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Abstract

We develop a model the dynamics of human mesenchymal stem cells (hMSCs) and chondrocytes
evolving in a nonwoven polyethylene terephtalate (PET) scaffold impregnated with hyaluron and
supplied with a differentiation medium. The scaffold and the cells are assumed to be contained in a
bioreactor with fluid perfusion. The differentiation of hMSCs into chondrocytes favors the production
of extracellular matrix (ECM) and is influenced by fluid stress. The model takes deformations of
ECM and PET scaffold into account. The scaffold structure is explicitly included by statistical
assessment of the fibre distribution from CT images. The effective macroscopic equations are obtained
by appropriate upscaling from dynamics on lower (microscopic and mesoscopic) scales and feature in
the motility terms an explicit cell diffusion tensor encoding the assessed anisotropic scaffold structure.
Numerical simulations show its influence on the overall cell and tissue dynamics.

1 Introduction

During the last decades, mathematical modeling and simulation have become valuable tools for inves-
tigating complex biomedical systems. They contribute significantly to understanding different aspects
of a biological process, often allowing to extend the study to related, mutually conditioned processes.
In this spirit. the present paper is concerned with modeling, simulation and experimental validation for
a prominent biomedical problem, the meniscus regeneration and involved cell and tissue-level phenomena.

Clinical studies indicate that partial and total meniscectomies lead to prevalence of premature osteoarthri-
tis in knee joints. Therefore, substantial efforts are being made towards finding adequate regenerative
tissue for meniscus replacement. Although there are some approaches and even commercially available
products, to date the optimal substitute has not been developed. Most regenerative approaches are clini-
cally motivated and focus rather on the practical application than on the micro- and macroscopic cellular
mechanisms and the interactions with the scaffold material. The latter viewpoint is promising in the
sense that it aims to understand the basic control mechanisms in cell-scaffold interactions under different
environmental parameters, thus providing a selective prognosis of the most conducive combinations of
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these parameters.

With respect to the in-silico modeling and simulation, a major challenge lies in the well-posed and
numerically efficient coupling of the processes at the cell level with the macroscopic behavior and the
mechanical properties of the tissue. The active processes at the cell level, such as cell differentiation and
matrix synthesis, have a strong impact on the resulting tissue structure, while macroscopic effects in turn
are important stimuli for the processes at the microscopic level. Moreover, the time scales of the different
processes differ vastly.

A key feature of our work is the use of accompanying experiments that are based on a nonwoven scaffold
in a perfusion chamber, allowing in-vitro investigations for the development of chondrocytes and adipose
tissue derived stem cells. In this framework, crucial stimuli to achieve relevant proliferation, migration
and differentiation can be identified by state-of-the-art measurements. While meaningful clinical data is
very difficult to obtain from the interior meniscus tissue, this off-the-wall approach provides comprehen-
sive underpinnings for the mathematical modeling and numerical simulation.

We give next a short overview on related work and refer to [73] for a recent review of mathematical mod-
eling in tissue regeneration in a larger sense. In spite of the increasing interest attached to meniscus tissue
engineering, there are relatively few mathematical models for the dynamics of involved processes. Essen-
tial aspects concern degradation of engineered fibers, migration/differentiation of stem cells into/within
the scaffold, and production of tissue by chondrocytes. Thereby, stem cell (de)differentiation seems to
play a major role. It can be triggered by mechanical stress [1, 59], tissue stiffness [50], topography of the
scaffold [31], or by chemical cues present in the extracellular space [29, 47, 48].

Continuous settings have the advantage of enabling mathematically well-founded qualitative analyses
and fast, efficient numerical simulations. This usually makes up for them typically including less de-
tails than their discrete or hybrid counterparts. The vast majority of continuous approaches involve
reaction-diffusion-(transport) equations (RD(T)Es) to describe the dynamics of macroscopic cell densi-
ties interacting with soluble or insoluble extracellular components and leading to tactic cell migration.
There is a vast literature concerning such systems; we refer to the reviews in [11] and [40], and e.g., to
[70, 71, 76, 77] for the analysis of models paying enhanced attention to effects of heterogeneous tissues on
cell migratory and proliferative behavior. Nonlocal RDTE models also attach importance to phenomena
taking place at longer range than just at the very location of a cell; this is particularly relevant for high
cell densities and for more detailed descriptions cell-cell and/or cell-tissue interactions. We refer to [16]
for a review of such models; in [23] we established rigorous relationships with cell-cell and cell-tissue
adhesion models involving spatial nonlocality. RDTE models for tissue regeneration taking into account
the evolution of cell populations with various phenotypes are rather rare; some of them [6, 14, 15, 30]
account for biochemical influences, others also for mechanical ones see e.g. [3, 33, 63, 65]. We are, how-
ever, not aware of any formulations capturing in this context the topography of underlying tissue - the
less so, as far as meniscus regeneration is concerned. The works [7, 8] provide a rather detailed descrip-
tion of anisotropic tissue-like structures populated with cells whose migratory behavior is influenced by
such surroundings and their mechanics, but in the setting of a biphasic theory and the fibre orientation
distribution is thereby not assessed statistically from experiments.

Multiphase models are another continuous approach, where cell populations are seen as components of
a mixture also containing fluid(s) in which chemical cues are dissolved and/or tissue. Mass and momen-
tum balance are typically required for each of the involved phases, supplemented with appropriate closure
laws, see e.g. [4, 9, 44, 45]; the review [39] of multiphase cartilage mechanical modeling explicitly excludes
descriptions of cell behavior involved in the process. The advantage of mixture-based approaches is their
ability to pay enhanced attention to biomechanics ([9]), however their rigorous mathematical analysis is
challenging and has scarcely been addressed, mainly just in 1D, and for substantially simplified settings
leading to smaller RDTE systems (see e.g., [26] and references therein). Connections between multiphase
models and RDTE systems for (tumor) cell migration and spread in the extracellular matrix have been
done in [37] (1D case) and [42] (higher dimensions, more complex setting). Multiphase models are com-
mounly macroscopic, however some works within this framework also addressed multiscality [35, 56], see
also the review [12] and references therein.

Mesoscale models involve cell density distributions depending on time, position, cell velocity, and so-
called activity variables in the kinetic theory of active particles framework [10]. They are intermediates
between single cell and macroscopic dynamics and feature kinetic transport equations (KTEs), with in-
tegral terms describing velocity innovations as consequences of cell reorientations, along with chemo-
and haptotactic bias. Such models are able to incorporate detailed information about the anisotropy of
fibrous tissue surrounding the cells and capture effects of such topography on the motility and phenotypic
switch of cellular matter. Adequate upscaling and moment closure procedures lead again, for the cell
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Figure 1: Sketch of in-vitro experiment

populations of interest, to macroscopic RDTEs carrying in their motility (myopic diffusion and taxis) and
source terms (proliferation/decay/phenotypic switch) the said influences of tissue structure and chemoat-
tractants and/or -repellents. A variety of such models have been developed and investigated [18, 20,
21, 24, 25, 41, 57, 75], primarily in connection to glioma invasion in brain tissue, where patient-specific
anisotropy seems to be essential for the spread of cancer cells. Thereby, the recent works [20, 21, 75]
also proposed some ways to include biomechanics in the description of cell and tissue dynamics. The cell
motility terms of the obtained macroscopic PDEs involve flux-limited diffusion and taxis. While the vast
majority of passages from KTEs to RDTEs is informal, we introduced in [75] a novel method to derive
a rigorous macroscopic limit. All mentioned model types can accommodate multiscality either through
adequate couplings of ODEs with PDEs as e.g., in [46, 71], or by some of the kinetic variables being
obtained on another modeling level, as in [20, 21, 24, 25, 41].

The paper is organized as follows: Section 2 is dedicated to obtaining the macroscopic model comprising
effective RDTEs for the dynamics of involved cell populations (stem cells and their differentiated coun-
terparts), which are then coupled to fluid mechanics and deformations of scaffold and newly generated
tissue, but also to the equations for the evolution of hyaluron (which impregnates the scaffold), differen-
tiation factor, and newly formed tissue. Section 3 provides information about the performed experiments
and the data processing. In Section 4 we perform numerical simulations of the model. Finally, Section 5
contains a discussion of the results and an outlook.

2 Mathematical modeling

This section is concerned with the detailed derivation of a new mathematical model for the major biolog-
ical processes that characterize the cell colonization in a scaffold for meniscus regeneration. We start by
addressing the connection between the micro-, meso- and macroscopic scales and then extend the model
by mechanical effects that stem from the surrounding perfusion chamber. Fig. 1 shows the experimental
setup.



2.1 A multiscale approach connecting subcellular and population levels

We consider a first model for the dynamics of human mesenchymal stem cells (hMSCs) differentiating into
and interacting with chondrocytes, under chemical, topological, and mechanical environmental influences.
Chondrocytes produce ECM and hyaluron, also uptaking the latter. The cells migrate, differentiate, and
proliferate inside an artificial scaffold with given topology, which does not infer resorbtion by the cells and
whose fibers are impregnated with hyaluron, that acts as a (nondiffusing) chemoattractant for the hMSCs.
The differentiation of hMSCs to chondrocytes and the phenotype preservation of the latter are induced
and sustained by a differentiation medium. We start at the microscopic level of single cells and therewith
associated receptor binding dynamics, then pass through the mesoscale of cell distribution functions, and
obtain by a parabolic upscaling effective equations for the dynamics of macroscopic population densities.
The method follows closely that in [18-20].
Microscopic, subcellular scale. We account for binding of hMSC receptors to their ligands available
in the extracellular space. Here we focus on interactions with the chemoattractant (hyaluron) and with
ECM and provide on this level less details for the exchange of chondrocytes with their environment.
Let y; denote the amount of hMSC receptors occupied with hyaluron (of density h and reference density
H) and ys be the amount of hMSC receptors bound to ECM (of density 7 and reference density K).
Simple receptor binding kinetics then takes the form
k’+
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where Ry represents the total amount of bound receptors on an hMSC membrane; we assume Ry to be
constant. Then we get the ODE system
+h -
Y1 =k E(RO — Y1 —Y2) — ki
. T _
Y2 = kg'?(Ro —y1 —Y2) — ky Y2,

with k" an k; denoting attachment and respectively detachment rates of hMSC to hyaluron (j = 1) and
ECM (5 = 2). For simplicity we assume k; = k;, =: k~. Let us denote y := y; + y2. Then we get

. h T _
y—(ka—kk;rK)(Ro—y)—ky (2.1)

Rescaling y/Ry ~ y € (0,1) further simplifies the notation. Since receptor binding is very fast compared
to the overall dynamics of cell migration and proliferation, we assume it to quickly reach the equilibrium
and only deal with the steady-state of the above equation:
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We denote by z := y* — y the (very small) deviation of y from y* and proceeed as in [18-20, 24, 25] to
obtain from (2.1)

,’/i’: _ZB(h7T)+W

v-VB(h,7):= G(z,h,T),

with B(h,7) := ki & + ki = + k™.

Mesoscopic level. The dynamics of cell density distributions for hMSCs and chondrocytes is described
by way of kinetic transport equations. Let p1 (¢, x, v, z) denote the density of hMSCs sharing at time ¢ > 0
and position # € R™ the velocity regime v € V; = s;S"~! and the deviation z € Z = (y* — 1,y*) from
the equilibrium receptor binding state. Likewise, p2(t, x,v) represents the density of chondrocytes with
velocity v € Vo = 558" 1. The positive constants s; and sy are the speeds of hMSCs and chondrocytes,
respectively. The KTEs for p; and p, then write

0tp1 + Vi - (up1) + 0.(G(2z, h,T)p1) = L1[A1(2)]p1 + (de)differentiation & proliferation (2.2)
Op2 + Vg - (vp2) = La[A2]p2 + (de)differentiation. (2.3)



The first terms on the right hand sides of (2.2) and (2.3) characterize the reorientation of hMSCs and
chondrocytes, respectively. Concretely, choose for the turning operators

L1 M (2)]p1(t, v, 2) := =M1 (2)p1(t, 2,0, 2) + A1 (2) , Ky (x,v)p(t,z, v, z)dv’ (2.4)

£2[)\2:|p2(t,{£,’l)) = _)\2p2(ta$7”) + >\2 KQ(LL',’U)pQ(t,LL',’U/)d’U/, (25)
Va

with the turning rates A\ (z) = A\p — A112 = 0 as in [18, 19, 24, 25], where Ajp, A\11 > 0 are constants and
A2 > 0 is a constant, too. For the turning kernels we take into account (as in [18, 19, 24, 25, 57]) the
anisotropy of the scaffold fibers and choose Kj(z,v) := ¢(x,0)/w; (j = 1,2), where 0 = rop and q(z,0)
with 6 € S*! is the orientational distribution of the scaffold fibers, normalised by w; = s?il. We assume
the tissue to be undirected, hence q(z,0) = g(z,—0) for all x in R™ and § € S"~! . We introduce the
notations

E,(z) = f 0q(x,0)do (observe that E, = 0)
gn—1
Via) = | (0-E,)@ (0 ~Eae.0)ds

The turning operators in (2.4), (2.5) take the form

Li[Nilps = A <Q(x’@) f
\%

W ¢

pjdv—pj(v)> (j=1,2).

We denote by ¢ (t,x) := SSleZpl(t7 x,v,2)d(v, z) and ca(t, x) 1= SV2 pa(t, x,v)dv the macroscopic densi-
ties of hMSCs and chondrocytes, respectively.

The source terms on the right hand sides in (2.2) and (2.3) describe proliferation and growth/decay due
to differentiation of hMSCs into chondrocytes and dedifferentiation of the latter. Such processes need a
substantially longer time to happen when compared to cell migration, therefore will require a rescaling
by a sufficiently small factor 2. We assume that the cell phenotype is neither determined by the cell
direction nor by the orientation of fibers in the scaffold, but only depends on macroscopic quantities in
the extracellular space. Then (2.2) and (2.3) take the form

otp1 + Vo - (vp1) + 0:(G(z,h, T)p1) = L1[M1(2)]p1 + €7 (—al(x, S)p1 + aa(x, S)p2 + Bpi(1 — % - 22*))
1 2
(2.6)
Op2 + Vg - (Upz) = 52[)\2]102 +é’ (Oél(X, S)Pl - Oéz(Xa 5)P2) s (2~7)

where C;‘ denotes the carrying capacity of the cell population j (j = 1,2), 8 > 0 is the constant growth

rate of hMSCs, and a1 (x,S), az(x, S) represent the rates of differentiation of hMSCs into chondrocytes

and dedifferentiation of the latter, respectively. The functions a; depend on the concentration x of the

differentiation medium. Moreover, mechanical and chemical effects influence cell de(differentiation) [5,

27, 38, 43] and can be included upon letting «; depend on concentrations of such chemicals and a stress-
9

related quantity S [64], e.g. S = ﬁ + with ¢ and 9 denoting known maximum shear stress and

interstitial fluid speed, respectively, and p; > 0 (j = 1, 2) being constants [3, 36].

The high dimensionality of this system would require expensive numerical simulations, therefore we de-
duce in the next subsection a system of macroscopic equations for the dynamics of the two cell populations.
An effective macroscopic system is also more conducive for assessing the relevant behavior of hMSCs and
chondrocytes in interaction with hyaluron and (newly produced) ECM.

Let us introduce the following moments of p; with respect to the ’activity’ variable z and velocity v:
m(t,x,v) := J p1(t, z,v,2)dz, m®(t,x,v) := J zp1(t, x, v, 2)dz, M?(t,x) := m?(t, z,v)dv.
zZ zZ Vi

Due to the fact that z is very small we will neglect moments of p; w.r.t. z for higher orders. This will
ensure the subsequent informal moment closure.

Upscaling and macroscopic level. We perform a parabolic scaling of the time and space variables:
t ~ 2t and z ~» ex. Applying this to (2.6), (2.7) leads to

e20,p1 4+ eV - (vp1) + 0. <<zB(h,7) + 6(.B(fl,7‘))2v -V.B(h, 7—)> p1>



= Lo+ 2 (ol S + aa(e S+ Bl - g - 2)) (28)
1 2
e20ipa + eV - (vp2) = La[Xo]pz + & (ar(x, S)p1 — aa(x, S)p2) - (2.9)

We assume p; to be compactly supported in the phase space R” x V1 x Z. Integrating (2.8) w.r.t. z gives

e20m + eV, - (vm) = —A1g (m - qq) + A <mz _ qMZ>
w1 w1
2 (ot -l - - ).
1 2
(2.10)

Now multiply (2.8) by z and integrate w.r.t. z to get

k™~ q
2 z i z 2B _ . xB - _ = _ 2L pE ) — 2 z
e“0ym® + eV - (vm®) + m*B(h, T) E(B(hm))?q} V.B(h,7T)m A10 (m o > e“ay(x, S)m
+e2as(x, S)p2(y* — 2) + e%Bm* <1 - c—l* - 02*) . (2.11)
SN

We perform Hilbert expansions of the p;-moments and of ps and c¢s:

e0] ee] o8] oe] oe] oe]
) ; - . ; _ ) )
m:Z:ajmj7 m :Z£]mj, 01:25301j7 M :ZEJMJ-7 p2:283p2j7 02:26302]-.
=0 =0 =0 =0 =0 =0

Equating powers of € in (2.9), (2.10), (2.11) we get

0:
q
0= )\2(*620 —pgo) (212)
w2
q 2 q 4z
0=—X\o (mo — C10) + A1 (mo — MO) (213)
w1 w1
mEB(h, ) = — A1 (mg - qu) (2.14)
w1
el:

V- (vp20) = A2 (qczl —p21)
&)

Vm . (’Umo) = —)\10 (m1 — qcll) + )\11 (mf - qu) (215)
w1 w1
k™ q
. z z . — z _ 1 z 1
V- (vm§) + miB(h, 1) (B(h,r))zv V.B(h,T)mg A10 <m1 o Ml) (2.16)

€2 (from (2.9), (2.10)):

0tp20 + V- (vpa1) =Xo <(32022 - p22> + a1 (x, S)p1o — a2(x, S)p20

ormo + Vg - (vm1) = — Ao <m2 - 51012> + A1 (m§ - (lezz> —ai1(x, S)mo + a2(x, S)p20

€10 C20
120 %200
e (12 G- G3)
Integrate (2.14) w.r.t. v to obtain M§ = 0. Substitute this in (2.14) to follow m§ = 0. From (2.13) and
(2.12) follows

mo = iclo’ P20 = iCQO. (2'17)
w1 w2
Integrating (2.16) w.r.t. v leads to M{ = 0. Then from (2.16) we obtain
=

q
z _ -VaB(h,7)=—c10. 2.1
"= B B g (h,7)—C10 (2.18)




Now apply the operator L1[A10] to mq(t,z,v) = SZ p11(t, z, v, 2)dz:

Li[Ao]m1 = Ao (qu - m1>
w1
=V, - (vmg) — Auumj (due to (2.15)).

w4 < o0}

The compact Hilbert-Schmidt operator on the weighted space L% (V1) := {w e L*(V;) : Svl
o1 w1

1
has kernel <w%> := span(L), thus its pseudo-inverse can be determined on <wil> . We obtain (for more

1
details refer e.g., to [24, 54]):
1

my = _)\7 (V:L’ : (UmO) - )‘llmf) ) thus ¢, = 0. (2.19)
10
Analogously,
1
P ==y (Ve (op0)), thus e = 0. (2.20)

Now integrate the 2-equations w.r.t. v to obtain

Oic10 + Vg - vmy dv = —a1(x, S)c1o + (X, S)ﬂcm + Bep [ 1— c% — CL: (2.21)
Vi w2 Cl 02

w
Orcao + Vg - | wpar dv = ai(x, S)ﬁcw — aa(x, S)eo- (2.22)
Va

In virtue of (2.19) we evaluate

k™A
B(h,7)2(B(h,T) + Ao)

V- vmy = —VV: (chlo) + V- <

]D)1VB(h, T)Cl())
Vi

Ve | vpar =—-VV:(Dacy),

Va
with

1 2 2

Dy (z) = — v®vq<x’v>dv =3 0 ®0q(x,0), (2.23)
Ao v, w1 A10 Jgn—1
1 q(z, ) Ao (52

D = — dv=—1|—| D . 2.24

o(0) = 3 [ vortEtan - 20 (2) by (220

Plugging these into (2.21), (2.22) and neglecting higher order terms in the Hilbert expansions of ¢; and
o (see also (2.19), (2.20)) we obtain the macroscopic reaction-diffusion-taxis equations (RDTEs)

k™A1
(h,7)2(B(h,T) + A\1o)

0rer = VV i (Dier) +V - (B DlvB(h>T)Cl> = —ai(x,S)e1 + 042(X75)%62
2

C1 C2

+ B (1 o Ci") (2.25)

(9,502 —-VV.: (DQCQ) = al(x, S)%Cl — CUQ(X, S)CQ.
(2.26)

Thereby, VV : (D¢) = V - (V - De + DVe) represents myopic diffusion; the Fickian diffusion with tensor
D € R™*™ infers a drift correction with convection velocity V - D.

We supplement the above RDTEs with the dynamics of differentiation medium with concentration x
Orx = DyAx —ay(c1 +c2)x (2.27)

representing diffusion and uptake by both cell phenotypes along with those for hyaluron concentration h
and ECM density 7, none of which is supposed to diffuse:

ath = —vlhcl — 'YQhCQ + (228)

1+co



atT = —6017' + Co, (229)

with the source terms on the right hand side characterizing production, degradation, and uptake of h
and 7 due to ¢; and cs.

Thus far we dealt with € R™; however, we should actually consider a bounded region €, < R" in
which cells, ECM, and hyaluron are evolving.! This raises the need for boundary conditions, which
can be obtained as e.g. in [62], see also [18, 20] for similar deductions. Hence, we supplement system
(2.25)-(2.29) with no-flux boundary conditions

E~ A
D -y — D:VB(h v=0 o0 2.30
( Ve + (V L Bl 2B )+ g DLV B ’T)> cl) veToom o (2.30)
(V- -Daco +DyVey)-v=0 on 09Q,. (2.31)
We also consider a no-flux boundary condition for x:
Vx-v=0 on 0. (2.32)

For the initial conditions we consider h to be uniformly distributed in space: ho(z) = iloﬁ]].gp (z),
D

with hg a given constant. The initial densities c; o and cp 9 of hMSCs and chondrocytes, respectively,
are considered to be Gaussians, as the cells are placed at the center of the upper scaffold interface, from
where they spread. We take 7(0,x) = 0, as there is initially no newly formed ECM. The differentiation
medium is provided at several different times during the experiment, each time the same overall quantity,
which is supposed to quickly diffuse within the whole domain (2, thus we consider it to be uniformly
distributed: x(t € Ty, ) = Xoﬁ]lgp (x), where T'x = {0,2,3,6,9,12,15,18,21, 24} is the set containing
the time points (in days) where the available differentiation medium is substituted by a new one, with
concentration yo.

2.2 Including mechanical effects

The cells migrate, proliferate, and (de)differentiate within an articial scaffold integrated in a 3D printed
perfusion chamber which is embedded in a bioreactor?. As mentioned in above, mechanical stress is an
important factor leading to cell (de)differentiation. To account for it, the bioreactor is endowed with an
alternating fluid flowing through the perfusion chamber tubes and releasing the pressure.

Thus, the previously obtained macroscopic model for the dynamics of cells, hyaluron, and newly produced
ECM is to be supplemented with fluid dynamics and therewith induced deformations of the scaffold.
These, in turn, will affect the evolution of ¢y, co, h, and 7, the coupling being realized by way of the
(de)differentiation rates «; and ap which appear on the right hand sides of (2.25) and (2.26). We proceed
as in [32] and consider the tissue (ECM and scaffold) as a poroelastic medium which we model by the
Biot equations (see e.g. [2])

psOstm, — V- op(n,,pp) =0, (2.33a)

1
Ot (Mpp +V- (omp)> +V-u, =0, (2.33b)

with the displacement field 1, (¢, ) and the pressure p,(t,z) in a domain €2, < R", with additional
boundary and initial conditions. Here, ps stands for the solid phase density, while M and « are Biot’s
modulus and coefficient, respectively. The stress tensor o, is given by

O'p(npapp) = O'e(np) —appl, and Ue(np) = )‘p(v : 7717) I+ ZMpD(np)a (2.34)

with A, and p, being the Lamé parameters, whereas the fluid flux satisfies Darcy’s law

u, = —K(Vp —prg)/u, (2.35)

with permeability matrix K, fluid phase density pf, and viscosity p. Additionally, a Stokes flow is
considered:
propuy —V-op(up,pr) =0, and V-uy =0, inQy, (2.36)

1Subsequently €2, will be a bounded and convex subdomain of a domain = R™ with sufficiently regular boundary 0.
2Experimental setup designed and implemented at DITF Denkendorf by M. Dauner, M. Doser, C. Linti, and A. Ott



for the fluid stress tensor given by o (uy,ps) := —psl + 2uD(uy), with D(uy) = 3(Vuy + Vu?) and
where p; stands for the fluid phase density.

The cells and the deformation of tissue evolve in 2,, while Qf is the domain occupied by the fluid.
It holds that Q@ = Q, U Q; and we denote by ny the outward unit normal vector to the boundaries
I'y =Trul'yw uly, Ul where I'f represents the interface between €2 and €, I'¢ - represents the
wall boundaries of €2f, and I';y,, I'oy: are the inflow and outflow boundaries, respectively.

The boundary conditions for the fluid are

ur = 0 on Ff,W,
ofny = —pip(t) ny and uy x ny = 0 on I'yy,

orny=0onoy.

The pressure boundary condition at the inflow is set t0 pin(t) = Pmae sin(wt).

Likewise, we denote I'y, := I', w U I'y, where I', y represents the 'wall boundary’ of the region Q,,. We
require

pp=0and n,=0o0nTI},w.
At the interface I'; we prescribe the following conditions:

e mass conservation:
u;-ng+ (0mp +up) -ny, =0. (2.37)

e balance of stresses:

— (o ny) -ny = (py —2pD(uy))ng) -ny = ppy,
of-ng+o,-n,=2urD(us) —psl) -ng+ AV -1+ 2u,D(n) — apy) -ny, = 0. (2.38)

o the Beavers-Joseph-Saffman (BJS) condition modeling slip with friction:

—(omy)r = ppaK 2 (up — o), (2.39)
| —

aBJs

where ap g is the slip rate coefficient and (-)7 is the tangential component.

For the coupling via the rates ai; and as we propose an approach inspired by [3, 64], where the mechanical
stimulus S is defined as a linear combination between a strain-related quantity and the fluid velocity.
The authors showed that S would favor chondrocyte differentiation and ECM synthesis if it got between
two values, Smin and Smax. We thus propose a mapping between o, and a;, a9, which thus become
dependent on time, space, and on the stress. Such dependency is shown in Figure 2.

rates

a
max \
[0 NNy E— W

Smin Smax Stress

Figure 2: Shape of mapping connecting mechanical stimulus .S with (de)differentiation rates

3 Experimental data

This section summarizes the experimental work that has been carried out so far, starting with the fabrica-
tion of nonwoven scaffolds and then proceeding with image analysis and a biomechanical characterization.



Figure 3: Sectional image of the CT scan of sample 1 (left). The area marked by a red box is magnified
5 times (right) to enhance the visibility of the fiber structure.

3.1 Scaffold fabrication

A PET (polyethylene terephthalate) multifilament was extruded and stretched, the resulting diameter of
the individual filament was 17um. The filaments were cut to fibers of about 60mm length and the fibers
were thermally treated in a drying oven to avoid shrinkage in the subsequent process steps. A non-woven
fiber web was formed from these fibers with a carding machine by winding a defined number of pile layers
up to the desired weight. The fiber web was then mechanically solidified by a needle machine. In order
to achieve a predetermined porosity, the resulting needle felt was passed through a defined gap between
two heated calender rolls and the required fleece thickness was thermally set. Thus, non-woven scaffolds
with a thickness of about 1.8mm and a slightly different porosity were generated: one with a weight of
267 — 292g/m? (LW, 88% porosity) and one with 400 — 420g/m? (HW, 85% porosity).

3.2 Imaging analysis of simple scaffolds

Six scaffold samples were scanned by micro computed tomography using a Skyscan1172 device. A source
voltage of 40 kV and a current of 250 pA were used. The angular step width in the rotation was 0.3
degrees resulting in 1202 projection images. The voxel spacing is 3.98 pm.

We cropped the images such that the cuboid field of view is entirely inside the cylindrical specimen
(approx. 2600 x 2600 x 300 voxels). A sectional image is shown in Figure 3. In a preprocessing step,
we smoothed the CT image with a Gaussian filter (filter mask size: 7x 7 x 7, o = 6.0, reflective edge
treatment) to remove noise while preserving edges. These parameters were chosen according to the fiber
diameter which corresponds to approximately r ~ 6 voxels.

To achieve a coarse segmentation of the fiber system, we deployed Otsu’s thresholding method [55] with
a factor of 1.25. For further refinement, we applied a median filter (filter mask size: 3 x 3 x 3, reflec-
tive edge treatment), then a morphological closing operation (structuring element size: 5 x 5 x 5), and,
subsequently, the median filter again. Lastly, we removed connected components of sizes smaller than
50 voxels because these are likely too small to constitute single fibers.

For each fiber voxel, we estimated the fiber orientation with the Hessian matrix of the grey value im-
age [22, 52]. The approach is based on the idea that the fiber direction is aligned with the direction of
minimal curvature. Therefore, the eigenvector belonging to the smallest eigenvalue of the Hessian is used
as the fiber direction estimate. For computing the Hessian, we used o = 3, which equals the fibre radius,
since this choice has been shown to be optimal in [61, 74].

In the next step, the fiber direction in the typical fiber point (in Palm sense, see [17]) is modelled by an
angular central Gaussian (ACG) distribution. The density of this distribution model on the unit sphere
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’ [ A [ A | Az | A | Axs [ Ass |
Sample 0 1.697 | 0.023 | -0.028 | 0.873 | -0.031 | 0.324
Sample 1 1.687 | 0.003 | 0.064 | 0.914 | -0.007 | 0.399
Sample 2 1.483 | 0.018 | 0.023 | 1.077 | 0.022 | 0.440
Sample 3 1.341 | -0.005 | 0.158 | 1.083 | 0.036 | 0.576
Sample 4 1.698 | 0.018 | 0.016 | 0.911 | -0.001 | 0.391
Sample 5 1.493 | -0.006 | -0.010 | 1.097 | -0.011 | 0.410
Sample 6 1.479 | -0.010 | 0.051 1.067 | -0.021 | 0.454

Table 1: ACG parameter estimates for the fiber orientation of the scaffolds.

Figure 4: Spherical density plots of the empirical fiber orientation distribution (left) and of the fitted
ACG model (right) for sample 1.

in R3 is given by .
_ T A—1p\—3 2

fa(0) 47r|detA|%(0 AT0)72, feS-. (3.1)
The ACG distribution can be interpreted as the distribution of the direction of a N3(0, A)-distributed
random vector or, alternatively, as the distribution of a random point uniformly distributed on the ellip-
soid @ : T A=19 = 1. A sample for estimating the parameter matrix A is obtained by the fiber directions
of a subsample of foreground (fiber) voxels in the image. Subsampling reduces the amount of data to an
acceptable level. Moreover, neighboring voxels are highly dependent as they often belong to the same
fiber. By subsamplig, we were able to create a nearly independent data set, which is a prerequisite for the
parameter estimation. Voxels were sampled by applying independent Bernoulli trials with p = 1/100 000
to all voxels. Prior to the estimation, we rotated the orientations in each sample such that its principal
direction was aligned with the x-axis. This way, we ensured comparability between samples.

We calculated the maximum likelihood estimate for the ACG parameter matrix A using the fixed-point
algorithm proposed by Tyler [72]. For the results, see Table 1 and Fig. 4 for a visualization. To validate
the goodness of fit, we inspected QQ plots for the longitude and colatitude [28]. The model quantiles
were obtained by the empirical quantiles of a simulated sample of the fitted ACG model [58]. For all
samples, the QQ plots indicate a good fit, see Fig. 10a - 12.

To determine the cell diffusion tensors (2.23), (2.24) we need to assess the mesoscopic orientation distri-
bution of fibers g(x, ) from the scaffold data. The analysis of the CT images does not give evidence of
a strong local variation of the fiber direction distribution. Therefore, we will use ¢(z,80) = q(6) = f4(6)
as determined in (3.1). The second moments can be determined according to the method in [53]: with

q(z,0) = fa(0) we compute

3

0
D,g:J 0 ® 0q(x,0) a—cMJ]—[b +0)
S2
0

i=1

(3.2)
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3
where 8 = (81, B2, 83)7 is a multiindex with >, 3; = 2 used to specify the entries in Dg, b; (i = 1,2,3)
i=1
are the entries in A~! = diag(by, ba, b3), and

|det A|72 21 B!
4 E(ﬂiﬂ)!'

The entries of Dg can thus be obtained by computing the elliptic integrals in (3.2) above. For instance,

e —1/2 © _ _ _
D2,0,0) = D11 = % § (b1 + Q)32 (bg + ¢)M2(b3 + ¢)~V/2dC.
0

CAp =

3.3 Biomechanical characterization of PET scaffolds
Materials and Methods

Scanning electron microscopy analysis of three-dimensional PET scaffolds Three-dimensional
(3D) PET scaffolds were cut (diameter: 4mm, thickness: 1.85mm), process for critical point-drying.
Afterwards, the samples fixed with carbon tape, and coated with a 20nm gold-palladium film to become
electrically conductive. High-resolution images were acquired from PET surfaces in an environmental
scanning electron microscope (SEM, S-5200, Hitachi, Tokyo, Japan) with an acceleration voltage of 155V
for qualitative assessment of the distribution of the fibres.

Indentation mapping A biomechanical indentation mapping of the PET scaffolds was performed
to investigate the homogeneity of the scaffold’s material properties. PET scaffolds with two different
grammage ranges: 267 — 292g/m? (LW) and 400 — 420g/m? (HW) were tested. PET scaffolds sterilized
by a dose of 25 kGy of gamma irradiation, as recommended for terminal sterilization of medical products,
were also tested. All samples were analysed twice; before and after a 60 min hydration period with 10 ml
phosphate buffer saline (PBS). Briefly, a multiaxial mechanical tester (MACH-1 v500css, Biomomentum
Inc., Laval, QC, Canada) equipped with a 17N load cell was used to perform spatial stress relaxation
tests on the surface of the PET scaffolds in accordance to an established algorithm [69]. First, the build-
in camera-registration system was used to define a pattern with measurement points on the surface (n=6
measurement points). On each measurement point a non-destructive indentation relaxation test was
performed using a spherical indenter (¢ = 2mm, indentation depth: 15%h0 (initial sample height),
velocity: ~ 5%h0/s, relaxation time: 10s). At each measurement point, the structural stiffness of the
PET scaffolds was calculated [34].

Multi-step confined compression relaxation test Following the spatial indentation mapping [67],
the viscoelastic properties of the PET scaffolds were further investigated under confined conditions in
a material testing machine (Z10, ZwickRoell, Germany). 4,5 Cylindrical samples (¢ = 4.6mm) were
punched out at the before tested measurement points using a biopsy punch (Stiefel Laboratories Inc,
UK). For the stress-relaxation test, the sample was placed in a custom-made confined compression test-
ing chamber filled with PBS 5. One side of the PET scaffolds was facing the impermeable bottom of a
measuring chamber, and the opposite side was facing a porous ceramic (Al203) cylinder to allow free
fluid flow. The measuring chamber had the same diameter (J = 4.6mm) as the samples, thus, confining
their radial deformation. The materials testing machine equipped with a stainless-steel punch induced
an initial preload of 0.1N to ensure the same testing conditions at the beginning of each test, while
the thickness of the samples (h0) was automatically registered. Then, the samples were loaded to three
consecutive, incremental strain levels (g;) of 0.1, 0.15, and 0.2 at an individual sample loading rate of
100%h0/min. Each strain level was held constant for 15 minutes to ensure an equilibrium state was
reached. Sample strain was continuously measured and controlled using a laser displacement transducer
(optoNCDT 2200-20, Micro-Epsilon GmbH & Co. KG, Germany, 0.3um resolution, +£0.03% accuracy).
The resulting force was measured by a 20N load cell (ZwickRoell, Germany) [66, 68].

Data analysis was performed using a custom-made MATLAB R2020a (MathWorks Inc, USA) script. At

each strain rate, the equilibrium’s modulus E., representing the matrix stiffness was calculated by the
quotient of the stress at equilibrium (o;_,4) and the applied strain (g;):

Ee = ¢ 5 E; = 0.170.15,0.2. 3.3
q
=

Solving the diffusion equation of Mow et al. by means of nonlinear least squares regression strain rates
yields the hydraulic permeability & as a measure of the resistance to fluid flow through the PET scaffolds
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for all three strain levels. The aggregate modulus H indicates a combined modulus of both the fluid and
the solid phase of the PET scaffolds [51]:

2
Ot = Ot—ep + 2H€ie_(%) Hkt (3.4)

B Confined-compression
relaxation testing

Indentation mapping

0Z-00ccu 1
00zzLadNo¥do

Figure 5: The PET scaffolds were mechanically investigated using two different testing methods: A)
spatial indentation mapping was performed on the surface of the entire PET scaffold. Subsequently,
cylindrical samples were punched out of the scaffolds to further analyse the biomechanical properties
under B) confined-compression conditions.

Statistical analysis GraphPad Prism 9 software (GraphPad Software, Inc, La Jolla, CA, USA) was
used for the statistical analysis. Normal distribution was assessed with the Shapiro-Wilk test. The data
of the normal indentation tests were normally distributed. For the comparison between dry and hydrated
conditions paired t-test was performed, while for the comparison between the non- sterile and sterile PET
scaffolds and the comparison of the LW and HW PET samples unpaired t-test with Welch’s correction
was used. The results of the confined tests were analysed using Mann-Whitney testing. The level of
significance was defined as p < 0.05.

Results

PET biomechanical characterization The scaffold punches collected from the PET (Figure 6 A,
B) were prone to loosing fibres with handling and displayed unorganized fibre distribution under SEM
imaging (Figure 6 C, D).

No differences in the structural stiffness between the dry and hydrated state were observed for the PET
scaffolds (Figure 7). When comparing the non-sterile and sterile LW samples, significantly higher K values
were found for the sterile PET scaffolds both under dry and hydrated condition (p < 0.0001), whereas no
differences were found between non-sterile and sterile HW scaffolds. The pairwise comparisons of the LW
and HW scaffolds revealed significantly higher K values for the HW PET scaffolds both in the non-sterile
and sterile groups (dry: p < 0.01; hydrated: p < 0.001).

No differences in the equilibrium modulus (E.,) were found between the non-sterile and sterile samples in
both the LW and HW PET scaffolds (Figure 8 A). At all strain levels, the non-sterile and sterile LW PET
scaffolds indicated significantly lower E., values compared to the respect HW scaffolds (p < 0.05). For
the permeability (k), no differences were found between the non- sterile and sterile samples at none of the
three strain levels (Figure 8 B). The comparison between the LW and HW PET revealed no significant
differences in all conditions. The aggregate modulus H 4 was not significantly different when comparing
the non-sterile and sterile samples in none of the three strain levels, neither for the LW nor the HW
scaffolds (Figure 8 C). No differences in H,4 were found when comparing the LW with the HW PET
scaffolds in all three strain levels and in sterile versus non-sterile conditions.
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Figure 6: 3D PET scaffolds. A) Top view of PET sheet and B) top and peripheral view of PET punches.
C, D) Representative scanning electron microscopy images from interior cross-section of PET samples at
two different magnifications (scale bars indicate 500um and 100um)
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Figure 7: Results of the indentation mapping. A) Representative stiffness mappings of a LW non-sterile
and HW non-sterile PET scaffold. B) Structural stiffness (K in N/mm) are shown for the low weight
(LW) and heigh weight (HW) PET scaffolds in dry and hydrated condition, each for the non-sterile and
sterile samples. n = 6 (sterile), n = 12 (non-sterile). * % p < 0.01, =% p < 0.001, * % * * p < 0.0001.

4 Numerical methods

In this section, we summarize the numerical treatment of both the fluid flow simulation in the perfusion
chamber and the cell dynamics in the scaffold. We start with the flow system (2.25)-(2.32), supplemented
with mechanical effects as described in Section 2.2, and use FreeFem++ (version 4.1) for the spatial dis-
cretization. The codes are available on GitHub.

Let us define the spaces
Vf = {Vf € Hl(Qf)d LV = 0 on Ff},

Py = L(Q),
V, = H(div; ), (4.1)
Pp = LQ(QP)7

2y, ={&, € H' (Q)%: £, =0o0nT,}.

Using the variational formulation of (2.33a)-(2.33b)-(2.35)- (2.36), the following boundary terms at the
interface I'; between scaffold and surrounding fluid flow appear:
_(apnp7£)rl + (pp npavp)l‘z - (Ufnfvvf)F17 (42)
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Figure 8: Results of the confined compression tests at 10%, 15% and 20% strain for the low weight (LW)
and high weight (HW) PET scaffolds under non-sterile and sterile conditions. A) Equilibrium modulus
(Eeq in kPa), B) permeability (k in 10715m*N~1s71), and C) aggregate modulus (Hy4 in kPa). n = 6
(sterile), n = 12 (non-sterile). * p < 0.05, = % p < 0.01, = = = p < 0.001.

with § € E,,, v, € V,, and vy € V}.

We set all variables to 0 for the initial conditions. We consider a referential fixed domain such that
the surface I'; is perpendicular to the axis (Oz), ny = (0,0,—1) and the tangential vectors are given
by t1 = (1,0,0) and t = (0,—1,0). Then, we apply Nitsche’s method as in [13], which allows us to
correctly impose the mass conservation (2.37) with penalization terms. We obtain the following variational
problem:

Find (uy,py, up, pp,np) € (Vy, Py, Vp, Py, Ep) such that for all (v, qyr, vy, gp, €p) € (Vy, Py, Vp, Pp, Ep)

(provug,ve)a, +2up(D(uy), D(ve))a, — (pf, V- vi)a, + (g7, V - ug)a,

+(Pp0eenp. &), + AV 1, V- &), + (2upD(0p), D(E,))e, — (app, V- €,)q,

+(/~LK71upa Vp)Qp - (ppa V. Vp)fzp (43)
'Hat(ﬁppa QP)Qp + (d;V - Mps CI;D)QP + (V *Up, qP)Qp

+1Ir = —(pin(t)ny,ve)r,, s

where

Ir =J nf~o'fnf(£p+vp7vf)-nf+J yuph Tt (up —u, — 0m,) np(ve — & —vp) - ny

F[ 1—‘I

- L apyst - (up —omp) (€, —vy) t+ J ny - (gl +2uD(vy))ns(Onp +up —ug) -ny,  (4.4)

Iy

and where h is the size of the mesh, and « a penalization.

We proceed with direct simulations of the model for the cell dynamics (2.25)—(2.29) on the scaffold,
denoted 2,. A numerical scheme should be locally mass conservative, thus we have decided to employ
a first order Non-symmetric Interior Penalty discontinuous Galerkin (NIP dG) scheme in space [60]. We
define a mesh Tj, of Q, and seek solutions c;, ¢z and x in the broken polynomial space PL(7}) given by
Py(Th) = {u € L*(Qy) | VT € Th,v), € PY(T)}, whereas we are looking for h and k on the classical
PL(Q,) FE space. Multiplying by test functions (ve1, Ve2, Veni, Vn, v-) and integrating over {2, the system
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(2.25)- (2.29) becomes

)+ (D1Ver, Vver) + ([er], D1 Vva Pr — ([val], {D1 Ve br

—(v 1, Vver) + ((ver)', [ver])oq,

+ea(x; S)er — Zaz(x, S)ez — Ber(l — e1 = e2),ver) + (nfen], [va])r = 0,
(Orca, Ve2) + (D2Vez, Vi) + ([c2], {D2 Ve ) )r

—([vez], {D2Veab)r — (2an(S)er — a2(S)ez, vea) + (nlez], [vez])r = 0,

(Oex; vx) + (DxVx, Viy) + (IX] ADx Vi e — ([ A Dy Vixbr

+(ax(er +¢e2)) + (nx], [y r = 0,
(Oth,vn) + (v hocr,vn) + (2 hoca,vp) — (355, vn) = 0,
(O¢r,vr) + (01 T e, vr) — (e2,v7) = 0,
c1(0) = ¢}, c2(0) = ¢3, h(0) = ho, 7(0) = To.

Here, V refers to the broken gradient, I' represents all the interfaces of the mesh, 7 is the penalization
parameter, v = b1 Vh+byVk, (-, ) refers to the L?(Q,) inner product, (-)! is the upwind flux, and [-] and
{-} refer to jumps and means. The nonlinear system (4.5) has then been discretized in time by implicit
Euler, which needs Newton’s method in each timestep.

Figure 9 displays the results of a 2D simulation run for the cell dynamics with a time step At = 0.1 and
the parameters presented in Table 2 in dimensionless form. The stress in the scaffold has been determined
from the flow simulation as described in [32] and is kept constant here. As can be seen from the temporal
behavior of the different densities evaluated in the midpoint of the scaffold, the hMSCs grow faster than
the chondrocytes and reach a peak, after which the differentiaton medium x is completely consumed.
While the concentration of hyaluron decays somewhat over time, the production of ECM continues over
time. Additionally, the two snapshots of ¢; and ¢y illustrate the influence of the orientation distribution
that is part of the computation of the diffusion tensor in (2.23). The cell dynamics is accelerated (due to
the taxis term which models migration bias towards gradients of hyaluron - thus of scaffold fibre density
and of ECM) along a diagonal line that represents the dominating orientation in the fibres of the scaffold.
Since ECM is produced only by chondrocytes and these, in turn, are only obtained by differentiation of
hMSCs, the taxis towards V7 only accentuates the directional bias induced by the structure of the scaffold.

a1 | 0.015 B 0.5
b1 0.005 bo 0.001
Qmin | 0.05 Umaz 0.1
Y2 0.005 | Smin-Smaz | 0.1-0.3
S1 30 S92 15

Table 2: Values of model parameters

5 Conclusions and perspectives

In this note we proposed a multiscale approach to deriving a mathematical model for spread and
(de)differentiation of cells involved in tissue regeneration. Their dynamics are (one-way) coupled to
fluid flow and scaffold deformation within a bioreactor. Moreover, we also accounted for the evolution of
a differentiation medium and of hyaluron, which impregnates the scaffold and is assumed not to diffuse.
The effective RDTEs obtained by parabolic upscaling from lower scales are macroscopic, but they carry in
their motility terms information about microscopic and mesoscopic dynamics. They appear as a natural
consequence of the upscaling process and are not imposed. Moreover, the hMSC diffusion tensor directly
encodes the tissue topology. Our macroscopic model obtained here is somehow related to the one in [63],
however extending it in the sense that we perform a more careful characterization of cell dynamics: on
the one hand, we consider two cell phenotypes and their transitions; on the other hand, we pay enhanced
attention to the anisotropic structure of the fibrous tissue in their surroundings. Instead of the nutrient
dynamics considered in [63] we involved the evolution of a growth factor controling (de)differentiation of
cells and of a non-diffusing chemical cue (hyaluron) impregnating the scaffold. The simulations show that
the cell patterns and thus the newly formed tissue are much influenced by the directional distribution of
the scaffold’s fibers, via taxis. The latter, in turn, was obtained during the upscaling process. In fact,
the analysis performed in [49] for a simplified version of our macroscopic model shows that cell and tissue
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(a) Evolution of ¢1, c2, X, h and 7 in the midpoint of the scaffold

(b) Snapshots of ¢1 and ¢z at timestep 87. The preferred direction of cell spread is due to the fibre orientation
distribution and the corresponding haptotaxis of hMSCs towards gradients of h and .

Figure 9: Cell dynamics in the scaffold, 2D simulation
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patterns are triggered by taxis and not by diffusion.

To our knowledge this is the first model for tissue regeneration which includes in an explicit manner the
anisotropic topology of the scaffold, statistically assessed from CT data. Furthermore, this is the first
approach to simultaneously account for the dynamics of MSCs and their differentiated, matrix-producing
counterparts, along with biochemical factors and mechanical effects triggered by fluid flow in a bioreactor
and therewith induced deformations of scaffold and ECM. The equations are informed by experimental
data. This development was only possible in an interdisciplinary team contributing knowledge from sev-
eral areas: scaffold production ab 'nd cell seeding experiments (biomedical engineering), statistics (data
processing), and in silico modeling (mathematics).

Our approach combining in vitro experiments with in silico modeling opens the way for investigating a
broad palette of questions related to (meniscus) tissue regeneration. Among these, of particular interest
are the roles played by geometry, anisotropy, and mechanical properties of the scaffold, along with phe-
notype preservation/switch of MSCs seeded in the scaffold under biochemical and biophysical influences.
The developed models do not only inform the biomedical experiments by suggesting new conjectures and
hypotheses, but they also arise interesting mathematical challenges in connection to the analysis (in terms
of rigorous convergence of upscaling, well-posedness, patterning, and long term behavior) and numerics
of such complex, nonlinear systems coupling equations of several different types and describing processes
taking place on different time and space scales.
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Appendix

A  QQ plots for ACG parameter estimation
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Figure 10: QQ plot for the ACG parameter estimation.
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