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Chemotherapy has profound effects on the hematopoietic system, most notably leading to neutropenia.
Granulocyte colony stimulating factor (G-CSF) is often used to deal with this neutropenia, but the
response is highly variable. In this paper we examine the role of pharmacokinetics and delivery
protocols in shaping the neutrophil responses to chemotherapy and G-CSF. Neutrophil responses to
different protocols of chemotherapy administration with varying dosages, infusion times, and
schedules are studied through a mathematical model. We find that a single dose of chemotherapy
produces a damped oscillation in neutrophil levels, and short-term applications of chemotherapy can
induce permanent oscillations in neutrophil level if there is a bistability in the system. In addition, we
confirm previous findings [Zhuge et al., ]. Theor. Biol., 293(2012), 111-120] that when periodic
chemotherapy is given, there is a significant period of delivery that induces resonance in the system
and exacerbates the corresponding neutropenia. The width of this resonant period peak increases with
the recovery rate after a single chemotherapy, which is given by the real part of the dominant
eigenvalue pair at the steady state, and both are determined by a single cooperativity coefficient in the
feedback function for the neutrophils. Our numerical studies show that the neutropenia caused by
chemotherapy can be overcome if G-CSF is given early after chemotherapy but can actually be
worsened if G-CSF is given later, consistent with results reported in Zhuge et al. (2012). The nadir in
neutrophil level is found to be more sensitive to the dosage of chemotherapy than that of the G-CSF.
Furthermore, dependence of our results with changes in key pharmacokinetic parameters as well as
initial functions are studied. Thus, this study illuminates the potential for destructive resonance leading
to neutropenia in response to periodic chemotherapy, and explores and explains why the timing of
G-CSF is so crucial for successful reversal of chemotherapy induced neutropenia.

© 2012 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

standard post-chemotherapy treatment for neutropenia (Crawford
et al,, 2003; Foley and Mackey, 2009).

The chemotherapeutic treatment of malignant tumors is wide-
spread but lacks a strong theoretical understanding of its efficacy and
side effects. Chemotherapy is frequently accompanied by hematopoi-
etic side effects due to the myelosuppressive character of the drugs
used. These side effects commonly include neutropenia (accompanied
by fever and possible infection) and, less frequently, thrombocytope-
nia and/or anemia (Rahman et al, 1997; Vainstein et al., 2005a).
Administration of recombinant hematopoietic cytokines following
chemotherapy is frequently used in an effort to circumvent these side
effects. Thus, granulocyte colony stimulating factor (G-CSF) is now a
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The interval (period) between repeated administration of
chemotherapy is known to have effects on the hematopoietic
response (Thatcher et al., 2000; Tjan-Heijnen et al., 2002), and the
neutrophil response to G-CSF is highly variable and depends on
the timing and protocol of the drug’s administration (Morstyn
et al., 1989; Meisenberg et al., 1992; Butler et al., 1992; Fukuda
et al.,, 1993; Koumakis et al., 1999; Vainstein et al., 2005a). Over
the past decades, much efforts have been expended trying to
quantify the hematopoietic response to chemotherapy and G-CSF,
both clinically and through mathematical modeling, and in the
Discussion we survey some of the modeling efforts in this
direction.

Zhuge et al. (2012) used a mathematical model of the com-
bined dynamics of the hematopoietic stem cells and the differ-
entiated neutrophil progeny to examine the effects of repeated
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and periodic chemotherapy in generating neutropenia, and the
corresponding response to G-CSF intended to counteract the
neutropenia. They found that if chemotherapy is given alone
every T days, there is a significant period Tz of administration
(with T twice the average neutrophil lifespan from commitment
to death) that can induce resonance and neutropenia in the
system. This finding suggests that myelosuppressive protocols
should avoid this period to minimize hematopoietic damage.
A similar resonance in the face of periodic chemotherapy was
also noted in a modeling study of acute myelogenous leukemia
(Andersen and Mackey, 2001). However, the Zhuge et al. (2012)
study did not consider the pharmacokinetics of either the che-
motherapy or the G-CSF and therefore it is not clear whether
these results would still hold in a more realistic model and, more
importantly, whether they are valid clinically.

In this paper we expand a dynamic model for the stem cells
and neutrophils to include the pharmacokinetics of chemotherapy
and G-CSF, and use this to study neutrophil responses to different
protocols of chemotherapy administration including varying
dosages, infusion times and schedules, and re-examine the
dependence of the neutrophil response on the period of simulated
chemotherapy and secondary G-CSF administration as in Zhuge
et al. (2012). Thus this paper extends the previous studies in
Zhuge et al. (2012), aimed at understanding how different proto-
cols can shape the responses. We further amplify the under-
standing of how the previous results depend on changes in key
parameters and the history functions prior to the administration
of chemotherapy, since both may vary between patients.

2. The model
2.1. The model equations

Fig. 1 illustrates the two compartmental model of neutrophil
production presented in Zhuge et al. (2012) that we extend in this
paper. We summarize the model description below and refer to
Zhuge et al. (2012) for details.

This model includes the dynamics of the hematopoietic stem
cells (HSC) in the resting phase as well as circulating neutrophils.
HSCs can either remain in the resting phase (population Q, cells/kg),
exit into the proliferative phase at a rate f§ (days™1), or differentiate
into the committed neutrophil compartment at a rate ky (days™"),
or into the megakaryocyte and erythrocyte lines at a combined rate
K5 (days™!). Cells in the HSC proliferative phase are assumed to
undergo apoptosis at a rate s (days™!) and the duration of the
proliferative phase is taken to be ts (days). Cells in the neutrophil
pathway are amplified by successive divisions over a time period of
duration of tnp (days) through proliferation at a rate #yp (days™1).
Following the cessation of proliferation they enter a purely matura-
tion (no proliferation) compartment for a period of time Ty (days)
while dying randomly at a rate 7, (days™!) before they enter the
circulation. The circulating neutrophils (population N, cells/kg) die
randomly at a rate )y (days™") so their average lifespan is yn!. The
rate of differentiation of HSCs to neutrophils is controlled by the

erythrocytes/platelets
Kg

resting phase
HSC Q(t)

neutrophil
N(t)

Fig. 1. A cartoon representation of the two compartmental model of neutrophil
production investigated here. Refer to the text and Zhuge et al. (2012) for details.

circulating neutrophil population through the differentiation rate
Kkn(N), and the HSCs proliferation is controlled by the resting HSC
population through the proliferation rate (Q).

The mathematical formulation for this abstraction of the
neutrophil production system is described by an age structured
model, and the integration of this age structured model in
conjunction with the appropriate boundary conditions yields a
system of two delay differential equations (c.f. Bernard et al.,
2003; Foley and Mackey, 2009; Lei and Mackey, 2011; Zhuge
et al, 2012). Each of these equations takes into account the
balance between the net production and loss rates of HSCs and
circulating neutrophils. It is the resulting delay differential
equation model we are studying here. We always use the
convention that a variable delayed by a time 1, e.g x(t—7), is
denoted by x,. With this convention, the equations describing the
dynamics of this model are given by

dQ/dt = —(B(Q)+rn(N)+K5)Q +Aq (1) B(Q+,)Qx, 1)
dN/dt = —yyN+An(O)KN(N7, )Qx,, )
where

Kn(N) = fo0] /(67 +N°"),
BQ) = ko632 /(07 +Q%),

Ag(t)=2exp {— /0 ’ Ps(t—Ts+S) ds}
An(t) = exp {/0 " Np(E—TN(D)+S) ds

TN (D)
—/ Vo(t—TN(D)+5) ds} .

TNP
TN(E) = Tnp +Tm (D).

For hematologically normal individuals, the rates ys,#yy and y,
are constants, and therefore

AQ — ze—“/sfs‘ Ay = eI TNP—V0TNM | (3)

Notice that in the above equations, the rates ys, #yp, 7o, and the
neutrophil maturation time tyy are time dependent because of
effects of chemotherapy and G-CSF which are described below.

We have estimated parameters for hematologically normal
individuals, which are given in Table 1 in Appendix B. (A critical
change in the parameters, compared to Zhuge et al. (2012), is in
the value of s; which we find essential for the recovery rate after a
single application of chemotherapy and the resonant peak width
in the case of periodic application of chemotherapy, detailed
below).

2.2. Simulating chemotherapy

There are many different chemotherapeutic drugs currently in use,
and their modes of administration are either by direct intravenous
infusion or by oral administration. After the drug enters the body, it is
usually modeled as being distributed amongst several compartments,
which may or may not have physiological correlates. This study
intends to investigate neutrophil dynamics after chemotherapy in a
general sense, and we do not study the detailed route of administra-
tion, nor do we consider the pharmacokinetics in different tissue
compartments. Thus, we consider a single compartment model with a
moderately rapid clearance that is characteristic of a number of
common chemotherapeutic agents (Minkin et al., 2008; Fogli et al.,
2001; Henningsson et al., 2001; Mou et al., 1997; Morikawa et al.,
1997; Peng et al., 2004; Vainstein et al.,, 2005a). Despite its simplicity,
our model captures the essential dynamics, and using a more
complex multi-compartment model does not affect the results we
have obtained (data not included). Such multi-compartmental models
are usually developed for specific drugs (for example, see Sparreboom
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Table 1

Estimated equilibrium values for normal subjects.

Sources: 1=Bernard et al. (2003), 2=Mackey (2001), 3=Bernard et al. (2003a),
4=Hearn et al. (1998), 5=Haurie et al. (2000), 6=Colijn and Mackey (2005b),
7=Henningsson et al. (2001), 8=Israels and Israels (2002), 9=Foley and Mackey
(2009), 10=Novak and Necas (1994), 11=Dancey et al. (1976), 12 =Calculated.

Parameters name Value used Unit Sources
Stem cell compartment

Q. 1.12 10%cells/kg 1
Vs 0.1043 days™! 1,2
yin 0.03 days™! 1
P 0.40 days™ 9
Ts 2.83 days 1,2
ko 8.0 days™! 1,3
0 0.0826 10° cells/kg 2,12
S2 2 (none) 1
Neutrophil compartment

N, 5.59 108cells/kg 1
N 24 days™! 1,5
b, 0.05 mg,/ml 9
™ 9.7 days 4
TNV 3.8 days 4
TNP 5.9 days 12,13
b, 0.001 pg/ml 9
Vimax 3.8

Nnp 2.1995 days~! 12
ymin 0.4 days~! 12
npsx 2.5444 days

AN 1549.58 102 12
Yo 0.27 days™!

ymin 0.12 days~!

fo 0.154605 days~! 1
04 0.0154848 10%cells/kg 12
$1 0.5 (none) 12
Other cell compartments

Ks 0.0134 days™ 6
G-CSF compartment

Xy 0.1 ng/kg 10
Gy 0 pg/ml 10
Vg 76 ml/kg 10,11
Gprod 0 pg/(ml x day) 9
kr 1.68 days™! 10, 11
kg 6.4 days™! 10
4 0.72 kg/day 10,8
Yc 4.36 days™' 9
k 10 (ng/mly? 9
Chemotherapy

5 100 days~! 7
¢ 32.07 days~! 7
hs 0.0702 kg/(mg x day) 12
hnp 0.4275 kg/(mg x day) 12

et al,, 2003; Gianni et al., 2011; Henningsson et al., 2001 for models of
Paclitaxel administration).

We denote the active plasma chemotherapy drug concentra-
tion by ((t) that consists of an exponentially increasing portion
until a maximum value at the end of administration and then
followed by a falling phase back to zero. This assumption is in
agreement with experimental observations (Gianni et al., 2011;
Fetterly et al., 2008; Vainstein et al., 2005a). After a single
administration of chemotherapy these rising and falling phases
can be described by

(1—e™),
(1—e=94c)g=3(t=40),

0<t< 4,

Ac<t. “)

o= (Io/¢>){

Here, 4. (days) is the duration of the rising phase (infusion time)
of the chemotherapy, Iy (mg/(kg x day)) measures the injection

rate of drug into the plasma, ¢ (days™") is the clearance rate of
drug from the body, and ¢ (days~!) is the effective rate constant
of removal of the chemotherapeutic drug. The total amount of
chemotherapy drug administered in the plasma (dosage D,
mg/kg) is therefore given by

D=1Iy4c. )

Thus the injection rate is expressed through the infusion time 4.
and dosage D as

Ip=D/A.. (6)

The decay time of a drug varies with the chemotherapeutic agent
being used. Here § = 100 days~" is used corresponding to the drug
Taxol (Henningsson et al., 2001). We also choose dosage units to
mimic Taxol, such that a standard dosage of 135 mg/kg is capable
of causing severe neutropenia with periodic administration every
3 weeks.

Since we are interested in determining the effects of multiple
doses of chemotherapy delivered with period T, we extend this
formulation in the following way. In each time period [jT,(j+1)T),
a single dose of chemotherapy is administrated in the interval
JjT<t<jT+ 4., and we have approximately

Io(1—e~%=iD),
cn= 5 4cy p—S(t—iT—1
IO(‘l —e c)e (t—j c)’

if T<t<jT+A4c

if T+40)<t<(+1T @)

In the current model, let y"®™(¢) be the stem cell apoptosis
rate which is dependent on the concentration of chemotherapy.
For relatively short durations 4. of chemotherapy infusion, there
is an approximately linear relationship between C(t) and the
apoptosis rate (Karl et al., 2011), so we assume

P§hem(£) = pg(0)+hsC(t) 8)

with y4(0) the default apoptosis rate before chemotherapy, and hs
is a constant to be determined.

Similarly, let #§{™°(t) be the neutrophil amplification rate
which is also dependent on the chemotherapy. Since

nnp = proliferation rate—apoptosis rate
during chemotherapy we write
NRE™ () = 1yp(0)—hnpC(t), 9

where #,,(0) is the amplification rate in the absence of che-
motherapy, and hyp is also a rate constant.

2.3. Simulating G-CSF administration

The model for G-CSF pharmacokinetics studied here is adapted
from Colijn et al. (2007) (also see Foley and Mackey, 2009) that
consists of two compartments consisting of tissue and the
circulation system (Fig. 2).

|am*(c) 476G

GI),-O(J G([,)
—* Blood
k?'/' kn
X(t)
Tissue
|w

Fig. 2. A two-compartment model for subcutaneous administration of G-CSF. I(t)
is a step function representing injection of exogenous G-CSF into the tissue.
Redrawn from Foley and Mackey (2009).
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Let X(t) (1g/kg) denotes the tissue level of G-CSF, G(t) (ng/ml)
the circulating G-CSF concentration, and I(t) a step function
representing the injection of exogenous G-CSF into the tissues.
We can write the dynamic equation for the G-CSF administration
in the form (Foley and Mackey, 2009)

dX/dt =1(t)+krVeG—kpX (10)

dG/dt: Gprod—‘rkBX/VB—kTG—("/GG-l—O'NF(G)). a1

Here kr and kg are rate constants for the exchange between the
blood and tissue compartments, and Vjp is the volume of the blood
compartment in order to make the units of G and X agree in both
equations. In the second equation, Gp,q is the fixed G-CSF
production rate, and the clearance is given by two parts: the
degradation of G-CSF by the kidneys at a rate ), and the removal
of G-CSF from the circulation through a saturable clearance
oNF(G) where (see Appendix A)

GZ
I((; + Gz ’

FG) = (12)
In modeling, a single injection starting from t=t,, and with
duration s is mimicked by a step function

Ity = (a/s)[H(t—ton)(1—H(t—(ton +5)))], (13)

where a measures the dosage given in a bolus injection, and H(t)
is the Heaviside function defined as

0, t<0
H(t)= 1 £>0 (14)

The parameters a and s differ with different forms of G-CSF, i.e.
filgrastim versus pegfilgrastim. Here, we study the effect of
filgrastim, and from Foley and Mackey (2009) take a=5 or
10 pg/kg and s =0.0083 day in our simulations.

G-CSF is known to perturb the hematopoietic dynamics by
decreasing the apoptosis rate of the HSC (Merchant et al., 2011),
reducing the apoptosis rate of the committed neutrophils (Leavey
et al., 1998), and decreasing the neutrophil precursor maturation
time (Price et al., 1996). Using G(t) in the current model, the
effects of G-CSF administration are modeled by

G(t
’/INP(t) — ;,IchemO(t)+(17max nlc\l}})emo(t))c(t)(—'_)cn (17)
and
G
() = TR V(O Va(©) = 1+ Vi~ D - as)

From the (8), (9), (15), (17), the rates )5 and #,, are modeled
by the following: when jT <t < (j+1)T, let

Vs(t) ,ygnm + (yghem()(t)iygmn)c(t) - b
YSmt) = 95(T) +hsC(D), (19)

and

G(t
ﬂNP(t) — nchemo(t)+(nmax ncN};)emo(t))G(t)(ﬁcn

HEE™O(6) = Np(T)—hnpC(). (20)

Here ((t) and G(t) are given by (7) and (10)-(11), respectively.

2.4. Numerical techniques

We numerically solve the model equations using the Euler
method for the delay differential equations with the parameters
of Table 1, and an integration step size At=0.001day. In the
integration, if not specified explicitly, we start from a constant
initial function (Q(t),N(t)) = (Q4,N,) for t <0, consistent with the
steady state of a normal individual. The simulation code is written
in c++, and is available upon request.

3. Results
3.1. Effects of a single application of chemotherapy

First we quantify the effect of a single application of
chemotherapy with varying dosage D (from 0 to 295 mg/kg) and
the infusion time 4. (from 1 to 24 h) (Fig. 3). Simulations show that
a single chemotherapy treatment induces a significant reduction in
the number of stem cells and neutrophils, followed by a recovery
stage during which the neutrophil count displays a damped oscilla-
tory return to the normal level steady state with an oscillation

t) =1 min chemo )— min 15 / .
PsO =757+ 05O )G(t)+b (15) period of 20 days and a recovery rate of 0.074 days™', ie., the
circulating neutrophils regain their normal level after two cycles of
£) = ymin | 16 oscillation (Fig. 3a). Changes in the infusion time have only a small
7O =78+ (078" )G(fH—b (16) effect on the neutrophil response. An infusion time of 24 h produces
a 15— b C 15
10’
© @ o 10
= = =
Q. Q. Q.
o S o
3 3 10° 3
z Z LN o P4 5
e Maximum
o Nadir
0
0 50 100 0 100 200 300 1 1.05 1.1 1.15
days Dosage (mg/kg) Stem Cells

Fig. 3. Numerical simulation of neutrophil response to a single dose of chemotherapy. (a) Neutrophil time course after a single dose of chemotherapy. Here the dosage
D =135 mg/kg and the infusion time 4. = 1 h (starting from t=0). Dashed lines show fitting of the maximum and nadir levels with recovery rate 0.074 days . Inset shows
simulations with 4. =1 h (black solid line) and 4. =24 h (dashed line), respectively. (b) Dependence of neutrophil maximum and nadir levels after a single dose of
chemotherapy. Markers are obtained from simulations, while solid lines are the fits with Eqs. (21). (c) Phase plane plot of neutrophil vs. stem cell counts
(D=135mg/kg, 4. =1 h). Arrows show the direction of increasing time. Three specific time points are marked by the red circle (t=0), green diamond (¢ =4 days) and
blue triangle (t = 9 days), respectively (refer to the text for further detail). Neutrophil levels are in units of 10° cells/kg, stem cell level are in units of 108 cells/kg. (For
interpretation of the references to color in this figure caption, the reader is referred to the web version of this article.)
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a slight delay in the neutrophil response, but no effect on the
maximum and nadir neutrophil levels or oscillation period, com-
pared to the infusion time of 1 h (and with the same dosage) (Fig. 3a
inset). Both maximum and nadir levels depend on the dosages
exponentially as (Fig. 3b)

Maximum = 5.59¢9-0052D

21
Nadir = 5.59¢-0.0133D @1

We also note that the stem cell count decreases immediately after
chemotherapy administration, while neutrophils respond with a lag
time of 4 days and drop to their lowest level at about 9 days after
the chemotherapy administration (Fig. 3c). The postponed response
of the neutrophils is due to the delay in neutrophil precursor
maturation, and is in agreement with clinical observations, where
the time of the nadir in the circulating neutrophils ranges from 7 to
14 days (Green et al., 2003).

In simulations, the neutrophil dynamics in the recovery stage
are independent of the dosage and infusion time (data not
shown). Theoretically, the recovery rate is determined from the
linearization of the model equations (1) and (2) near the steady
state. The steady state of a normal individual is assumed to be
stable, therefore all eigenvalues of the linearized equation should
have negative real parts, each of which gives a corresponding
damping rate after a small perturbation that is defined by the
absolute value of the real part. The recovery rate after a single
application of chemotherapy is then given by the minimum of all
these rates. In Appendix C, we analyze the dependence of the
recovery rate based on a single equation model of the neutrophil
dynamics. We show that the recovery rate decreases with ty and
the coefficient s, in the feedback function xy(N) approximately as
(refer to Fig. 11)

Recovery rate ~ —75! In s;. (22)

The coefficient s; is a phenomenological parameter, and there is
no experimental data available to aid in estimating its value. Our
results thus provide a way to estimate this coefficient through a
single perturbation in neutrophil counts by chemotherapy and
then subsequent measurement of the recovery dynamics.

In these simulations, we have assumed the initial function to
be constant at the normal steady state (Q.,N.). However, in many
clinical situations, the hematopoietic dynamics of a patient before
chemotherapy administration may deviate from the normal state
or even fluctuating due to previous perturbations. Here we
examine how the above results depend on the initial functions
by examining the neutrophil response with initial functions of
either oscillatory or abnormally high neutrophil levels with
stochastic fluctuations (Fig. 4). The simulations show that changes
in the initial function may alter the maximum and nadir neu-
trophil level, but have no effect on either the oscillation period
(same as the resonance period discussed below) or the recovery
rate after a single application of chemotherapy.

3.2. Effect of short chemotherapy protocols in developing a
stationary state

Short term chemotherapy of a few months is suggested in
some clinical situations. For example, adjuvant chemotherapy
(after surgery) tends to last between 5 and 12 months (Levine and
Whelan, 2006). An interesting question is whether short-term
chemotherapy can induce permanent oscillations in the neutro-
phil dynamics. Here, we study this issue numerically and show
that the answer is parameter dependent.

First, we simulate the neutrophil response with the para-
meters as in Table 1, and fix the period of chemotherapy
administration at T=21 days, but stop the chemotherapy after a
few applications (ranging from 1 to 6 applications). We also

25

207

15+t

107

Neutrophils

0 50 100 150

Fig. 4. Numerical simulations of neutrophil dependence after a single application
of chemotherapy, with different initial functions. Dashed line shows the day of
chemotherapy administration. In simulations, D = 135 mg/kg and 4. =1 h. Initial
functions are assigned by replacing the coefficients Ag(t) and An(t) by
Ag(O(1+T11(t)) and An(t)(1+r2(t)) before chemotherapy administration, with
ri(t) = 0.5 sin(0.3t) (blue), 0.2sin(0.6t) (magenta), or 0.3 sin(0.1t) (black) for
periodic initial functions, and independent random numbers r; uniformly dis-
tributed on the intervals [0,2] (red) or [0,1] (green) for abnormally high neutrophil
levels with stochastic fluctuations. Neutrophil levels are in units of 10° cells/kg.
(For interpretation of the references to color in this figure caption, the reader is
referred to the web version of this article.)

varied the dosage D over the range from 95 to 175 mg/kg.
Simulations show that in all cases neutrophil levels oscillate
during the chemotherapy administration, and then recover to
their normal steady state at a rate of 0.074 days™! after the
chemotherapy administration is stopped. This is similar to the
case of a single application (see for example Fig. 5a). Thus, using
the parameters as in Table 1, a finite application of chemotherapy
would not induce sustained oscillations in neutrophil dynamics.

Next, we adjust the parameters so that the model has multi-
stability with a co-existence of stable oscillation and steady state
solutions. The existence of such multi-stability of the hematopoi-
etic dynamics model has been studied in Bernard et al. (2003) and
in Lei and Mackey (2011), and Foley et al. (2006) (Fig. 9) contains
experimental evidence for this multistability. We take x5 =0.145
with the other parameters as in Table 1. The simulations are
shown in Fig. 5. From the simulation, if only one chemotherapy is
applied, the neutrophil dynamics recover to the normal level
after the chemotherapy is stopped. However, if three or more
chemotherapy cycles are applied, the chemotherapy induces
permanent oscillatory dynamics even after cessation of the
chemotherapy. Thus, when xs=0.145, it is possible to induce
permanent oscillations in neutrophil dynamics after a few rounds
of chemotherapy. We note that x; denotes the total differentia-
tion rate of HSC into the megakaryocyte and erythrocyte lines,
which is subject to feedback regulation by the erythrocyte and
platelet populations (Colijn and Mackey, 2005a). A decrease in red
blood cell and/or platelet level may give rise to an increase in the
differentiation rate ;. In this case, our simulations suggest that it
may be possible to induce cyclical neutropenia with a finite
number of chemotherapy treatments. However, this result
remains to be verified through a more comprehensive model
including both erythrocyte and platelet cell lines and will be a
subject for future investigation.

3.3. Effects of periodic application of chemotherapy

Zhuge et al. (2012) found that if chemotherapy is given
periodically, there is a significant period T of administration that
can induce resonance in the system and a corresponding neu-
tropenia. There have been at least two reports in the clinical
literature of sustained neutrophil oscillations in patients receiving



102 G. Brooks et al. / Journal of Theoretical Biology 315 (2012) 97-109

KSZO.O134 1 chemo

20 3 chemo

15

Neutrophils

10

0 100 200 300
days

b 25—
)<870.145 — 1 chemo

20 3 chemo

15

Neutrophils

10

o

100 200 300
days

Fig. 5. Neutrophil dynamics with either 1 or 3 (with an interval of 21 days) chemotherapy administrations, with different values of the differentiation rate r;:
(a) K5 =0.0134 and (b) x5 = 0.145, and other parameters as in Table 1. The dosage D = 135 mg/kg, infusion time 4. =1 h. Neutrophil levels are in units of 108 cells/kg.

a 2 b C 10
T=15 days
T=20 days
[0) 2
© _ =
2 S s
g z 3
< z
——=—— 135/1h
— 175/24h
0 0 1 0’1
5 10 15 20 25 30 5 10 20 25 30 0 50 100 150 200

Chemotherapy cycle (days)

Chemotherapy cycle (days)

days

Fig. 6. Numerical simulations results of periodic administration of chemotherapy with varying period T, dosage D and infusion time 4. (a) The amplitude in neutrophil
response is shown as a function of the period of T of chemotherapy, with (D, 4.) = (135 mg/kg, 1 h) (blue squares connected with a solid line) and (175 mg/kg, 24 h) (red
triangle connected with a dashed line), respectively. (b) The nadir as a function of T, with parameters and markers same as in (a). The horizontal black dashed-dot line
indicates the level for severe neutropenia (0.56 x 10% cells/kg). (c) Simulated neutrophil levels in response to chemotherapy with a period of either T =15 days or
T =20 days, with D = 135 mg/kg and 4. = 1h. Neutrophil levels are in units of 10® cells/kg, the dashed-dot horizontal line again indicates the level for severe neutropenia.
(For interpretation of the references to color in this figure caption, the reader is referred to the web version of this article.)

long term chemotherapy (David et al., 1973; Kennedy, 1970). To
study the neutrophil response to periodic chemotherapy, we vary
T from 5 to 30 days and, for each value, solve the model equations
and examine how the eventual amplitude and nadir in neutrophil
numbers depends on T. In our simulations, to study the effects of
varying dosage D and infusion time 4., we take D = 135 mg/kg or
175 mg/kg, and 4. =1 h or 24 h. Results are shown in Fig. 6.

Fig. 6 shows both the amplitude and nadir of simulated
neutrophil levels as functions of the chemotherapy period T.
Fig. 6(a) and (b) shows that the numerically determined amplitude
has a maximum, and the nadir a minimum, when the period of
chemotherapy application is 20 days. The dose of chemotherapy
changes the values of the maxima and minima, but does not alter
the period at which the maximum amplitude and minimum nadir
appear. These results are in accordance with Fig. 6(c) where we
show computed time series for the neutrophils at two different
periods of chemotherapy administration, indicating that severe
neutropenia was produced in the model at T=20 days but not at
T=15 days. As in Zhuge et al. (2012), the period of 20 days is
referred to as the resonant period Tg, which is approximately twice
the average neutrophil life time

Tr~2(tn+7R").

Note that the amplitude response in Fig. 6(a) has a broad peak
at T~ 20, and thus a wide range of resonant periods. In contrast,
the response function shown by Zhuge et al. (2012) is sharp
and therefore the resonant period range is narrow. This width ATy
in the peak of the response function is important in clinical

treatment in order to decide which periods of chemotherapy to
avoid to minimize severe neutropenia. Theoretically, ATy is
measured by the curvature of the response function at the peak,
and therefore is determined by the second derivative of the
response function at Tz (refer to Eq. (C.7)). An analysis in
Appendix C indicates that ATy is determined by the recovery rate
after a single application of chemotherapy discussed above as
ATgoca/2 where « is the recovery rate. Fig. 7 shows how ATy
varies with the recovery rate oo when s; is varied from 0.1 to
1.0 and other parameters as in Table 1, which gives

Resonance width ~ 44.64 x recovery rate*/?, (23)

in agreement with our theoretical result. Eq. (23) provides a method
to clinically estimate the width of the resonant period peak.

In these simulations, we have chosen parameters consistent
with the available data for a hematologically normal individual.
However, for a particular patient, there may be inter-individual
variation in some of these parameters and we unfortunately have
little if any information about this variation. For example, extre-
mely high levels of the absolute neutrophil count before che-
motherapy have been reported in some cancer patients (for
example, 41.2 x 108 cells/kg in Fetterly et al. (2008), and 74 x
108 cells/kg in Shankar et al. (2006), 10-fold higher than the
normal level) which may indicate activation of immune
responses. Here, we adjust the parameters #p, s and 7y, (all
relate to cell apoptosis rates) to mimic these abnormally high
neutrophil levels, and investigate how these changes would
then affect the neutrophil response to periodic chemotherapy.
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The results are shown in Fig. 8(a), which shows a similar response
curve as the default situation given in Fig. 6. Again, there is a
resonant period at about T = 20 days.

Next, we examine the effect of changing in x; on the neutrophil
response to periodic chemotherapy. From Fig. 5, an increase in i
can induce significant changes in the neutrophil response to a short

Resonant width (days)
w
| |
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0 Ll.'-/ " .
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Fig. 7. Numerical results for the variation of the resonant period width as a
function of the recovery rate « after a single application of chemotherapy.
Computed data are obtained from the response function with the cooperative
coefficient s; ranging from 0.1 to 1.0. The dashed line shows the fit of Eq. (23) to
the computed values. Refer to Appendix C for details. (For interpretation of the
references to color in this figure caption, the reader is referred to the web version
of this article.)
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term application of chemotherapy with period T =21 days.
Fig. 8(b) shows the neutrophil response when ;= 0.145, with
different periods of the periodic chemotherapy. There is a large
difference in the response when comparing the results in Fig. 7 with
Fig. 8(b). In this case, severe neutropenia always occurs when the
period T varies from 5 to 30 days. However, it is also the case that a
maximum neutrophil amplitude (and also the minimum nadir level)
occurs when the period T is about 20 days. The complicated
response may originate from the coupling interaction between the
periodic perturbation due to chemotherapy and the intrinsic oscilla-
tion, but a mathematical understanding awaits further study.

3.4. Effects of G-CSF in conjunction with chemotherapy

To study the effect of G-CSF along with periodic chemother-
apy, we fix the period of chemotherapy at T=21 days, in
accordance with the protocols for many chemotherapy drugs
(Skeel et al., 2007), and then vary the day T; of G-CSF adminis-
tration after chemotherapy. We also alter the dosage and the
parameter Vpax in the G-CSF dynamics to examine how the
pharmacokinetics might shape the response.

Simulations are shown in Fig. 9(a), which illustrate the depen-
dence of the neutrophil nadir on the day of G-CSF administration in
each cycle. The response to G-CSF is highly variable. Giving G-CSF
either early or late in each chemotherapy cycle is possible to avoid
severe neutropenia, and if 10 pg/kg filgrastim is administered the
most beneficial response (in terms of minimizing the neutropenia)
occurs when T; =5 days. Nevertheless, there is a wide range of T, at
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Fig. 8. Neutrophil response to periodic administration of chemotherapy with varying period T and model parameters. Parameters are: (a) #p = 2.56, 75 =0.06, y, = 0.13,
and (b) x5 = 0.145, and other parameters as in Table 1 in each case. The chemotherapy dosage D = 135 mg/kg and the infusion time 4. =1 h in both cases. In the figure
panels, the amplitude (left hand ordinate) in neutrophil response (blue squares connected with a dashed blue line) as well as the nadir (right hand ordinate and green
circles connected with a dashed green line) are shown as functions of the period T of chemotherapy. (For interpretation of the references to color in this figure caption, the

reader is referred to the web version of this article.)
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Fig. 9. The simulated effect of periodic chemotherapy (T =21 days) and 1 day G-CSF administration on neutrophil dynamics. Neutrophil levels are in units of 10® cells/kg.
(a) Dependence of the neutrophil nadir on the day of G-CSF administration [filgrastim, 10 pg/kg (black squares) or 5 pg/kg (green circles), and Vmax = 3.8 (solid) or
Vmax = 1.9 (hollow) for each case] after chemotherapy in each cycle. (b) Simulated neutrophil response with one day G-CSF (10 pg/kg filgrastim) administration 5 or 15
days after chemotherapy, respectively. Dashed-dot lines show the threshold for severe neutropenia (0.56 x 10® cells/kg). In our simulations, the dosage of chemotherapy is
D =135 mg/kg, and the infusion time is 4. = 1 h at each administration. (For interpretation of the references to color in this figure caption, the reader is referred to the web

version of this article.)
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Fig. 10. Simulation of the dependence of the nadir in neutrophil levels on doses of
chemotherapy and G-CSF. In the simulations, the chemotherapy is administrated
with a dosage varying from 55 to 175 mg/kg, at a period of 21 days, and the
infusion time 4. =1 h at each administration. The G-CSF dosage varies from 2.5 to
12.5, with the parameter Vpax = 3.8, and G-CSF is administered 15 days after
chemotherapy to mimic the worst situation.

the middle of each chemotherapy cycle (about 15 days after
chemotherapy) that can actually augment the neutropenia induced
by the chemotherapy. These results are insensitive to either the
neutrophil maturation time after G-CSF (controlled by the para-
meter V. in our simulations) or the dosage of G-CSF (Fig. 9a).
These observations agree with our previous conclusions obtained
with a simpler model (Zhuge et al., 2012). A mathematical analysis
that gives a rough understanding of the simulation results is given in
Appendix D. Two representative computed neutrophil time series
with 10pg/kg filgrastim (and Vmax = 3.8) administered at either 5 or
15 days after chemotherapy are shown in Fig. 9b. Administrating
G-CSF 5 days after chemotherapy is able to abolish neutropenia, but
G-CSF 15 days after chemotherapy actually worsens the neutropenia
(compare with Fig. 6)! This result is consistent with clinical
observations of a group of metastatic breast cancer patients, that
an optimal G-CSF support schedule for alleviating neutropenia is
6-7 days post-docetaxel, administered tri- and bi-weekly (Vainstein
et al.,, 2005a). These results indicate that the timing of G-CSF after
chemotherapy is crucial for a positive outcome.

To further investigate how the combination of dosages for
chemotherapy and G-CSF shapes the neutrophil response, we
simulate the model equations by varying the dosages but fixed
the period of chemotherapy and the day of G-CSF unchanged
(Fig. 10). The simulations show that the nadir neutrophil level is
more sensitive to the dosage of chemotherapy than to that of G-
CSF. Thus, a proper dosage of chemotherapy is important for
neutrophil response to G-CSF as a post-chemotherapy treatment.

4. Discussion

Before discussing the implications of the present work, a bit of
history is in order. Mathematical modeling in biology, indeed in
any of the sciences, is a combination of science with a type of ‘art
form’. Models are constructed based questions asked, on the
biology as well as on observations, available data, and/or data
that may be collected. Mathematical models for granulopoiesis
have been developed for a number of years, no doubt because of
the interesting dynamics that are displayed in some types of
pathological hematological states (e.g. cyclical neutropenia). The
mathematical formulation of these models varies from group to
group depending on individual taste and the questions of interest.
Some of the earliest of these are to be found in Wheldon et al.

(1974), Wheldon (1975), MacDonald (1978), Steinbach et al.
(1979), Steinbach et al. (1980) and these were compartmental
models partially based on the morphological classification of
neutrophil precursors. These types of models have been greatly
extended by Wichmann and Loeffler (1985) and then used very
effectively to examine the hematopoietic response to G-CSF by
Schmitz et al. (1993), Schmitz et al. (1996), Shochat et al. (2007),
Shochat and Rom-Kedar (2008) and to chemotherapy by Engel et al.
(2004), Fetterly et al. (2008). In a long and comprehensive study,
Scholz et al. (2005) modified the original Wichmann and Loeffler
(1985) formulation to examine granulopoiesis in the face of poly-
chemotherapy with G-CSF as an adjunct. In Shochat and Rom-Kedar
(2008) the authors study G-CSF effects on chemotherapy-induced
neutropenia by expanding a simple mathematical model in Shochat
et al. (2007), and the results clarified and complemented the
American Society of Clinical Oncology recommendations for G-CSF
administration in neutropenia: high sustained G-CSF levels are
needed to treat severe neutropenia.

A different modeling approach was taken by Rubinow and
Lebowitz (1975) who developed a ‘time-age-maturation’ model
for granulopoiesis that has served as a philosophical basis for
much of the work done by our group over the past 30 years. This
formulation is equivalent at some level to the compartmental
approach mentioned above (MacDonald, 1989). In addition to the
work from our group, this approach has also been followed by
@stby et al. (2004) who also used the same type of model to
examine the effects of chemotherapy (@stby et al., 2003) and
combined chemotherapy and G-CSF (@stby et al., 2004). In a very
nice and relatively recent study, Vainstein et al. (2005b) have
used a hybrid of the compartmental and time-age-maturation
approaches to granulopoiesis, including details of the neutrophil
precursor cell cycle, to examine the effects of G-CSF.

In Zhuge et al. (2012), the authors investigated neutrophil
dynamics in response to periodic chemotherapy and G-CSF with a
simple mathematical model. Their results suggested that there is
a significant period of chemotherapy delivery that can induce
resonance in neutrophil dynamics and neutropenia in the system,
and that the response to G-CSF is variable. In this paper, we study
a mathematical model combining the model in Zhuge et al. (2012)
with chemotherapy and G-CSF dynamics to investigate the role of
pharmacokinetics in shaping the responses, as well as what may
occur when more realistic treatment schedules are used.

A single application of chemotherapy can produce a damped
oscillation in both stem cell and neutrophil levels with an
oscillation period of about 3 weeks, and a recovery rate of
0.074 days~'. These dynamic behaviors are independent of the
dosages and infusion time of the chemotherapy administration
(Fig. 3). The neutrophil level reaches its maximum and nadir
during the first oscillation cycle and with values depend expo-
nentially on the chemotherapy dosage (Fig. 3). Further analysis
shows that the recovery rate decreases with the cooperativity
coefficient (s1) in the feedback function xy regulating the rate of
differentiation of stem cells into the neutrophil line. However, the
coefficient s; is simply a phenomenological parameter, no experi-
mental data is available for the estimation of its value, and further
clinical justification is required.

With a few (less than five) applications of chemotherapy, the
neutrophil dynamics evolve to a stationary state of either con-
stant numbers or permanent oscillation depending on the model
parameters and numbers of chemotherapy administrations. Using
the parameters as in Table 1 for normally healthy individuals, a
finite number of applications of chemotherapy never induces
permanent oscillations in neutrophil dynamics, regardless of the
dosage or the number of applications of chemotherapy. However,
these results are different when the differentiation rate x; is
10-fold higher (xs=0.145) than the default value. Then, the
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model exhibits multi-stability with a co-existence of a stable
oscillation and a steady state solution. In this case, if only one
chemotherapy is applied, the neutrophil dynamics recover to the
normal level after the chemotherapy is stopped. However, if three
or more chemotherapy cycles are applied, it can induce perma-
nent oscillations even after the chemotherapy is stopped (Fig. 5).

If periodic chemotherapy is given, we confirmed the observa-
tion from Zhuge et al. (2012) that there is a significant resonant
period of chemotherapy delivery that induces large amplitude
oscillations in neutrophils and subsequent neutropenia ((Fig. 6).
The width of the resonant period (curvature of the neutrophil
response curve with chemotherapy period) is found to increase
with the recovery rate of neutrophil levels after a single che-
motherapy application. This provides a method to clinically
estimate the width of the resonant period peak. Thus, together
with the method to estimate the resonant period (twice the
average neutrophil lifetime) as has been discussed in Zhuge
et al. (2012), it is possible to estimate the period of chemotherapy
to avoid possible resonance in neutrophil dynamics. These results
are independent of pharmacokinetic parameters of chemother-
apy, and remain valid when apoptosis rates are reduced abnor-
mally. Increasing the differential rate x5 may result in a different
profile of the neutrophil amplitude response function with the
chemotherapy period, but the significant effect of resonance
remain unaffected (Fig. 8).

If chemotherapy is given at a period T in combination with
G-CSF T, days later then the results depend on the day of G-CSF
administration. When the chemotherapy is delivered at a period
of 3 weeks (as suggested for many chemotherapy drugs), there is
a range of T; values (either early or late in each chemotherapy
cycle) such that G-CSF administration has positive effects in
eliminating severe neutropenia (Fig. 9). However, there is also a
range of T; (around 15 days after chemotherapy) that will lead to
a worsening by G-CSF of the neutropenia induced by the che-
motherapy (Fig. 9). These results are independent of the G-CSF
dosage and qualitatively in agreement with the results presented
in Zhuge et al. (2012), but await confirmation from clinical
observations.

In Zhuge et al. (2012) and the current study, only the
neutrophil response to chemotherapy was considered and the
platelet and red blood cell responses that have been reported (Sola
et al., 2000) were not treated. These responses can be important for
an understanding of the full hematopoietic response and also for
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Fig. 11. Numerical solutions of the dependence of the recovery rate o on the
cooperativity coefficient s; and 7ty (inset). The recovery rate is given by the
maxima negative real parts of the root of h(s)=0. In simulations, we change
0<s; <1and9 <1y <15 randomly and independently uniformly distributed over
the intervals, and adjust 0; according to (C.4), and kept the other parameters
unchanged from their values in Table 1. Red solid line shows the curve
o=1y' Ins; with Ty = 9.7 days as in Table 1. (For interpretation of the references
to color in this figure caption, the reader is referred to the web version of this
article.)

predicting the effect of G-CSF administration. A more comprehen-
sive model of the entire hematopoietic system is needed to further
investigate the response of chemotherapy and G-CSF. Although
clinicians have recognized the connection between the timing of
chemotherapy and the development of neutropenia, as far as we are
aware, the work by Zhuge et al. (2012) and the current paper are the
first to illuminate the potential for destructive resonance leading to
neutropenia in response to periodic chemotherapy, and to system-
atically explore and explain why the timing of G-CSF is so crucial for
successful reversal of chemotherapy induced neutropenia.
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Appendix A. Saturable clearance of G-CSF

The saturable clearance of G-CSF, F(G), can be derived by
examining the interaction between G-CSF and the G-CSF receptor
as below. From Layton and Hall (2006), at least two G-CSF
molecules bind to a single G-CSF receptor. The resulting G-CSF/
receptor complex is internalized and the G-CSF molecule is
degraded, after which the receptor is released. We write these
processes as:

k1 ky
R+2G = RG,, RG,S3R, (A1)

k_q

which gives the rates of change for concentrations of G-CSF ([G])
and G-CSF/receptor complex ([RG;]) as

% = —k1[RI[GF® +k_1[RG>] “
Mﬁfzh=deHGF-%k71+k2HRGﬂ' "

We assume the internalization of the G-CSF/receptor complex is
fast once G-CSF molecules bind to the receptor, and therefore
[RG,] is at the state of quasi-equilibrium so that Eq. (A.3) reduces
to

k]
k,] +k2

RG] = [RIG]%. (A4

Let k= (k_1+ky)/k;. Since the total concentration of receptors
equal the total concentration of neutrophil [N] times the average
number n of receptors per neutrophil, we have

[R] = n[N]—[RG],

and thus we obtain

_ nINJIGP?
RG2) =" e (A5)
Substituting Eqgs. (A.4) and (A.5) into Eq. (A.2), we finally obtain
diG] _ , nNJG]*
ar = e k+[G]2 X (A.6)
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Thus, comparing with (11) and dropping the bracket notation, we
have

I
F(G)= P (A7)
and g =kpn.

Appendix B. Parameter estimation

A number of studies have provided estimations for the para-
meters of this model, and readers are referred to Bernard et al.
(2003); Foley and Mackey (2009); Lei and Mackey (2011); Zhuge
et al. (2012)). Parameters used in the current study are summar-
ized in Table 1 and are detailed below.

B.1. Hematological model parameters

Estimation of the parameters is crucial in order to obtain
physiologically reasonable parameters. In general, some of the
parameters can be retrieved or be derived from experimental data
found in the literature, or derived from the steady-state solutions
of equations (1) and (2).

The steady state value of the stem cells in the resting phase
(Go phase), Q., is estimated from different sets of experimental
data on the numbers of stem cells per nucleated bone marrow
cells in mice and cats. Boggs et al. (1982), Micklem et al. (1987),
Harrison et al. (1988), McCarthy (1997) gave a value that varies
from 1 to 50 stem cells per 10° nucleated bone marrow cells in
mice, whereas Abkowitz et al. (2000) gave a value of eight stem
cells per 10° nucleated bone marrow cells in cats. Novak and
Necas (1994) gave a mean count of 1.4 x 10'° nucleated bone
marrow cells per kg in mice. Since the number of stem cells per
nucleated bone marrow cells seem somewhat similar between
both mice and cats, we can estimate from the two previous
experimental results that

Q.=(8/10°) x 1.4 x 10'°=1.12 x 10° cells/kg. (B.1)

We infer yg, the apoptosis rate of HSC, and ts, the time for the
stem cell to divide during the proliferation phase, from Mackey
(2001), ie., ys=0.1043 days™! and 75 =2.83 days, respectively.
Bernard et al. (2003a) found that the value of ko = 8.0 days™' in
the stem cell reentry rate (f(Q.)) gave a good fit to the experi-
mental data of Oostendorp et al. (2000). It is not clear what the
value of s,, the cooperativity coefficient of the stem cell reentry
rate, should be (Bernard et al., 2003a). There is evidence that at
least two different cytokines are needed to trigger HSC prolifera-
tion in vitro, and so we take the value of s, to be equal to 2. The
last parameter of the stem cell reentry rate, 6, is calculated from
the experimental steady state value of f((Q,) and the above
parameters. From Mackey (2001), we have calculated the average
of $(Q.) of the mice data to be 0.04333. It is then straightforward
to compute the value of 6, to be 0.0826 x 10° cells/kg.

The total differentiation rate of the platelet and erythrocyte
lines, K, is assumed to be a constant and equal to 0.0134 days™".
The value is calculated from various experimental results and
estimations (Colijn and Mackey, 2005b; Lei and Mackey, 2011).

Hearn et al. (1998) found 7y =9.7 days and tyy = 3.8 days
following analysis of data from Perry et al. (1966), which in turn
gives 5.9days for typ, a value in agreement with a value of 6.0days
quoted by Israels and Israels (2002). The random loss rate of
neutrophils in the circulation, yy, has been estimated by Haurie
et al. (2000) to be 2.4 days’l. The amplification parameter Ay is
then calculated from the other parameters and the constraint that
at steady state Eqs. (1) and (2) are equal to 0. Indeed, we can solve
Ay from the other parameters in Eq. (2), and then by solving for

K(N;) in Eq. (1) and substituting in Eq. (2):

AN = (PNN=) /(KN (N2) Q)
= (YnN2)/(Q:(B(Q)(R2eT75™ —1)—Ks))
~ 1549.58. (B.2)

The normal death rate of proliferative neutrophil precursors, y,,
is set to 0.27 days’l. Given Ay = e'w™w—70%m  we can solve for
the proliferation rate of neutrophil precursors, 77,p, and obtain
e = 2.1995 days~'. Some experiments report a 20-fold increase
in differentiation activity under administration of G-CSF (Bernard
et al,, 2003a and references therein). This suggests that the maxi-
mal differentiation rate fy~ 20 x Kn(Nsx) =20 x (yyNx)/(ANQ4) =
0.154605 days~!. Bernard et al. (2003a) assumed the cooperativity
coefficient s; of the feedback function of neutrophils to be 1. However,
this value results in a long recovery time after one chemotherapy
injection that is clinically unrealistic. In this study, we chose the
cooperativity coefficient s;=0.5 (see Appendix C), and therefore 0, is
calculated to be 0.0154848 x 108 cells/kg from the condition that
Eq. (2) is equal to O at steady state.

B.2. Chemotherapy

In the chemotherapy kinetics, we chose to use a value of
5=100days™!, corresponding to a decay time of 0.24 h™'. This
value is approximately the decay time for a number of relatively
common chemotherapy drugs, including Taxol (Henningsson
et al., 2001), Carboplatin (Oguri et al., 1988), Gemcitabine (Kiani
et al., 2003), and several others.

To mimic the role of chemotherapy, we need to know how
chemotherapy drugs affect the cell apoptosis rates, i.e., the coeffi-
cients hs and hyp in (8) and (9). However, there is no good
experimental evidence that qualitatively connects the plasma con-
centration of chemotherapy drugs with cell apoptosis rates. Refer-
ring to previous studies (Foley and Mackey, 2009; Zhuge et al.,
2012), we take the maximum apoptosis rate yT* =0.4 day™! and
minimum proliferation rate #ji" = 0.4 day™", to represent the effect
of one day chemotherapy administration. These number are taken
so that the model displays neutropenia. Here, we refer to these
values as our baseline, and assume that they correspond to a 1 day
infusion of 135 mg/kg chemotherapy drug, i.e.,, D =135 mg/kg, and
Ac =1 day, and hence Iy = 135 mg/(kg x day).

From (8), the total cell loss in the stem cell compartment
during the first day of drug injection (normalized by the total loss
in stem cell number, which is assumed to be a constant, i.e.,
S(t)=So when 0 <t < 1) is given by

1 1
L= / yEhemO(1)S(t) dit / / S(t) dt
0 0
1
=Sy / yshemop) g / So
0

1
:y5+h5/ (o) dt
0

=ys+hs(lo/$)(1-0""(1—e~?))
~ys+hsly/ .

Here we note 4. =1 and 6 =100 1. We compare Ls with the
above yM* (x1 day), which also gives the total loss in stem cell
number during 1 day of drug injection. Thus, we should have

75 =vs+hslo/ ¢,
which yields

hs = ¢(y§*—ys)/Io = p(yT™* —75)/135 = 0.0702 kg/(mg x day).
(B.3)
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Similarly, we have

hnp = (e —1Ne")/135 = 0.4275 kg/(mg x day). (B.4)

B.3. G-CSF administration

Parameters for the G-CSF administration are taken from the
filgrastim data in Foley and Mackey (2009), with changes detailed
below. The amplification rate in neutrophil development is
defined as

AN — e™NPlINp—V0TNM |

After G-CSF administration, the apoptosis rate of maturing neu-
trophil precursors decreases to y§" = 0.12, and the amplification
rate can be increased to 22!. Therefore, the maximum prolifera-
tion rate nig* is given by

N = (In AW L ymingny /Tap = 2.5444 days™'. (B.5)

Appendix C. Recovery rate and the resonance period width

To obtain the relationship between the recovery rate, the
resonance period width, and the cooperative coefficient s;, we
first simplify the model equation, and then study the response
function as in Zhuge et al. (2012).

We assume HSC numbers to be held constant (Q(t) = Q) and
therefore have a single equation for the neutrophil dynamics

dN/dt = —yyN+AnKn(Nzy)Qs. (.1

In Zhuge et al. (2012), Eq. (C.1) was used to study the neutrophil
compartment dynamics and gave significant insight for the
full model.

Linearization of Eq. (C.1) near the steady state N(t) = N, prior
to chemotherapy gives following characteristic equation

h(s) =s+7yy+Be™*™ (C.2)
where
B=—AnQ.Kky(Nx) = yns1N3 /(07 +N3).

Let § = —o+if be the root of h(s) = 0 with the maximum real part
(which is negative), then « gives the recovery rate after a single
dose of chemotherapy.

From Eqgs. (C.2)-(C.3), the recovery rate depends on yy,Tn,51,01
and N,, and two of them (s; and 0;) are connected by

KN(Ns) = Yy Nae/ (AN Q).

From Appendix B.1, the parameter values of y,N,,Q, and Ay are
relatively precise from a variety of experimental data, a range of
9 <ty < 14.4 is suggested according to Price et al. (1996), and s, is
the most problematic. Fig. 11 shows the dependence of the
recovery rate o on s; and ty. It is obvious that the recovery rate
decreases with sy, and is insensitive to Ty.

In order to obtain an approximate relation between « and s;,
we substitute s = —o+if; to Eq. (C.2) to obtain

B—Be*™sin(fty) =0.

(C.3)

(C.4)

Therefore,
o= (log (B/sin pry)—log B)/Ty.

Here f is close to the resonant frequency and is given approxi-
mately f~ n/(ty+7y5!) from the discussion in Zhuge et al. (2012).
From Egs. (C.3) and (C.4), we have

B=7yns1(1—=7yNs/(foANQ4)).

Hence, we have approximately

o= —1y' In(s1/A) (C.5)

where A = (B sin fity)/(fs1) is independent of s;. For parameters in
Table 1, we have approximately A=1 (see Fig. 11).

Now, we find the connection between the recovery rate and
the resonance period width. From Eq. (A.4) in Zhuge et al. (2012),
the frequency response function of Eq. (C.1) at N(t) = N, is given
by

F(w) = | kn(N+) Q4 /h(iw)|.

The resonant frequency wyg is obtained by maximizing F(w), i.e.,
minimizing |h(iw)|. The resonance period width is measured by
the second derivative of the response function at wyg as following

(C.6)

ATg=/|1/F (wp)|. (C.7)
We note h(5) =0 and hence
h(iw) ~ c(iw—S5)

when iw ~§ = —a+if}, where c is a coefficient independent of w.
Therefore when o is small,

F(®) ~ |kn(N:)Qy/(c(iw+a—if))
which yields the resonant frequency wg = f, and when o ~ f§
F()~ co(1/a—~(w—p)*/(22%) (C8)

where ¢y = \KN(N*)Q*/C\. Therefore, the resonance period width is
calculated to be

’

ATg = +/a3 /co (days). (C9)

Eq. (C.9) gives the fit for Fig. 7.

Appendix D. Understanding the effect of G-CSF timing

In Eq. (C.1), the combined chemotherapy plus G-CSF adminis-
tration is a periodic perturbation with period T of the amplifica-
tion factor so An(t) can be expressed as Ay(t) = Ay +&(t), where Ay
is the normal amplification rate and &(t) the periodic perturbation
due to the combined chemotherapy and G-CSF therapy. Linear-
ization of (C.1) near the steady state N, gives the linear differ-
ential delay equation

dy/dt = —yNy—By., +E(OKrN(N)Qy,

where B is given in C.3. Write &(t) = &¢(t)—&(t) where £4(t) and
Ec(t) are, respectively, the periodic perturbations due to G-CSF
and chemotherapy. Given &c(t), the function £4(t) depends on the
G-CSF delivery protocol, and the relation between these two
functions are complicated. Here, we perform the analysis by
simply assuming the input functions satisfy

S =réc(t—Te) (D.2)

where r is a constant and T, is the lag time between G-CSF and
chemotherapy to become effective in perturbing the amplification
rate An. Because of the postponed response of chemotherapy (see
Section 3.1), T, is usually not the same as Ty, the day of G-CSF
administration after chemotherapy.

Let f(s) be the Laplace transform of f{t), defined as

)= /0 () dr,

and take the Laplace transform of Eq. (D.1) to give

H(s) = J(5)/€c(s) = Hi(s) - Ha(s)
where
Hy(s) = —K(N:)Q./(5+ 7y +Be™™),

(D.1)
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Fig. 12. Perturbation () and () to the amplification rate. Here the period
T =20 days and &g(t) is calculated with T; = 15 days.

Ha(s)=1—re5Te,
Thus, the transfer function for Eq. (C.1) is given by

F(w) = |H(iw)| = [H1(iw)] - |Ha(iw)|. (D.3)

If we have chosen the period T of chemotherapy and G-CSF
administration to coincide with the resonant period of |H;(iw)|
then the response to the G-CSF will be determined by the
behavior of

|Hy(iw)| = 1-2r cos(wTe)+12. (D.4)

This function will have a maximum when T, =T/2.

In this study, the resonant period is T = 20 days, so we expect
that the worst outcome from G-CSF would occur when
T.=T/2 =10days. Since the amplification rate Ay responds to
chemotherapy with a delay of 5 days, and to G-CSF without delay
(Fig. 12), the value T,=10 is reached when G-CSF is administered
around 15 days after chemotherapy. Fig. 12 shows the functions
Ec(t) and &g(t) with T, =15 days, which gives T, = 10 days. This
provides a rough understanding for the effect of G-CSF timing in
Section 3.4.
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