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Abstract

In this paper we consider a model based on branching process theory for the proliferation and the dissemination
network of T cells in the adaptive immune response. A multi-type Galton Watson branching process is assumed
as the basic proliferation mechanism, associated to the migration of T cells of the different generations from
the draining lymph node to the spleen and other lymphoid organs. Time recursion equations for the mean
values and the covariance matrices of the the cell population counts are derived in all the compartments of the
network model. Moreover, a normal approximation of the log-likelihood function of the cell relative frequencies
is derived, which allows one to obtain estimates of both the probability parameters of the branching process

and the migration rates in the various compartments of the network.

1 Moment computation for the network compartments

In this Section we derive the first and second order moments of cell counts in the different compartments of the
network model. A proliferation mechanism following a memoryless branching process known in the literature as
a multi-type Galton Watson process is adopted. Population mean values and covariance matrices are essential
tools both for stochastic simulation of the network and for implementing the parameter estimation procedure
described in Section S2. We start our development by considering the source node of our network, i.e., the

draining lymph node.
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Draining lymph node

The classical multi-type Galton Watson branching process (MGW)is a prototypical branching process, rep-
resenting the evolution of a population whose members reproduce and die subject to random laws (see the
classical textbooks (1, 2)). The generation of a cell, which is defined as the number division steps the cells
undergoes before its birth, represents the type of that cell. We will denote by At the sampling time (or time
step) of the discrete time process describing the proliferation. The generic time point ¢ = n At will be denoted
by n. Let the state of the population in the draining lymph node at time n be represented by the vector
Zy(n) = [Zaro(n), Zar1(n), Zar2(n), ..., Zarp(n)], where Zy, ;(n) are discrete random variables given by the
counts of cells after i divisions, being p the maximum generation considered.

It is well known that a MGW process is a homogeneous vector Markov process Zg,-(n), n € N, with the following

properties (see (1, 2)):

P1) each cell action is independent from others;

P2) each cell offspring generates its own branching process;

P3) at each time point, the cell has no memory about previous time steps.

In the most simple setting, a cell of type i can make three probabilistic decisions during each time step At:

D1) remain in the same generation i with probability d;;

D2) divide to generate two cells of type i + 1 with probability v;;

D3) die with probability a;.

The transition from Zg,-(n) to Zg4-(n 4+ 1) in one time step is regulated by the probability generating function

(pef):

f(s) = [fO(S);fl(S)af2(s); .. -afp(s)]T ) (1)
where
s =[S0, 81,82, .-, Sp| € CPrl s <1,
and
fi(s):5i5i+7i512+1+ai7 i:()vla"'apila (2)
fo(8) = ap + 6psyp. (3)

It is clear that the i — th component of f(s) expresses all the possible outcomes of a cell of type ¢ in one time

step. Letting 1 = [1,...,1], this concept is expressed by the property that f;(1) = 1, which implies that



a;+6;+v=1,i=0,1,2,...,p—1 and, because we assume that cells of generation p can only die or survive,
ap + 0, = 1. This assumption is due to the fact that in our experimental setup, the CFSE fluorescence intensity
becomes negligible for generations higher than p.

The moments of the MGW process can be expressed in terms of derivatives of f;(s) (see (1, 2)). Specifically,
the mean value of type j cell count at the time point 1 starting from a single cell of type ¢ at the time point 0,

is given by
8Sj

Myrij = E[Zar (1) | Zar(0) = &;] = i, 7=0,1,...,p, (4)

s=1
where e;,0 < ¢ < p denotes a vector whose ¢ + 1 — th component is 1 and whose other components are 0. Since
our Markov process is stationary, we can easily derive the transition matrix Mg, € R®*+1+1) which maps cell

counts at time n to cell counts at time n + 1:

d 2v% O 0 0 0
0 51 2’}/1 0

0 0 52 2’)/2 0 0
Mdr = X . . . . (5)

It is easy to check that the mean value of Zg,-(n) conditional to a given state Zg-(n — 1) is:
E[Zd7(n) | Zdr(n - 1)] = Zdr(n - 1)Md7' . (6)
The mean value p,, is obtained by taking expectaction with respect to Zg-(n — 1) in (6]):

tar () = [aro(n), ..., harp(n)] = E[Zar(n)] = pgp(n — 1)May . (7)

For computing the covariance matrix of cell counts Zg4,-(n), we start by calculating the conditional second order

moment E[Z% (n)Za,(n) | Zar(n —1)]:

E(Z,(n)Zar(n) | Zar(n — 1)] =
E(Zg,(n) | Zar(n — D)E(Zar(n) | Zar(n — 1)] + Cov[Zar (n) | Zar(n — 1)] = (8)
M, Zj, (n — 1)Zar(n — 1)Mar + Y27 ViZara(n — 1) ,

where V; represents the one step covariance matrix for one cell present in the state Z(0) = e; (see (1)):

_[92fils) _ 9fils) 9i(s) o
Vi = 5505, ~ s 0s, . i j (9)




(Vi = [P0 208 ((_0h) "

By taking expectation with respect to Zg,(n — 1) in (8) we get the second order moment S, (n):

S:lr(n) = E[Zgr(n)ZdT(n)] = MgTSZT(n - 1)Mdr + Z Vlﬂdr,l(n - 1) . (11)
=0

Then, we get the covariance matrix Sg,(n) recursion by considering that Sg-(n) = S5.(n) — pl (n) g, (n):

p
Sar(n) = M§,Sar(n — DMay + > Viptara(n —1) . (12)
=0

Now, we want to extend this basic model by allowing the presence of migration from the draining lymph
node. To this purpose, we introduce the r.v.’s n; ¢ = 1,2,...,p — 1 representing binomial random variables
associated to the cells of different types. We assume that n; = 1 if the cell of type i migrates in a time step At
and n; = 0 if the cell of type i doesn’t migrate. We denote by m; and 1 —m,;, ¢ = 1,2,...,p— 1 the probabilities
of the two possible events, respectively. Notice that, we assume here that the naive T cells (type 0) and the
highest generation cells(type p) have null migration probabilities, i.e., mg = m, = 0. This is in accordance with
biological knowledge on the process and the fact that the CFSE measuring equipment has limited resolution.

Now, we introduce the pgf’s describing the MGW process with the presence of migration:

fdr,i(s) = 51(17m1)81+’)/1(17m1+1)55+1 +Ozi, i:O,l,...,p—l (13)
farp(s) = psp+ay .
Notice that the parameters a;,7 =0,1,...,p — 1 in the first equation above have a meaning different from the

‘mortality’ rate of the basic model (without migration). Here, they take into account the cumulative effect of
death and migration of cells of the various generations.
Hence, we can use () with the pgf’s in ([I3)) for computing the transition matrix of the process in our source

node My, € RPH1:P+L in the presence of migration:

do  270(1 —my) 0 0 0 0
0 61(L—m1) 271(1—mo) 0
M, — 0 0 d2(1 * ms2) 2’72(1. —ms) .0 0 - (14)
: : : . . 0
0 (I =mp-1)dp—1 271
0 0 0 0 0 5,



Then, with a slight abuse of notation, we will replace the mean value and covariance recursive equations (7))

and (I2) with the following expressions holding in the presence of migration:

l‘l’dr(n) = l"’dr(o)Mgr ’ (15)
p
Sdr(n) - Mgrsdr(n - 1)Mdr + Z Vl,udr,l(n - 1) ’ (16)
=0

where the one time step covariance matrices V; are again computed through (@) and (I0).
Now, we can derive the conditional expected value of the migrating T cells from the draining lymph node

by introducing the probability generating function for one cell of type [ in one time step:

fmig,O (S) = ’70m13%
fmigi(s) = &mus;+ymigasi, L l=1,...,p—2, a7
fmigp-1(8) = Op_1mp_15,-1
Jmigp = 0
S = [S0,81,82,--+,8] €ECPTL |5 <1,1=0,1,...,p.
Then, we get the conditional expected value of migrating T cells at time point n as:
ElZig(n)|Zar(n — 1)] = Zar(n — 1)Mypnig (18)
where again the transition matrix M,,;, € R®+1P+1) is computed through (@) with the pgf’s in (I7):
0 2’}/07711 0 0 0 0
0 m151 2"}’17’)@2 0
0 0 m252 2727713 0 0
Mg = _ (19)
0 : 0
0 mpfl(;pfl 0
0 0 0 0 0 0

By taking expectation over Zg,(n — 1) in (I8), we get the mean value of migrating T cells p,,,;,(n) € RP*!

at time point n:

l‘l’ng(n) = l'l’dr(n - 1)Mmig .



To compute the covariance matrix at time point 1, S,i,(n) € RPHLPH e first derive the conditional and

unconditional second order moments of the migrating cell counts:

E[Z],;y(0)Zinig(n) | Zar(n —1)] =
E[Z];,(n) | Zar(n — V))E[Zmig(n) | Zar(n — 1)] + Cov[Zmig(n) | Zap(n —1)] = (20)
M7 Za, (0 = 1) Zar(n — DMoig + 327 Vinigi Zari(n — 1)

where V,,;4, represents the one step covariance matrix of one cell of type | available for migration from the
draining lymph node. These matrices can be computed again through equations ([@) and ({I0), with the pgf’s in
.

By taking expectation over Zg,-(n — 1), we get:

p
:Fnig (n) = E[Zﬁzg (n)zmlg (n)] = MﬁigS:;r(n - 1)Mmi9 + vaig,ludr,l (n - 1)
=0

Then, the covariance matrix is readily obtained:

Smlg(n) = S:nzg (TL) - ll’ﬁzg (n)ll”ng (’I’L)
= Mﬁigsdr (n - 1)Mmig + Zfzo Vmig,lﬂdr,l(n - 1) .

Transfer compartment

Assuming a time step equal to 4 hours and that T cells take approximately 12 hours to move from the draining
lymph node to the distal compartments, the transfer compartment can be built by assembling 3 serial subcom-
partments TR1, TR2 and TR3 (see Fig. [M). Of course, any different choice would not impact on the structure
of the model, which is very flexible in this respect. Clearly, a rough knowledge of the migration time and of the

time step, i.e., the mean division time, is necessary for appropriately structuring the transfer compartment.

Figure 1: Network model schematization. We assume our network model composed by draining lymph
node(dr), transfer compartment with its subcompartments TR1, TR2 and TR3 where the T cell immigrate in
the mesenteric (mes), iliac (il) distal lymph nodes and spleen (spl).

We assume that migrating T cells Z,,;4(n) at time point n are located in the TR1 subcompartment. We

denote by Zr g1 (n) the T cells counts vector of the first subcompartment. Then, the mean value pp g, (n) € RPFL



and covariance matrix Sppi(n) € RPTLPTY are:

Prri(n) = ElZrri(n)] = g (n) (22)

Srri(n) = Smig(n) . (23)

After one time step in the TR1 compartment, the cells Zr g1 (n) undergo a transition while moving to the TR2

subcompartment, according to the pgf f,-(s) = [fir.05 fir1s- -, firp], defined as:

firo(s) = 0
firi(s) = fi(s),i=1,2,...,p—1 (24)
ftr,p(s) = 0.

From these pgf’s we easily derive the transition matrix My, € R®+1.r+1);

0 0 0 0 0 0
0 51 2’71 0
0 0 (52 2’72 0 0

MtT: X
0 : 0

0 0 O 0 0 0

Hence the conditional mean value of cell counts in the TR2 compartment is given by:
ZTRQ(TL) = E[ZTRQ(TL>|ZTR1 (TL - 1)] == ZTRl (TL - I)Mtr . (25)
By taking expectation over Zrri(n — 1) in (25), we get:

Prpa(n) = E[Zrra(n)] = prp(n — 1) My, . (26)

The covariance matrix Stge(n) € R®+1L.r+1) at time point n can be easily computed following the same steps

as for Sy,ig:

P
Str2(n) = M] Srri(n — 1)My, + Z Vipurgri(n—1), (27)
=1

where Vi, is obtained through (@) and (I0) by using the pgf’s introduced in ([24]).
Concerning the splitting of the cell population among the the distal lymph nodes and spleen, we model this

phenomenon as contemporary to the transition to the third transfer subcompartment. Hence, at the the end of



the third transfer time step, we are able to compute the three distinct subpopulations in the subcompartment
TR3 (see Fig. 2). This step is described in the next subsection together with the proliferation in the distal

nodes.

Distal lymph nodes and spleen

The cell population evolution in the distal lymph nodes and spleen depends on the intrinsic proliferation pro-
cess and the immigration flow from the transfer compartment. Since we assume that splitting of the mi-
grating population takes place during the transition from TR2 to TR3, we can compute the three flows of
cells directed to the distal compartments, directly at the level of the third transfer subcompartment. The
flow from the TR2 compartment towards the distal nodes is divided into three distinct components named
ZrR3 spi(N), ZrRs3,i1 (), ZTRS,mes (n) to identify the number of cells addressed to the spleen, iliac and mesen-
teric lymph nodes, respectively. We will denote by pspis Pmess Pits (Pit + Pmes + pspi = 1) the probabilities that a
cell decides to move to the spleen, the mesenteric or the iliac node. At the same time, our model takes care of a
proliferation transition during the ‘splitting’ time step, according to the MGW pgf modified to account for the
splitting. In the remaining part of this section, we will make reference to the spleen, giving for granted that sim-
ilar formulas hold for the other distal compartments. The transition function from Zrgra(n) to Zrrs,spi(n+ 1)

is regulated by the following pgf:

113,591 () = [fTR35p1.0(S)s FTR35p1,1(S),s FTR3spL2(S)s - - s FTR3spLp(S)] T (28)
where
s =[S0, 81,82, --,Sp| € CPtl s <1,
and
frraspro(s) = 0
frraspli(s) = pspidisi + pspivisiy + (1= psptdi — pspiyi)yi = 1,...,p = 1 (29)
fTR3spl,p(S) = (1 - pspl(sp) + pspl6PSP :

Then, the conditional mean value of Zrgs spi(n) is given by:

ZrR3,sp1(n) = ElZrRrs,spi(n)|Zrra(n — 1)) = Zrra(n — 1)Mgprit, spi (30)

where

Msplit,spl = psletT . (31)



Expectation over Zpga(n — 1) leads to:

BrRs,spi() = Mo (n— 1) Maplit,spl (32)

By using the same machinery adopted before, we get the recursion for the cell counts covariance matrix:

p
StRrs,spi(n) = szlit,splSTR2(n — 1)Mpiit,spt + Z V (spiit,spl), i TR2, (1 — 1) (33)
=1

where V (gpi1 spi),1 the one step covariance matrix for one cell of type [, which can be derived by exploiting 29).
Now, we turn to the computation of the mean and the covariance matrix of cell counts in the spleen. Before

doing this, we have to quantify the immigrating flow Ay (n) in the spleen and its covariance matrix:

Asp(n) = ElZspi(n)|Zspi(n = 1) = 0] = prps ou(n)
Wapi(n) = Cov[Zspi(n)|Zspi(n —1) = 0] = Srrasp(n) -

(34)

Now, we can compute the conditional expected value of cell counts in the spleen, by considering the MGW

process with the immigration flow (40):

Zgp (n) = E[Zsz)l(n)|zsz)l (n - 1)] = Zgpl (n —1)Myist + ’\sz)l(n) ) (35)

where Mg, = My,. By taking expectation over Zgpy (n — 1), we get:

Hspi (n) = Hspi (TL - 1>Mdi5t + )‘SPl (n) . (36)

Finally, we can compute the covariance matrix Syp;(n) through the usual machinery, by suitably taking into

account the immigrating population adding to the standard MGW process:

P
Sspi(n) = MZl;stSSPI(n = 1)Maist + Z Virapspri(n —1) + Wpi(n) (37)
=1

where W, (n) is given by (34) and (B3).

2 Normal approximation for the log likelihood function of the cell
relative frequencies

All in vivo CFSE experiments require to sacrifice animals to collect data. This means that measurements taken

at different time points actually refer to different individuals. This fact introduces an inter-individual stochastic



variability in terms of T cell counts which need be addressed in our inference scheme.

To take into account this issue, model identification has been performed by using relative frequencies as model
variables instead of T cell counts. This choice mainly based on the results in (3 ), allows one to derive an
explicit expression for the asymptotic log-likelihood function of the relative frequencies when dealing only with
one draining lymph node(3-5). When dealing with the entire network, the inference problem becomes much
more complicated. Also in our context, we take a relative frequency approach, which will allow us to derive a
closed form expression for a normal approximation to the log-likelihood function. To this purpose, we introduce
the vectors Z(n) = [Zar(n), Ziyy (1), Ziy(n), Zinea(n)] € R and pa(n) = [ty ilyy (n). 1 (), s ()] € RP
where prot = dp+1 and Z7,(n), Zj;(n), Zy,es(n), piy (0); 15 (n), prryes(n) € RP represent the cell counts and the
mean values vectors computed in the previous section, with the exclusion of the first component representing
naive (type 0) T cells. Similarly, we introduce the covariance matrices S ,(n), Sj;(n), S}, (n) and build up the

overall cell counts covariance matrix as

Sar (TL) 0 0 0
0 S:pl (n) 0 0
S(n) = e R(Ptot:Prot) (38)
0 0 S5 (n) 0
0 0 0 Shes(n)

We highlight that the matrix S(n) is introduced to incorporate the measurements taken at the different lymph
nodes and spleen in the likelihood function. The block diagonal form is justified by the fact that the measure-
ments performed in the different model compartments are independent. In order to construct the likelihood
function, let A(n) € RPtet be the vector random variable representing the relative frequencies at time point n.

The ¢ — th component of A(n) is defined as

where U(n) = Y"1/ Z;(n). Notice that > '/ A;(n) = 1. Let r(n) be a vector whose components are:

pi(n) .
ri(n): ° alzla---aptot . (40)
i pi(n)

Following arguments similar to those used in (3), let us introduce the matrix A(n) whose entries are given by:

(A(n))u = (S()}/*(1 —ri(n)), (41)
(An)y = —(Sm)/*(1—r;(n)), (42)
,j = 1,2,....Dt, t #J.

10



Moreover, define

D(n) = A(n)TR(n)A(n), (43)

where R(n) is the correlation matrix of the cell counts, whose entries are given by

TSP

Then, the mean and the covariance matrix of relative frequencies can be derived as:

E[A(n)] = [7’1 (n)a < Tpiot (n)]T
X(n) = D(n)/(3CH ni(n))?
Since we know that Y 7' A;(n) = 1, the relative frequencies distribution is degenerate. To this purpose,

considering any subset of relative frequencies in the p;,; dimensional vector of relative frequencies and the
related covariance matrix, named (with abuse of notation) A(n) = [Ai(n),..., Ay, —1)(n)]T € RPrer=1 and
3(n) € RProt=LProe =1 e get

E[Am)] = [n()-. .- 0)]"

. (45)
X(n) = D(n)/(C pi(n)®

where D(n) is defined like in (@3) through suitably rearranged submatrices of A(n). The above equations allow
us to construct the normal approximation to the log-likelihood function for our estimation problem. In fact,
assume that ¢, mice are sacrificed at the time point n. Denote by ¢, (n), k =1,2,...,¢,, the relative frequency
measurements at the timepoint n, and by X;(n) the relative frequencies covariance matrix at the same time

point. Then, the contribution to the normal approximation of the log likelihood function at time n is given by:

L(O:m) =~ n(2m) — 3" logfdet(S(m) — 3 S (Culn) — x(m) (Siln) " Culn) —x(m) . (46)
k=1 k=1

where r(n) and X (n) are functions of the probability parameter vector

0= [605705613/715 .. '76p—157p—156p5m13 .. 'amp—lapsplapilapmes]T'

Of course, if independent measurements are taken at different time points n = ny,...,n., then the global

negative approximate log likelihood function is

LO)=- L(O;n,) . (47)

=1

Notice that actually the cost function defined in (8] would represent the true log likelihood function if the

11



relative frequencies were normally distributed: this is the case (asymptotically) when dealing with the draining
lymph node only (see (3-5)). In our case, the cost function ([@7) represents a normal approximation of the neg-
ative log likelihood function, because we have no guarantee on the asymptotic normality of relative frequencies.

By minimizing the cost function function @), we get parameter estimates:

6 = arg {min(L£(0)} (48)
s.t.
0<6;<1,0<yu<1, 6i+7<1,i=0,1,...,p—1
0<m; <1, i=1,...,p—1
0<6, <1,
0<psp <1, 0<pag <1, 0< pres <1,

Pspl + Pit + Pmes = 1.
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