri}
Q;rﬂ CS:L

where

buw otherwise.

() = {b<"—1>n if (u,v) = (0,n — 1)

Note that we change the parameters of M,, to be b;; to distinguish what model’s param-
eters we are referencing.

We know that the sets, @),_1 and @), have the same cardinality, namely n. Also,
® is injective since each parameters maps to its own unique parameter in the image.
Therefore, ® is an injective map between @),,_; and @), which are finite sets with the same
cardinality, meaning ® is bijective and hence an isomorphism (under the definition that
O (uv) = P(u)P(v) and P(u + v) = P(u) + P(v)).

By Proposition [3.3] the left-hand coefficient of the input-output equations of M,,_; and
M., respectively are

Cg_n—l} _ an_j(Qn—l) - (CLO(n—l)an(n—l))O'n—j—2(Qn—1 \ {ao(n—l)v anw—l)})
an} = Un—j(Qn) - (b(n—l)nbn(n—l))Un—j—2(Qn \ {b(n—l)n> bn(n—l)})

where the superscripts denote which model the coefficients belong to.
Note that since ® is a set isomorphism, it respects the additive and multiplicative
structures, thus

® (CE‘N_”) :é(gn—y( n— 1) (aOn 1)n(n— 1))Un —j— 2(Qn 1\{a'0n 1) An(n— 1)}))

= @ (0—j(Qn-1)) = ® ((@0(n-1)n(n-1))) @ (Tn—j—2(@n-1 \ {@o(n-1), tn(n-1)}))

= On—j (Qn) - ( (n—l)nbn(n—l))an—j—2(Qn \ {b(n—l)na bn(n—l)})

_ nl
= Cj

First, consider ® (0,,—;(Qn—1)), where 0,,_;((Q,,—1) is the sum of all possible combinations
of n — j elements of Q,_1, where |Q,_1| = n. Note, that since 0,,_;(Q,) is the sum of
all possible combinations of n — j elements of @,, where |Q,| = n, and because ® is a
bijection between ),,_1 and @, then

D (0 j(Qn-1)) = 0 (Qn) -

Second, note that & (ao(n_1)an(n_1)) =0 (Clo(n_1)) d (an(n_l)) = bn—1)nbn(n—1) by the
definition of ®.
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Fina“HY7 consider @ (Un—j—2(Qn—1 \ {aO(n—l)a an(n—l)})) . Note that maps Qn—l\{CLO(n—l)a an(n—l)}
bijectively to Qn \ {b(n-1)n, bnn-1)}, meaning that ¢ will map an elementary symmetric
polynomial with n— j—2 elements of Q,,—1\ {aomn—1), @nn-1)} to the elementary symmetric
polynomial with n — j — 2 elements of @y, \ {b(n—1)n, bn(n-1)}, i-€.

P (Un—j—2(Qn—1 \ {a'O(n—l)a an(n—l)})) = Un—j—2(Qn \ {b(n—l)n> bn(n—l)})
For the right-hand coefficient, note that

dé"‘” = (21032 * * - Ap(n—-1)

i = byrbgy -+ bugn_y).

Therefore, by the definition of P,

(I)(dgn_l]) = (I)(@21032 e 'an(n_1))
= ®(ag1)P(asz) - - - Pann-1))
= ba1b3  + * by(n—-1)
=dy.

Thus, the models M,,_; and M,, are permutation indistinguishable under the map ® as
defined. ]

Now we move onto the proof of the other main theorem, namely that any skeletal
path model M; is indistinguishable with another path model My as long as 1 < i,k <
n. This proof is very similar to the previous proof with a slightly more complicated
indistinguishability map.

Theorem 3.5. The path models M; = (P,,{1},{n},{i}) and My = (P,,{1},{n},{k})
are [permutation] indistinguishable for all 1 < i < k < n.

Proof. For these models M; and My, we propose the following set isomorphism:

O {321, a3z, - - -5 An(n-1), aoj'} — {521, b3z, - - - bn(n—l)a bog}

Qi Qk

where

bor if (u,v) = (0,1)
b1k if (u,v) = (i + 1,4)
b1, if (u,v) = (k+ 1, k)
buw otherwise.

D(ay,) =

In other words, we map the leak to the leak, and swap the edges on the paths of both
models occurring out of the leak vertex.

Again, we know that the sets, ); and ), have the same cardinality and that ® is
injective since each element maps to its own unique element in the image, meaning & is
an isomorphism.
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By Proposition B the left-hand coefficient of the input-output equations of M, and
M, respectively are

ng = Un—j(Qi) - (QOia(i+l)i>0n—j—2(Qi \ {aou a(z’—i—l)i})
A =0, 5(Qr) — (orbigr 1)) Tnj—2(Qr \ {bok, b1y })

where the superscripts denote which model the coefficients belong to.
Note that since ® is a set isomorphism, it respects the additive and multiplicative
structures, thus

@ () = @ (0-5(@0) = (@001 -52(Qi \ {a0i, a4 })

= @ (0,;(Q:)) — P ((a0ia(is1)i) P (on—j—2(Qi \ {aoi, agis)i}))

= Un—j(Qk) - (bOkb(k+1)k)Un—j—2(Qk \ {b()k, b(k—l—l)k})
_ A
J
First, again because ® is a bijection between (); and (), it maps the elementary symmetric

polynomials with a certain number of elements on (); to the corresponding elementary
symmetric polynomials with that number of elements on Qy:

P (0,-4(Qi) = 00— (Qr) -

Second, note that ® (aol-a(iﬂ)i) =P (ag) P (a(iﬂ)i) = bokb(k+1)r by the definition of ®.

Finally, consider ® (Un_j_Q(Qi \ {a0i>a(i+1)i}))~ Note that ® maps @; \ {aos, @@t1yi}
bijectively to Qg \ {bok, b(k+1)x }, meaning again that

P (07—j—2(Qi \ {aoi, agz1yi})) = 0 j—a(Qr \ {bok, bes1)i})
For the coefficient of uy, Proposition [3.1] tells us that
dg] = (21032 * * - Ap(n—-1)

A = byrbsy - 1)

Therefore, by the definition of P,

‘b(d([)ﬂ) = ®(agrasy - “Q(i41)i Qk+1)k " -an(n_l))
= O(a2)P(az) - P(agr1) - L(agsn) - P(An(n-1))
= ba1b3o =+ - br1)k ** * O(ig1)i* bun—1)
=4

Therefore, the models M; and M, are permutation indistinguishable under the map
® as defined. O
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4. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have reproved results of Bortner and Meshkat related to the sufficient
conditions for indistinguishability of certain subclasses of skeletal path models. Specifi-
cally, we focused on the indistinguishability of a model consisting of an underlying path,
and any leak along the path, or the edge from the last vertex to the second to last vertex
in the path using a graph theoretic approach. We believe this graph theoretic approach
could be extended to prove indistinguishability of other families of models that have well
understood graphical structure, but less well understood compartmental matrix structure.
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