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Abstract We propose an extension of a standard stochastic individual-based model in population
dynamics which broadens the range of biological applications. Our primary motivation is modelling
of immunotherapy for malignant tumors. The main characteristics of the model are distinguishing
phenotype and genotype, including environment-dependent transitions between phenotypes that
do not affect the genotype, and the introduction of a competition term which lowers the reproduc-
tion rate of an individual in addition to the usual term that increases its death rate. We prove that
this stochastic process converges in the limit of large populations to a deterministic limit which is
the solution to a system of quadratic differential equations. We illustrate the new setup by using
it to model various phenomena arising in immunotherapy. Our aim is twofold: on the one hand,
we show that the interplay of genetic mutations and phenotypic switches on different timescales
as well as the occurrence of metastability phenomena raise new mathematical challenges. On the
other hand, we argue why understanding purely stochastic events (which cannot be obtained with
deterministic systems) may help to understand the resistance of tumors to various therapeutic ap-
proaches and may have non-trivial consequences on tumor treatment protocols and demonstrate
this through numerical simulations.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Biological motivation and background information

The treatment of various cancers with immunotherapies received a lot of attention in the medical
as well as the mathematical modelling communities during the last decades [24,23,20,29,16]. Many
different therapy approaches were developed and tested experimentally. For the classical therapies
such as surgery, chemotherapy and radiation, but also for immunotherapies, resistance is an issue:
although a therapy leads to an initial phase of remission, some kind of resistance is very often
acquired and a relapse occurs. The main driving forces for resistance are considered to be the
genotypic and phenotypic heterogeneity of tumors, which may be enhanced during therapy, see
the review by Hölzel, Bovier and Tüting [24] or [31,20] and references therein. The strong influence
of the tumor microenvironment is for example pointed out in [13]. The tumor is to be seen as a
complex tissue which evolves in mutual influence with its environment. It can remain for some
time in metastable niches but internal or external perturbations can change the behaviour of the
whole system.

In this article, we consider the example of melanoma (tumors associated with skin cancer) under
T-cell therapy. Our work is motivated by experiments of Landsberg et al. [30], where melanoma in
mice under treatment with adoptive cell transfer (ACT) therapy are investigated experimentally.
For this therapeutic approach certain T-cells (immune cells which are able to kill a specific type
of melanomas) are injected into mice bearing melanoma. It is reported in [30] that during such
a treatment, a significant problem occurs: the injection of T-cells induces an inflammation and
the melanoma cells react to this environmental change by switching their phenotype. The cells
pass from a so-called differentiated phenotype to a dedifferentiated one (special markers on the
cell surface disappear). More precisely, the phenotype switch occurs if proinflammatory cytokines,
called TNF-α (Tumor Necrosis Factor), are present. Since the T-cells recognise the cancerous
cells exactly by these markers that are then down-regulated, they are not capable of killing the
dedifferentiated cancer cells, and a relapse is often observed. A second reason for the appearance
of a relapse is that the T-cells become exhausted and are not working efficiently any more. This
problem was addressed by restimulation of the T-cells, but this led only to delay in the occurrence
of the relapse.

It was shown in [30] that cell division is not required for switching. The switch is thus a
purely phenotypic change which is not induced by a genotypic change like a mutation. In addition,
Landsberg et al. observed [30] that the switch is reversible, i.e. the melanoma cells can recover
their initial (differentiated) phenotype. The final state of the tumor is a mixture of differentiated
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and dedifferentiated cells, observed in different proportions for different individuals. Finally, the
authors suggest to inject two different types of T-cells in next ACT protocols (one specific to
differentiated cells as above, and the other specific to dedifferentiated cells) in order to avoid
relapses. We aim at finding a model that can represent the phenomena that were seen in the
experiments and with which we can simulate different therapy protocols including protocols where
2 T-cell types are used. This could help finding effective therapy protocols.

Fig. 1: Schema of therapy by adoptive cell transfer (ACT).

Remark 1 Of course, other immune cells and cytokines are also present in the mouse models.
However, according to the careful control experiments carried out by Landsberg et al [30], their
influence on the mechanism is negligible. Therefore we focus on the occurrence and influence of
the phenotypic switch and our model includes the mechanisms explained above and contains three
types of actors: Melanoma cells, T-cells and TNF-α. This is shown schematically in Figure 1 which
is adapted from [24].

In order to find better therapy protocols it is very important to understand the mechanisms
of resistance and the interplay between therapy and resistance. Mathematical models may help
understanding this interplay and could be used to try to predict successful therapy protocols. A
number of (mostly deterministic) models have been proposed that aim at describing the develop-
ment of a tumor under treatment, focussing on different aspects. The case of therapy by adoptive
transfer of cells is treated with deterministic models for example in [16]. Let us emphasize that
the deterministic models describe the evolution of densities of cells and are considered to be a
good approximation of the system when the number of involved cells is large. This neglects effects
that involve small numbers of particular cells, where intrinsically random effects have a significant
impact. To capture such effects it is necessary to use stochastic models that model the individual
events of cell births and deaths of cells as random events. While such models converge to the
deterministic limits when population sizes scale to infinity, they are able to retain information on
important stochastic effects which emerge on longer time-scales or because certain cell-populations
are small in some situations. For example, as we will demonstrate later, in the remission phase of
a tumor, the influence of random fluctuations can be high, since the tumor and the T-cell popula-
tions drop to a low level. Then T-cells may die out due to random fluctations, an effect that could
not be seen in a deterministic model.

To our knowledge the so far developed stochastic models do not describe the coevolution of
the tumor cells and immune cells populations. Nevertheless, stochastic approaches are used to
understand certain aspects of tumor development, as for example rate models [22] or multi-type
branching processes [7,1].
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In this paper, we adapt the stochastic individual-based approach to model adaptive dynamics
as initiated by Metz et. al [32] and developed in recent years by many authors (see e.g. Bolker and
Pacala [4], Diekmann and Law [15], and Champagnat et al. [10,10]), where birth, death, mutation,
or switch events of single actors occur at random times, to the the setting of tumor growth under
immunotherapy described above. We exhibit the existence of intrinsicly stochastic phenomena,
such as metastability, which may have potentially non-trivial consequences on tumor treatment
protocols. We propose the setting of adaptive dynamics as an attractive intermediate modelling
framework that allows to capture the system in a quantitatively reasonable way.

1.2 Scaling limits in models of adaptive dynamics

Adaptive population dynamics consists in describing the evolution of populations in the space
of phenotypes or geographical locations. The main factors to be modeled are survival fitness,
mutations and migrations.

The interaction between individuals is modelled as competition for ecological resources. The
goal is to explain how a population spreads, diversifies, and structures itself. Individual-based
models describe the dynamics at the level of the individual (birth, death, reproduction, and aim
at deriving the predictions of adaptive dynamics for the overall dynamics of the population.

One of the standard models, called BPDL after publications of Bolker, Pacala, Dieckmann and
Law [4,5,15], is a Markov process on a space of point measures. The space X of traits or types of
individuals (e.g. Rd,Zd) represents some properties of individuals (height, size of a leg, etc.) and the

configuration space is the space of point measures νt =
∑Nt

i=1 δxi(t) on X , representing a population
of Nt individuals at time t. The individual i carries trait xi(t) ∈ X . The dynamics for each
individual are characterised by parameters attached to the trait. Each individual can reproduce,
mutate or die. The waiting times for the next evolution event are exponentially distributed with
the following parameters:

• b(x) the reproduction rate of an individual of trait x
– with probability 1 − p(x) the reproduction event is a clonal reproduction and another

individual of trait x appears
– with probability p(x) the reproduction event is a mutation and the mutant is of (random)

trait y distributed according to a probability kernel m(x, dy) on X
• d(x) +

∑Nt

i=1 c(x, xi(t)) is the total death rate for an individual of trait x, where d(x) denotes

the natural death rate and
∑Nt

i=1 c(x, xi(t)) death rate due to competition of an individual of
trait x caused by the presence of the Nt other individuals

Note that no a priori fitness is given. The selection process and the proper definition of fitness
emerges from the interaction between individuals and competition for limited resources.

The models discussed above involve three natural scaling parameters that are biologically
reasonbable:

1. large population size, K. This is achieved by reducing competition by replacing c(x, y) by
c(x, y)/K. To obtain asymptotic results in the limit when K →∞, this requires to also replace
the measures ν by their rescaled version νK ≡ ν/K.

2. small mutation probability, µ. This is achieved by replacing p(x) by µp(x).
3. small mutation steps, σ. The mutant is of trait y = x + σh where h is chosen according to a

probability kernel on X . For birth and death rates that vary smoothly on X , this ensures a
vanishing evolutionary advantage (if any) of mutants, when σ → 0.

Let us briefly summarize the the main results that were obtained for these models.

• In the limit of large populations (K → ∞ and µ, σ fixed) Fournier and Méléard [18] proved
a law of large numbers: the process converges to a system of deterministic integro-differential
equations. In the case µ ≡ 0 the process converges to the solution of a system of coupled logistic
equations (of Lotka-Volterra type) without mutations.
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• The limit of large populations (K → ∞) followed by the limit of rare mutations (µ → 0
with σ fixed) but on the timescale t ∼ log(1/µ) was studied by Bovier and Wang [6] and a
deterministic jump process is obtained as limiting behavior.

• The simultaneous limit of large populations and rare mutations, where (K,µ) → (∞, 0) at
a rate such that 1/(Kµ) � logK and a timescale t ∼ 1/(Kµ) was studied by Champagnat
and Méléard [8,12]. At this scale the system has time to equilibrate between two successive
mutations. In this situation, the long-term behaviour of the population can be described, on an
appropriate time scale, as a Markov jump process along a sequence of equilibria of, in general,
polymorphic populations. This process is called the Polymorphic Evolution Sequence (PES).
An important (and in some sense generic) special case occurs when the mutant population
fixates while resident population dies out in each step. The corresponding jump process is
called the Trait Substitution Sequence (TSS) in adaptive dynamics. Champagnat [8] derived
criteria in the context of individual-based models under which convergence to the TSS can
be proven. Note that the description of the general PES is partly implicit, as it involves the
identification of attractive fixed points in a sequence of Lotka-Volterra equations that are in
general not tractable analytically.

• In situations when the population converges to a TSS, one may take a further limit of small
mutation steps (σ → 0) to derive the so-called Canonical Equation of Adaptive Dynamics
(CEAD), see e. g. Champagnat [9], which describe the continuous evolution of a monomorphic
population in a fitness landscape.

• The convergence to the CEAD has recently also be shown by Baar et al. [3] in the simultaneous
limit of large populations, rare mutation and small mutation steps, where (K,µ, σ)→ (∞, 0, 0),
provided 1/(Kµ)� log(K)/σ and 1/

√
K � σ � 1. The time-scale on which this convergence

takes place is t ∼ 1/(Kµσ2) .
• Costa et al. [14] study the impact of natural selection on the coevolution of a prey-predator

community (of d different traits of prey and m different traits of predators at each time). In
addition to the usual birth, death and competition parameters, the predator-prey relation is
modelled by a kernel acting as a death rate for preys, but as a birth rate for predators. This
kernel is an explicit function of parameters describing for each trait of prey defence strategies,
and for each trait of predator the ability of predators to circumvent the defence mechanism.
Three different limit behaviours are considered: first, for µ = 0 and K → ∞, convergence in
law to a system of differential equations holds; second, as (K,µ)→ (∞, 0) at a rate such that
1/(Kµ) � logK, convergence in finite dimensional distribution to a Markov jump process
generalizing the Polymorphic Evolution Sequence holds, and third, in the subsequent limit
σ → 0, at a timescale divided by σ2 and in the case of a monomorphic prey and monomorphic
predator population, convergence to an extended version of the CEAD is obtained.

1.3 Outline of the objective of the model

In the model we present in the next chapter, four main differences to the models explained above
are included:

• Two types of transitions are allowed: genotypic mutations and phenotypic switches. The char-
acteristic timescale for a mutation to occur can be significantly longer than a timescale for
epigenetic transitions.

• Phenotypic changes may be affected by the environment which is not modelled deterministically
as in [11] but as particles undergoing the random dynamics as well.

• A predator-prey mechanism is included (modelling the interaction of cancer cells and immune
cells). The defence strategies of the prey are not modelled by different interaction rates as in
[14] but by actually modelling the escape strategy, namely switching.

• A birth-reducing competition term is included which takes account of the fact that competition
between individuals may also affect their reproduction behavior.

The inclusion of different kinds of transitions (switch and mutations) allows to extract an effec-
tive Markov chain on the space of genotypes, whose transition rates are given by the asymptotic
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behavior of a faster Markov process on the space of phenotypes. The switch also has a strong in-
fluence on the behaviour of the corresponding deterministic system which is quite hard to analyse
in general. In Section 4, we illustrate the effect of the above mentioned points through several
examples.

A first example is the actual therapy carried out in [30]. We observe here a metastability
phenomenon: in a phase of small predator and prey populations the predators can die out, allowing
for a growth of the prey community. For the T-cell therapy we observe relapses consisting of
different ratios of differentiated and dedifferentiated melanoma cells and appearing at random
times. As a second example we study the T-cell therapy with 2 types of T-cells. In this case an
ever richer class of possible behaviour occurs: either the tumor dies out, or one kind of T-cells dies
out, or both kinds of T-cells die out or all populations survive for a given time. The next examples
are devoted to the interplay of switch and mutation, that is one step of the effective Markov
chain in the genotypic space mentioned above, and suggest a definition of fitness in this setting.
In particular, we show that the usually used invasion fitness leads to wrong predictions on which
mutants can survive. Some counterintuitive scenarios are illustrated. Last but not least we study
the influence of the birth-reducing-competition on the mutation timescale. There are parameter
regimes where mutations are not most likely to happen in the biggest populations. Combined with
tumor therapy this yields an example where therapy-induced remission of a tumor can lead to a
mutated more aggressive type of cancer cells.

2 The model

We introduce a general model, which contains three types of actors:

• Cancer cells (melanoma): each cell is characterized by a genotype and a phenotype. These
cells can reproduce, die, mutate (change genotype) or switch (change phenotype) at prescribed
rates.

• T-cells: these cells can reproduce, die, kill a cancer cell of a prescribed type or produce a
chemical messenger, at prescribed rates.

• Chemical messenger TNF−α: this messenger can die at a prescribed rate. Its presence influ-
ences the ability of a prescribed type of cancer cell to switch.

The trait space is a finite set of the form:

X = G × P ∪· Z ∪· W =
{
g1, . . . , g|G|

}
×
{
p1, . . . , p|P|

}
∪·
{
z1, . . . , z|Z|

}
∪· w (2.1)

where (g, p) ∈ G ×P stands for a melanoma with genotype g and phenotype p, z ∈ Z stands for a
T-cell of type z and w stands for the TNF-α. We write | · | for the number of elements of a set and
∪· for disjoint unions of sets. Interactions take place between G × P, Z and W but there are no
transitions allowed between these different “blocks”. Note that X is a finite set and thus the power
set can be used as a σ-algebra for the corresponding probability space. With this trait space we
are able to treat the cases that different genotypes can have the same phenotype and wise versa.

2.1 General notations

A population at time t ∈ R+ is described by the measure

νt =
∑
x∈X

νt(x)δx, (2.2)

where νt(x) is the number of individuals of type x at time t. νt belongs to the spaceM of integer
valued measures on X .
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We assume that the birth rates, death rates and competition kernels depend only on pheno-
types. We therefore introduce a short notation for the total number of melanoma cells with a given
phenotype:

νt(p) :=
∑
g∈G

νt(g, p), (2.3)

where we write νt(g, p) := νt((g, p)). Therapy and production kernels of T-cells depend also only
on phenotypes, as they biologically depend on the presence of specific markers on the surface of
melanoma cells. The mutation and switch kernels are indexed by both, genotypes and phenotypes.
More precisely,

1. Each type of cancer cell (g, p) is characterised by
• b(p) ∈ R+ birth rate of a melanoma of type (g, p),
• d(p) ∈ R+ death rate of a melanoma of type (g, p),
• c(p, p̃) ∈ R+ competition kernel which causes an additional death rate of a melanoma cell

of phenotype p in presence of a melanoma cell of phenotype p̃,
• cb(p, p̃) ∈ R+ birth-reducing competition, i.e. competition kernel which lowers the birth

rate of a melanoma cell of phenotype p in presence of a melanoma cell of phenotype p̃. If
the total birth rate is already at a level 0, then this competition kernel is an additional
death rate,

• t(z, p) ∈ R+ therapy kernel which causes an additional death rate of a melanoma cell of
phenotype p due to the presence of a T-cell of type z,

• sg(p, p̃) ∈ R+ natural phenotypic switch kernel of a melanoma cell of type (g, p) to a
melanoma cell of type (g, p̃),

• sgw(p, p̃) ∈ R+ phenotypic switch kernel due to the presence of TNF−α of a melanoma cell
of type (g, p) to a melanoma cell of type (g, p̃),

• µg ∈ [0, 1] mutation probability of melanoma cells of genotype g,
• m((g, p), (g̃, p̃)) ∈ [0, 1] mutation kernel which encodes the probability that, whenever a

mutation event occurs, a melanoma cell of type (g, p) gives birth to a melanoma cell of type
(g̃, p̃).

∑
g̃,p̃m((g, p), (g̃, p̃)) = 1. By definition m((g, p), (g, p)) = 0

2. Each type of T-cell z is characterised by
• b(z) ∈ R+ natural birth rate of a T-cell of type z,
• b(z, p) ∈ R+ the reproduction kernel of a T-cell with trait z in presence of a melanoma cell

of phenotype p,
• d(z) ∈ R+ death rate of a T-cell of type z.

3. TNF−α proteins are characterised by
• `w(z) ∈ N number of TNF−α produced when a T-cell of type z is produced (not at “natural”

birth events),
• `w(z, p) ∈ N number of TNF−α produced when a T-cell with trait z kills a melanoma cell

of phenotype p,
• d(w) ∈ R+ natural death rate of TNF−α.

Remark 2 Note that G ×P allows for any combination of genotype and phenotype and no a priori
translation from G to P or vice versa is assumed. The relation of G and P is encoded in the
switch kernels which specify which phenotypes are expressed by a given genotype in a (dynamic)
environment.

2.2 The dynamics

We are interested in the evolution of the random point measure νt, describing the evolution of the
population at each time t. Let b·c+ and b·c− denote the positive or negative part of the argument,
respectively. The dynamics of the population can be summarized as follows. The initial population
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is characterized by a measure ν0 at time t = 0, and each individual with trait x ∈ X at time t has
several exponential clocks with intensities depending on the current state of the system:

1. Each melanoma cell of trait (g, p) ∈ G × P has
• a “clonal reproduction” clock with rate

(1− µg)

b(p)−∑
p̃∈P

cb(p, p̃)νt(p̃)


+

, (2.4)

• a “mutant reproduction” clock with rate

µg

b(p)−∑
p̃∈P

cb(p, p̃)νt(p̃)


+

, (2.5)

• a “natural mortality” clock with rate

d(p) +
∑
p̃∈P

c(p̃, p)νt(p̃) +

b(p)−∑
p̃∈P

cb(p, p̃)νt(p̃)


−

, (2.6)

• a “therapy mortality” clock of rate ∑
z∈Z

t(z, p)νt(z), (2.7)

• a “TNF-α induced switch” clock of rate∑
p̃∈P

sgw(p, p̃)νt(w), (2.8)

• and a “natural switch” clock of rate ∑
p̃∈P

sg(p, p̃). (2.9)

If the “clonal reproduction” clock rings, then it produces an individual with the same trait
(g, p); if the “mutant reproduction” clock of a (g, p) individual rings, then it produces an indi-
vidual with characteristics (g̃, p̃) according to the kernel m((g, p), (g̃, p̃)). If one of the “mortal-
ity” clocks of a (g, p) individual rings, then this individual disappears. If the mortality which
rings is a“therapy mortality” clock, then an addition `w(g, p) TNF-α appear. If the “natural
switch” clock or the “TNF-α induced switch” clock of a (g, p) individual rings, then this indi-
vidual disappears and a new individual of trait (g, p̃) appears where p̃ is distributed according
to the corresponding kernel sg(p, p̃) or sgw(p, p̃).

2. Each T-cell of trait z ∈ Z has

• a “natural birth” clock and a natural “mortality” clock with rates

b(z) and d(z) (2.10)

• and a “reproduction” clock with rate∑
p∈P

b(z, p)νt(p). (2.11)

If the “reproduction” clock of a T-cell rings, then it produces a T-cell with the same trait z
and `w(z) TNF-α appear.

3. Each TNF-α has

• a “mortality” clock with rate d(w)
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• Moreover, an amount of `w(z, p) particles (of trait w) are produced every time a T-cell of
trait z kills a melanoma cell of trait (g, p), and a number of `w(z) particles are produced
every time a T-cell of trait z is produced.

We introduce a parameter K in order to scale the population size. This parameter, in the case
of competition for resources, is called carrying capacity of the environment, and can be interpreted
as scaling the amount of available resources, so that an increase of K implies a decrease of the
strength of competition for resources between two individuals.

We thus introduce the following scaling of the parameters. For each K ∈ N, we keep all
parameters unchanged, except those in front of quadratic terms (that is cb(·, ·), c(·, ·), t(·, ·), sgw(·, ·)
and b(·, ·)) which we rescale by a factor 1/K. We are interested in the rescaled measure

νKt =
1

K

Nt∑
i=1

δxi(t). (2.12)

which belongs to the space of measures MK(X ) = { 1
K

∑n
i=1 δxi

: n ∈ N, x1, ...xn ∈ X}. The
measure-valued process (νKt )t≥0 is a Markov process whose law is characterized by its infinitesimal
generator LK which captures the dynamics described above (cf. [17] and [18]). The generator of
the rescaled process acts on functions φ from MK into R, for all ν ∈MK by

(
LKφ

)
(ν) =

∑
(g,p)∈G×P

(
φ

(
ν +

δ(g,p)

K

)
− φ(ν)

)
(1− µg)

 b(p)−∑
p̃∈P

cb(p, p̃)ν(p̃)


+

Kν(g, p)

+
∑

(g,p)∈G×P

(
φ

(
ν − δ(g,p)

K

)
− φ(ν)

)d(p) +
∑
p̃∈P

c(p, p̃)ν(p̃)

+

b(p)−∑
p̃∈P

cb(p, p̃)ν(p̃)


−

Kν(g, p)

+
∑

(g,p)∈G×P

(
φ

(
(ν − δ(g,p)

K
+ `w(z, p)

δw
K

)
− φ(ν)

)(∑
z∈Z

t(z, p)ν(z)

)
Kν(g, p)

+
∑

(g,p)∈G×P

∑
p̃∈P

(
φ

(
ν +

δ(g,p̃)

K
− δ(g,p)

K

)
− φ(ν)

)(
sg(p, p̃) + sgw(p, p̃)ν(w)

)
Kν(g, p)

+
∑
z∈Z

(
φ

(
ν +

δz
K

+ `w(z)
δw
K

)
− φ(ν)

)∑
p∈P

b(z, p)ν(p)

Kν(z)

+
∑
z∈Z

(
φ

(
ν +

δz
K

)
− φ(ν)

)
b(z)Kν(z)

+
∑
z∈Z

(
φ

(
ν − δz

K

)
− φ(ν)

)
d(z)Kν(z)

+

(
φ

(
ν − δw

K

)
− φ(ν)

)
d(w)Kν(w)

+
∑

(g̃,p̃)∈G×P

∑
(g,p)∈G×P

(
φ

(
ν +

δ(g̃,p̃)

K

)
− φ(ν)

)

× µgm((g, p), (g̃, p̃))

b(p)−∑
p′∈P

cb(p, p
′)ν(p′)


+

Kν(g, p) (2.13)
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2.3 Simulation

All the figures of this article containing simulations of the above model were generated by a
computer program written by Boris Prochnau.

3 Convergence result

Let us now consider the above mentioned rescaled process in which the number of particles in-
creases withK, and the parameters in front of linear terms stay unchanged, whereas the parameters
in front of quadratic terms tends to zero as 1/K. We show that the process νKt can be approximated
by a deterministic function, moreover by the solution of a quadratic system of ODE.

We see MK as a subset of the set MF (X ) of finite non-negative measures on X , endowed
with the weak topology. The population can be represented as a vector VK(t) := (νKt (x))x∈X of
dimension d = |G| · |P|+ |Z|+1. Moreover, there is a natural way to jointly construct the processes
for different values of K, see [17]. For this coupling, we have the following result.

Theorem 1 Suppose that the initial conditions converge almost surely to a deterministic limit,
i.e. limK→∞ VK(0) = v(0). Then, for each T ∈ R+ the rescaled process (VK(t))0≤t≤T converges
almost surely as K → ∞ to the d-dimensional deterministic process which is the unique solution
to the following quadratic dynamical system:

dn(g,p)

dt
=

(1− µg)

b(p)− ∑
(g̃,p̃)∈G×P

cb(p, p̃)n(g̃,p̃)


+

−

b(p)− ∑
(g̃,p̃)∈G×P

cb(p, p̃)n(g̃,p̃)


−

−d(p)−
∑

(g̃,p̃)∈G×P

c(p, p̃)n(g̃,p̃) −
∑
z∈Z

t(z, p)nz −
∑
p̃∈P

(sg(p, p̃) + sgw(p, p̃)nw)

 n(g,p)

+
∑
p̃∈P

(sg(p̃, p) + sgw(p̃, p)nw) n(g,p̃)

+
∑

(g̃,p̃)∈G×P

µg̃m((g̃, p̃), (g, p))

b(p̃)− ∑
(g′,p′)∈G×P

cb(p̃, p
′)n(g′,p′)


+

 n(g̃,p̃)

dnz
dt

=

b(z)− d(z) +
∑

(g,p)∈G×P

b(z, p)n(g,p)

 nz

dnw
dt

=− d(w)nw +
∑

(g,p)∈G×P

(∑
z∈Z

(`w(z, p) t(z, p) + `w(z) b(z, p)) nzn(g,p)

)
. (3.1)

More precisely, P
(
limK→∞ sup0≤t≤T |VK(t)− n(t)| = 0

)
= 1, where n(t) denotes the solution to

Equations (3.1) with initial condition v(0).

Proof The process VK(t) can be constructed explicitly from a finite collection of Poisson processes,
where to each possible event corresponds a Poisson Process Yl. The index l ∈ Zd encodes the
possible transitions between (non-rescaled) population states and βl : Rd → R is a function
yielding the corresponding transition rates. Let us denote by ei the i-th unit vector and by vi
denotes the i-th entry of the vector v ∈ Rd. With a slight abuse of notation, the different possible
events, their corresponding l and βl for a population in state v ∈ Rd are

1. Type i birth (clonal or mutational): l = ei, with

βl(v) = (1− µi)

b(i)− |G||P|∑
k=1

cb(i, k)vk


+

vi
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+

|G||P|∑
k=1

µkm(k, i)

b(k)−
|G||P|∑
m=1

cb(k,m)vm


+

 vk, (3.2)

and βl(v) = b(i) if i refers to a T-cell population
2. Type i T-cell production combined with TNF-α production: l = ei + `w(z)ed, with

βl(v) =
(∑|G||P|

k=1 b(i, k)vk

)
vi

3. Type i death (natural or due to competition): li = −ei with

βl(v) =

(
d(i) +

∑|G||P|
k=1 c(i, k)vk +

⌊
b(i)−∑|G||P|k=1 cb(i, k)vk

⌋
−

)
vi

4. Type i Melanoma killing event combined with TNF-α production: li = −ei + `w(z)ed, with

βl(v) =
∑|Z|
z=1 t(z, i)vzvi

5. Type i to type j switching event, l = −ei + ej with
βl(v) =

(
s(i, j) + sw(i, j)vd

)
vi

For transitions not mentioned above βl(v) = 0. Furthermore, VK(t) satisfies

VK(t) = VK(0) +
∑
l

lK−1Ỹl (Kβl (VK(s)) ds) +

∫ t

0

F (VK(s)) ds, (3.3)

where Ỹl(u) = Yl(u) − u is the Poisson process centered at its expectation and F (v) ≡ ∑l lβl(v)
for v ∈ Rd. Since we have only finitely many possible transitions and all event rates are finite,∑

l

|l| sup
v∈Rd

βl(v) <∞. (3.4)

Moreover, F (v) is Lipschitz continuous on compact subsets of Rd+ and n(t) satisfies for every t ≥ 0

n(t) = v(0) +

∫ t

0

F (n(s))ds. (3.5)

Thus, the claimed result follows directly from Theorem 2.1 in Chapter 11 of [17]. ut

4 Key examples

4.1 Different relapse behaviour due to random fluctuations

4.1.1 Therapy with T-cells with one specificity

This example aims at qualitatively explaining the behaviour of the model for the scenario of
melanoma escaping treatment with adoptive cell transfer by switching their phenotype in the
presence of TNF-α. Biologically reasonable parameters are found in Section 5. In this experiment,
only one type of T-cells was used: the ones that can only kill differentiated cancer cells. To keep the
picture clear and since this was not investigated in the experiments, we do not consider mutations
here.

Let us denote by x := (g, p) the differentiated cancer cells, y := (g, p′) the dedifferentiated
cancer cells, z the T-cells, and w the TNF-α proteins. The dynamics of the model can be explained
more easily in the corresponding deterministic system obtained in the limit of large populations
(K →∞) and given by Theorem 1:

ṅx = nx
(
b(x)− d(x)− c(x, x)nx − c(x, y)ny − s(x, y)− sw(x, y)nw − t(z, x)nz

)
+ s(y, x)ny

ṅy = ny
(
b(y)− d(y)− c(y, y)ny − c(y, x)nx − s(y, x)

)
+ s(x, y)nx + sw(x, y)nwnx

ṅz = (b(z, x)nx − d(z))nz
ṅw = (`w(z, x) t(z, x) + `w(z)b(z, x))nxnz − d(w)nw

(4.1)
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Depending on the choice of the parameters there can exist a stable fixed point where all
subpopulations are present at a non-zero level. For example, for the following parameter choice
the behaviour of the system is qualitatively shown in Figure 2:

b(x) = 3 b(y) = 3 b(z, x) = 8 `w(z, x) = 1
d(x) = 1 d(y) = 1 t(z, x) = 28 d(w) = 15
c(x, x) = 0.3 c(y, x) = 0 d(z) = 3 sw(x, y) = 4
c(x, y) = 0 c(y, y) = 0.3
s(x, y) = 0 s(y, x) = 1
nx(0) = 2 ny(0) = 0 nz(0) = 0.05 K = 200

(4.2)

The initial conditions at the start of tumor therapy are usually a large number of tumor cells
nx(0) and a small number of injected T-cells nz(0) while ny(0) and nw(0) are zero or very small.
The solution of the dynamical system (4.1) with parameters (4.2) as shown in Figure 2 can be
described as follows: the T-cell population z increases in presence of its target x, it causes the
growth of the TNF-α population w, and the decay of the melanoma population of type x by
killing these cells. The presence of w induces the switch from x to y and the melanoma population
of type y is not affected by the T-cells z. The equilibrium of the whole system is a large value of
y, a small value of x, and small positive values of z and w. Depending on the choice of parameters
also other scenarios are possible, e.g. the ratio of x and y populations could be very different.

The system (4.1) with parameter (4.2) has 4 fixed points: The trivial fixed point n1 = (0, 0, 0, 0),
and n2 = (n̄2x, 0, 0, 0), n3 = (n̄3x, n̄

3
y, 0, 0) and n4 = (n̄4x, n̄

4
y, n̄

4
z, n̄

4
w) with all entries positive. Note

that the subspace {nz = 0} is invariant under the dynamics.

Fig. 2: The deterministic system.

One important difference between the deterministic system and the corresponding stochastic
system is that populations that once appeared cannot die out in the deterministic but can die out
in the stochastic system. Two reasons for the extinction of a population in the stochastic system are
possible: first, the population size passes through a very low minimum of the deterministic system.
Depending on the total population size K in the stochastic system the probability to die out can
be high and only upwards fluctuations lead to survival of this population. Second, the equilibrium
value for a population can be small but positive and downwards fluctuations lead to the extinction
of a population. For the stochastic model (finite populations) and the parameters used above the
population z fluctuates around its small minimum of the corresponding deterministic system. If
the T-cell population, z, dies out (due to a downward fluctuation), the TNF-α population, w, dies
shortly afterwards and the population of differentiated melanoma cells, x, grows again because
these cells are no longer killed by the T-cells and TNF-α is not there any more to induce the
switch from x to y. So, we observe a relapse which consists mainly of differentiated cells, where x
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and y both stabilise at their equilibria. This behaviour is shown on the right hand side of Figure 3.
Depending on the parameter choice, in particular the switching or cross-competition parameters,
different behaviour is possible, e.g. the population of type y may die out.

Fig. 3: Qualitative example of the stochastic choice between qualitatively
different behaviors in the case of T-cell therapy with one specificity. (Left)
T-cells do not die and the value of x stays small. (Right) T-cells die out
and the relapse occurs.

The deterministic system predicts a unique behaviour of the tumor under therapy : the con-
vergence to n4, a relapse consisting mainly of melanoma cells of type y. For the stochastic system
two scenarios are possible: either the convergence to n4 or, if the T-cells z die out (which happens
with positive probability), the convergence to n3.

Although we are studying a 4 dimensional system, it is interesting to observe the stochastic
choice between qualitatively different behaviors on the vector field (ṅx, ṅy, ṅz, ṅw) given by (4.1),
by projecting it onto the first two coordinates (the two melanoma populations), as it is shown
on Figure 4. The four fixed points of 4.1 for the given parameter choice are marked as blue dots.
On the left of the figure, the vector field is drawn for nw = nz = 0 corresponding to fixed points
n1, n2 and n3 and on the right for nw = n̄4w and nz = n̄4z. The picture shows that if the T-cells
survive (right) the system is attracted to the fixed point where the number of x-melanoma cells is
small, whereas if they die out (left) the system is attracted to the fixed point where the number of
x-melanoma cells is large. These vector fields show already that n1 and n2 are unstable fixed points
whereas the instability of n3 is hidden in the dimensions which are not shown in the pictures.

4.1.2 Therapy with T-cells with two different specificities

The dedifferentiated melanoma cells are also dangerous cancer cells and a therapy can only be
called successful if the whole tumor is eradicated or kept small for a long time. Thus, Landsberg
et al. [30] suggest to inject in future therapies two types of T-cells. By adapting the model for
therapy with one type of T-cells to the setup of therapy with T-cells of two different specificities
we can test this new therapy approach mathematically. The stochastic model for this situation
undergoes a slightly more complicated stochastic choice between qualitatively different behaviors.
We will denote in the following T-cells attacking the differentiated melanoma cells by zxand T-cells
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Fig. 4: Projection of the vector field (ṅx, ṅy, ṅz, ṅw) given by (4.1) and
parameters (4.2) onto the two first coordinates, (left) for nz = nw = 0,
and (right) for nz = n̄4z, nw = n̄4w.

attacking the dedifferentiated melanoma cells by zy. The deterministic system is described by the
following equations:



ṅx = nx
(
b(x)− d(x)− c(x, x)nx − c(x, y)ny − sw(x, y)nw − s(x, y)− t(zx, x)nzx

)
+ s(y, x)ny

ṅy = ny
(
b(y)− d(y)− c(y, y)ny − c(y, x)nx − s(y, x)− t(zy, y)nzy

)
+ (sw(x, y)nw + s(x, y)) nx

ṅzx = nzx(b(zx, x)nx − d(zx))
ṅzy = nzy (b(zy, y)ny − d(zy))
ṅw = (`w(zx, x) t(zx, x) + `w(zx) b(zx, x))nzxnx

+(`w(zy, y) t(zy, y) + `w(zy) b(zy, y))nzyny − d(w)nw
(4.3)

The solution of the dynamical system (4.3) is similar to the one explained in section 4.1.1, with
the added effect of the second type of T-cells.

We can observe stochastic choice between six qualitatively different behaviors:

1. A cure, where all tumor and finally also all T-cells die out.
2. A relapse, where both T-cell populations die out and both melanoma populations survive.
3. A relapse, where the population of T-cells killing the differentiated cancer cells die out.
4. A relapse, where the population of T-cells killing the dedifferentiated cancer cells die out.
5. A relapse, where only the differentiated melanoma cells survive. (This is possible only when

the natural switch term from x to y vanishes, i.e. s(x, y) = 0.)
6. A relapse, where all populations survive.

Depending on the choice of parameters these cases correspond to different behaviour: stable
or unstable fixed points or cycles. Note that the subspaces {nzx = 0}, {nzy = 0}, and {nzx =
0} ∩ {nzx = 0} are invariant under the dynamics.
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For the following parameter choice the equilibrium values of the two types of T-cells are low
as shown in Figure 5, so they are both subject to fluctuations in the stochastic system.

b(x) = 3 b(y) = 3 b(zx, x) = 8 b(zy, y) = 14 `w(zx, x) = 1
d(x) = 1 d(y) = 1 t(zx, x) = 28 t(zy, y) = 28 `w(zy, y) = 1
c(x, x) = 0.3 c(y, x) = 0 d(zx) = 3 d(zy) = 3 d(w) = 15
c(x, y) = 0 c(y, y) = 0.3 sw(x, y) = 4
s(x, y) = 0 s(y, x) = 1
nx(0) = 2 ny(0) = 0 nzx(0) = 0.05 nzy (0) = 2 K = 200

(4.4)

Fig. 5: The deterministic system

In Figure 6 the left-hand pictures shows the case where the simultaneous attack of the two
different T-cell populations eradicates the tumor. Shortly after the extinction of the tumor also
the T-cells and TNF-α die out since they are not produced any more in the absence of their target.
On the right-hand side of this figure the tumor survives at a low level for some time. Note that
the birth rate of the T-cells when the tumor is at a low level is very small, in particular smaller
than their natural death rate (b(zx, x)νKt (x) < d(zx) or b(zy, y)νKt (y) < d(zy) ). All T-cells die
out before the tumor grows again.

Fig. 6: Qualitative examples in the case of therapy with two T-cell types.
(Left) Cure, all populations die out. (Right) Both types of T-cells die out.



16 Baar, Coquille, Mayer, Hölzel, Rogava, Tüting, Bovier

In Figure 7 the cases where only one of the T-cell populations dies out are shown. In the
case where the T-cells attacking the differentiated cells died out (on the left) the differentiated
cells build the largest population although TNF-α is still produced by the other T-cell population
and causing switching from differentiated cells to dedifferentiated cells. This “feeding” of this
population decreases the probability that they will be extinct compared to a situation without
switching. In the case when the T-cells attacking the dedifferentiated cells died out (on the right)
the system tends to an equilibrium with a high proportion of dedifferentiated melanoma cells.

Fig. 7: Qualitative examples in the case of therapy with two T-cell types.
(Left) T-cells attacking the differentiated melanoma cells die out. (Right)
T-cells attacking the dedifferentiated melanoma cells die out.

It can happen that a cure is almost reached but very few differentiated cancer cells survive
whereas the dedifferentiated cancer cells died out (on the left of Figure 8). Since for our parameter
choice there is no natural switch from differentiated to dedifferentiated cells and no TNF-α is
present any more the population of dedifferentiated cells cannot reappear. On the right of Figure
8 it is shown that it is possible that all populations survive for some time fluctuating around their
joint equilibrium. Of course, it is always possible that some populations die out due to fluctuations
which would bring the system to one of the other cases presented.

Fig. 8: Qualitative examples in the case of therapy with two T-cell types.
(Left) All populations but the differentiated melanoma cells die out.
(Right) All populations survive.
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Two new fixed points appear in the system (4.3) with parameters (4.4) compared to the
situation where only one T-cell type is considered. They are marked as red dots in Figure 9.
Calculating the eigenvalues of the corresponding Jacobian matrix yields that only the fixed point
where all populations survive is stable, all the other ones are unstable. This is partly visible in
the corresponding vector fields in Figures 4 and 9 but the instability can also be “hidden” in a
direction that is not shown for the plot of the vector field, e.g. for the red fixed point which seems
to be stable on the left of Figure 9.
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Fig. 9: Projection of the vector field (ṅx, ṅy, ṅzx , ṅzy , ṅw) given by (4.3)
and parameters (4.4) onto the two first coordinates, (left) for nzx = nzy =
nw = 0, and (right) for nzx = n̄zx , nzy = n̄zy , nw = n̄w.

4.2 Arrival of a mutant.

A natural question to ask in the context of our models is what analogues of the PES and TSS
processes that describe the long-term behaviour of the standard models for adaptive dynamics
are. There are clearly a number of new difficulties that at the moment are only partly understood.

Invasion fitness. A fundamental concept used in the analysis of the stochastic population models
described in Section 1.2 is that of invasion fitness: given a mono- or polymorphic population in
equilibrium that populates a certain set of traits, say M ⊂ X , the invasion fitness f(x,M) is the
growth rate of a population consisting of a single individual with trait x 6∈ M in the presence of
the equilibrium population n̄ on M . In the classical case it is simply given by

f(x,M) = b(x)− d(x)−
∑
y∈M

c(x, y)n̄y. (4.5)

Positive f(x,M) implies that a mutant appearing with phenotype x from the equilibrium popu-
lation on M has a positive probability (uniformly in K) to grow to a population of size of order
K; negative invasion fitness implies that such a mutant population will die out with probability
tending to one (as K → ∞) before this happens. We need to generalize this notion to the case
when fast phenotypic switches are present. We show how this can be done in the case of pure
tumor evolutions, i.e. we ignore the T-cells and the TNF-α. We consider an initial population of
genotype g (associated with ` different phenotypes p1, . . . , p`) which is able to mutate at rate µ to
another genotype g′, associated with k different phenotypes p′1, . . . , p

′
k. The standard assumption

(see e.g. Champagnat [8])
µ� 1/(K logK) (4.6)
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ensures that no mutation occurs during the equilibration phase in the phenotypic space.

Consider as initial condition n(0) = (n(g,p1)(0), . . . , n(g,p`)(0)) a stable fixed point, n̄, of the
following system:

ṅ(g,pi) = n(g,pi)

bi − di − ∑̀
j=1

cijn(g,pj) −
∑̀
j=1

sij

+
∑̀
j=1

sjin(g,pj), i = 1, . . . , `. (4.7)

We write for simplicity bi = b(pi), di = d(pi), cij = c(pi, pj), sij = sg(pi, pj), and later b′i = b(p′i),
d′i = d(p′i), c

′
ij = c(p′i, p

′
j), c̃ij = c(pi, p

′
j), s

′
ij = sg′(p

′
i, p
′
j).

We want to analyse whether a single mutant appearing with a new genotype g′ (and one
of its possible phenotypes p′i), has a positive probability to give rise to a population of size of
order K. Using the same arguments as Champagnat et al. [8,12], it is easy to show that as long
as the mutant population has less than εK individuals (with ε � 1), the mutant population
(g′, p′1), . . . , (g′, p′k) is well approximated by a k-type branching process, where each individual
undergoes binary branching, death, or switch to another phenotype with the following rates:

p′i → p′ip
′
i with rate b′i

p′i → ∅ with rate d′i +
∑`
l=1 c̃iln̄l

p′i → p′j with rate s′ij

 for i, j ∈ {1, . . . , k}. (4.8)

where (n̄1, . . . , n̄`) denotes the fixed point of (4.7). We will assume that the switch rates s′ij are the
transition rates of a Markov chain on {1, . . . , k} which has a single recurrent class. The simplest
example is the case where s′ij > 0, for all i, j ∈ {1, . . . , k}.

Multi-type branching processes have been analysed by Kesten and Stigum [27,26,28] and
Atreya and Ney [2]. Their behavior are classified in terms of the matrix A, given by

A =


f1 s′12 . . . s

′
1k

s′21 f2
...

...
. . .

s′k1 . . . fk

 , (4.9)

where

fi : = b′i − d′i −
∑̀
l=1

c̃il · n̄l −
k∑
j=1

s′ij , i = 1, . . . , k. (4.10)

Note that fi would be the invasion fitness of phenotype i if there was no switch back from the
other phenotypes to i (or if all switched cells would be killed). It is well-known that the multi-
type process is super-critical, if and only if the largest eigenvalue, λ1 = λ1(A), of the matrix A is
strictly positive, meaning that if λ1 > 0, the mutant population will grow with positive probability
to any desired population size before dying out. Thus λ1(A) is the appropriate generalization of
the invasion fitness:

F (g′, g) := λ1(A). (4.11)

This notion can easily be generalised to the case when the initial condition is the equilibrium
population of several coexisting genotypes. Note that this notion of invasion fitness of course
reduces to the standard one of [8] if there is only one mutant phenotype. This settles the first step
of our analysis, which is the invasion of the mutant.
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Towards a generalised PES. In fact, one can say more about how the mutant population grows.

Write Z
(i)
j (t) for the number of individuals of phenotype pj existing at time t for this branching

process when the first mutant is of phenotype pi. Then, for i, j ≤ k,

E(Z
(i)
j (t)) = [M(t)]i,j (4.12)

where M(t) is the k × k-matrix
M(t) = exp(At). (4.13)

Assume that the largest eigenvalue λ1(A) is simple and strictly positive. Let v and u be the
left and right eigenvectors of A associated to λ1, normalised such that u · v = 1 and u · 1 = 1. The
extinction probability vector q = (q1, . . . , qk) where qi = P(Z(i)(t) = 0 for some t) is the unique
solution of the system of equations:

d′i +
∑̀
l=1

c̃iln̄l + b′iq
2
i +

k∑
j=1

s′ijqj = qi, i = 1, . . . , k (4.14)

which has in general no analytical solution. Then the following limit theorem holds [27]:

lim
t→∞

(
Z

(i)
1 (t), . . . , Z

(i)
k (t)

)
e−λ

′
1t = Wi · (v1, . . . , vk) a.s. (4.15)

where (Wi)i=1,...,k is random vector with non-negative entries such that

P(Wi = 0) = qi and E(Wi) = ui. (4.16)

In particular, conditionally on survival, the phenotypic distribution of the mutant populations
converges almost surely to a deterministic quantity, which moreover does not depend on the
phenotype of the initial mutant, namely

lim
t→∞

Z
(i)
j′ (t)∑k

j=1 Z
(i)
j (t)

=
vj′∑k
j=1 vj

, ∀i, j′ = 1, . . . , k. (4.17)

For us, this implies the important fact that the phenotypic structure of the mutant population once
it reaches the level εK > 0 is almost deterministic. Then, conditionally on survival, (4.15) implies
that the time τεK until the total mutant population reached εK is of order log(K). Moreover, the
proportions of the k types of phenotypes converge to deterministic quantities given above,

1

K
(Z1(τεK), . . . , Zk(τεK))→

(
εv1∑k
j=1 vj

, . . . ,
εvk∑k
j=1 vj

)
, in distribution, as K →∞. (4.18)

Once the mutant population has reached the level εK, the behavior of the process can be approx-
imated by the solution of the deterministic system: ṅ(g,pi) = n(g,pi)

(
bi − di −

∑`
j=1 sij −

∑`
j=1 cijn(g,pj) −

∑k
j=1 c̃ijn(g′,p′j)

)
+
∑`
j=1 sjin(g,pj),

ṅ(g′,p′i) = n(g′,p′i)

(
b′i − d′i −

∑k
j=1 s

′
ij −

∑k
j=1 c

′
ijn(g′,p′j) −

∑`
j=1 c̃ijn(g,pj)

)
+
∑k
j=1 s

′
jin(g′,p′j),

(4.19)
(where i runs from 1 to ` in the first line and from 1 to k in the second one) with initial conditions
in a small neighborhood of

(n(g,p1)(0), . . . , n(g,p`)(0), n(g′,p′1)(0), . . . , n(g′,p′k)(0)) =

(
n̄1, . . . , n̄`,

εv1∑k
j=1 vj

, . . . ,
εvk∑k
j=1 vj

)
.

(4.20)
If the system (4.19) is such that a neighborhood of (4.20) is attracted to the same fixed point,
we are in the same situation as in Champagnat and Méléard [12] and get the first step in the
Polymorphic Evolution Sequence.
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Observe that in the case when the system of equations (4.19) has multiple attractors, and
different points near (4.20) lie in different basins of attraction, then for finite K, the choice of
attractor the system approaches may be random.

The characterization of the asymptotic behavior of the system (4.19) is needed to describe the
final state of our stochastic process. This is in general a very difficult and complex problem, which
is not doable analytically and will require numerical analysis.

Figure 10 (left) shows an example of the case discussed above with the following parameters:

b0 = 5 b1 = 6 b2 = 6 s12 = 2
d0 = 0 d1 = 0 d2 = 0 s21 = 2
c00 = 1 c10 = 1 c20 = 1
c01 = 1 c11 = 1 c21 = 0
c02 = 0 c12 = 0 c22 = 1
n(g,p)(0) = 5 n(g′,p′1)(0) = 1/200 n(g′,p′2)(0) = 0 K = 200

(4.21)

For these parameters f1 and f2 as defined in (4.10) are negative, but, due to the cooperation of the
two phenotypes, the fitness of the genotype is positive and it invades with positive probability as
indicated by the definition (4.11). In other words, each of the phenotypes is subcritical on its own,
and supercriticality of the genotype is a consequence of the switch between the two phenotypes.
Moreover, both phenotypes appear on a macroscopic level.

Fig. 10: (Left) An example where f1, f2 < 0, but F (g, g′) > 0 : s12 =
s21 = 2, f1 = f2 = −1, F (g′, g) = λ1 = 1;
(Right) An example with unidirectional switch from a sub- to a super-
critical phenotype : s12 = 0, s21 = 2, f1 = 1, f2 = −1, F (g′, g) = f1 = 1.

On Figure 10 (right) is an example with a vanishing switch rate, with the following parameters:

b0 = 5 b1 = 6 b2 = 6 s12 = 0
d0 = 0 d1 = 0 d2 = 0 s21 = 2
c00 = 1 c10 = 1 c20 = 1
c01 = 1 c11 = 1 c21 = 0
c02 = 0 c12 = 0 c22 = 1
n(g,p)(0) = 5 n(g′,p′1)(0) = 0 n(g′,p′2)(0) = 1/200 K = 200

(4.22)

In this case, p′2 can switch to p′1 but not the other way around, and we have f2 < 0 and f1 > 0
according to definition (4.10). If the first mutant is of phenotype p′1, the mutant population grows
with rate f1, and if the first mutant is of phenotype p′2, which is sub-critical on its own, it switches
with positive probability to the supercritical phenotype p′1. The global fitness of the genotype g′

is positive and equal to f1.



A stochastic individual-based model for immunotherapy of cancer 21

4.3 The effect of birth-reducing competition on mutation events

In the previous section we considered the probability of invasion of a mutant when the resident
population is at an equilibrium given by a fixed point. In the context of immunotherapy, there
are phases when populations shrink and regrow due to treatment and relapse phenomena. In the
medical literature, there are frequent allusions to the possibility that such growth cycles may
induce fixation of a ”super-resistant mutant”, see e.g. [19,25,21]. It is an important question to
understand whether and under what circumstances such effects may happen. Here we show a
particular example where the appearance of a mutant genotype may indeed be enhanced in the
relapse phase under treatment.

The effect is particularly prominent in the case where the competition between tumor cells is
mainly acting through a reduction of birth rates, i.e. when the effect of the term in the third line
of (2.13) (which we call birth-reducing competition) dominates the enhancement of death rates in
the second line. In particular, in a large population at equilibrium, there may be fewer births and
hence mutations, than in a smaller population growing towards its equilibrium size.

Let us explain this in more detail and discuss how the birth-reducing competition can have a
crucial effect on the mutation timescale. For the sake of simplicity we consider an example where
the switching rates are set to 0. Consider a melanoma population (g, p) which is able to mutate
to a fitter type of melanoma (g′, p′). We allow for one T-cell population attacking the resident
melanoma population since this is the simplest scenario where the effect of therapy in this context
can be explained. As the presence of TNF-α only influences the switch between phenotypes, it
does not play any role in this example and we can set the corresponding parameters (`w and d(w))
to zero without loss of generality. If µg = µg(K)→ 0 as K →∞ the limiting deterministic system
is given by: ṅ(g,p) = n(g,p)

(
b(p)− d(p)− cb(p, p)n(g,p) − cb(p, p′)n(g′,p′) − t(z, p)nz

)
ṅ(g′,p′) = n(g′,p′)

(
b(p′)− d(p′)− cb(p′, p′)n(g′,p′) − cb(p′, p)n(g,p)

)
ṅz = (b(z, p)n(g,p) − d(z))nz

(4.23)

Note that the mutation term does not appear in the deterministic system and that the difference
between birth-reducing competition and usual competition is not visible. The effects we are looking
for are intrinsically stochastic and happen on time-scales that diverge with K.

The interesting choice for the mutation rates is Kµg(K) → α > 0 as K → ∞. In this case,
there will be a number of mutations of order one while the population grows by O(K) individuals.
For lower mutation rates, no mutant can be expected before a population reaches its equilibrium,
while for higher mutation rates the proliferation of mutants is unrealistically fast.

b(p)
2cb(p,p)

b(p)
cb(p,p)

0

m(x)

x

n̄(g,p) = b(p)−d(p)
cb(p,p)

d(p)
cb(p,p)

µgK
b(p)2

4cb(p,p)

Fig. 11: Shape of the initial total mutation rate of the population (g, p).

If the competition is only of birth-reducing type, then the total mutation rate of the population
of type (g, p) at time t is

m(νKt (g, p)) := µg
⌊
b(p)− cb(p, p)νKt (g, p)

⌋
+
νKt (g, p)K. (4.24)
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This is a positive and concave function of νKt (g, p) on the interval [0, b(p)/cb(p, p)], see Figure 11. If
the population is at equilibrium (without or before therapy), meaning νKt (g, p) = n̄(g,p) = (b(p)−
d(p))/cb(p, p), then the time until a mutation occurs is approximately exponentially distributed
with parameter equal to

µgK ·
(
b(p)− cb(p, p)n̄(g,p)

)
n̄(g,p) = µgK · d(p)n̄(g,p). (4.25)

If d(p) is smaller than b(p)/2, then n̄(g,p) is bigger than b(p)/2cb(p, p) and m(n̄(g,p)) is not maxi-
mal. Smaller populations, more precisely in between d(p)/cb(p, p) and n̄(g,p), have a higher total
mutation rate.

This situation can happen during a T-cell therapy. Indeed, the introduction of T-cells in the
system lowers the average population of melanoma (usually by making it undergo a damped cycle),
and there exist parameters such that the mutation rate of (g, p) is larger during the treatment,
for the reason explained above.

Fig. 12: Example of earlier mutation induced by therapy, with parame-
ters given by (4.26). (Top Left) Starting with a small population without
therapy; (Top Right) Starting with a population at its equilibrium with-
out therapy; (Bottom) Starting with a population at its equilibrium with
therapy (2 examples with same parameters).

Figure 12 illustrates this situation with the following parameters (all the other ones described
in Section 2.1 being set to 0):

b(p) = 4 b(p′) = 6 b(z, p) = 20 m((g, p), (g′, p′)) = 1
d(p) = 0.1 d(p′) = 1 t(z, p) = 10 µg = 10−3

cb(p, p) = 3 cb(p
′, p) = 0.8 d(z) = 6 K = 103

cb(p, p
′) = 0.8 cb(p

′, p′) = 1
n(g,p)(0) = 1.3 n(g′,p′)(0) = 0 nz(0) = 0 or 0.1

(4.26)
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On the top-left of Figure 12 the effect of birth-reducing competition on mutations in small
populations is shown; on the top-right of the figure is a realization of the case without therapy
starting at the equilibrium of the melanoma population, with average mutation time equal to 7.7
(computed as 1/m(n̄(g,p))), and on the bottom are realizations of the case with T-cell therapy,
with average mutation time smaller than in the equilibrium case.

Note that this example provides an interesting situation of interplay between therapy and
mutation. By lowering the melanoma population, the T-cell therapy actually increases the proba-
bility for it to mutate to a potentially fitter and pathogenic genotype, which is not affected by the
T-cells.

5 Prediction of the efficacy of immunotherapeutic methods

5.1 Therapy with T-cells of one or two specificities with biologically reasonable parameters

The parameters in Subsections 4.1.1 and 4.1.2 were chosen ad hoc to give a clear picture of
the influence of randomness and the possible behaviour of the system. Since we developed the
model on the basis of the observations made in [30], let us show that experimental observations
can be matched by the model for physiologically reasonable parameters. Some parameters can
be estimated from the experimental data. Recall that the subject of [30] is to investigate the
behaviour of melanoma under T-cell therapy in mice. Without therapy the tumor undergoes only
natural birth, death and switch events.

• Estimation of birth and death rates: We assume that the number of cells in the tumor is
described by

Nt ≈ N0 exp(rt), (5.1)

where Nt denotes the number of cells at time t, N0 the initial population size and r the overall
growth rate. Note that the estimate of the growth rate is independent of the initial value.
Figure 1a in [30] shows that the tumor needs roughly 50 days (without therapy) to grow
from 2mm diameter to 10mm diameter. Since the structure of a melanoma is 3-dimensional
this corresponds to N50 = 125N0 which implies r = 0.1. Unfortunately, no data that allow
to estimate the ratio of birth and death events are provided. As long as mutations are not
considered this should not have a big impact and we chose b = 0.12 and d = 0.02 for the
differentiated as well as the dedifferentiated cells, see Figure 15. Landsberg et al. observed
that the growth kinetics appear to be the same for both cell types, compare to Supplementary
Figure 11 in [30].

• Estimation of the competition: We assume that the competition has a very little effect here
because the tumor grows exponentially in the observed time frame and does not come close to
its equilibrium. We chose the competition between melanoma cells of the same type as c(x, x) =
c(y, y) = 0.00005 and between different types of melanoma cells as c(x, y) = c(y, x) = 0.00002.
The values are not set to 0 since the melanoma can grow only up to a finite size.

• Estimation of the switch parameters: We can now estimate (roughly) the switching parame-
ters by using the data of Supplementary Figure 9e. In this experiment where cell division is
inhibited, we can set b = 0. Furthermore, the amount of TNF-α is constant and we set here
nw = 2. Thus, the dynamics of the melanoma populations is described by{

ṅx = nx
(
− d(x)− c(x, x)nx − c(x, y)ny − 2sw(x, y)− s(x, y)

)
+ s(y, x)ny

ṅy = ny
(
− d(y)− c(y, y)ny − c(y, x)nx − s(y, x)

)
+ (2sw(x, y) + s(x, y)) nx

(5.2)

At the beginning of their observations the switch is very slow and speeds up after the first 24
hours. We assume that there is a delay until the reaction really starts and thus we chose the
proportions at day 1 (nx = 0.81 and ny = 0.19) as initial data and chose switching parameters
such that roughly the concentrations at day 2 (nx = 0.45 and ny = 0.54) and 3 (nx = 0.24 and
ny = 0.72) are reached as shown in Figure 13. Thereby we obtain s(x, y) = 0.0008, s(y, x) =
0.065 and sw(x, y) = 0.33. Note that the experiments we refer to provide only in vitro data
and it is not clear if the in vivo situation is similar.
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Fig. 13: Switch in the in vitro experiments for inhibited cell division and
constant concentration of TNF-α. The grey lines indicate the experimental
data.

• Estimation of parameters concerning T-cells: It remains to characterise the T-cells. Their
natural birth rate is set to 0 since they are transferred by adoptive cell transfer and not
produced by the mice themselves and do not proliferate in absence of targets. We assume
that they have a relatively high birth rate depending on the amount of cancer cells present,
b(zx, x) = b(zy, y) = 2 and produce one TNF-α molecule when they divide, `w(zx) = `w(zy) =
1. Furthermore, we assume that they can kill 4.5 cancer cells per hour, t(zx, x) = t(zy, y) = 108.
The rate of death for the T-cell population is chosen as d(zx) = d(zy) = 0.12. These parameters
were chosen such that the qualitative behaviour of the tumor was recovered as shown in Figure
15. We chose the same parameters for the second T-cell type as for the first one because there
are no data concerning the second T-cell type.

• Choice of starting values and the scale K: We set K = 105, the initial value for the differenti-
ated melanoma cell population to 1 and to 0 for the population of dedifferentiated melanoma
cells. The ratio of differentiated and dedifferentiated cells is not known for small tumors which
do not result from cell transfer of cells of in vitro cell lines. The initial value of the T-cell
population is set to 0.02.

To sum up, biological rates (per day) and initial conditions (in 100 000 cells) are:

b(x) = 0.12 b(y) = 0.12 b(zx, x) = 2 `w(zx) = 1
d(x) = 0.02 d(y) = 0.02 t(zx, x) = 108 d(w) = 0.2
c(x, x) = 5 · 10−5 c(x, y) = 2 · 10−5 d(zx) = 0.12 sw(x, y) = 0.33
c(y, x) = 2 · 10−5 c(y, y) = 5 · 10−5

s(x, y) = 0.0008 s(y, x) = 0.065
nx(0) = 1 ny(0) = 0 nzx(0) = 0.02 K = 105

(5.3)

The therapy with one type of T-cells pushes the tumor down to a microscopic level for 50 to
60 days as shown in Figure 14. The decrease is fast but at the order of days (not hours). In the
simulations two scenarios can occur: first, the relapse consists mainly of differentiated melanoma
cells and the melanoma reaches its original size again after 90 days. This is the case when the
T-cells died out (shown on the left of Figure 14). Second, the relapse consists to a high amount
of dedifferentiated cells. This is the case when the T-cells survived the phase when the tumor was
small and become active again and kill differentiated cancer cells (shown on the right of Figure
14). In this case the tumor reaches its original size again after roughly 190 days. On the left of
Figure 15 the experimental data of [30] are shown. On the right of the figure the results of our
simulations for parameters as indicated in Equations (5.3) are shown. Each line corresponds to the
total size of a tumor measured in diameter and tracked over time. The lines for the experimental
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Fig. 14: Two different relapse behaviour

data marked by ACT correspond to the cases in the simulations where the active T-cells died out.
In the experiments there might be T-cells present but they lost their function and cannot kill the
differentiated melanoma cells. They can be restimulated and become active again which is marked
as ACT+Re. This case corresponds to simulations where the population of active T-cells survived.
The timescale for the experimental data start at day 0 of DMBA, i.e. day 0 of tumor initiation.
We do not model this phase and thus the simulated curves start at the tumor measurements. Note
that labelling of time axis is the same in both figures. One can see that the experimental findings
are met very well by the simulations.

Fig. 15: Comparison of experimental (Left) and simulated (Right) data.

As there are no data for the case of two T-cells, numerical simulations of such a therapy strategy
should be seen as predictions. For the new T-cell population we chose the same parameters as for
the first population, just the target is different.

The additional parameters are:

t(zy, y) = 108 `w(zy) = 1 b(zy, y) = 2 d(zy) = 0.12 nzy (0) = 0.02
(5.4)

With the above deduced parameters and the guess for the parameters for a second type of T-
cell the therapy approach seems to be very promising: almost all simulations have shown a cure for
these parameters as shown on the left of Figure 16. Only very few times a relapse occurs as shown
on the right of Figure 16. Nevertheless, it was pointed out in subsection 4.1.2 that the behaviour of
the system with two types of T-cells can be very complicated. It depends strongly on the choice of



26 Baar, Coquille, Mayer, Hölzel, Rogava, Tüting, Bovier

certain parameters, e.g. on the switching parameters. In order to give a reliable prediction we need
data to obtain safer estimates for the most important parameters, which seem to be the switching
and killing rates as well as the initial values at the beginning of therapy. Moreover, it is of course
possible that in reality something happens which is not possible to predict with this model, e.g.
an additional escape strategy of the dedifferentiated melanoma cells could be observed.

Fig. 16: Two possible behaviours for therapy with two different types of
T-cells

5.2 Initial values

Also the initial values play an important role for the success of a therapy. When we consider the
case of therapy with T-cells of one specificity increasing the initial amount of T-cells has the fol-
lowing effect: the melanoma cells are killed faster, the minimum of the population of differentiated
melanoma cells reaches a lower minimum and as a consequence also the T-cells pass through a
lower and broader minimum in the deterministic system.

The probability that the T-cells die out increases and a differentiated relapse is observed more
often than in the case of a smaller initial T-cell population. Moreover, the broadening of the
minima causes a “delay” and both kind of relapses (mainly differentiated or dedifferentiated one)
appear later compared to the lower initial value of T-cells. But since the T-cells die out more often
the tumor reaches its original size on average earlier. For the parameters of subsection 5.1, taking
an initial value 10 times as large as done in the subsection can cause a cure very rarely. If it is set
to half the number of cancer cells a cure can be observed more often. But such a high amount of
T-cells is probably infeasible.

5.3 Therapy-induced early mutation

Therapy can also have an effect on the probability for a mutation to appear and the expected
time until mutations appear as explained in subsection 4.3. Therapy for a tumor which stays in
an equilibrium under influence of birth-reducing competition can increase proliferation and thus
mutation rates in comparison to an untreated tumor. In this case the treatment could lead to
earlier mutations and thus earlier aggressive tumor variants which is not desirable.
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14. M. Costa, C. Hauzy, N. Loeuille, and S. Méléard. Stochastic eco-evolutionary model of a prey-predator com-
munity. July 2014, arXiv:1407.3069.

15. Dieckmann and Law. Moment approximations of individual-based models. In U. Dieckmann, R. Law, and
J. A. J. Metz, editors, The geometry of ecological interactions: simplifying spatial complexity, pages 252–270.
Cambridge University Press, 2000.

16. R. Eftimie, J. Bramson, and D. Earn. Interactions between the immune system and cancer: A brief review of
non-spatial mathematical models. Bulletin of Mathematical Biology, 73(1):2–32, 2011.

17. S. N. Ethier and T. G. Kurtz. Markov processes. Wiley Series in Probability and Mathematical Statistics:
Probability and Mathematical Statistics. John Wiley & Sons, Inc., New York, 1986.
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