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Abstract. We study the stochastic model developed by Baar et al., 2015 for the mod-
eling of immunotherapy against melanoma skin cancer. In the first part, we estimate the
parameters of the deterministic limit of the model based on the biological data of tumor
growth in mice which are provided in Landsberg et al.,2012. The main statistical tools we
use are the NonLinear Mixed Effects Models (NLMEM) and the Stochastic Approxima-
tion Expectation Maximization (SAEM) algorithm. With the estimated parameters, we
head back to the stochastic model and calculate the probability that the T cells all get
exhausted during the treatment. We show that for biologically reasonable values of the
parameters, an early relapse is due to stochastic fluctuations (complete T cells exhaustion)
with a non negligible probability. In the second part, assuming that the relapse is related
to the T cell exhaustion, we propose to optimize the treatment plan (treatment doses and
restimulation times) by minimizing the T cell exhaustion probability at different stages of
the disease evolution.

1. Introduction

Cancer is a group of more than 100 different diseases causing a large number of deaths
a year worldwide [15]. It begins when cells start to grow uncontrollably due to genetic
changes which impair their normal evolution. It can develop almost anywhere in the body.
Cancer is a complex disease, difficult to study biologically (expensive and time consuming
to experiment with animals and humans). In this context, mathematical modeling can
be an excellent tool for emitting or confirming biological assumptions with less expensive
experiments.

When it is diagnosed quickly, cancer can be treated by chemotherapy, surgery, radio-
therapy or by immunotherapy [1, 16, 23, 31]. Immunotherapy is a recent treatment that
reactivates the immune system to kill cancer cells. In this paper we are interested by the
Adoptive Cell Transfer (ACT) therapy to treat melanoma in mice with cytotoxic T cells,
as experimented by Landsberg et al., 2012. This immunotherapeutic approach involves
the stimulation of T cells which recognize one specific type of melanoma tumor cells (dif-
ferentiated melanoma cells) through special markers on their surface. The stimulated T
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Figure 1. Main cell interactions in ACT Therapy: The killing of a differentiated
melanoma cell by a T cell produces more T cells and cytokines TNFα (first line); the
switch between differentiated and dedifferentiated melanoma cells is reversible (second
line); a T cell cannot kill a dedifferentiated melanoma cell (third line) [4, 22].

cells are then able to kill these differentiated melanoma cells. The authors of [22] showed
that during the inflammation induced by the therapy, pro-inflammatory cytokines called
TNFα (Tumor Necrosis Factor) which are released in the body enhance a cell-type switch:
the markers on the differentiated cancer cells disappear. They become dedifferentiated,
and cannot get killed by T cells anymore. The resulting tumor tissue consists of both
differentiated and dedifferentiated melanoma cells. Note that the switch is reversible (i.e,
the melanoma cells can recover their initial type) and it does not require cell division or
mutation.

Figure 1 illustrates the described interactions between cells during the treatment: the
production of more T cells (plus the production of cytokines TNFα) when a T cell kills
a differentiated melanoma cell; the cell-type switch between differentiated and dedifferen-
tiated melanoma cells; and the fact that a T cell cannot kill a dedifferentiated melanoma
cell.

In immunotherapy (as in other treatments against cancer) the relapse is one of the
main problems to manage. The authors of [4, 22] describe two kinds of relapse in the ACT
therapy. First, T cells only recognize the differentiated cancer cells through special markers
and not the dedifferentiated cancer cells that do not possess these markers on their surface.
Thus, T cells are not capable of killing these dedifferentiated cells, which growth implies a
relapse as shown on Figure 2. Second, T cells can become exhausted (their quantity falls
down below a certain threshold) and they no longer kill differentiated cancer cells thus
causing a relapse. This problem was addressed in [22] by T cells restimulation, which only
lead to a delay in the occurrence of the relapse.

In these recent years, a lot of potentials have been seen in immunotherapy treatments,
including the possibility of higher effectiveness [32] with lower side effects. It should be
noted that, while immunotherapy techniques have shown very few and less serious side
effects, long-term effects have not yet been studied in clinical trials. These promising
new treatments are thus still to be understood. An alternative to long clinical trials
which are costly is to study long term effects (treatment failure and relapse) through the
development of mathematical models. Numerous mathematical models have been proposed
for the cancer study: deterministic models mainly based on partial differential equations
or ordinary differential equations [5, 26, 35, 36], stochastic models like individual-based
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Figure 2. Relapse with dedifferentiated melanoma cells (in red) not killed by T cells
[22]. The ACT therapy induces an inflammation and the melanoma cells react to this envi-
ronmental change by switching their type (special markers on the differentiated melanoma
cell surface disappear). The T cells are not capable of killing switched differentiated
melanoma cells, and a relapse is observed: the tumor grows again. The switch thus allows
tumors to be resistant to the therapy.

models or diffusion models [4, 9, 27] and often a combination of both [2, 29]. Longitudinal
data are very common in cancer studies. Mixed effects models [28] are well adapted to
such data and are often involved in parameter estimation in cancer models [7, 13, 17].
Maximum likelihood methods are used in [3] for estimating the growth function of tumors
and in [20] to estimate the growth and metastatic rates of primary breast cancer; bayesian
methods like Approximate Bayesian Computation (ABC) are used in [34] for analyzing
colorectal cancer or in [37] for investigating on breast cancer dormancy.

The purpose of the present paper is to study the relapse and failure of skin cancer im-
munotherapy in mice using mathematical models. First, we estimate the parameters of the
mathematical model developed by Baal et al. [4] which is adapted to the problem. Then,
with the estimated parameters, we study the treatment relapse and failure focusing on T
cell exhaustion and propose to optimize the treatment plan. The stochastic individual-
based model recently proposed by [4] aims to model the ACT therapy in [22]. Its main
features are: modeling the reproduction and the death of cancer cells and active T cells
with birth and death processes [19] (the stimulation of T cells is modeled as birth of active
T cells and their exhaustion as death of active T cells); modeling the switch between the
two types of melanoma cancer cells; taking into account the interactions between cancer
cells and T cells in a predator-prey framework [6, 11]. The different events (reproduction,
death and switch events) occur at exponential random times in the model calibrated by
rate parameters. The limit in large population (large number of cells) of the stochastic
model is expressed in the form of a deterministic differential system [4]. The authors of
[4] have provided a set of biologically reasonable parameters for which the stochastic sys-
tem exhibits exhaustion of the T cells with high probability. However, these parameters
have been calibrated numerically [4] but not estimated from real data. Our first objective
is thus to estimate these parameters from real biological data. The direct estimation of
parameters in the stochastic model is problematic due to its likelihood function defined
as a multiple integral over a high dimension event space. To the best of our knowledge,
there exists no statistical method to estimate the parameters of such models. As an ap-
proximation, we consider the likelihood of the limiting deterministic differential system.
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We therefore estimate the parameters of the model through its deterministic limit using
experimental data of tumor growth in mice provided by [22]. The database is composed
of tumor size measurements along time in three groups of mice: a control group showing
the tumor growth in absence of treatment, a group treated with ACT therapy and a group
with ACT therapy and restimulation, i.e. reinjection of T cells. This last group allows to
study the effect of the restimulation on the relapse. We analyze these longitudinal data
simultaneously with a Non-Linear Mixed Effects Model (NLMEM) that takes into account
the variability between the mice (population and individual parameters are estimated)
[28]. The Stochastic Approximation Expectation Maximization (SAEM) algorithm [12] is
used to estimate the parameters of the NLMEM.

Once the parameters have been estimated, the T cell exhaustion phenomenon is studied
by heading back to the stochastic model. Indeed, complete exhaustion is a purely stochastic
phenomenon which is not modeled by the deterministic system. As T cell exhaustion can
be a rare event, we estimate it using a splitting Monte Carlo method adapted to rare event
probability estimation [18, 25]. We observe that, in the range of parameters estimated
from real data, the exhaustion probability can be large, which confirms a conjecture in [4].

As this kind of relapse can be delayed by restimulation of T cells, our second objective
is to optimize the ACT protocol in this sense. We propose a treatment optimization
plan based on the computation of optimal treatment doses and restimulation times by
minimizing the T cell exhaustion probability at different stages of the disease evolution.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we present the experimental data used
for parameter estimation. In Section 3, the stochastic model and its deterministic limit
are described. In Section 4, we first present the statistical tools involved in the parameter
estimation of the deterministic system, as well as the estimated parameter values. Second,
we describe the T cell exhaustion probability estimation procedure and estimate the ex-
haustion probability as a function of the T cells death rate. In Section 5, we perform the
ACT treatment optimization and present the related results.

2. Experimental data

We first describe the experimental setup of [22], from which we use the data. Initially a
small number of melanoma cells is placed inside each mouse of the experiment. So, the
initial size of the tumor is very small. Mice are then split into 3 groups: untreated mice
playing the role of a control group (denoted CTRL) and treated mice composed of two
subgroups: mice treated once with ACT therapy (denoted ACT) and mice treated twice
with ACT therapy (denoted ACT+Re). After 70 days (at time ta = 70), mice of the groups
ACT and ACT+Re receive a dose d70 of a T cell stimulant activating 2000 T cells and
conferring them the ability to kill differentiated melanoma cells. The mice in the group
ACT+Re receive an additional dose dRe of the T-cell stimulant after 160 days re-activating
2000 T cells .

During the experiment, the tumor development is measured by palpation when the tumor
is small and digital photography when the tumor is larger. The tumor size is measured
weekly using a vernier caliper and recorded as mean diameter [22]. The database contains
longitudinal data for 19 mice (after eliminating the mouse number 16 which has only two
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observations). It is composed of 5 mice of the group CTRL (with an average number of
10 observations); 7 mice of the group ACT (with an average number of 26 observations);
and 7 mice of the group ACT+Re (with an average number of 33 observations).

The measure of tumor size less than 2 mm is very inaccurate due to the difficulties
of palpation. Thus, these values are left censored (they represent numbers in the range
]0, 1.99]). For tumor size between 2 mm and 3 mm, the inaccuracy is still important on
the measures, about 1 mm. These values are interval censored between [2, 3]. Mice with
tumor size exceeding 10 mm or showing signs of illness are killed. This means that for
some mice, the last measurement indicating 10 mm is considered to be 10 mm or more,
and are considered as right censored (they represent numbers in the range [10, + ∞[).
The other tumor sizes between 3 mm and 10 mm are considered correctly measured with
a measurement accuracy around 0.5 mm.

Figure 3 represents the evolution of the tumor diameter along time for all the mice in
the database. The three censorships are illustrated by aligned horizontal points. Excluded
the observations at t0 = 0, all the observations of the mice in the group CTRL are greater
than 2 mm, so they are not concerned by the left-censorship. Observe that the three
groups of mice are distinguished on the figure by the rapidity in the evolution of their
tumor size: the CTRL mice (in blue) correspond to the mice whose tumor size reaches
quickly 10 mm around the 100th day, the ACT mice (in red) correspond to the mice whose
tumor size reaches 10 mm between the 240 and 300 days and finally the ACT+Re mice
(in green) correspond to the mice whose tumor size reaches 10 mm beyond the 300th day.
The treatment and retreatment times are indicated by (black) vertical dotted lines. We
distinguish two phases in the ACT therapy (for treated mice): the growth phase (before
ta = 70) and the treatment phase (after ta = 70). Note that the mice in the group CTRL
have only the tumor growth phase.

3. Modeling tumor growth under treatment

3.1. Stochastic model. The stochastic model proposed in [4] for tumor growth under
ACT therapy consists in a four-dimensional continuous time Markov process Z(t) =
(M(t), D(t), T (t), A(t)) ∈ N4 with M(t) the population of differentiated melanoma cells,
D(t) the population of dedifferentiated melanoma cells, T (t) the population of active T
cells, and A(t) the population of cytokines TNFα at time t.

The growth phase of the disease (t < 70) is characterized by the reproduction and
death of melanoma cancer cells (M(t), D(t)) plus the natural switch between these two
cancer cell populations. At this stage, there are no active T cells nor cytokines TNFα
(T (t) = 0, A(t) = 0). The evolution of M(t) and D(t) is modeled by birth and death
processes [19] including additional terms modeling the switches between the two cancer
cell populations. The model described here corresponds to that of the control mice. It
starts from (M(0) = M0, D(0) = 0) withM0 the initial quantity of differentiated melanoma
cells.

At time t = 70 (beginning of treatment), a dose d70 of the T cell stimulant is injected in
the system activating 2000 T cells (T (70) = 2000). Then, all the four populations (M(t),
D(t), T (t), A(t)) evolve starting with initial conditions (M(70), D(70), T (70) = 2000,
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Figure 3. Tumor diameter (mm) along time (days) in the groups CTRL (dashed line
in blue), ACT (solid line in red), ACT+Re (dotted line in green). The three types of
censorship are indicated by the horizontal lines at diameter = 1.99 mm, 3 mm and 10
mm. The treatment at the 70th day and the re-treatement at the 160th day (for ACT+Re
mice) are indicated by the vertical dotted lines.

A(70) = 0). The system models the evolution of differentiated melanoma cells M(t)
(preys) in the presence of active T cells T (t) (predators) as a predator-prey framework.
An additional natural exhaustion of active T cells is modeled by a simple death process. A
deterministic production of cytokines A(t) occurs at each T cell reproduction event while
the death of cytokines is modeled by a death process. An additional cytokine induced
switch from a differentiated melanoma cell to a dedifferentiated one is also modeled. The
model described at this stage corresponds to that of the group ACT.

At time t = 160, an additional dose dRe of the T-cell stimulant is injected in the system
for the mice in the group ACT+Re activating 2000 T cells (T (160) = T (160) + 2000). The
retreatment phase is modeled like the treatment phase by starting with initial conditions
(M(160), D(160), T (160) = T (160) + 2000, A(160)).

Figure 4 describes the dynamics of the process during the treatment phase and shows the
events occurring during this phase (see Section 2.2 of [4] for more details on the stochastic
model and its construction).

All the events in the stochastic model (natural or therapy induced birth, death and
switch) occur after exponential waiting times regulated by rate parameters. The param-
eters bM and bD in Figure 4 represent thus the birth rate of differentiated (respectively
dedifferentiated) melanoma cells and correspond to the inverse of the average waiting time
before observing the birth of a new differentiated (respectively dedifferentiated) melanoma
cell. Similarly, dM and dD correspond to the natural death rate of differentiated (re-
spectively dedifferentiated) melanoma cells while sMD and sDM represent respectively the
switching rates from differentiated melanoma cells to dedifferentiated one and the inverse.
The parameters bT and dT are respectively the birth and exhaustion rates of active T cells.
To a certain extent, bT can be seen as an effective parameter corresponding to bT = b0T −d0T
with b0T and d0T respectively the therapy induced birth and exhaustion rates of active T
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Figure 4. Dynamics of the stochastic process: natural and therapy induced
birth/death of cells, T cell exhaustion, switches between the two types of melanoma
cells and rate parameters associated to these events. M for differentiated melanoma cells;
D for dedifferentiated melanoma cells; T for T cells; A for cytokines TNFα. † symbolizes
the death of cancer cells and cytokines; E symbolizes the exhaustion of T cells. The
orientation of the arrow indicates the sense of the evolution of the population (an arrow
with the initial and end points on the same population indicates a reproduction in this
population). The values above the arrows represent the rate parameters which correspond
to the inverse of the waiting times before the related-events occur [4].

cells. Indeed, the differentiated melanoma cells secrete a substance that exhausts active T
cells with a rate d0T in addition to their natural exhaustion rate dT . The therapy induced
death of the differentiated melanoma cells is regulated by the rate parameter tT while dA
corresponds to the natural death rate of the cytokines TNFα. The product lprodA × bT rep-
resents the therapy induced production rate of the cytokines and sA is associated with the
additional switching from differentiated melanoma cells to dedifferentiated one induced
by the cytokines. We estimate these parameters as well as the initial quantity M0 of
differentiated melanoma cells which value is not fixed from one mouse to another.

3.2. Large population limit. The dynamics of the stochastic model converges in the
limit of large population of cells to the solution of the deterministic differential system [4]:

ṅM = (bM − dM)nM − sMDnM + sDMnD − sAnAnM − tTnTnM

ṅD = (bD − dD)nD + sMDnM − sDMnD + sAnAnM

ṅT = −dTnT + bTnMnT

ṅA = −dAnA + lprodA bTnMnT

(3.1)

with initial condition (nM0 , nD0 , nT0 , nA0). The quantity nX(t) ∈ R (withX = M, D, T or A)
represents the quantity of X at time t and ṅX represents the variation of this quantity
along time. Note that we work in this paper on a simplified version of the initial model
[4] which contains some competition terms (in the framework of a logistic birth and death
processes). We remove the competition terms from the model as they cannot be estimated
from the data. Indeed, mice are killed before the tumor size (number of cancer cells) can
reach the value of the (non trivial) fixed point regulated by the competition terms. To
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avoid the problem of identifiability, new parameters are introduced: rM = bM − dM and
rD = bD − dD. To ease the notations, we set dM = dD = 0 (rM = bM and rD = bD),
keeping in mind that only the difference between birth and death rates of melanoma cells
can be estimated from the data.

The different phases of the therapy are similar to the ones of the stochastic model.
During the growth phase (t < 70), only the populations of cancer cells nM(t) and nD(t)

evolve (nT (t) = 0, nA(t) = 0). All the parameters associated with the treatment are then
equal to zero. At time t = 70, the quantity of active T cells is set to nT (70) = d70. All the
four populations of cells (nM(t), nD(t), nT (t), nA(t)) evolve. At this stage, the model (3.1)
corresponds to the dynamics of the ACT group. For the group ACT+Re, an additional
quantity of active T cells is added in the system at t = 160 (nT (160) = nT (t) + dRe).

4. Study of the relapse

4.1. Parameter estimation.

4.1.1. Mixed effects model. The parameters are estimated by analyzing the data of all mice
simultaneously. To take into account the inter-mice variability, a NonLinear Mixed Effects
regression Model (NLMEM) is used [28]. Parameter estimation with NLMEMs is difficult
since the likelihood function does not have an explicit form. When the regression function
of the NLMEM is the stochastic model, the high dimension of the event space prevents to
compute the likelihood. Thus, the parameter estimation is based on the maximization of
the likelihood function of the deterministic model (3.1).

Let us define yi = (yi1, . . . , yini
) where yij is the (noisy) measurement of the tumor

diameter value for the mouse i at time tij, i = 1, . . . , N , j = 1, . . . , ni, and set y =
(y1, . . . , yN). The NLMEM is defined by:

yij = f(ψi, tij) + εij, εi ∼ N (0, σ2Ini
) and ψi = µ+ ηi, ηi ∼ N (0,Ω), (4.1)

where εi = (εi1, . . . , εini
) represents the residual error ; µ = (nM0 , rM , rD, . . . , sMD, sDM)

is a vector of fixed effects; ηi = (nM0i
, rMi

, rDi
, . . . , sMDi

, sDMi
) is a vector of random

effects independent of εi; ψi represents the vector of individual regression parameters ;
f(ψi, t) = (nM(ψi, t) + nD(ψi, t))

1
3 is a function describing the tumor diameter (up to

some constant), with nM and nD being solution of the non-linear system (3.1); σ2 is the
residual variance; Ini

the identity matrix of size ni; Ω the variance matrix of the random
effects quantifying variability between the mice. We note θ = (µ,Ω, σ2) the parameters
to be estimated. A biological constraint [22] states that the natural switch rate from a
dedifferentiated melanoma cell to a differentiated melanoma cell (sDM) is greater than the
inverse rate (sMD). This constraint is taken into account by estimating sDMp such that
sDM = sDMp + sMD with sDMp > 0.

The SAEM-MCMC algorithm which combines the Stochastic Approximation Expecta-
tion Maximization algorithm [12] with an Markov chain Monte Carlo procedure adapted
to censored data [21, 33], implemented under the software MONOLIX [24] allows to esti-
mate the parameters of NLMEMs. We analyze the three groups of mice separately. The
parameters to be estimated for the group CTRL are rM , rD, sMD, sDM , nM0 and σ. For
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Parameters CTRL ACT ACT+Re

rM 0.0819 (0.0699) 0.0852 (0.131) 0.0995 (0.125)
rD 0.0749 (0) 0.0523 (0) 0.0319 (0.154)
sMD 0.0082 (0) 0.0001 (0) 1.04e-05 (0)
sDMp 0.0011 (0) 0.0011 (0) 0.0011 (0)
bT 0.0006 (0) 0.0005 (0.404)

lprodA 0.5390 (0) 0.2520 (0)
tT 0.0441 (0) 3.0200 (0)
dT 0.0434 (0.318) 0.0041 (1.71)
dA 0.0288 (0.128) 0.0307 (0.0569)
sA 65.600 (0.861) 5.8600 (5.29)
nM0 0.2150 (0.207) 0.0340 (1.1) 0.0361 (0.113)
σ 0.4380 0.5000 0.4730

Table 1. Population parameters and inter-mice variances (in brackets) esti-
mated for the groups CTRL, ACT, and ACT+Re. σ represents the residual error
parameter. The values of Ω (inter-subject variability) associated to parameters
without random effect is equal to zero.

the group ACT and ACT+Re, the additional parameters related to the therapy are bT ,
lprodA , tT , dT , dA, sA. Initially, random effects are applied to all the parameters. According
to the results of likelihood ratio tests on the significance of these effects, we remove the
random effects on some of the parameters. The concerned parameters are rD, sMD, sDM
for the group CTRL; rD, sMD, sDM , bT , lprodA , tT for the group ACT and sMD, sDM , lprodA ,
tT for the group ACT+Re.

4.1.2. Results. Table 1 presents the estimates (population mean and inter-mice standard
deviation) for the groups CTRL, ACT and ACT+Re. Figure 5 show the individual fit
of the evolution of the tumor diameter along time for a mouse in the group ACT (other
individual fits are provided in appendix). Data are well fitted and the growth and treatment
phases are well captured. Some parameters have a large inter-mice standard deviation.
This is mainly due to the small number of data compared to the number of parameters
to be estimated. The estimations have been validated with graphical validation (fits,
observations vs predictions, SAEM convergence graphics in appendix) and the calculation
of standard errors associated with the parameters through an estimation of the Fisher
Information Matrix (FIM).

4.1.3. Discussion. From one group to another, the values of some parameters remain
roughly the same (e.g. rM , rD, lprodA , dA, bT , σ) and for others, differences are noted (tT ,
sA, dT ). From a biological point of view, the switching rate from differentiated melanoma
cells to dedifferentiated ones should be higher than the killing rate of differentiated cells
by T cells. We note that this remark is supported by the estimated parameters (sA > tT ).



PARAMETER ESTIMATION IN A STOCHASTIC MODEL FOR IMMUNOTHERAPY 10

0 50 100 150 200 250

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

18

time (days)

tu
m

o
r 

s
iz

e
 (

m
m

)

Figure 5. Individual fit for a mouse of the group ACT. The blue points represent
the no censored observations, the red points the censored observations, the green line the
fitted tumor size dynamic.

4.2. T cell exhaustion.

4.2.1. Simulation. The T cell exhaustion is defined by the event {Tt ≤ S = 0, t ≤ tF}
where Tt is the active T cell population at time t, S = 0 the exhaustion threshold, t ≤ tF
a condition to have the exhaustion in a finite time. T cell exhaustion can only happen in
the stochastic system and not in its deterministic limit. This follows from the analyticity
of the solutions to (3.1), given that Tt(0) > 0.

The code used to simulate the stochastic dynamics is based on the Gillepsie algorithm
described in [4]. The simulation over reasonable intervals of time generates millions of
stochastic events (natural or therapy induced birth, death, switches) which necessitates a
large computing time. The code has been written in C++ and ran under the software R
[30] through the package Rcpp [14].

4.2.2. Estimation of T cell exhaustion probability. We want to estimate the exhaustion
probability p = P(Tt ≤ S = 0, t ≤ tF ). Let u = 1Tt≤S=0. Using a Monte Carlo method,

an estimation of the T cell exhaustion probability is given by p̂ =
∑NT

k=1 uk
NT

with NT the
total number of simulations. The main drawback with this Monte Carlo method is the
fact that a large number NT of simulations is needed when the probability p is very small.
The method is then not suitable for rare event probability estimation because the variance
on the estimation diverges when the probability tends to zero [25]. To reduce the variance
for very small probabilities estimation, an alternative is the Importance Splitting (IS)
algorithm designed for rare event probability estimation [10, 18, 25]. IS gradually calculates
the probability of reaching the threshold S (the rare event) through the calculation of
the probability of reaching intermediate thresholds easier to reach than S. For the event
{Tt ≤ S = 0, for t ≤ tF}, the probability P(Tt ≤ S = 0, t ≤ tF ) is calculated according to
the splitting principle by

P(Tt ≤ S = 0, t ≤ tF ) =
m∏
k=1

pk (4.2)



PARAMETER ESTIMATION IN A STOCHASTIC MODEL FOR IMMUNOTHERAPY 11

with p1 = P(Tt ≤ S1, t ≤ tF ) and pk = P(Tt ≤ Sk | Ts ≤ Sk−1, s ≤ t ≤ tF ) for k = 2, . . . ,m.
The Sk (k < m) are the intermediate thresholds and Sm = S the exhaustion threshold. The
IS algorithm consists at each iteration k: in the simulation of NT trajectories of the process
Tt and the estimation (by Monte Carlo) of the intermediate probability pk by considering
the number NSk

of trajectories which reach an intermediate threshold Sk before the time

tF : pk =
NSk

NT
. To pass from iteration k to iteration k + 1, NT trajectories are sampled

from the NSk
trajectories having reached the threshold Sk (by allowing replacement in the

sampling) and run the NT new trajectories in order to reach the next threshold Sk+1. In our
setting, we consider that there is T cell exhaustion at time t when the quantity of T cells at
t reaches S5 = 0. We define four other intermediate thresholds S1 = 7× 10−5 (or 0.35% of
the initial quantity of active T cells), S2 = 5×10−5 (0.25% of T (70)), S3 = 3×10−5 (0.15%
of T (70)), and S4 = 2 × 10−5 (0.1% of T (70)). For all the T cell exhaustion probability
calculation, we set NT to 1000.

4.2.3. Results. The T cell exhaustion probability estimated by the IS algorithm is zero
(very close to absolute zero) when considering the population parameters of the ACT or
the ACT+Re mice (as well as for the individual parameters of each mouse in the two
groups). We can then consider that the relapses observed in the experimental data are not
due to T cell exhaustion but only to the switch from differentiated to the dedifferentiated
cells. This consideration is nevertheless to be taken with caution due to the large inter-
subject variances on the estimated parameters. Indeed, among the parameters with
non-zero variance presented in Table 1, the parameter dT (death rate of T cells) changes
significantly the value of the T cell exhaustion probability. We thus estimate the exhaustion
probability as a function of dT in its estimation range (µ̂dACT

T
± Ω̂dACT

T
= ]0, 0.36]) when

the other parameters are fixed to their estimated population values, see Figure 6. We
observe that the T cell exhaustion probability increases with dT , and even reaches large
values. This corroborates the hypothesis in [4] which asserts that there exist biological
parameters (here, parameters estimated from biological data) for which the probability of
disease relapse due to T cell exhaustion is high. Moreover, Figure 6 allows to visualize
the link between the probability of T cell exhaustion and the value of the minimum of the
deterministic T cell dynamics (which decreases when dT increases).

5. Treatment optimization

5.1. Criteria to optimize the treatment. The kind of relapse we can act on without
changing the medical setup is the relapse due to T cell exhaustion. We thus want to mini-
mize the probability of T cell exhaustion, i.e. to keep the minimum of the T cell trajectory
as high as possible in order to avoid that the stochastic fluctuations cross the exhaustion
threshold S = 0. The treatment parameters to be optimized are the treatment dose d70,
the retreatment time tRe and dose dRe. The optimization is done with the deterministic
model by exploiting the link between the exhaustion probability and the depth of the T
cell deterministic minimum, see Figure 6. The cost function (to be maximized) is defined
by the function g which returns the minimum of the T cell trajectory: g(t) = minnTt with
nTt solution of the system (3.1). We consider two optimization procedures: the first one
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the group ACT. For each value of dT , the T cell exhaustion probability is computed 5
times and the mean is represented with an error bar (corresponding to mean ± standard
deviation). The vertical line at dT = 0.0434 indicates the population value of dT .

is performed on the group ACT and leads in the optimal treatment dose d
optACT
70 (and the

associated time tR corresponding to the time when g(t) reaches its maximum). Here the
function g depends on the dose d70 injected at time t = 70. We thus denote the function
g(t, d70) = minnTt(d70). The treatment is optimized by the following criteria:

d
optACT
70 = arg max

d70∈[dmin,dmax]

g(t, d70), t ≤ tACTF = 300, (5.1)

we restrict the dose optimization interval to [dmin, dmax]. The second optimization pro-
cedure is performed on the group ACT+Re and provides the optimal retreatment dose

d
optACT+Re

Re using the dose d
optACT
70 as the treatment dose (d

optACT+Re

70 = d
optACT
70 ) and its

associated time tR as optimal retreatment time (toptRe = tR).

doptRe = arg max
dRe∈[dmin,dmax]

g(t, d
optACT+Re

70 , dRe, t
opt
Re ), toptRe ≤ t ≤ tACT+ReF = 400 (5.2)

Remark: As shown in Figure 7, the treatment dose as well as the value of the initial
quantity of differentiated melanoma cells M0 change significantly the T cell global mini-
mum, and therefore, the T cell exhaustion probability. Moreover, M0 can be seen as an
indicator of different initial stages of the disease. Thus, it is a relevant variable to present
our results.

5.2. Optimal values computation. The optimization can be done by using the package
”optim” allowing to perform box-constrained optimization [8] under the software R [30],
and graphics plotting the evolution of T cell minimum along time for different values of
M0, see Figures 7, 8, 9. The optimization is performed with the deterministic model using
the population estimated parameters in Table 1 and the initial values: t0 = 0 representing
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the initial time; M0 ∈ {0.007, 0.020, 0.034, 0.046} different initial values of differentiated
melanoma cells; D0 = 0 the initial quantity of dedifferentiated melanoma cells; A0 = 0
the initial quantity of TNFα; dinitial70 = dinitialRe = 0.02 the initial treatment doses (optimized
over the interval [dmin, dmax] = [0.005, 0.04]) and tinitialRe = 160 the initial restimulation time.

5.3. Results. The optimal values are given in Table 2. The column ACT corresponds to
the optimization criteria (5.1) and the column ACT+Re, to (5.2). The optimal treatment
parameters are indicated in Figures 7, 8, 9. Even if the T cell exhaustion probability is

M0 Parameters ACT ACT+Re

0.007
dopt70 0.01123 0.01123
doptRe - 0.04000
toptRe - 175.42

0.020
dopt70 0.00549 0.00549
doptRe - 0.04000
toptRe - 165.33

0.034
dopt70 0.00500 0.00500
doptRe - 0.04000
toptRe - 157.51

0.046
dopt70 0.04000 0.04000
doptRe - 0.04000
toptRe - 158.47

Table 2. Summary table of optimization results for four given values of the
initial quantity of differentiated melanoma cells M0 in the groups ACT and

ACT+Re.

very close to zero with the estimated population parameters, optimizing the treatment
to keep the deterministic minimum as high as possible is still beneficial since it allows to
further delay the T cell exhaustion time, therefore to further delay the possible relapse due
to this exhaustion. From an experimental point of view, the initial dose dinitial = 0.02 is
”well chosen” for good tumor control. This leads us to set dmin and dmax not too far from
the dose dinitial. For the first three considered values of M0, the optimal dose dopt70 is smaller
than the initial value dinitial70 and for the fourth value of M0 (the biggest one), the optimal
treatment dose corresponds to dmax. These different optimal values are induced by the
predator-prey cycles between T cells and differentiated melanoma cells. We note that even
if the second and third optimal doses dopt70 are very low (close to dmin), they however lead
to reasonable restimulation times toptRe . Regarding the optimal restimulation dose doptRe , it is
equal to dmax for each of the four M0 values and it contributes to further reduce the depth
of the deterministic minimum, i.e., to further reduce the probability of T-cell exhaustion
for ACT+Re mice.
It has been biologically observed that when the tumor size exceeds a certain threshold at
the beginning of the treatment (t = 70), the tumor control is less efficient even if we add
more T cells. To check this with our model, we represent in Figure 10 the tumor size
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dynamics in the group ACT for different values of M0 when the treatment dose d70 is fixed
at its maximum value d70 = 0.04 (one of the calculated optimal doses). For dopt70 = 0.04 (as
well as for the other three optimal doses), the tumor size reaches the critical threshold of
10 mm meaning that a relapse is observed for each of these doses during the ACT therapy.
However, these relapses are not due to T cell exhaustion, see Figures 6 and 7 which show
the T cell exhaustion probability for different depths of the deterministic minimum. They
are therefore attributed to the growth of dedifferentiated cells which are not killed by T
cells. Nevertheless, let us focus on the effects of the tumor control achieved through the
minimization of T cell exhaustion probability. Note that the larger the M0, the faster
the tumor growth. Note also that the use of large treatment doses d70 does not impact
considerably the evolution of the tumor size regardless of this size value at t = 70. The
tumor growth is just slightly slower for high doses d70.
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Figure 10. Tumor size along time for different values of M0 in the group ACT, dose
d70 = 0.04. M0 = 0.007 in solid line (black), M0 = 0.02 in dashed line (red), M0 = 0.034
in dotted line (green), M0 = 0.046 in dotdashed line (blue). The vertical line (orange) at
t = 70 indicates the beginning of treatment.

We represent in Figure 11 the T cell and differentiated melanoma cell population dy-
namics for different doses to show the treatment effect on the disease for M0 = 0.02 (almost
the same Figure for M0 = 0.034, 0.046). We note that depending on the dose value, dif-
ferentiated cells are differently impacted by T cells (treatment) in predator-prey cycles.
Thus, the greater the dose, the more the growth of the differentiated cells is slowed down
at the beginning of the treatment. We also note that for each of the four doses in Figure
11, the deterministic T cell curve grows up at the end. In the stochastic model, when the
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Figure 11. T cell (solid line in green) and differentiated melanoma cell (dotted line
in blue) along time for different doses in the group ACT, M0 = 0.02.

minimum of T cells is sufficiently low, stochastic fluctuations may in some cases cross the
exhaustion threshold S = 0.

Moreover, Figure 11 highlights an interesting phenomenon: due to predator-prey cycles,
the T cell dynamics exhibits several local minima along time (see for d70 = 0.005 in Figure
11). This is well highlighted in Figure 12 by zooming in on the T cell local minima for
small doses d70 with M0 = 0.007. For T cell curves with several local minima, the first
minimum is generally the deepest (the global minimum). However, there may be some
cases where enlarging the initial dose of T cells shifts up the height at the first minimum,
thus making the second minimum the global one. In these cases, the position of the global
minimum as a function of the initial dose exhibits a discontinuity, as it can be seen on
Figures 7, 8, M0 = 0.007, 0.02. This affects the treatment optimization in a non-trivial
way.

6. Discussion

In cancer treatment, resistance to therapy is a major problem. Understanding the mecha-
nism of this resistance is then crucial. The estimation of parameters of the stochastic model
developed in [4] using biological data was essential in order to provide an accurate model,
since the parameters have been only calibrated numerically in [4]. This estimation allows
us to simulate realistic stochastic phenomena arising in the therapy, mainly the relapse
due to T cell exhaustion. Estimating the probability of this relapse was important since
it allows to evaluate the quality of the treatment. Moreover, obtaining a non-negligible
probability of exhaustion in a large portion of the biologically relevant parameter space
indicates the pertinence of stochastic models compared to deterministic ones.

The treatment optimization part of our work is performed on the deterministic system,
due to the too high programming cost in the stochastic setting. Of course, this prevents
from taking into account the stochastic aspect of the problem. An alternative would be the
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Figure 12. T cell (solid line in green) and differentiated melanoma cell (dotted line
in blue) along time for different doses in the group ACT, M0 = 0.007.

use of a diffusion approximation obtained from the deterministic model (addition of Brow-
nian noise), which would allow to include a stochastic side in the problem while remaining
very reasonable in the computational costs. This could also lead to other perspectives such
as the estimation of the dynamics by a (stochastic) diffusion approximation of the initial
stochastic model. The parameters estimated in the deterministic approximation could be
still used as a priori knowledge in the context of a Bayesian estimation for example.

One of the main drawback of our study is that we propose an optimization of the
treatment protocol which minimizes the probability of T cell exhaustion, while the presence
of dedifferentiated melanoma (produced by the treatment) always leads to a relapse (even
if T cells are not exhausted). To go beyond this problem, there are many prospects for
improving treatment protocols. A first example is to introduce other types of T cells that
could kill dedifferentiated melanoma (see [4] for a theoretical study) ; a second one consists
in finding a way to act on the switch rate from differentiated to dedifferentiated melanoma.
Indeed, if the switch rate from differentiated cells to dedifferentiated cells is well controlled
in the therapy (and that the number of dedifferentiated cells is finally zero or much too
low to cause a relapse), it will be enough to take in the current model (sA = 0) and the
problem of complete healing of mice will come down to the control of T-cell exhaustion
(as done in this paper). Thus, our work may have useful consequences on futur tumor
treatment protocols.

APPENDIX
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Figures of the group CTRL.
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Figure 13. Individual fits for mice of the group CTRL. The blue points
represent the no censored observations, the red points the censored observa-
tions, the green line the fitted tumor size dynamic.
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Figure 14. Individual predicted values versus observed values to assess
the accuracy of the model for mice in the group CTRL. The blue points
represents no censored observations, the red points the censored observa-
tions.
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Figures of the group ACT.
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Figure 16. Individual fits for mice of the group ACT. The blue points rep-
resent the no censored observations, the red points the censored observations,
the green line the fitted tumor size dynamic.
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Figure 17. Individual fits for mice of the group ACT. The blue points rep-
resent the no censored observations, the red points the censored observations,
the green line the fitted tumor size dynamic.
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Figure 18. Individual predicted values versus observed values to assess the
accuracy of the model for mice in the group ACT. The blue points represents
no censored observations, the red points the censored observations.
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Figures of the group ACT+Re.
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Figure 19. Individual fits for mice of the group ACT+Re. The blue points
represent the no censored observations, the red points the censored observa-
tions, the green line the fitted tumor size dynamic.
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Figure 20. Individual fits for mice of the group ACT+Re. The blue points
represent the no censored observations, the red points the censored observa-
tions, the green line the fitted tumor size dynamic.
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Figure 21. Individual predicted values versus observed values to assess the
accuracy of the model for mice in the group ACT+Re. Blue points represents
no censored observations, red points the censored observations.
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[13] S. Desmée, F. Mentré, C. Veyrat-Follet, and J. Guedj. Nonlinear mixed-effect models
for prostate-specific antigen kinetics and link with survival in the context of metastatic
prostate cancer: a comparison by simulation of two-stage and joint approaches. The
AAPS journal, 17(3):691–699, 2015.

[14] D. Eddelbuettel, R. François, J. Allaire, K. Ushey, Q. Kou, N. Russel, J. Chambers,
and D. Bates. Rcpp: Seamless r and c++ integration. Journal of Statistical Software,
40(8):1–18, 2011.

[15] J. Ferlay, I. Soerjomataram, R. Dikshit, S. Eser, C. Mathers, M. Rebelo, D. M. Parkin,
D. Forman, and F. Bray. Cancer incidence and mortality worldwide: sources, methods
and major patterns in globocan 2012. International journal of cancer, 136(5), 2015.

[16] L. Hawley. Principles of radiotherapy. British Journal of Hospital Medicine,
74(Sup11):C166–C169, 2013.

[17] K. R. Honerlaw, M. E. Rumble, S. L. Rose, C. L. Coe, and E. S. Costanzo. Biopsy-
chosocial predictors of pain among women recovering from surgery for endometrial



PARAMETER ESTIMATION IN A STOCHASTIC MODEL FOR IMMUNOTHERAPY 22

cancer. Gynecologic oncology, 140(2):301–306, 2016.
[18] D. Jacquemart-Tomi, J. Morio, and F. L. Gland. A combined importance splitting

and sampling algorithm for rare event estimation. Proceedings of the 2013 Winter
Simulation Conference, Washington 2013, Dec 2013, WASHINGTON, United States.,
2013.

[19] D. G. Kendall. On the generalized” birth-and-death” process. The annals of mathe-
matical statistics, pages 1–15, 1948.

[20] J. P. Klein and R. Bartoszynski. Estimation of growth and metastatic rates of primary
breast cancer. Mathematical Population Dynamics, pages 397–412, 1991.

[21] E. Kuhn and M. Lavielle. Coupling a stochastic approximation version of EM with
an MCMC procedure. ESAIM: Probability and Statistics, 8:115–131, 2004.

[22] J. Landsberg, J. Kohlmeyer, M. Renn, T. Bald, M. Rogava, M. Cron, M. Fatho,
V. Lennerz, T. Wölfel, M. Hölzel, et al. Melanomas resist T-cell therapy through
inflammation-induced reversible dedifferentiation. Nature, 490(7420):412–416, 2012.

[23] B. D. Liebelt, G. Finocchiaro, and A. Heimberger. Principles of immunotherapy.
Handbook of clinical neurology, 134:163–181, 2016.

[24] Monolix. Monolix Users Guide Version 4.3.3, A software for the analysis of nonlinear
mixed effects models, 2014.

[25] J. Morio, R. Pastel, and F. L. Gland. An overview of importance splitting for rare
event simulation. European Journal of Physics, 2010.

[26] A. S. Novozhilov, F. S. Berezovskaya, E. V. Koonin, and G. P. Karev. Mathemati-
cal modeling of tumor therapy with oncolytic viruses: regimes with complete tumor
elimination within the framework of deterministic models. Biology direct, 1(1):6, 2006.

[27] A. Ochab-Marcinek. Pattern formation in a stochastic model of cancer growth.
arXiv:q-bio/0501007v2 [q-bio.CB], 2005.

[28] J. Pinheiro and D. Bates. Mixed-effects models in S and S-PLUS (statistics and
computing). Springer, New York, 2000.

[29] V. Quaranta, A. M. Weaver, P. T. Cummings, and A. R. Anderson. Mathematical
modeling of cancer: the future of prognosis and treatment. Clinica Chimica Acta,
357(2):173–179, 2005.

[30] R Core Team. R: A Language and Environment for Statistical Computing. R Foun-
dation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria, 2014.

[31] M. S. Sabel, K. M. Diehl, and A. E. Chang. Principles of surgical therapy in oncology.
Oncology, pages 58–72, 2006.

[32] I. Sagiv-Barfi, D. K. Czerwinski, S. Levy, I. S. Alam, A. T. Mayer, S. S. Gambhir, and
R. Levy. Eradication of spontaneous malignancy by local immunotherapy. Science
translational medicine, 10(426):eaan4488, 2018.

[33] A. Samson, M. Lavielle, and F. Mentré. Extension of the SAEM algorithm to left-
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[34] A. Sottoriva and S. Tavaré. Integrating approximate bayesian computation with com-
plex agent-based models for cancer research. In Proceedings of COMPSTAT, pages
57–66. Springer, 2010.



PARAMETER ESTIMATION IN A STOCHASTIC MODEL FOR IMMUNOTHERAPY 23

[35] S. Sun, M. F. Wheeler, M. Obeyesekere, and C. W. Patrick. A deterministic model of
growth factor-induced angiogenesis. Bulletin of mathematical biology, 67(2):313, 2005.

[36] Y. Watanabe, E. L. Dahlman, K. Z. Leder, and S. K. Hui. A mathematical model of
tumor growth and its response to single irradiation. Theoretical Biology and Medical
Modelling, 13(1):6, 2016.

[37] L. Willis, T. Alarcón, G. Elia, J. L. Jones, N. A. Wright, I. P. Tomlinson, T. A.
Graham, and K. M. Page. Breast cancer dormancy can be maintained by small
numbers of micrometastases. Cancer research, 70(11):4310–4317, 2010.

Modibo Diabate, Laboratoire Jean Kuntzmann, Univ. Grenoble Alpes F-38000 Greno-
ble, France

E-mail address: modibo.diabate@univ-grenoble-alpes.fr

Loren Coquille, Univ. Grenoble Alpes, CNRS, Institut Fourier, F-38000 Grenoble,
France

E-mail address: loren.coquille@univ-grenoble-alpes.fr

Adeline Samson, Laboratoire Jean Kuntzmann, Univ. Grenoble Alpes F-38000 Grenoble,
France

E-mail address: adeline.leclercq-samson@univ-grenoble-alpes.fr


	1. Introduction
	2. Experimental data
	3. Modeling tumor growth under treatment
	3.1. Stochastic model
	3.2. Large population limit 

	4. Study of the relapse
	4.1. Parameter estimation
	4.2. T cell exhaustion

	5. Treatment optimization
	5.1. Criteria to optimize the treatment
	5.2. Optimal values computation
	5.3. Results

	6. Discussion
	APPENDIX
	Figures of the group CTRL
	Figures of the group ACT 
	Figures of the group ACT+Re

	References

