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Abstract

We formulate and analyze a mathematical model desgrtbimor-immune dynamics under the influence
of immunotherapy and chemotherapy and their combinat®mgel as vaccine treatments. The effect of
vaccine therapy is considered as a parametric periombaft the model. In the case of a weak immune
response, neither immunotherapy nor chemotherapyigdfto cause tumor regression to a small size,
which would be below the clinically detectable threshildmerical simulations show that the efficiency

of vaccine therapy depends on both the tumor size anzbtfdition of immune system as well as on the
response of the organism to vaccination. In particularfound that vaccine therapy becomes more effec-
tive when used without time delay from a prescribed dat@cination after surgery and is ineffective

without preliminary treatment. For a strong immunepoese, our model predicts the tumor remission
under vaccine therapyur study of successive chemo/immuno, immuno/chemcaancurrent chemo-

immunotherapy shows that the chemo/immuno sequencereseaffective while concurrent chemoimmu-
notherapy is more sparing.
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1. Introduction

Some modern trends in treatment of cancer are basdw @bility of certain forms
of tumors to stimulate immune response. The facttti@atmmune system plays an im-
portant role in fighting cancer has been verified botlaboratorial and clinical experi-
ments [1, 2]. An inclusion of immune component in matagcal models of tumor
growth has been shown to reflect clinically obsergeénomena such as uncontrolled
growth of tumor, tumor dormancy and oscillations in tusiae [3—10]. A similar tu-
mor behavior was also predicted in our recent model [1th] the interleukine-2 (IL-2)
taken into account.

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 [12]. Such immune modifiers as IL-2, interfemoiFN—-a) as well as tumor
necrosis factore (TNFa) are already widely used in cancer immunotherapy [13—18].
An important problem is to choose the correct scheduleding chemotherapy in com-
bination with IL-2 and IFNa therapy. For example, a series of sequential phdsald
based on integrating of IL-2 and IFNM with the CVD (cisplatin, vinblastine, and
dacarbazine) regimen shows that chemotherapy follomedediately by immunother-
apy is more effective for treatment of human metastaelanoma than their reverse
sequence [13, 14]. It was also observed that concurrenamemanotherapy is almost
as effective as chemo/immune sequence when immuapthes administered right af-
ter the CVD. At the same time, the concurrent chemainotherapy is found to be less
toxic than the sequential regimens [14]. Monoclonalbeaties (MA) are used in both
diagnostics and therapy of cancer. This follows fladmility of MA to recognize tumor
antigens on a surface of tumor cells. As a result, ddA deliver both anti-tumor drugs
and radioactive isotopes exactly to the malignans ¢&b, 20]. In spite of the fact that
cancer vaccines are still under experimental investigatiesexistent clinical trials
clearly show that they can improve immune responseettain forms of cancer [12,
21]. Most of cancer vaccines consist of living tumorscald their lysis products while
some of them contain tumor-derived proteins, peptides angligsides [22]. For in-

stance, an experimental vaccine for malignant melanoamsists of four melanoma



peptides (HLA-A1, A2, A3 and HLA-DR) and includes IL-2 and gianoyte macro-
phage colony stimulating factor (GM-CSF) as adjuvamnt&al found that this vaccina-
tion is able to stimulate tumor regression in somescfg® 24]. The observed toxicity
of this vaccination is connected with low doses of IL-Be3e findings stimulated our
interest to consider within our model the effects of bimation immune and chemo-
therapy treatments as well as vaccine therapy.

One of the first attempts to consider effects of imatbarapy within an appropri-
ate mathematical model was made by Kirschner and Pam¢8ja They study immuno-
therapy based on the use of IL-2 together with adoplelar immunotherapy (ACI)
by introducing in dynamical equations terms describing eatemflow of both IL-2 and
cultured immune cells. More recently, de Pillis and Rs#taya have proposed the
model of anti-tumor immune response where individual egusitivere suggested for
the description of mechanisms of natural immunologictdrtke presented by NK-cells
and specific immune response presented by CD8+ T &dlidNptice that unlike [8]
they do not consider a natural dynamics of IL-2. Infthenework of this model the ef-
fects of chemotherapy, immunotherapy, their combinédance, as well as the vaccine
therapy were considered [6].

Finally, it is interesting to mention a recent paperAbogiero et al. [25] where a
novel treatment strategy known as small interferilNARSIRNA) therapy was consid-
ered in the framework of the model proposed in [8]. Theattnent suppresses T@F-
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 TBRumors, that is to a non-immune evad-
ing state.

Our model of anti-tumor immune response is based on ¢élehanism of intercellu-
lar cytokine mediated interaction in cellular immunsp@nse proposed by Wagner et
al. [26] which was modified by taking into account co-stiatory factors (see, e.g., [27,
28]). Generally, it consists of eleven ordinary differ@nequations. To simplify analy-
sis, we reduced the model to three equations incorporagngaolst important modern
concepts of tumor-immune dynamics including the influeride-@ dynamics (see [11]

for details).



In this paper, we extend our model to describe chemo-ramdimotherapy effects.
The outline of the paper is as follows. First of allmathematical model of tumor-
immune dynamics under the influence of both immuneaihemwith IL-2 and IFNa
and chemotherapy is formulated in section 2. In se@iave perform a steady state
analysis of the model. The results of numerical studie presented in section 4 for
four different cases: chemotherapy alone, IL-2 altin€ plus IFN-a, and a combina-
tion of chemotherapy and immunotherapy (IL-2 therapite effects of vaccine therapy
are considered in the absence of chemotherapy andnatherapy. Section 5 is de-

voted 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. Namelgonsider five popula-

tions: tumor cellsT), CTL (L), IL-2 (I,), chemotherapeutic dru€), and IFN-a (1).

dT bT
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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 themsederm in (1). It is supposed
that the destruction rate is proportional to the nundbdumor cells and CTL popula-
tions. In (2)d characterizes the steady inflow of CTL from steitbsc&econd and third
terms in (2) describe CTL proliferation in response tolth2 action and CTL death
rate, correspondingly. In (3)— (54} (i=l,, C, I) describes the external influxes of IL-2,
chemotherapeutic drug and IFt, respectively. Since therapy is assigned to a certain

schedule, these influxes are taken to be time-dependedtproduction in (3) is de-



scribed by hyperbola (the second term), which allowsuske into account a limita-
tion in the stimulation of the immune system by the gngwtumor. At smallT 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-I1I) ohet APC surfaces, i.e. the anti-
gen presentation. The probability of activation (provgkihe 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 targkst (@totoxic T lymphocytes) ef-
fectively consume IL-2. The consumption rate is preseiy the third term in (3)t
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 andlicactly destroy its mole-
cules [29]. In (3) the IL-2 destruction rate is describethieyfourth term.

Similarly to [6], we use in Egs. (1) and (2) a saturaterm M ;(1,)(1- e ©)j
with j =T, L to describe cell death caused by chemotherapeutg: At low concentra-
tions the death rate is nearly linear in drug whildnigher concentrations the death rate

turns out to beC-independent. As was noted in [6] this behaviomgha good correla-

tion with existing dose-response curves (see, 80]). We assume thaf; depends on

_l2
the IL-2 concentration in the following wawl ;(1,) =M fhem°(2—e /20). Thus, M;

increases with the concentration of IL-2, howevitenever exceeds a doubled value of

M jChemO (cell killing by chemotherapy). This is based twe fact that IL-2 can induce

the secondary cytokines such as TélEwhich could enhance the anti-tumor effect of

cytotoxic chemical agents (see, e.g., [13]). We alsppose that the model parameter

|
in (1) depends on the IFd concentration ag(l) =c.; (2—e %0), wherecq, is a

rate of tumor cells inactivation by CTL. This agserith the fact that IFNo enhances
immune-mediated anti-tumor responses by increastpgession of MHC molecules on
tumor cells, thus enhancing their recognition byLG1I8]. Notice that only therapeutic

IFN—-a dynamics is considered within our model.



For simplicity we do not consider here processes giogenesis (vascular growth),
invasion and metastasis, which are of importance at(lHt®/) stages of the tumor
growth. Actually, inclusion of processes of vascular ghoand invasion requires seri-
ous extension of the model to describe dynamics of oyskenzymes and other com-
ponents regulating these processes. Besides, it woulddessary to take into account
spatial migration of cell populations during the process ofsiva(see, e.g., [31]).
Therefore, the system (1)—(5) is valid for the descnipbd early stages of the tumor
growth when the processes of angiogenesis, invasiomatakstasis are not of critical

importance.
2.1. Parameter set

Possible scenarios of tumor-immune dynamics are \amgitsve to the choice of
the parameters in equations (1)—(5). In fact the paramsetsrvary not only for spe-
cific cancer types but also from one individual to &eot Our model is based on using
of some generalized (most typical) parameters. Inrdadeeflect the individual clinical
outcomes we conditionally divide patients in threeugso(see Tables 1 and 2). We as-
sume that tumor has the same histological structurengtance, melanoma) with equal
doubling time and carrying capacity (actually, these chaiattsr may vary between
tumor specimens). Additionally, the lifetime of CTLdRosen to be the same. On the
other hand, the tumor antigen expressicdtl), the strength of the immune response
(e, g, ] andk), and the reaction to vaccination are taken to be fspdar each group.
Some values of model parameters were estimated by usnav#ilable experimental
data. In particular, the human melanoma growth parasgtndb were obtained from
the experimental data found in Hu’s results on micestmdiere human melanoma was
tested in a severe combined immunodeficient mice [32]ndJshe least-squares
method, we fitted the experimental curve produced by the oflad control group to
Gompertzian curve. The death rate of CTL was estimated) ube relationf = 1k
whereTt is their known average lifetime. The rate of steadpw of CTL was calcu-
lated from the relatiowl = fLiee WherelLsee (the number of CTL capable to recognize
melanoma specific antigen in the organism without tumorn @stimated to be about
2.25¢10’ cells using the data for the full number of CD8+ T ciallslood and a percent

value of T cells specific for melanoma antigen [33]e Harameters characterizing the



cell death caused by chemotherapeutic influeM¢g®™ and M "™ are taken from de

Pillis’s model [6]. The elimination rates for chemath@eutic drug (dacarbazine) and
IFN-a were estimated by using their known half-life times ahe telations:
p = In2kc12 andq = In241/2 (see, for example, [34, 35]). For the rest of pararseter
chose values most appropriate to our model. Current mdderature and sensitivity
analysis (see [11]) allow us to conclude that the cpomding interactions are of im-

portance in the description of immune response.

3. Non-dimensionalization, steady state analysis

3.1. Scaling

For convenience let us introduce dimensionless variablesparameters as fol-
lows: T'=T/T,, L' =L/Lo, 15 =12l I' =1/lg andt’ = t/t, wheret = f * (days). The
values ofTy, Lo, I20 andlg are given in accordance with [8] and presented in Table 1.
Notice that the variable for chemotherapeutic di@Qgjs given in relative units. The
choice of the time-scale factoris based on the fact that the mean lifetime of GL
about three days and a similar time is needed for tHeégoadion of CTL and IL-2 pro-
duction [36, 37].

Dropping primes for notational clarity, equations (1)—(%etéhe following form

in normalized units:

I =T 2 —hy2-e)TL-m2-ea-e )T, (@)
dt hy
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where h]_ = a/f, hz = bTo/f, h3 = CCTLL()/f, m = M-?hemolf, h4 = d/ﬂ_o, h5 = e|20/f,
mp = themolf’ I'Tb(t) = VIZ (t)/ﬂzo, hs = g/ﬂzo, h7 = jLo/f, hg = kTo/f, h9: |/To,
my(t) = Ve(t)/f, me = p/f, me(t) = Vi(t)/flo, andmz = g/f.

3.2. Steady state analysis

To perform a steady state analysis we study the system
h,T

d—T:—thIn ~h,TL, (11)
dt

dL

o T hethsllo L, (12)
d, hgT

=2 = —h, LI, —hTI,, 13
dt T+h9 7 2 hB 2 ( )

which follows from (6)—(10) a¥i(t) =0 ( =15, C, 1) andC(0) =1(0) = 0.

A possible way to perform the steady state analgsie use isoclines. Let us con-
sider the phase plafi@., which shows the interactions between two maih pabula-
tions: tumor cells and CTL. In this case, the eiguat for horizontal and vertical iso-

clines are written as

(hy = L)(T +hg)(h7L + hgT) + hshg TL =0, (14)
L=t el 1oy (15)
hy

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,hs, 0), which lies at the intersection of isoclinég) andT = 0. This means that
the regime of full tumor regression is not allowed.

We considerg (characterizing the antigen presentation) as ainvgryarameter. A
bifurcation diagram for the dimensionless parameges presented in Fig. 1 where the
functionhg(T) is obtained by substitution &ffrom (15) into (14). As is seen, there are
two bifurcation points. Therefore one can distisputhree 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 prodancbibIL-2, the population of tumor



cells is able to escape from the immune response. urhertgrows and the immune
system becomes suppressed. Inrdgon Il (hsmin < hs < hsmax), Which we associate
with the strong immune response, there appear two adlitiixed points: a stable spi-
ral (T1, L1, 121) and a saddleTg, Ly, I22). Therefore different regimes can exist depending
on the initial conditions. First, when initial CTL polation size is sufficiently large to
reduce a tumor population, the tumor regresses up to & feradl size where the dy-
namical equilibrium between tumor and immune systereashed. In this case, the tu-
mor manifests itself via the excited immune systemoB@&cegime appears when initial
number of CTL is not large enough to drive the systemhatdynamical equilibrium
point (T3, L1, I21), which is a stable spiral. Thus, the tumor growsa tughest possible
size, which is defined for the tumor population being indiions of restricted feeding.
The dynamical equilibrium between the tumor and theume system is reached at the
fixed point (T, Ls, 123) that is an improper node. Finally, in thegion 11l (hs > hemax)

the fixed points Tz, Ly, 122) and {3, Ls, 123) disappear. As a result, there are two fixed
points: a saddle point (B, 0) and a stable spiraly Li, I21). In this case, a decrease in
tumor size is found when the equilibrium between the tuemdrthe immune system is
established. The region Il is associated with the @otrtumor when the immune sys-

tem is able to handle the tumor size.
4. Numerical experiments

In this section we study the effects of chemotherdpgea IL-2 alone, IL-2 plus
IFN-a therapy, regimens of sequential chemoimmunotherapyelssgvvaccine therapy
for three groups of patients. Two of them (P1 and P2) genesak immune responses
to the tumor while the third one (P3) generates a stronguime response. The group P2
is characterized by a lower antigen expression in casgrawith P1 and, correspond-
ingly, exhibits a weaker immune response (see Tables 2)aAd the stage Il of malig-
nant melanoma both chemotherapy and immunotherapysarally administered after
surgical treatment. Therefore, the initial tumor sgzessumed to take a hypothetical
value ofT(0) ~ 8<10° cells. When we study the effects of treatment adtaired with-
out preliminary surgery, the initial tumor size is asedrto take a hypothetical value of

3x10’ cells. In subsections 4.1—4.6 we will consider the fireuigrof patients (P1).



4.1. Chemotherapy

Let us test a treatment approach which employs ninegdtsges of chemotherapy,
each dose represented by sethfa¢t) = 1 in (4) for a day, and given once every 5 days
(Fig. 2d). As is seen from Fig.2a, a regression is notraddend the tumor population
grows. The number of tumor cells oscillates in timeaagsult of pulsed character of
dosing. Tumor growth rate is found to decrease in congramgth the case without
treatment. This is completely due to chemotherapeutinenfle because the CTL dy-
namics is slightly affected by chemotherapy (see Fi}). Rlpossible reason is that an
increase in CTL proliferation caused by increasing IL-2ceotration is compensated
by death of CTL under the action of chemo-drug. Thus, auysthows that chemo-
therapy results in stunted tumor growth. In particulamw choice of parameters the

tumor achieves its dangerous size about ten days latemrtithe absence of the therapy.

4.2. Immunotherapy

4.2.1.1L-2 alone

The following regimen of the IL-2 alone therapy is sugabdour pulsed doses of
IL-2, each is equal to 10 MU/day for four days, and adnarast every 10 days. As is
seen from Fig. 2a, there is a tumor remission withdtiration of about 40 days. At the
same time full tumor regression is not observed. liidas IL-2 concentration grows,
the CTL population is also increased approximately by @ifaxf 7 in 40 days (see Fig.
2b). However, approximately ten days after treatmergaties the IL-2 concentration
decreases (see Fig. 2c). Accordingly, the CTL populatism regresses and, as a result,
the tumor growth revives. Thus, this course of treatneaudd to a temporary remission

only (for 1—1.5 months in our case).

4.2.2. 1L-2 plusIFN-a

Let us consider a combined course of the immunotherapyy Wh2 and IFNe
are given simultaneously. The dose administration pafte IL-2 is considered to be
the same as in the previous subsection. Together Wwith the IFN« at the dose
5 MU/day for four days in a 10 day cycle is administered (Za. As is shown in Fig.

2a, there is a substantial decrease in the numbéedtimor cells during the cure. The

10



tumor remission becomes more pronounced in comparisdntket previous case al-
though the regression time is almost the same.

Thus, our study shows that immunotherapy is more @ffeat the remission time
of the tumor as compared with chemotherapy. As anatbeclusion, the IL-2 alone
therapy should be considered as more sparing treatmentriparison with the case of
IL-2+IFN-a. Indeed, in spite of better tumor remission for IL-2NH& treatment the

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

In the next three subsections, we study the effetCthemotherapy followed im-
mediately by immunotherapy or vice versa, as wellh@sconcurrent chemoimmuno-
therapy. We consider the following sequential therapynreq: one pulse of chemo-
therapy is presented by setting in ¥&)t) = 1 per day for four days (Fig. 3d). During
the next four days one pulse of IL-2 therapy is adrteéngsl in amounts o¥, (t) = 10

MU/day in (3). Fig. 3a shows the dynamics of tumor célisis seen, the chosen regi-
men of sequential therapy does not lead to the tuegression. However, a markedly
stunted tumor growth is observed (tumor cell populatioches the maximum value
about thirty days later in this case). At the initiglge ¢ < 8 days), the tumor growth
deceleration is entirely due to chemotherapeutic imgaathermore, the tumor cell
population slightly decreases. This effect is caused byaease of the IL-2 concentra-
tion during eight days (see Fig. 3c), which leads to battavery of the CTL number
(that has been decreased by chemotherapy) and its fodjomcrease (see Fig. 3b).
Later on, the tumor steadily grows and the suppressidheoimmune functions takes
place. Notice, that tumor growth rate at this stagemaller than fot < 8 days. Thus,

although this sequential regimen does not lead to the tuegoession it allows one to

delay the tumor growth.
4.4. Sequential immuno/chemotherapy

Let us consider the following sequential regimen: one poiste IL-2 therapy,

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

days one pulse of chemotherapy is administered in\dg{®e= 1 in (5) per day for four

11



days (Fig. 3d). The dynamics of tumor cells is shown gn a. As is seen, the result of
this sequential regimen is worse in comparison wighdievious case. Indeed, the IL-2
dosing leads to the increase of its concentratiog. (¢) and, accordingly, to the in-
crease of the CTL number (Fig. 3b). However, the CHvehnot enough time to
achieve the magnitude sufficient to slow down the tumotution since their growth is
abruptly stopped due to chemotherapy (see Fig. 3b). Nelesshat the termination of
course of treatment the CTL number again increases daeudficiently high concen-
tration of IL-2. As a result, the tumor growth becorsksver reaching a dangerous size

twenty days later than in the absence of therapy.
4.5. The concurrent biochemotherapy

The regimen of the sequential therapy is chosen toeb®tibwing: the chemother-
apy in dose/c(t) = 1 per day and the IL-2 therapy in doge(t) = 7 MU/day are given

simultaneously for four days. Since the concurrent diemunotherapy is found to be
less toxic in comparison with other sequential regimess, (8.9., [14]), the dose of the
IL-2 is selected to be approximatelfi@ units less than in subsections 4.3 and 4.4. As
a result, the tumor cell dynamics becomes a littl&drign comparison with the first se-
guential regimen in 4.3 during a period of time that is lormugh, except for the initial
interval of (0; 10) days (see Fig. 3a). For this periotinoé, the tumor growth decelera-
tion is more pronounced in comparison with the casenefmo/immuno sequence. In-
deed, since chemotherapy and IL-2 therapy are used amaalisly, the tumor cells die
under the action of both drug and the immune responegeaesd by IL-2 therapy. As is
seen from Fig. 3b, the dynamics of CTL is similathat without therapy. For the first
six days the IL-2 concentration is higher than in thee e chemo/immunotherapy (Fig.
3c¢). Thus, our simulations show that the stronger iseredthe IL-2 concentration pre-
vents the reduction in the CTL number caused by the chemnpact (unlike the first
sequential regimen). In turn, for the next four days Ith concentration becomes
lower as compared with the case of chemo/immunotherBipgrefore, one can con-
clude that the concurrent chemoimmunotherapy is nmewreréble in comparison with

the regimen considered in the subsection 4.3.

12



4.6. Vaccine therapy

Cancer vaccines are considered as one of promising deetiffommunotherapy.
Using vaccine allows sensitizing the immune systentht presence of the certain
forms of cancer. As a consequence, the immune systkkilmevable to find and lyse tu-
mor cells more effectively. When vaccine appears éenlibdy the anti-tumor lympho-
cyte formation occurs. The efficacy of the vaccinatiepends on the following factors:
(i) the number of tumor cells and their mitotic actiyify) the type of tumor, i.e. its his-
tological structure, antigen structure, the number of HL_Aolecules expressed on the
tumor cells and (iii) initial conditions of the immusgstem.

In this subsection, we consider a cancer vaccine cowgist four tumor-derived
peptides with an adjuvant (see, for example, [38] fouraent list of ongoing trials). As
long as antigen/adjuvant complexes stimulate immespanse to vaccine thereby en-
hancing immune reaction to patient’s tumor cells, tiiece of the vaccination can be
taken into account through the model parameters. Thetefo order to simulate vac-
cine therapy we change the values of four model parasnaté¢he time of vaccination
(in a similar manner as in [6]). The parameters thatsensitive to vaccination can be
extracted from the experimental results obtained oausmwaccine trials by Diefenbach
et al [39]. Namely, we fitted the experimental curvedpoed by Diefenbach’s data to
our model and found the parameters that would change totrsigeadministration of a
therapeutic vaccine. They atgr, the rate of inactivation of tumor cells by CTé,;the
rate of CTL proliferation induced by IL-2j, the antigen presentation (the probability of
interaction between helper T cell precursors and ARG}, the rate of consumption
IL-2 by CTL. Finally, to simulate vaccine therapy wesakhe corresponding model pa-
rameters in the same direction as they change in Diefaisbenurine model [39] (cf.
[6]). As a result, all four parametersA{., € g, andj) are found to be increased.

We present here the results for vaccine therapy akmehat we puvc(t), V, (1),

Vi(t) equal to zero as well &=1 = 0 in (1)-(5). The regimen of vaccination chosen for
simulation of vaccine therapy is the following: trencer vaccine administered once a
week during 1—3, 5—7, 13, 27, 40, and 53 weeks, respectively [38]. We suihyabs
the vaccine is effective 83 days after the last im@ctirhis value is not imperative. It

seems plausible that this action may last even loMjerassume that at the expiration

13



of this period the system parameters are restorecetoititial values. As a result, tu-
mor growth restarts. Therefore revaccination is reguio avoid a disease recurrence.

From the above discussion it is clear that the valugm@Emeterscry, €, g, andj
will depend on the regimen of vaccination, i.e. on tilneother words, during the vac-
cine action we increase parameters by a certain gerakre (see Table 3). Under these
assumptions, the steady-state conditions for P1 becbamged in such a way that the
system (11)—(13) passes to the region Il on the bifurcatiagram (see Fig.1 and
Fig. 4). Remember that in this region treatment outcorakedly depends on the initial
tumor size and the immune system conditions. Fig. wshbe results for two courses
of the vaccination: the first one was administeretheut delay while the second one
was administered 10 days later, when tumor cell populdigenreached a sufficiently
large value to escape the immune response (Fig. 5a, 5b, 5c).

Let us first analyze the behavior of the system untervaccine administered after
surgery. For therapy without delay, the initial numbEtumor cells is enough to induce
the immune response. As is seen from Fig. 5c, thedar2entration grows and, conse-
quently, the CTL number is increased. The integral culees to the stable spiral point
and the long tumor remission is observed (Fig. 5a). Asdutf-day delay is simulated
by a time displacemert - t + 10. In this case, the tumor has time to reach a-suffi
ciently large size and both the IL-2 concentration amtl Gumber are decreasing (Fig.
5b and 5c). The integral curves tend to the improper noldieh means progressive tu-
mor. The simulations show that the earlier the vat®n is administered the more ef-
fective it is for the cancer treatment.

Let us simulate the vaccine administered without prevgugery. Fig. 6a shows
that even for the therapy without delay the tumoresgipon does not occur and only
some stunted tumor growth with lower saturation levelbserved in comparison with
the case without therapy. One can suppose that thetgatuearel without therapy cor-
responds to a dangerous tumor size in stage Il of maligiracess. Then the lower
saturation level with vaccination may be considered steady state of a patient during
the vaccine action (Fig. 6a). In the case of 10-day ddlaytumor size almost reaches
the therapeutic saturation level (Fig 6a). As is sdenyaccine-mediated enhancement
of the immune response prevents tumor growth to reaemgerous size. Namely, after

15 days of growth the tumor curve goes slightly down andst¢o the therapeutic satu-
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ration level. This does not mean, however, that aydeléhe vaccination is not danger-
ous. In fact, as mentioned above, we do not take irdoust the angiogenesis, which
begins at certain size of the tumor and provokes itedurxplosion [25], [31]. In other
words, the existence of the saturation level does notithel termination of the tumor

growth. Figs. 6b and 6¢ show dynamics of CTL and IL-Zeesvely.
4.7. Comparison with second and third groups of patients

Table 4 summarizes the main findings of subsections-4.& for the first group of
patients as well as presents the results for two gtieerps. Let us compare three groups
of patients. According to Table 4, for the second groupadients the IL-2 alone and
IL-2 plus IFN-a therapies result in slower tumor expansion as cordparehemother-
apy. After 6 weeks of the IL-2 alone therapy the turmume reaches almost the same
value as in the case of chemotherapy. Results of @lmmuno regimen are found to
be similar to immuno/chemo and concurrent chemoimithanapy. This markedly dif-
fers from the first group where the increase of tusize for chemo/immune sequence
is smaller in comparison with the reverse sequencerefdre, one can conclude that
the dependence on the schedule is more pronounced finsthgroup. As a possible
reason, the IL-2 therapy is less effective in theosd group. This is a result of lower
tumor antigen expression when stimulation of CTL peodifion by IL-2 becomes insuf-
ficient for effective recognition of tumor cells. Atigh the IL-2 plus IFNx therapy
looks more favorable for P2 in comparison with otherapies, one has to bear in mind
that the vaccine therapy is less toxic. Let us conghieibehavior of the second group
of patients in response to the vaccination more défai increase of corresponding
parameters for P2 during the vaccine action is shown leT&a As is seen, the sug-
gested values differ from these for P1. Fig. 4 showsith#tis case the steady-state
conditions do not change. This result looks rather uretggeIn fact, it means absence
of the positive clinical response despite the fact tiiaimmune reaction to the tumor is
taken to be enhanced by the vaccine even better as cahwinethe first group. In-
deed, we have intentionally taken the bigger relative tr@f/parameters, g, andj for
P2 in comparison with P1.

Fig. 7 shows the results of the vaccination after syrgad Fig. 8 shows the case

without preliminary treatment. In the first case, usuagcine without delay allows
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stunting tumor growth and it reaches the therapeutic staiorlevel in 70 days. Be-
sides, with vaccine the saturation level becomes Idham without therapy. It should
be noted that the vaccine administered with 10-days delagt effective because no
deceleration of the tumor growth is observed (Fig. 7hg Vaccination is ineffective
when it is administered without preliminary surgery (f8g).

It should be noted that the positive response to tharesd can also be described
within our model. In order to show this possibility we cdesithe third group of pa-
tients (P3 in Table 2). In the absence of treatmentutm®r grows to the dangerous size
(see Fig. 9). As is seen from Table 4, all of the cameid therapeutic regimens result in
tumor regression to the small volume that correspomdble stable fixed point (spiral
node) of the system. For sequential regimens the sldeeeasing of the tumor volume
is found as compared to IL-2 alone, IL-2 plus IBENand vaccine therapies. There is
more pronounced regression of the tumor size in thes gdfsthemo/immune sequence
and concurrent chemoimmunotherapy in comparison witintheune/chemo sequence.
At the same time, we would like to mention more tB8fo decrease of the tumor size
that implies the effectiveness of all considered megis. Thus, our simulations show
that after cessation of therapy the tumor regresses.

The interesting results are obtained in the caseeoValecine therapy (see Fig. 9).
We consider the situation when under the vaccine thefapgystem passes to the re-
gion Il in Fig.1 (see Table 3). In this case, the dffgfcvaccine therapy does not de-
pend on the initial tumor size and the immune systenditions. As a result, the time
delay is out of importance (without angiogenesis takém account). As is seen from
Fig. 9a, the tumor cells population decreases to a simall While after the termination
of the vaccine action the tumor regrows, it neversgsefever exceeds the sizgcorre-

sponding to the stable spiral for P3).
5. Conclusion

We have studied the effects of different treatmenimiegs on both the tumor
growth and the immune response within a mathematical Intbde describes tumor-
immune dynamics with chemotherapy and immunothertapy.found that the regime
of full regression of tumor is not admitted in our moddlis conclusion is in agreement

with some current clinical observations where recwesrof tumors are observed [40].
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The bifurcation diagram for antigen presentation shdweet main dynamical regimes.
The region | reflects a progressive growth when the tusable to escape from the
immune response. The region Il describes two regimédssease depending on both
the initial tumor size and the condition of immunetsgs (i) the regression to small
tumor when the dynamical equilibrium is established anda( progressive tumor
growth to the highest possible size. For the regiomthil decrease of the tumor size is
found when the equilibrium between the tumor and theurmarsystem is established.

In order to describe a possibility of different respesto treatment regimens, pa-
tients were conditionally divided in three generaligedups. Each group is character-
ized by specific tumor antigen expression, the strengtheoimmune response, and the
reaction to vaccination. For patients with a weak imenresponse the vaccine therapy
is found to be the most effective in comparison witheo described treatments when
used without time delay from a prescribed date of vaccimatiiier surgery. This means
that using vaccine gives the best results for patierntshwoith small size of tumor and an
immune system, which is not suppressed by tumor growdhaaie to respond to the
vaccine. For the first group, the vaccine therapy isvehtm be the only possible treat-
ment allowing long tumor remission. Therefore, weenatpromising effect of the vac-
cine treatment to improve immune response for this gréts qualitatively agrees
with clinically observed results (see, e.g., [12, 21, 28). For the second group all
considered treatments result in progressive growth. Memyéhe vaccine therapy with-
out delay after surgery is expected to be more sparingo®b¥erved that for patients
with a strong immune response IL-2 alone, IL-2 plus tFldnd the sequential chemo-
immunotherapy could be used as a reasonable alterbatwaecination.

Our study shows that along with progressive disease tigveoclinical responses
to the treatment characterizing by a long remissiorumior growth are possible. This
qualitatively agrees with modern clinical observatidngieed, clinical trials of chemo-
therapy and sequential regimens for melanoma showedltreg with progressive dis-
eases the partial responses and even complete respargepossible within patient
groups [40]. It was also shown in the trials of the vactieeapy [23] that the CTL re-
sponse to the vaccine by itself did not guarantee thertuegression. For instance, for
several patients the T cell response to the vaccindomasl to be not strong enough to

decrease the tumor size and, as a result, the tumopnegeessing. At the same time,
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the tumor regression was observed for few patients imithune responses to the vac-
cine. In our model, these observations could be explaiyeboth heterogeneity of the

tumor antigen expression and patient-specific charaatsrst immune response.
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Figure captions

Fig. 1. A bifurcation diagram varying the antigen presentatigh Eorhg < hgnin there is only one steady
state — improper node (region I). Whiggi, < he < hemax there are two stable steady states — improper
node and spiral node as well as an unstable (saddle)(pidn I1). Forhs > hgrax ONly One steady state,
the spiral node remains (region ).

Fig. 2. Human data, group P1. Effects of chemo-, IL-2 and IL-2 pidk-& therapies on tumor and im-
mune response dynamics. (a) tumor cells, (b) cytofbxells, and (c) IL-2 vs. time. (d) shows drug ad-
ministration pattern: nine doses, strenggfit) = 1, 1 day per dose on a 5 day cycle, and-Fdmini-
stration pattern: four doses, strenyttt) = 5 MU/day, 4 days per dose on a 10 day cycle. ILaziminis-
tered with four doses of strength, (t) = 10 MU/day, 4 days per dose on a 10 day cycle. Iniiadie

tions: 810° tumor cells, 2.2810° cytotoxic T lymphocytes, 2:4.0" IL-2 units.

Fig. 3. Human data, group P1. Effects of one pulse of chemotherbpydéd immediately by one pulse
of IL-2-therapy, one pulse of IL-2 therapy followed immediatsy one pulse of chemotherapy, and con-
current chemoimmunotherapy. (a) tumor cells, (b) oxiotT cells, and (c) IL-2 vs. time. (d) shows drug
administration pattern: one pulsed dose of chemotherappg#hVc(t) =1 per day, 4 days per dose for
sequential chemo/immunotherapy (dotted line), sequentialino/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 (chemofratherapy sequence) or before

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

with chemotherapy (concurrent biochemotherapy). Initalditions: &1 tumor cells, 2.2810" cyto-
toxic T lymphocytes, 210" [L-2 units.

Fig. 4. Bifurcation diagrams showing the effect of vaccingdpg on anti-tumor immune response dy-
namics for P1 and P2.

Fig. 5. Human data, group P1. Effects of vaccine administeredsaftgery without delay and with delay
for 10 days. (a) tumor cells, (b) cytotoxic T cellsddc) IL-2 vs. time. Initial conditions>@.0° tumor
cells, 2.2%10’ cytotoxic T lymphocytes, 2:40" IL-2 units.

Fig. 6. Human data, group P1. Effects of vaccine administered utifhr@evious treatment and with delay
for next 10 days. (a) tumor cells, (b) cytotoxic T gedisd (c) IL-2 vs. time. Initial conditionsx30’ tu-
mor cells, 1.3510" cytotoxic T lymphocytes, 140 IL-2 units.

Fig. 7. Human data, group P2. Effects of vaccine administeredsaftgery without delay and with delay
for 10 days. (a) tumor cells, (b) cytotoxic T cellsddc) IL-2 vs. time. Initial conditions>@0° tumor
cells, 2.2%10’ cytotoxic T lymphocytes, 2:40" IL-2 units.

Fig. 8. Human data, group P2. Effects of vaccine administered utifhrevious treatment and with delay
for next 10 days. (a) tumor cells, (b) cytotoxic T gedisd (c) IL-2 vs. time. Initial conditionsx30’ tu-
mor cells, 1.3510" cytotoxic T lymphocytes, 140 IL-2 units.

Fig. 9. Human data, group P3. Effects of vaccine administered utifhrevious 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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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 [32]
b cell*day* a/bis a tumor carrying capacity 3x107%° Fit to data [32]
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 [33]
e cell* day®  CTL proliferation rate induced by IL-2  9.9x10°°
f day CTL death rate 0.33 Estimated from [36]
g unit day* Antigen presentation 1.6x10
j cell* day* Rate of consumption of IL-2 by CTL  3.3x10°®

Inactivation of IL-2 molecules by pros-

K cell* day* taglandines 1.8x10°®
I cell Half-saturation constant 3x1¢P
M ghemo day™ Tumor cell killing by chemotherapy 0.9
1 - Taken from [6]
M ghemo day CTL killing by chemotherapy 0.6
p day™ Decay rate of chemotherapy drug 6.4 Estimated from [34]
q day’ Decay rate of therapeutic IFN 1.7 Estimated from [35]
To = 10 cells Lo = 9x10’ cells 0 = 2x10’ units lo = 10’ units

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

Parameter Value
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 ghemo 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

Table4. 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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Cytotoxic T cells count
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Cytotoxic T cells count

108.4
10%

10°
107*
107.6
107.4
107.2

! —— without vaccine

r\— — with vaccine

100 200 300 400 500
Time, days



