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Abstract

Background and Objective: In an in-vivo situation, the tissue near the blood vessels is rich in
oxygen supply compared to the one far from blood vessels. Hence, non-uniform oxygen distri-
bution is observed in biological tissues. Our objective is to explore the influence of non-uniform
oxygen supply in the development of necrotic core and, also to examine the effects of necrotic core
on tumor growth.
Methods: The research is processed through a mathematical approach based on the multiphase
mathematical model. To simulate the model, a finite difference numerical method based on the
“Semi-Implicit Method for Pressure-Linked Equations” (SIMPLE) algorithm is adopted.
Results: The necrotic core starts to form at the boundary of the tumor with lower oxygen con-
centration from the initial time. Investigations reveal that the position of the necrotic core varies
depending on the oxygen supply through the tumor boundary. The results predict asymmetrical
tumor growth under unequal oxygen supply at tumor boundaries. Also, it is hinted that a tumor
with a larger size of necrotic core grows slowly as compared to a tumor containing a smaller size
of necrotic core.
Conclusions: The formulated model has the potential to cast the situation of the tumor growth
in an in-vivo and in-vitro situations. This study provides an idea about the location and shape of
the necrotic core and the impact of the necrotic core on tumor growth. This information will be
beneficial to the clinicians and medical practitioners in predicting the stage of the disease.

Keywords: Avascular tumor, oxygen distribution, Stokes equation, SIMPLE algorithm, FDM,
necrotic region

1. Introduction

Tumor cells are very proliferative, and for their proliferation and survival, cells need a con-
tinuous supply of oxygen, glucose, and other nutrients [16]. At the early stage of development
of a tumor, these requirements are met from the surrounding tissues. However, as a tumor grows
in size, nutrients supply to the tumor central region gradually reduces. As a result, cells die in
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large quantity due to starvation, and owing to the lack of proper clearance system, dead cells are
gathered in the central region, which is known as necrotic core.

In order to explore the dynamics of tumor growth, researchers mostly relied on experimen-
tal approaches have been used [1, 20, 40]. As, experimental models are costly, time-consuming,
and often fail to explain underlying phenomena of growth, so, mathematical models are used to
complement the experimental studies. The outcomes of the models help clinicians and biologists
to understand the disease progression and growth factors in detail. Over the years, many math-
ematical models have been proposed to gain insights into tumor growth [8, 15, 17, 25, 38, 39]
In 1972, Greenspan [15] proposed a mathematical model of tumor growth. The model based on
the reaction-diffusion equation, was developed to investigate oxygen transport in an avascular tu-
mor. Casciari et al. [7] studied the effects of various essential nutrients, like oxygen, glucose, H+
ions, and extracellular pH on tumor growth. They found that the center of the tumor has a lower
level of oxygen and glucose concentrations, and it considerably reduces the proliferation rate. In
2002, Byrne et al. [6] developed a two-phase model to elaborate the bio-physical factors of tu-
mor growth. They considered the tumor as a mixture of two phases: tumor cellular phase and
ECM (which includes components other than the tumor cells). In the multiphase model, various
physical properties, like cellular stress, phase pressure, cell-cell interaction force, cellular viscos-
ity, and ECM phase properties are generally taken into account in avascular tumor growth models
[2, 5, 30, 32]. Droniou et al. [13] studied the tumor growth in two-dimension using the multiphase
model. They developed a finite element based numerical method to cater with the irregular and
asymmetric initial tumor geometries.

Although there is a significant development in the mathematical models to explore the tumor
growth, the main focus is on the tumor cellular phase development. Several experimental investi-
gations have showed that the necrotic region is also of vital importance [1, 20, 40]. Karsch-Bluman
et al. [20] experimentally showed that the contents of dead cells enhances angiogenesis and prolif-
eration of endothelial cells, induces vasculature, and may increase the cells migration. Adam and
Maggelakis [1] studied the effects of necrotic core in tumor growth. They predicted that tumor
growth may be hampered in the presence of necrotic core. Therefore, necrotic core is an important
component of a tumor growth, and the attention needs to be paid to explore its dynamics.

In this article, we aim to explore the development process of necrotic core of a tumor. The
multiphase one-dimensional (1D) continuum-based approach as proposed by Breward et al. [5] is
adopted to model the growth of a tumor. The tumor is assumed to compose of two phases: tumor
cellular phase and ECM as the other phase. The ECM phase contains the extracellular components
and majorly the dead cells. So, without considering a separate phase for dead cells in the model,
the development of necrotic core is explored using the dynamics of ECM phase. As the supply
of oxygen in tissues depends on the diffusional distance from the blood vessels, the tumor region
near the blood vessels is rich in oxygen supply compared to the one far from blood vessels [11].
As a result, tumor forms asymmetrical shape due to different oxygen supplies at tumor boundaries
[26]. The main limitation of the existing models is that these were formulated to capture the tumor
growth under uniform oxygen supply through its boundaries which helped to establish an explicit
relation between tumor cellular and ECM phases velocities [4, 5, 6, 32]. On the contrary, for
the different oxygen concentrations at tumor boundaries such relation does not hold; therefore,
the pressure-velocity equations are coupled. We have adopted the “Semi-Implicit Method for
Pressure-Linked Equations” (SIMPLE) algorithm for velocity and pressure coupling in the tumor
growth model. A finite difference based numerical method is used using the SIMPLE algorithm
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in staggered grid. Furthermore, the model is simulated to investigate the growth of necrotic core
with various boundary conditions on oxygen supply. Also, the dynamics of tumor cell phase is
examined with the different oxygen concentrations at the boundaries. The simulation results are
in good agreement with the experimental findings, and some novel insights are observed from the
simulation results.

2. Methods

In this section, multiphase mathematical model for tumor growth is formulated, and numerical
scheme to simulate the model is discussed.

2.1. Model formulation
Avascular tumor growth is a complex biological process. A tumor consists of various com-

ponents like tumor cells, dead cells, extracellular matrix, fibroblasts, and collagen fiber. Usually,
cell death occurs in two ways: (i) apoptosis that is known as cellular programmed death, and (ii)
necrotic death where cell death occurs due to metabolic stress or due to a shortage of nutrients and
oxygen supply [14, 42]. In this study, the tumor is assumed to be a mixture of two phases: tumor
cellular phase and extracellular matrix (ECM). As the intracellular components of dead cells are
released into the ECM, so the ECM phase accounts for the necrotic core. It is also assumed that
the cellular phase is a viscous fluid phase and ECM as non-viscous one. This is because of the
ECM phase where the time-scale for diffusion is much larger than the time-scale for convection
compared to that in cellular phase [6]. This is due to the presence of solid components, such as
structural proteins in the ECM phase, whereas tumor cells have the cytoskeletal network inside it,
which hinders cell motion [22]. In general, tumor growth depends on the availability of oxygen,
glucose, amino acid, and other essential nutrients. However, in this study, oxygen is considered as
the only growth factor of the tumor.

Figure 1: Schematic diagram of solid tumor.

2.2. Governing equations
It is assumed that the mixture of two phases is saturated and it constitutes the whole tumor. So,

no void condition is imposed as,
α + β = 1, (1)

where α(x, t) and β(x, t) denote the volume fractions for tumor cellular phase and ECM, respec-
tively. The fluid density ρ is assumed to be constant and equal for both the phases. By applying the

3



conservation of mass as well as of momentum to each phase, the governing equations are obtained
as [5],

∂α

∂t
+

∂(αuc)

∂x
= Sc, (2)

∂β

∂t
+

∂(βuw)

∂x
= Sw, (3)

ρα
∂uc

∂t
= Fc +

∂(ασc)

∂x
, (4)

ρβ
∂uw

∂t
= Fw +

∂(βσw)

∂x
. (5)

Here, c and w in the subscripts denote tumor cellular phase and ECM, respectively. u denotes the
velocity, σ is the stress tensor, S is the mass source or sink, and F momentum source/sink. Fc

represents the force applied by ECM phase on cellular phase. Initially (i.e., at t = 0), it is assumed
that the tumor is not growing, so uc = uw = 0. The initial volume fraction of tumor cellular phase
is considered to be α = α0.

The oxygen transport is given as [23],

∂C

∂t
= D

∂2C

∂x2
− ΓαCH(C − CN), (6)

where C is the oxygen concentration, D is the diffusion coefficient, CN the necrotic threshold
value of oxygen below which tumor cells cannot survive. The tumor cells consume oxygen with a
consumption rate Γ. H is the Heaviside function defined as,

H(C − CN) =

{
1, if C > CN ,

0, otherwise.

It is considered that the oxygen is available at the tumor boundaries, so the oxygen concentrations
are given as,

C = Cl at x = a(t),

C = Cr at x = b(t). (7)

The initial oxygen distribution is considered to be linear over the tumor region [a, b] = [a0, b0] at
t = 0, and it is given as,

C(x) = Cr + (b0 − x)
Cl − Cr

b0 − a0
for a0 ≤ x ≤ b0. (8)

2.2.1. Calculation of mass source/sink terms
The volume fraction (α) of tumor cells increases due to cell division and decreases with cell

death. So, the source term is defined as [5],

Sc =
αβS0C

1 + S1C
− S2 + S3C

1 + S4C
α, (9)

where the first term on the right-hand-side accounts for the cell proliferation under nourished con-
ditions with parameters S0 and S1, and the last-term for necrotic cell death due to shortage of
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oxygen supply with parameters S2, S3, and S4. The deceased cells are thought to dissolve into the
ECM and are ready for mitosis. One can note that if the relation S2 <

S3

S4
holds, cell proliferation

increases with an increase in C and cell death increases with a decrease in C [5]. This restriction
is taken into account to investigate the tumor growth dynamics in the present study. However, if
this restriction does not hold, tumor may shrink in size.

As the total mass is conserved, any loss/gain in the volume of one phase via source/sink is
balanced by an equal volume change in the other phase. This can be incorporated with the condition

Sc + Sw = 0. (10)

2.2.2. Calculation of momentum source/sink terms
The momentum source/sink terms Fc and Fw are computed using the relations as follows [19],

Fc = pc
∂α

∂x
+Kαβ(uw − uc),

Fw = pw
∂β

∂x
−Kαβ(uw − uc), (11)

where pc and pw are pressures in cellular and ECM phases, respectively. K is the drag coefficient
associated with the relative movement between the phases.

Let µc be the viscosity of tumor cellular phase. The stresses are given as [5],

σc = −pc + 2µc
∂uc

∂x
,

σw = −pw, with pc = pw + Σc. (12)

Here, Σc is the cell-cell interaction force. In healthy tissue, cells are sparsely distributed, and
hence Σc is negligible. Due to the rapid proliferation, tumor cells come in their close contact,
which results in a net cell-cell interaction force. If 0 < α < αmin, the cells are sparsely distributed
and do not interact with one another. For αmin < α < α∗, Σc < 0, which signifies that the cell
experiences attraction force. For α > α∗, the tumor cell phase exerts a net repulsive force. So, Σc

is calculated as [5],

Σc =

{
γ (α−α∗)

(1−α)2
, α > αmin,

0, otherwise,
(13)

where γ is the tension force constant.

2.3. Boundary propagation tracking equations
We assume that tumor boundaries propagate with the tumor cellular phase velocity. So, the

equations are given as,

da

dt
= uc(a), (14)

db

dt
= uc(b). (15)
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2.4. Model simplification
The momentum equations (4)–(5) (using Eqs. (11) and (12)) reduce to

ρα
∂uc

∂t
= −α

∂pc
∂x

+ 2µc

∂(α∂uc

∂x
)

∂x
+Kαβ(uw − uc), (16)

ρβ
∂uw

∂t
= −β

∂pw
∂x

−Kαβ(uw − uc) (17)

with pc = pw + Σc. We assume that the stresses are zero at the boundaries and are given as,

σc = σw = 0 at x = a(t) and b(t),

2µc
∂uc

∂x
= Σc at x = a(t) and b(t). (18)

2.5. Non-dimensionalized model
Let Rm be the maximal tumor length, Ĉ be the characteristic oxygen concentration (which is

taken as the oxygen concentration at the left boundary of tumor (Cl)), and the characteristic time

t̂ =
1 + S1Ĉ

S0Ĉ
, representing the time scale of proliferation rate under a well-nourished condition

[32]. So, the dimensionless variables are given as,

x
′
=

x

Rm

, C
′
=

C

Ĉ
, and t

′
=

t

t̂
. (19)

The parameters and variables are made dimensionless in the following way: a′
= a

Rm
, b′ = b

Rm
,

a
′
0 = a0

Rm
, b′0 = b0

Rm
, α = α

′ , β = β
′ , uc =

Rmu
′
c

t̂
, uw = Rmu

′
w

t̂
, S ′

1 = S1Ĉ, S ′
2 = S2t̂, S

′
4 = S4Ĉ,

S
′
3 = S3t̂Ĉ, p′

c = t̂2pc
R2

mρ
, p′

w = t̂2pw
R2

mρ
, µ′

c = µc t̂
R2

mρ
, K ′

= Kt̂
ρ

, γ′
= t̂2γ

R2
mρ

, D′
= Dt̂

R2
m

, Γ′
= t̂Γ,

CN = C
′
N Ĉ, and C

′
r =

Cr

Ĉ
.

Then non-dimensional mass conservation equations are obtained as (dropping dashes for con-
venience),

∂α

∂t
+

∂(αuc)

∂x
=

(1 + S1)αβC

1 + S1C
− S2 + S3C

1 + S4C
α = Sc, (20)

∂β

∂t
+

∂(βuw)

∂x
= −(1 + S1)αβC

1 + S1C
+

S2 + S3C

1 + S4C
α = −Sc. (21)

The non-dimensional momentum equations (using the relation pc = pw + Σc) are given as,

α
∂uc

∂t
= −α

∂pc
∂x

+ 2µc

∂(α∂uc

∂x
)

∂x
+Kαβ(uw − uc), (22)

∂uw

∂t
= −∂pc

∂x
+

∂Σc

∂x
−Kα(uw − uc). (23)

The zero stress conditions at boundaries in the non-dimensional form are given as,

σc = σw = 0 at x = a(t) and b(t),

2µc
∂uc

∂x
= Σc at x = a(t) and b(t). (24)
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Figure 2: Schematic diagram of the grid points and the staggered arrangement of variable on the computational
domain. Here, F denotes the scaler quantities {C, pc, α} and V denotes the velocities {uc, uw}.

Velocities and cellular volume fraction at initial time (t = 0) are given as,

uc = uw = 0 and α = α0. (25)

The non-dimensional oxygen diffusion equation becomes

∂C

∂t
= D

∂2C

∂x2
− ΓαCH(C − CN) (26)

with boundary conditions

C = Cl at x = a(t),

C = Cr at x = b(t), (27)

and initial concentration distribution profile

C(x) = Cr + (b0 − x)
Cl − Cr

b0 − a0
for a0 ≤ x ≤ b0. (28)

The non-dimensional boundary propagation equations can be written as,

da

dt
= uc(a), (29)

db

dt
= uc(b). (30)

2.6. Numerical method
This section presents the numerical procedure to solve the mathematical model [Eqs. (20) –

(26)]. The governing equations are discretized in a staggered framework. The staggered grid is
chosen in such a way that the velocity uc is on the boundary nodes as depicted in Fig. 2. The
domain [a, b] is discretized with step size ∆x =

(
b−a
N−1

)
, where N is the number of grid points. The

spatial grid points are numbered as i = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1
At the interior nodes, a central difference scheme is used for spatial discretization. While

for boundary nodes, a special treatment is adopted as discussed below. The first-order forward
difference scheme is adopted for temporal derivatives.
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2.7. Discretization of momentum conservation equations
The discretized form of the Eq. (23) is given as,

un+1
w,i =

1

1 + A1αi

(un
w,i + A1αiu

n+1
c,i −B1(pc,i+1 − pc,i−1) +B1(Σc,i+1 − Σc,i−1)), (31)

where A1 = K∆t, B1 =
∆t
2∆x

, and αi =
αi+1+αi−1

2
for i = 2, 4, . . . , N − 3. un+1

c,i and un+1
w,i are the

discrete counterparts of uc and uw respectively at time tn+1 = (n + 1)∆t for time-step ∆t and at
position xi = i∆x.
Using the expression of un+1

w,i , the discretized form of Eq. (22) can be written as,

− B1µcαi−1

∆x2αi

un+1
c,i−2 +

(
A2

1 + A1αi

+
B1µc(αi−1 + αi+1)

∆xαi

)
un+1
c,i − B1µcαi+1

∆xαi

un+1
c,i+2

= − A2B1

1 + A1αi

(pc,i+1 − pc,i−1) +
A1(1− αi)

1 + A1αi

(
un
w,i +B1(Σc,i+1 − Σc,i−1)

)
, (32)

where A2 = 1 + A1.
At the left boundary (i.e., for i = 0), the discretized form of Eq. (24) is obtained as,

uc,0 = uc,2 −
∆xΣc,0

µc

. (33)

At the right boundary (i.e., for i = N − 1), the discretized form of Eq. (24) is obtained as,

uc,N−1 = uc,N−3 +
∆xΣc,N−1

µc

. (34)

The boundary information required in the Eq. (32) are supplied by Eqs. (33) and (34).

2.8. Discretization of mass conservation equation
Mass conservation Eq. (20) is discretized using FTCS scheme. The discretized equations are

given as,
αn+1
i = αn

i +∆tSn
c,i − (fn

i+1 − fn
i−1)B1, (35)

where fn
i+1 = un

c,i+1

(αn
i+2+αn

i )

2
and fn

i−1 = un
c,i−1

(αn
i +αn

i−2)

2
with fn

0 = un
c,0α

n
0 and fn

N−1 = un
c,N−1α

n
N−1

for i = 1, 3, . . . , N − 2.
Since, the explicit scheme is chosen for mass conservation equation, by following the Fourier
stability analysis [28], ∆t is chosen as,

∆t ≤ max
i

(
4∆x|uc,i+1 − uc,i−1|

u2
c,i+1 + u2

c,i−1

)
for i = 1, 3, . . . , N − 2.

Once α is obtained, β can be calculated from α + β = 1.
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2.9. Discretization of oxygen diffusion equation
The oxygen diffusion equation (26) is discretized as,

D1

4
Cn+1

i−2 −
(
1 +

D1

2
+ Γαn+1

i H(Cn
i − CN)

)
Cn+1

i +
D1

4
Cn+1

i+2 = −Cn
i , (36)

where i = 3, 5, . . . , (N − 4) and D1 =
D∆t
∆x2 .

Note that the Eq. (36) is obtained by using central differencing with spatial step size 2∆x. For
i = 1, the central differencing is used with spatial size ∆x. The resulting equation involves C2,
which is calculated by taking the average of C1 and C3. The equation for i = 1 is obtained as,

−
(
1 +

3D1

2
+ Γαn+1

1 H(Cn
1 − CN)

)
Cn+1

1 +
D1

2
Cn+1

3 = −Cn
1 −D1C

n+1
0 . (37)

By following the similar approach, the equation for i = N − 2 is obtained as,

D1

2
Cn+1

N−4 −
(
1 +

3D1

2
+ Γαn+1

N−2H(Cn
N−2 − CN)

)
Cn+1

N−2 = −Cn
N−2 −D1C

n+1
N−1. (38)

2.10. SIMPLE algorithm for momentum equations
In Eq. (32), the pressure and velocity are coupled, so SIMPLE algorithm [27] is adopted to

solve for velocity. The algorithm is as follows.
Let us write the Eq. (32) in the form

aiu
n+1
c,i =

∑
anbu

n+1
c,nb −

A2B1

1 + A1αi

(pc,i+1 − pc,i−1) + ϕ(αi,Σc,i), (39)

where uc,nb are the neighborhood velocities around the grid point i.
Let p∗c be the guessed pressure field and take pc = p∗c in Eqs. (39). The resulted system of

equations is obtained as,

aiu
∗n+1
c,i =

∑
anbu

∗n+1
c,nb − A2B1

1 + A1αi

(p∗c,i+1 − p∗c,i−1) + ϕ(αi,Σc,i). (40)

Here, u∗
c,i can be called the pseudo velocity field based on a guessed pressure field p∗c .

If u′
c and p′c are the velocity and pressure correction terms, then

uc = u∗
c + u

′

c, (41)

pc = p∗c + p
′

c. (42)

Subtracting Eq. (40) from (39), we have

aiu
′n+1
c,i =

∑
anbu

′n+1
c,nb − A2B1

1 + A1αi

(p
′

c,i+1 − p
′

c,i−1). (43)

The omission of the term
∑

anbu
′n+1
c,nb in deriving the pressure correction equations is of no conse-

quence as far as the final converged results are concerned. Detailed information on this is available
in the book of S.V. Patankar [27]. So by dropping the term

∑
anbu

′n+1
c,nb , Eq. (43) can be written as,
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u
′n+1
c,i = − A2B1

ai(1 + A1αi)
(p

′

c,i+1 − p
′

c,i−1), (44)

where ai =
(

A2

1+A1αi
+ B1µc(αi−1+αi+1)

∆xαi

)
, αi =

αi+1+αi−1

2
for i = 2, 4, . . . , N − 3. nb denotes

neighboring points of i. Eq. (44) is called the velocity-correction formula. Therefore, Eq. (41) can
be rewritten as,

un+1
c,i = u∗

c −
A2B1

ai(1 + A1αi)
(p

′

c,i+1 − p
′

c,i−1). (45)

Upon summing up the mass conservation Eqs. (20) and (21) and using α+β = 1, the pressure
correction equation can be obtained from

∂(αuc + βuw)

∂x
= 0. (46)

By using the central difference scheme in Eq. (46) and by substituting the values of uc from (32)
and uw from (31), the pressure correction equation is obtained as,

B1(Hi−1−Ei−1)p
′

c,i−1−B1(Hi−1−Ei−1+Hi+1−Ei+1)p
′

c,i+1+B1(Hi+1−Ei+1)p
′

c,i+3 = Qi−1−Qi+1,
(47)

where Hi−1 = − A2
2αi−1

ai−1(1+A1αi−1)
, Ei−1 =

βi−1

1+A1αi−1
, and

Qi−1 =
βi−1

1+A1αi−1

(
un
w,i−1 +B1(Σc,i − Σc,i−2)−B1(p

∗
c,i − p∗c,i−2)

)
+ αi−1A2

1+A1αi−1
u∗n+1
c,i−1 for i = 3, 5, . . . , N−

4.
For i = 1 and i = N − 2, the pressure correction equations are obtained as,

(
2β0

1 + A1α0

+ E2 −H2 −
α0A

2
2

a2(1 + A1α0)(1 + A1α2)

)
B1p

′n+1
c,1

+

(
H2 − E2 +

α0A
2
2

a2(1 + A1α0)(1 + A1α2)

)
B1p

′n+1
c,3

=
2β0

1 + A1α0

(un
w,0 + 2B1Σc,1)− E2

(
un
w,2 +B1(Σc,3 − Σc,1)

)
−
(

α2A2

1 + A1α2

− α0A2

1 + A1α0

)
u∗
c,2

− α0A2

1 + A1α0

∆xΣc,0

µc

+ E2B1(p
∗
c,3 − p∗c,1)−

β0B1

1 + A1α0

p∗c,1, (48)

and
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(
HN−3 − EN−3 +

αN−1A
2
2

aN−3(1 + A1αN−1)(1 + A1αN−3)

)
B1p

′n+1
c,N−4

+

(
2βN−1

1 + A1αN−1

+ EN−3 −HN−3 −
αN−1A

2
2

aN−3(1 + A1αN−1)(1 + A1αN−3)

)
B1p

′n+1
c,N−2 =

− 2βN−1

1 + A1αN−1

(un
w,N−1 − 2B1Σc,N−2) + EN−3

(
un
w,N−3 +B1(Σc,N−2 − Σc,N−4)

)
−

(
αN−1A2

1 + A1αN−1

− αN−3A2

1 + A1αN−3

)
u∗
c,N−3

− αN−1A2

1 + A1αN−1

∆xΣc,N−1

µc

− EN−3B1(p
∗
c,N−2 − p∗c,N−4)−

βN−1B1

1 + A1αN−1

p∗c,N−2. (49)

The system of equations for pressure correction is solved using the tridiagonal matrix algorithm
(TDMA). Once the pressure correction is obtained, the pressure is updated using Eq (42). With
this corrected pressure, the velocity u∗∗n+1

c,i is obtained from Eq. (32). Also, it can be obtain u∗∗n+1
w,i

from Eq. (31) by substituting un+1
c,i = u∗∗n+1

c,i and the corrected pressure for pc,i. If u∗∗n+1
c,i and

u∗∗n+1
w,i satisfy the discretized version of the continuity equation (46), the convergence criteria is

given by,

αi+1u
∗∗n+1
c,i+1 − αi−1u

∗∗n+1
c,i−1 + βi+1u

∗∗n+1
w,i+1 − βi−1u

∗∗n+1
w,i−1 = 0 for i = 1, 3, . . . , N − 2, (50)

where αi+1 = αi+2+αi

2
and βi = 1 − αi. The absolute value of the right-hand side of Eq. (50) is

achieved during simulation with a tolerance value tol (in this study tol = 10−10).
The SIMPLE algorithm is followed in the following sequence:

1. Guess a pressure field p∗c .
2. Solve the momentum Eq. (39) to obtain u∗

c .
3. Solve for pressure correction p

′
c using Eq. (47).

4. Correct the pressure field by Eq. (42).
5. Correct the velocity field by Eq. (41).
6. Test the convergence using Eq. (50).
7. If solution converges, stop. Else return to step 1 with pc as the new guessed pressure p∗c and

repeat the process until converges.

2.11. Algorithm for solving tumor growth model
The governing equations of the present model are solved with the following algorithm.

Step 1: Initialization, i.e., at t = 0,
α0 = 0.8, aold = −Rold, bold = Rold, Rold = 0.05, uc = 0, and uw = 0, and solve the oxygen
diffusion equation to obtain the initial concentration distribution.

For each time-step until t = T do

Step 2: Solve the momentum equations to get the velocity field using the initial volume fractions.

Step 3: Solve mass conservation equations using the velocities obtained in Step 2.
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Step 4: Update boundaries anew, bnew by
anew = aold + uc,0∆t,
bnew = bold + uc,N−1∆t.

Step 5 : Update the oxygen field.

end

3. Results

3.1. Experimental validation
The numerical results obtained from the present model are validated with the experimental

results of Mueller-Klieser and Sutherland [26]. They studied the oxygen distribution for various
sizes of tumor using oxygen-sensitive microelectrodes. In order to perform numerical simulations,
the values of the model parameters are taken from the existing literature and are presented in
Table 1. We consider α = αmin = α∗ = 0.8 as the initial volume fraction [32]. So, no cell-
cell interaction is considered at the beginning of tumor growth (follows from Eq. (13)). Let
R0 = b0 − a0 be the initial dimensionless diameter of tumor (i.e., at t = 0). Experimental study by
Shirinifard et al. [35] suggests that the maximum diameter of solid tumor is approximately 200µm
before the angiogenesis process. In this study, the initial tumor diameter is considered to be 20µm
for simulation. Therefore, R0 = 1

10
(= 20

200
) is chosen, and the model is simulated up to t = 100.

The comparisons are shown in Fig. 3. It can be seen that the numerical results are in very good
agreement with the experimental data. This comparison ensure that the model is a realistic and
reliable one.

Figure 3: Comparison of predicted results with the results of Mueller-Klieser and Sutherland [26].

3.2. Effects of oxygen on necrotic core of tumor
The growth dynamics of the necrotic region is explored with four different oxygen concentra-

tions at tumor boundaries such as (a) Cl = Cr = 1, (b) Cl = 1, Cr = 0.5, (c) Cl = 1, Cr = 0.25,
and (d) Cl = 1, Cr = 0.1, and the results are shown in Fig. 4. As the dead cells majorly con-
tribute to the ECM phase, without considering the dead phase separately, necrotic core evolution
is tracked with ECM volume fraction.
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Table 1: Parameters values.

Parameter Non-dimensional
value

Reference

Γ 0.1 [32]

D
1

1600
[32]

CN 0.1 [23]
µc 1.0 [5]
γ 500 [32]
K 1600 [32]
S1 10 [5]
S2 0.5 [5]
S3 0.5 [5]
S4 10 [5]

The evolution of necrotic core with equal oxygen concentrations (i.e., Cl = Cr = 1) at the
boundaries is depicted in Fig. 4a. The ECM volume fraction decreases initially (i.e., for t ≤ 30).
It happens due to the proliferation of tumor cells as sufficient oxygen is available in the small-
sized tumor. As a result, tumor cellular fraction occupies the ECM space. As the tumor grows in
size, tumor cells start to die in the central region. Thereafter, dead cells largely contribute to the
increment of ECM volume fraction. The ECM volume faction (or size of the necrotic core) starts
to increase in the central region when time 30 < t < 40. Owing to the equal oxygen concentrations
at boundaries, necrotic core is symmetrical about the tumor center (i.e., x = 0). When Cl = 1 and
Cr = 0.5, the necrotic core is noticed for t ≥ 30. The key observation in this case is that the
necrotic region is no longer symmetrical (Fig. 4b). As time progresses, the necrotic core increases
in size and is developed close to the boundary having lower level of oxygen concentration i.e.,
Cr = 0.5.

As the right boundary oxygen concentration reduces further (i.e., to Cr = 0.25 and Cr = 0.1),
since the beginning, a necrotic core evolves and nears the boundary of reduced oxygen supply
(Figs. 4c, 4d). As the right boundary oxygen concentration decreases, this boundary is occupied
with the dead cells. This happens because the tumor cells do not survive due to the oxygen supply
shortage.

It can be concluded that the necrotic core is developed in the region with lower oxygen con-
centration and the morphology of necrotic core changes with the variation of oxygen distribution.
Also, necrotic core develops faster with lower level of oxygen concentration.

3.3. Effects of oxygen supply on tumor cellular volume fraction
To understand the effects of oxygen supply on tumor cellular volume fraction, again the four

cases are considered as (a) Cl = Cr = 1, (b) Cl = 1, Cr = 0.5, (c) Cl = 1, Cr = 0.25,
and (d) Cl = 1, Cr = 0.1. Changes in the volume fraction of tumor cellular phase and oxygen
distribution over tumor region are displayed as subfigures (a) and (b) respectively in each of Figs.
5–8.

The volume fraction of cellular phase (α) for the first case (i.e., Cl = Cr = 1) is displayed
in Fig. 5a. It can be noticed that α increases rapidly with time at initial stage (for 0 < t ≤ 10)
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 4: ECM volume fraction in tumor region with oxygen boundary concentrations (a) Cl = Cr = 1, (b) Cl = 1,
Cr = 0.5, (c) Cl = 1, Cr = 0.25, and (d) Cl = 1, Cr = 0.1.

due to the sufficient supply of oxygen in small tumor. Therefore, the proliferation rate is very high
initially. However, as time progresses, though the tumor size increases, the volume fraction of
the cellular phase starts falling in the central region of tumor. The oxygen profile for the growing
tumor is displayed in Fig. 5b. Clearly, the oxygen concentration falls inside the tumor. As the
tumor grows in size, tumor cells die owing to the lack of oxygen supply in the central region.

As a result, the necrotic region is developed inside the core of the tumor. Also, it can be noticed
that the volume fraction of tumor cells is distributed symmetrically about the center x = 0, and a
proliferating rim is spotted near the tumor boundaries.

In Fig. 6a, the cellular volume fraction (α) is displayed for oxygen concentrations Cl = 1 and
Cr = 0.5. It can be observed that the cells volume is lower near the right boundary as compared
to the left one and cells decreases faster at the right boundary. This is because a larger amount of
oxygen is available at the left boundary. The distribution of oxygen concentration is displayed in
Fig. 6b. One can observe that the oxygen concentration falls to the threshold value at near t = 80.
The necrotic region starts to develop inside the core, but the shape of this region is asymmetric.
Also, α is distributed asymmetrically. Therefore, the tumor morphology is asymmetric. The find-
ings are quite different from the first case where oxygen concentrations on tumor boundaries are
same (Fig. 5a). One can notice that the layer of proliferating tumor cells is less wide near the right
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(a) (b)

Figure 5: (a) Volume fraction profile of tumor cellular phase, and (b) oxygen distribution over tumor region (Cl = 1,
Cr = 1).

boundary as compared to that of the left boundary.

(a) (b)

Figure 6: (a) Volume fraction profile of tumor cellular phase, and (b) oxygen distribution over tumor region (Cl = 1,
Cr = 0.5).

Next, the numerical experiments are conducted for Cl = 1 and Cr = 0.25. The cellular volume
fraction (α) is portrayed in Fig. 7a,whereas the oxygen distribution is displayed in Fig. 7b. One
can see that the tumor growth is negligible towards the right boundary, and α decreases during the
initial growth. This is due to the insufficient oxygen supply at the right boundary. As a result,
tumor cells start to die there, and the necrotic region is placed in the vicinity of the same boundary.
Tumor mostly grows toward the left side due to the sufficient oxygen supply there and the cells
proliferating layer also appears only at the left boundary.

In the next case, the oxygen concentration is considered to be the same as the necrotic threshold
value at the right boundary (i.e., Cr = CN = 0.1). The oxygen profile for the growing tumor is
portrayed in Fig. 8b, and the volume fraction of cellular phase (α) is shown in Fig. 8a. One can
see that α starts declining near the right boundary as time progresses. It achieves the lowest value
α = 0.5 at the time t = 20. It can be noticed that the tumor growth is negligible towards the right
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(a) (b)

Figure 7: (a) Volume fraction profile of tumor cellular phase, and (b) oxygen distribution over tumor region (Cl =
1, Cr = 0.25).

boundary as a result of the fact that the oxygen is insufficient to sustain the tumor cells. So, tumor
cells are unable to proliferate owing to the tumor cells death.

(a) (b)

Figure 8: (a) Volume fraction profile of tumor cellular phase, and (b) oxygen distribution over tumor region (Cl =
1, Cr = 0.1).

Comparison between the volume fraction of tumor cellular phase for different oxygen concen-
trations at the right boundary is portrayed at Fig. 9. The snapshots Figs. 9a, 9b, 9c, and 9d are
taken at t = 0.3, 30, 50, and 100, respectively. It can be noticed that tumor volume fraction in-
creases through-out the domain for the cases Cr = 1 and Cr = 0.5 at t = 0.3. On the other hand,
tumor cells start to die at the boundary having oxygen concentration Cr = 0.25 and Cr = 0.1.
This is due to oxygen supply that is not sufficient to fulfill to the demand for livelihood of cells
(Fig. 9a). However, at subsequent times (t = 30, 50, and 100), tumor cells also die in the central
region for each combination of oxygen concentration at the right boundary. One can observed
that the proliferation rim is spotted at the right edge of the tumor only for Cr = 1 and Cr = 0.5
(Figs. 9b–9d). It can be concluded that tumor volume fraction decreases at the right boundary with
the decreasing value of oxygen concentration at that boundary, and the shape of tumor strongly
depends on the oxygen supply.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 9: Comparison between volume fraction of tumor cellular phase for different oxygen concentration at right
boundary at (a) t = 0.3, (b) t = 30, (c) t = 50, and (d) t = 100.

3.4. Effects of oxygen supply on cellular phase velocity
The cellular phase velocity determines the aggressive nature of the tumor and its progression.

So, its understanding is vital for developing new therapies for cancer disease. In this subsection,
the effects of oxygen on tumor cellular phase velocity is investigated.

The velocity profiles of the cellular phase with boundary oxygen concentrations Cl = 1, Cr = 1
are plotted at different times in Fig. 10a. The velocity is anti-symmetric about x = 0, and it
increases with x during the initial stage of the development of tumor (0 < t ≤ 5). However,
as time progresses, the velocity decreases mainly in the central region of the tumor. In the time
interval 5 < t ≤ 30, on the right side of x = 0, the velocity changes from negative to positive.
While the velocity changes from positive to negative as we move to the left from x = 0. This is
due to the dead cells, which are converted into the ECM during tumor progression. For t > 30,
the velocity becomes zero at the central region of the tumor and this region is termed as necrotic
core of the tumor, which grows in size as tumor progresses. Owing to the sufficient oxygen supply,
the tumor spreads through its boundaries, and it grows symmetrically about x = 0 with the same
magnitude of velocity on both sides of the tumor.

For the second case, where Cl = 1 and Cr = 0.5, the velocity profile of the cellular phase
is portrayed in Fig. 10b. The magnitude of the velocity of cellular phase at the left boundary is
approximately 1.5 times the velocity at the right boundary for t = 0.3. The velocity increases
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 10: Velocity of tumor cellular phase over the tumor region with oxygen boundary concentrations (a) Cl =
Cr = 1, (b) Cl = 1, Cr = 0.5, (c) Cl = 1, Cr = 0.25, and (d) Cl = 1, Cr = 0.1.

continuously on both sides of the boundary up to t = 10. It shows the rapid proliferation of tumor
cells initially. However, as time progresses, cellular velocity decreases until t = 50 and becomes
stagnant t = 60 onward. The magnitude of the velocity of cellular phase at the left boundary is
higher than that at the right boundary.

The velocity profile for the case Cr = 0.25 and Cl = 1 is displayed in Fig. 10c. In this case,
a very small progression of the right boundary is spotted during the initial stage of tumor growth
(i.e., for 0 < t ≤ 5). The velocity of the tumor cellular phase becomes zero at the right boundary
t = 20 onward. whereas, the cellular phase velocity at the left boundary increases over time for
0 < t ≤ 10 and achieves a steady-state for t ≥ 10.

The case with Cl = 1 and Cr = CN = 0.1 reflects the growth dynamics under poor supply of
oxygen at the right boundary. This situation mimics in-vivo situation when some part of the tumor
is far from the blood vessels. The velocity profile of cellular phase over the time is displayed in
Fig. 10d. There is no movement of tumor cellular phase near the right boundary. This is owing
to the oxygen supply that remains below the threshold value of necrotic cell death. Whereas, the
velocity near the left boundary increases over time up to t = 30 and achieves steady-state when
t ≥ 30. So, it can be concluded that the tumor grows under the sufficient oxygen supply, and the
tumor growth could be significant near the blood vessels.

Fig. 11 shows the velocity profiles of the cellular phase for different oxygen supplies at the
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 11: Comparison between velocity profiles of tumor cellular phase for different oxygen concentration at right
boundary at (a) t = 0.3, (b) t = 30, (c) t = 50, and (d) t = 100.

right edge of tumor at different times. It can be observed that the magnitude of the cellular phase
velocity at the right boundary is always higher with Cr = 1 in comparison to the other cases where
Cr = 0.5, 0.25, 0.1. In Fig. 11a, one can find that the velocity at the left boundary has a negligible
effect on its magnitude while varying the oxygen concentration at the other end of the tumor. It
manifests that having unequal oxygen supplies at one boundary do not affect the other boundary
propagation characteristics as far as the growth is concerned with the oxygen only. This might be
due to the large necrotic core that does not allow the exchange of the proliferating cells between
the two sides.

3.5. Effects of oxygen supply on diameter
The diameter of a tumor could be a good measurement of the tumor size and can help to identify

the rate of its growth. The size of a tumor is used as a tool to recognize the stage of a cancer, which
is critical for the choice of a treatment and predicting the patient’s prognosis. In this subsection, the
effects of oxygen supply on tumor size is investigated. The diameter is measured as the distance
of the position of the right boundary to the left boundary.

The results on the effects of oxygen supply on the tumor diameter over time are shown in Fig.
12. The oxygen concentration varies at the right boundary but is kept fixed (Cl = 1) at the left
boundary. It can be seen that the diameter of the tumor increases with the increase in oxygen
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concentration at the right boundary. It can be concluded that the diameter of the tumor strongly
depends on the oxygen supply through the surrounding medium. Tumor diameter is larger for the
tumor having equal oxygen concentration at the boundaries compared to that for other choices of
oxygen concentration at the right boundary.

Figure 12: Propagation of diameter of a tumor with different oxygen supplies at right boundary.

4. Discussion

In this work, a spatio-temporal mathematical model is developed to investigate the asymmetric
growth of the solid tumor. The effects of tumor boundary oxygen concentrations on tumor growth
are analyzed. In the process of avascular tumor growth, nutrients are consumed by living cells.
As the tumor grows, the supply of nutrients gradually declines toward the tumor center. So, cells
start to die due to starvation in the central region of tumor. These results lead to the formation of
a necrotic zone, which increases in size as the tumor grows. This phenomenon has been found to
impact the growth dynamics of metastasis tumor [23, 31], which has been a leading cause of death
due to cancer [12]. So, analysis of tumor growth is crucial for development of better treatments
and prevention of metastasis processes. In reality, a tumor is a mixture of various malignant cells,
healthy cells, ECM, and immune cells [24]; however, the present model incorporates the tumor
cells and ECM only. The immune cells are ignored owing to the compromised immune system
[29].

Tumor cells seek for energy to proliferate and maintain their livelihood. The energy in tumor
cells is generated from many sources [16]. Glucose, lactate, and oxygen play a significant role in
the production of energy for tumor cells [43]. However, in this study, only the effects of oxygen
concentration on tumor growth are investigated [4, 5, 23, 32]. If the tumor grows with equal
oxygen concentrations at tumor boundaries, the tumor grows symmetrically about its center, and
the necrotic core also forms symmetrically at the center of the tumor (Fig. 5a). Also, in this case,
the tumor proliferating rim of the same size is observed at both the outer edges. Such qualitative
behaviors have been reported in many studies [33, 34, 37]. However, in in-vivo situations, it has
been seen that the oxygen distribution in the tumor is not uniform. The parts of tissue near the
blood vessels have a higher level of oxygen as compared to that at other parts [11]. By considering
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different oxygen concentrations at boundaries, it is found that the tumor expands more towards
the higher level of oxygen as compared to the lower oxygen side (Figs. 6a, 7a). This eventually
leads to an asymmetric shape of tumor as well as a necrotic core is developed. Different widths of
the proliferating layers of tumor cells are also obtained at different edges of the tumor. Compton
et al. [9] found that patients with a thicker proliferating layer were more likely to have metastasis.
Therefore, the simulation results of the present study may help clinicians to predict the type of
tumor or the factors associated with tumor growth.

The present model incorporates the stress-free boundary conditions, and the tumor boundary is
traced out by tumor cellular phase velocity. The velocity profile of cellular phase is anti-symmetric
about its center (Fig. 10a). This kind of profile is achieved when the tumor starts to grow in a
medium having equal oxygen concentrations at tumor boundaries. Similar results have also been
reported in previous studies [5, 32]. On the other hand, when a tumor grows in a medium where
the oxygen concentration available at one boundary is lower than that at the other one, the profile
of cellular phase velocity is significantly different from the case of the constant supply of oxygen
(Figs. 10b, 10c, 10d). The cellular phase velocity profile is no longer anti-symmetric. If the oxygen
level at one boundary is significantly low (i.e., Cr = 0.25 or 0.1), cellular velocity is nearly zero
at that boundary (Figs. 10c, 10d). As a result, tumor growth is negligible at the boundary having
a lower level of oxygen supply (Figs. 11). If an ample amount of oxygen is available at tumor
boundary, tumor phase velocity increases with time initially and after subsequent times, no change
in velocity is observed. This illustrates that the tumor grows exponentially at the initial stage, which
is a standard feature and well-established process of tumor growth as reported by the experimental
studies [10, 18, 21, 36, 41]. The overall analysis of this article indicates that oxygen concentration
at tumor boundary significantly impacts tumor morphology as well as the shape of necrotic core.

In general, the shape of tumor is spherical, ellipsoidal, or irregular [3]. In the present work, the
model is formulated in one-dimensional cartesian co-ordinate system, the curvature of the general
shape is not incorporated. Also, the effects of surface tension is not considered.The present model
can be extended to two or three-dimensions, where the effects of surface tension and curvature of
the boundary can be incorporated.

5. Conclusions

In this study, we have investigated the effects of oxygen concentration on the growth of solid
tumors. A one-dimensional (1D) multiphase model is employed to study the growth of tumor
which is assumed to be composed of two phases: tumor cellular phase and ECM as the other
phase. ECM contains the dead cells as the major component. Therefore, the dynamics of the
necrotic core is explored by tracking the dynamics of the ECM phase. The effects of unequal
oxygen concentrations on tumor boundaries are explored. It leads to asymmetric growth of the
tumor. Due to the inherent asymmetricity, the pressure, cellular, and ECM velocities are coupled.
To solve the model, a numerical method based on the Semi-Implicit Method for Pressure-Linked
Equations (SIMPLE) framework is employed. The method uses the staggered idea of finite volume
in the finite difference approach to simulate the multiphase model of asymmetric growth. The
dynamics of necrotic core due to unequal oxygen supply at the tumor boundaries and its effects
on tumor growth are explored in this study. The following key findings are observed from the
simulation results.
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1. If the concentration available at one boundary is lower than that at the other boundary, the
tumor as well as its necrotic core grows asymmetrically about the tumor center. Also, the
proliferating rims are of different widths at the edge of the tumor.

2. The necrotic core is closer to the side with lower level of oxygen supply.
3. When a tumor grows with an unequal amount of oxygen at tumor boundaries, the magnitude

of cellular phase velocity becomes unequal at the boundaries. Otherwise, it is same for equal
oxygen concentrations at the boundaries.

4. If a tumor grows in an environment with unequal oxygen concentrations at boundaries, it
takes less time to reach the necrotic threshold value of oxygen concentration in the central
region as compared to the case where a tumor grows with equal oxygen concentrations at
boundaries.

5. It is noticed that a tumor with larger size of necrotic core grows slowly as compared to a
tumor containing a smaller size of the necrotic core.

The shape of a tumor and position of necrotic core can also have an impact on treatment plan-
ning. For example, if a tumor is irregular in shape and has tentacle-like extensions, surgical removal
may be more difficult and may necessitate extra therapies such as, chemotherapy or radiation ther-
apy. The outcomes of this study can help clinicians optimize chemotherapy and radiation therapy
treatments.
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