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Abstract

Structural global parameter identifiability indicates whether one can determine a parameter’s
value in an ODE model from given inputs and outputs. If a given model has parameters for
which there is exactly one value, such parameters are called globally identifiable. Given an ODE
model involving not globally identifiable parameters, first we transform the system into one with
locally identifiable parameters. As a main contribution of this paper, then we present a procedure
for replacing, if possible, the ODE model with an equivalent one that has globally identifiable
parameters. We first derive this as an algorithm for one-dimensional ODE models and then reuse
this approach for higher-dimensional models.
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1. Introduction

Estimating values of parameters in ODE systems from time series data is a central problem
in modeling. The structure of the ODE system could imply that more than one or even infinitely
many parameter values fit the data. In these cases, we say that parameters are not globally
(but locally) identifiable and are non-identifiable, respectively. Algorithms for checking local
identifiability can, for instance, be found in [1, 2, 3]. Approaches to global identifiability are
described, for example, in [4, 5, 6, 7, 8]. If not all of the parameters of a model are globally
identifiable, [9] presents a method to find rational functions of the parameters that are identifiable
from the corresponding input-output (IO) equations, and [10, 11, 12, 13] from the given ODE
system.
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ODE systems with parameters that are not globally identifiable are particularly challenging
for further parameter estimation. In particular, optimization-based parameter estimation meth-
ods are very frequently used in practice. However, even if a parameter is locally but not globally
identifiable, the errors in estimates obtained by optimization based methods [14, 15, 16, 17] can
easily be much higher than for globally identifiable models, see the locally identifiable Biohy-
drogenation, Mammillary 4, and SEIR models in the tables in [18] (in the present paper, we will
have SEIR as one of our examples). This is because one typically obtains only one solution for
the parameter values using optimizers even if there are multiple solutions fitting into a physically
meaningful range, and the value found by the optimizer could be one of those but rather far from
the original true value. Finding a globally identifiable reparametrization would give the user a
guarantee that the solution returned by such a parameter estimation algorithm is unique.

Repairing non-identifiability of ODE systems has been a topic in several projects. For an
algorithmic method to simplify ODE systems by differential elimination, i.e., reduce the number
of equations, differential indeterminates etc., we refer to [19]. In [20], algebraically independent
non-identifiable parameters are found and eliminated in the given ODE system. Linear ODE
models are treated in [21, 22]. For non-linear models, we refer to [23, 24] in the case of replacing
the model with one where the parameters are locally identifiable. For example, ad-hoc methods
for finding locally and globally identifiable reparametrizations are discussed in [10, 12]. An al-
gorithm for actually computing the new model in the identifiable parameters is presented in [25],
which imposes very restrictive conditions on the support of the new models and guarantees only
local identifiability of the reparametrized model even though globally identifiable reparametriza-
tions might be available. Another reparametrization algorithm, based on restricting the support
of Lie derivatives of the reparametrized model, is given in [26].

In this paper, we study the problem of finding, for a given ODE model involving not globally
identifiable parameters in the form of a rational or polynomial realizations, an alternative ODE
model in which the parameters are globally identifiable and the ODE system remains rational
or polynomial, respectively. The main contribution of our paper is to derive an algorithm for
addressing this problem. As a preparation step, we present an algorithm to transform the given
ODE model into another model with locally identifiable parameters; the algorithm is similar
to [20, Algorithm 1], presented in the framework of the current paper. Then we apply a method
trying to transform this model into an ODE model with just globally identifiable parameters.
Since many ODE models in practice are of polynomial form, we focus on polynomial realizations
and the so-called realizability problem in terms of polynomial realizations.

The question of reconstructing a dynamical system in the state space from a given set of
I0-equations is known as the realizability problem and is widely studied in control theory [27,
28, 29]. The structure of the problem depends significantly on which class the functions are
sought in. Rational functions were used in [30, 31]. In this paper, we mainly address the case of
polynomial functions.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we recall several necessary results
from differential algebra, introduce the notion of realizations, identifiability of parameters and
observability, and relate them to rational and polynomial parametrizations. In addition, we recall
the technique, based on hypercircles and ultraquadrics, to simplify the coefficients of a rational
parametrization. In Section 3, we study the problem of finding polynomial realizations of first-
order I0-equations. In Lemma 3, we show that either every realization depends polynomially
on the input variable or none of them. Using this result, the existence of polynomial realizations
for first-order I0-equations can be decided, see Algorithm 1. Moreover, if there exists such a
polynomial realization, then it can always be chosen to be observable, as it is shown in Theo-
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rem 2. The approach used for these results and the algorithm can be extended to higher order
[0-equations to some extent.

Section 4 is devoted to the problem of replacing a given ODE model whose parameters are
locally identifiable with another one with the same 10-equations such that the involved param-
eters are globally identifiable. The transformation into an ODE model with locally identifiable
parametrizations is considered in 4.2, followed by the main contribution of the paper: the trans-
formation into an ODE model with just globally identifiable parameters. In the case of first-order
I0-equations, the Weil’s descent variety, and more precisely the witness variety associated to
the parametrization, gives a criterion to decide the existence of such a reparametrization (Algo-
rithms 2 and 3). In particular, in Theorem 3, we show that, if a first-order IO-equation admits a
polynomial realization and there is a rational realization with identifiable parameters, then there
is also a polynomial realization with identifiable parameters. This approach can again be general-
ized to higher-order IO-equations, which we explain in Section 4.4 and also illustrate there using
both academic and real-life examples, including an identifiable reparametrization of a locally
identifiable SEIR epidemiology model.

2. Preliminaries

Let C(c) be the complex numbers attached by a set of parameters ¢ = (cy,...,c). In the
following, we will use bold letters for vectors and apply operations on them component-wise. In
this paper, we study ODE systems of the form

5 x' =f(u,¢,x), 0
y = g(“? c) X)
where f,g are tuples of rational functions in their arguments, x is the tuple of state variables, y

the tuple of output variables, u the tuple of input variables and ¢ are the parameters.

2.1. Differential algebra and identifiability

We give a few basic notions from differential algebra that are later used to define input-output
(I0) equations and IO-identifiability.

Definition 1.

1. A differential ring (R,') is a commutative ring with a derivation’ : R — R, that is, a map
such that, foralla,b € R, (a+b)' =d' + b’ and (ab) =d'b+ab'.

2. The ring of differential polynomials in the variables x1,...,x, over a field K is the ring

R . !/ .
K[xy) |i >0, 1< j< n]with a derivation defined on the ring by (xﬁ’)) = xE’H). This dif-

ferential ring is denoted by K{x1,...,x,}. Its field of fractions is denoted by K(xi,...,x,).

3. An ideal I of a differential ring (R,") is called a differential ideal if, foralla € I, d’ € I.
For F C R, the smallest differential ideal containing the set F is denoted by [F].

4. For an ideal I and element a in a ring R, we denote
I: am:{reRHE: aerel}.

This set is also an ideal in R.



5. Given X as in (1), we define the prime differential ideal [5, Lemma 3.2] of X as

Iy = [0x' — Of, Qy — 0g] : 0” C C(c){x,y,u},
where Q is the common denominator of f and g.
In the following, we will set K = C(¢) and work with subfields of K.
Definition 2 (10-identifiability). Given an ODE system X, the smallest field F such that C C
F C C(c) and Iz NC(c){y,u} is generated as an ideal by Is NF{y,u} is called the field of 10-
identifiable functions of £. We call a rational function i € C(c¢) 10-identifiable if h € F. We also
call h € C(c) locally I0-identifiable if h is in the algebraic closure of the field F.

Definition 3 (I0-equations). For a fixed differential ranking > on (y,u), the set of input—output
equations (10-equations) of the system X from (1) is the characteristic presentation of

NK{y,u}. )

See [32, Section 5.2] for more details, including showing that the field IF of identifiable functions
is equal to the field generated by the coefficients of I0-equations.

Example 1. Consider the differential system

s {x':ax—i—b
y=x

Here K = C(a,b). To compute IO-equations of X, we consider the differential elimination rank-
ing x >y, and the corresponding characteristic presentation is

C={x—ax—b,y —ax—b}.
By a property of characteristic presentations with respect to elimination rankings,

{y/ —ay—b}=CnK{y}

is a characteristic presentation of Ix N K{y}, and so y’ —ay — b = 0 is the 10-equation of ¥ and
F =K = C(a,b) is the field of IO-identifiable functions.

2.2. State-space realizations of 10-equations and parametrizations

Definition 4 (Realizability). Starting from a system of differential equations ¥ C K{y,u}, an
ODE-system X of the form (1) such that ¥ is a set of [O-equations of X is called a realization of
F. Moreover, if there exists a realization X of F, then we call F realizable.

Note that there can be no realization or several realizations for . As we will see later,
a necessary condition on the realizability of F is that the implicitly defined variety admits a
rational parametrization.

In the following, we will consider for simplicity just a single input variable # and note that
the case of several input variables can be considered in a similar way.

Let us now formalize the discussion from Example 2. Given F C K{u){y} in the output vari-
ables y1,...,y, of order »; in y;, we define the corresponding algebraic variety with coordinates

y1,...,y5"]),...,y,,...,y&"’) as the zero set

V(F)={PcKu)"| F(P)=0forevery F € F}

where n = Y/_, n; + r and where, for a field IL, L denotes the algebraic closure of L.
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Example 2 (Lotka-Volterra). Consider the system

/
Xy = axy — bx1x,
L= xh=—cxy+dxixy, 3)

:_xl

<

with two state variables x = (x;,x3), four parameters ¢ = (a,b,c,d), and one outputy = y. We
have K = C(a,b,c,d). A calculation shows that the I0-equation is

F=yy —y?—ady*y +cyy +ady’ — acy*. 4)

Therefore, the field of I0-identifiable functions is C(d,c,ad,ac) = C(a,c,d). Equation (4)
defines an irreducible affine variety (surface) V(F) in the coordinates y,y’,y” over the field
C(a,c,d). In the terminology of Definition 4, ¥ is a realization of F. Let us compute the Lie
derivatives of the y-variable with respect to the vector field defined by X to understand the con-
nection between V and X:

y =X,
y = —bxix, +axi, 5)
y'= —bdx%xz + b2x1x§ + (bc —2ab)x1xy + a’x

These equations define a polynomial parametrization of V(F) over the ground field for X, which
is C(a,b,c,d).

Let us formally describe the observations from Example 2.

Definition 5 (Parametrizations). A (uni-)rational parametrization of a variety V() is a dom-
inant rational map from some affine space to V(F). Equivalently, this is a point P €
K(u)(x1,...,x4)", with some new transcendental parameters X = (xi,...,x,), vanishing on F
such that the Jacobian matrix of 2 w.r.t. x, denoted by 7(P), has full rank, that is, J(?) has a
d x d submatrix M whose determinant is a non-zero rational function in x1,...,xg.

Definition 6. A rational parametrization P is called polynomial if each component of the
parametrization is a polynomial, that is, P € K{u)[xi,...,x4]".

Definition 7. A rational parametrization is called proper (or birational) if it induces a birational
map from the affine space to the algebraic variety almost everywhere in the Zariski topology.

Definition 8. For given P € L(u,x),f € L(u,x)¢, where IL. C K, we define the Lie derivative of P
w.r.t. f as (see (5) for an example)

d
Li(P) = Y 9uP- fi+ Y 0,0 P-ul™Y
i=1 i>0
and denote the second sum by D, (P).

For a given realization X as in (1), we can find a parametrization of V() as

P= (glaLf(gl)v"' 5Lir'll (gl)a"'vgr;Lf(gr)a"'7Lt{lr(gr)) € L<u>(x)n (6)

where L} denotes the i-th iteration of L¢. Let us note that each component of P may dependent
on derivatives of u up to the order of the iteration of L. We call P in (6) the parametrization
corresponding to the realization X in (1).
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For notational purposes, in the following we assume that the invertible d x d submatrix of
J(P) is of the form

onPio -+ OyPip
axlpl,ml te adeI,ml
=] | (7
axl Pr,O t a)chr,O
ax] Pr,mr e ader,mr

where 0 < m; < n;.
Theorem 1 (cf. [33] if no inputs and [30] if one output). Let
P= (Pl’(), corsPrag, . Pro, .. ,Pr,n,) € L{u)(x)"

be a rational parametrization of V(F ) with the invertible d x d submatrix M as in (7). Then P
defines a realization of F if and only if

1. forallie {1,... r} it holds that Py € L{u)(x); and

2.
7= M71 . (P171 7DM(P1’0), v s Prmpyt 7DM(P17mr))T S L<u>(X)d. (8)

x =1z,
yi = P,p.

In this paper, we are mainly interested in realizations that are polynomial.

In the affirmative case, the realization is

Definition 9 (Polynomial realizations). A realization (1) is called polynomial if the right-hand
sides f, g are polynomial in u and x.

The parametrization 2 corresponding to a polynomial realization is polynomial as well. Poly-
nomial parametrizations are studied in [34, 35]. The latter paper has an algorithm for computing
polynomial parametrizations of curves and an optimal coefficient field for it, but there is no
general algorithm for computing polynomial parametrizations of varieties of dimension two or
bigger (for a particular type of surfaces, an algorithm is provided in [36]).

Additionally to polynomial realizations and polynomial parametrizations, the case where the
parametrization is proper is of particular interest. This corresponds to the case where all states x
are (globally) observable, that is [5, Proposition 3.4, Theorem 3.16],

K<u>(g17£'f(gl)a"'7Ltflr(gr)) :K<M>(X)

Definition 10 (Observable realizations). We call a realization observable if the corresponding
parametrization is proper.



Example 3. Let F =Y/, so the variety V(F) is the line given by y' = 0 in the ambient affine
2-space with coordinates y,y’. The zero P = (x*,0) is a polynomial paramerization because
J(P) = (2x,0) has rank one. However, P is not proper because, for all a # 0, there are b, ¢ such
that b # ¢ and b* = ¢ = a. Therefore, the realization

z:{x/zzz)ﬁ
y=x

of F =y’ is not observable. The realization

however, is observable.

2.3. Simplifying coefficients of parametrizations

The I0-identifiability of the rational function components of a rational parametrization is re-
lated to their coefficients, and hence we will study whether we can reparametrize the parametriza-
tion with simpler coefficients. In this section, we recall how to approach this question by means
of the witness variety of the parametrization. The ideas described below come from [37, 38, 39].
We refer to these papers for further details.

Let IL be a field of characteristic zero and (o) a finite algebraic extension of L of degree m
given by a primitive element o.. Let P(x) € L(a)(x)", say x = (x1,...,Xx4), be a proper rational
parametrization of an algebraic variety V in the n—dimensional affine space over the algebraic
closure of L(a). Without loss of generality, we assume that P is written as

T:(ﬂ,...,&)
q q

where ged(pi,...,pn,q) = 1. We are interested in deciding, and actually computing, whether P
can be birationally reparametrized into a parametrization of V with coefficients in L. For this, we
consider the basis B := {1,q,...,a !} of () as an LL-vector space, and we formally write
each x; in the ‘B-basis as

1
Xi=2zio+ 10+ -+ Zm1 ",

where z; ; are new variables; let z := (21,0, --+Znm—1). We replace each x; in 2 by its representa-
tion in the B-basis. After writing the new rational functions in the B-basis, P can be expressed

as
(Z Hl,j m— IH )

where H j,8 € LL[z] are coprime.

Definition 11. With the previous notation, let
1. Y be the variety over LL defined by the polynomials {H; j(2) }1<i<ni<j<m—1,
2. Abe the variety over L defined by the polynomial 3(z).

We define the a-witness variety associated to P as the Zariski closure of Y \ A.
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The possibility of parametrizing  over L can be deduced from the witness variety using the
theory of hypercircles (see [39] for the case of dimension one) and ultraquadrics (see [38] for
higher dimension). Nevertheless, here, we shortcut the theory recalling slightly weaker state-
ments.

Proposition 1 (cf. [38, Theorem 17]). Let V be properly parametrizable over .. Then the
witness variety has a component that is parametrizable over L with a parametrization given by
the coordinates w.r.t. the basis B of an L—automorphim of L(z). Furthermore, if (9o, ..., 0m) is
such a parametrization, then

?(q)() +o1o+ -+ q)m(xm)

is a proper parametrization of V over L.

Proposition 2 (cf. [38, Theorem 15]). Let dim(V) = 1. V can be parametrized over L iff
the witness variety has a one-dimensional component parametrizable over L. In this case, if
(00,...,9m) is a proper parametrization over L of that component, then

P(0o +Or0+ -+ - + Gpt™)

is a proper parametrization of V over L.

The case of polynomial parametrizations of curves has a special treatment (see [35, Theo-
rem 3] and [39, Theorem 2.6]).

Proposition 3. Ler dim(V) = 1 and P polynomial. V can be polynomially parametrized over 1L
iff the witness variety has a component being a line definable over L. In this case, if (§o,...,0m)
is a proper polynomial parametrization over 1L of the line, then

P(do+ 0100+ -+ 0 ™)

is a proper polynomial parametrization of V over L.

Summarizing, one may proceed as follows:

1. Compute the witness variety of P.
2. Determine its irreducible components.

3. For each component of dimension dim(V'), check whether it is properly parametrizable
over L. If so, let (¢o,...,d,) be a proper parametrization over IL of the correspondent
component.

4. Check whether P(0g + ¢10t+ - - -+ ¢, ™) is over L.

3. Polynomial realizations

In this section, we present our theory and algorithm for finding observable polynomial re-
alizations of IO-equations. We begin with showing how our approach works for first-order I0-
equations in Section 3.1. Even though this might look too restrictive for practical purposes, it
contains enough subtleties to help us build an approach for higher-order cases, which we discuss

in Section 3.2.
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3.1. First-order 10-equations

In this subsection, we consider dynamical systems in a single output variable y and one
state variable x. This corresponds to a single 10-equation F € Klu,u',y,y’] of order one. We
note that the order of F in u is bounded by the order of F in y (see [30, Proposition 2.3]).
(Rational) realizations of first-order IO-equations have been studied in [31, 30]. We will being by
establishing several technical results: about polynomal parametrizations of curves (Section 3.1.1)
and polynomial realizations of I0-equations (Section 3.1.2).

3.1.1. Technical preparation: polynomial parametrizations of curves

Let us first recall some results on polynomial paramerizations of curves. There exists a
polynomial parametrization P of V(F), over an algebraically closed field K(u,u’) if and only if
there exists a proper polynomial parametrization. Moreover, every polynomial parametrization
Q of V(F) can be found as a reparametrization P(s) = Q(x) with s € K(u,u’)[x]?>. Thus, it
remains to decide whether there is a polynomial parametrization fulfilling (8). For details on
the theory and actual computation of polynomial parametrizations of algebraic curves we refer

to [35].

Lemma 1. Let A,B € K[x] be non-constant coprime polynomials and let s € K[z] \ K. Then
A(s),B(s) € K[z] are coprime.

Proof. Assume that A(s) and B(s) have a common factor. Since A(s),B(s) are non-constant,
there is a common root o € K. Then s(a) is a root of both A and B in contradiction to their
coprimality. |

Proposition 4. Let F € Klu,u',y,y]. Then F is polynomially realizable if and only if V(F)
admits a polynomial parametrization P € Klu,x] x K(u,u')[x] such that (8) is in K[u,x].

Proof. Let F be polynomially realizable. Then the corresponding parametrization is polynomial
and belongs to K[u,x] x K(u,u')[x] such that (8) is in K[u,x].
For the converse direction, let
P = (Py,Pr) € Klu,x] x K(u,u')[x]

be a polynomial parametrization of V(F') satisfying (8). Then

oPy 1
,_hi—5u

By 7

ox
y="h

is independent of v’ and, by assumption, polynomial in « and x such that it defines a polynomial
realization of F. O

The next lemma gives a criterion on whether rational functions can be transformed into poly-
nomials and is a straight-forward generalization of [40, Theorem 3].

Lemma 2. Let fi,...,f, € K(x). There is s € K(z) \ K such that f;(s) are polynomial for all
i =0,...,nif and only if the common denominator of the f; is of the form a- (x — b)™ for some
a,beK meN.



3.1.2. Technical results: polynomial realizations
Lemma 3. Let F € K[u,u',y,y'] be a realizable 10-equation. Then either every realization of F
depends polynomially on u or none of them.

Proof. By [30, Theorem 3.9], there exists an observable realization X of F. By [30, Proposi-
tion 2.8], every (rational) realization X of F is found by a reparametrization s € K(z) of X.
Thus, if in a denominator of X, say ¢(u,x), u occurs effectively, then this is the case also for
q(u,s)d;(s) since s is independent of u and non-constant. Thus, ¥y depends non-polynomially

on u. If
Z — x/ = f(‘x7 u)7
y=g(x,u)
depends polynomially on u, then this is also the case for
Z/ — f(s,l/l)
Lo = dz(s) ’ L
y=g(su).

Proposition 5. Let F € K[u,u',y,y'|. Then either every proper polynomial parametrization P €
Klu,x] x K(u,u')[x] of V(F) leads to a polynomial realization of F or none of them. Moreover;
every polynomial realization is found by a reparametrization s € K[z] of P, and for an affine-
linear s, P(s) always corresponds to an observable realization of F.

Proof. Let P € K[u,x] x K(u,u')[x] be a proper parametrization of V(F) and assume that a
reparametrization Q = P (u,s) with s € K(z) defines a polynomial realization of F; note that
s has to be independent of u and ’ [30, Theorem 3.10]. By [30, Proposition 2.8], (8) correspond-
ing to P is in K(u,x), because otherwise there would not be any rational and thus polynomial
realization of F. Then P defines the (rational) realization

0Py 1
x/:PI*a_f“ :‘A(Ma)f)7
Z? _ aa% B(u,x)
y=Po(u,x).

Assume that A, B € K|u,x] are coprime. The realization corresponding to Q is

Al
Y= B(u,s)0.(s)’
y=Po(u,s).

Since Py is polynomial in x, s has to be polynomial as well such that Py(u,s) € Klu,z]. By
Lemma 3, B is independent of u. Let us write Xp as

{x’ =ap(x) +a(xX)u+--+aq(x)ud,

y= P()(M,X),
where ag,...,aq € K(x) and Py € K[u,x], and since £ is polynomial, S‘j—((g)), e gd—((f)) are poly-
nomial in z. By Lemma 1, ay,...,aq € K[x] and L is already a polynomial realization of F.
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Let
Z — x/ = f(x,u),
y=2g(xu)

be an observable polynomial realization of F. By [30, Proposition 3.4], every (rational) realiza-
tion of F is obtained by a reparametrization of X. In particular, every polynomial realization is
found in this way. In the case where s is affine-linear, then

, flsu)
ST )
y:g(u,s)

is a polynomial realization and again observable; observe that f(s,u) is polynomial and by di-
viding by 9,(s) = —1/z2, the polynomiality is preserved. O

For an algorithm for finding polynomial parametrizations of a plane curve, see, e.g. [40, 35].
For computing polynomial realizations, we need to restrict to polynomial parametrizations in
Klu,x] x K(u,u')[x] (see Proposition 5). Finding parametrizations of this particular type is in
general algorithmically a difficult task. For some examples, however, such parametrizations can
be quickly found.

Example 4. Let
F = —y*—12y3 +2y" — 54y — 108y — 81.

Then V(F) admits the polynomial parametrization P = (—x/4 — 3,x*/8) and leads to polyno-
mial realization

2

X
l—__
X 6,

3

X
- 3
YETY

For every reparamerization P(s) with affine-linear s € C[x], we obtain another polynomial real-
ization of F. For deg, (s) > 1, however, the realization is not polynomial anymore.

Example 5. Let
F=y34+y?—3y? 43y —1.

Then V(F) admits the proper polynomial parametrization P = (x*,—x?+ 1) which leads to non-
polynomial realization
-1
3x2 7

y=x.

/

For a general algorithm, we avoid this question by using a different approach as it will be
used also in Theorem 2: First, we verify whether F is realizable [31, Algorithm 2] and use, in the
affirmative case, an observable realization [30, Algorithm 1]. The realization might be rational in
X, but has to be polynomial in u (see Lemma 3). Then we try to make the realization polynomial
in x via reparametrization.
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3.1.3. Main theorem and algorithm for first-order equations
Theorem 2. Let F € Klu,u',y,y'|. If F admits a polynomial realization, then there is an observ-
able polynomial realization of F.

Proof. By [30, Theorem 3.9], if F' admits a polynomial realization
R A
y=q(wu),
then there exists an observable (rational) realization
ET: Z/:f('x’u)a
y=g(x,u)

of F with corresponding parametrization P = (Py,P;). Since F admits a polynomial realization,
by Lemma 3, the denominators of f and g are independent of u. Let us write g as

y=golx) +g1(x)ut--+ge(x)u’

where g, ...,g. € K(x). From [30, Theorem 3.10] we know that the polynomial realization Xq
is obtained by a reparametrization of £p with s € K(w) and is of the form

W f(s,u)
ZQ: aw(S) ’
y=2go(s)+gi(s)u+---+ge(s)u

By Lemma 2, the common denominator of go,...,g. is of the form a- (w —b)™. Let us set
ri= —ltbz. Then

¥ = X = f(:’lu) =: f(z,u),
y:g(r,u) ::g(zvu)'

is an observable realization where g(z,u) € K[u,z]. Again by [30, Theorem 3.10], £ is obtained
from X by a reparametrization with s € K(z). In particular, g(s,u) = q(z,u) remains polynomial
such that s € K[z]. Let us write f as

f:ao(Z)+a1(z)u+...+ad(z)ud

where ag,...,aq € K(z_) Since ¢ is polynomial, SU—((;),,S"’—((:)) are polynomial in z. By
Lemma 1, ag,...,a4 € K[z] and ¥ is already a polynomial realization of F. |

Based on Theorem 2, one possible approach for deriving a general algorithm for finding
polynomial realizations is to follow [31, Algorithm 2] with some adaptations. We, however,
directly follow the proof of Theorem 2 in order to derive the following algorithm.
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Algorithm 1 PolynomialRealization FirstOrder

Input: An irreducible polynomial F € K[u,u',y,y'] over a computable field K.
Output: A polynomial realization of F if it exists.
1: Check whether F is (rationally) realizable (e.g. by [31, Algorithm 2]).
2: In the affirmative case, by [30, Algorithm 1], compute an observable (rational) realization

X = f(x,u),
y=g(xu)
of F and let P = (g, Ls(g)) be the corresponding parametrization.

3: If u effectively occurs in the denominator of f or g, then stop. Otherwise, denote by go, ..., g
the coefficients of g seen as polynomial in u, and let g be its common denominator.

4: If g is constant, return
X = f(x,u),
y = g(xu).

If ¢ is not of the form a - (x — b)™ for some a,b € K with m greater or equal to the degrees of
the numerators of f;, g, then stop.

. 14+bz
5: In the remaining case, set s = .
Z
fls,u) . . . o
6: If 2.05) is polynomial, then return the observable polynomial realization
(s
Y= f(s,u) 7
9:(s)
y=g(s,u)

Remark 1. One might first check whether V(F) admits a polynomial parametrization. If this is
not the case, then there cannot exist a polynomial realization of F.
Example 6. Let

F=uwy* + i3y —iluly—y*.

Then an observable (rational) realization is found by

with corresponding proper parametrization

P = (u/x,—u(u—1)/x*+u'/x).

The denominator ¢ = x* can be dissolved by the reparametrization s = 1/z. This leads to the

polynomial realization
Z/ — (1 _ u)Z4,
Yy =uz.

13



3.2. Higher order realizations

In this section, we will show how the approach that we developed for first-order equations can
be used for higher-order equations. Though we begin with showing a subtlety that the general
higher-order case has.

3.2.1. Additional subtlety

In the case of higher-order 10-equations, in general, it is not possible to relate observable
polynomial realizations by affine-linear transformations (cf. Proposition 5) as demonstrated in
the following example.

Example 7. Consider F = y+y' — " and the observable realizations

X = x2,
Y= x’z = X1 +x2,
y=x
and
4 =-283 22120255+,
L=1b=u+n+z
y=2 +Z%-

The corresponding parametrizations P = (x,x3,x] +x) and Q = (z% + Z1,Zz,zg +21 +22), re-
spectively, are related by the transformation P(s) = Q where s = (z% +21,22)-

3.2.2. General approach, originating from first-order equations
We can follow the scheme of Algorithm 1 also in the case of higher order IO-equations to try
to find for a given rational ODE system

5 — {x’ =f(u,x),
y =g(u,x)

a polynomial realization of the same 10-equation. For this, we need to check whether (see [30,
Prop. 2.8])

¥ — x' = 9(s)" ! -f(u,s),
y=g(u,s)

has polynomial right hand sides for some reparametrization s € IK(z)?. In general, however, we
do not have an algorithm for this problem nor is it true that X can always be chosen observable
(see e.g. [30, Section 3]).

Remark 2. Necessary conditions on the given rational ODE system such that it can be
reparametrized into a polynomial realization are:

1. g does not have denominators that effectively depend on u (cf. Lemma 3);

2. The corresponding variety V() of the system of I0-equations F admits a polynomial
parametrization.
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In [36], it is described how a proper rational parametrization of certain types of surfaces might
be transformed into a proper polynomial parametrization if it exists. This approach can be used
to answer item 2 above in the case of d = 2 and a single I0-equation for corresponding algebraic
varieties of such type. Moreover, in the affirmative case, reparametrizations leading to polyno-
mial g(u,s) are computed. An adaptation for curves and surfaces in higher-dimensional ambient
space could be given.

For the difficulties of the problem of turning a given non-observable realization X into an
observable realization we refer to [30].

Example 8. Consider the second-order I0-equation

F = —4u?y+4u®y —u®y" — 6uu'y + 3uu'y + uu'y — 3u’y

of the ODE system
X = 712 —2x1x7,
X2
r= X, =2,
Y = uxi

To dissolve the denominator x%, we invert the second component. The other expressions must
remain polynomial, which can be achieved by the reparametrization s = (z1z2,1/z2) leading to
the polynomial realization

7 =u,
Lo = 7 =2z,
y=uz12.

4. Realizations with identifiable parameters

In [13, 11] and [32, Section 5.2], it is discussed how to compute a generating set of 10-
identifiable functions h(c) (and also of identifiable functions) of a given system X and it is shown
that the corresponding I0-equations F can be written in terms of h. In this section, we show
when the given system X can be replaced by another realization of #, say Xy, written only in
terms of h instead of ¢. In this way, h can be seen as the parameters in ¥y and ¥ such that exactly
the h are identifiable. As a preparation step, we present an algorithm for finding and evaluating
transcendental parameters at suitable values for getting only locally identifiable parameters. The
algorithm is an adaptation of [20, Algorithm 1].

4.1. Preliminaries

Remark 3. Throughout the paper, we have to decide field membership at several steps. For a
given rational function f € C(h)(x), [41] has an algorithm for deciding whether f € C(h)(x).
The problem is that, by making an ansatz for f with undetermined coefficients, we do not yet
know how to algorithmically find conditions on these coefficients such that the membership is
fulfilled.

In the following, let us denote F := C(h) C C(c). We will look for realizations and
parametrizations with coefficient field F and call them F-realizations and F-parametrizations,
respectively. Note that, for polynomially parametrizable curves, the optimal field of rational and
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polynomial parametrizations coincide [37, Section 4, Lemma]. We will show a comparable result
for realizations in Theorem 3.

Since the parametrization P corresponding to a realization does not involve any additional
field extensions, the existence of an F-realization implies the existence of an F-parametrization
of the same 10-equation. The computation of rational parametrizations of curves over optimal
fields is presented in [34]. For the computation of reparametrizations of rational parametrizations
of higher-dimensional varieties over optimal fields, we refer to [38].

4.2. Preparation step: finding locally identifiable reparametrization

Assume that P is the (proper) rational (or polynomial) parametrization over K = C(c) corre-
sponding to an observable (polynomial) realization

. _ {x' = f(u,x),

y:g(“ax)

of F. Instead of considering the parametrization  corresponding to X over K, we view P over a
field generated by the IO-identifiable h € C(c), which is constructed as follows: {h1,...,hs} C
C(cyy...,cx) is a minimal set of generators of C(hy,...,h¢); in particular, hy,... hy are alge-
braically independent.

o If £ = k, by the inverse function theorem, ci,...,c;x € C(h1,...,h). So, by the primitive
element theorem, there exists o € C(hy,..., k) such that C(cy,...,cx) = C(hy,. .. A, o).

o If ¢ < k, we use the following iterative construction:

- SetFo:F:(C(h],...,hg).

— For i > 0, check whether ¢; € F;_. If not, let F; = F;_;(¢;) and hy4; = ¢; and other-
wise, let F; =F;_; and hy; = 0.

Then, as above, there is 0., algebraic over Fy_y = C(hy,...,h), such that C(cy,...,cx) =
(C(/’l[ oo ,hk,OC).

Note that, by the rationality of h in ¢, renaming variables does not lead to a different result.
Moreover, Fy_; is a minimal field extension of F such that [K : Fy_,] is finite.

In the above construction, we have to check whether c; is algebraic over F. We do this by
computing the intersection ideal

(W-H(c)— 1,denom(k;(c)) h; —numer(h;(c)) | 1 <i<£&)NClhy,..., hc1]

where H denotes the common denominator of hy,...,hs. If there is a polynomial p €
Clhi,...,he,c1]\ C in this intersection ideal, which can be found for instance by Groebner ba-
sis computations, then ¢ is algebraic over F. Otherwise c; is transcendental over F. For i > 1
we proceed similarly with adding the transcendental c¢;’s as new variables /. 1,... whenever
necessary.

Let F € F{y,u}. Let Fx_s(o) be the coefficient field of a parametrization 2 of V(F), alge-
braic over [Fy_, of degree n. Now we evaluate the transcendental ¢; (cf. [20]), corresponding to
the non-zero hyy1,...,h, at values a € F** orevena e (Ck’f, such that the Jacobian matrices
J(h) (the Jacobian with respect to ¢) and J(P) have the same rank after the evaluation, and P
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remains a proper parametrization of V(F) if it was proper to begin with. In particular, the eval-
uation of 2 at a is defined, the Jacobian J () evaluated at a has full rank and the degree does
not change. See [42, Section 5, Theorem 5.5] for details. Moreover, F is invariant under such
evaluation, and its parametrization P corresponds to a realization X, of F, namely X evaluated at
a.

With the above evaluation, we have found a realization X, of F that has coefficients in a
field algebraic over F, cf. [25, 26]. In the following, we want to get rid of the algebraic field
extension, which is, in contrast to the transcendental extensions, not always possible. In the case
of first-order IO-equations, we derive an algorithm for computing an F-realization, if possible.
In the higher-order case, two procedures are presented.

4.3. Finding globally identifiable reparametrization: first order 10-equations

In this section, we assume that the [0-equation F is of order one, i.e., F € Flu,u’,y,y'].
Assume that the parametrization P corresponds to the observable realization £ whose coeffi-
cients generate a field K that is algebraic over F of degree n; say K := F(a) with o algebraic
over T of degree n. Following Section 2.3, we consider the witness variety # C F"' of P (see
Definition 11). Now, let us consider Proposition 2. If # has a one-dimensional component
parametrizable over I, say (s0(z),...,sx(z)) € F(z)", it holds that

n—1
Q) :=P(s(z), s(z):= ;)s,'(Z) o,

is a birational parametrization with coefficients in IF. Thus the corresponding realization

, flus)
so=d° 7 0s)
v =g(u,s).

has coefficients in F. Furthermore, if #{ does not contain any component being parametrizable
over IF, Proposition 2 ensures that there is no F-realization.

A special case is when X and thus ? is polynomial. Then the witness variety # has to define
a line (see Proposition 3). In the affirmative case, we choose

(S()a"wsn*l) :p+Z(p_q)

for two points p,q € A NF" and s = l'.’;ol 5i(z) o as before leading again to the parametrization
Q := P(s) € Flu,z] x F[u,u’, 7] corresponding to the polynomial F-realization

, flus)
So=d° " o)
v =g(u,s).

If # does not define a line, there are no polynomial [F-realizations.

Theorem 3. Let F € Flu,u’,y,y'|. If F admits an F-realization and a polynomial realization,
then there is a polynomial F-realization.
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Proof. Let X be an F-realization. By [30, Theorem 3.10] I we may assume that ¥ is observable.
Since F admits a polynomial realization, f and g have a common denominator of the form
a- (x—b)™ for some a,b € F, m € N. Then the reparametrization given by s = % leads to a
polynomial F-realization (cf. Algorithm 1). |

The computation of the witness variety and its [F-parametrization is fully algorithmic in the
case where the associated parametrization corresponds to a curve. We refer to the auxiliary
algorithm for finding a suitable evaluation of values for the transcendental ¢;’s such as described
in Section 4.2 by SUITABLEEVALUATION. Then we obtain the following algorithms.

Algorithm 2 OptimalRealization FirstOrder

Input: An observable realization

y= g(u,x)

{xl :f(”ax)v

in C(c,u,u’,x)* such that the parameters ¢ may not be (globally) identifiable.
Output: A C(h)-realization of the same IO-equation in identifiable parameters h € C(c) if it

exists.

1: Compute the identifiable functions h of X by using [13].

2: Construct the field F, O C(h) as described above and view the parametrization P =
(8:Ls(g)) over Fy.

3: Apply the algorithm SUITABLEEVALUATION to evaluate the transcendental elements
hiy1, ..., hy at values a € CE=¢. Denote by Py, fa, ga the resulting expressions.

4: Check whether the witness variety H C F" associated with ‘P, is parametrizable over I and,
in the affirmative case, compute a parametrization (so(z),...,s,—1(z)) over F.

5 Sets =Y s;(z) o and output

lifa(”as)
ST
y = ga(u,s)

'n the construction of R in [30, Theorem 3.10], no field extension has to be made.
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Algorithm 3 OptimalPolynomialRealization FirstOrder
Input: An observable polynomial realization

{x’ = f(u,x),

y = 8(u,x)

in C(c)[u,u’,x]? such that the parameters ¢ may not be (globally) identifiable.
Output: A polynomial C(h)-realization of the same I0-equation in identifiable parameters h €
C(c) if it exists.
1: Apply steps (1)-(3) as in Algorithm 2.
2: Check whether the witness variety H C F" associated with ‘Pa defines a line over [F and, in
the affirmative case, compute a parametrization (so(z),...,s,—1(z)) over F.
3: Sets =Y s;i(z) o and output

/] fa(“,s)
T
y:ga(uas)

Let us note that in the rational and in the polynomial case, the degrees of the right hand sides
in the given realization ¥ and the F-realization ¥y computed by Algorithm 2 and Algorithm 3,
respectively, coincide, but their supports might be different.

Example 9. Let

3

v _ {x c(cx+1)/3,
be a polynomial realization (so, K = C(c)) of the IO-equation

F=(—cy)?+cy?

with the identifiable function & = ¢3, so F = C(c?). The parametrization corresponding to X can
be written as

P= (—x3,—(hx—|—hl/3)x2). 9)
We now introduce o = 4'/3 and consider the following substitution
X =20+ 210+ 207, (10)

which we substitute into (9), expand the result as a polynomial in o and set the coefficients of o
and o equal O to define the witness variety W

W =V({—3hz0z5 — 3hz,zZ—SZOZ1, 3hz1 25— 3Z0Z2 32023,
—3h?7073 — 3hZ[Z2—3/’lZ0Zl 2hZ122—z(Z),
—3h*z1 25 — 3hzgza — 3hzoz — hz3 — 22021 }).

A computation in MAPLE by using the prime decomposition shows that

W =V({z0,22}) UV({z0,21,22}),
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and hence W consists of the union of the point (0,0,0) and the line parametrized as (0,z;,0).
Substituting the latter into (10), we obtain

XZZ](Xzzlh]/3.

This leads to the C(h)-parametrization
Q= (—hah~ (P2 + 0P = (~hal, — (W2 + )2})

corresponding to the C(h)-realization

,  hz+1
Yo={ 0T 3
0=

y:fhz?

4.4. Finding globally identifiable reparametrization: general case

In this section, we present an approach for finding an F-realization ¥y for a given realiza-
tion ¥ of a higher-order 10-equation. This is a direct generalization of the curve-case from
Section 4.3. We also provide examples illustrating the approach, including converting an only
locally identifiable SEIR epidemic model into a globally identifiable one.

4.4.1. Approach

So, we consider the case of I0-equations # corresponding to a given ODE system X in a tuple
of state variables x. The I0-equations define an algebraic variety V() of arbitrary dimension.
Assume that the coefficients of the parametrization P corresponding to X generate a field F that
is algebraic over K of degree n.

A characterization in terms of the witness variety # C F" associated to the parametrization
P is given by ultraquadrics [38]. For a precise definition of ultraquadrics, we refer to [38, Defini-
tion 16]. It is shown that, whenever # has an ultraquadric as component, then a reparametriza-
tion in IF = C(h), where h are the IO-identifiable functions, can be found. An algorithmic method
for checking whether the components of # define an ultraquadric and, in the affirmative case,
compute a parametrization of it, however, is missing.

Nevertheless we will use the weaker shortcut introduced in Section 2.3. More precisely,
if P can be reparametrized over K then # has a component of dimension dim(V(¥)) and
is (proper) K-parametrizable. Furthermore, if this component is (proper) F-parametrizable
as (50,...,8:—1) € F(z)", similarly as in the case of first-order 10-equations, we can use the
reparametrization given by

s=s0(z)+ - +5,_1(z)-a""!

to obtain the F-realization
7 =79(s)"" -f(u,s),
Yo =
y =g(u,s).

4.4.2. Examples
In this section, we provide examples illustrating our approach. We begin with two technical
examples to illustrate the steps of the approach and end with reparametrizing an SEIR epidemi-
ology model to demonstrate a real-life application of the approach.
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Example 10. Let
3

X
X =2
2x1
Yy — , cxX1+x2
Xy = Ea
X2
_ 2
y=xi

be a given ODE model. Then K = C(c). The corresponding IO-equation is

1 2

F = CéyS _3 C4y2y/12 +3 Czyyll4 _ y/lé +6 Czyy V' 4 2y/y/13 —y

and therefore, the identifiable function is i(c) = 2, and so F = C(c?). The parametrization
corresponding to the given realization is

T:(x%,x%,cxl—i—xz). (11
Let o0 = ¢ = h'/? and consider the substitutions

X1 =210+ 0211, (12)

X2 =220+ 0221
Substituting these into (11) and setting the coefficients of o to zero, we obtain the witness variety
W =V({2z10z1,1 ,/’lZ%l + 3Z%,0Z2,l ,210+22,1)}-
Decomposing it into irreducible components in MAPLE, we obtain W = W; UW, where
Wi =V({z10,221}), Wa =V({z1.1,210 +Zz}1,hz%,1 + 3230}).

Since W; has dimension 2 and W, dimension 1, we analyze W;. W; is indeed the plane
parametrized properly as

¢ :=(0,21.1,22,0,0).

Substituting these into (12), we obtain the following change of variables

X1 =0z1,1 =211,
X2 =220,

and the following new parametrization over C(k):
_/p2 3
Q= (hz11,22,0,hz11 +220)-
For simplicity, denote z; = z1,1 and zp = z2 9. From this, we obtain the new realization, now over

C(h): .

G
z1€
2=z a1+
33
y=cg,

and so ¢? can be replaced by the new parameter .
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Example 11. Let

x) =cx,
g J=nte

Xy = cx,

y:cz—i—x%

be a given ODE model. Then K = C(c). The corresponding I0-equation is
/s

F = 868 _ 24C6y + 24c4y2 + 4C4ylll - 8czy3 _ 8Czyy”' + 6CZnyII + 4y2y/// —6yyy" + 3y13

and therefore, the identifiable function is i(c) = 2, and so F = C(c?). The parametrization
corresponding to the given realization is

P= (02 —l—x%, 2cx0x1, 202x% +26%x1 4 2¢x1x3, 63267 + Zx%c2 + 602x2x3). (13)
Let oo = ¢ = h'/? and consider the substitutions
X1 =210+ 0211,
Xy =220+022,1, (14)
X3 =23,0+ 0Z3,1.
Substituting these into (13) and setting the coefficients of o to zero, we obtain the witness variety
W =V (221 021,1,2hz1,122,1 + 221,022.0,
2hz1,123,1 +4hz2,022,1 +2hz1,1 + 2210230,
4hz1 0211 + 6h22,023,1 + 6hz2,123 0 + 6hz2 o).
Decomposing it into irreducible components in MAPLE, we obtain W = W; UW, UWs, where
Wi =V(z10,221,231+ 1), Wa=V(z1,1,220,230), W3 =V(21,0,21,1,22,0,22,1)-
Moreover, dim(W;) = dim(W>) = 3 and dim(W3) = 2. W; can be parametrized properly as
¢ :=(0,21,1,220,0,230,—1).
Substituing these into (14), we obtain the following change of variables
X1 =21,10=c¢211,
X2 =220,
X3 =—0+230=—Cc+230,
and the following new parametrization over C(h):
Q= (21, + %, 2211220, 2¢%21123.0 + 20723, 2¢*2] | +6¢722,023.0).

For simplicity, denote z; = 21,1, 22 = 22,0 abnd z3 = 23 9. From this, we obtain the new realization,
now over C(h):

/

11:127

/

Zz :Z37
o= , 5

Z3 =c°7,

y=c(Z+1),

and so ¢? can be replaced by the new parameter .
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Example 12 (SEIR model). Consider the following SEIR epidemic model, which involves com-
partments related to disease progression stages with prevalence observations [43]:

g bSI
==
bSI
E = = _VE,
N (15)
I'=VE —al,
Y1 :Ia
y2=N.

So, we have K = C(a,b,Vv,N). The corrersponding IO-equations are:

Ny + (=Ny| +y1(by1 +N(a+V)))y{ = N(a+V)y? +byi(a+V)y| +abvy; =0,
Y2 — N=0.

Therefore, the I0-identifiable functions are
N, b, av, a+v,

and so F = C(N,b,av,a+V). Denote hj =a+V and hy = av. The parametrization P corre-
sponding to the realization has the following components:

I
VE —al
bvSI — aNVE — NV2E + a®NI
N
bNVZSE — b2vSI? — 2abNvSI — bNV2SI + a*N*VE + aN*V2E + N*V3E — a’N?1
NZ
N

Let o0 = a. We have that o is a root of the polynomial
X%~ (a+Vv)X+av,

which has [O-identifiable coefficients. Since o is algebraic over the field of IO-identifiable func-
tions C(N,b,a+V,av) of degree 2, we consider the following change of variables:

S=z10+0z1,
E=z20+02, (16)
I=2z30+023)

Substituting these into P and setting the coefficients of o to zero, we obtain the witness variety
as the following union of irreducible varieties (decomposed in MAPLE)

Wi =V(21,0,23,1,23,0 +22,0)
W2 = V(22,0,22,1,23,0,23,1)
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A calculation in MAPLE shows that dimW; = 3 and dimW, = 2. So, we pick W;, which also has
the following proper rational parametrization:

¢ =(0,21,1,—23,0,22,1,23,0,0). (17)

For simplicity, denote z; = z1,1,22 = 22,1,23 = z3,0. With this, substituting (17) into (16), we
obtain the final change of variables:

S=az
E=—-z3t+an (18)
I:Z3a

Now (18) results in the following parametrization Q over the field of I0-identifiable functions
(C(N,b,a-i—V,aV) = (C(N,b,h[ ,hz):

13,
—hiz3 + haza,
((—hz2 — z3)ha + W323)N + bhaz123
N ;
(—22h3 + hi (2o + 223)ha — I23)N? — 2hoz1 (hiz3 — "22)bN — b?ho 2123
N2 ’
N

Combining now (15) and (18), we obtain the new reparametrized system over the field of 10-
identifiable functions C(N,b,a +Vv,av):

, bzl
G

,  IIN—bz1)
i
I'=avz — (a+ V),
=1,

y2=N.

Example 13 (Bilinear model with input). Consider the model [44, Example 1]:

x| = —p1x1 + pau,
Xy = —p3xy + pau,
¥y = —(p1+ p3)x3 + (pax1 + paxa)u,
= X3.

19)

<

We have x = (x1,x2,x3), ¢ = (p1,p2,P3,P4), and u = (u). Computing the I0-equations (turns
out to be an order 4 ODE in y), extracting the coefficients, and simplifying the 10-identifiable
field generators, we obtain that the globally IO-identifiable functions are

F = C(p1p3,p2p4, p1+ p3)-
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In particular, p; and p3 are locally but not globally IO-identifiable and neither p, not p4 are
locally identifiable. A calculation also shows that neither x; (0) nor x»(0) are locally identifiable,
and so the model (19) is not observable. However, we will still proceed with our procedure to
make the parameters locally and even globally identifiable.

Following Section 4.2 (in this example, the parameterization via Lie derivatives is not proper
because some of the initial conditions are not locally identifiable), k =4, ¢ = 3 and h| = p;p3,
hy = paps, h3 = p1+p3, andso Fp =TF = C(p]p3,p2p4,p] +p3). Then I} = F(pz). We can
then take o0 = p; so that Fi (o) = C(c). We do not display the parametrization 2 given by the
Lie derivatives of (19) because it is too big. We can now substitute numbers into p; in (19) such
that

0 0 1
](T) _ pau pau —P1—DP3
—ps(2p1+p3)u —p2(p1+2p3)u (p1+p3)?

pa(3pt+3pip3+pu pa(pt+3pip3+3pdu —(p1+p3)?
is still of full-rank after the substitution. A calculation in MAPLE shows that, if p, # 0, then the
substitution results in a full-rank 7(2?). We now have

p3 0 pi O
Jh)=10 ps 0 p2f,
1 0 1 0

which is also of full rank if p, # 0 (we have that p; — p3 # 0 because the parameters p; and p3 do
not get substituted because they are locally identifiable). Let us substitute p, = 1 for simplicity.
Since pyp4 is 10-identifiable, we then are forced to substitute pyps4 into p4 so that pr ps remains
unchanged under the substitution.

We now proceed with finding a globally identifiable reparametrization of (19) following our
approach. We have that o is a solution of the following equation:

X2 — (p1+p3)X +pip3 =0,

which is an irreducible polynomial of degree 2 over the field F. Therefore, we consider the
following change of variables:

X1 =210+0211,
X2 =220+0221, (20
X3 =230+ 0z3,1-

Substituting (20) into P and setting the coefficient of o equal zero, after simplifying in MAPLE,
we obtain the witness variety

W =V (23,1, papazig +22,1, —(p1+ P3)p2apazi — papazio +220)
which has the following parametrization over the field F of 10-identifiable functions:
¢ = (21, 22, (p1+ p3)p2paza+ papazi, —papaz2, 23, 0). 2n
Substituting (21) into (20), we obtain the final change of variables
X1 =21+ 022,

x2 = papa(z1 + (p1 + p3)z2) — p2patiza, (22)

X3 = Z3.
25



The resulting globally identifiable reparametrized ODE system is

B =pip3atu

% =—(p1+p3)z2—2z1,

2y = (papauzr — 23)(p1 + p3) +2papauz,
y =13,

in which the new parameters are p;p3, p1 + p3, and papa.
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