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1 Introduction

This work addresses the multistability problem for the dynamical systems arising from
the bio-chemical reaction networks (under mass-action kinetics). The problem is how
to efficiently determine if a reaction network admits at least two stable positive steady
states in the same stoichiometric compatibility class. Multistability is important in math-
ematical biology since it widely exists in the decision-making process and switch-like
behavior in cellular signaling (e.g., [1,19,[13,21,33]). In practice, one way to detect mul-
tistability is to first find nondegenerate multistationarity (i.e., to check if the network
admits more than one positive nondegenerate steady state). Usually, one can obtain
two stable steady states if the number of positive nondegenerate steady states is at least
three (e.g., [14,2231]]). Generally, deciding multistationarity /multistability or computing
the witnesses (i.e., a choice of parameters for which the network exhibits multistationar-
ity /multistability) is challenging because the problem is known to be a special real quan-
tifier elimination problem (that means we want to efficiently obtain the information of
real solutions of a semi-algebraic system, e.g., [5,[15]). However, there indeed exists a col-
lection of efficient/practical methods for detecting multistationarity (e.g., [7,[16,20}26]]).
Most of these approaches are to check if the determinant of a certain Jacobian matrix
changes sign [2,6,18,10,125,132].
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One big goal in the area of reaction network is to look for the “explicit” criteria. That
means we hope to tell the dynamical behaviors of a network by reading the network
itself without doing any expensive computations. One typical result, which makes the
big goal realistic, is the well-known deficiency zero theorem and the deficiency one the-
orem [11]. So far, such explicit criteria for detecting multistationarity /multistability are
only known for small networks with one species or up to two reactions (possibly re-
versible) [18,27]. For instance, in [18]], the authors completely characterized one-species
networks by “arrow diagrams”, and the number of (stable) steady states can be read off
by looking at the existence of T-alternating subnetworks with certain type of arrow di-
agrams. Later, in [24], the criterion for multistationarity described by arrow diagrams
is extended to more general networks with one-dimensional stoichiometric subspaces.
Since for the one-dimensional networks, admitting at least three positive steady states
is a necessary condition for admitting multistability (e.g., [30, Theorem 3.4]), the explicit
criterion for admitting three positive steady states (described by “bi-arrow diagrams”)
is studied in [28]. Also, the authors of [28] has completely characterized the stoichio-
metric coefficients of the bi-reaction networks that admit at least three positive steady
states. We remark that in the point of view of real algebraic geometry, an explicit cri-
terion for multistationarity /multistability is essentially an explicit criterion for deciding
number of real solutions of a special class of semi-algebraic systems. Some related recent
work is the extension of the Descartes’ rule of signs for the high dimensional algebraic
systems (e.g., [4,12]), which can also be applied to the steady-state systems arising from
bio-chemical reaction networks.

In this paper, we focus on the bi-reaction networks that admit finitely many positive
steady states. The main result is an explicit criterion for deciding multistability of bi-
reaction networks (see Theorem[3.I). By this result, we completely classify all non-trivial
bi-reaction networks according to if they admit multistability or not (here, a “non-trivial”
network means this network admits at least one positive steady state). This work can
be viewed as an extension of [28], since in [28], all bi-reaction networks are classified
according to if they admit at least three positive steady states (recall that admitting three
positive steady states is a necessary condition for multistability).

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we recall the basic def-
initions and notions for the reaction networks and the multistationarity /multistability.
In Section[3] we present the main theorem (a sufficient and necessary condition in terms
of the stoichiometric coefficients for a bi-reaction network to admit multistability), and
we illustrate how to use the theorem for deciding multistability by several examples. In
Section H] we present the proof of the main theorem by discussing several cases. In the
supplementary materials [|, we present a list of useful lemmas and their proofs.

*https:/ /github.com/65536-1024 / one-dim



2 Background

2.1 Chemical reaction networks

In this paper, we follow the standard notions on reaction networks used in [28,30]. A
reaction network G (or network for short) consists of finitely many reactions:

K; .
01 X1+ 0 Xs — 1 X1+ +BsiXs, j=1,2,...,m, (2.1)

where X, ..., X; denote s species, the stoichiometric coefficients a;; and B;; are non-negative
integers, each x; ER . is a rate constant corresponding to the j-th reaction, and we assume
that

foreveryje {1,---,m}, (ayj, -, as)) #(B1j, -, Bsj)- (2.2)

The stoichiometric matrix of G, denoted by N, is the s x m matrix with (i, j)-entry equal to
Bij—wij. The stoichiometric subspace, denoted by S, is the real vector space spanned by the
column vectors of \V.

The concentrations of the species X1,X>,...,X; are denoted by x1,x2,...,xs, respec-
tively. Note that x; can be considered as a function in the time variable t. Under the
assumption of mass-action kinetics, we describe how these concentrations change in t by
the following system of ordinary differential equations (ODEs):

S
K1 H x?‘ll
i=1

X = (fl(K;x)/"'/fS(K;x))T = N i=1 ’ (23)

Ko Hx;xim
i=1

where x denotes the vector (x1,xy,...,xs), and x denotes the vector (xq,...,%;). Note that
foreveryi€{1,...,s}, fi(x;x) is a polynomial in Q[x, x].

A conservation-law matrix of G, denoted by W, is any row-reduced d x s matrix (here,
d:=s—rank(\)), whose rows form a basis of S*. Note that rank(W)=d. Especially, if the
stoichiometric subspace of G is one-dimensional, then rank(N) =1 and rank(W)=s—1.
Note that the system (2.3) satisfies Wx =0, and any trajectory x(t) beginning at a nonneg-
ative vector x(0)=x" € R%,, remains, for all positive time, in the following stoichiometric
compatibility class with respect to the total-constant vector c:=Wx? € R%:

Pe = {xeRy;: Wx=c}. (24)



2.2 Multistationarity and multistability

For a given rate-constant vector x € R”, a steady state of (2.3) is a concentration vector
x* e IRSEO such that fi(x,x*)=--- = fs(x,x*) =0, where f1,...,f; are on the right-hand side
of the ODEs (2.3). If all coordinates of a steady state x* are strictly positive (i.e., x* €

R?, ), then we call x* a positive steady state. We say a steady state x* is nondegenerate if
im <]ac f(x*)| 5) =S, where Jacs(x*) denotes the Jacobian matrix of f, with respect to x, at

x*. A steady state x* is exponentially stable (or simply stable) if it is nondegenerate, and all
non-zero eigenvalues of Jacs(x*) have negative real parts. Note that if a steady state is
exponentially stable, then it is locally asymptotically stable [23].

Suppose N € Z>o. We say a network admits N (nondegenerate) positive steady states
if there exist a rate-constant vector x € R, and a total-constant vector ¢ € RY such that
it has N (nondegenerate) positive steady states in the stoichiometric compatibility class
P.. Similarly, we say a network admits N stable positive steady states if there exist a rate-
constant vector k €ER”, and a total-constant vector c€IR such that it has N stable positive
steady states in P..

The maximum number of positive steady states of a network G is

cappos(G) := max{N € Z>gU{+o0} : Gadmits N positive steady states}.
Similarly, we define
CaPpondeg(G) :==max{N € Z>oU{+o0} : Gadmits Nnondegenerate positive steady states}

and
capstap(G) == max{N € Z>oU{+oo} : Gadmits N'stable positive steady states}.

We say a network admits multistationarity if cap,es(G) > 2. We say a network admits
nondegenerate multistationarity if cappongeg(G) > 2. We say a network admits multistability
if Capstub(G) >2.

Theorem 2.1. [30, Theorem 6.1] Given a network G with a one-dimensional stoichiometric
subspace, if cap pos(G) < +00, then capondeg(G)=cappos(G).

3 Main result

In this section, we focus on the bi-reaction network G:

K1
ap X+ +ag Xs — B Xg+-+BaXs,

DC]2X1+-'-+0652X5 K—2> ‘312X1+'-'+‘352X5. (31)



First, we define the following sets of indices, which give a partition of the set {1,...,s}:

Sliz{i20611>0612, ‘Bil>061'1, 1<l<5},

So={i:aj <wapp, i <aip, 1<i<s},

S3Z={i20€il>0612, ‘Bil<061'1, 1<l<5},

S4Z={i o <k, ,Bil >u, 1<l<5}, and

S5Z={i L1 =K OY ‘Bﬂ =N, 1 <Z<S} (32)

Foreachie{1,...,s}, we define the following notions:
a;:=|ap —apl, vii=|Bin—ail- (3.3)

Theorem 3.1. Given a bi-reaction network G (3.1) with a one-dimensional stoichiometric sub-
space, suppose 0 < cappos(G) < +oo.

(a) If all the four sets S1,S2, S3, Sa are non-empty, then G admits multistability if and only if

Y ai> rireus?{ai}, ory a;> rlreusl?{az} (3.4)

i€Sy i€5y

(b) If there are exactly three of the four sets S1, Sa, Sz, S4 are non-empty, then G admits multi-
stability if and only if one of the following four statements (1)—(4) holds.

(1) S1, Sz and Sy are non-empty, and

Y ai> mis?{ai}. (3.5)

€5 i€
(2) Sy, Sz and Sy are non-empty, and

Y ai> 5215?{@}. (3.6)

i€Sy
(3) S1, Sz and S3 are non-empty, and there exists a subset S5 of Sy such that

Z a; > Z a;> rzreusrsl{al} (3.7)

i€S3 i€S;

(4) S1, So and Sy are non-empty, and there exists a subset S7 of Sy such that

Z a; > Z a; > mis?{ai}. (3.8)

ies,  ies; '€



(c) If there are exactly two of the four sets S1, Sa, S3, Sa are non-empty, then G admits multi-
stability if and only if one of the following two statements (1)—(2) holds. (1) Sy and S3 are
non-empty and there exists a subset S5 of Sp such that

Z a; > Z a; > mlsr;{al} (3.9)

ics;  ies; i€
(2) Sy and S4 are non-empty, and there exists a subset Sy of Sy such that

Zai> Z ai>misn{ai}. (3.10)

ics,  ies i€
(d) If only one of the four sets S1, Sy, S3, S is non-empty, then G admits no multistability.
Example 3.1. The following examples illustrate how Theorem 3.1l works.
(a) Consider the following network:

‘4X1 +Xo+ X3 —5X1+Xy
’ X1+2X0+ X4 —3X0+ X3

It is straightforward to check that:

a1=3,a=1,a3=1, az=1.
S1={1}, S2={2}, S3={3}, S4={4}, S5=2.
Y aj=ay=3>1=a4=min{a;}.
i€S, ie8y
So by Theorem [3.1] (a), we have capg,;(G) > 2. The steady-state system augmented
with the conservation laws is
le‘llxzxg—;clex%m:o,
—x1—x2—c1=0,
—x1—x3—C2=0,
x1—x4—c3=0.

17
c3= i, x1=1, and xp =1, the network has

One can check that for c;=—-2, co = 10’ 0

3 positive steady states:

xD'=(0.3293, 1.671, 1.371, 0.02930),
x? =(1.000, 1.000, 0.7000, 0.7000),
x® =(1.548, 0.4521, 0.1521, 1.248),

where x( and x® are stable.



(b) (@)

(b) (ii)

Consider the following network:

c .3X1 +3X54+2X3+ Xy —4X1+4Xo+ X3+2X,y
) X1+Xo+X3+4X4 —2X3+3Xy

It is straightforward to check that:
ai =2, ar =2, as =1, as =3.

S1={1,2}, $2=0, S3={3}, Ss={4}, S5=0.
Zai:a1+a2:4>3:a4:min{ai}.
€5 1€5,
So by Theorem B.1] (b) (1), we have capg;,p(G) > 2. The steady-state system aug-
mented with the conservation laws is
K1x?xgx§x4—xzx1xﬂ3xi:0,

x1—xp—c1=0,

X1+X3 —c=0,

X1 —x4—c3=0.

9
One can check that for ci=——, =3, c3= x1=1, and x, =2, the network has 3

- 100 10’
positive steady states:

xD=(0.1448, 0.05478, 2.855, 0.04478),
x? =(0.7442, 0.6542, 2.256, 0.6442),
x®=(2.103, 2.013, 0.8967, 2.003),

where xV) and x® are stable.
Consider the following network:

G- 2X1+2X0+ X3+ X3+ X5+3Xe —3X1+ X
' X1+3X0+3X3+2Xy —4X,+4X3+3X4+ X5+3X¢

It is straightforward to check that:

ai 21, a2:1, 613:2, a4:1, 615:1, a6:3.
S1={1}, $,={2,3,4}, S3={5,6}, S4=0, S5=0.

Choose S5={2,3}. Note that

Z a;=4> Z ai=3>m£n{ai}=1.
3

i€S; i€S; '€



So by Theorem [3.1] (b) (3), we have capg;,p(G) > 2. The steady-state system aug-
mented with the conservation laws is
K1 x%x%x3x4x5xg —KpX1 xgxgxﬁ =0,
x1+xp—c1=0,
xX1+x3—cp=0,
x1+x4—c3=0,
X1+x5—Cc4=0,
3x1+x6—c5=0.

One can check that for ¢; =101, ¢, =101, ¢3=1000, c4=100, c5=315, x1=1, and x, =72,
the network has 4 positive steady states:

x(D=(32.09, 68.91, 68.91, 967.9, 67.91, 218.7),
x\?) =(86.24, 14.76, 14.76, 913.8, 13.76, 56.29),
x® =(97.55, 3.450, 3.450, 902.5, 2.450, 22.35),
x® =(99.54, 1.464, 1.464, 900.5, 0.4641, 16.39),

where x@ and x® are stable.

(c) Consider the following network:

) 3X1 +4X2+5X3+2X4 —>4X1+5X2+7X3+3X4+X5
’ 2X142Xo+4X3+3Xy+2X5 — Xy

It is straightforward to check that:

a1=1,a,=2,a3=1, a4=1, a5=2.
$1={1,2,3}, $2=0, S3=0, S4={4,5}, S5=02.

Choose S;={2}. Note that

Y a;=3>) a;=2>min{a;}=1.

= ies; i€54
So by Theorem B.1] (c) (1), we have caps,,(G) > 2. The steady-state system aug-
mented with the conservation laws is

K1 xi’x%xg’xﬁ - 2K2x%x%x§x2x§ =0,

X1 —xp—c1=0,
2x1—x3—Cc2=0,
x1—x4—c3=0,
xl—x5—c4:0.



One can check that for ¢1=100, c;=1, ¢3=101, ¢4=90, k1 =1, and x, =328, the network
has 4 positive steady states:

xM=(101.6, 1.588, 202.2, 0.5879, 11.59),
x? =(108.1, 8.081, 215.2, 7.081, 18.08),
x®=(128.2, 28.21, 255.4, 27.21, 38.21),
x® =(190.6, 90.62, 380.2, 89.62, 100.6),

where x( and x® are stable.

4 Proofs

Assumption 4.1. Without loss of generality, for any network G defined in (3.I), we as-
sume that the set S5 of indices defined in (3.2) is empty throughout the rest of the paper.
In fact, if 0 < cappos(G) < +00, one can always construct a new network such that the
original network G is dynamically equivalent to the new one and the set S5 for the new
network is empty (e.g., [30, Lemma 5.1, Lemma 5.2]).

We assume that any bi-reaction network G mentioned has the form (3.I). Notice that
by Assumptiond.T] we have

,Bil_“il #0,f0ri=1,~-,s. (41)

If G has a one-dimensional stoichiometric subspace, then there exists A € R (A #0) such
that

B12 —a12 B11—a11
: —A : . 4.2)

Bs2— s Bs1—as1

By [18, Lemma 4.1] (also, see [30, Lemma 4.2]), we assume that A <0 in (&.2) (otherwise,
the network admits no positive steady state). By substituting @.2) into fi, ..., fs in 2.3),
we have

S S
fi=(Bn—ain) <K1HkaI+AK2HxZ"Z> ,i=1,...,s. (4.3)
k=1 k=1

We define the steady-state system augmented with the conservation laws:

s s
h] = fl = (‘Bll —Déll) (K]szkl+/\1€21_[xzk2> , (44)
k=1 k=1

hi = (Bin—ai)x1 — (B —a11)xi—¢i—1, i=2,...,8. (4.5)
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We solve x; from h; =0, and we get

_ (Bi1 —i1)x1 —ci—1
B11 —a11

X; ,i=2,...,8. (4.6)

We introduce a new variable z and a new parameter y; such that

x1=(B11 —a11)(z+p1). (4.7)
Then, the conservation laws (i.e., i; =0) can be written as

Ci—1

x;=(Bj1 —a;1)(z+u;), where u; =1y — . 4.8
_ St~ _ At
If hy =0, then by (@.4) we have []x, = So,
k=1 1
s Ak
Y (a1 — o) Inxg =In(——2). (4.9)
k=1 K1

Notice that we can replace x; with (4.8). So, we define the left hand side of (£.9) as a new
univariate function g(z):

S

8(2) =) (an —ap)In(Bin —apn)(z+:).- (4.10)

i=1

For i€ Sy, S4, we define d;:= y;. For i€ S,, S3, we define d;:= —y;. Recall that we have
defined the notions a;, y; in (3.3)). So, we have

§(2) =) ajInvyi(z+d;)— Y _ ajIn(—vyi(z—d;))

1€5; (1SS
+ Zailn(—’yi(z—di))— Zailn'yi(z+di). (411)
i€S3 €5

Notice that the domain of the function g(z) is I := (£, R), where

L= {max{_di}ieslu&,, S1US4#D

— oo, $1=54=0"
R:z min{di}iGSZUSy SZUSS _T/® ) (412)
+00, 52 =S3 =0
By (4.10) and @.11), we have
dg K — & a; a a a
—(z)= = + — — . 413
dz( ) ; Z+U; i;:l z+d; ieZS:2 —z+d; i;: —z+d; ig z+d; (4.13)
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Lemma 4.1. Given a network G (3.1) with a one-dimensional stoichiometric subspace suppose
cappos(G) < +co. Let g(z) and I be the function and the interval defined as in (4.11) and 4.12).
Then, G admits multistability iff (if and only if) there exist {d;};_; CR and K € IR such that the

equation g(z) =K has at least 2 solutions z1 and zy in I satisfying Z—i(zl) <0 and Z—i(zz) <0,

where these d;’s are distinct from each other.

Lemma 4.2. Given a network G (3.1) with a one-dimensional stoichiometric subspace, suppose

Cappos(G) < +oo. Let g(z) and I=(L, R) be defined as in @IT) and @I12).

(i) Forany given {d;};_;CR, 1f 11m  8(z)=+00, hm g(z)=—00, hm (z) —o0,and lir7r€1 Z—i(z):
z—R~
—o0, then there exists KER such that the equatzon g(z)=K has at least 2 solutions z1 and z

in I satisfying Z—i(zl) <0and Z—i(zz) <0 iff there exists z € I such that Z—i(i) >0.

-dz
—o0, then there exists KeR such that the equation g(z)=K has at least 2 solutions z1 and z

.. . s . . dg . dg
(ii) Forany given {d;},_,CR, 1lei>r£1+g(z) oo,zl_1>r7r217g(z) <>o,zli>r£1+ = (2) +oo,andzgr7rz1 (2)
inl satzsfyzng e (zl) <0and g(zz) <0 iff there exist z1,2> € I (z1 <Zp) such that
g ag
E(Zl) < O, and E(Zz) >0

(iii) Forany given {d;};_;CRR, if lim g(z)=—o0, lim g(z)=+0co0, lim d—g(z) +00, and hm (z)—
z— L+ z— R~ 2L dz
+o0, and if there exists KE€R such that the equation g(z)=K has at least 2 solutzons z1 and 22

d
inl satzsfyzng (zl) <0and g(zz) <0, then there exist z1,7Z»,23 € I (21 <Zp <Z3) such
that

ag . ag . ag
E(Zl)<0'E(ZZ)>O'andE(Z3)<O

4.1 Proof of Theorem[3.T] (a)

<) First, we prove the sufficiency. Without loss of generality, we assume that

Y a; >m1n{a }. (4.14)

€Sy

I Yy a; > mln{a }, one can similarly prove the network G admits multistability.) By
i€Sy

Lemma /4 and Lemma 4.2 (i), we only need to find {d;}}_; C R such that hrg Q(z) =
z—L*

+00, 1ir7r31 Q(z) = —oo, 11m (z) —o00, hm (z) —oo, and there exists z € [ satisfying
z—R~
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d—g(A) > 0. First, for any i € S, we let d;=07. Similarly, we let d;=0; for any i € Sp, and we

let d;=03 for any i € S3. Assume that mln{a }=a;,, where ip € S4. And for any i € S4\{ip },
i€Sy

we also make all d;’s the same, i.e. we let d;=0y for any i € S4\{ip}. Then, by (4.11) and
@.13), we have

§@) =Y _ailnvyi(z+o1)— ) _ ajln(—yi(z—02))

€5 i€5)
+ Y ain(—7yiz—03)) —aj Inyi (z+di))— ) ailnvyi(z+0y), and
1'653 1654\{10}
Zal Zai Zai Z ai
()_1651 i€S, i€y aio' _ i€Ss\{io} (4.15)
zZ+07 —z+02 —z+03  z+d;, Z+0y
So,
Ya Ya Ya L4
dg(o) €5 i€S €Sy My _ieSi\{io} (4.16)
01 (%) 03 dio 04

d
Below, we will choose concrete values for 01, 02, 03, 04 and d;, such that d—i(O) >(0. We let

Y ai+aj, 2) a4 2 Y a4
€S €S i€S4\{i
alzlli,ag,: St ,04=max &,2 andd; =1, (4.17)
2a;, Co o
where
Y a; . 2a;, ). a;
ie€S 1 ie€S
Cco:= ! —i=7l—ﬂl‘o. (418)
(%] dio Z Ell‘+ﬂl'0
€S

Notice that by (£.14), we have Y a;>a;,. So, by .17), we have oy >d;, and by (4.18), we
€5
have

4.1
Z a; +a10 (ZGZS; ai— i) > (4.19)
€5

Hence, 03 > 0 (recall that by (3.2) and (3.3), a; > 0 for any i ¢ Ss5). Obviously, we can
Z a

choose 0> such that o» > 3. Notice that —2— >0 (i.e., the second term of g(O ) in (4.16)

02
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Ta T
is positive). By @.17), we have o _iS ,and “© > M So, by (4.16), we have
2 03 2 0y
tg B & ek
ug 1€51 _ﬂ_l€3 _164 1o > __O__O=
e A e N (4.20)

Notice that for the interval I=(£, R) defined in (£12), we have

L=max{—0y, —d;,, —04}=—d;; <0,and R=min{o», 03} =03 >0.

So, we have 0 € I. By (4.15), when z— R ~, we have Z—i(z) — —09, g(z) — —co, and when

z— L*, we have Z—i(z) — —o00, g(z)—+00. Hence, by (4.20) and by Lemma4.Tland Lemma

(i), the network G admits multistablity.

=) Next, we prove the necessity. Assume that the network G admits multistability.
By Lemma.I| G admits multistability iff there exist {d;}; ; CR and K € R such that the
equation ¢(z)=K has at least 2 solutions z; and z; in the interval I=(£, R) defined in (4.12)

d d

satisfying ﬁ(zl) <0and d—i(zz) < 0, where these d;’s are distinct from each other. Below,
We prove the conclusion by deducing a contradiction. We assume that

a; <min{a; } and a; <min{a;}.
ieZSl Z ie54{ i} 1.6252 ' i653{ i}

Equivalently, we have

Z a;<aj, for anyjeSyand (4.21)
€51
Z a;<aj, for any,j€Ss. (4.22)
i€Sy

By @.12), there exists m € S;USy such that £=—d,, and there exists n € S,US3 such that
R =d,. Below, we deduce the contradiction for four different cases.
(Case 1) Assume that there exist m € S; and n € S3 such that

L=—d,, and R=d,. (4.23)
By (@.11) and 4.13), we have
. B . B .odg, . odg,
m , g(z)=—o0, Zlff}— §(@)=—0o, LH_IZ;" 5, (f)=+00,and zlfle— 5, (@)=—c0.

So, by Lemma[.T]and Lemma[4.2](ii) (2), there exists zg € [ =(—d,,, d,,) such that

dg a; ai ai o

g .\ _ . _ -y —_=0,and 4.24

dZ( 0) ig ZO+di iGZS:Q _ZO+di igslg —Z0+d1‘ iGZS: ZO+d1‘ ( )
g a; a; a i
9 = — - GidR ) ’
dz? (z0) Z (zo+d;)? * Z (—zo+d;)? Z (—zo+d;)? * Z (z0+d;)? =0 (429

€S i€Sy 1€S3 [ISE
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Below, we show that if (4.24) and #.25) hold Simultaneously, then there will be a contra-

diction. By and (4.23), we have
R=d,<d;foranyi€S;.

So,

a;
<
—2 +dl' —Z()+dn

for any i€ S,.

Thus, for the second and the third terms in (4.24), we have

a a ZS g a
i Z i 1€57 i
Y — < -y :
icS, —Zo+di i€Ss —Zo+di —Zo+dn i€S, —Z0 +d1'
By the fact that n € S3 and by (4.22), we have
Y 4 . Y 4 .
i€S 1 i€S
2 _ i < €52 . n SO.
—Zo+dn icS, —Zo+di —Zo+dn —Zo+dn
So, by (£.27) and (4.28), we have
a; aj;
D <) :
icS, —Zo+di i€Ss —Zo+d1'

Then, by (4.24), for the first and the last terms in (4.24), we have

a; a;
Z Z()+dl‘ = Z Zo+dl"

i€5; i€Sy

Similarly, by @.26) and (£.22), we have

4 " L i .
iezsz (_Zoidi)z _ié (—Zo-zlrdi)2 = (—Zojrdn)2 _1-6253 (—zo-lkdl-)2
L a
< Card P T <O
Then, by @.25), we have
a; a;
1.6254 Gordi Z.GZSI Gord

(4.26)

(4.27)

(4.28)

(4.29)

(4.30)

(4.31)
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By (4.21), we have

a
— ) a. 4.32
lg (Zo+d ZS:4 (Zo +di)2 ig ! ( )
By (4.31), by using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and by (4.30), we have

2 2
a; ai
L Govdt &% L Goray zo+d)2 Z”V<Z zo+d> ><Z zo+di> '

1€Sy €5 €5 €5 ieS i€Sy

So, by (.32)), we have

6112 > a; ?
Z (Zo+di)2 Z Zo+d1' !

1€5y i€Sy

which is impossible since >0.

Zo+ d
(Case 2) Assume that there exist m e Sy and n € S, such that

Ez_dm, andR:dn. (4.33)

Since Case 2 is symmetric with respect to Case 1, the proof is similar to the proof of Case
1. We omit the details.
(Case 3) Assume that there exist m € S4 and #n € S3 such that

Ez_dm, andR:dn. (4.34)
Then, by (£.12), we have
—dy =max{—d,}ics,us,, and d, =min{d; }ics,us,-

So, for any z € (—d,,;, d,), we have

zj—idi Z+d for any i€ S, and
—Zaidi v foranyieS,. (4.35)
Since m € Syand n € S3, by (@.21)-@.22), we have
aw> Y ajanda, > Y a;. (4.36)
i€S i€5,

Then, by (£.13), (4.35) and (@.36), we have

dg _ ai a; ai i
R D D v A D A DErv

i€Sy 1€S3
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Ya ) oa
€S €S a a

< 1eoq €52 _ n _ m <O.
z+d, —z+d, —z+d, z+d,

So, g(z) is decreasing in I. Thus, g(z) =0 has at most one real solution in I. On the other
hand, by Lemmal.] ¢(z)=0 has at least two real solutions in I, which is a contradiction.
(Case 4) Assume that there exist m € S; and n € S, such that

L=—d,,andR=d,. (4.37)
By (4.11) and .13), we have
lim ¢(z)=—o00, lim g(z)=+00, lim d_g( )=+00,and lim d—g(z)—+oo
Z=— d+g z—>d*g rs—drdz 1—d; T

So, by Lemma [A.]] and Lemma [4.2] (iii) (2), if G admits multistability, then there exists
zo € 1=(—d,, d,) such that

ag d? g a3 g
) R = _— <
1 (z0)>0, 72 (z0)=0,and 7.3 (z0) <0

So, by £.13), we have
ai ai ai a;

i > + , 438
ig Zo+d; i;;z —zo+d; ieZS:3 —zo+d; ieZS:4 Zo+d, ( )

ai ai a; a;
" =) ———w+) ——vand 439
ig (Zo+di)2 iGZS: (—z0+d.)2 ieZ$: (—Zo+d')2 ig (zo+d; 2 (4.39)

a;
. 4.40
1;; (20+d 1; (— Zo+d ZGZS: (— zo+d )3 162524 (zo+d;)? (4.40)

Note that by (4.40), one of the following two equations must hold

4.41

ieZS; (Zo+d) lg (Zo+d ( )
a; ai

< . 4.42

L ey < K ey 442

Without loss of generality, we assume (£.41)) holds (if (4.42) holds, we can prove the con-
clusion similarly). Below, we prove that (4.38), (4.39) and @.41I) can not hold simultane-
ously by the following four steps.

(Step 1) In this step, we prove that #.38) and (#.39) imply

a; a;
L Gordy” X Gord (143)

1€5; i€Sy




We prove the conclusion by deducing a contradiction. Assume that

a;

a;

€S

L (zo+d;)?

<y

1€5y

(zo+d;)*

Then, by Cauchy inequality and by (4.44), we have

(£:%) <Lt

)2 Z Z\Z

(zo

+d)2 o

€S

ieS i€Sq i€Sq i€Sy
By (4.21), we have
DRSLUS DRSS R Ry B
i, (o+di)* ST S ordi)? T\ G
Notice that . Lj: >0 for any zp € I. So, by (4.45) and (4.46), we have
0+d;
a; a;
< .
Z.GZS;I Z0 +d1' igl Zo+di
Hence, by (4.38), we have
ai ai
> .
1;: —Zo+d i€S; —Zo+d1'
On the other hand, by #.39) and (4.44), we have
ai a;i
» (—zo+di)? 1;53 (—zo+di)*’

€Sy

So, by Cauchy inequality and by (#.48), we have

2
aj
<
(iGZS:Z —Zo+di ) L Cedy

i€Sy

(— Zo+d )?

i€Sy

By (4.22) and by the fact a;, <a; for any i € S3, we have

a?
;<) —— 5 <
E v Eo< £ =
So, by (£.49) and (£.50), we have
Z a; < a; ‘
ic5, —20+di o5 —zo+d;

Zal\Z(

i€S3

)3

i€S3

Z()+d )2

a;
—2 +dl'

2
a;
Z()+dl‘ '

Ya

€Sy

)2.

17

(4.44)

(4.45)

(4.46)

(4.47)

(4.48)

(4.49)

(4.50)
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This is a contradiction to (£.47). Therefore, the inequality (4.43) must hold.
(Step 2) In this step, we show that by (4.41) and (4.43), we can construct dy, a9 € R
such that

ap
zeZs: (2o +d )2 (z0+d0)2fand (4.51)
ao
IEZS (ZO+d‘ (Zo +d0) (452)

Let

a; a;
v (L) [ (Baar) = 4
3 2
a; a;
0= <ZS (zO+dz->2> / <Zs (zO+dz->3> ‘ (@59

It is straightforward to check that

ap
7o an dlg - d = Gordo? (4.55)

Z (Z() +d (Z() +d0

1€5y

So, by (@.41) and (@.43), we have (@.5I) and @.52) hold.
(Step 3) In this step, we prove that

ap > Z a;. (456)

€S

By (4.54), we only need to show that

3 2
a; a;
(-Z (ZO"'di)z) z <Z (zo+d;)3 ) Y ai. (4.57)

1€5y ie€S €S

Notice that by Cauchy inequality, we have

<Z (zo+d; )2> Z(ZO"'UZ DA (Z (zo+d; )2) Z(Zo+d 2 Z Zo+d ¥ (4.58)

ieS i€Sy i€eS i€Sy i€S,y

2
2(5 (zo+d) ) (Zg (zo+d; )3> ‘

By (4.21), we have

2 2
ai a;
(Z m) > Z (Zo+di)4 = Z (Zo+d Zal (4.59)

i€Sy i€Sy 1€5y €S
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So, by @58) and (@.59), one can see that (£.57) holds.
(Step 4) In this step, we show that (4.51) and (4.52) imply two contradictory inequali-

ties (4.64) and {@.65). By Cauchy inequality and by (4.52), we have

a; ao a;
(Z (20+d) ) L (Zo+d )3 L zo+d; S (z0+do)3 Z zo+d; (4.60)

€S 1€5; €S

We multiply the left-hand side and the right-hand side of (4.60) by } 4;, and we get

€5

2
ao
<Z (Zo+d ) Z U (Zo+d0) Z Zo+d Z a;. (461)

i€S i€Sy L je$y
Note that by Cauchy inequality, we have

2 2
ai a;
Levr (Baia) <(Eat) o s

1€5; 1€5; €S

By (£.56), we have Y a;<ao. So,

€5

2
ap a; ay a;
Gordof L mord; S Gordop X zord) (4.63)

€S L €S i€5;

Thus, by @.61)-@.63), we have

2
2
a; 610 a;
< . .
Z (Zo+d <Z Zo+di> = (Zo+d0)3 Z Zo+d1'

i€S, €S, i€S,

Note that i >0 (i€ Sy) for any zg € I. So, we have
Z0 +dl'
2
a; a; ag
: < .
iezsll (ZO +di)2 i;:l 20 +di (Zo +d0)3
Then, by (&.51), we have
[ll' ao
< : 4.64
iezsll zo+d;  zo+dp (4.64)

On the other hand, by @.5]) and .60), we have

2 ? ap a;
(Zo+do)4 (Z(ZOJFUZ)Z) = (zo+do)? Zzoﬂii'

€S €S
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Note that by (£.53) and (£.54), we have zo+dy >0 and a9 > 0. So,

ap a;
Z0 +d0 Z0 +dl' !

(4.65)

€5

which is a contradiction to (4.64). So far, we have deduced the contradiction for the last
case, and we complete the proof.

4.2 Proof of Theorem (b)

In this case, there are exactly three of the four sets Sy, Sy, S3, S4 are non-empty. Below, we
successively prove Theorem 3.1l (b) (1)-(4).

4.2.1 Proof of Theorem[3.1](b) (1)

According to the hypothesis of Theorem (b) (1), we assume that S, S3 and S, are
non-empty. By (@.11), we have

g(Z) = Z ailn(z+dz-)+ Z ailn(—z+d,-)— Z ailn(z+di), (466)
i€y i€Ss i€S,
dg a; a; a;
—=(z) = — — . (4.67)
dz ig zZ+d; ieZ:sg —z+d; ié zZ+d;

=) First, we prove the sufficiency. By [30, Theorem 3.4], if the network G admits
multistability, then capy,s(G) > 3. By [28 Theorem 6.1 (c)], if cap,os(G) > 3, then we have

Y. a;>min{a;}.
€5 €54
<) Next, we prove the necessity. Assume that

Y ai> misn{az-}. (4.68)

€5 i
The goal is to prove that G admits multistability. Assume that a, =misn{ai}, where p€S4.
1€54

First, we let d,=0. Then, for any i € S1, we let d;=d, and for any i € S3, we let d;=1. For
any S4\{p}, we also make all d;’s the same, i.e. we let d;=e for any i€ S4\ {p}. Notice that
d and e are two positive parameters, and we will choose proper values for them later. By

(@.67), we have

p Lo L4 SX\l{ }ﬂi
dg, \_icSi _i€Sy _Ap ieSi\{p
dz @) z+4d —z+1 z z4+e (4.69)

Note that the interval I defined in (£.12) is (0, 1). By @.66) and (#.67), we have lirg g(2)=
z—0*

+00, lim g(z)=—o0, lim d—g(z) =—o00,and lim d—g(z) =—co. By Lemmal.Iland Lemma 4.2
z—1- z—0* dz z—1-dz
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(@, we only need to choose proper positive numbers d and e such that there exists Z € I

satisfying Z—i(i) > 0. Below, we complete the proof by the following two steps.
(Step 1)Let

e € Ty
M= - 2 (4.70)
d K
Notice that by (4.69), h(z) = d—i(z)+m. In this step, we show that we can choose

d >0 such that there exists z € [ satisfying h(z) > 0. We solve d from h(z) >0 by .70), and
we get

N(z)
B 4.71)
Zs %oy z
._ Ieos P — R P i 68
where D(z) := — 1 and N (z): iglal T ieZSjsal ap. Notice that by (4.68), we
have ) a;>ay, and so,
1€5;
EmA(z) > 0. 4.72)
z—0

So, there exists z € I =(0,1), such that the N/ (2) > 0. Notice that for any z € I =(0, 1), we
have D(z) > 0. Therefore, NG)

D(z)
jY\)[((g' ie., h(z)>0.

d
(Step 2) In this step, we prove that we can choose e >0 such that d—i(i) >0. In fact, let

>0. Then, we can choose an appropriate positive number

d such that d <

ai
€S\ {p}
e—27h® .

Then,
a; Z aj;

1
fz_i@ _hE)— i€S;\{p} > h(z)— 1654\6{11}

Z+e
4.2.2 Proof of Theorem[3.1](b) (2): S,, S3 and S4 are non-empty

:h(a—@>0.

According to the hypothesis of Theorem B.1] (b) (2), we assume that S, S3 and S, are
non-empty. By (4.11), we have

g(z)=— Z a;In(—z+d;)+ Z a;In(—z+d;)— Z a;In(z+d;).

i€Sy 1€S3 1€Sy
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Define

§(2):=—g(—2)= ) ajln(z+d;)— Y ailn(z+d;))+ ) _ ajIn(—z+d)).

i€S; i€S3 i€Sy

Notice that Z—i(z) = Z—i(—z). Let I*={—z|z€I}. Then, there exist z1, z» € I such that g(z;)=

0, andd—g(z-)<0 (i=1,2) if and only if there exist z],z; € I* such that g(z})=0,and d—g(z*) <0
(i=1 2) Note that by the proof of Theorem 3.I] (b) (1), there exist z}, z3 € I* such that
8(z)=0,and g(z*)<0( =1,2)ifand only if } a; >m1n{a }.So, by Lemmal4.1] G admits

i€Sy

multistability if and only if ) a; > mln{a }.
i€Sy

4.2.3 Proof of Theorem[3.1](b) (3)

First, we give some lemmas (Lemma £.3-Lemma [4.6). Since the proofs of these lemmas
are elementary, we put them in the supplementary materials ['.

Lemma 4.3. For any B1, B2, €1, €2, X1, X2, X3 € R satisfying

B1>0,62>0, (4.73)
xi+ej>0(i=1,2,3,j=1,2),and (4.74)
er#es, (4.75)
where exist a, b, c € R such that
B B ¢ .
P +xi+ep_ _a+xi+b (i=1,2,3), (4.76)
where
a>0,b>min{ey, e;},and min{ By, B2} <c < B1+pa- (4.77)

Lemma 4.4. Let G(z):=

L +d le{r{un {d;}. Then, for any

three different numbers z1,2z,23 satzsfyzng zj> —M(] =1,2,3), there exist A D, 0 € R such that

A .
G(Zj)—ﬁJf@(]—l/ 2,3), (4.78)
where
{r{un {a; }<A<ZaZ,D>M and6 >0 (4.79)
i€ i1

*https:/ / github.com /65536-1024/ one-dim
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Lemma 4.5. For any two sequences {a;}, {ei}, satisfying

n
a;>1(=1,---,n),e;>1(i=1,---,n),a0>Y a;,e9>0, (4.80)
i=1

the following inequalities can not hold simultaneously.

o o Z“— 1, (4.81)

€ -1 e;

ap n a;

El zzg—l,and (4.82)
0 i=1"i

ap 1 a;

;gZ;—l. (4.83)
0 i=1"i

Lemma 4.6. Define
E(x,y,2) = (1—x)*(yz— )y —2)* +(1 —y)*(xz—y)(x —2)* +(1 —2)*(xy —2)(x —y)*.  (4.84)
Then, for any x,y,z € (0,1), we have E(x,y,z) <0

Now, we are prepared to prove Theorem (b) (3). According to the hypothesis of
Theorem 3.1 (b) (3), we assume that S1, S, and S3 are non-empty. By @.I1), we have

8@ =) ailn(z+dy)— Y ajln(—z+d))+ Y _ ajln(—z+d;), (4.85)
i€Sy €Sy i€Ss
dg a; a; a;
28 (2 = " _ . (4.86)
dz ig z+d; Z.;SZ —z+d; ieZS:3 —z+d;
Then we have
d2 a; a;
—_—, 4.87
dz-”- 1625: (z+d;)? ZGZS;( z+d) ieZs: (—z+d;)? (4.87)
=)First, we prove the sufficiency. Assume that there exists a subset S of Sy, such that
Z a;> Z a;> mln{a (4.88)
i€S3 €S53

The goal is to prove that G admits multistability. Assume that a, =m£n{ai}, where p € S3.
1€53

First, we let d, =1, and for any i € S1, we let d;=0. Then, for any i € S5, we let d; =w; and
for any i€ S\ S5, we let d;=w, for any i € S\ S;. Similarly, for any i€ S3\ {p}, we also
make all d;’s the same, i.e., we let d;=w; for any i € S3\ {p}. Here, we assume that w; > 1
(i=1,2,3). Then, by (4.86), we have
Ya, X4 Y. 4 Y. 4
€S i€S; N i€s\s;  ap ieSs\{p} ‘

—z+w, —z+wp; —z+1 —Z+W3

()—
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Note that the interval I defined in (4.12) is (0, 1). By @.85) and (&.86), we have lin(f)l g(z)=
z—0*

d d
—o0, lim g(z)=—o0, lim —g(z) =+o00, and lim —g(z) =—o0. By Lemmal4.T]and Lemma 4.2
z—1~ z—0+ dz z—1- dz
(i), we only need to choose proper numbers wi, wy, and w3 such that there exist 23,2z, € I

(z1 < z) satisfying 8 (z1)<0and d—g(fz) >0. Let

dz dz
Y a; ZS:*ai Y 4
icS i€ a ie€S
]’l(Z) = 1€01 + 2 _ p _ 3\{p} .
z —z+w, —z+1 —Z+wW3

We complete the proof by the following three steps.
(Step 1) In this step, we prove that there exist w3 >1 and z; €1 such that for any w; >1,
we have h(z1) <0. In fact, for any w; >1, we have

Yoai L ai—ap Y a;

i€S; N i€S; i€S3\{p}

hz) < = T (4.89)
Let the RHS of (£.89) be H(z). We solve d from H(z) <0, and we get
N(z)
where N'(z):= Y a;+ Y a;+( Y a;—ay,) z and D(z):= ) a'1+( Y a;—a )L
Tiessipy | ies | iesy -zl T,z ey -zl
Note that
N(z)—D(z2)
1
= Zai— Zai+ Za,-(l——).
isy  ies;  ieg z

By (4.88), we have ilir}(./\/ (z2)—D(2)= iGZS; a;— Es»«ai >0. So, there exists z; € (0, 1) such that
3
N(z1)—D(z1) > 0. Note also by (@388), we have2 for any z € (0,1), N'(z) >0 and D(z) > 0.
Hence,
N(z1)
D(z1)
By (£.90), there exists w3 >1 such that H(z7) <0. Recall that for any w; >1, we have (4.89),
ie., h(z) <H(z). So, for any w; >1, we have h(z;) <0.

(Step 2) In this step, we prove that there exist w; >1 and z, €(z1, 1) such that h(z;) >0.
In fact, we can solve w; from h(z) >0, and we get

N(z)
D(z)’

>1.

w; < (4.91)
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where . .
_ a
D)=—Y ai-+——+( Y a)
ies, 2 TEL iy TEWs
and , ,
ﬁ(z):Zai—ZaﬁaP +( ). @) .
ics;  ies —z+l iy TETWs
Since
lim D(z)=+ocand lim N (z)=+co, (4.92)
z—1~ z—1~

there exists z* € (0, 1) such that for any z€ (z*, 1),

D(z)>0,and N'(z) > 0. (4.93)
Note that
N@)-D(z)
1 z—1
=Y ai—ap+ ) ai(=—D+( Y. a) .
i€s; C = "z ieSs\{p} Y —z+w;

Since w3 >1, we have - N
li —D(2)= i—ay.
lim(¥e) Do)~ T i~
By @.88), the above limit is positive. Therefore, we can choose z; € (max{z3,z*}, 1) such
that .
N~—(f2) >1
D(z2)

So, by (£.91), we can choose appropriate w; > 1 such that h(z;) > 0.
ag

(Step 3) In this step, we prove that there exists w, >1 such that Z—‘g(il) <0and 1

(z2)>
0. In fact, we can choose

2 2 a;
~ i€S,\S5
wz—max{i_h(gl) +21,2}.
Therefore, we have
d SR
e €SS Z1
F (z1)=h(z1) I > <0,and
P Y. a
€55\ S5
R @)= hE)+ > () >0
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<) Next, we prove the necessity. Our goal is to prove that if G admits multistability,
then there exists a subset S; of Sy such that

Y ai>) ai> mm{a (4.94)
i€S3 €S53
Assume that |Si|:si (i=1,2,3), and assume that S1={1,--,s1}, So={s1+1,--+,s1+s2}, and
Sz={s1+s2+1,---,51+s2+53 }. Below, we prove the conclusion by deducing a contradiction.
Note that if there does not exist a subset S; of S, such that ) a;> ) a;> mln{a }, then

1€S3 i€S;
we have the following three cases.
(Case 1) s3=1.
(Case 2) s3>2and for any i € Sy, we have ) a; <a;.
i€S3

s1+k
(Case 3) Assume that ag,41 <as,42 <--- <dg,s,. There exists ke {1, ..., s, }, such that Z lal

i= =51+

mln{a J< L ai< A k1 <o Sdllsyrsy -
1€S3

Below, we will prove the conclusion by discussing the three cases. By Lemma [4.]] if G
admits multistability, then there exist {d;}}_; CRR and K&R such that the equation g(z)=K
has at least 2 solutions z; and z; in the interval [ = (£, R) defined in (£12) satisfying

Z—i(zl) <0and Z—i(zz) <0, where these d,’s are distinct from each other.
(Case 1) Assume that s3=1. Then, S3={s1+sp+1}. Suppose dy <dp <--- <ds,, and ds 41 <
d51+2 << d51+52'
(Case 1.1) If dg, 45,41 <ds,41, then the interval I defined in (£12) is (—di, ds,+s,+1). Notice
that by @.86), for any i€ {s1+1,...,51+s,—1}, lim ;l (z)=—oc0and lim d—g(z):

z—dy} z—d; 4

d
+00. Note also that —g(z) is continuous in (d;, d;,1). So, there exists z; € (d;, d;41)

dz
such that Z—i(zi) =0. Hence, Z—i(z) =0 has at least s, —1 solutions in (ds, 41, +0).
Similarly, notice that by @.86), for any i€ {1, ...,s7—1}, . le ;l (z)=—o0 and
hrrd1+ Zg (z) =+00. So, there exists z; € (—d;,1, —d;) such that —= dg (z )=0. Hence,
ng i+l

1 (z) =0 has at least s; —1 solutions in (—oo, —dq). Since the numerator of

ﬁ(z) is a polynomial with degree s;+s», Z—i(z) =0 has no more than s;+s;

real solutions in (—oo, +00). Hence, there are no more than 2 solutions in I =
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(—d1, ds, +s,+1). On the other hand, by (.85) and (4.86), notice that limd ¢(z)=
z—>—df

—oo, lim g(z)=—oo, hrr}i d—(z) +o0,and lim dg(z):—oo. By Lemma

Z"dqﬁszﬂ d Z"dqﬁszﬂ

41 and Lemma 4.2 (@), if G admits multistability, then there exist 21,z € I
(zZ1 <z2) such that

ag . ag .
E(Zl) < O, and E(Zz) >0.
Since 11m (z) +ooand lim —2(z)=—o00, —=(z)=0 has at least 3 solutions
z——d z—d_ .
in I, Wthh is a contradiction.
If dg, 15,41 > ds 41, then the interval I defined in (4.12) is (—dy, ds,+1)- Notice

that by 4.86), for any i € {s1+1, ..., s1+s2—1}, we have lir? Z—i(z) = —o0 and
z—df

lim dg —S(z)=+00. So, for any i€ {s1+1,...,51+sp— 1} satisfying dg, 15,1 ¢ (d;, dis1),

z—d;

d
there exists z; € (d;, d;41) such that é(zi) =0. Note that ds,,s,4+1 is located in
at most one of the s, —1 intervals (d;, diy1) (i € {s1+1, ..., s1+s2—1}). Hence,
dg
E(Z)

=0 has at least s, —2 real solutions in (ds, 41, +00). Similarly, notice that

by @.86), forany ie{1,...,s1—1}, lim —g (z)=—o0cand lim g(z):+oo. So,

z——d; z—dt, Az
there exists z; € (—d;,1, —d;) such that d—i(zi) =0. Hence, Z—Z(z) =0 has at least
s1—1 real solutions in (—oo, —d7). Since the numerator of d_i (z) is a polynomial
Z—i(z)zo has no more than sy +s; real solutions in (—oo, +00).

Hence, —(z) 0 has no more than 3 real solutions in I. On the other hand,

with degree S1+Sp,

by @.85) and (4.86), notice that lim g(z)=—oco, lim g(z)=+o0, hm (z)
Zﬁidi— Z_>d<1+l

+00, and lim Zg (z) = +00. By Lemma and Lemma 4.2 (i), if G admits

Zﬂdc +1

multistablhty, then there exist 21,2y, 2z3 € I (z1 <Z < Z3) such that
ag . ag . ag .
E(Zl) < O, E(Zz) > O, and E(Z3) <0.

g(z) +00, —(z) 0 has at least 4 solutions

Since le)r_r}i 1 (z) +oo and lim =

Zg}dqr—l

in I, which is a contradiction.
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(Case 2) Recall that the hypothesis of this case is that s3 >2 and for any i € S;, we have
Y a; <a;. Notice that the interval I defined in is

i€S3
I=(L,R), (4.95)
where
L= —mm{d }, and (4.96)
€S
R=l’nln{dl’}l’€52us3. (497)

(Step 1) Below we prove that if G admits multistability, then there exist 21, z»,z3 € I
(z1 <zp <7z3), such that

ag . ag . g
E(Zl) <0, E(ZZ)>O’ and E(Z3)<O. (4.98)
If min{d; } <min{d;}, we have I=(—min{d; },min{d; }). By @.85) and (£.86), we have
i€Sy i€S3 i€Sq i€Sy
. B . B . dg . dg,
Zlir?+ g(z)=—00, Zgr%_ g(z)=+00, Zlgg = (z)=+00, and Zlir%_ e (z)=+co. By Lemma 4.2
(i), there exist z1,z,z3 € I (z1 <Zp < z3), such that
ag . ag . ag -
E(Zl) <0, E(ZZ) >0, and E(zg) <0. (4.99)
If min{d; } <min{d,}, we have I=(—min{d; },min{d, }). By (4.85) and (4.86), we have
1€S3 i€Sy i€51 1€S3
. 3 . 3 . dg, . dg,
Zlir?+ g(z)=—o0, Zlir%_ g(z)=—oo, Zlirg+ E(Z) =+o00, and Zli%_ E(Z) =—0c0. By Lemma
4.2 (), there exist 21,2, € I (Z1 <Z3), such that

g . ag
E(Z])<O, and E(ZZ)>O (4100)
dg ag
Since 11%1 d—(z) = —o0, there exists z3 € (zp, R), such that —(23) < 0. So, the conclu-
z—R~
sion holds.

d
(Step 2) Below, we deduce a contradiction by (4.98). Note that d—i(z) is a rational
function. So, by (4.98), there exists z € (21, 22), such that

2
dg =2 (z0)=0, andd 8 (20)>0. (4.101)
By (4.86), and (ml) we have
a‘
—— _=0,and 4.102
ig zZo+ d lg —Z()+d iGZS:3 —Zo+dl’ ( )
a; a;
- —— ———>0. 4.103
L Gordp " B aed? & aedi? (4109
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Recall that a; >0 and zy+d; >0(i € S1). Then, we have

a; ai;
< ,and 4.104
ieZS: —Zo+di icS, —Zo+d1' ( )
aj
S (4.105)
1625( Zo+d) ng(—zo+di)2

Recall that the hypothesis of this case is that s3 > 2 and for any j € S5, we have
a;> Y a;. Then, by (£104)-(4.105) and by Cauchy’s inequality, we have

1€S3

Z (— Zo+d )2 Z (— Z0+d Za1> Z (— Z0+d Zaz (4.106)

€Sy i€Sy 1653 i€S3 1653

_(Z -2 +d (Z —20 +d (4.107)

1€S3 i€Sy

which is a contradiction.

Recall that the hypothesis of this case is that there exists k€ {1, ...,s2 }, such that
Sl+k
Y a;< mm{a <Y ai<ag i < <dgs,, (4.108)
i=s1+1 ! i€S53

where a1 <as,40 < -+ <dag, 4s,. Similar to the proof of Case 2, we have (4.98).
(Step 1) In this step, for the Z1, 23, 23 in (£.98), we prove that there exists

Aq As Az

G@):= z+D4 " —z+D» " —z+D3 +9_i§:3 —zaJlrdi’ (4.109)
such that
G(1)<0,G(22)>0,G(Z3) <0, (4.110)
where
A1>0,0<A; <m1n{al} Az > Zaz, (4.111)
i€s
Zi+D1>0,—2z;+Dy >0, —z;+ D3 >30 (i=1,2,3),and (4.112)
6>0. (4.113)

Recall that by (3.3), for any i € S;, we have a; >0. Since z; € I (i=1, 2, 3), by (£.96), we
have z; > —mgn{di} (i=1,2,3). Then, by Lemmal4.4] there exist A, D1, 6; € R such
1€51
that
a; Al
Z]‘+di B Z]‘+D1

+61(j=1,2,3), (4.114)

€S
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where

mln{a }<A < Z a;, Dy >m1n{d },and 6; > 0. (4.115)
€S
So, we have A; >0 in @I11) and z;+D; >0 (i=1, 2, 3) in (4.112). By (4.108), let
S(l) {s1+1,--+,s1+k} and ng)z{sl +k+1,-+-,51+s2}. So, 52=s§”us§2> and by (4.108),
we have

Y a <m1n{a I3 (4.116)
IGSO)

Y i< mm{a }. (4.117)
1653 ZGS

Recall that by (3.3), for any i € Sy, a; >0. Since z; €I (i=1, 2, 3), by (4.97), we have
—zj>—R>— mm{d } (j=1,2,3). Similarly, by Lemma[4.4} there exist Ay, Dy,6, € R

1652
such that
a;
) _Ej+di —Z]+D +02(7=1,2,3), (4.118)
i€S,
where
min{a;} <A< Y a;, Dy > min {d;}, and 6, >0. (4.119)
iesy) iesy) ies()

Then, by 4.116), we have 0 < A, < mgn{ai} in @I11) and —z;+D,>0(i=1,2,3) in
1€53

(A112). Recall that by 3.3), for any i € Sy, a; > 0. Since z; € I (i=1, 2, 3), by @.97),
we have —z; > -R > — mln{d } (j=1,2,3). Similarly, by Lemma [4.4] there exist

165
Asz, D3, 05 € R such that
aj
0 1,2, 4.12
L TEa —z]+D +03 (j=1,2,3), (4.120)
€S,
where
mln{a J<A3< ) aZ,D3>m1n{d} and 63 >0. (4.121)
eS( 165(2) zeS
Then, by @.117), we have A3> ¥ {a;} in @I1I) and —Z;+D3>0(i=1,2,3) in @112).

i€S3

Let 0:=6, +6+63. By @.115), (@.119), and (4.121), we have (4.113). By @.114), 4.118),
~ d

and (4.120), we have G(Z;)= é(%) (i=1,2,3). Then, by (4.98), we have (.110).

(Step 2) Below we will prove (£.110) can not hold by discussing two cases.
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(Case 2.1) Assume that

min{di} < Dz. (4.122)
1€S3

(Step 1) In this step, we prove that there exists z* € (21, z3), such that

Ap As a;
Sy s My % —ig v <0 and (4.123)
Az A3 a;
+ - >0. 4.124
N A Nl e 120

Note that by @I10), we have G(z1) <0, G(2) > 0. Note that G(z) is a rational
function. So, there exists z* € (z1, 22), such that

G(z*)=0, (4.125)
dG ,
- ()=0. (4.126)

Since z* € (21, Z2), we have z*+Dj > 0. Note that by (4.111)), we have A; > 0. By
(4.125), we have (@.123). Notice that

iG = A Ay

dz . (@ D)? (24D (= z+D3 GZS: — z+d )2 (4.127)
So, by @.126) and @.127), we have (£.124).
(Step 2) Note that there exists g € S3, such that d, :misn{di}. Let S3=53\{q}.

1€53
—z"+d —z"+d, —z*+d
Let oV = 1,0 _ g & In thi
ete; — 1D, ey, = ~7+Ds 1 and let ¢; = i, for any i € S3. In this step

we prove that

Y ai( Y a2 +ag—AxeS)D) (Y are+a,— AreS))? <0. (4.128)

i€S; ieS: i€S:

We multiply @.123) by —z+d, and we can get

Age(zz) < Z aiej+a; — Aze(zl). (4.129)
i€S;
By @.I11), we have
Az>Y ;. (4.130)

i€S3
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By (£.129) and (£.130), we have
@2 _ 420,82 1 My2_ 1
Az(e;”)" =Az(e;”) i <( Z aieij+ag— Azey’) ~
ics; P
1€S3
We multiply @.124) by (—z+dq)2 and we can get
A3 > Y aie+a;— Ax(e). (4.131)
i€S;
Then, we have
1
Z aielz+aq—A2(e(21))2 <( Z ai€i+ﬂq—A2€(21))2 -
ics; ics; i6253al
Hence, we have (£.128).

(Step 2) Define

F)=(Y_ ai+y)()_ ajer+y— Az(e(zl))z) — () ajei+y— Aze(zl))z.
ieSs i€S: ieS:
Note that F(a,) <0 is equivalent to (£128). In order to deduce a contradiction,
the goal of this step is to prove F(a;)>0. Notice that by I1T), we have a,> A».

So, we only need to show that ‘Z—; >0 for any y € R and F(A;) > 0. Note that
E = Z a;(e;— 1)2+Aze(21) +Aze(21)(1 — e(zl)),
dy 3,

and note that by (4.122), we have 0 < e(zl) <1. Note also that by (4.111), A, >0.
So,

dF
d_> Zai(ei—l)zzo
Y ics;

Below, we prove that F(A3) > 0. Define

G(x):=( Y ai+A2)( Y aier+ Ao — Ayx®)— (Y ajei+ Ay — Aox). (4.132)

ics; i€S; ics;

Notice that G (%) =JF(A2). So, we only need to prove that §( %) >0. Notice
€ €

that G(x) is a quadratic function in x, and its coefficient of x? is negative. So the
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minimum of G over (0,1) is greater than G(0) and G(1). By Cauchy’s inequality,
we have

GO)=(Y_ ai+A2)()_ aje;+Ar)—()_ ajej+Az)* >0.

ics; i€sy icS;

Also,

G)=(Y_ ai+A2) Y aier — (Y ae)*> Y a; Y aief —()_ aie;)*>0.

i€S: i€S: i€S: i€S; ieS: =

So, for any x€(0,1], G(x)>0. Notice that 1 €(0,1]. Then, we have g(%) >0.
)

0

Assume that

min{d;} > D». (4.133)
i€S3

Define

P(z):=G(z)—6 (4.134)

Note that is equivalent to

PG1)< —8, P(Z,) > —6,and P(33) < 6, (4.135)

where Z; < 2 < Z3. Below, we prove that the three inequalities in (£.135) can
not hold concurrently by discussing two cases.

(Case 2.3.1) We assume that for any z € (z1, z3), we have P(z) <0. Note that P(z) is a

rational function. So, if (4.133) holds, then there exists zy € (Z1, 23), such
that

Z—IZD (z0)=0,and (4.136)
dp
() <0. (4.137)

Since zo € (21, 23), we have P(z) <0. Then, by @.109) and #.134), we have

Aq As Asz a;
< . 4.138
ZQ+D1+—Z()+D2+—ZQ+D3_iggl3 —zo+d; ( )

Note that by @111 and @.112), we have . le > 0. Then, by @.I38), we
0+D1
have

Az A3 a;
+ < . 4.139
—zo+Dy  —2zo+D3 — ié —Zo+di ( )
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(Case 2.3.2)

Note that Z—P = d—G . By @.127) and (4.136), we have
A1 A2 A3 AZ A3
)3 2= 2t 2t 7S 2t 2
i, (= Zo+d) (z0+D1)? (—zo+D2)?2  (—zo+D3)? ~ (—z0+D2)? " (—zo+D3)
(4.140)
By @.137), we have
d’p 2A1 2A, 2A3
<
PSS R NS A St L DY ey oy <0 14D
Then, we have
A
4.142
oD o D <L Coordy (+142)
Below we prove that (4.139), (4.140), and (£.142) can not hold concurrently.
As —2zp+D3 , a; —zo+d;
Let v = A —zo+D and for any i € S3, let ;= A , e = 201D
@111, wehave vi>1@G€S3)and y> Y ;. By@ij[)and 4.133), we

1€S3

have ¢; >1 (i € S3) and e > 0. Then, we divide the both sides of {.139) by
,and we get

—Zo+D2
1+7 < Z i (4.143)
e l€53
Similarly, by (4.140) and (4.142), we have
1+— Z and (4.144)
1€S3 l
1+ < Y% i (4.145)
e3 — '
i€S3 Z

By Lemma4.5] (4.143), (4.144) and (#.145) lead to a contradiction.

We assume that there exists zy € (z1, z3) such that P(zg) >0. Let
P(z):=(z+D1)P(2) (4.146)

Az A3 a;
— . 4.147
—z+D2+—z+D3 Zs —z+di) ( )

ZA]+(Z+D])(

Note that P(zp) > 0. Recall that by @.112), we have 6> 0. So, by (4.135), we
have P(z1) <0and P(z3) < 0. Then by (.146), we have

¥(E1) <0, P(zo) > 0and 1p(Z3) < 0. (4.148)
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Note that 1(z) is a rational function. So, by (4.148), there exists z € (21, 23),
such that

¥z >0, (4.149)
Z—f(zé) =0, and (4.150)
Py
d—;f(Zo) <0. (4.151)
(Step 1) In this step, we prove that by (4.148) and (£.149), we have
P(zg) < A1—Ax—Az+ ) _a;. (4.152)
i€S3

We will prove the conclusion by deducing a contradiction. Let

wi=A1—Ay—Az+ Y a;. (4.153)

i€S3
Assume that
P(zg) > w. (4.154)

We first prove that for any u€R, 1(z)=u has at most 4 solutions in (—oo, D>).
Notice that S3={s1+s2+1,--+,51+s2+s3}. Note that by @), d;’s are distinct
from each other. Assume that d 5,11 <ds,4s5p+2 <+ <ds,4s,4+s,- Recall that
by @.133), we have D, < d, 4s5,+1. Notice that by @.147), for any i € S3,

we have lim ¢(z) = —oo and lim ¢(z) =+oc0. So, for any i € S3 satisfying
z—df z—d,

D3 ¢ (d;, diy1), there exists z; € (d;, d;;1) such that ¢(z;) =u. Note that Dj is
located in at most one of the s3—1 intervals (d;,d;1) (i€ {s1+s2+1,- -+, 51452+
ss—1}). Hence, ¢(z) =u has at least s3 —2 real solutions in (D, +0). Since
the numerator of ¢(z) —u is a polynomial with degree s3+2, {(z)=u has at
most s3+2 solutions in (—oo, +o0). Hence, 1(z) =u has at most 4 solutions
in (—oo, Dy). Let

. max{w, (z1), P(z3) } +min{ Ay, ()}
= 5 :

Below, we prove that if (4.154) holds, then 1(z)=u has at least 5 solutions
in (—oo, D), which will be a contradiction. We first prove that

(4.155)

u>max{w, P(z1), P(z3)},and u <min{ A1, P(z)}. (4.156)

By (&.155), we only need to prove min{A;, (z§) } > max{w, P(z1), P(23)}.
By (4.148) and (#.149), we have (z§) >max{y(z1),P(z3)}. Then, by {.154),

we have

P(zp) >max{w, P(z1), P(z3) }. (4.157)
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Notice that by (4I11), we have A; >0. Then by (@.148), we have A; >
max{y(Z1), P(z3)}. By @I53), we have

Al—w=A+A3- ) a;. (4.158)
i€S3
By @.111), we have Ay+Az— Y a;>0. So, we have A; >w. Then, we have
i€S3

Ay >max{w, ), p(Es)}- (4.159)

Hence, by (4.157) and 4.159), we have min{ Ay, 1(z§) } >max{w, {(z1),9(Z3)}.
Then, (£.156) holds. Note that by (4.156), we have

u>P(z1), u <P(zy), u>P(s). (4.160)

Note that by (4.146) and .153), we have 1_1>m P(z)=w, Y(—D1)= A1, and
Z—r—0Q
lim {(z) =+co. Then, by @.1I56), we have

Z‘)mi‘[‘l{DQ, D3}7

u> Zl_i)rzloov,b(z), and u < ¢(—Dy).

By (4.112), we have —co< —D; <z <z} <z3<min{ Dy, D3}. Then, we have
¥(z)=u has at least 5 solutions in (—oo, min{ Dy, D3}) C (—oo, D), which is
a contradiction. So, we have ({.152).

(Step 2) Let

-y (4.161)

In this step, we prove that by (£.152), we have

= —22 A5 _

aj
= 0 4.162
—zg+D2+—zg+D3 Z < ( )

— * . .
i, z§+d;

By (.147), it is straightforward to check that

P(2)=A1+(z+D1)§(2). (4.163)
By (@.152) and (4.163), we have
Ap+As— Y ai+(zg+D1)p(z}) <O0. (4.164)
i€S3

Since zj € (21, Z3), by @.112), we have zj+D; > 0. By (£111), we have
Ax+Az— Y. a;>0. Then, by (£164), we have (4.162).

1€S3
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(Step 3) In this step, we prove that by (£.150), (4.15I), and (4.162), we have

dl/) As
( z5)= - zo+Dz)2 - zO+D3)7~ ZGZS; - zo+d 7 >0,and (4.165)
dzl[) 24 2A;3
722 )= 2D (—z3+Ds) GZS: — zo+d (4.166)
By @.147), (4.161) and chain rule, we have
d—¢(z)z¢(z)+(z+D1)@(z) and (4.167)
2
Z;f (z)= ¢(z)+(z+ D1) l/J(z) (4.168)
So, by @.150) and (4.15), we have
I * dl;[; *
P(z0)+(zH +D1)E(zo) =0, and (4.169)
dp d?p
d—‘f(z3)+(zg+D1)d—;f(z8)§o. (4.170)

Recall that zj+D; > 0. By (4.162) and 4.169), we have (4.165). By (4.165)
and (4.170), we have (£.166).

(Step 4) In this step, we prove that (1.162)), (4.165), and (£.166) can not hold
é o= —ZS+D3
A2 a —ZS +D2
ot

_ZZ*O:D; By @TI), we have 7> 1 and 7> 1. ;. By @112) and @I33),

0 1€53

we have ¢; >1 and e > 0. Then, we divide the both sides of (£.162) by
%, and we get

concurrently. Let y= ,and for any i € S3, let y;= % ande;=
2

Xy 2 (4.171)

e i€S3 €i

Similarly, by .165) and @.166), we have

1+— > Z and (4.172)
1€S3 l
Y Yi
1+e—3 < ‘Z e—; (4.173)
i€eS3 vi

By Lemma 4.5, (4.171), (4172) and (£.173) lead to a contradiction.
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4.3 Proof of Theorem (c)

The proof is similar to the proof of (b). So, we put the details in the supplementary
materials .

4.4 Proof of Theorem (d)

In this case, only one of the four sets Sy, Sz, S3, S4 is non-empty. So, g(z) is monotone, and
hence, g(z) =0 has at most one real solution. By Lemma[4.I| G admits no multistability.
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