
S1 Table. Parameter values and definition

Table S1. Parameter values and definition.(♣ estimated from literature; � estimated from data
(clinical/experimental), see S1 Appendix for details; F fitted to trial data)

Parameter Definition Value/Range Value Used Units

V
a
c
c
in

e

Dosep Peptide concentration at each dose
clinical trial

data [1]
patient-specific � pmol

Dosea Adjuvant concentration at each dose 500 [1, 2] mg/L

αp Internalization rate of peptides by DCs 0.28 [3] day−1

αd Internalization rate of adjuvant by DCs 0.5 day−1

Vsc Volume of injections site - 4× (0.1919) [4] L

D
e
n
d
r
it
ic

c
e
ll
s

Λ Maximum growth rate 3.75 day−1

δM Death rate of mature DCs (0.23,0.54) [5] 0.33 day−1

rD Maximum differentiation rate 2.48 F day−1

Ka Half-maximum adjuvant effect constant 6.64 F -

KDC Carrying capacity (2.07, 2.68)× 107 �
2.38× 107

(median)
cells

VE Volume of endosomes in a DC (0.16, 1.35)× 10−14

[6]
1× 10−14 L

A
n
ti
g
e
n

p
r
o
c
e
ss
in

g
a
n
d

p
r
e
se

n
ta

ti
o
n

NA Avogadro’s constant - 6.02× 1023 mol−1

αE
p

Endosomal internalization rate of
peptides

[10.8,144] [6] 70 day−1

βp Degradation rate of peptides 14.4-21.6 [7] 14.4 day−1

kon,1
On rate for T-epitope-MHCI binding with
allele j

1.8144× 10−2 [8]
pM−1·day−1

koff,j
Off rate for T-epitope-MHCI binding
with allele j

Neoantigen specific
(based on Keff

D,j)
kon,1 ·Keff

D,j day−1

kon,2
On rate for T-epitope-MHCII binding
with allele k

[0.43, 4.3]× 10−2

[6, 9]
8.64× 10−3 �

pM−1·day−1

koff,k
Off rate for T-epitope-MHCII binding
with allele k

Neoantigen specific
(based on Keff

D,k)
kon,2 ·Keff

D,k day−1

βM
Degradation rate of endosomal free
MHCI/II molecules

0.92-2.08 [6] 1.663 [6] day−1

kin Recycling rate of free MHC molecules 10.8-14.4 [6, 7] 14.4 [6] day−1

kext Exocytosis rate of p-MHC complex 17.28-43.2 [6, 7] 28.8 [6] day−1

βpM Degradation rate of p-MHCI/II complex ≥ 0.1663 [6] 0.166 [6] day−1
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Table S1 – continued from previous page

Parameter Description Value/Range Value Used Units
T
-c
e
ll
s

a
Number of tumor cells needed for
half-maximal ACD8 proliferation

5× 107 [10] cells

a1
Half saturation constant of the CD4+

T-cells production rate
1× 103 [10–12] cells

b4 Max. growth rate of näıve CD4+ T-cells 0.15 [13] day−1

b8 Max. growth rate of näıve CD8+ T-cells 0.12 [13] day−1

σ4
Max. activation rate of näıve CD4+

T-cells
1.5 [6, 14] day−1

σ8
Max. activation rate of näıve CD8+

T-cells
3 [14] day−1

KTC Carrying capacity of T-cells 8.57× 1011 ♣ cells

FP4

Frequency of antigen-specific CD4+

T-cells
(0,0.01) [1] {0.006, 0.001, 0.001,

0.001, 0.003, 0.001}
-

FP8
Freq. of antigen-specific CD8+ T-cells (0,0.01) [1] {0.007, 0.002, 0.006,

0.002, 0.002, 0.001}
-

KpM Half-maximum effect of activation 400 [3, 6] 400 -

c Maximum CD8+ T-cells recruitment rate patient-specificF day−1

c4 Maximum CD4+ T-cell production rate patient-specificF day−1

c8
Rate at which CD8+ T-cells are
stimulated to be produced

6.5× 10−11

[12, 15,16]
day−1

µ Death rate of näıve T-cells
(0.00014,0.012)

[13,17]
0.0029 day−1

µ4 Death rate of activated CD4+ T-cells (0.022,0.083) [18] 0.031 day−1

µ8 Death rate of activated CD8+ T-cells (0.022,0.052) [18] 0.022 day−1

ρ4 Proliferation rate for activated T-cells
(0.0053,0.0477) [13]

0.0265 day−1

ρ8
Proliferation rate for activated CD8+

T-cells
(0,0.1106) [13] 0.0509 day−1

T
u
m

o
r
c
e
ll
s

r Maximum growth rate
tumor-type
dependent

0.004 ♣ day−1

KT Carrying capacity of tumor 1.45× 1010 � cells

d Max. lysis rate by activated T-cells (0.01,0.05) [19] patient-specificF day−1

λ
Dependence of lysis rate on the
effector/target ratio constant

(0,1) patient-specificF -

s Half-maximal effect of tumor cell lysis 0.0839 [12] -
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Table S1 – continued from previous page

Parameter Description Value/Range Value Used Units
In

it
ia
l
C
o
n
d
it
io
n
s

Ad(0) Adjuvant concentration in a vaccine 500 mg/L

p(0) Peptide amount in a vaccine patient-specific � pmol

DI(0) Immature dendritic cells 1× 107 cells

DM (0) Mature dendritic cells 0 cells

pE(0) Endosomal peptides 0 pmol

ME
j (0) Endosomal MHC-I

(1.6, 5.8)× 10−7

[3, 6]
pmol

ME
k (0) Endosomal MHC-II

(0.16, 8.3)× 10−8

[3, 6]
pmol

pME
j (0) Endosomal p-MHCI complex 0 pmol

pME
k (0) Endosomal p-MHCII complex 0 pmol

pMj(0) p-MHCI on DC membrane 0 pmol

pMk(0) p-MHCII on DC membrane 0 pmol

Mj(0) Free MHC-I on DC membrane 0 pmol

Mk(0) Free MHC-II on DC membrane 0 pmol

NCD4(0) Näıve CD4+ T-cell count (2.15, 8.6)× 109� (5.38× 109)×0.7 cells

NCD8(0) Näıve CD8+ T-cell count (2.15, 8.6)× 109� (5.38× 109)× 0.3 cells

ACD4(0) Activated CD4+ T-cell count patient-specific � cells

ACD8(0) Activated CD8+ T-cell count patient-specific � cells

T (0) Tumor cell count patient-specific � cells
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