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We consider a mathematical model that describes the retddseparin-binding growth factors from
an affinity-based delivery system. In the delivery systespdnin binds to a peptide which has been
covalently cross-linked to a fibrin matrix. Growth factortimn binds to the heparin, and growth factor
release is governed by both binding and diffusion mechasisine purpose of the binding being to slow
growth factor release. The governing mathematical modeiclwin its original formulation consists of
five partial differential equations, is reduced to a systéimsi two equations. We identify the governing
non-dimensional parameters that can be varied to tune tivetlyffactor release rate. In particular, we
identify a parameter regime that ensures slow passiveselgesually desirable) of at least a fraction of
the growth factor. Itis found that slow release is assur#ukifnatrix is prepared with the concentration of
cross-linked peptide greatly exceeding the dissociatimstant of heparin from the peptide, and with the
concentration of heparin greatly exceeding the dissagiatbnstant of the growth factor from heparin.
Also, for the first time, in vitro experimental release datalirectly compared with theoretical release
profiles generated by the model. We propose that the two stdgase behaviour frequently seen in
experiments is due to an initial rapid out-diffusion of frgewth factor over a diffusion time scale
(typically days), followed by a much slower release of tharmbfraction over a time scale depending on
both diffusion and binding parameters (frequently months)

Keywords drug delivery; heparin-binding growth factor; matheroatimodel.

1. Introduction

Background

In verterbrates, the extracellular matrix is a complex om&tof carbohydrates, proteins, and possi-
bly minerals, that surrounds the cells that form tissuebéAket al. (2002)). The extracellular matrix
helps cells to bind together, and regulates a number oflaefilunctions, such as differentiation, pro-
liferation, migration, and adhesion. The matrix can achiswch regulation via the appropriate release
of growth factors, for which it can act as a depot. Macromalies within the structure of the matrix
can bind growth factors with high affinity, enabling the ndato serve as a growth factor reservoir. In
response to changes in local physiological conditions{sisahe occurrence of a wound, for example),
cells may secrete enzymes that can release such growth thegtots from the matrix. This natural
growth factor release mechanism has inspired the desigffioityzbased drug delivery systems that
mimic the retentive and protective properties of the exallatar matrix for growth factor. In this paper,
we analyze a mathematical model that describes drug releasesome such delivery systems, make
recommendations as to how delivery system should be prépane, for the first time, compare the
predictions of the model directly with experimental data.

The extracellular matrix consists predominantly of twossks of macromolecules: glycosamino-
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glycans, and fibrous proteins, such as collagen and fibrionéaiyycosaminoglycans are polysaccharide
polymers that typically have a repeating unit consistintpaf sugars. Heparin is glycosaminoglycan of
the matrix that is known to bind with a number growth factersivo via electrostatic interactions, ex-
amples being basic fibroblast growth factor (bFGF), nereat factor (NGF), neurotrophin-3 (NT-3),
and vascular endothelial growth factor (VEGF).

Affinity-based drug delivery systems

Sakivama-Elbert & Hubbell (2000a) have developed a growtticr delivery system for wound
healing that exploits heparin’s ability to bind electraistally with growth factor. The various elements
of their system are depicted schematically in Fidure 1. Taenal blood clotting matrix, fibrin, was
chosen as the base material. Three dimensional fibrin hgtismgffolds were fabricated, into which
invading cells could infiltrate, and release (via enzymptaresses) growth factor attached to the fibrin
matrix. The growth factor attaches to the matrix via a bi-denpeptide bound to heparin, as we now
explain. The peptide contains a domain which covalentlgsioks to the fibrin matrix. However,
the peptide also contains a domain that can bind to heparthsach bound heparin can in turn bind
to heparin-binding growth factor. Hence, growth factoaeliment to the matrix is dependent on three
distinct interactions, which we crudely represent by: {fipHpeptide} heparin}(growth factor).

® Free growth factor (G)
% Free heparin (H)
T Immobilized peptide (P)

Q&, Growth factor-
- heparin complex (GH)

Q?, Heparin- peptide complex (HP)

& Growth factor- heparin-
-peptide complex (GHP)

Fibrin matrix

Fic. 1. A schematic representation of the fibrin matrix containiigia species of the model.

The peptide is susceptible to cleavage by enzymes releemedrivading cells. Cells infiltrate the
scaffold, release enzymes that degrade the peptide, arabtheslease growth factor. In these systems,
it is desirable that the growth factor be retained by the iatrtil such time as it is actively released by
cells. However, there inevitably will be some passive redeavhereby free growth factor diffuses out of
the system before cells have had the oppurtunity to actieddase it. Growth factor binding to heparin
is reversible, and it will not be permanently fixed to the rixatven in the absence of cells. The passive
release of growth factor is usually undesirable, and inghidy we use a mathematical model proposed
by/Sakivama-Elbert & Hubbell (2000a) to help identify caimhs that minimize it.

In |Sakiyama-Elbert & Hubbell (2000a), the system was usededliver the growth factor bFGF.
Specifically, they carried out experiments in which theycpthdorsal root ganglia from chickens in
fibrin matrices loaded with bFGF. The purpose of their experits was to evaluate the effect of the
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delivery system on neurite extension from the dorsal roagtia. Their results demonstrated that the
delivery system could enhance neurite extension by up tatab@0% relative to unmodified fibrin.
In subsequent studies, the system has been used to delive(S#kiyvama-Elbert & Hubbell (2000b)
and Woodet all (2007/2009)), NT-3 (Tayloet al. (2004) and Willerthet all (2008)), glial-derived neu-
rotrophic growth factor (GDNF)[_(Wooeit al. (2008,/2009)), platelet-derived growth factor (PDGF)
(Willerth et al. (2008)), and sonic hedgehag (Willesthall (2008)). In/Woodet al. (2009), a 13 mm
gap in a rat sciatic nerve was repaired using a silicone nguigance conduit containing the delivery
system loaded with GDNF; a schematic representation of awdmduit is given in Figurlg 2.

) Peptide (), Heparin (za) L .
Nerve Conduit  and Growth Factor (@) Fibrin Matrix

Fic. 2. A schematic representation of a nerve guidance conduiagung the growth factor delivery system.

Matrix preparation

We identify which elements of the delivery system may beadhtd tune growth factor release by
briefly sketching how the fibrin matrices used in the abovdissmwere prepared; see Sakivama-Elbert & Hubbell
(20004a) for the technical details and references. A fibramogolution was prepared by mixing the
following components in appropriate quantity to achievsiide concentrations: plasminogen-free fib-
rinogen from pooled human plasma, calcium ions, thromhaéptigde, heparin, and growth factor. This
polymerization mixture was placed in a well of a 24-well tissculture plate and was incubated un-
der appropriate conditions (Sakivama-Elbert & Hubbelld@4)) for an hour. It is clear then that the
concentrations of the peptide, heparin and growth factdhénpolymerization mixture are easily var-
ied. However, a distinction needs to be made between thédeeiat cross-links to the fibrin matrix
and the peptide that remains unbound in the gel since it icthss-linked peptide only that forms
part of the delivery system. [n Sakiyaragal. (1999) and Schense & Hubbell (1999), a procedure for
quantifying the fraction of peptide that cross-links to thatrix is described. If the unbound peptide in-
teracts significantly with the other free components of §stean, then account must be taken of this in
the mathematical modelling, andlin Woetlall (2007) a quite large mathematical model incorporating
such effects is described. However, we do not incorporatepeptide in the model considered here for
reasons we shall discuss in Section 3.

The system is complex

Lin & Metters (2006) comments that the mathematical modeppsed by Sakiyvama-Elbert & Hubbell
(2000a) contains a relatively large number of parameteessfvall see that it has three diffusivities and
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four rate constants), and that this complicates their miodehpproach. Indeed, the model in its origi-
nal formulation does contain six differential equatiomset of which contain diffusion terms. A major
goal of the current study was to simplify the governing mathical model. We shall show that under
conditions of typical interest, the model can be reduceddtmadard system of just two coupled partial
differential equations governing the evolution of the camications of the total growth factor and total
heparin. We shall further show that under typical cond#idhe release behaviour is dominated by the
values of just two non-dimensional parameters: the ratib@ftoncentration of cross-linked peptide to
the dissociation constant of heparin from peptide, and déltie of the initial concentration of heparin
to the dissociation constant of the growth factor from hapakin further comments that theoretical
profiles generated by the model had yet to be directly contpaith experimental data. We address
this issue in Section 4.

2. Mathematical modelling
2.1 Model equations

The mathematical model which we shall now describe was fatidped by Sakivama-Elbert & Hubbell
(2000a). There are six species in all in the model and, fatigiakivama-Elbert & Hubbell (2000a),
we use the following notation:

P is an immobile peptide covalently fixed to the fibrin matrix;

H is a mobile free heparin molecule that can diffuse througHitbrin matrix;

G is a mobile free growth factor molecule that can diffuse tigiothe fibrin matrix;

GH is a mobile growth factor-heparin complex that can diffusetigh the fibrin matrix;
HP is an immobile heparin-peptide complex fixed to the fibrin nimat

GHPis an immobile growth factor-heparin-peptide complex fi@the fibrin matrix.

In Figure[1, we schematically represent all six specieseémtiatrix. The possible interactions between
these various species are described by the following foeimital reactions:

G+H%GH G+HP%GHP
2.1)
KF KF
HiP<Eup GH+ P GHP
KR KR

whereks, k;,Kg,Kr are the rate constants as shown. The first reaction, for deamrgpresents the
reversible binding of a free growth factor molecule to a freparin molecule, with association and
dissociation rate constanks andk,, respectively. The other three reactions are similarlgrimteted;
see Figuré]l. It is noteworthy that we have assumed that teecomstants for the first and second
reactions above are the same, and similarly for the thirdfandh reactions. This implies that we are
assuming that the association/dissociation behaviourafrdy factor for heparin does not depend on
whether the heparin is free or bound to peptide; a similarroent applies to the binding heparin to
peptide.

The problems that are considered in this paper are one-diovaal, and throughout we shall denote
the spatial variable byand the time variable bty Following the notation of Sakivama-Elbert & Hubbell
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(2000a), we denote by (x,t) the concentration of free growth fact@rat locationx and timet; the no-
tation for the concentrations of the other five species ¥adlan an obvious fashion. In view of the
chemical reaction$(2.1), and our assumptions regardamtibility of the various species, the govern-
ing equations for the six concentrations take the form:

ac d%c
a_tG = DGa—XZG - kaGCH + erGH - kaGCHP+ kI’CGHP7
ac 2%c
dtH =Dy WZH — KfCsCq + Kr Cony — k£CiiCp + KrCrp,
ac. 0%cs
TH = DGHaTZH + kaGCH - erGH — keCanCp 1 KrCaip, (22)
Jc
ot = —keCxCp + krCrp — krConCr + KrCorip
ac,
0tp = —KfCaCup + KrCapp + K-CiCo — keCip,
J¢s
ath = K CsCup — Kr Copp + kConCr — KrCotips

whereDg, D,, and D¢, are the diffusivities for the free growth factor, free hapaand free growth
factor-heparin complex, respectively; the spedteslP andGHP are taken to be immobile since the
peptide is assumed to be covalently fixed to the fibrin masid consequently the equations for their
concentrations do not contain diffusion terms.

2.2 Boundary and initial conditions

We choose simple boundary conditions for{2.2) that allawaticomparison with available experimen-

>
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Fibrin matrix
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XIL
x=0

FiG. 3. A schematic depiction of the experimental setup for theaseof growth factor from the fibrin matrix.

tal and theoretical results for growth factor release fromdelivery system. We suppose that the fibrin
matrix occupies X x < L, with x = 0 giving the location of a container wall through which thewth
factor cannot penetrate, amd= L denoting the interface between the matrix and an externdlune
into which growth factor releases; see Figure 3. At the dartavall, we impose no-flux conditions for
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the mobile species, so that:

ocs . 0cy  0Cqy B
=0 5 =0 =0 onx=0 (2.3)

At the interface between the matrix and the external medweimpose perfect sink conditions for the
mobile species:

=0, ¢,=0, cG4=0 onx=L. (2.4)

The boundary conditiong (2.3}, (2.4) could also model imevjrowth factor release from a nerve guide
tube (Sakivama-Elbert & Hubbell (2000a)) occupyinl < x < L, with x = 4L giving the location of
the ends of the tube; see Figlile 2. In this contéxt] (2.3)rdeggreted as symmetry conditions on the
centre-line of the tube.

Equations[(2]2) are solved subject to the following iniiahditions:

Cc=Cy Ci=C) Cn=0, Gc=0C, Cp=0, Cp=0 att=0, (2.5)

wherec,c},c2 denote the initial concentrations of growth factor, hepaand peptide, respectively,
in the polymerization mixture. In our modelling, we make #implifying assumption that all of the
peptide in the polymerization mixture crosslinks covdletd the fibrin matrix. This is not likely to
occur in practice, but we shall show in Section 3 how our tesuhy be modified to take account of the
presence of free peptide in the matrix. It should also bechttat free peptide will typically clear the
system over a period of a few days. We conclude this secti@niphasising that the key results of this
paper are quite general for the model under typical comtiand are not strongly dependent on the
particular choice of boundary and initial conditions made.

The mathematical model is now complete, and consists oftems2.2), [(2.8),[(214)[(215).

2.3 Model reduction

We now show how the model may frequently be reduced to a cdygalée of partial differential equa-
tions.

2.3.1 Non-dimensionalisation Before giving the non-dimensionalisation, we first note &) may
be written in the following equivalent form:

0 d°c d°c
E(CG + Con + CGHP) == DGWZG + DGngHv
92 02
E (CH + Con+ Cp+ CGHF’) = DHa—XCZH + Deu a)(i;H )
d %Can
E(CGH—"CGHP) = DGHW—’—kaG(CH—’—CHP)_kf(CGH+CGHP)a (26)
7]
E (CHP + CGHF') = keCp (CH + CGH) — Kr (CHP + CGHP) )
OCore _
T = Kt CsCip + keCohCp — (kr + KR)CGHFH

Cp+ Cup+ Corp = Cga
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where, for example, equation (P63 obtained by formind (212 (Z.2x+ (Z.2)%. We denote the total
concentrations of growth factor and heparin in the matrixpgndc/, respectively, so that:

Ce = Co+ Con+ Campy  Cf) = Gt + Con+ Cup + Core- (2.7)

Equations[(2]6)and [2.6) give the evolution equations for the total growth factor aegdarin, and may
be written in conservation form as:

ocy  9jL _ o 9< , 9

Z - =0 2.8
at T ax > Bt Tax (2.8)
where ) ) ) )
C C C C
jo="Do— = Doy %, il = —Du— — Dot (2.9)
give the total flux of growth factor and heparin, respectivel
We introduce non-dimensional variables as follows:
- X = t — G - & - GG _ Con
— — t=—-— = — = — = — = —
X L7 (LZ/DGH)7 CG Cga CH Cg’ CP Cga CGH Cga
N Cop — _ G = _C - _C = I T N
CGHF' C% 9 HP Cﬂ ) G C%’ H CE‘ ) JG (DGHC%/L)7 JH (DGHCg/L)7

to obtain the following non-dimensional form for the goviagninitial boundary value problem (upon
dropping over-bars):

0% | 0%Cq,

Cox2  9x2’

; d%c, 1 9%Cey
9 . . - " — D* — )
° (G + Cup+ (Con =+ Corp) / Mc) P OX2  Nue OX2

7]
E(CG+CGH+CGHP):D

i, 9%Ce
66& (CGH + CGHP) = 6(3 aXZ

7}
(SHE (nH/GCHP+ CGHP) = KbPCP (nH/GCH + CGH) - (rIH/GCHP + CGHP) y (2-10)

+ KbHCG(CH + CHP) - (CGH + CGHP)a

OCoup
ot
H/IP

Ce + NupCip + Z—CGHP = 11

HIG

OOy

= d4 (KbH CeCrp — CGHP) + 5G(KbPCGHCP - CGHP)a

de. . 0o O -
ax 0 g =0 5 —0 ox=0.
=0, ¢,=0, cGu=0 onx=1,

CG:17 CH:17 CGHzov CF’:la CHP:Oa CGHP:0 att:07

0

where:
* DG * DH _ CE! CE!
DG_D_GH’ DH D_Ha nH/G_Cg7 nH/P_Cga
(2.11)
. D) _ D) _ kaSq _ KFCg
66 erza d—l KR?7 KbH T7 KbP ke ’
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are the governing non-dimensional parameters. The qigsKij,, Ky- give a non-dimensional measure
of the strength of retention of growth factor by the hepaaimg of heparin by the peptide, respectively.
We denote by
kr D KR
KH p—

kf’ i K,:7

the dissociation constants of growth factor from hepani, af heparin from peptide, respectively, so
that:

b _
KG-H -

c? fond
Koy = ——, Kpp = —. 2.12
bH KGD—H ) bp Kﬁ,p ( )

It is noteworthy thaKy,, involves both the concentration of available binding siteshe growth factor
and the dissociation constant of growth factor from hepariihe caseKy, > 1 corresponds to the
growth factor beingtronglyretained by the heparin. Conversddy, < 1 corresponds to weak retention
of growth factor by the heparin. The parameigg is similarly interpreted in the context of heparin
retention by the peptide.

The non-dimensional form for the total growth factor anddr@pand their fluxes are given by:

Ce =Cs+Con+Coupy  C, = Cy+ Cup+ (Con+ Conp) / Ne,
(2.13)

jT:_D*a_CG_ﬁcGH jT:_ *a_CH_ 1 aCGH
¢ ¢ox ox’ ™ P OX  Nue OX

2.3.2 Parameter values In|Sakiyama-Elbert & Hubbell (2000a); Taylet all (2004); Willerthet all
(2006, 2008) and Wooet al. (2007, 2008), the fibrin gels were prepared by placing a06f poly-
merization mixture in the wells of a 24-well plate. The didereof each well in such a plate is 1.56
cm, from which it follows that the thickness of the gels vias 0.2 cm. In.Sakiyama-Elbert & Hubbell
(20004), the heparin diffusivity was taken toBg = 3.13x 10~° cn?min—1, and for bFGF, the diffu-
sivities Dg = 6.0 x 10°° cnmmin~! andDg,, = 1.0 x 10~® cmmin—! were used. These values, which
were based on the work lof Saltzmemnal. (1994) and Gaigalast al. (1995), all have order of magnitude
10-% c?minL. InTayloret al. (2004), where the growth factor being considered was NTiffu-
sivities used were again of order 10cm?min—1. TakingD = 3.0 x 10~° cn?min~! as a representative
diffusivity for a free species in the matrix and= 0.2 cm, we calculate a typical diffusion time scale
for the system to b&?/D ~ 1 day. Hence, in a release experiment where the diffusivitie of order
1075 cn?min—1, we would typically expect the unbound components to cleaisiystem over a period
of some days, and this is consistent with the experimergalt®ol Tayloret all (2004) and Wooebt al.
(2007, 2008).

There are also time scales associated with the rate costaitie chemical reactioris (2.1), namely,
1/ke, 1/(KsC}), 1/ke, @and ¥/ (eC3). IniSakiyama-Elbert & Hubbell (2000a) and Tayédrall (2004), the
values of the rate constants for the binding of heparin topygtide were taken to bg ~ 80 min?t
and«: ~ 10° M~* min%, and ¢ was of order 10* M. For these values, we find thayk ~ 1 s,
1/(x-c%) = 10°° s, and we note that these times are tiny compared to the tyjpieascales associated
with diffusion (days), and furthermore, would remain soreifeve madec? orders of magnitude smaller.
For the binding of growth factor to heparin, the rate constavill depend on the nature of the growth
factor, and data is unfortunately frequently lacking. FBGI-[ Sakiyama-Elbert & Hubbell (2000a) use
the valuesk, ~ 1 min—2, k ~ 10° M~ min~2, and takec?, ~ 6 x 10> M. For these values, /k = 1
min and ¥/ (k¢c%) ~ 102 s, and these times are also small compared to the diffusiengcales.
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For NT-3, thek; andk; values are unknown, but Taylet al. (2004) gives the approximation
K" ~ 10-% M for the dissociation constant, which would imply that NTs8s a low affinity for the
heparin binding site. By contrast, bFGF has a relativellaffinity for the heparin binding site, with
dissociation constar®S" ~ 10-8 M. However, we shall show in this paper that, provided theegov
ing mathematical model is appropriate, slow passive grdadtor release is achieveable even for low
affinity binding of growth factor to heparin.

2.3.3 Reduction to a pair of coupled partial differential equatgo We conclude from the remarks
above that for many systems of practical interest, the ticades for the association and dissociation
rates in the chemical reactiofis (2.1) are much shorter traaditfusion time scales, so that we frequently
have:

L2 L2 2_1 1 1 1

n _7_>>_7 L ~° .

D:" Dy De kr kaO KR KFCg

H

In such cases, diffusion is rate limiting since it is the sdetyprocess. We restrict our attention to such
systems in the current analysis. In terms of the dimensssiarameter§ (2.111), the conditions above
imply thatde < min(Kp,, 1) anddw < min(Ky,, 1), and so the differential equatiohs (2.4,02.10) and
(2.10) are replaced by the algebraic expressions:

KbH CG(CH + CHP) = Cgn + Corp, KbPCF’ (rIH/GCH + CGH) = NwicChp =+ Cohp, (2-14)
G(KbHCGCHP - CGHF') + KbPCGHCP — Conp = Oa

wheref = du/ds = ki /s The first two equations ifi (2.114) correspond to the equilibrforms for the
binding of growth factor to heparin, and of heparin to peptigspectively.

We solve the six algebraic expressiohs (Rs1Q@R.I13), (2.13) for the concentrations of the six
species,, Cu, Cons Coy Cupy Care IN terms of the total concentration of growth factgl, and heparing/,,
to obtain expressions of the form:

Co = C(CG,Cl), G =0Co(Ch), Con= CanlCe,Ch)s Come = Canp(Cs; Ch),

Cup = Cp(CL, Cl), Cu = Cy(CL,CH)-
We do not display these expressions here, but they can bel faufA.1) of the Appendix. We note
that these formulae can be used to calculate the equilibcmentrations for the various species prior
to release since bott] andc], are known at = 0. A numerical calculation is not required to obtain
such quantities. In Figufd 4, we plot curves for the equiilifor fraction of bound growth factor prior
to release using the formulde (A\.1). We also note that it ficsent to solve forc], andc], fort > 0 as
the concentrations far;, C,, Cey, Co, Cupy Cere then follow immediately from[{A1l). This implies that we
can replace the problem containing five differential equratigiven by[(2.710) by the following problem
containing just two coupled partial differential equason

act . oc, 0 .
dtG + d_x Jé(cgvczivcéxvc:ix) =0, atH + a_X JL(CLC:HCEWCLX) =0,
aaff _o, ‘;‘;H ~0 onx=0, (2.15)

c.=0,¢c,=0 onx=1,
ce=1¢ =1 att=0,
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where

*

. 0
J;(CLCL’CI;X’CLX):_D CG(CE’CL)__ CGH(CI;vCL)v

©9x ox
. W)
J;(CLCL’C;X’CLX) = _DHa_X CH(CcTwCIi) - n d_x CGH(C;CL)a
HIG

and where the expressions foy(c, cl,) andcs,(c,cl) are given in[(Adl). We note thdf(2]15) is in a
standard form that can be readily given to a mathematicdlgggesuch as MAPLE to solve.

3. Analysis and results
3.1 Optimal conditions for slow passive release: strongly ire¢a heparin and growth factor

In a medical device such as a nerve guide tube, it is frequesdluired to maintain growth factor in the
device until such time as it is actively released by invadialls. In such cases, the device should be
designed so as to minimise passive release of growth fa@atiffusion. There are five dimensionless
parameters that can in principle be independently variekperiments to tune the system fogiaen
growth factor, and these are:

0= Ea KbH = CE‘ KbP Cg

D ’ ~ ko °
KR KG—H KH—P

Nue = y Nue =

3

o% |:\:Q:
212

We emphasise that the paramet€ts andk, are in principle tunable since peptides with desired proper
ties can be designed (Woedlal. (2007)). However, if the peptide is also fixed, only three éiirsionless
parameters can be independently varied in the experinarggossible choice for these beimgs, Nwe
andKy,. The parameter®} andD}; cannot be changed in experiments as they are fixed for a given
growth factor. The parameteds andd, are neglected here since they are typically tiny in systeins o
interest.

In the literature to date, the emphasis has been on expdadihevarying the parameterns,, and
Nwe to determine optimal conditions for slow passive release;Sakivama-Elbert & Hubbell (2000a);
Taylor et all (2004); Willerthet al. (2008) and Wooebt all (2007, 2008). In particular, experiments have
been carried out for very large values of the ragig, and quite small values for the ratig,. However,
we now show that if one wishes to ensure slow passive rel#asethe key parameters to monitor are
Kp: andKy,, rather tham,,s andn,,.. More precisely, we shall show that slow release of at least a
proportion of the growth factor is assured providéd, Ky, > 1 (with the other parameters bei@j1),
although there are other possibilities), or, equivalently

¢ > Ke, and > K., (3.1)

We recall thaKy,,, Ky, > 1 corresponds to strong retention of both growth factor leyttéparin, and of
heparin by the peptide. Hence, if practicable, for slowaséeof growth factor, the matrix should usually
be prepared with the initial concentration of heparin bemgh larger than the dissociation constant of
growth factor from heparin, and the concentration of peptiovalently cross-linked to the fibrin matrix
peptide being much larger than the dissociation constahépérin from peptide. We now justify this
conclusion using an asymptotic argument and by providingerical evidence. In particular, we shall
demonstrate numerically that growth factor release carelagively fast if the conditions (3.1) aret
met even withn,,c > 1 andn,,, < 1.
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3.1.1 Asymptotics: K, Kp > 1 We writeKy, = 1/¢, Ky, = p/€ and consider the limig — 0 in
(AJ) for fixed O(1) values ofcf, andc],, and withu and all the remaining dimensionless parameters in
(AJ) beingO(1). The fraction of bound drug in the matrix, which we denotefhyis given by:

— Cenp :@_
Co+ContComp  CL

fe

some solutions for this quantity ai= 0 are displayed in Figufd 4. For clarity, we revert to dimenal
quantities in this Section. In the limit— 0, we find that:

T .
2 if ¢, < cf andc] < c?

P)

=% if ¢, < c} andc] > c,
fored 3.2)

= if ¢} > c} andc] > c,

1 ifc, >clandc] <c.

There are also three narrow transition regions at the axtes of the four regimes listed above, but we
omit this detail since it does not contribute to the subsatdiscussion. The results ¢f (B.2) are readily
interpreted. Take, for example, the cdse- 1 forc], > ¢ andc], < ¢}. Since in the current limit both the
growth factor and heparin are strongly retained, then piedithere is enough heparin to accomodate
the growth factor ¢, > c) and enough peptide to accomodate the hepafir:(c?), all of the growth
factor in the matrix will be bound to leading ordef (~ 1). This is the desired regime for slow passive
release, as we now confirm. The other three cases are siniitatpreted.

To gain insight into the time it would take for the growth faicto passively release from the matrix,
we now consider the total flux of growth factgf, We find ass — 0 that:

acl @ acl, i
_De (a—f_FET;) if ¢ < ¢l andc], < ¢,
ack acly i
—De 52 — (Dey — Do) 52 if ¢, < cg andc] > ¢,
it~ (3.3)

¢~ act , 3¢ ad, :
—DGH<{ o P}ﬁ—f+c—i§%) if ¢}, > ¢l andc], > c2,
H

_ \T T ‘7_02-; T T % i \T T T
e (A(Cl,c)>< +B(c,cl) if ¢, > ¢} andc], < 2,

ox ox
where:
ctcl uce uceck cce
A(cl,cl) = B Dg— P _Dgu, B(C,Cl)= —"2_Dg— —22_-D
B T TR G e

and assuming the dimensionless form for the derivativesngrareO(1). The point to note here is that
the flux of growth factor for the fourth regimej, > c{ andc], < c2, is O(¢) smaller than that for the
other three.
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FiG. 4. Theoretical curves for the equilibrium bound fractidrgmowth factor prior to release. The curves are calculatgEdgu
the formulae[(ALL). In the figure on the lefj,yp is varied and the remaining non-dimensional parameterixaa:. In the figure
on the right,ny is varied with the other parameters fixed. The parameteesalsed ar®§ = 6, D}; = 3, Nwe/Nwe = 2000,
0 =9x 103, Ky = 3000 ancK,, = 7.5 x 10~°M (Nugent & Edelman[(1992)).

In view of (3.2) and[(31), it is now clear that the optimalireg for slow passive releaseds > c
andc], < ¢, which indicates that the polymerization mixture for thetrixashould haver? < ¢, < c?.
Hence, we expand our original recommendations for mateparation,[(3]1), to the following:

g >KE, a>KY,, < <c. (3.4)

We have a ‘large’ growth factor flux for the first three case{d@) because for each of these
regimes, there is a substantial free component that caumsdiffFor example, for the first casé,< ¢l
andc, < ¢, we havec, ~ c{ —c/,. For the boundary and initial conditions 6f (2115), thissfidrug will
clear the system to leading order on the time stateO(L? /D). However, once the free component
has cleared, the remaining bound component in the bulk wigdverned by the fourth regime &f (B.3),
and this will clear the system on the long time sdateO(L?/(£Dg,)) > O(L?/Dg,). Similar remarks
apply to the second and third regimes[in [3.3). Hence, if tAgrimis prepared withy,,, Ky, > 1, and
if our governing model is appropriate, then we are assuratahleast a fraction of the growth factor
will release on the slow time scale= O(L?/(eDs,)). Furthermore, we predict that almost all of the
growth factor will release slowly if the matrix is preparedtwc’, /c2 > 1 andc/c’, > 1; notice that it
is not required that these fractions be large; see Figureatveier, we should caution that if there is
a substantial component of free peptide (which is not inetLith the model described here), then there
can still be a significant amount of free growth factor that celease on a fast diffusion time scale.

The two stage release behaviour just described has beervetise experiments (see Sectign 4),
where one sometimes sees a proportion of the growth fadeagiag quickly over a period of some
days (which could correspond to free growth factor relegasin a diffusion time scale) followed by
much slower release of the remaining fraction (which coddeaspond to a strongly retained bound
component releasing on a longer time scale such as thatldegabove).

Incorporating free peptide in the analysis
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We now consider the case where a substantial fraction ofdhtige remains free and competes with
the covalently bound peptide for free heparin. We assumtehtiyaarin bound to free peptide has the
same hinding behaviour for growth factor as free heparire @¢sence of our results above carry over,
as we now explain. We suppose that the conditibng (3.4) laold that the ratio of peptide covalently
attached to the fibring, has been quantified. Then the concentration of crossdiqeptide in the
system igc?, and since > ¢, the initial concentration of heparin that is bound to crlisked peptide
is, to leading ordenc?. Since in turnc’, > ¢, the initial concentration of growth factor trapped by the
delivery system is, to leading ordec?. It follows that a fraction1 — r) approximately of the growth
factor will diffuse out of the system over a diffusion timeate Hence, the final recommendation, which
we add to[(3.14), is thaL} should be chosen so thaf, is sufficiently large for the therapy to be effective.

3.1.2 Numerical Solutions Two different procedures were used to numerically integthe initial
boundary value probleni (2Z.115). In one method, simple eitpline-stepping was used to update the
values ofcf, ¢, with the other quantities being then updated usingl(A.Bntexd difference approxi-
mations were used fayx, Cuxx: Corxx, @aNd the no-flux conditions an= 0 were handled by introducing

a fictitious line in the usual way. In the other method, thdesyswas numerically integrated using the
MAPLE commanddsolve/numeric, which is based on a centred implict finite difference scheme.
Good agreement was obtained between the two schemes ankhaitim analytical results.

In Figure[®, we display numerical profiles for the fractiontafal growth factor that has released
from the system as a function of time over a period of a fohhig-our of the five release profiles
displayed in Figurgl5 (a) correspond to the cKgg Ky, > 1, the regime we recommend for matrix
preparation. The other parameter values ar®#ll), and can be found either on the figure or in its
caption. The fifth profile, the top curve in the figure, corm@sgs to the case of no drug delivery system,
and has been included for comparison. In this case, all ofjtbeth factor is free in the gel, and its
concentration is governed by the usual linear diffusionatign (see Section 3.2.1). The other four
curves correspond to the four asymptotic regimes identifietie previous Section. We observe for
these that the growth factor release rate becomes slowaafteriod of appproximately a day, and this
is easily interpreted. The fast initial release phase spords to the rapid out-diffusion of free growth
factor on a diffusion time scale; notice that this periocheades (tellingly) with the period over which
the growth factor releases when there is no delivery systamee the free component has substantially
exited the system, the remaining bound fraction releassgslover a long time scale, as previously
explained. In all cases, the numerical results are comsigtieh the asymptotic predictions.

In Figure[® (b), we display numerical solutions fo (2.15) @k, n.,c > 1, and for various values
of Ky,. These parameters correspond to the heparin being stroeigiyned by the peptide, and the
initial concentration of heparin greatly exceeding thathaf growth factor. However, we see from the
figure that this is not sufficient to guarantee slow releaggafith factor. For valueky,, = O(1), which
correspond to moderate retention of growth factor, the grdactor will release over a period of some
days. This compares unfavourably with the results disglay&igurd® (a) where botky. andKy,, are
large and we have slow release in all cases even though thesviarn,,. there are onlyD(1).

3.2 Assessing the validity of the model experimentally

The appropriateness of the proposed governing matheraickel may be assessed experimentally for
a particular system by simply omitting components from tbé/merization mixture when preparing
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FiG. 5. Numerical solutions of the initial boundary value peohl[2.15). We display the predicted fraction of total grofetttor
released over a two week period. We use the parameter vBljies6, D}, = 3, 6 = 9x 1073, Ky = 3000 throughout. In (a),
Kpy = 8000 with variousnye, Nwe values indicated on the curves. In (I)yc = 1000, nye = 1/40 with variousKpy values
indicated on the curves.
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the fibrin gels. The governing mathematical model may thelnee considerably, making it easier to
compare its predictions with experimental data and englplarameter estimation. We suggest that such
simpler systems should be assessed experimentally asiaipeely to consideration of the complete
release system. We consider two such cases, and then makér@imark concerning the full system.

3.2.1 No heparin If in the preparation of the fibrin matrices, no heparin is editb the fibrinogen
solution, therc, = ¢, = Cy = Coe = 0. The dimensional form for the governing equations redtaes

0Ce 9%c,
5t =Dg—— EV (3.5)
dce

=, =00nx=0, c;=0onx=L, ce =clatt =0,

and this is easily solved by separating variables (Crank§})3o obtain:

4 2 (-1 “*1 —(2n—1)2mDgt (2n—1)7mx
k3 Z 2n—1 ( a2 )C°S< 2L )

The total amount of growth factor released from the fibrinnrdty timet is then given by:

L

M(t) = ch—/cg(x,t)dx
0

from which it follows that the fraction of the available grthwfactor released by tinteis:

B 8 2 —(2n—1)?m®Dgt
M(e) _FZ 2n —1 ( 4.2 ) (36

This expression contains only one unknown paramBtgrand it predicts that the growth factor should
release on the time scale- O(L? /D), which for the matrices described here and typical growttofe
corresponds to a period of some days. We suggest a four dsseebxperiment and at least three data
points per day for the fraction of growth factor releasedisThlease data may then be compared with
(3.8). If there is a poor match between the experimental hadretical profiles, or if one finds that
an unreasonable value fB; must be used to obtain an acceptable fit, then the appropesgef the
model for the delivery system of interest is called into dioes It may be that some other process not
incorporated in the modelling is significantly affecting ttelease behaviour.

3.2.2 No growth factor and peptidelf both growth factor and peptide are omitted from the polyme
ization mixture, therc, = ¢, = Csy = Cyp = Cee = 0. The only surviving species in the model is free
heparin, and its concentration is governed by an initialnaauy value problem identical in structure to
(3.8); simply substituté& with H in (8.8) and[(3.6). We now suggest a four day release expatifoe
the heparinwith at least three data points per day for the fraction ofdniepreleased. The experimen-
tal and theoretical release results may then be compareddprg a second test of the validity of the
model. If the correspondence between theory and experiimguatod, then the heparin diffusiviy,

is estimated (of course the value obtained must be consistnprevious estimates; it must have the
correct order of magnitude).
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3.2.3 The full system If the model passes the tests set for it in the previous tweettibns, one
may proceed to preparing the matrix with all componentaidet. If the matrix is prepared in accor-
dance with the recommendatiohs {3.4), one should expetaihgnbserve the growth factor release rate
become slow after a period of a few days if the model is valid.

4. Comparison with experimental data

We now compare the theoretical release profiles generatadebynodel with in vitro experimental
release data. For experimental data where there is no desiystem or no heparin, we make the com-
parison with the model for all times using the analytical egsion[(3.6). However, for experimental
data where the full delivery system is present, we do notrgitdo compare the model results with
experimental data in the first two days of release since fegigle may play a significant role in this
period, and the model does not track the concentration®fiecies. In fact, to incorporate the effect of
free peptide would require the inclusion of three more sweiti the model: free peptide, free peptide-
heparin complex, and free peptide-heparin-growth factonex; see Wooeét al. (2007). This would
add three reaction-diffusion equations to the governintheraatical model, and would complicate the
analysis considerably. However, after a period of some,dallysf these species should have substan-
tially diffused out of the system since there is no mecharismeplenish them (the covalently bound
peptide does not dissociate), and the species that therrreiméorm part of the model described here.
We should say that it is not difficult to fit the model resultshnéomplete release profiles that include
the first few days, but this would require the selection obpagters in the model that are not compat-
ible with the experimental conditions. The numerical sols displayed in Figurgl 5 (a) do have the
qualitative character of many experimental profiles.

In selecting parameter values for the model, we use whepmgsible the values used in the exper-
iments. We always use the same heparin to growth factor mati@nd heparin to peptide ratip,» as
used in the experiments. Where estimates for the diffuss/itan be found, either in the experimental
paper in question, or elsewhere, we use them. Where a valug;fes not available, we estimate it
by fitting an experimental profile for no delivery system te ttorresponding theoretical release pro-
file (3.8). ForDg,, we then select a value which has order of magnitude 1?/min, and which is
such thaD, < Dg,D,. The values foKy, = c/KP, are calculated using the given values tHrand
Ko, = 8.67x 10~8 M. This is probably an over-estimate since we are beginningsomulation after
day two and unbound peptide will have been lost, reducingahee forcy. A similar remark applies to
the values ot andc?. However, the values fdfp, are of the order of thousands, and adjusting them
by a factor of two or so will have very little effect on the régwg profiles. The selection of appropriate
values forKy, = ¢ /K2,, is a much more delicate issue though because its values camgalerably
in the experiments and the behaviour is usually strongleddpnt on this value. Unfortunately, both
numbers involved in the calculation Kf,, are uncertain here sinc needs to be reduced as explained
above and only order of magnitude estimates are availabléXa Hence, we us&p, as a fitting pa-
rameter, but insist that it has the same order of magnitudg/&S,, wherec?, is the value given in the
experiment andk?,, is the order of magnitude estimate for this dissociatiorstamt.

We have chosen to compare the model results with experifrgateadrawn from three studies: (a)
Taylor et all (2004), (b) Woockt al. (2007), and (c) Wooet al. (2008); we shall subsequently refer to
these as (a),(b),(c), and this labelling has also been uséigirre & where the comparison between the
model and the experimental data is given. In (a), (b), (c)gtwevth factors used are NT-3, NGF and
GDNF, respectively. In Figurel 6, we also display in each ¢hsesolution[[3.6) with the appropriate
value forDg, which is the theoretical prediction when there is no dejivi&/stem or no heparin. In
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Figure[® (a), we display experimental data with), ~ 1 andKy,, ~ 5, but we do not attempt to fit this
data other than to comment that it follows quite closely tehaviour of the solutior (3].6).

We note that the correspondence between the model and mgrdal data is satisfactory in all
cases. Itis clear that fdfy,, > 1, the experimental release rates becomes slow after a fgsy waich
is consistent with the theoretical prediction. Fafl1) values ofKy, (Figure[® (a)), the experimental
realease rates are comparable to that for no delivery syStbmexperimental release profiles for data
corresponding to no delivery system or no heparin are adelyudescribed by (316).

5. Discussion

We summarise our results.

¢ We have shown that for conditions of typical interest, theegning mathematical model may be
reduced to a system of just two partial differential equaticand that the release behaviour is
frequently dominated by the values of two non-dimensioaagmeters. If the model is valid for
a particular system, there will usually be slow passiveasdeof at least a fraction of the growth
factor if the fibrin matrices are prepared with the concdittnaof crosslinked peptide greatly
exceeding the dissociation constant of heparin from peptithd the concentration of heparin
greatly exceeding the dissociation constant of growthofatbm heparin. It is noteworthy that
these criteria do not preclude slow release for growth fadtwat bind heparin with low affinity.
We also note the value of having reliable estimates for tloadissociation constants in the system.

e It is experimentally convenient to vary the ratios of hepad growth factor and of heparin to
peptide in the polymerisation mixture for the gels to deiemoptimal conditions for slow passive
release. However, these ratios are not usually the key pdeas) and where this strategy does
result in slow release, we have found that it is because tidiri constants have strayed into the
regime referred to in the point immediately above. Our tssaldicate that the ratios of heparin
to growth factor and of heparin to peptide in the polymerisamixture need neither be large nor
small for slow release.

e For the first time, theoretical release profiles generatethbynodel are compared directly with
in vitro experimental data. It is found that once the free ponents have cleared the system,
the correspondence between experimental and theored&ats is satisfactory. In particular, our
predictions concerning conditions that will give rise tovglpassive release are confirmed.

¢ It may be possible to partially unpick the system experiraynby simply omitting components
in the polymerization mixture for the fibrin gels. For exampif heparin is omitted from the
polymerization mixture, the governing mathematical modduces to a standard linear diffusion
equation for the growth factor, and theoretical predictiomay then be readily compared with
experimental data to help validate the model and estimaiiusility; see Sectiof 3]2.
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Appendix

Species concentrations in terms of total growth factor andltheparin

Solving the six algebraic expressiohs (2. @.13), (2.14) for the concentrations of the six species
Cs, Cus Cens Cry Gy Canp IN terms of the total concentration of growth factdlr, and heparing;, gives:

2 T
n n ANhicC
Co— Mol — Ty, + \/(Cg ~ et~ i)+ RS
T T
CG(CevcH) = 2 )

2
1 T 1 Anwect,
1—K_W_’7H/PCH+\/(”H/PCL—1—K_W) +TPH
_ 5 ’

Nwe (1 _ T 1 1 _ Niic(CE—Ca(CE,Ch))

Nrip (1 CP(CH)) { Kpecr(ch) + 1+ KbHec(fi%éim } KprCs(C:Cl}))

T AT NHic(1+

CGH(CevcH) - KbPCF’(CIi) )
116

M ey

Nric(1+0)

(A1)

Canr(Cg; Cl) = €5 — Cs(Cg, C}) — Can(Ce, €,

1 1 T\ _ KobeCon(cE,ch)ce(ch)
Cu(Cl,Ch) = nH/P(l CP(CH)) Nhic(1+6)
HP\~Gs YH/ — 1+KbHCG(C-(E-,CL)9 9
Nric(1+0)

Cu(Ce, ) = G — Guel(Ce €)= (Con(Co, C) + Conel(Ce, 1)) / M-

Hence, in the model considered here, it is sufficient to sfulve] andc/.
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TABLE 1 The data used to generate the theoretical curves in Figlierinarked data is taken from the
paper referred to in its column. The markings on the remajrata are explained below the table.

Figurel® (a) Figurgl6 (b) Figufé 6 (c)

Symbol NT-3 (Tayloret al. (2004)) NGF (Woockt al. (2007)) GDNF (Woockt al. (2008)) Units
De 2.5%105® 9.7x10°5 2.0%105® cm?/min
Dx 3.0x 105" 9.1x10°5 3.0x 105" cm?/min
Des 1.0x 1059 7.5%10°5 15x 10 5@ cm?/min
K, 15x107® 0.33x 10 7@ 1.25x 107@ M

Ke, 8.67x 108 8.67x 108 8.67x 10-8% M

o 23%10°4 25%10°4 25%10°4 M

Q@ 7.4%10°9 7.4%10°9 31x10° M

G

(@ Estimated from data in Taylat all (2004)] Woodet all (2007) 2008).

®) [Gaigalaset all (1995).

(© [Saltzmaret all (1994).

(@) kg = 78 min! (Olsonet all (1981)) andks = 9.0 x 108 M~*min~! (Tyler-Crosset all (1994 1996); Kridekt all (1996)).
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FiG. 6. Comparison of experimental and theoretical releasi#gsoThe curves are theoretical and the symbols are expatah

In the figure, (a) has data for NT-3 taken frbm Tayomll (2004), (b) has data for NGF taken from Woeithll (2007), and (c)

has data for GDNF taken from Woed all (2008). The values of, used to generate the theoretical curves are given on them
and the remaining parameters used can be found in Thble & #fthendix. In (a), two approximat&,, values for experimental
data are also given.
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