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Abstract

We formulate and analyze a mathematical model desgribimune response to avascular
tumor under the influence of immunotherapy and chemothemagytheir combinations as
well as vaccine treatments. The effect of vaccirerapy is considered as a parametric
perturbation of the model. In the case of a weak immasgonse, neither immunotherapy
nor chemotherapy is found to cause tumor regressiosiwai size, which would be below
the clinically detectable threshold. Numerical simola show that the efficiency of
vaccine therapy depends on both the tumor size and tlttioanof immune system as
well as on the response of the organism to vaccindtigoarticular, we found that vaccine
therapy becomes more effective when used without timeeydebm a prescribed date of
vaccination after surgery and is ineffective withouélipminary treatment. For a strong
immune response, our model predicts the tumor remissider vaccine therap@ur study

of successive chemo/immuno, immuno/chemo and concuainemoimmunotherapy shows

that the chemo/immuno sequence is more effective wbiteurrent chemoimmunotherapy
is more sparing.
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1. Introduction

Some modern trends in treatment of cancer are basdx @bility of certain forms
of tumors to stimulate immune response. The fact tatimmune system plays an
important role in fighting cancer has been verified botHaboratorial and clinical
experiments [15,34]. An inclusion of immune component inhex@atical models of
tumor growth has been shown to reflect clinically obsé phenomena such as
uncontrolled growth of tumor, tumor dormancy and oscillationstumor size
[1,8,10,11,16,24,25,44,47]. A similar tumor behavior was alsdigiesl in our recent
ODE model [22] with the interleukine-2 (IL-2) taken intccaunt.

The goal of immunotherapy is to enhance the anti-tusistance of an organism
and improve the immune system condition. There amvknthree main categories of
immunotherapy: immune response modifiers (cytokine®)naulonal antibodies and
vaccines [40]. Such immune modifiers as IL-2, interfemoiFN—-a) as well as tumor
necrosis factora (TNF-a) are already widely used in cancer immunotherapy
[4,5,19,20,41,48]. An important problem is to choose theecbrschedule for using
chemotherapy in combination with IL-2 and I+ therapy. For example, a series of
sequential phase Il trials based on integrating of lar@2l IFN-a with the CVD
(cisplatin, vinblastine, and dacarbazine) regimen showat ¢hemotherapy followed
immediately by immunotherapy is more effective fagatment of human metastatic
melanoma than their reverse sequence [4,5]. It was @iserved that concurrent
chemoimmunotherapy is almost as effective as chemuine sequence when
immunotherapy is administered right after the CVD.th¢ same time, the concurrent
chemoimmunotherapy is found to be less toxic than sbguential regimens [4].
Monoclonal antibodies (MA) are used in both diagnostied therapy of cancer. This
follows from ability of MA to recognize tumor antigens a surface of tumor cells. As
a result, MA can deliver both anti-tumor drugs and radigadsotopes exactly to the
malignant cells [27,37]. In spite of the fact that @nwaccines are still under
experimental investigations, the existent clinical ¢riglearly show that they can
improve immune response to certain forms of cancer [40M03%t of cancer vaccines
consist of living tumor cells and their lysis productsle/isiome of them contain tumor-

derived proteins, peptides and gangliosides [42]. For instancexperimental vaccine



for malignant melanoma consists of four melanoma gegptiestricted biLA-Al, A2,
A3 and HLA-DR and includes IL-2 and granulocyte macrophagengostimulating
factor (GM-CSF) as adjuvants. It was found that tlascination is able to stimulate
tumor regression in some cases [45,46]. The observedtyoriCithis vaccination is
connected with low doses of IL-2. These findings stinedaour interest to consider
within our model the effects of combination immune and chibemapy treatments as
well as vaccine therapy.

One of the first attempts to consider effects of imotherapy within an
appropriate ODE model was made by Kirschner and Panetfad]n They study
immunotherapy based on the use of IL-2 together with agopéllular immunotherapy
(ACI) by introducing in dynamical equations terms describingrex inflow of both
IL-2 and cultured immune cells. More recently, de Pdligl Radunskaya have proposed
the kinetic model of anti-tumor immune response whadividual equations were
suggested for the description of mechanisms of natural imiogical defense
presented by NK-cells and specific immune response pessdsy CD8+ T cells
[10,11]. Notice that unlike [24] they do not consider a natdyabmics of IL-2. In the
framework of this model the effects of chemotherapynunotherapy, their combined
influence, as well as the vaccine therapy were coresidd 1].

It is interesting to mention a recent paper by Arcietoal. [2] where a novel
treatment strategy known as small interfering RNA (s¥Rtherapy was considered in
the framework of the model proposed in [24]. This treatnmmurppresses TGE-
production by targeting the mRNA codes for TGRhereby reducing the presence and
effect of TGFB in tumor cells. The model predicts conditions under WwistRNA
treatment can be successful in transformation of PQiFeducing tumors to either non-
producing or producing a small value of T@Rumors, that is to a non-immune
evading state.

In recent years, the importance of spatial aspectarndr-immune dynamics was
demonstrated [30-32,35,36]. For example, in [31,32] the tumbdist&libutions that are
guasi-stationary in time and heterogeneous in space tuelied within the PDE model
by Matzavinos and Chaplain based on the ODE model by Ksan25]. It was found
that depending on model parameters this reaction-diffusiemotaxis system is able to

simulate the well-documented phenomenon of cancer dogmascwell as tumor



invasion which is presented in the form of a standard trayeliave. The interesting
PDE model of non-specific immune response was developg€dwmn and Sherrat in
[35,36]. The important conclusion of this model is that mplages are unable to
prevent tumor growth. Nevertheless, significant effectshe form of the tumor were
predicted, including the formation of spatial patternbe Tmodel demonstrates the
existence of traveling wave solutions connecting themab tissue and tumor steady
states corresponding to a growing tumor. When macrophagaotaxis is included,

these patterns can in some cases bifurcate to gigilarespatiotemporal oscillations.

Finally, let us mention the hybrid cellular automata—RDd&tleling approach which
combines continuous PDEs for chemical quantities andceetiscell-based description
for biological cell species with phenomenologicallpusced probabilities for cell
dynamics [30]. This approach allows one to consider bethporal and two-
dimensional spatial evolution of the system. Numergalulations include spherical
tumor growth, stable and unstable oscillatory tumor growtiellitosis and tumor
infiltration by immune cells.

Our model of immune response to early (avascular) tunmwtbris based on the
mechanism of intercellular cytokine mediated interaciio cellular immune response
proposed by Wagner et al. [49] which was modified by takmg iaccount co-
stimulatory factors (see, e.g., [28,39]). Generally,cdnsists of seven ordinary
differential equations. To simplify analysis, we redutlkeel model to three equations
incorporating the most important modern concepts of tumamtine dynamics
including the influence of IL-2 dynamics (see [22] for dsjaiNotice also that we do
not consider the spatial migration of cell populatiomast tis of most importance for
modeling of angiogenesis (vascular growth), invasion agtéstasis (see, e.g., [7]).

In this paper, we extend our model [22] to describe chemd-immunotherapy
effects. The outline of the paper is as follows. Foktall, a mathematical model of
tumor-immune dynamics under the influence of both imotlkerapy with 1L-2 and
IFN—-a and chemotherapy is formulated in section 2. In ae@iwe perform a steady
state analysis of the model. The results of numksitalies are presented in section 4
for four different cases: chemotherapy alone, IL-2n@JolL-2 plus IFN-a, and a

combination of chemotherapy and immunotherapy (IL-2ragn®. The effects of



vaccine therapy are considered in the absence of cherapthand immunotherapy.

Section 5 is devoted to conclusions and discussion.

2. Mathematical model

The system (1)—(5) describes the most important compsr@ntumor-immune
dynamics in the presence of treatment components. Mame consider five

populations: tumor cellsT§, CTL (L), IL-2 (I2), chemotherapeutic dru§), and IFN-a
(1.
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The tumor growth is described by the Gompertzian law fiteeterm in (1)). The
destruction of tumor cells by CTL is presented by thesederm in (1). It is supposed
that the destruction rate is proportional to the numbertuafor cells and CTL
populations. In (2§ characterizes the steady inflow of CTL into the dursite. Second
and third terms in (2) describe CTL proliferation in resg®to the IL-2 action and CTL
death rate, correspondingly. In (3)—(8)(i=l,, C, I) describes the external influxes of
IL-2, chemotherapeutic drug and IFY, respectively. Since therapy is assigned to a
certain schedule, these influxes are taken to bedpendent. IL-2 production in (3) is
described by hyperbola (the second term), which allowsoutake into account a
limitation in the stimulation of the immune systemthg growing tumor. At small the
growth rate is nearly linear in tumor size while fog bumor T >> 1) it tends to a
maximum constant valug. The parameter influences the IL-2 production rate. The
smaller is the value df the quicker the IL-2 production rate achieves its maximum

valueg. Notice thatg characterizes the degree of expression of the anpiysnmajor



histocompatibility complexes class Il (AG-MHC-II) ome APC surfaces, i.e. the
antigen presentation. The probability of activation (pkavg the IL-2 production) of
helper T cell precursor by the APC increases with thigem presentation. Since IL-2 is
a short-distance cytokine, it is suggested that targét @®jtotoxic T lymphocytes)
effectively consume IL-2. The consumption rate is @nésd by the third term in (3l
was found that inhibition of IL-2 results from an acculaion of immune-suppressing
substances, prostaglandins. Their number is proportiortAetconcentration of tumor
cells. Prostaglandins suppress the production of IL-2 andda&atly destroy its
molecules [38]. In (3) the IL-2 destruction rate is déxatiby the fourth term.

The interaction of chemotherapeutic drug with sensitels can be described by
using of either the Michaelis-Menten kinetics [23] oe texponentially saturating

kinetics [11]. Similarly to [11], we use in Egs. (1) and (&) saturation term
M; (1)~ e ©)j withj =T, L to describe cell death caused by chemotherapeutig
At low concentrations the death rate is nearly dmen drug while at higher
concentrations the death rate turns out t€Cbedependent. As was noted in [11] this

behavior shows a good correlation with existingedossponse curves (see, e.g., [18]).

We assume thatM; depends on the IL-2 concentration in the followingy:

_l2
Mj(lz):MjChemo(Z—e /20). Thus, M; increases with the concentration of IL-2,

emo

however, it never exceeds a doubled valuevig (cell killing by chemotherapy).

This is based on the fact that IL-2 can inducesteondary cytokines such as TNE-
which could enhance the anti-tumor effect of cyt@ahemical agents (see, e.g., [5]).

We also suppose that the model parameier(1) depends on the IFd concentration

1
asc(l)=cqr (2-€ %0) , Wherec., is a rate of tumor cells inactivation by CTL. This

agrees with the fact that IFHd enhances immune-mediated anti-tumor responses by
increasing expression of MHC molecules on tumorlscethus enhancing their
recognition by CTL [48]. Notice that only therapieultFN-a dynamics is considered

within our model.



2.1. Parameter set

As is shown in our previous work [22], possible rem@os of tumor-immune
dynamics are very sensitive to the choice of thampaters in equations (1)—(5). In fact
the parameter sets vary not only for specific cahgees but also from one individual to
another. Our model is based on using of some gkrextgmost typical) parameters. In
order to reflect the individual clinical outcomes wonditionally divide patients in three
groups (see Tables 1 and 2). We assume that tuasothle same histological structure
(for instance, melanoma) with equal doubling timml aarrying capacity (actually,
these characteristics may vary between tumor sgas)n Additionally, the lifetime of
CTL is chosen to be the same. On the other haediuthor antigen expressioc:{.),
the strength of the immune responsgg(j andk), and the reaction to vaccination are
taken to be specific for each group. Some valuasaxfel parameters were estimated by
using the available experimental data. In particuthe human melanoma growth
parameters andb were obtained from the experimental data foundlurs results on
mice trials where human melanoma was tested ivarseombined immunodeficient
mice [21]. Using the least-squares method, wedfittee experimental curve produced
by the data of a control group to Gompertzian cufee death rate of CTL was
estimated using the relatidr= 1 wheret is their known average lifetime. The rate of
steady inflow of CTL was calculated from the redatil = fLee WhereLgee (the number
of CTL capable to recognize melanoma specific @ntim the organism without tumor)
was estimated to be about 229’ cells using the data for the full number of CD8+ T

cells in blood and a percent value of T cells dieédr melanoma antigen [17]. The

parameters characterizing the cell death causezhémotherapeutic influencikt £°m°

chemo
M L

and are taken from de Pillis’'s model [11]. The elintioa rates for

chemotherapeutic drug (dacarbazine) and-éNvere estimated by using their known
half-life times and the relationp:= In2tc12, andqg = In24,1 (see, for example, [29,43]).
For the rest of parameters we chose values mosbpqgite to our model. Current
medical literature and sensitivity analysis (se@])2allow us to conclude that the

corresponding interactions are of importance indiecription of immune response.



3 Non-dimensionalization, steady state analysis

3.1. Scaling

For convenience let us introduce dimensionlessales and parameters as
follows: T'=T/T,, L' = L/Lo, 15 = lall2, I' =1/lp andt’ = t/t, wheret = f ' (days).
The values oTy, Lo, 120 andlg are given in accordance with [24] and presenteliinie
1. Notice that the variable for chemotherapeutigd€, is given in relative units. The
choice of the time-scale factoris based on the fact that the mean lifetime of GJL
about three days and a similar time is neededHerproliferation of CTL and IL-2
production [6,9].

Dropping primes for notational clarity, equatiod3—(5) take the following form

in normalized units:

I il hy2-e)TL-my(2-e ) a-e o), ©)
dt hy

dL - -C
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wherehy = aff, h, = bTo/f, hg = corloff, My = M™/f, hy = difLo, hs = elxof,
my = MK, me(t) = V, ()fflzo, e = gffleo, hy = jLoff, hg = KToff, he= I/T,,
my(t) = Ve(O)/f, ms = p/f, mg(t) = Vi(t)/flo, andmy = o/f.

3.2. Steady state analysis

To perform a steady state analysis we study thesys

h,T

% =-hTln - hTL, (11)
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di,  hT
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which follows from (6)—(10) a¥i(t) =0 ( =1, C, 1) andC(0) =1(0) = 0.

A possible way to perform the steady state analigsi®d use isoclines. Let us
consider the phase plafid., which shows the interactions between two mair cel
populations: tumor cells and CTL. In this case,dhaations for horizontal and vertical
isoclines are written as

(hy —L)(T +hg)(h7L + hgT) + hshg TL =0, (14)

L=-Tuiphel g (15)

The fixed points are situated at the intersectiohgsoclines (14) and (15). Our
analysis shows that at any choice of parametersytstem (11)—(13) has the unstable
point (0,hy, 0), which lies at the intersection of isoclinég) andT = 0. This means that
the regime of full tumor regression is not allowed.

We consideg (characterizing the antigen presentation) as ainvgryarameter. A
bifurcation diagram for the dimensionless parambgas presented in Figure 1 where
the functionhe(T) is obtained by substitution &ffrom (15) into (14). As is seen, there
are two bifurcation points. Therefore one can dggtish three main dynamical regimes.
Theregion | (hs < hemin) Characterizes the weak immune response. Thensydté)—
(13) has two fixed points: a saddle point [ig}, 0) and an improper nodé&s( Lz, 123).
This means that under a deficiency in the prodactibIL-2, the population of tumor
cells is able to escape from the immune responke.tlimor grows and the immune
system becomes suppressed. Inrdgggon Il (hsmin < hs < hsmay), Which we associate
with the strong immune response, there appear wditi@nal fixed points: a stable
spiral (T1, L1, 121) and a saddleTg, Lo, 122). Therefore different regimes can exist
depending on the initial conditions. First, whentiah CTL population size is
sufficiently large to reduce a tumor populatiore tlegression of tumor up to a small
fixed size where the dynamical equilibrium betwdemor and immune system is
reached. In this case, the tumor manifests itsalthe excited immune system. Second

regime appears when initial number of CTL is nogjdaenough to drive the system at



the dynamical equilibrium poinfT{, L, I121), which is a stable spiral. Thus, the tumor
grows to a highest possible size, which is defifeadthe tumor population being in
conditions of restricted feeding. The dynamicaligium between the tumor and the
immune system is reached at the fixed pol¥, (s, l23) that is an improper node.
Finally, in theregion lll (hs > hgmay the fixed points T, Lo, l22) and {3, L3, 123)
disappear. As a result, there are two fixed poiatsaddle point ((hs, 0) and a stable
spiral (T1, L1, I21). In this case, a decrease in tumor size is fomhen the equilibrium
between the tumor and the immune system is edtellisThe region Il is associated

with the dormant tumor when the immune system ks tbhandle the tumor size.

4 Numerical experiments

In this section we study the effects of chemothgralpne, IL-2 alone, IL-2 plus
IFN-a therapy, regimens of sequential chemoimmunotheaapyell as vaccine therapy
for three groups of patients. Two of them (P1 aB)l g&nerate weak immune responses
to the tumor while the third one (P3) generatesang immune response. The group P2
is characterized by a lower antigen expression amgarison with P1 and,
correspondingly, exhibits a weaker immune respgsse Tables 1 and 2). At the stage
I of malignant melanoma both chemotherapy and imobloerapy are usually
administered after surgical treatment. Therefdre,initial tumor size is assumed to take
a hypothetical value of(0) ~ 81 cells. When we study the effects of treatment
administered without preliminary surgery, the mlittumor size is assumed to take a
hypothetical value of 810’ cells. In subsections 4.1—4.6 we will consider finst

group of patients (P1).
4.1. Chemotherapy

Let us test a treatment approach which employs puheed doses of chemotherapy,
each dose represented by setdfa¢t) = 1 in (4) for a day, and given once every 5 days
(Figure 2(d)). As is seen from Figure 2(a), a regian is not observed and the tumor
population grows. The number of tumor cells ostElain time as a result of pulsed
character of dosing. Tumor growth rate is foundeorease in comparison with the case
without treatment. This is completely due to chdmeadpeutic influence because the

CTL dynamics is slightly affected by chemotherapgg Figure 2(b)). A possible reason

10



is that an increase in CTL proliferation causedifmgreasing IL-2 concentration is
compensated by death of CTL under the action ofmohdrug. Thus, our study shows
that chemotherapy results in stunted tumor growthparticular, at our choice of
parameters the tumor achieves its dangerous siaat abn days later than in the

absence of the therapy.
4.2. Immunotherapy

IL-2 alone

The following regimen of the IL-2 alone therapysigpposed: four pulsed doses of
IL-2, each is equal to 10 MU/day for four days, aatiinistered every 10 days. As is
seen from Figure 2(a), there is a tumor remissiah the duration of about 40 days. At
the same time full tumor regression is not obsertadeed, as IL-2 concentration
grows, the CTL population is also increased appnaxely by a factor of 7 in 40 days
(see Figure 2(b)). However, approximately ten dafysr treatment cessation the IL-2
concentration decreases (see Figure 2(c)). Accgisdinthe CTL population also
regresses and, as a result, the tumor growth eviMaus, this course of treatment leads

to a temporary remission only (for 1—1.5 monthsum case).

IL-2 plus IFN«

Let us consider a combined course of the immunaghyerwhen IL-2 and [FM*
are given simultaneously. The dose administratiattepn for IL-2 is considered to be
the same as in the previous subsection. Togethér M2 the IFNea at the dose
5 MU/day for four days in a 10 day cycle is adnteied (Figure 2(d)). As is shown in
Figure 2(a), there is a substantial decrease imtimeber of the tumor cells during the
cure. The tumor remission becomes more pronountedmparison with the previous
case although the regression time is almost the sam

Thus, our study shows that immunotherapy is mofiecgbe in the remission time
of the tumor as compared with chemotherapy. Aslarotonclusion, the IL-2 alone

therapy should be considered as more sparing tesatim comparison with the case of
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IL-2+IFN-a. Indeed, in spite of better tumor remission for2lIFN-a treatment the

IL-2 alone therapy is less toxic.
4.3. Sequential chemo/immunotherapy

In the next three subsections, we study the effe€tehemotherapy followed
immediately by immunotherapy or vice versa, as wal the concurrent
chemoimmunotherapy. We consider the following setjak therapy regimen: one
pulse of chemotherapy is presented by setting JrivEdt) = 1 per day for four days
(Figure 3(d)). During the next four days one pui$édL-2 therapy is administered in
amounts ofV, (t) = 10 MU/day in (3). Figure 3(a) shows the dynastod tumor cells.

As is seen, the chosen regimen of sequential thiedm@s not lead to the tumor
regression. However, a markedly stunted tumor dmovst observed (tumor cell
population reaches the maximum value about thatysdater in this case). At the initial
stage ( < 8 days), the tumor growth deceleration is elgtickie to chemotherapeutic
impact. Furthermore, the tumor cell populationtlig decreases. This effect is caused
by an increase of the IL-2 concentration durindhedpys (see Figure 3(c)), which leads
to both a recovery of the CTL number (that has lsreased by chemotherapy) and
its following increase (see Figure 3(b)). Later ¢me tumor steadily grows and the
suppression of the immune functions takes placéicélahat tumor growth rate at this
stage is smaller than fox 8 days. Thus, although this sequential regineesadot lead

to the tumor regression it allows one to delayttimor growth.
4.4. Sequential immuno/chemotherapy

Let us consider the following sequential regimene @ulse of the IL-2 therapy,

which is presented by setting in (8) (t) = 10MU/day for four days. For the next four

days one pulse of chemotherapy is administeredseVd:(t) = 1 in (5) per day for four

days (Figure 3(d)). The dynamics of tumor cellshewn in Figure 3(a). As is seen, the
result of this sequential regimen is worse in comgpa with the previous case. Indeed,
the IL-2 dosing leads to the increase of its cotregion (Figure 3(c)) and, accordingly,
to the increase of the CTL number (Figure 3(b))wideer, the CTL have not enough

time to achieve the magnitude sufficient to slowvdahe tumor evolution since their
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growth is abruptly stopped due to chemotherapy Esgare 3(b)). Nevertheless, at the
termination of course of treatment the CTL numlgaia increases due to a sufficiently
high concentration of IL-2. As a result, the tungwowth becomes slower reaching a

dangerous size twenty days later than in the alesefiherapy.
4.5. The concurrent biochemotherapy

The regimen of the sequential therapy is chosenbeothe following: the

chemotherapy in dosé(t) = 1 per day and the IL-2 therapy in doge(t) = 7 MU/day

are given simultaneously for four days. Since tbacarrent chemoimmunotherapy is
found to be less toxic in comparison with otherusaqial regimens (see, e.g., [15]), the
dose of the IL-2 is selected to be approximaté&l3units less than in subsections 4.3
and 4.4. As a result, the tumor cell dynamics bexoalittle higher in comparison with

the first sequential regimen in 4.3 during a pewadtime that is long enough, except for
the initial interval of (0; 10) days (see Figure@3( For this period of time, the tumor
growth deceleration is more pronounced in compangith the case of chemo/immuno
sequence. Indeed, since chemotherapy and IL-2ghexee used simultaneously, the
tumor cells die under the action of both drug drimmune response recovered by IL-
2 therapy. As is seen from Figure 3(b), the dynamicCTL is similar to that without

therapy. For the first six days the IL-2 concembratis higher than in the case of
chemo/immunotherapy (Figure 3(c)). Thus, our sitmutes show that the stronger
increase of the IL-2 concentration prevents theicgdn in the CTL number caused by
the chemical impact (unlike the first sequentigimgen). In turn, for the next four days
the IL-2 concentration becomes Ilower as comparedh wihe case of

chemo/immunotherapy. Therefore, one can concludet tlthe concurrent

chemoimmunotherapy is more favorable in comparnsih the regimen considered in

the subsection 4.3.
4.6. Vaccine therapy

Cancer vaccines are considered as one of prommgtgods of immunotherapy.
Using vaccine allows sensitizing the immune systenthe presence of the certain
forms of cancer. As a consequence, the immunemmyatd be able to find and lyse

tumor cells more effectively. When vaccine appesrsthe body the anti-tumor
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lymphocyte formation occurs. The efficacy of thesiaation depends on the following
factors: (i) the number of tumor cells and theitanc activity, (i) the type of tumor,

i.e. its histological structure, antigen structutbe number of HLA-A molecules
expressed on the tumor cells and (iii) initial cimths of the immune system.

In this subsection, we consider a cancer vaccimsisong of four tumor-derived
peptides with an adjuvant (see, for example, [88]Jaf current list of ongoing trials). As
long as antigen/adjuvant complexes stimulate immresponse to vaccine thereby
enhancing immune reaction to patient’s tumor céfie,effect of the vaccination can be
taken into account through the model parametergrefbre, in order to simulate
vaccine therapy we change the values of four mgdehmeters at the time of
vaccination (in a similar manner as in [11]). Thargmeters that are sensitive to
vaccination can be extracted from the experimeamsults obtained on mouse vaccine
trials by Diefenbach et al [14]. Namely, we fittdae experimental curves produced by
Diefenbach’s data to our model and found the parammehat would change to reflect
the administration of a therapeutic vaccine. Theycar., the rate of inactivation of
tumor cells by CTL;e, the rate of CTL proliferation induced by IL-8; the antigen
presentation (the probability of interaction betwédelper T cell precursors and APC);
andj, the rate of consumption IL-2 by CTL. Finally, $amulate vaccine therapy we
alter the corresponding model parameters in theesdimmection as they change in
Diefenbach’s murine model [14] (cf. [11]). As a u#sall four parametercér., €, g,
andj) are found to be increased.

We present here the results for vaccine therapyealso that we puic(t), V, (1),

Vi(t) equal to zero as well &=1 = 0 in (1)-(5). The regimen of vaccination cho$en
simulation of vaccine therapy is the following: ttencer vaccine administered once a
week during 1—3, 5—7, 13, 27, 40, and 53 weekgqeaesvely [33]. We suppose that
the vaccine is effective 83 days after the lastanpn. This value is not imperative. It
seems plausible that this action may last evenelorigye assume that at the expiration
of this period the system parameters are restarethdir initial values. As a result,
tumor growth restarts. Therefore revaccinatiorecuired to avoid a disease recurrence.
From the above discussion it is clear that theaslf parameters:t., €, g, andj
will depend on the regimen of vaccination, i.e. tone. In other words, during the

vaccine action we increase parameters by a cgoaairent value (see Table 3). Under
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these assumptions, the steady-state condition®fobecome changed in such a way
that the system (11)—(13) passes to the regiom lthe bifurcation diagram (see Fig.1
and Figure 4). Remember that in this region treatnoeitcome markedly depends on
the initial tumor size and the immune system comlit Figure 5 shows the results for
two courses of the vaccination: the first one wadiiaistered without delay while the
second one was administered 10 days later, wheartaall population has reached a
sufficiently large value to escape the immune raspdFigure 5(a), 5b, 5c).

Let us first analyze the behavior of the systemenride vaccine administered after
surgery. For therapy without delay, the initial raenof tumor cells is enough to induce
the immune response. As is seen from Figure 3e),lt-2 concentration grows and,
consequently, the CTL number is increased. Theateurves tend to the stable spiral
point and the long tumor remission is observeduiédg(a)). Assumed 10-day delay is
simulated by a time displacement. t + 10. In this case, the tumor has time to reach a
sufficiently large size and both the IL-2 concetitnva and CTL number are decreasing
(Figure 5(b) and 5c). The integral curves tend e tmproper node, which means
progressive tumor. The simulations show that tmkeedhe vaccination is administered
the more effective it is for the cancer treatment.

Let us simulate the vaccine administered withowdvijmus surgery. Figure 6(a)
shows that even for the therapy without delay tiradr regression does not occur and
only some stunted tumor growth with lower saturatievel is observed in comparison
with the case without therapy. One can supposehkeataturation level without therapy
corresponds to a dangerous tumor size in stagenhlatignant process. Then the lower
saturation level with vaccination may be considaas@ steady state of a patient during
the vaccine action (Figure 6(a)). In the case otla® delay, the tumor size almost
reaches the therapeutic saturation level (Fig 6&).is seen, the vaccine-mediated
enhancement of the immune response prevents tumatigto reach a dangerous size.
Namely, after 15 days of growth the tumor curvegskghtly down and tends to the
therapeutic saturation level. This does not meamyeler, that a delay in the
vaccination is not dangerous. In fact, as menticadeale, we do not take into account
the angiogenesis, which begins at certain sizeheftumor and provokes its further

explosion [2,7]. In other words, the existencehs saturation level does not imply the
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termination of the tumor growth. Figs. 6b and 6owgldynamics of CTL and IL-2,

respectively.
4.7. Comparison with second and third groups of patients

Table 4 summarizes the main findings of subsectdohs-4.6 for the first group of
patients as well as presents the results for theragroups. Let us compare three groups
of patients. According to Table 4, for the secondug of patients the IL-2 alone and
IL-2 plus IFN-a therapies result in slower tumor expansion as ewetrp to
chemotherapy. After 6 weeks of the IL-2 alone thgréhe tumor volume reaches
almost the same value as in the case of chemotheRgsults of chemo/immuno
regimen are found to be similar to immuno/chemo ar@bncurrent
chemoimmunotherapy. This markedly differs from tingt group where the increase of
tumor size for chemo/immune sequence is smallecomparison with the reverse
sequence. Therefore, one can conclude that thendepee on the schedule is more
pronounced in the first group. As a possible reaimm IL-2 therapy is less effective in
the second group. This is a result of lower tunmiggn expression when stimulation of
CTL proliferation by IL-2 becomes insufficient feffective recognition of tumor cells.
Although the IL-2 plus IFNx therapy looks more favorable for P2 in compariaath
other therapies, one has to bear in mind that #Hueine therapy is less toxic. Let us
consider the behavior of the second group of pttiem response to the vaccination
more detail. The increase of corresponding paramébe P2 during the vaccine action
is shown in Table 3. As is seen, the suggestedesaliffer from these for P1. Figure 4
shows that in this case the steady-state conditlon®t change. This result looks rather
unexpected. In fact, it means absence of the pediinical response despite the fact
that the immune reaction to the tumor is takeng@hanced by the vaccine even better
as compared with the first group. Indeed, we hatentionally taken the bigger relative
growth of parameters g, andj for P2 in comparison with P1.

Figure 7 shows the results of the vaccination aftegery and Figure 8 shows the
case without preliminary treatment. In the firsse&ausing vaccine without delay allows
stunting tumor growth and it reaches the therapesaturation level in 70 days.
Besides, with vaccine the saturation level becolmeer than without therapy. It should

be noted that the vaccine administered with 10-akgfay is not effective because no
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deceleration of the tumor growth is observed (Fegui(a)). The vaccination is
ineffective when it is administered without prelirary surgery (Figure 8(a)).

It should be noted that the positive response eattatment can also be described
within our model. In order to show this possibiliye consider the third group of
patients (P3 in Table 2). In the absence of treatrtiee tumor grows to the dangerous
size (see Figure 9). As is seen from Table 4, falhe considered therapeutic regimens
result in tumor regression to the small volume tatesponds to the stable fixed point
(spiral node) of the system. For sequential regsrbe slower decreasing of the tumor
volume is found as compared to IL-2 alone, IL-2spl&N-a and vaccine therapies.
There is more pronounced regression of the tunzar isi the cases of chemo/immune
sequence and concurrent chemoimmunotherapy in gsopawith the immune/chemo
sequence. At the same time, we would like to mantimre than 50% decrease of the
tumor size that implies the effectiveness of alingidered regimens. Thus, our
simulations show that after cessation of therapyttimor regresses.

The interesting results are obtained in the casthefaccine therapy (see Figure
9). We consider the situation when under the vactherapy the system passes to the
region Ill in Fig.1 (see Table 3). In this cases #ffect of vaccine therapy does not
depend on the initial tumor size and the immunéesysconditions. As a result, the time
delay is out of importance (without angiogenesketainto account). As is seen from
Figure 9(a), the tumor cells population decreases tsmall size. While after the
termination of the vaccine action the tumor regroiveevertheless never exceeds the

sizeT; (corresponding to the stable spiral for P3).

5. Conclusion

We have studied the effects of different treatmmgimens on both the tumor
growth and the immune response within the simpleEQfbdel that describes tumor-
immune dynamics with chemotherapy and immunotherdgyg found that the regime
of full regression of tumor is not admitted in anodel. This conclusion is in agreement
with some current clinical observations where resnges of tumors are observed [26].
The bifurcation diagram for antigen presentatioovghthree main dynamical regimes.
The region | reflects a progressive growth whentthmaor is able to escape from the

immune response. The region Il describes two regintd disease depending on both
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the initial tumor size and the condition of immusystem: (i) the regression to small
tumor when the dynamical equilibrium is establishat (i) a progressive tumor
growth to the highest possible size. For the regjiibbthe decrease of the tumor size is
found when the equilibrium between the tumor amdithmune system is established.

In order to describe a possibility of different peases to treatment regimens,
patients were conditionally divided in three getieeal groups. Each group is
characterized by specific tumor antigen expressite, strength of the immune
response, and the reaction to vaccination. Foep&tiwith a weak immune response the
vaccine therapy is found to be the most effectiveamparison with other described
treatments when used without time delay from aqoilesd date of vaccination after
surgery. This means that using vaccine gives teeresults for patients with both small
size of tumor and an immune system, which is nppeessed by tumor growth and able
to respond to the vaccine. For the first group, taecine therapy is shown to be the
only possible treatment allowing long tumor renassiTherefore, we note a promising
effect of the vaccine treatment to improve immuesponse for this group. This
qualitatively agrees with clinically observed résulsee, e.g., [40,45,46,50]). For the
second group all considered treatments result agnessive growth. However, the
vaccine therapy without delay after surgery is expe to be more sparing. We
observed that for patients with a strong immun@aase IL-2 alone, IL-2 plus IFN-
and the sequential chemoimmunotherapy could be ases reasonable alternative to
vaccination.

Our study shows that along with progressive disdasegositive clinical responses
to the treatment characterizing by a long remissibtumor growth are possible. This
gualitatively agrees with modern clinical observas. Indeed, clinical trials of
chemotherapy and sequential regimens for melanoh@vexd that along with
progressive diseases the partial responses andceveplete responses were possible
within patient groups [26]. It was also shown i tinials of the vaccine therapy [45]
that the CTL response to the vaccine by itselfribtl guarantee the tumor regression.
For instance, for several patients the T cell raspdo the vaccine was found to be not
strong enough to decrease the tumor size andresslh, the tumor was progressing. At
the same time, the tumor regression was observedefe patients with immune

responses to the vaccine. In our model, these wdis@ns could be explained by both
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heterogeneity of the tumor antigen expression aatiemt-specific characteristics of
immune response.

It should be stressed that all these predictiomsbeavalid only for the description
of early stages of the tumor growth when the preegge®f angiogenesis, invasion and
metastasis are not of critical importance. As teet step, we plan to extend our simple
ODE model to PDE model to include spatial composidéot distributions of cells and
drugs. In this context, the presented analysid iaterest since it gives the underlying
kinetics of more general PDE model. Notice alsad tbzicity of both chemotherapy and
immunotherapy requires finding of an optimal treamtnprotocol. There are known
some attempts to examine this problem within appatgp ODE models of tumor-
immune dynamics (see e.g. [3,12,13]) and it wowdrteresting to consider it within

our model. These studies are now in progress.

19



References

[1] J.A. Adam and N. Bellomd survey of models for tumor-immune system dynaBiiddauser,
Boston, MA, 1996

[2] J.C. Arciero, D.E. Kirschner and T.L. Jacks@rmathematical model of tumor-immune evasion and
siRNA treatmenDisc. Cont. Dyn. Syst-B, 4 (2004), pp. 39—58.

[3] T. Burden, J. Ernstberger and K. Renee FiSgtimal control applied to immunothergiscrete
and Continuous dynamical systems-series B, 4(1) (2004), pp.4835-1

[4] A.C. Buzaid and M. AtkinsPractical guidelines for the management of biochemotherapy-related
toxicity in melanomaClin. Cancer Res, 7 (2001), pp. 2611—2619.

[5] A.C. Buzaid,Strategies for combining chemotherapy and biotherapy in melgr©amecer Control,
7(2) (2000), pp. 185—197.

[6] D.L.Chao, M. P. Davenport, S. Forrest and A.S. Bereh stochastic model of cytotoxic T cell
responsesJournal of Theoretical Biology, 228 (2004), pp. 227—240.

[71 M.A.J. ChaplainMathematical models in cancer researeh The Cancer HandboolNature
publishing group, Chapter 60 2003 pp. 937—951.

[8] R.J. De Boer, P. Hogeweg, F.J. Dullens, R.A. De WeggVd. Den OtterMacrophage T
lymphocyte interactions in the anti-tumor immune response: hemedtical modeld. Immunol.

134 (1985), pp. 2748—2758.

[9] R.J. De Boer, M. Oprera, R. Antia, K. Murali-Krishi&, Ahmed and A. S. Perelsdrecruitment
times, proliferation, and apoptosis rates during the CD8+ T Rebponse to lymphocytic
choriomeningitis virusJournal of Virology, 75 (2001), pp. 10663—10669.

[10] L.G. de Pillis and A.E. Radunskaytagmune response to tumor invasion Computational Fluid
and Solid Mechani¢¥. Bathe, eds.,Vol. 2 Cambridge: MIT Press, MA, 2003166.1—1668.

[11] L.G. de Pillis, W. Gu and A.E. Radunskaijéixed immunotherapy and chemotherapy of tumors:
modeling, applications and biological interpretatiods of Theoretical Biology. 238(4) (2006), pp.
841-862.

[12] L.G. de Pillis and A. Radunskay&,mathematical tumor model with immune resistance and drug
therapy: an optimal control approactiournal of Theoretical Medicine, 3 (2001), pp. 79-100.

[13] L.G. de Pillis, W. Gu, K.R. Fister, T. Head, K. Mapl&sNeal, A. Murugan and K. Yoshida,
Chemotherapy for tumors: an analysis of the dynamics and a stadpdfatic and linear optimal
controls Mathematical Biosciences, 209 (2007), pp. 292-315.

[14] A. Diefenbach, E.R. Jensen, A.M. Jamieson and D. R&ae1 and H60 ligands of the NKG2D
receptor stimulate tumor immunijtiature, 413 (2001), pp. 165—171.

[15] J.D. Farrar, K.H. Katz, J. Windsor, G. Thrush, R.Hh&ermann, J.W. Uhr, N.E. Stre€gncer
dormancy. VII. A regulatory role for CD8+ T cells and IFN-gammastablishing and maintaining
the tumor-dormant statd. Immunol. 162(5) (1999), pp. 2842—2849.

[16] R. Garay and R. Lefeveh kinetic approach to the immunology of cancer: stationary states
properties of effector-target cell reactiqrls Theor. Biol. 73 -1978 pp. 417—438.

[17] S. Garbelli, S. Mantovani, B. Palermo and C. Giaghlitelanocyte-specific, cytotoxic T cell
responses in vitiligo: the effective variant of melanoma immunigment Cell Res., 18 (2005), pp.
234—242.

[18] S.N. GardnerA mechanistic, predictive model of dose-response curveslifoycke phase-specific
and nonspecific drug€ancer Res., 60 (2000), pp. 1417—1425.

[19] B.L. Gause, M. Sznol, W.C. Kopp, J.E. Janik, J.W. BijtR.G. Steis, W.J. Urba, W. Sharfman,
R.G. Fenton, S.P. Creekmore, J. Holmlund, K.C. Conldk, YanderMolen and D.L. Longo,
Phase | study of subcutaneously administered interleuking-2 in conobirvéth interferon alfa-2a
in patients with advanced canc¢ér of Clin. Oncol, 14 (1996), pp. 2234—2241.

[20] I. Hara, H. Hotta, N. Sato, H. Eto, S. Arakava and&nidono,Rejection of mouse renal cell
carcinoma elicited by local secretion of interleukind2Cancer Res, 87 (1996), pp. 724—729.

[21] Z. Hu, Y. Sun, and G. Alarm,argeting tumor vasculature endothelial cells and tumor cells for
immunotherapy of human melanoma in a mouse xenograft .nfsdel Natl. Acad. USA, 96
(1999), pp. 8161—8166.

[22] O.G. Isaeva and V.A. OsipoWodeling of anti-tumor immune response: immunocorrective effect of
weak centimeter electromagnetic wawdsurnal of CMMM, 2008 (to be published) Available at
http://ru.arxiv.org/abs/q-bio/0506006

20



[23] T.L. Jacksonyascular tumor growth and treatment: consequences of polyclonality, ttbampe
and dynamic vascular suppoi Math. Biol. 44 (2002), pp. 201-226

[24] D. Kirschner and J. C. Panetiodeling immunotherapy of the tumor-immune interactiomf
Mathematical Biology, 37 (1998), pp. 235—252.

[25] V.A. Kuznetsov, I.A. Makalkin, M.A. Taylor, and A.®8erelsonNonlinear dynamics of
immunogenic tumors: parameter estimation and global bifurcation anaBusiketin of
Mathematical Biology, 56(2) (1994), pp. 295—321.

[26] S.S. Legha, S. Ring, A. Bedikian, C. Plager, O. Etof, Buzaid and N. Papadopouldsgatment
of metastatic melanoma with combined chemotherapy containing oispliablastin and
dacarbazine (CVD) and biotherapy using interleukin-2 and interferofnnals of oncology, 7
(1996), pp. 827—835.

[27] J. Li, K. Guo, V.W. Koh, J.P. Tang, B.Q. Gan, H. $tiX. Li and Q. ZengGeneration of PRL-3-
and PRL-1-specific monoclonal antibodies as potential diagnostic nedidecancer metastases
Clin. Cancer Res, 11(6) (2005), pp. 2195—2204.

[28] Y. Liu, Y. Ng, and K.O. LilleheiCell mediated immunotherapy: a new approach to the treatment
of malignant gliomaCancer Control., 10 (2003), pp. 138—147.

[29] T.J. Loo, G.E. Housholder, A.H. Gerulath, P.H. Saund&rgarquharMechanism of action and
pharmacology studies with DTIQISC-45388). Cancer Treatment Reports, 60 (1976) pp. 149-152.

[30] D.G. Malleta and L.G. de Pilligy cellular automata model of tumor—immune system interagtions
of Theor. Bial., 239 (2006), pp. 334 — 350

[31] A. Matzavinos and M.A.J. Chaplaifravelling-wave analysis of a model of the immune response to
cancer C R Biol. 327(11) (2004), pp. 995-1008.

[32] A. Matzavinos, M.A.J. Chaplain and V.A. Kuznetsbathematical modelling of the spatio-
temporal response of cytotoxic T-lymphocytes to a solid tyrwathematical Medicine and
Biology, 21 (2004), pp. 1-34.

[33] National Cancer Institute, 2005. National cancer ttgticlinical trials web site. Available at
http://www.nci.nih.gov/clinicaltrials accessed December 2005

[34] K.J. O'Byrne, A.G. Dalgleish, M.J. Browning, W.Pe@fard and A.L. HarrisThe relationship
between angiogenesis and the immune response in carcinogenesis @agjteéssion of malignant
diseaseEur.J.Cancer. 36, (2000) pp. 151-169.

[35] M.R. Owen and J.A. SherraRattern formation and spatiotemporal irregularity in a model for
macrophage-tumour interaction3. Theor. Biol. 189 (1997), pp. 63-80.

[36] M.R. Owen and J.A. Sherrallathematical modelling of macrophage dynamics in tumadvagh.
Models Meth. Appl. Sci. 9 (1999), pp. 513-539

[37] Z. Qu, G.L. Griffiths, W.A. Wegener, C.H. Chang, SGbvindan, |.D. Horak, H.J. Hansen and
D.M. GoldenbergPevelopment of humanized antibodies as cancer therapeMiitkods, 36(1)
(2005), pp. 84—95.

[38] RESAN Scientific Research Enterprise, Scientific reeanterprise web site, 2003 Available at
http://www.anticancer.net/resan/basis.html#interlesikin

[39] I. Roaitt, J. Brostoff, and D. Malémmunology 6th ed., Mosby, London, 2001 480pp.

[40] E. Rosenbaum and I. Rosenbaliveryone’s guide to cancer supportive care: a comprehensive
handbook for patients and their familiggndrews McMeel Publishing, 2005.

[41] S.A. Rosenberg and M.T. Lotz8ancer immunotherapy using interleukin-2 and interleukin-2-
activated lymphocyteénnual Review of Immunology, 4 (1986), pp. 681—709.

[42] V. Schirrmacher, V. Umansky, M. Linder, S. Mierkosir RochaModels for immunotherapy
and Cancer Vaccingi: The Cancer HandboolChapter 68 Nature publishing group, 2003, pp.
1055—1068.

[43] Shenzhen Neptunus Interlong Bio-Tech Holdings Co., Imteleeb site, 2005. Available at
http://www.interlong.com/en/Products.asp

[44] J. Sherrat and M. Nowakincogenes, anti-oncogenes and the immune response to cancer: a
mathematical modeProc. R. Soc. London B. 248 (1992), pp. 261—271.

[45] Jr.C.L. Slingluff, G.R. Petroni, G.V. Yamshchikov, DRarnd, S. Eastham, H. Galavotti, J.W.
Patterson, D.H. Deacon, S. Hibbitts, D. Teates, Reése, W.W. Grosh, K.A. Chianese-Bullock,
E.M.H. Woodson, C.J. Wiernasz, P. Merrill, J. Gihsgh Ross and V.H. Engelhar@inical and
immunologic results of randomised phase Il trial of vaccination usiagmelanoma peptides
either administered in GM-CSF in adjuvant or pulsed on dendrdis J. Clin. Oncol, 21(21)
(2003), pp. 4016—4026.

21



[46] Jr.C.L. Slingluff, G.R. Petroni, G.V. Yamshchikov, Sbbltts, W.W. Grosh, K.A. Chianese-
Bullock, E.A. Bissonette, D.L. Barnd, D.H. Deacon, JR#tterson, J. Parekh, P.Y. Neese, E.M.H.
Woodson, C.J. Wiernasz and P. Mertithmunologic and clinical outcomes of vaccination with a
multiepitope melanoma peptide vaccine plus low-dose interleuldiienthistered either
concurrently or on a delayed scheduleClin. Oncol, 22(22) (2004), pp. 4474—A4485.

[47] N. StepanovaCourse of the immune reaction during the development of a maligmaat,
Biophysics, 24 (1980), pp. 917—923.

[48] M. Sznol and T. DavidAntibodies and recombinant cytokiné@s The Cancer HandboolChapter
87 Nature publishing group, 2003 pp. 1371—1379.

[49] H. Wagner, C. Hardt, K. Heeg, K. Pfizenmaier, W. Scih&. Bartlett, H. Stockinger, and M.
Rollingoff, T-T cell interactions during CTL response: T cell derived hefpetor (interleukin 2) as
a probe to analyze CTL responsiveness and thymic maturation_gfr@égenitors Immunoll. Rev.,
51 (1980), pp. 215—255.

[50] C.J. Wheeler, D. Asha, L. Genatao, J.S. Yu and Rlack, Clinical responsiveness of glioblastoma
multiforme to chemotherapy after vaccinati@iin. Cancer Res, 10 (2005), pp. 5316—5326.

22



Table captions

Table 1. The parameter set for the first group of patieni3.(P

Parameter Units Description Value Source
a day™ Tumor growth rate 0.13 Fit to data [21]
b cell*day* a/b is a tumor carrying capacity 3x107%° Fit to data [21]
CerL cell* day®  Rate of tumor cells inactivation by CTL 4.4x10°°
d cell day* Rate of steady inflow of CTL 7.3x10f  Estimated from [17]
e cell* day®  CTL proliferation rate induced by IL-2  9.9x10°°
f day” CTL death rate 0.33 Estimated from [6]
g unit day* Antigen presentation 1.6x10
j cell* day* Rate of consumption of IL-2 by CTL  3.3x10°®
K cell™* day” Inactivatii)(?gstzzfi &aﬁ (;?no;icules by 1 810
I cell Half-saturation constant 3x10°
M ghemo day” Tumor cell killing by chemotherapy 0.9
1 - Taken from [11]
M ghemo day CTL killing by chemotherapy 0.6
p day” Decay rate of chemotherapy drug 6.4 Estimated from [29]
q day’ Decay rate of therapeutic IFN 1.7 Estimated from [43]
To = 10 cells Lo = 9x10’ cells l0 = 2x10’ units lo = 10’ units

Table 2. The parameter sets for the second (P2) and the(B#)dyroups of patients.

Parameter
P2 P3
a 0.13 0.13
b 3x10°%° 3x10°%°
Ceri 3.3x10° 5.5x10°
d 7.3x10P 7.3x10°
e 9.6x107° 1.0x10°®
f 0.33 0.33
g 1.4x10° 2.4x10
j 2.9x10° 3.7x10°
k 1.5x10°8 2.1x10°®
I 3x10° 3x10°
M ghemo 0.9 0.9
M chemo 0.6 0.6
p 6.4 6.4
q 1.7 1.7
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Table 3. The percent increase of the parameters sensitive teeiccine
Increase (i)

Parameter P1 P2, P3
CeTL 20 10
e 15 20
g 20 30
j 30 50

Table 4. Effects of different treatments for three groups dfgpas .

P1 p2 P3

to AT to AT to AT to AT to AT
Chemother apy 1 13.4 1 11.4 1 20 1 0.1 1 0.43
IL-2 alone 1 0.34 1 7.5 121 1 0.82 1 0.92
IL-2 plus | FN-a 1 0.42 1 3.9 1 10 1 0.95 1 0.93
Chemo/immune 6 | 19.92 3193 6 | 1239 311068 || ! 0.88
I mmune/chemo 1 12.8 1 10.2 1 24.3 1 0.48 1 0.88
Chemo + immune 1 10.9 1 9.5 124 1 0.63 1 0.88
Vaccine therapy
without 10 day delay 1 0.25 1 8.92 1 18.7 1 0.91 1 0.91

"The therapies for P1 and P2 are administered after gueget for P3 without previous treatment. The arrow
means the increase of the tumor size;- the decrease of the tumor size. The change of tumaisgizesented asT
= (T(to) — T(0))/T(0). to — the time after the start of treatment, weeks FaaiRILP2 the initial conditions af¢0) =
8x10° cells,L(0) = 2.2510’ cells,|(0) = 2.410’ cells, for P3 —T(0) = 3<10’ cells,L(0) = 3.4510’ cells,1(0) =
1.7x10’ cells
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Figure captions

Figure 1. A bifurcation diagram varying the antigen presentafig). Forhg < hemin there is only one
steady state — improper node (region I). Whgt, < hs < hgmaxthere are two stable steady states —
improper node and spiral node as well as an unstatdel& point (region Il). Fdng > hgpaxOnly one
steady state, the spiral node remains (region ).

Figure 2. Human data, group P1. Effects of chemo-, IL-2 and IL-2 Ifid&-a therapies on tumor and
immune response dynamics. (a) tumor cells, (b) cytofb cells, and (c) IL-2 vs. time. (d) shows drug
administration pattern: nine doses, strengiti) = 1, 1 day per dose on a 5 day cycle, and-tFN
administration pattern: four doses, strengit) = 5 MU/day, 4 days per dose on a 10 day cycle. IL-2 is
administered with four doses of strenyth (t) = 10 MU/day, 4 days per dose on a 10 day cycle. Initial

conditions: &10° tumor cells, 2.2810’ cytotoxic T lymphocytes, 2:4.0" IL-2 units.

Figure 3. Human data, group P1. Effects of one pulse of chemothébgywed immediately by one

pulse of IL-2-therapy, one pulse of IL-2 therapy followed iediately by one pulse of chemotherapy, and
concurrent chemoimmunotherapy. (a) tumor cells, (toyic T cells, and (c) IL-2 vs. time. (d) shows
drug administration pattern: one pulsed dose of chemothestippgthvc(t) =1 per day, 4 days per dose
for sequential chemo/immunotherapy (dotted line), sequémtiauno/chemotherapy (dash-dot line), and
concurrent chemoimmunotherapy (gray line). IL-2 admiai&in pattern: one pulsed dose of strength

V,, (t) = 10 MU/day, 4 days per dose after chemotherapy (chemafratherapy sequence) or before

chemotherapy (immuno/chemotherapy sequenceMand) = 7 MU/day for four days simultaneously

with chemotherapy (concurrent biochemotherapy). Initalditions: &1 tumor cells, 2.2510’
cytotoxic T lymphocytes, 2:4.0 IL-2 units.

Figure 4. Bifurcation diagrams showing the effect of vaccine thgien anti-tumor immune response
dynamics for P1 and P2.

Figure 5. Human data, group P1. Effects of vaccine administered sftgery without delay and with
delay for 10 days. (a) tumor cells, (b) cytotoxic Ti;end (c) IL-2 vs. time. Initial conditionsx80°
tumor cells, 2.2810’ cytotoxic T lymphocytes, 2x40" IL-2 units.

Figure 6. Human data, group P1. Effects of vaccine administerdtbutitprevious treatment and with
delay for next 10 days. (a) tumor cells, (b) cytotdkicells, and (c) IL-2 vs. time. Initial conditions:
3x10" tumor cells, 1.3810" cytotoxic T lymphocytes, 1:40 IL-2 units.

Figure 7. Human data, group P2. Effects of vaccine administered sftgery without delay and with
delay for 10 days. (a) tumor cells, (b) cytotoxic Tis;end (c) IL-2 vs. time. Initial conditionsx80°
tumor cells, 2.2810’ cytotoxic T lymphocytes, 2:40" IL-2 units.

Figure 8. Human data, group P2. Effects of vaccine administerdtbutitprevious treatment and with
delay for next 10 days. (a) tumor cells, (b) cytotdkicells, and (c) IL-2 vs. time. Initial conditions:
3x10" tumor cells, 1.3810" cytotoxic T lymphocytes, 140’ IL-2 units.

Figure 9. Human data, group P3. Effects of vaccine administerdtbutitprevious treatment. (a) tumor
cells, (b) cytotoxic T cells, and (c) IL-2 vs. timeitial conditions: 10" tumor cells, 3.4810’ cytotoxic
T lymphocytes, 1410’ IL-2 units.
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