arXiv:1610.05789v1 [physics.bio-ph] 18 Oct 2016

Fractal Dimension and Universality in Avascular Tumor Growth

Fabiano L. Ribeiro,^1 Renato Vieira dos Santos,^1 and Angélica S. Mata^1 1Departamento de Física, Universidade Federal de Lavras, 37200-000, Lavras, MG, Brazil

The comprehension of tumor growth is a intriguing subject for scientists. New researches has been constantly required to better understand the complexity of this phenomenon. In this paper, we pursue a physical description that account for some experimental facts involving avascular tumor growth. We have proposed an explanation of some phenomenological (macroscopic) aspects of tumor, as the spatial form and the way it growths, from a individual-level (microscopic) formulation. The model proposed here is based on a simple principle: competitive interaction between the cells dependent on their mutual distances. As a result, we reproduce many empirical evidences observed in real tumors, as exponential growth in their early stages followed by a power law growth. The model also reproduces the fractal space distribution of tumor cells and the universal behavior presented in animals and tumor growth, conform reported by West, Guiot et. al.[1, 2]. The results suggest that the universal similarity between tumor and animal growth comes from the fact that both are described by the same growth equation - the Bertalanffy-Richards model - even they does not necessarily share the same biophysical properties.

I. INTRODUCTION

The understanding of tumor growth has for long been regarded as a subject of outstanding interest in many fields such as biology, oncology, mathematics and physics [3–5]. Empirical observations lead us to believe that the growth of tumors are ruled by general growth laws which can be represented by differential equations [6]. The advantages of these representations are uncountable. These models can be useful to estimate the progress of the tumor and, consequently, to determine the frequency for performing exams such as mammography screening or to control the success of some therapy [7–10]. Furthermore, experimentalists are becoming increasingly convinced that mathematical modeling can clarify and interpret many experimental findings.

Even after decades of study, researchers are still attempting to answer the main question with regard to this topic: how the tumor increases over time as the disease develops? Even though this point may seem simple, the basic mechanisms underlying growth of tumors are still not clear enough. The Gompertz curve, one of the most important models used for such studies, has been able to describe many animal and human data [1, 6, 11, 12]. On the other hand, the Bertalanffy-Richards model [13–15], which has Gompertz, Verhulst and exponential growth models as particular cases [6, 16–18], provides accurate description of tumors growth as well [19].

Within this context, we are interested in characterizing avascular tumor [20] to better understand it develpoment. Although avascular growth correspond only to the initial stage of tumors, the knowledge of this phase is quite important since most empirical evidences are based on avascular tumor spheroids in vitro [21–23]. This kind of experiments are easily manipulated as opposed to in vivo ones.

Our current research, supported by previous works [24, 25], proposes a microscopic model to describe tumors growth using just a few physical principles. However, it is able to clarify empirical evidences and reproduces some widely known models under certain conditions. Our model was formulated based on distance-dependent competitive interactions between cells. Even considering just this very simple interrelation, our approach is able to interpret (at microscopic level) the phenomenological Bertalanffy-Richards model and consequently, the Gompertz curve. We also explain the fractal distribution of the tumor cells, verified by empirical studies [26, 27].

In addiction, the model presents a widely robust behavior. This mean that no matter the parameters values of the model, all the setting always collapse in the same curve. And this curve is exactly the same universal curve that describes tumor and animal growth, as shown in figure (1). West et. al. [1] explains that the universal behavior observed in animal growth is due to the similar way that the organisms allocate energy to growth and to maintenance. Although this pattern is also observed for tumors, the biological mechanisms behind it is not clear enough. However, our model is able to explain this phenomenon, because we show that the universality is a key feature, since it just comes from two microscopic principles: competition and self-replication.

It is well known that universality is observed in many physical and biological systems [28–30]. So, our model will be very useful to investigate universality and common patterns in population growth in general (tumor, animal and any other one). This subject has drawn attention of many theoretical [17, 31–39] and empirical [1, 2, 40, 41] researches in the last decades.

This paper is organized as follows: section (II) gives a brief description of some empirical evidences that are considered common features in the most of avascular tumors. In the section (III) our mathematical model to tumor growth is presented. In section (IV) we show the concept of optimal fractal dimension, whose consequences for tumor growth will also be explained. In section (V) we get the Bertalanffy-Richards model using first principles and we also obtain the Gompertz model as a particular case of our approach. In section (VI) we show that our model is able to explain why tumors, as well as animal

FIG. 1. The universal growth law of the dimensionless mass (μ) as a function of the dimensionless time (τ ). Completely different animals, tumors and data from the model proposed (see section (VI)), regardless the parameter values, collapse in the same universal curve.

growth, also follow the universal behavior. Both are described by the same mathematical - Bertalanffy-Richards - model, even though they do not necessarily follow the same biological principles. Finally, in the last section we present our conclusions. The appendix (A) is just a very short review of the West model [1].

II. EMPIRICAL EVIDENCES

Many empirical works [19, 43–45] suggest that the total mass m forming the tumor increases with time t obeying two different regimes: an initial exponential growth followed by a power-law one. That is, after the early exponential stage, we have m(t) ∼ t^α, (1) where α is a exponent which depends on the tumor type and the micro-environment conditions [43, 46, 47]. The data presented in Fig. (2), reproduced from [43], show this typical time evolution of tumor size. Moreover, some experiments [43, 48] also show that the radius of the solid tumor, R_{max}, grows linearly with time (R_{max} ∼ t). Consequently, the spatial size of the tumor scales with its mass as R_{max} ∼ m^{1/α}. (2) Previously, tumor growth was characterized as chaotic [40, 47]. But nowadays it is known that fractal geometry is more suitable to quantify the morphological characteristics of solid tumors [41, 46, 49]. This property has also been used in the diagnosis concerning the tumor malignancy. Some studies suggest that higher fractal dimension implies greater tumor aggressiveness [50–53].

Another empirical aspect about tumors is that its growth seems to present the same universal pattern observed in animal growth [2, 40]. West et. al. [1] first proposed that the growth of different species (mammals, birds and fish) collapse in the same universal curve. After it was also verified for tumor growth (in vivo, in vitro, and in clinical practice) [2, 40, 41]. Figure (1) summarize such finds, showing the plot of the dimensionless mass (μ) as a function of the dimensionless time (τ), for completely different kind of animals (cow, chicken, and guppy), and for two different tumors (the ones described in the figure (2)). All of them collapsing in the same universal curve: μ = 1 − e^{−τ} (more details in appendix (A)).

The universal behavior of animal growth is because all species allocate energy for growth and maintenance in a similar way [1, 41, 42]. However, for tumors, this universal behavior is still not clear enough. In the present work, we will show that self-replication and competition among the cells can also generate the universal growth pattern.

In order to corroborate this empirical evidences we propose a simple microscopic model, based on the distancedependent interaction between cells living in a competitive environment. This model explains the following properties of solid-tumor growth:

1. exponential growth in early time;

2. power law growth for large enough time;

3. diameter follows a power law with the number of cells;

4. fractal-like structure;

5. universal behavior.

The details of the model is presented in the next section.

III. THE MICROSCOPIC MODEL

We have formulated a simple mathematical model based on four basic “principles”:

1. The cells compete by resources in their microenvironment;

2. The cells moves in order to minimize the competitive interaction.

3. The replication rate of each cell is affected by its competitive interaction with the other ones;

4. The intensity of the competitive interaction decays with the distance between the cells;

We will show in the next sections that these basic premises are enough to explain the tumor growth empirical evidences which were reported on previous section. In order to put these principles in a mathematical way,

(a) (b)

FIG. 2. Empirical data of growth (the dots) of two types of tumors (a) EMT6 and (b) KHJJ implanted in mice and rats. These data was extracted directly from the reference [42] and represent the usual growth behavior in tumors: exponential growth in the first stage followed by a power-law growth.

consider a interaction function f(r) which represents the effects - the field - perceived by a single cell, say i, due to the presence of another cell at distance r. Consider also that the population of cells is spatially distributed according to the density function ρ(r), where r is the position vector. Then the total interaction field affecting the cell i is

I_i = ∫ V_D ρ(r)f(r)d^D r. (3)

Here, D (integer) is the Euclidean dimension, d^D r is the hyper-volume element, and V_D the hyper-volume in which the population is immersed.

It is quit plausible that the interaction between two cells decay with distance, and therefore, a reasonable choice for the interaction function is f(r) = {_1

r^γ if r > 2r0 1 (2r_0)^γ otherwise

, (4)

where γ is the decay exponent, and r_0 is the diameter of the cell. The hypothesis (4) has been used recently to describe population cell growth [24, 25]. Consider hereafter, by convenience, r_0 = 1/2.

Based on the empirical evidence described in subsection (II), let’s suppose the population evolves forming a structure with dimension D_f ≤ D. While the number of cells scales as r^{Df} , the hyper-volume in which the cells are inserted scales as r^D [54]. This fact allows us to write the density of cells as

ρ(r) =

Number of cells Volume

= ρ_0 r^{Df} r^D = ρ_0r^{Df −D}, (5)

where ρ_0 is a constant.

With these assumptions one can solve (3) considering periodic boundary conditions, and using d^Dr = r^{D−1}dr dΩ_D, where dΩ_D is the solid angle. These considerations allows us to write the interaction field as (see details in ref. [24])

I_i = I(D_f , N) = ω_D D_f ln_{(β−1)} ( D_f ω_D N ) + ω_D D_f , (6)

where β ≡ 2 − γ D_f , (7)

and ln_{β−1}(x) ≡ (x^{β−1} − 1)/(β − 1) is the generalized logarithm (see [55]). The particular case β → 1 (or γ → D_f ) leads to the natural logarithm. Some recent works [24, 32, 35] suggested that generalized growth models can be written in terms of generalized logarithm, which allows a easier algebraic treatment. In Eq. (6) we also introduced ω_D ≡ ρ_0 ∫ dΩ_D which is a constant that depends only on the dimension D. In the case N → ∞, the interaction field (6) diverges if γ < D_f , which implies the existence of long range interactions between cells, and converges if γ > D_f , a short range interaction between cells. We will restrict this work to the short range interaction situation, that is, γ > D_f , which means that the cells interact only with their closer neighbors. In this case, the periodic boundary conditions simplify the problem and it is good enough to describe realistic situations.

Note that the field given by Eq. (6) does not depend on the index i, that is, it is the same for all the individuals of the population. It is a consequence of the periodic boundary conditions [24] and the self-similarity of the fractal structure formed by the tumor [54]. The result (6) means that all cells feel the same influence from their neighbors cells. In fact this influence depends only on the fractal dimension and the size of the population, that is I_i = I(N, D_f ).

In section (IV) it is showed that the population reaches a fractal space distribution when the cells move in order to minimize the competitive interaction. That is, the model is able to explain, by a microscopic approach, the spacial distribution observed in real tumor.

As a first application of this model, one can use it to predict how the diameter of the tumor, say 2R_{max}, behaves with the increase of the number of cells N. Considering that N = ∫ all space ρ(r)d

D r and the density given

by Eq. (5), one has N = ρ_0 ∫ dΩ_D ∫_{Rmax} 0 r^{Df −1}dr and, consequently,

R_{max} ∼ (D_f N)^{1Df} . (8)

This result is in accordance with the empirical fact that the diameter of the tumor follows a power law with the number of cells [43, 48].

IV. OPTIMAL FRACTAL DIMENSION

During growth, the cells compete by available resources in their micro-environment. It means that each cell must to move in order to minimize the competitive influence from the other cells. Fig. (3) shows schematically the movement of a single cell to minimize the “pressure” from its neighbors. If all cells perform such a movement, the spatial distribution of the population will change adaptively. Consequently the (fractal) dimension of the structure formed by the population will change.

FIG. 3. Schematic representation of the cellular dynamics. In competition, each cell tries to move in a direction that minimize the influence of the other cells. In the case represented by this figure, the cell moves in the direction that minimize the “pressure” from the other cells.

The interaction field generated by the cells presents two extreme values: when D_f → 0 and D_f → 3. It is because if D_f → 0 the population tends to concentrate in a single point (see Eq. (8): R_{max} → 0 when D_f → 0), generating a high interaction field. On the other extreme, if D_f ≈ 3, and N is sufficiently large, the population is compacted (high density), which also result in a strong interaction field. Then, there is an optimal fractal dimension around these two extremes, that we will call D^{opt}_f , which minimize the competitive influence among

FIG. 4. (a) Plot of the field I(N, D_f ), given by Eq. (6), as a function of the fractal dimension. The plot were performed for some fixed values of population size and using γ = 5. The black dots represent the minimum value of I(N, D_f ) in relation to the fractal dimension, which leads to D^{opt}_f . When the population is small, the plot suggests that the population tends to be compact, that is D^{opt}_f = 3. However, when the population becomes sufficiently large, the optimal dimension is fractal. (b) Plot of the fractal dimension which minimize the interaction field (D^{opt}_f ) as a function of the population size. The optimal fractal dimension decreases monotonically as the population increases, and more slowly for sufficient large population.

the cells. That is, D^{opt}_f is the fractal dimension which minimize the field (6) experienced by each cell, that is obtained by the condition ∂ ∂D_f I(N, D_f ) | | | | D_f =D^{opt}_f = 0. (9)

Such ideas are illustrated quantitatively in Fig. (4(a)), which presents the plot of the interaction field I(N, D_f ), given by Eq. (6), as function of the fractal dimension of the population, keeping the population size fixed. By this plot it is possible to see that the interaction field always has a minimum (in D_f = D^{opt}_f ) if the population is large enough. If N is small D^{opt}_f = 3 (maximally compacted population), but for a sufficiently large population, the optimal dimension is fractal.

Our microscopic model clarifies the role of the fractal geometry of tumor growth since this structure emerges spontaneously as a response of the cells to minimize competitive pressure. In the next section we present the population growth process in this competitive context. We will see that the model proposed presents an early exponential stage, followed by a power-law growth regime, in accordance with the empirical evidences over again.

V. POPULATION GROWTH

Our model presents two time scales. The first one is the time that the cells take to reach the optimal fractal dimension arrangement. The second time scale, represented by t, is measured in generations. At the end of each generation the cells reproduce. Consider that the time between two consecutive generations is sufficiently large to allow population to reach the optimal spatial distribution, and consequently achieves D^{opt}_f , before reproduction. Then, at the moment of the reproduction, the field felt by each cell is I^{opt}(N) ≡ I(N, D_f = D^{opt}_f ).

In a competitive context, the interaction field exercise a inhibitory behavior in the reproduction of the cells [24, 25, 49]. In this way, it is quite reasonable to consider that the replication rate R_i of the i-th cell is given by R_i = k − JI^{opt}. (10) This equation says that the reproductive capability of the cells depends in part on an inherent property - given by the intrinsic replication rate k -, and in part on the influence (inhibitory) of the other cells of the population - given by JI^{opt}. The parameter k is identical, by definition, to all cells, while JI^{opt} represents the rate of competition. The parameter J > 0 measure the intensity of the inhibition (competition). The case J < 0 provides us a different approach than we are interested, which means cooperation between cells, and was already discussed in previous works [24, 35, 56].

Since ΔtR_i is the number of daughters that the cell i generates in a time interval Δt, the update of the size of the population in this period is

N(t + Δt) = N(t) + Δt N∑ i=1 R_i. (11)

In the limit Δt → 0, one has an Ordinary Differential Equation (ODE): dN dt = N ( k − JI^{opt} ) . (12)

Introducing the result given by Eq. (6), one gets dN dt = cN^{βopt} − bN (13) where b ≡ Jω_Dγ D^{opt}_f (γ − D^{opt}_f ) − k, (14) c ≡ −J ( 1 −^γ_Dopt_f ) ( D^{opt}_f ω_D )_− γ_{Doptf} , (15)

and β^{opt} ≡ 2 − γ D^{opt}_f . (16)

Assuming that each cell of the population has the same mass m_c, the total mass of the tumor at time t can be written as m(t) = m_cN(t). So, Eq. (13) becomes dm dt = am^{βopt} − bm, (17) with a ≡ −Jm γ Doptf −1 c 1 −^γ_{Doptf} ( D^{opt}_f ω_D )_− γ_{Doptf} . (18)

Note that this model reproduce the Bertalanffy-Richards model when the parameter D_f is constant. This particular case is discussed in the section (V A).

As β^{opt} is not fixed (it depends on D^{opt}_f , which in turn depends on the population size), analytical solution of Eq. (17) is difficult to be obtained. However, the dynamics of the model can be investigated solving numerically the recurrence relation given by Eq. (11). This computational solution is presented in Fig. (5), which shows that the population size (the mass) of the tumor growths exponentially at the beginning, and then pass through a power law regime before saturates or blow up. If the population growth according to one (saturation) or other (blow up) regime depends on the value of the self-replication rate. The value of k that divides these two regime is k = k_{power}, where

k_{power} ≡ Jω_Dγ D^{opt}_f (γ − D^{opt}_f ) (19)

is obtained taking b = 0 in Eq. (14) (more details in the section (V A)).

When k = k_{power} the population grows purely in a power law regime, described by (see section (V A)) m(t) ∼ t Df γ−Df . (20) In fact, the power law growth happens because the replication rate R_i decreases as a power law in this case (see Fig (5-b)). The population saturates when k < k_{power} because in this case the replication rate go to zero as the time evolves. And finally, the population blow up (exponentially) when k > k_{power} because, in this case, the replication rate R_i converge to a constant (greater than zero)^1.

1 Constant replication rate conducts to a Malthusian growth.

What is important to note in these numerical results is that no matter what the value of the intrinsic replication rate is, the dynamics of the population always pass through a power law growth regime, in accordance with what is observed in empirical tumor growth. According to the numerical results, the time that the population growth stays on this regime depends on the intrinsic replication rate of the cells. If k ∼ k_{power} then the population stay a large period on a power law growth, but if k is very different from k_{power} the population stays only a small period on this regime (see figure (5)).

The dynamics of the fractal dimension D^{opt}_f is also presented in Fig. (5). Note that this dimension decreases rapidly when the population is small and then saturates, for N sufficiently large, to a value that we will call D^{conv}_f (convergence value). When k ≥ k_{power}, then D^{conv}_f → γ/2. In a real situation, k < k_{power} must be obeyed (otherwise the population blows up), and then the population must saturates in a sufficiently large time. However, as discussed in [2, 40, 41], the real tumor does not saturate because before this the patient is died or the tumor cells start the vascularization and, consequently, the metastasis. Nevertheless, our microscopic model is good enough to describe the power law growth phase of real tumors.

The merit of the model proposed here is that it explain, with few principles, the spatial distribution and the growth process of real tumor. It is important also to empathize that the model is built using a microscopic (individual-level) approach, and not a phenomenological (macroscopic) perspective, as is usually done [3, 6, 24, 47, 57].

A. Connection with Bertalanffy-Richards model

Analytical solution of Eq. (17) is obtained when the parameter D_f is keeping fixed during the growth process, for example taking D_f = D^{conv}_f . That is reasonable for N sufficiently large. Thus, one obtains a simpler version of the original approach, that reveals to be the Bertallanfy- Richards growth model [15, 58, 59] whose solution is m(t) = [ a b + ( m^{1−β}_0 − a b ) e^{b(β−1)t} ] 1_{1−β} , (21)

where a, b and β are give by (18), (14), and (7), respectively.

Fig. (6) shows a comparison between the original model (evolving D_f ) and its simplified version (keeping D_f = D^{conv}_f fixed). Note that, besides the two dynamics differ during the growth process, they converge to the same saturation mass.

The Bertalanffy-Richards growth model has been used successfully to describe tumor growth [2, 6, 42, 58, 60]. What is the main point of the connection of our model with the Bertalanffy-Richards model is that Eq. (17) and consequently its solution (21) are obtained by a microscopic approach given by the interaction between cells, and not from a phenomenological (macroscopic) perspective, as has been done in previous works [3, 6, 47, 57].

The solution given by Eq. (21) has two asymptotic behaviors: saturation or divergence according to the signal of the argument in the exponential of Eq. (21). As γ/D_f > 1 (short range interaction regime), then (β − 1) is always negative, and consequently the signal of such argument depends only on b. In fact, this quantity can be written as b = k_{power} − k, where k_{power} is given by Eq. (19).

If b < 0 (that is, k > k_{power}), then the population growth exponentially and b plays also a role of growth rate. Otherwise, if b > 0 (that is, k < k_{power}), the population saturates asymptotically. These two accessible phases are limited by a line characterized by b = 0, when the population grows asymptotically as a power law. The Eqs. (19) and (20) are obtained in this context.

B. Connection with Gompertz model

The Bertalanffy-Richards model is in fact a generalized model, in the sense that it reaches some well know phenomenological models as particular cases. The relevant quantity in the generalization process is the ratio γ/D_f (or the parameter β, by Eq. (7)). For instance, the Verhulst model [61] is reach if γ ≪ D_f (that is, β → 2). As proposed in [24, 25, 62], this happens when the interaction between cells do not depends on distance. That is, Verhulst model is some kind of mean-field model.

The Gompertz model [63] is also a particular case of the Bertalanffy-Richards model, which is reaching when γ → D_f (or β → 1). It is easy to see how the Gompertz model emerges from the proposed theoretical framework. Defining δ = a − b and α = b(1 − β^{opt}), the Bertalanffy- Richards Eq. (17) becomes dm dt = δm^{βopt} − αm^{βopt} ( m^{1−βopt} − 1 1 − β^{opt} ) . (22)

If we take the limit β^{opt} → 1_− : dm dt = δm − αm ln (m) = −α ln ( m K ) (23)

which is the Gompertz equation, with K ≡ exp (δ/α). We see that the Gompertz model is recovered at the limit of β → 1 which corresponds to the optimal fractal dimension D^{opt}_f be numerically equivalent to the decay coefficient γ (see Eqs. (4,16)).

It is well known the relationship between the tumor malignancy and the fractal dimension of the cancerous cell body. The more malignant the tumor, the greater the fractal dimension [46]. If the condition D_f = γ is reasonable, malignancy involves cells with shorter-range interaction when compared to normal cells.

It is also noticed that, for population size big enough, the replication rate decays exponentially, as shown in

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 5. Dynamics generated by the microscopic model: (a) mass, (b) replication rate, and (c) optimal fractal dimension. It was used some possible values of the intrinsic replication rate k, and keeping fixed the parameters J = 0.1, γ = 5, and mc = 1. The curves were getting solving the relation of recurrence given by Eq. (11). When k > kpower the population diverges; when k = kpower the population (or its mass) growth as a power-law; and when k < kpower the population saturates. If k ∼ kpower , the population pass a long period in a power-law growth regime. The population growth as a power law regime because the replication rate Ri also decreases as a power law. The optimal fractal dimension decreases rapidly when the population is small and then saturates (to D^{cov}_f ) when the population is sufficiently large.

FIG. 6. Microscopic model prediction of the mass dynamics, using two approaches: 1) D_f evolving over time, represented by dots; 2) keeping the fractal dimension fixed, the red line (special case of the model). In both cases were used J = 0.1 and γ = 5. The red line show the situation with D_f fixed and numerically identical to D^{conv}_f of the first approach. The straight dashed line shows a power-law behavior as a guide to the eyes. The red line (D_f constant) is slightly different from the dots curve during the growth process, but they converge to the same saturation value. Inset: population fractal dimension for the two approaches. In the dots line, the population starts with D^{opt}_f = D = 3 (compacted form), but shortly becomes fractal and converges to a saturation value (D^{opt}_f → D^{conv}_f ).

Fig. (5). Our model was formulated based on interactions between the cells which depend just on the distance that separates them. Even considering just this very simple interaction, the model is able to explain very well the success of the phenomenological Gompertz model to describe tumors growth.

VI. UNIVERSAL GROWTH BEHAVIOR

In animal growth, conform suggest West et. al. in Ref. [1], the common pattern observed in the figure (1) comes from the fact that species allocates energy to growth or to maintenance in the same universal way (see appendix (A)). Moreover, this explanation takes into account the fact that the species obey the allometric law (or the Kleiber’s law), which says that the metabolic rate grows sub-linearly with the mass of the organism [64]. However, tumors do not necessarily obey such allometric law and, furthermore, they present fractal form, instead of space-filling process required by West et. al. theory [1, 40]. In this way, the explanation based on allocation of energy is not necessarily suitable for tumors.

Our model, on the other hand, suggest that such universal growth pattern can come from two principles at microscopic level: competition and self-replication. In animal growth, the dimensionless mass μ is related to the ratio between the maintenance energy and the total energy of the organism (see appendix (A)). But in our model this quantity gets another interpretation, although still universal. In fact, using the relations given by Eqs. (14), (18), (19), (A6) and (A7), one can shown that

μ = k_{power} − k k_{power} − JI_i . (24)

This result means the dimensionless mass is a relationship between the intrinsic replication rate k and the competition rate JI_i. While k is constant during the process, the competition rate increase due to the increase of the population size. For small times (i.e. τ ≈ 0), the competition rate is very small compared to the intrinsic replication rate, resulting in μ ≈ 1 − k/k_{power}. In this case, the tumor keep growing. However, for τ sufficiently large, the competition rate starts to be of the same magnitude of the intrinsic replication rate. In this case the tumor stops to growth (population saturates), which means μ → 1. According to the model, as noted in Fig. (1), no matter the intensity of the competition J, the decay exponent of the competitive interaction γ (and consequently β), or the intrinsic replication rate k, all the settings collapse into a single universal curve, exactly in the same way that happens to tumor and animal growth. Of course, k has to be less than k_{power} to avoid the unrealistic situation of blow up the population.

This model explain the universal growth pattern observed in empirical data just using first principles (i.e. cell interactions). This is one of the good points of the model. Moreover, this approach also explains that as long as the competition among cells increase, due to the population increase, the replication rate decreases.

As mentioned before, no matter the values of the parameter β (given by different values of γ since β = 2 − γ/D_f ), all dynamics collapse in the same universal curve. It means that even if an organism does not follow the allometric law (β = 3/4) it will still follow the universal curve, as is the case of tumors.

Finally, the microscopic model proposed suggests that the universal similarity between tumor and animal growth does not necessarily come from common biophysical properties. The universal behavior emerges maybe because any biological growth (animal, tumor) are in fact described by the same equation, the Bertalanffy-Richards model (17). Given a process (biological, physical or whatever) that can be modeled by such a equation, this process will also collapse in the same universal curve.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we presented good reasons to consider that our mathematical model is able to explain some empirical evidences about tumor growth. Our microscopic model describe well enough the form and the growth process of avascular tumors, taking into account just few basic principles. In our prototype, the competition between cells influence their replication rate and the cells can also move in order to minimize this competitive influence from their surrounding cells. As were presented, such basic assumptions at microscopic level, conducts to many macroscopic properties that is observed in real tumors.

The model reproduces, for instance, the exponential growth in early stage followed by a power law curve for later times. This patterns is very common in real tumors. The fractal structure, observed in many solid tumors [46, 52, 65], is also described in our model since the optimal fractal dimension emerges spontaneously, as a consequence of the interrelation between the cells.

Moreover, this model shows that the relation between the intrinsic replication rate and the competition rate of the cells plays the same role of the energy allocation in growing animals. This leads both animal and tumor growth to the same universal behavior. In other words, different biophysical mechanisms can be represented by the same ubiquitous equation, given by Bertalanffy- Richards model. Besides, the universality found for tumor growth is regardless of the values of the parameters of the microscopic model.

In short, we present a robust and powerful model able to describe growth process in general. Regardless of the system concerned, since it was described by the Bertalanffy-Richards model, it will follow the universal growth behavior. In conclusion, we believe that our microscopic model is able to provide a better comprehension of growth patterns and it will can be useful in other fields, involving natural, social and economic contexts.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We would like to acknowledge the useful and stimulating discussions with Alexandre Souto Martinez and Fernando Fagundes Ferreira.

Appendix A: WBE model for Animal Growth

In this appendix we give a short description of the West model [1], which describes the animal growth considering the Kleiber’s law [64], and the principle of conservation of energy. The Kleiber’s law says that the metabolic rate B of an organism scales sub-linearly with its body mass, that is B = B_0m^β, where B_0 is a constant and β < 1 is the allometric constant. According to the West model, the total metabolized energy of an organism must be used on maintenance of the already existent cells or in the growth of new cells. That is,

[Total Metabolic Energy] = [Maintenance] + [Growth].

It yields the ordinary differential equation:

B_0m^β = B_cm + E_c dm dt , (A1)

where B_c is the metabolic rate of a single cell and E_c is the energy necessary to create a new cell. The equation above can be write as dm dt = am^β − bm, (A2) where it was defined a ≡ B_0m_c E_c , (A3)

which is a parameter that does not depend on the species (scale invariant, because it depends only on universal parameters); and b ≡ B_c E_c , (A4) which depends on the biological species.

The solution of the Eq. (A2) is m(t) = [ a b + ( m^{1−β}_0 − a b ) e^{b(β−1)t} ] 1_{1−β} , (A5)

where m_0 is the initial mass of the organism.

As β < 1, the solution of Eq. (A5) converges to

M ≡ m(t → ∞) = ( a b ) 1_{1−β} , (A6)

which can be interpreted as the maturity mass of the organism.

One can show that if one plot the quantity

μ ≡ ( m M )_{1−β} = Maintenance Energy Total Metabolic Energy

, (A7)

a kind of dimensionless mass, as a function of τ ≡ − ln ( 1 − ( m_0 M )_{1−β} ) + a(1 − β) M^{1−β} t, (A8)

a kind of dimensionless time, many kinds of animals (birds, mammals, fish) and also tumors collapse in the same universal curve (μ = 1 − e^{−τ} ), as it was showed in the figure (1).

[1] G. B. West, J. H. Brown, and B. J. Enquist, Nature 413, 628 (2001).

[2] C. Guiot, P. G. Degiorgis, P. P. Delsanto, P. Gabriele, and T. S. Deisboeck, Journal of theoretical biology 225, 147 (2003).

[3] S. McElwain and R. Araujo, Bulletin of Mathematical Biology 66, 1039 (2004).

[4] A. G. e. Alberto d’Onofrio, Mathematical Oncology 2013 , 1st ed., Modeling and Simulation in Science, Engineering and Technology (Birkhäuser Basel, 2014).

[5] N. L. K. Dominik Wodarz, Dynamics of Cancer : Mathematical Foundations of Oncology (World Scientific Publishing Company, 2014).

[6] P. Gerlee, Cancer research 73, 2407 (2013). [7] A. Bernard, H. Kimko, D. Mital, and I. Poggesi, Expert opinion on drug metabolism & toxicology 8, 1057 (2012).

[8] L. Norton, R. Simon, H. D. Brereton, and A. E. Bogden, (1976).

[9] T. Colin, A. Iollo, D. Lombardi, and O. Saut, ERCIM News 2010, 37 (2010).

[10] M. Simeoni, G. De Nicolao, P. Magni, M. Rocchetti, and I. Poggesi, Drug Discovery Today: Technologies 10, e365 (2013).

[11] H. Thames, International Journal of Radiation Biology 57, 1063 (1990).

[12] A. K. Laird, British journal of cancer 18, 490 (1964). [13] L. Yuancai, C. Marques, and F. Macedo, Forest Ecology and management 96, 283 (1997).

[14] L. von Bertalanffy, The Quarterly Review of Biology 32 (1949).

[15] F. J. Richards, J Exp Bot 10, 290 (1959). [16] S. Benzekry, C. Lamont, A. Beheshti, A. Tracz, J. M.

Ebos, L. Hlatky, and P. Hahnfeldt, PLoS Comput Biol 10, e1003800 (2014).

[17] A. S. Martinez, R. S. González, and C. A. S. Terçariol, Physica A: Statistical Mechanics and its Applications 387, 5679 (2008).

[18] F. L. Ribeiro, arXiv:1605.06309 (2016), arXiv:1605.06309.

[19] E. A. Sarapata and L. de Pillis, Bulletin of mathematical biology 76, 2010 (2014).

[20] B. Alberts, Molecular biology of the cell, p. 2 (Garland Science, 2008).

[21] F. Hirschhaeuser, H. Menne, C. Dittfeld, J. West, W. Mueller-Klieser, and L. A. Kunz-Schughart, Journal of biotechnology 148, 3 (2010).

[22] X. Xu, M. C. Farach-Carson, and X. Jia, Biotechnology advances 32, 1256 (2014).

[23] C. Wang, Z. Tang, Y. Zhao, R. Yao, L. Li, and W. Sun, Biofabrication 6, 022001 (2014).

[24] F. L. Ribeiro, Bulletin of mathematical biology 77, 409 (2015).

[25] J. C. Mombach, N. Lemke, B. E. Bodmann, and M. A. P.

Idiart, EPL (Europhysics Letters) 59, 923 (2002). [26] S. S. Cross, Journal of Pathology 8, 1 (1997). [27] J. W. Baish and R. K. Jain, , 3683 (2000). [28] L. P. Kadanoff, Statistical physics: statics, dynamics and remormalization. (World Scientific, Singapore, 2000).

[29] J. M. Yeomans, Statistical mechanics of phase transitions. (Oxford University Press, Oxford, 1992).

[30] H. E. Stanley, Introduction to Phase Transitions and Critical Phenomena (Oxford University Press, Oxford, 1987).

[31] M. Chester, Open Journal of Ecology 01, 77 (2011). [32] B. C. T. Cabella, A. S. Martinez, and F. Ribeiro, Physical Review E 83, 061902 (2011).

[33] B. C. T. Cabella, F. Ribeiro, and A. S. Martinez, Physica A: Statistical Mechanics and its Applications 391, 1281 (2012).

[34] F. Ribeiro, B. C. T. Cabella, and A. S. Martinez, Theory in Biosciences 133, 135 (2014).

[35] F. L. Ribeiro and K. N. Ribeiro, Physica A: Statistical Mechanics and its Applications 434, 201 (2015).

[36] C. Kuehn, S. Siegmund, and T. Gross, (2010), arXiv:arXiv:1012.4340v1.

[37] D. Strzalka and F. Grabowski, Physica A: Statistical Mechanics and its Applications 387, 2511 (2008).

[38] D. Strzalka, Acta Physica Polonica B 40, 41 (2009). [39] S. Torquato, Physical biology 8, 015017 (2011). [40] C. Guiot, P. P. Delsanto, A. Carpinteri, N. Pugno, Y. Mansury, and T. S. Deisboeck, Journal of theoretical biology 240, 459 (2006).

[41] V. M. Savage, A. B. Herman, G. B. West, and K. Leu, Discrete and continuous dynamical systems. Series B 18 (2013).

[42] A. B. Herman, V. M. Savage, and G. B. West, PLoS ONE 6, e22973 (2011).

[43] D. Drasdo, S. Höhme, et al., Individual Based Approaches to Birth and Death in Avascular Tumors (Max-Planck-

Inst. für Mathematik in den Naturwiss., 2002). [44] J. G. Scott, P. Gerlee, D. Basanta, A. G. Fletcher, P. K.

Maini, and A. R. Anderson, in Experimental Metastasis: Modeling and Analysis (Springer, 2013) pp. 189–208.

[45] M. Al-Hajj, M. S. Wicha, A. Benito-Hernandez, S. J.

Morrison, and M. F. Clarke, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 100, 3983 (2003).

[46] J. W. Baish and R. K. Jain, Cancer research 60, 3683 (2000).

[47] H. M. Byrne, T. Alarcon, M. R.

Owen, S. D. Webb, and P. K. Maini, Philosophical transactions. Series A, Mathematical, physical, and engineering sciences 364, 1563 (2006).

[48] J. P. Freyer and R. M. Sutherland, Journal of cellular physiology 124, 516 (1985).

[49] A. DOnofrio, Chaos, Solitons {&} Fractals 41, 875 (2009). [50] R. Dobrescu, F. Talos, and C. Vasilescu, in Video/Image Processing and Multimedia Communications 4th EURASIP-IEEE Region 8 International Symposium on VIPromCom (IEEE, 2002) pp. 173–176.

[51] G. Landini and J. Rippin, The Journal of pathology 179, 210 (1996).

[52] S. S. Cross, The Journal of pathology 182, 1 (1997). [53] G. A. Losa and C. Castelli, Cell and tissue research 322, 257 (2005).

[54] K. Falconer, Fractal geometry: mathematical foundations and applications (John Wiley & Sons, 2004).

[55] C. Tsallis, Introduction to nonextensive statistical mechanics (Springer, 2009).

[56] R. V. Dos Santos, F. L. Ribeiro, and A. S. Martinez, Journal of theoretical biology 385, 143 (2015).

[57] A. Swierniak, M. Kimmel, and J. Smieja, European journal of pharmacology 625, 108 (2009).

[58] L. Von Bertalanffy, Quarterly Review of Biology , 217 (1957).

[59] L. Bertalanffy, “Principles and theory of growth. fundamental aspects of normal and malignant growth, ed. ww nowinski,” (1960).

[60] D. Biswas, S. Poria, and S. N. Patra, arXiv preprint arXiv:1509.07717 (2015).

[61] P. Verhulst, Nouveaux memoires de l Academie Royale des Sciences et Belles Lettres de Bruxelles 18, 1 (1845).

[62] A. D’Onofrio, U. Ledzewicz, H. Maurer, and H. Schättler, Mathematical biosciences 222, 13 (2009).

[63] R. Gompertz, Philos Trans R Soc Lond 115, 513 (1825). [64] M. Kleiber, ENE 1, E9 (1932).

[65] T. F. Nonnenmacher, G. A. Losa, and E. R. Weibel, Fractals in biology and medicine (Birkhäuser, 2013).