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A Fokker-Planck feedback control framework for optimal
personalized therapies in colon cancer-induced angiogenesis
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Abstract

In this paper, a new framework for obtaining personalized optimal treatment strategies
in colon cancer-induced angiogenesis is presented. The dynamics of colon cancer is given
by a Ité stochastic process, which helps in modeling the randomness present in the system.
The stochastic dynamics is then represented by the Fokker-Planck (FP) partial differential
equation (PDE) that governs the evolution of the associated probability density function.
The optimal therapies are obtained using a three step procedure. First, a finite dimensional
FP-constrained optimization problem is formulated that takes input individual noisy patient
data, and is solved to obtain the unknown parameters corresponding to the individual tumor
characteristics. Next, a sensitivity analysis of the optimal parameter set is used to determine
the parameters to be controlled, thus, helping in assessing the types of treatment thera-
pies. Finally, a feedback FP control problem is solved to determine the optimal combination
therapies. Numerical results with the combination drug, comprising of Bevacizumab and
Capecitabine, demonstrate the efficiency of the proposed framework.

Keywords: Fokker-Planck optimization, non-linear conjugate gradient, Weibull distribution,
anti-angiogenic drugs, chemotherapy.
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1 Introduction

Colon cancer is a primary cause contributing to the worldwide cancer related deaths [21I]. Due
to the absence of symptoms at an early stage of colon cancer, its detection in patients usually
occurs when the cancer becomes metastatic, due to the lack of early symptoms [49]. Thus, it

*(Corresponding Author) souvik.roy@uta.edu, Department of Mathematics, The University of Texas at Arling-
ton, Arlington, TX 76019-0407, USA

tzui.pan@uta.edu, College of Nursing and Health Innovation, The University of Texas at Arlington, Arlington,
TX 76019-0407, USA

fsuvra.pal@uta.edu, Department of Mathematics, The University of Texas at Arlington, Arlington, TX 76019-
0407, USA


http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.00166v4

is of paramount importance to devise rapid and effective treatment strategies. For this purpose,
one needs to have a proper understanding of the dynamics of relevant biomarkers to track the
cancer progression and, further, determine the controllable tumor-sensitive biological factors. In
this context, angiogenesis is an important biomarker that describes the formation of blood vessels,
where new vasculature develops in order to support the tumor as it increases in size. Angiogenesis
has been found to be a crucial prognostic factor in colon cancer [22 23]. In the past, there have
been numerous experimental studies related to the investigation of the angiogenesis induced by
colon cancer in order to develop targeted therapies [7]. For e.g., the authors in [I9] study the
dynamics of vascular endothelial growth factor (VEGF), which belongs to the class of tumor
angiogenic factors (TAF) that promotes angiogenesis. In [20], the authors investigate the role of a
humanized monoclonal antibody targeting VEGF, known as Bevacizumab, as an anti-angiogenic
drug. In [50], the authors consider two different treatment strategies with low and high doses
of Bevacizumab in experimental mice, and track the effects on tumor growth. In addition to
Bevacizumab, effects of another anti-angiogenic drug called ziv-aflibercept was studied in [51].
Recently, the authors in [5§] analyzed the role of HIF-1a, VEGF and microvascular density in
primary and metastatic tumors. For a comprehensive discussion on the angiogenesis pathway and
some important biomarker discoveries for colon cancer, we refer the readers to [38].

For treatment of colon cancer, it is important to devise optimal therapies that takes into
account the maximum allowable drug amount and side-effects of the drugs. This process re-
quires the need of experimental studies of drug effects with a combination of different drugs, like
anti-angiogenic and chemotherapeutic drugs. However, since these drugs are quite costly, it is
expensive to perform in-vitro and in-vivo experimental studies for testing effects of such drugs.
This motivates the need to use computational frameworks as an alternate cost effective option for
testing optimal therapies. For this purpose, it is important to understand the angiogenesis path-
way mechanisms through mathematical pharmacokinetic models. Traditionally, pharmacokinetic
models are described by a complex, non-linear system of deterministic differential equations, gov-
erning the dynamics of a biological process and drug interactions. There are several deterministic
pharmacokinetic dynamical models that describe the process of angiogenesis in colon cancer. The
authors in [6] describe a diffusion-based model for TAF and growth of capillaries. In [12], the
authors describe the diffusion of the TAF into the surrounding host tissue and the response of
the endothelial cells to the chemotactic stimulus through a system of partial differential equations
(PDE). Another PDE-based model was used [13] to describe the features of a growing capillary
network. In [§], a PDE system is used to describe the migration of capillary sprouts in response
to a chemoattractant field set up by TAF. Furthermore, a successful or failed neovascularization
of the tumor is described through the existence of traveling wave solutions of this system. The
authors in [57] develop a PDE-based model for vascular regression and regrowth. Since, the dy-
namics for angiogenesis contain inherent randomness due to phenotypic heterogenity [18], a more
realistic dynamical model for angiogenesis can be given using stochastic differential equations. In
this context, a few stochastic models have been developed to describe the process of angiogene-
sis. In [36], the authors develop a Markov chain model to investigate the changes of microvessel
densities in tumor. A simplified stochastic geometric model was built by the authors in [10] to
describe a spatially distributed angiogenic processes. For a detailed review of the other available



dynamical models for angiogenesis, we refer the readers to the review papers [14], [42] [44].

In addition, there are several works that use pharmacokinetic models to determine optimal
treatments for angiogenesis-induced cancers. In [I5], it was demonstrated that administering
anti-angiogenesis treatment first allows for more effective delivery of chemotherapy. In [43], the
authors consider a pharmacokinetic cellular automata model to incorporate the cytotoxic effects
of chemotherapy drugs. The authors in [5] use a two-compartmental model to capture pharma-
cokinetic properties of Bevacizumab into an ordinary differential equations (ODE)-based vascular
tumour growth model. Recently, in [52], the authors determine an optimal treatment strat-
egy for colon cancer-induced angiogenesis using a combination of Bevacizumab and FOLFOX (a
chemotherapy drug). A major drawback was pointed out in [5 52] to allude to the fact that
the parameter estimation process was done using assembled data from disparate sources, such as
multiple biological studies and clinical assays. Now, the coefficients in pharmacokinetic models,
representing unknown parameters, describe an individual patient tumor characteristics. Since, the
properties of tumor vary from patient to patient, an accurate estimation of these parameters is
important in, subsequently, developing effective treatment strategies. Thus, the traditional pa-
rameter estimation methods results in an inadequate validation and are not useful in devising
personalized therapies. Another drawback in the aforementioned works is that optimal treat-
ment strategies are devised based on ODE-based pharmacokinetic models, that fail to capture the
randomness in the dynamical process.

We contribute to the field of pharmacokinetic cancer research by presenting an effective ap-
proach to develop personalized therapies for colon cancer-induced angiogenesis. Our approach
is based on a new coupled parameter estimation-sensitivity analysis technique, in the realm of
PDE-constrained optimal control framework. The starting point of this estimation process is to
consider a recent dynamical model for angiogenesis, given in [17]. The model describes the evolu-
tion of three variables: the proliferating tumor volume, the vasculature volume in tumor and the
dynamics of tumor angiogenic factors (TAF). To incorporate randomness of the tumor-induced
angiogenesis dynamics, we extend the dynamical model presented in [I7], to a It6 stochastic pro-
cess. To develop personalized therapies the first step is to determine the unknown coefficients or
parameters of this stochastic process, that represent the individual-specific properties, from given
patient data, by solving a PDE-constrained optimization problem. But due to the presence of
random variables, one needs to consider expectation cost functionals for the optimization prob-
lem. To solve this problem, one can then use the method of dynamic programming to determine
the necessary Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) equations. But this poses severe challenges due to
the complexity nature of the underlying dynamical stochastic process.

A more convenient framework for determining the unknown parameters is to use a deterministic
setup through the Fokker-Planck (FP) equations, that represents the evolution of the joint proba-
bility density function (PDF) associated to the random variables in stochastic process. Usually, the
experimental data contains random noise that arises due to the inherent cell measurement errors
by different methods. Thus, while developing parameter estimation methods, one needs to incor-
porate the presence of noisy data into the estimation process. In this context, the FP optimization
framework provides a robust mechanism to encompass a wide range of objective functionals that
can incorporate noisy data measurements while providing accurate estimates of the parameters.



Furthermore, one can use the FP open-loop and feedback control frameworks to efficiently solve
highly non-linear optimal control problems. Such FP control frameworks have been used in past
for problems arising in control of collective and crowd motion [45], 47], investigating pedestrian
motion from a game theoretic perspective [46], reconstructing cell-membrane potentials[4], mean
field control problems [9], controlling production of Subtilin [55]. To the best of our knowledge,
this is the first work that considers the FP framework to devise optimal treatment strategies for
cancer.

To determine the optimal combination therapies using a FP framework, we use a three step
process: first, we formulate and solve a finite dimensional FP-constrained optimization problem to
obtain the unknown patient-specific parameters. In the second step, we use a Monte Carlo-based
sampling technique, called latin hypercube sampling (LHS), together with partial rank correlation
coefficient (PRCC) analysis to determine the most sensitive parameters. In the third and final step,
we formulate a feedback FP control problem, where the control functions represent feedback drug
concentrations, corresponding to combination therapies. We use a combination therapy comprising
of an anti-angiogenic inhibitor, Bevacizumab, and chemotherapeutic drug, Capecitabine, for our
study. The FP control problem is solved to obtain the optimal combination drug dosages and
optimal time of administering the drug. We remark that the motivation for considering feedback
dosage concentrations is because, in clinical practice, effective dosages are administered not at
regular intervals but in adaptive mode based on the parameter readings of the patient (for e.g.,
see the review article [2]). Feedback strategies for cancer treatment have been mathematically
very less explored in literature [Il [53]. But the authors in [53] do suggest that feedback type
treatments result in a better and optimal tumor control and drug dosage strategies. Also, in [53],
it is mentioned that personalized therapies are more natural and feasible. The novelty of our work
is the development of a new feedback treatment framework for obtaining personalized and rapid
treatment mechanism for colon cancer-induced angiogenesis.

In the next section, we describe a three-step FP control framework for devising optimal treat-
ments, which is based on solving two FP-optimization problems. Section [ is concerned with
the theoretical properties of the FP optimization problems. In Section M we present a numer-
ical scheme based on a combined splitting technique for time discretization and Chang-Cooper
scheme for spatial discretization for the FP equations. We prove the properties of conservative-
ness, positivity, and second order convergence of the scheme. Section [l is devoted to the theory
of the uncertainty quantification and sensitivity analysis of the estimated parameter set using
the LHS-PRCC technique. In Section [@ we validate our framework by estimating parameters
using synthetically generated data and real data from [I7, 50]. Furthermore, we apply the LHS-
PRCC technique on both generated data and real data to identify the most sensitive parameters
with respect to an output of our interest. Finally, we obtain the optimal combination therapies,
comprising of Bevacizumab and Capecitabine, and show the correspondence of the results with
experimental findings. A section of conclusion completes the exposition of our work.



2 A Fokker-Planck framework for effective combination
therapies

In this section, we present a Fokker-Planck framework for treatment assessment in colon cancer-
induced angiogenesis. The starting point is to describe the dynamics of angiogenesis using a
coupled system of ordinary differential equations (ODEs), based on the model given in [I7]. The
following are the variables associated with different types of cell populations whose evolution we
track over time.

1. V(t)- the total tumor cell volume (cm?)
2. B(t)- the vasculature volume in the tumor (cm?)
3. T'(t)- the concentration of tumor angiogenic factors (TAF) in the tumor (mg/ml),

where t is the time variable. The governing system of ODEs, representing the dynamics of the
aforementioned variables, are given as follows

dV

= YV —aqu (Vi 1)V, V(0) = Vo,
-

dB

= =V +¢,TB — ayus(B.1)B, B(0) = B, (1)
T

dT

E = cT(l — 7) — qTT - Oégus(T> t)T> T(O) = To.

The unknown patient parameters that need to be determined is the parameter vector 8 =
(¢, e, Cyy 01, G, 7y), defined as follows

—_

. c- growth rate of tumor (day™!)
2. c.- rate of internalization of new vasculature from the environment

c,- rate of formation of new blood vessels due to TAF (ml mg=! day™!)

-~ ®

cr- rate of production of TAF (mg ml~! day~!)
5. qr- rate of removal of TAF from tumor (day™')
6. ~- ratio of well-supported tumor cells inside the tumor volume

The parameter v is one of the important parameters of interest as it determines the ratio of the
tumor cells inside the tumor volume that receive nutrients from outside the tumor. In [I7], 7 is a
function of ¢ that initially decreases when the tumor volume is close to zero but stabilizes quickly
after the volume reaches a threshold level. We consider our modeling framework with a non-zero
starting tumor volume and, thus, we assume that ~ is constant.

The functions uq (V, t), us( B, t), us(T, t) represent dosages of combination of different chemother-
apeutic and anti-angiogenic drugs, like Bevacizumab and Capecitabine. We consider the feedback
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dosages to be dependent only on the specific variable on which the drug affects the most [32].
The constants «y;, © = 1,2,3 represent efficiency of the drugs. For stabilization and scalabil-
ity of the numerical algorithms, we non-dimensionalize the ODE system () using the following
non-dimensionalized state and time variables, and parameters

V=kV, B=kB, T =T, t=kr

Sl C Cokin . o chg ST Gl o (2)
e e = ——, Cpy = ——, — —”l:,,.
ks 3 Y T ks
Then, the transformed non-dimensionless ODE system is given as follows
dVv o
i AV —au (V,t)V, V(0) =V,
i3
o = CcyV + ¢, TB — astus(B,t)B, B(0) = By, (3)
dr . _
E = T(l — ’}/) — qTT — CM3U3(T, t)T, T(O) = T().
The system of ODEs given in (3] can be written in a compact form as follows
dX
— =F(X,0,U(X,t
dt ( ? Y ( ? ))7 (4)
X (0) = Xo,

where X (t) = (V_(t), B(t),_T(t))T, and, without loss of generality, @ = (¢, ¢, ¢, ¢r, gr,y) and
U= ('al(v> t), ﬂ2(B> t), ﬂ3(T> t))

We extend the ODE system () to the following system of It6 stochastic differential equation
corresponding to (3]

T = eV (V. 0OV + o0 (V, B.T) AW (1), V(0) =V

dB _ _ o _ _

—r =&V +&TB — (B t)B +05(V, B, T) dWy(t), B(0) = B, (5)
dTl _ - o _ _

E = _T(l — ’}/) — (jTT — ﬂg(T, t)T + O'3(V, B, T) de(t), T(O) = To.

where dW;, i = 1,2, 3 are one-dimensional Wiener processes, and o;, © = 1, 2, 3, are positive. The
expressions for o; will be obtained using experimental data, as described in Section
Using a compact notation, we can write (f) as

dX
- = =F(X,0,U(X,t))+o(X) dW(t), (6)
X (0) = X,
where
dWi(t)
dW (t) = dWs(t)
dW3(t)



is a 3-dimensional Wiener process with stochastically independent components and

01(X) 0 0
o(x)= 0 o9(X) 0
0 0 oy(X)

is the dispersion matrix, with ¢;(X) > 0 for all X.

We now characterize the state of the stochastic process, describing the evolution of X (t)
through (@), by its probability density function (PDF). For this purpose, we first assume that the
process ([@]) is constrained to stay in a bounded convex domain with Lipschitz boundaries, thus
Xt)eQc R, ={zeR¥:2; >0, i =1,2,3}, by virtue of a reflecting barrier on 9. This is
due to the maximum carrying capacity inside a human being. Let = (21, 22, x3)7. Now define
f(z,t) as the PDF for the stochastic process described by (@), i.e., f(x,t) is the probability of
X (t) assuming the value x at time t. Then, the evolution of the PDF of the process modeled by
(@) is given through the following Fokker-Planck (FP) equations

0f(2,0) + V- (Pl 0,u(a,1)) (r.1)) = 5V (0*(X)V f(z,1)),
f(LL’,O) = fO(x)v

where fo(x) represents the initial PDF distribution that satisfies the following

fo 2 O, /Qf()(l’)dl’ = 1, (8)

(7)

The function fy(z) represents the distribution of the initial state Xy of the process and the domain
of definition of the FP problem is @ = 2 x (0,7y), where Ty is the final time of observation. The
reflecting barrier conditions assumed on the process correspond to flux zero boundary conditions
for the FP equation (7). For this purpose, we write () in flux form as

8tf(x7t> =V F, f(SL’,O):fO(LL’), (9>

where the flux F' is given component-wise by

o3z
Then, the flux zero boundary conditions can be formulated as follows
F-n=0 on 082 x (0,7, (11)

where n is the unit outward normal on 0f).
We consider @ € Uy = {y € RS : 0 < y; < M, i = 1,---,6, M; > 0}, and u(z,t) =
(t1(xq,t), us(xe,t), us(xs,t)) in the admissible set

ﬂl(l'z,t) € Wd = {TLZ € [/2([0,7—‘7 HI(QZ)) . \V/(l',t) € Q, 0 S u,(:z’,,t) S Di, Dz > 0}, 1= 1,2,3,

where M; are chosen so as to represent the feasible biological ranges of the parameters, D; is the
maximum tolerable dose for the drug represented by u;, and €; is the one dimensional subdomain
in the i** direction.



Remark 2.1. We note that u, as a function of x, is in H'(Q), represents the fact that the drug
dosages are smooth functions of V, B,’T". This implies that during dose administration, a feasible
strateqy s to increase or decrease the dose feedback in a smooth way depending on the values of
V., B, T, without severe discontinuities. However, as a function of time, the dosage profiles can
have a non-smooth structure, which is why w is L? with respect to t. This is practically motivated
due to the fact that the dosage profile is more sensitive and adaptive to V, B, T rather than with

respect to t (see e.g., [20]).

2.1 FP algorithm for optimal combination therapies

We now describe the algorithm for obtaining the optimal combination therapies. We follow a
three-step process as described below:

1. We first estimate the patient specific unknown parameter vector 0, given the values of f(z, )
at specific time instants ¢y, -+ ,ty as f(x), ¢ = 1,---, N. For this purpose, we solve the
following optimization problem

6" = argmin Jy(f,6) izg/(f(ft,t) — f(2,1))? do + é||9||122, (12)
0cU,q 2 Jg 2

subject to the FP system ([@),([8),([) with u; = 0, ¢ = 1,2,3, where f*(z,t) is the data

function formed by interpolating the patient data f(z).

2. In the next step, we determine the subset of the optimal parameter set 8* that is sensitive
with respect to the tumor volume V. This will be achieved through a global uncertainty and
sensitivity analysis using the Latin hypercube sampling-partial rank correlation coefficient
method (LHS-PRCC), as described in Section [Bl

3. Using the information of the sensitive parameters from the previous step, we now decide on
the type of drugs to be chosen, and the number of different drugs to be used, represented
by the number of &; # 0. We then formulate a second FP optimization problem as follows:

Ty
|

min o (t;, f) = %/Q(f(LL’,Tf> — fa(@))? dz + Z %/

2
U dt, 13
u; €V, g0 7#0 By 0 | ZHHl(Q) ( )

subject to the FP system (), (), (),

where fq is a target PDF at the final time 7. At the end of Step 3, we not only obtain the types
of drugs that can be used for treatment but also the optimal drug concentration and the dosage
profile over time.



3 Theory of the Fokker-Planck parameter estimation prob-
lem

In this section, we discuss some theoretical results related to FP system ([7) and the existence of
solutions of the optimization problem ([I2]). For this purpose, we denote the FP system ([T),(R]), (T
as £(fo,0,u) = 0. We also define V,q = V., x V2 x V3. We first discuss the existence of weak

solutions of (7). We have the following proposition.

Proposition 1. Let fo € H'(Q), fo >0, 0 € Uyg, and u € V,q, i = 1,2,3. Then, there exists an
unique non-negative solution of €(fo,0,u) =0 given by f € L*(0,T; H(Q)) N C([0,T]; L*(Q)).

We remark that using classical techniques [54], one can get the H?(2) regularity in space.
Next, because of ([@) and (IIJ), we can prove the following proposition that states conservation of
the total probability.

Proposition 2. The FP system given in ({0),([8), () is conservative.

Proof. Multiplying () by ¢ € H'(), integrating by parts, and using the flux zero boundary
conditions (1), we obtain the following

O i — — 2 [ g2vy. .
g at@bdm— 2/90' Vf V@Dd:)s—l—/Q(Ff) Vi dzx, »
1

:—5/90'2Vf~avwdx+/ﬂ(Ff)~V1de.

Choosing ¢ = 1, we obtain [, f(z,t)dx = [, fo(x)dz = 1 for all t € (0,7] and this proves the
result. O

The following proposition gives a stability property of our FP system.

Proposition 3. The solution f of the FP system ({0),[®),([) satisfies the following stability
estimate

1 Ollz20) < I follz2 exp (o EN?E) (15)

where N = supg,p. v, |[F(7,0,u)|.

Proof. Choosing v = f(+,t) in (I4]), we have
0
5ilF Ollze@) = =lloV f(O)lIz20) + 2/Q(Ff(lﬁ)) ooV f(t)dr. (16)

To estimate the last term in (I6), we use the Young’s inequality, 20d < kb* + d?/k with
k = |lo7t||2, the L? matrix norm of o~!, and obtain the following

0 -
il Ollzz) < llo™ BN (O)11Z2(a)-

Using Gronwall’s inequality, we arrive at the desired result. O

9



Next, we state and prove some further properties of the solution to () that is needed for
proving the existence of optimal 8* and u*. For this purpose, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 4. Let fo € H'(Q), fo >0, and @ € Uyq. Then, if f is a solution to E(fy,0,u) =0,
the following inequalities hold

I fllLo 0,020 < el follz)s (17)

10cf 20,510y < (2 + 3N || foll 220, (18)
1

where c1, ¢y, c3 are positive constants and N is defined in Proposition[3. Further, if ||o~']|3 > N

then the following inequality holds
[ flle207;m1 () < call fol 2@ (19)
where ¢y 1s a positive constant depending on N.
Proof. The inequality (I7) follows from (&), with
o =exp (o7 53N) .

To prove inequality (I8)), we define the dual of the H'(2) norm, given by H~1(Q), as follows

(O f, )20
H&tf“Hfl(Q) = Sup —( ).
veri) 1Yl
p7#0
From (I4), using (I3) we get
(Ouf, ) 12@) < (2 + caN) || fol 2@ V1] 2 o)

where

To prove ([I9), we first integrate (@) in (0,7") to obtain
T T
AT~ Wollsey = = [ 1050y at+2 [ [ (E5(0)- V1) daat,
Using the Young’s inequality, we have
T T
/0 1oV ()12 dt < |l foll 72 +/0 NI f ()22 + Nllo 1oV F ()72 | dt.
This implies

T T
(Nlld_llli—l)/o V)10 dt < !Ifo!l%zm)JrN/o 1F )22 gt (20)

10



Adding (N|le~3 — 1) fOT 1F ()12 dt to [0) we have the following

—12 _ g 2 2 2 g 2
(Nlle™ |z = 1) i 1FONz2) + IV 22y | dt < N follze@) + N i 1f@)lIz20) dt. (21)

Using ([I3]), we have

T T
- 1 _
| 1ROy dt < Wy [ exp (o™ B8%) dtz—na_lw[exp(rw 1!|§N2T)—1] I oll 0y
2

(22)
Therefore, we obtain

T
(Nl I3 —1)/0 (IIf(t)H%zm) + IIVf(t)||i2(Q>) dt

= o 12N [exp (lo ™ EN*T) =1+ ||a‘1||§N2] 1 follZ (-
2

1

his proves () with ¢4 = | (=T = 1)1

exp (o [ZN?*T) =1+ o [3N?|. O

From the results above, we obtain that the mapping A : U,q X Vg — C([0,T); H'(Q)), (0, u) —
f = A(0,u) is continuous. Further, using arguments given in [3], we can prove that this mapping
is also Fréchet differentiable. In the next proposition, we discuss some properties of the cost
functionals Jy, J5 given in (I2) and (I3]), which can be proved using the fact that the PDF f is
non-negative.

Proposition 5. The objective functionals Jyi, Jo, given in (I2) and ([I3)), are sequentially weakly
lower semi-continuous (w.l.s.c.), bounded from below, coercive on Uy, Vya. respectively, and are
Fréchet differentiable.

We now state and prove the existence of the optimal parameter set 8* and the optimal drug
dosage concentration vector u* in the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let fo € H'(Q) satisfy [®) and let Ji, Jo be given as in (I2) and ([3). Then,
there exists pairs (f7,0%) € C([0,T]; HY(Q)) x Uuq and (f5,u*) € C([0,T]; H(Q)) x Vaq such that
f1, fs are solutions of E(fo,0%,0) = 0,E(fo, 0, u*) = 0, respectively, and 0*, u* minimize Jy, Jo in
Uad, Vaa, respectively.

Proof. We first prove the existence of minimizer of J; in (I2). Since J; is bounded below, there
exists a minimizing sequence (™) € U,q. Since U,y C RS and J; is sequentially w.l.s.c. as well as
coercive in Uy, this sequence is bounded. Therefore, it contains a convergent subsequence (™) in
Uy,q such that ™ — 6*. Correspondingly, the sequence (f™), where f™ = A(6™0), is bounded

11



in L2(0,7; H'(2)) by (@), while the sequence of the time derivatives, (J;f™), is bounded in
L*(0,T; H1(Q2)) by ([I8). Therefore, both the sequences converge weakly to f; and 0, f;, respec-
tively. From the above discussion, we obtain weak convergence of the sequence (F'(6™+,0)f™) in
L*(0, T, L*(f2)). Tt now follows that f; = A(6*,0), and the pair (f;,0*) minimizes J;.

For proving existence of a minimizer of .J, given in (I3]), we can follow the same arguments as
above noting the fact that V4 being a closed subspace of a Hilbert space and .J; being coercive in V4
yields a convergent subsequence (u,,,) of a minimizing sequence (u,,) for J,, and the compactness

result of Aubin-Lions [33] yields strong convergence of a subsequence (f"*) of a sequence (f™ =
A(6%,u,,,)) in L0, T, L*(2)). O

We now introduce the following reduced functionals
j1(0> = JI(A(070)7 0)7 j2(u> = JQ(A(H*,U),U) (24)

The following proposition shows the differentiability of the reduced functionals Ji, J, that can be
proved using similar arguments as in [56].

Proposition 6. The reduced functionals J1(0), Jy(u) is differentiable, and their derivatives are
given by

416) - = (96 [ VoF - Vpy dudipr) . Vo € Ui
Q

2

(@) ) = (@)@ (Gt~ 85w~ [ [ i - D dujdn, (h2))
Q, Ja,
i7j7k:172737 j,k%l, v’l/)2€vad7
where py 1s the solution to the adjoint equation

_atpl(xvt) - f(x,t)(F(:c,H,O) ' Vpl(xvt»_%v : (Uz(x)v]jl(xvt)) = —Oé(f(l’,t) - f*(l’,t)), in € X (O7Tf>

Ip1

an = O, on 0f) X (0, Tf),

with p1(x,T) =0 and [ satisfying E(fo,0,0) =0, and ps is the solution to the adjoint equation
—Opo(z,t) — f(x,t)(F(z,0%,u) - Vpa(z, t))—%v (o (x)Vpa(z,t)) = 0, in Q x (0,T})
T2 (e T~ Sale)), om0 % (0,T),
with po(x,T) =0 and [ satisfying E(fo, 0%, u) = 0.

The optimality conditions corresponding to the minimization problem ([I2]) can now be written
as
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O f (2 t) £V - (F(2,0,0) f(x,1)) %v ()@ t), i Qx (0,T)),

0, on 09 x (0,T%).

_atpl(xvt) - f(m,t)(F(x,H,O) ' Vpl(x,t)) - %v ' (Uz(x)Vpl((L’,t)) = _O‘(f<x7t) - f*(xvt))v in {2 x (Ova>7
pi(z, T) =0, in €,

Ip
a—nl:O, on 99 x (0,T%).
(ADJ1)
<ﬁ0 . / VoF -V, dxdt,zp1>L2 >0, Vb € Un (OPT1)
Q

The optimality conditions corresponding to the minimization problem (I3) can be written as

O f(x,t) + V- (F(x,0%u) f(x,t) = %V (*(2)V f(x, 1)), in Q x (0,TY),

f(@,0) = fo(z), in Q, (FOR2)
F-n=0, on 02 x (0,T%).

_atp2($at) - f(l’,t)(F(l’, 0*’u) : VP2($at)) - %v ' (0’2(1')Vp2(l’,t)) = O> in Q x (O>Tf)>

pg(l',T) = _V(f(x,Tf)—fd(l')), n Qa
0
% =0, on 09 x (0,T%).

(ADJ2)

<U(Qj),u(9k)(5iﬂi — Bildgu;) — /Qj /Qk aTif - Va,p2 dzjdy, (¢2)i>L2 20, (OPT2)

i,j,k:1,2,3, j,]{?#l, VzngVad.
4 Numerical discretization schemes for solving the FP op-
timality system

4.1 Discretization of the forward and adjoint FP equations

In this section, we describe the numerical discretization schemes for solving the forward and adjoint

FP equations given in (FORI))- (ADJI)) and (EOR2)- (ADJ2) . For this purpose, we consider a
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sequence of uniform grids {£2, },~0 given by
Q, = {(21,22,23) € R® : (w15, 325, 231,) = (w10 + h, 220 + jh, T30 + kh)},

where (i,7,k) € {0,..., Ny} x{0,..., Ny} x {0,..., Ny} NQ and N,, represents the number
of grid points along the i’ coordinate direction. We also define 6t = T'/N; to be the time step,
where NV; denotes the maximum number of time steps. With this setting, we now consider the
discretized domain for 2 as follows

Qn.ot = {(T13, 25, T3, b)) © (X145, Toj, Ta) € Ly, Ly = mdt, 0 <m < Ny}

We denote the value of f(z,t) on the discrete domain Qs as I
For the spatial discretization, we will use the Chang-Cooper (CC) scheme [I1], which is repre-
sented by the following discretization of the flux term in (FORI) at time ¢,

1
VeF =g [(}ﬁém = I (Pl = P ) + (P — fﬂk—%)] )
where J ’i e F "; Iye F "; - represent the numerical flux in the i, j, k directions, respectively,
at the point (z1;, x9;, 3;). The numerical flux F TZ; ik in the %" direction is given as follows
27 b
o2 o2
m 2 m 7 m
Fivlin = [(1 —0i) Byt jrm ﬁ} i1 [ﬁ - 52'Bz'+%7j,k7m} i (25)
where
Bi—i—%,j,m - —F1($1i+%,l'2j,l’3k,0,u), (26)
and
) ! ! m 2hB Ja? (27)
i = - ) Wit = i+t g k/ 0 27
wﬁr%,j exp(wﬁ%d’k) -1 it+3.] 2

A similar formulae also holds true for the fluxes in the other directions.

For discretizing the time derivative, we will use the Douglas-Gunn (D-G) scheme. The D-G
scheme is a three-step method that gives a consistent discretization of the FP equation at each
step. At every step, the scheme is implicit in one direction only that results in a simpler system to
solve. The D-G scheme is coupled with the CC scheme that results in a fully discretized scheme
for solving the FP equation (FORI)). We call this scheme as the DG3-CC scheme. Below, we
describe the formulation of the fully discrete DG3-CC scheme. We introduce an auxiliary time
steps tp,«, tys«. For notational convenience, we only use indices in the flux F that represent the

flux in the corresponding direction and drop the other indices. For e.g., F,, 1 represents F, Lk
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the flux in the " direction.

Tk Ik _ (7~ )
b (P~ F) Ty — )+ 1 — ),
5 = %( ) T - ) (28)
2h<fm ) o (P = FP) 4 (s = F),
m+-1 m
- 5; b - 2h (_FZI; B ]:’n_lé) + %(Fﬁ‘g B ]:m**) 2h(‘F’7fT;l ‘7:’?1—%1)
o (FILy = FI) o (i = Fy) + o (Pl =~ Fi ),

with the initial condition fi?j’k = fo(z1;, xa;, x3x), for all (¢,7,k) € {1,..., N, — 1}. The flux zero
boundary conditions in the i direction is given as follows

F(N, —1/2,5,k) =0, F(1/2,j,k) =0,  Vj,k=0,...,N,. (29)

A similar condition holds for flux zero boundary condition in the other directions. We now analyze
some properties of the DG3-CC scheme ([28)-(29). The following lemma shows that the DG3-CC

scheme is conservative.
Lemma 4.1. The DG3-CC scheme (28)-(29) is conservative in the discrete sense.

Proof. Summing over all 4, j in the last equation of (28], we obtain

fzrr;"];l B 2‘737]? 1 m* m* 1 m** m+1 _ Tm+l
S s A s
1,5,k 1,7,k (30)
1 m m 1 m m m m
++ﬁ(ﬁ+%_ﬁ_%)+ﬁ(}—j+%—f 1)+ 2h(]: —Fil)|
The right hand side of ([B0) is a telescoping series and, thus, we have
m—+1 _ m L
i3,k ik
S Sy o
2
This gives us
D= Ym=0,... N, —1, (32)
i,5,k 0,5,k
which proves that the DG3-CC scheme is conservative in the discrete sense. O
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Next, we show the positivity of the DG-CC scheme, i.e. f° > 0 implies f™ > 0 for all m > 0.
For this purpose, we assume that F'is Lipschitz continuous with Lipshitz constant I' independent
of t, i.e.,

|F(z,t) = F(y,t)[| <Tllz—yll, Vo,yeQ t€l0,T] (33)
Such a condition also ensures unique solvability of the underlying ODE system (d]). Then, we can
use similar arguments as in [47, Th. 4.1] to obtain the following result

Theorem 4.1. The DG3-CC scheme is positive under the Courant-Friedrichs-Lewy (CFL)-like
condition 5 on2
ot < 34
win {2571 (34)
where T is the Lipschitz constant given in ([B3) and

hB hB , — _
V= hBe 1 + PR 7rok where B = rgltn{F(x,t)}, B = n}ﬂx{F(m,t)}, C= mlagxzai2
(35)

Next, we state a discrete stability property of the DG3-CC scheme that can be proved using
similar arguments as in [47, Th. 4.3].

Theorem 4.2. The solution [{%, obtained using the DG3-CC scheme for the FP equation (FORI)
with a source g(z,t), under the CFL-like condition (3), satisfies the following L' stability result

F™ 1 < 100 + 6t Y max(lg”(h, g *[h),  m=0,...N,—1,

where || - || is the discrete L' norm.

We now analyze the consistency properties of the DG3-CC scheme. For this purpose, we note
that the the DG3-CC scheme given in (28)-(29) can be written in one step as we obtain

fm—i—l 1
1,5,k zyk_

ot 2h [(Dﬂlﬂ + D+ Di)(ff;k + me)]
ot - -, = o - - i
— 275 (DD + DLD% + DXDY)(J1it = )] (36)
5t2 D123 m—+1 m
+ 8h3 [(Dme”DI)(fivj,k - fi,j,k)] )
where
Do 135 _D+Cm ~fije T D+B-m M [ g
D2 277; k _D+Cm f 1,7,k + D—',-B M(;f ik (37)
D3 erjbk D+ Z]*;*llD f]k+D+Bm*;*llM6 i
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and for an index r € {4, j, k}

D+fr = (fr-i—l - fT’)/h>
D—fr = (fr - fr)/hv
M(S.fr = (1 - 57’—1)fr + 5r—1f7’—1~

The first term on the right hand side of (B6]) corresponds to the Crank-Nicholson method with
CC discretization for the spatial operator. Using similar arguments as in [35, Lemma 3.2 and
Th. 3.6], using a Taylor series expansion, one can show that under the CFL condition (34]), the
truncation error corresponding to the first term on the right hand side of (B8] is O(§t* + h?). For
the other two terms, using similar arguments as in [35, Lemma 3.2 and Th. 3.6] and [47, Lemma
4.2], one can show that the truncation error is O(6t* + 6t*h?). Defining the overall truncation
eITor as

i T U
m~+1 = %75 LR Dl D2 D3 m m+1
<p7a]7k ot 2h [( T + T + x)( 1,5,k + 1,5,k )] (38)
ot 19A 19A N2 17 m m 5t2 N1l N2 m m
+ DD 4 DIDY 4 DEDO(fE — fna)] - o0 [(DADEDA)(2 — £

we obtain the following result for the truncation error estimate of the DG3-CC scheme

Lemma 4.2. The truncation error [38) of the DG3-CC scheme ([28)-(29) is of order O(5t* + h?)
under the CFL-like condition (3).

Using Lemma [£.2] Theorem and arguments as in [45] [47], we obtain the following conver-
gence error estimate of the DG3-CC scheme

Theorem 4.3. The DG3-CC scheme @8)-@9) is convergent with an error of order O(5t* + h?)
under the CFL condition (34) in the discrete L' norm.

For the adjoint equations (ADJI)) and (AD.J2)), we use the D-G scheme for the time discretiza-
tion in the first term, one sided finite difference discretization for the second term, and central
difference for the third term on the left hand side of (ADJI]) and (ADJ2).

4.2 A projected NCG optimization scheme

For solving the optimization problems (2] and (I3), we use a projected non-linear conjugate
gradient (NCG) scheme (see for e.g., [3, 39, 40, 45, 47]). It falls under the class of non-linear
optimization schemes, where the objective functional nonlinear yet differentiable with respect to
the optimization variables. The NCG scheme has been used to solve several finite and infinite
dimensional optimization problems and has been demonstrated to provide fast and accurate so-
lutions of the optimality system, even for finite dimensional optimization problems (for e.g., see
the discussion in [3, [39, 40]. For non-linear optimization schemes involving non-differentiable ob-
jective functionals, one can use proximal methods or semi-smooth Newton schemes (see for e.g.,
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[26], 27, [48]). To describe the NCG scheme for solving the minimization problems (I2]) and (I3]),
we generically denote the reduced functional corresponding to either of the minimization problems
as J , and the associated optimization variable as P. We start with an initial guess Py for the
optimization problem and, correspondingly, calculate

do = go == VpJ(Py),

where VpJ is given by [OQPTT) or (QPT2). The search directions are then obtained recursively
as follows

di+1 = —Gr1 + Brdy, (39)

where g5, = Vj(uk), k=0,1,.... The parameter (3 is chosen according to the formula of Hager-
Zhang [29] given by

T
L (yk — 2dy, Hkal%) Gk+1 (40)
’ dfyk dfyk ’

where yr = gr+1 — gx. Next, a conjugate gradient descent scheme is used as follows to update the

optimization variable iterate
Py = Py + ag dy, (41)

where £ is an index of the iteration step and ay > 0 is a steplength obtained using a backtracking
line search algorithm. We use the following Armijo condition of sufficient decrease of J for the
backtracking line search

j(Pk —|—Oékdk) S j(Pk) + 5ak(ij(Pk),dk>L2, (42)

where 0 < § < 1/2 and the scalar product (u,v)2 is the discrete [? inner product in R® for the
minimization problem (I2)), and represents the standard L*([0,T; H*(€2))? inner product for the
minimization problem (I[3]). Finally, the gradient update step is combined with a projection step
onto the admissible sets in the following way

Py = Py [Py + ag dy] (43)

where
Py [P] = (max{0, min{N;, P;}}, Vi=1,---s),

with U = Uy or Vg, s = 6 or 3 and N; = M, or D;, corresponding to the minimization problems
(I2) and ([I3), respectively. The projected NCG scheme can be summarized in the following
algorithm:

Algorithm 4.1 (Projected NCG Scheme).

1. Input: initial approx. Py. FEvaluate dy = —ij(Po), index k = 0, maximum k = Kkyaz,
tolerance =tol.

2. While (k < kaz) do
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3. Set Py = Py [Py + oy di|, where ay, is obtained using a line-search algorithm.
4. Compute gjy1 = VpJ (01

5. Compute B using [{0).

6. Set dpy1 = —grs1 + BHCd),.

7. If || Pes1 — Pilliz < tol, terminate.

8. Setk=k+1.

9. End while.

5 Global uncertainty and sensitivity analysis of optimal
parameter set

Once we obtain the optimal parameter sets, we next want to determine the most sensitive parame-
ters with respect to the tumor volume. In this context, it should be noted that the patient-specific
parameters can be considered as random variables due to the uncertainties in experimental data
[41]. Tt is well-known that any uncertainty in the chosen parameter values may result in in-
consistency when it comes to the model’s prediction of resulting dynamics. Also, the degree of
uncertainty guides the significance of the inconsistency introduced [30]. As such, uncertainty anal-
ysis should be used as a tool to quantify the uncertainty in the model output that is a result of the
uncertainty in the input parameters. Now, sensitivity analysis, which naturally follows uncertainty
analysis, helps in assessing how the overall inconsistency in the model output can be attributed to
different input sources. Taken together, in context of accurate assessment of treatments, uncer-
tainty and sensitivity analyses aims to perform the following: (i) identify the key patient-specific
parameters, among all input parameters, whose sensitivity significantly contribute to the tumor
volume and (ii) rank the identified parameters depending on how much they contribute to this
sensitivity.

Although one may carry out a local sensitivity analysis, where the sensitivity of one parameter
is studied separately by keeping rest of the parameters fixed at their baseline values, such a
method may not be accurate in assessing uncertainties [2§]. Hence, we propose a multi-dimensional
parameter space globally that allows all uncertainties to be identified simultaneously. To facilitate
this, we employ two efficient statistical tools - Latin hypercube sampling (LHS) method and partial
rank correlation coefficient (PRCC) analysis; see [34]. Briefly, in the LHS method, we start six
uncertain patient-specific parameter set 8, that are associated with the mathematical model under
study. Then, we use Monte Carlo simulation technique to generate M random numbers for each
of the six uncertain parameters to produce a (M x 6) matrix. We call this matrix as the LHS
matrix. As a thumb rule, We choose M such that M > (%)k Note that each row of the LHS
matrix can be used as an input vector to generate the uni-dimensional output measure. Hence,
we generate M different values for the output measure. The output variable is thus a vector
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with dimension (M x 1). Finally, we compute the PRCC between each uncertain parameter and
the output variable to identify the parameters that have significant PRCC values. Below, we
summarize the steps involved in the LHS-PRCC analysis.

Algorithm 5.1 (LHS-PRCC Scheme).

Step 1:

Step 2:

Step 3:

Step 4:

Step 5:

Step 6:

Step 7:

Step 8:

Step 9:

For each uncertain parameter in the set 0, specify a PDF. In this way, the variability in the
PDF becomes a direct measure of the variability of the uncertain parameter.

To ensure that the sampling distribution of the values for each uncertain parameter ade-
quately reflects the shape of the chosen PDF, divide each PDF into M equi-probable and
non-overlapping intervals.

Randomly draw a number from each interval corresponding to each uncertain parameter
exactly once to make sure that the entire range for each parameter is explored. In this
context, the drawings are done independently for each parameter. This results in M different
values for each of the k uncertain parameters.

Create a LHS matriz with dimension (M x 6) using the values generated in Step 3. In this
matrix, the numbers in each column are not arranged in any particular order. Thus, each row
of the LHS matriz represents siz random numbers with each random number representing a
particular uncertain parameter.

Using each row of the LHS matrixz obtained in Step 4, compute the tumor volume V', known
as the output measure. This results in M different values of the output measure, noting

that there are M rows in the LHS matriz. Call this as the output vector having dimension
(M x1).

Rank transform the LHS matriz, i.e., transform the values in each column of the LHS matrix
to ranks. Denote the resulting ranked LHS matriz as Xr = [Xig, Xogr, -+, Xkr|. Note
that each X;r, i = 1,---,0, represents the rank transform of the i-th uncertain parameter.
Similarly, rank transform the output vector and denote the ranked output vector as Yg.

For each uncertain parameter, fit two multiple linear regression (MLR) models. The first
one is the MLR of X;g,i = 1,2,---,6, on all {X;r : j = 1,2,---,6 and j # i}. The
second one is the MLR of Y on all {X;r:j=1,2,---,6 and j #i}.

For each of the two fitted MLR models, calculate the residuals. For the i-th uncertain pa-
rameter, the PRCC' is obtained by calculating the Pearson’s correlation coefficient between
these two sets of residuals. Compute the PRCC value for each uncertain parameter.

For each uncertain parameter, use the student’s t-test and the corresponding p-value to check
if the PRCC value is significantly different from zero.
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Step 10: Identify the sensitive parameters, i.e., the parameters having large PRCC values (e.g., >
0.5 or < —0.5) and small p-values (e.g., < 0.01,< 0.05, or < 0.10 ). These are the
parameters that significantly affect the tumor volume in a colon cancer patient. A PRCC
value with a positive (negative) sign implies that the corresponding parameter is directly
(inversely) related to the output measure.

Step 11: Rank the identified sensitive parameters based on the magnitude of their PRCC values.

6 Numerical results

In this section, we present the results of numerical simulations that validate the effectiveness of
the FP framework. We first consider the parameter estimation problem given in (I2). For this
purpose, we choose our domain 2 = (0,6)% and discretize it using N,, = 51 points for i = 1,2, 3.
The final time ¢ is chosen to be 4 and the maximum number of time steps IV, is chosen to be 50.
The patient data is represented by the target PDFs f*(x), i = 1,---, N with N = 10,20, where
fi are described by a normal distribution about the measured mean value E[f] and variance
0.05. We perform a 4D interpolation to obtain the data function f*(z,t¢) at all discrete times
ty, k= 1,---,N;. The regularization parameters are chosen to be a« = 1, § = 0.02. For the
set Uyq, the value of the vector M = (M, -, Ms) is given as (1.5,0.05,0.2,1.5,0.5,1). This is
motivated by the maximum of the biological range of values of the parameters provided in [I7]. For
the parameter estimation process, the initial guess of the parameter set 8 in the NCG algorithm
is given by 6 = (0.1,0.1,0.1,0.1,0.1,0.1).

For the values of o;, we analyze the data given in [I7], corresponding to the measurement of
V in 10 mice on days 3, 5, 7, 9, 11, 13, 15, 17, 19. We first compute the mean of V for each of
the corresponding days in the sample. We remark that in past, the standard deviation o of the
data corresponding to a dynamical variable D, has been given by the form mD,. While being a
reasonable approximation, this expression is not accurate and moreover, such an expression will
lead to degenerate elliptic coefficients in the FP equation (). Thus, to overcome these issues,
we use a data fitting method to come up with a more accurate form of o such that it is not
degenerate. We assume that standard deviation of the aforementioned dataset is given by the
form m(V4)® + ¢, where ¢ > 0 and V¢ is the mean of V on day d. We find that for the choice
of ra = 1.2, m = 0.5,¢ = 0.001, the standard deviation of the data is well-fitted by m(V4)"® + e.
Thus, in (), we choose

oi(r) = 0.5(z}* +0.001), i =1,2,3.

6.1 Test Case 1: Synthetic Data

In this test case, we generate synthetic data measurement, that represents a hypothetical colon
cancer patient, by solving the ODE (B]) in the time interval ¢ = [0,4] with N = 10,20, and
with the non-dimensional parameter set 8 = (1.3400,0.0350,0.1200, 1.1400, 0.2473,0.5000). The
values of the constants used in converting the ODE system () to its non-dimensional form given
in (@) are given as k; = %0, ko = 3, ks = 100, ky = 1—10. The data is given as (V;, B;, T;) =
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(V(t;), B(t;), T(t;)), i = 1,--- , N, for specified times t;, with (V(0), B(0),T(0) = (1,1,1)). The
initial condition represents a cancer-free state of the patient. The corresponding PDFs f are
given by normal distribution functions with mean V; and variance 0.05.
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Figure 1: Test Case 1: Monte-Carlo simulation and mean trajectory plots of the profiles of V, B, T’
with N = 10.

The obtained optimal parameter set 6* for N = 10 is (0.9349, 0.042, 0.1478, 0.8505, 0.18,0.6726)
and with N = 20 is (1.0359,0.0383,0.1940, 1.0877,0.2000, 0.5775). We observe that the optimal
parameter estimates get closer to the true parameter values with the increase in NV, which is ex-
pected due to availability of additional data. Figure [llshows the 50 Monte-Carlo (MC) simulation
plots and profiles of V, B, T" with N = 10. The plots in the first row show the Monte-Carlo sim-
ulations for the solution of the stochastic ODE (Bl with the true parameter set. The plots in the
second row show the mean trajectories of V, B, T" with the true and optimal parameter set. The
blue curve in each of the figures show the plot of the true mean value of the corresponding random
variables (V, B, T'). The red curve shows the plot of the mean value of the corresponding variables
obtained by solving the (B) with the optimal parameter set. The Monte-Carlo simulation shows a
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large variance in the data due to measurement errors. Using such a data and the FP framework,
the optimal parameter set 8* leads to the mean value of the variables being close to the true mean
value. This demonstrates that even in the presence of significant variations in the measurement
data, the obtained optimal parameter set is close to the true values and provides accurate mean

values of the random variables (V, B, T').
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Figure 2: Test Case 1: Monte-Carlo simulation and mean trajectory plots of the profiles of V, B, T’

with NV = 20.

Furthermore, in Figure @2 we have the simulations for N = 20. We observe that with an
increase in the number of data points, the obtained mean value of the random variables get closer

to the true mean value.

Next, we run the LHS-PRCC algorithm and investigate the sensitivity of the optimal parameter
set with respect to the tumor volume V' at the final time 7" = 4. For this purpose, we assume
each parameter to follow a Weibull distribution [39] [40] and consider the number of equiprobable
intervals, M, to be 100. The p—values and the PRCC values for the cases N = 10 and N = 20

are given in Table [l
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Parameter | N = 10 N =20

p—value  PRCC value | p—value  PRCC value
c 2.652e-30 0.870 | 1.842¢-29 0.864
Ce 0.629 -0.050 | 0.913 0.011
Co 0.302 0.107 | 0.622 -0.051
cr 0.840 0.021 | 0.368 0.093
qr 0.696 0.041 | 0.125 0.158
¥ 1.301e-44 0.938 | 2.933e-48 0.949

Table 1: p—values and PRCC values for the optimal parameter set 6*

We observe that the parameters ¢ and v have p—values close to 0 and high PRCC values, which
make them the most sensitive variables with respect to the tumor volume V. This is expected as
these two parameters directly influence the rate of increase of V. As far as the other parameters
are concerned, we note that their p—values are high and PRCC values are low. Hence, these
parameters are not sensitive to the output V. Between the parameters ¢ and ~, since the PRCC
value of ~ is higher than that of ¢, we can say that the parameter v is more sensitive to V' than
the parameter c.

We next determine the optimal treatment strategies for curing the colon cancer patient. For
this purpose, we note that since ¢,y are the most sensitive parameters with respect to the tumor
volume V| it is enough to use a combination drug that can control the effects of ¢,vy. So we test
a combination therapy comprising of Bevacizumab and Capecitabine that directly affects T" and
V', and so we don’t consider uy in ({I) by setting ay = 0. This is because the joint effect of ¢y is
similar for both V' and B of (), and it is enough to consider a drug that controls either V' or B
directly.

We start off with the values of (V/, B, T'), as obtained in FigurePat the final non-dimensionalized
time t = 4. This stage is represented by the presence of colon cancer in the patient. Our target
is to use the optimal combination therapy to bring down the levels of (V, B, T) to (1,1,1) (that
represents a cancer-free stage) after dosage administration for a subsequent non-dimensionalized
time period of ¢ € [0, 1.4], which corresponds to the actual time of 7 = 14 days. This time period
corresponds to the standard combination treatment cycle with Bevacizumab and a chemotherapy
drug for colon cancer [I6]. Thus, we consider fq(x) to be a Gaussian centered about (1,1,1) at
time ¢ = 1.4. We next solve the minimization problem (I3]) to obtain the optimal profiles for u,
and ug, representing dosages of Capecitabine and Bevacizumab, respectively. The values of aq, as
are chosen to be 2.135 - 107¢ [24] and 0.16 [I7], respectively. The maximum tolerable dosage for
Capecitabine is taken to be 1000 mg/m?/day and for Bevacizumab is taken to be 0.7 mg/kg/day,
which implies, D; = 0.02135 and D3 = 1.12.
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Figure 3: Test Case 1: Mean trajectory plots of the profiles of V, B,T" with and without the
combination therapy. Red curves indicate the profiles without treatment, blue curves indicate the
profiles with treatment

Figure [B] shows the plots of the mean PDFs with and without treatment. The red curves
denotes profiles of V, B, T" without treatment, whereas the blue curves denotes profiles with the
effect of treatments. We clearly note that in the absence of the combination therapy, the values
of V, B, T clearly rise uncontrolled, which means that the tumor is rapidly spreading. On the
administration of the combination therapy, we observe the control of V| B, T to the desired cancer-
free state. Figure [l shows the dosage patterns of Capecitabine and Bevacizumab. We note that
initially, Capecitabine is administered with higher dosages but over time the dosage is significantly
reduced. On the other hand, the dosage of Bevacizumab is low during the initial phases of the
treatment and subsequently increases with the decrease of Capecitabine.
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Figure 4: Test Case 1: Feedback optimal combination treatment profiles
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6.2 Test Case 2: Real data

In Test Case 2, we use real data based on experiments in [I'7, [50]. In [50], mice specimens were
transplanted subcutaneously with C38 colon adenocarcinoma, and small animal MRI was used to
measure the tumor volume V in days 3, 5, 7, 9, 11, 15, 17, 19, 21, 23. The corresponding data
for B and T were taken from [I7]. With each of the the data points (V;, B;, T;) as the mean of
PDFs fF, with variance 0.05, the mathematical data function f*(x,t) was generated using 4D
interpolation. For implementing our NCG algorithm, we used the time interval ¢ = [0,2.3]. The
values of the constants used in converting the ODE system () to its non-dimensional form given

in ([3) are given as k; = i, ko =50, ks =100, ky = %.
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Figure 5: Test Case 2: Mean trajectory plots of the profiles of V| B, T" with 10 real data set points.

The obtained value of the optimal parameter set is 8* = (1.5000, 0.067, 0.2000, 1.2227, 0.3855, 0.6000).

Figure [l shows the plots of the mean value of the variables V, B, T using the optimal parameter
set (red curve) and the true dataset points linearly interpolated (blue curve). We again observe
that the obtained optimal parameter values lead to a good fit of the mean variable values to the
dataset. The results of the LHS-PRCC analysis, based on Weibull density for each parameter and
number of equiprobable intervals to be 100, are presented in Table 2l From the p—values, it is
clear that the parameters ¢ and v are highly sensitive to the tumor volume V' at the final time.
From the PRCC values, we can conclude that the parameter v is more sensitive to V' than the
parameter c.
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Parameter | p—value | PRCC value
c 7.166e-33 0.886
Ce 0.557 -0.061
Co 0.287 0.110
cr 0.179 0.139
qr 0.311 -0.105
v 3.040e-66 0.979

Table 2: p—values and PRCC values for the optimal parameter set 8* corresponding to the real
data

Since ¢, vy are again determined to be the most sensitive parameters with respect to V', we again
determine optimal combination therapies using Capecitabine and Bevacizumab as in Test Case 1.
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Figure 6: Test Case 2: Mean trajectory plots of the profiles of V, B,T" with and without the
combination therapy. Red curves indicate the profiles without treatment, blue curves indicate the
profiles with treatment

Figure [@ shows the plots of the mean PDFs with and without treatment. The red curves
denotes profiles of V, B, T" without treatment, whereas the blue curves denotes profiles with the
effect of treatments. We again note that in the absence of the combination therapy, the values of
V, B, T clearly rise uncontrolled, but on the administration of the combination therapy, V, B,T
is driven to the desired cancer-free state. Figure [1 shows the dosage patterns of Capecitabine
and Bevacizumab. As in Test Case 1, we note that initially, Capecitabine is administered with
higher dosages but over time the dosage is significantly reduced. On the other hand, the dosage
of Bevacizumab is low during the initial phases of the treatment and subsequently increases with
the decrease of Capecitabine.
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Figure 7: Test Case 2: Feedback optimal combination treatment profiles for the real data case

6.3 Discussion

From the two aforementioned experiments, we note that a feedback combination strategy of Be-
vacizumab and Capecitabine provides an optimal treatment regime for colon cancer. This is
consistent with previous experimental studies (e.g., see [31]), where it has been demonstrated
that such combination therapies are potentially more effective than single therapies. However, it
has also been noted (e.g., see [37]) that Bevacizumab, in combination with other chemotherapy
drugs, might elevate secondary risk factors, like higher bleeding risk, proteinuria, hypertension,
and arterial thromboses, especially for older people. Thus, it is quite important to administer a
low dosage of both Bevacizumab and Capecitabine. From the numerical results, we see that for
controlling colon cancer-induced angiogenesis, the maximum dosage of Capecitabine required was
approximately 900 mg/m?/day and of Bevacizumab was approximately 0.55 mg/kg/day. This is
significantly lower than the current acceptable practice of administering 1250 mg/m?/day dosage
level of Capecitabine and 10 mg/kg repeated over a two week period. Thus, a feedback strat-
egy and daily dosage administration results in a lower toxicity level and prevention of secondary
risk factors. This observation is consistent with the results presented in [I7]. Finally, we ob-
serve from the numerically results that the concentration of Capecitabine decreases over time,
and Bevacizumab takes over as the primary treatment mode till the end of the treatment cycle.
This suggests that once colon cancer is controlled, it might be feasible to use Bevacizumab as the
primary treatment in combination with a small chemotherapy dosage after the initial cycle (see
https://www.avastin.com /patient /mcrc/treatment /length-of-time.html).

7 Conclusion
In this paper, we presented a new framework for obtaining personalized optimal treatment strate-

gies in colon cancer-induced angiogenesis. We considered the angiogenic pathway dynamics pro-
posed in [I7] and extended it to a stochastic process to account for the random perturbations.
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We characterized the stochastic process using the PDF, whose evolution is governed by the FP
equation. The coefficients in the FP equation represented the unknown patient specific parameters
that we estimate using the patient data, by formulating a PDE-constrained optimization prob-
lem. The numerical discretization of the FP equations were done using a time-splitting scheme
and Chang-Cooper spatial discretization method. We proved the properties of conservativeness,
positivity and second order convergence of the numerical scheme. We also solved the optimality
system using a projected NCG scheme. Furthermore, we studied the sensitivity analysis of the
optimal parameters with respect to the tumor volume using the LHS-PRCC method. This in
turn, helped us to incorporate appropriate combination therapies into the FP model. We solved
an optimal control problem to obtain the optimal combination therapy. Numerical experiments,
involving Bevacizumab and Capecitabine, with synthetic data and real data using experimental
mice demonstrates that optimal combination therapies for cure of colon cancer-induced angiogen-
esis can be obtained real-time with high accuracy.
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