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Optimal Experiment Design
of a New Minimal model of Glucose Kinetics

during an Oral Glucose Tolerance Test

Incorporating effects of
recruitment of muscle capillaries

Glut-4 translocation and
hepatic glucose production

s. Almagro Frutos, A.J.M. Wagenmakers, P.P.]. van den Bosch, N.A. W. van Riel

Abstract

Investigating glucose kinetics under physiological conditions e.g. a meal or an oral glucose tolerance
test (OGTI), is extremely valuable since diabetes mellitus is a pressing public health concern. In this
study an expanded version of the glucose minimal model of Bergman has been developed and verified
from a physiological and identification point of view using synthetic data produced from parameters
found in literature.
In succession of the minimal model presented by [Bergman et al., Am.]. Pkys. 236: E667-E677, 1979]
which is widely used under non-physiological conditions, different minimal models are presented for
use under physiological conditions during an OGTI e.g. [Natalucd et al., Int. Conf. IEEE EMB, Cancun,
Mexico, 2003]. Natalucd's et al. minimal model is expanded to include jointly the effects of capillary
recruitment, Glut-4 translocation and the production and inhibition of hepatic glucose production.
The expanded minimal model incorporates a physiological model of glucose appearance from gut into
blood plasma and an interstitial glucose compartment which can be measured using the microdialysis
technique.
The new model has been tested in all its identifiability aspects: on a priori global identifiability by
using an algorithm based on differential algebra [Audoly et aI, IEEE Trans Biomed., 48 I: 55-65, 2001]
and a posteriori identifiability using model to model adjustment. Also, the sensitivity of the a priori
identifiable parameters in relation with the estimated parameters has been examined showing large
sensitivity for two of the six a priory parameters. Parameter estimation has been performed using
Maximum likelihood estimation and the worst bias is calculated showing low bias for all estimated
parameters. The oral glucose ingestion dosis has been optimised to reduce the bias for the estimated
parameters and an algorithm has been designed to find the optimal sample schedule. Knowing the
joint interaction between these mechanism in an novel, physiologically more detailed model and
identifying the new oral glucose minimal model in aU its aspects and performing optimal experiment
design, is a great step forward to understand and quantify different potential causes of insulin
resistance in type 2 diabetes.

Keywords: minimal compartmental model, glucose kinetics, OGTT, capillary recruitment, Glut-4
translocation, saturable receptor-mediated insulin transport, microdialysis, interstitial glucose, a priori global
identifiability, a posteriori identifiability, maximum likelihood estimation, optimal experiment design

Introduction

I Diabetes Mellitus

Diabetes mellitus is a metabolic disease characterized by varying or persistent elevated
glucose levels in blood plasma. Diabetes mellitus is a pressing public health concern. In the
Netherlands more than a half million people suffer from diabetes. Diabetes mellitus can be
divided into two types: type I and type 2. Diabetes type I is caused by a lack of insulin
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production and insulin secretion by the pancreas and type 2 diabetes is caused by decreased
sensitivity ofbody tissues for insulin. This study focuses on type 2 diabetes.

The glucose regulatory system in humans consists of releasing insulin by the pancreatic ~

cells when the glucose concentration in blood rises above the normal range of 3.6 to 6.1 mM.
Insulin stimulates glucose uptake by skeletal muscle (and adipose tissue) and suppress
glucose production by the liver (hepatic glucose production). Insulin stimulates glucose
uptake by skeletal muscle via two sequential mechanisms: recruitment of capillaries
surrounding muscle fibers and glucose transporter-4 (Glut-4) translocation.

The second mechanism depends on the access of glucose and insulin to skeletal muscle.
Glucose uptake by human skeletal muscle is regulated by insulin concentration in the
interstitium IH. Herkner 2003]. Insulin is transported from blood plasma through the
endothelium to reach the interstitium. After insulin has reached the interstitium, insulin is
cleared due to internalization and degradation of insulin by muscle cells: Insulin binds to the
insulin receptor in the interstitium which is the initiating step in insulin signalling pathways
as discussed.

Two hypotheses have been proposed for the first mechanism: capillary recruitment and
insulin-mediated increase of blood flow IBergman 2003 and references in there]. In skeletal
muscles two vascular flow routes exits: one route by nutritive capillaries that surround the
skeletal muscles fibres responsible for the delivery of glucose and insulin and a second route
by non-nutritive capillaries that has no contact with the skeletal muscles fibres. The first
hypothesis suggests that insulin controls the blood flow to skeletal muscle at rest and during
exercise by varying blood flow between the nutritive capillaries and the non-nutritive
capillaries. It is believed that this process is very fast, 5 minutes after increase of insulin
IVincent 2004, Iwashita 2001, Porter 1997] and at insulin concentrations lower than
required for the second hypothesis IZhang 2004]. Changes in the distribution pattern can by
caused by insulin resistance of the endothelial cells. Several studies IClerk 2006,
Gudbjornsdottir 2005, Gudbjornsdottir 20°3] show an increase of capillary recruitment
(increased permeability-surface area product (PS)) during enhanced physiological insulin
concentration and a reduced capillary recruitment (lower PS) in type 2 diabetes humans than
in healthy (obese) humans. The second hypothesis suggests that insulin acts as a vasolidator
(alternating the blood flow at regular intervals through different capillary groups) controlling
the access of glucose and insulin to skeletal muscle. Insulin binds to the insulin receptor on
the luminal endothelial cells and this activates nitric oxide synthase (NOS). In response,
endothelial cells release the vasodilator nitric oxide (NO) that prevents the smooth muscles
cells of the precapillary arteriole to contract. This effect is more apparent at higher insulin
concentration (pharmacologic concentrations) and after several hours. Impaired vasolidation
can by due to insulin resistance. No increase in blood flow is seen during physiological
insulin concentrations in obese healthy humans and type 2 diabetic humans IBergman 2003
and reference in there, Gudbjornsdottir 2005, Gudbjornsdottir 2003]. However, IClerk 2006]
shows an increase during physiological insulin concentrations in lean healthy humans as
well as in obese healthy humans. Insulin resistance can also have a more physical-chemical
reason like a highly impenneable endothelium or reduced capillary density.

Several studies have adressed the mechanism of insulin transport from blood plasma
through the endothelium to reach the interstitium by measuring glucose and insulin
concentrations in blood plasma and interstitium. These studies result in conflicting
conclusions either diffusion transport or a saturable receptor- mediated transport. These
conflicting results have been analysed here (appendix A). It is concluded that a saturable
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receptor-mediated insulin transport is considered when insulin concentrations are in a
physiological range (up to 600 pM) whereas a non-saturable insulin transport is considered
at pharmacologic insulin concentrations (++ 600 pM).

The second mechanism by which insulin stimulates glucose clearance is by increased uptake
by myocytes. The transport of glucose through the muscle cell membrane is facilitated by a
special carrier mediated protein called Glut-4. In the early morning fasting state only a small
portion of the total amount of Glut-4 is located in the outer muscle cell membrane (insulin
independent). In response to the binding of insulin to the insulin receptor in the
interstitium, triggering a cascade of protein phosphorylation reactions that ultimately activate
the translocation of Glut-4 stored in microsomal membranes are transported to the outer
muscle cell membrane. (insulin dependent). [Lauritzen 2006] shows a time delay of 10
minutes between insulin leaving the interstitium and the first translocations of Glut-4 after
intravenous insulin infusion. Maximum translocation of Glut-4 was reached after 30
minutes.

Three impairments exist in the above described mechanisms for type 2 diabetic humans:
Impairment of Glut-4 translocation, impairment ofthe recruitment of muscle capillaries, and
impairment of the inhibition of hepatic glucose production [Zijlstra 2004]. The contribution
of each of these impairments is not clear, since only an overall insulin sensitivity (SI), the
efficacy of insulin to glucose uptake by body tissues [1/( pM·min)], is used in experiments to
quantifY the whole insulin resistance.

The goal of this study is to develop a method to understand and quantifY different potential
causes of insulin resistance in type 2 diabetes under normal physiological conditions. For
this purpose a novel model is to be developed and to be verified. In general the model will
incorporate the main glucose regulating mechanism to obtain descriptions of the variables
involved and to enebale estimation of physiologically relavant parameters using measured
data of glucose profiles, insulin profiles or others profiles of processes in a human.

The model should meet al the conditions for valid use in widespread clinical use. The oral
glucose minimal model must describe the mechanism by which insulin regulates glucose
uptake by muscle cells or adipose tissues as best as possible. Simplification of the model
leads to undermodelling of the glucose regulatory system giving erroneous estimates.
Overmodelling leads to complex model which are difficult to identifY. The data from clinical
measurements used for the novel model must be obtained during normal life conditions, the
possibilities for invasive measurements in humans are limited and the costs of the
measurements must be kept under a reasonable financial budget. Furthermore, the model
must provide reliable unique estimates for the model parameters which describe the effects
of Glut-4 translocation, the recruitment of muscle capillaries. and impairment of the
inhibition of hepatic glucose production with high precision using the measurements
techniques available, in other words the model needs to be identifiable for those parameters.

The first part of this report consists of modelling glucose kinetics in humans. First the
mechanisms of glucose uptake by skeletal muscle and its possible impairments were
discussed in this section. Further a closer analyse was made of the mechanism of transport of
insulin from blood plasma through the endothelium to reach the interstitium list in appendix
D. Secondly, several minimal models modelling the rate of appearance of glucose from the
gut in the blood plasma are discussed. Thirdly, the new oral glucose minimal model is
presented with is modifications compared to the classical minimal model of[Bergman 1979].
Finally the new oral glucose minimal model is represented in state space and the plasma
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glucose, interstitial glucose, interstitial insulin and the rate of appearance of glucose are
simulated using measured insulin profiles. A different approach could have been to use a
model to simulate insulin (insulin profiles) that is secreted by pancreatic ~-cells via the liver
into the portal vein. A study discussing the model is list in appendix B.

The second part of this report consists of parameter estimation to identify the unknown
parameters in the glucose metabolism model as optimal as possible. First, the glucose
metabolism model is tested on a priori global identifiability and a posteriori identifiability.
Secondly, the sensitivity of a priori parameters in relation with the estimated parameters is
examined. Thirdly, the parameter estimation algorithm used is explained and also a
technique is presented to calculate a lower bound of the precision that can be achieved for
each parameter when estimating the parameters. Fourthly, an algorithm is designed to
optimize the glucose input doses and an algorithm is designed to find the optimal sampling
scheduling. Then the results are shown. Finally, a discussion is made and suggestions for
future research are given.

2 Minimal Models

SI can be estimated in experiments with the Clamp technique, with the intravenous glucose
tolerance test (IVGTI), with the meal oral glucose tolerance test (MGTI) or with the oral
glucose tolerance test (OGTI). The Clamp technique consists of intravenous injecting a
known insulin concentration together with an infusion of glucose to control the glucose
concentration in blood plasma to a fixed value. The ratio of injected insulin and infused
glucose provides a measure of insulin sensitivity. The IVGTI consists of injecting a known
glucose concentration into the blood plasma. The glucose and insulin concentration in blood
plasma are measured in time. The minimal model [R.N. Bergman 1979] is used to estimate
parameters from which SI is calculated. The CLAMP technique as well as the IVGTI use
non-normal life conditions. The MGTI and OGTI are tests using normal life conditions. The
MGTI uses an ingested meal containing glucose and the OGTI uses an ingested liquid
containing glucose. The glucose and insulin profiles in blood plasma are measured.Also less
surgical intervention is needed (only arterial and venous blood samples) than during a
CLAMP or IVGTI. The minimal model of Bergman needs to be adapted to incorporate the
rate of appearance of glucose from the gut in the blood plasma / systemic circulation of
nutrient taken by mouth (Ra(t)).

In the past two mathematical models without physiological meaning have successfully been
used to estimate Ra(t). The "integral equation" method is based on the assumption that
Ra(t) is an anticipated version of blood plasma glucose concentrations [A. Caumo 2000].The
method calculates the areas under the measured glucose and insulin blood plasma
concentrations. To properly calculate the areas, the glucose and insulin concentration have to
return to basal levels. This may cause problems if the "integral equation" method is applied
to humans with either impaired glucose tolerance or impaired insulin secretion, in which the
return of glucose and insulin to the pretest levels requires a rather long time. Compared to
the Bergman minimal model for an IVGTI, only two additional parameters need to be
estimated. The "differential equation" method uses a piecewise-linear parametric model of
Ra(t) [Dalla Man 5-2002]. An advantage of this method is that glucose and insulin
concentrations do not have to return to basal value at the end of the test, hence, the
experiment is dramatically shortened. Four additional parameters have to be estimated.
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Two mathematical models with physiological meaning have been used successfully to
estimate Ra(t). [D.R.L. Worthington 1997] shows a physiological model which was tested on
a type I diabetic humans. A one compartmental method was proposed, having the following
physiological parameters: fraction content of glucose in the food normalized to glucose
distribution volume. time constant of gastric emptying and the transport delay between
ingestion of glucose and appearance of glucose in blood plasma. Advantages of this method
are that only three additional parameters have to be estimated and the parameters are
physiological.

An interesting physiological model is studied by [J.D. Elashoff 1982]. This model is used in
this study. The model uses the exponential curve which follows a set of physiological and
mathematical characteristics. The most important mathematical characteristic is that at time
zero the fraction of glucose ingested (D5) [g] is 1.0 and at infinite time the ingested fraction is
0.0. Further, the power exponential curve (I) also allows to have a slow initial emptying
followed by an accelerated emptying (/3>1). If {J<I the opposite occurs. This phenomenon is
often seen in humans who have undergone an operation. If {J=I the exponential curve is
obtained. Physiologically, the model uses the inverse of the time constant of gastric emptying
(k) [I/min] and {J.

f(t) =e<-ko/l (I)

Data of olders studies obtained by measuring the contents of different ingested meals (e.g.
glucose contents) and taken samples of the contents of stomach and using by different
healthy humans as well as by healthy humans with operated stomach were fit to (I) using
nonlinear least squares regression. This model showed high goodness of fit with the
measured data.

Another study [J. Schirra 1996] performed an experiment with eight healthy non-obese males
using this power exponential curve (I). The experiment used 50 or 100 grams glucose
dissolved in 400 ml water and drank in 2 minutes showing k's and {J's with a very high
precision.

Natalucci coupled the mono compartmental model IS. Natalucci 2003] using the power
exponential curve (I) with the adapted minimal model [Bergman 1979] for an OGTT. Figure I
shows this model were Ggut (t) [I/kg] is the mass of glucose in the gut and Kabs [I/min] is the
rate constant of glucose absorption from the gut into blood plasma. The model was tested on
nine non diabetic humans using a doses of 75 grams of glucose (D5) dissolved in water.
However. the parameters of the power exponential curve were not estimated. but the values
{J=1.23 and k= 0.014 [I/min] were taken from [J. Schirra 1996]. The experiment showed 5/
and Kabs with low variance.

DS -1,"-_fi_((_)_----...08----....1 Kabs

Figure I: Mono compartmental model of the gut

Ra (t)
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3 New Oral Glucose Minimal Model

Since the contribution of the different potential impairments in the glucose regulatory
system in type 2 diabetes, as stated in the introduction, is not clear yet, we propose to split up
SI in the individual components Srcap, Srglut-4 and SI -liver. SI -cap [I/( pM·min)] is the
efficacy of insulin to stimulate insulin and glucose transport from blood plasma into
interstitium by capillary recruitment. SI -glut-4 [II (11M.min)] is the efficacy of insulin to
stimulate glucose clearance in muscle and adipose tissue by GLUT-4 translocation. Srliver
[I/( pM· min)] is the efficacy of insulin to inhibit hepatic production and stimulate glucose
uptake by liver. The aim of this study was to modify the method developed by Bergman [R.N.
Bergman 1979] to make this splitting possible.

[Zijlstra 2004] suggested a modification of the minimal model of Bergman. This
modification consists of adding a (measured) interstitial glucose compartment to the classic
minimal model, to model the control of glucose transport into the interstitium by insulin as
discussed in the introduction Adding this compartment could make the identification of the
rate constant of transport of plasma glucose into the interstitial compartment possible. This
extra compartment is not new, a remote (non-accessible, only exchange with the glucose
blood plasma compartment) glucose compartment was already used during an IVGTT in
[Cobelli 1999], during an OGTT [Dalla Man 10-2002] and references in there to avoid
overestimation of SG (the insulin independent glucose uptake) and underestimation of SI
seen in one Compartmental Minimal Models (ICMM) like the classic Bergman model. This
extra compartment was also used in [Caumo 1993] and references in there to derive a time
profIle of endogenous hepatic glucose production during a labeled IVGTT. However, this
extra compartment was not measured in all earlier models.

Another difference in the new oral glucose minimal model with the classic minimal model of
Bergman is that inhibition of hepatic production and stimulation of glucose uptake by liver is
regulated by plasma insulin instead of interstitial insulin as access to hepatocytes is
immediate, due to a highly fenestrated endothelium [Bergman 2003]. Also, plasma insulin
regulates the transport of insulin and glucose from plasma to interstitium as discussed in the
introduction.

In the classic minimal model of Bergman SG consists of the net rate of glucose produced by
the liver and insulin independent glucose uptake by tissues like the brain. Unfortunately,
those effects cannot be estimated independently. By using ingested labelled glucose, a
distinction is made between ingested (labelled) glucose and the net rate of (non-labelled)
glucose produced by the liver. By measuring the concentration of labelled glucose in blood
plasma SI -liver can be obtained as e.g. performed in [Dalla Man 10-2002].

The suggestions made by Zijlstra [Zijlstra 2004] together with the new suggestions made in
this section, the previously discussed physiologic description of glucose appearance from the
gut into blood plasma and with the saturable receptor-mediated insulin transport hypothesis
(appendix D) resulted in the new oral glucose minimal model I shown in figure 2.
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Figure 2: New oral glucose minimal model for glucose metabolism, derived from the classic minimal model of
Bergman including a interstitial glucose comparhnent G'(t), inhibition of hepatic production and stimulation of
glucose uptake by liver regulated by plasma insulin l(t) instead of by interstitial insulin I'(t) and a physiologic
description of glucose appearance from the gut into blood plasma G(t) and using a saturable receptor-mediated
insulin transport from blood plasma to interstitium for insulin concentrations in physiological range

This new model consists of four compartments Crt) [mM]. glucose plasma, C'(t) [mM],
interstitial Glucose, I(t) [pM] insulin plasma and I'(t) [pM] interstitial insulin. Rge [g/min] is
the rate of gastric emptying, DS [g] is the amount of glucose ingested. Cgut (t) [I/g] is the
mass of glucose in the gut and Kabs [I/min] is the rate constant of glucose absorption from
the gut into blood plasma.

Glucose G(t) is transported at a rate proportional to k7 [I/min] to the interstitium and cleared
to muscle and adipose tissue at a rate proportional to k1 [I/min]. Glucose plasma Crt) is also
cleared to tissue in a non-insulin dependent way at a rate proportional to p6 [I/min].

Insulin I(t) is transported at a rate proportional to b [I/min] to the interstitium. Insulin I(t)
controls the inhibition and stimulation of hepatic glucose uptake by liver (k6 [1/( pM· min)]).
Also. insulin controls the transport of plasma glucose (k8 [I/pM]) and plasma insulin (k9
[I/pM]) to the remote compartments. Interstitial insulin controls glucose uptake by muscles
(k4 [1/( pM· min)]) and is degraded at a rate proportional to k3 [I/min].

Figure 3 shows the reparameterized model of figure 2 (model I). In model I. p2 equals k3
[I/min]. Srcap equals b.k9 [I/(pM·min)], P4 equals k7·k8 [1/( pM·min)]. PS equals kS
[I/min]. p6 equals Sc [I/min], Srglut4 equals k4·k1 [1/( pM·min)] and Srliver equals k6 [1/(
pM·min)].
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G(t) ~Q ~
sl-Cap.I(O p2

Figure 3= Reparameterized new oral glucose minimal model (model I) for glucose metabolism

The reparameterized new oral glucose minimal model I of figure 2 can be modified further
by including ingested labelled glucose GL(t) resulting in the new oral glucose minimal
model 2 as shown in figure 4 (index L denotes the labelled glucose version of a
compartment). Remark: Another method could be to enrich blood plasma with labelled
glucose by injecting intravenous labelled glucose resulting in the new oral glucose minimal
model 3. The new oral glucose minimal model 2 can easily be modified to describe this
experimental setup.

S, -liver· I(t)

Kabs

Figure 4: New reparameterized oral glucose minimal model (model 2) for glucose metabolism including labelled
ingested glucose
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The new oral glucose minimal model describes jointly the effects of Glut-4 translocation. the
recruitment of muscle capillaries. and impairment of the inhibition of hepatic glucose
production using existing minimal models in literature and modifying them using recent
insights in the mechanism by which insulin regulates glucose uptake by muscle cells or
adipose tissue. Knowing the joint interaction between these mechanisms is a great step
forward to understand and quantify different potential causes of insulin resistance in type 2
diabetes. Furthermore. analyzing and verifying the new oral glucose minimal model in aU its
aspects (a priori and a posterior identifiability. a priori parameter sensitivity) and performing
optimal experiment design (optimal input and optimal sample schedule) is a great step
forward in modelling glucose kinetics since to the authors knowledge it has never been
applied all in one to a minimal model ofglucose kinetics before.

Methods

4.1 Measurements Techniques

The data will be obtained in the near future at the School of Sport and Exercise Sciences at
the University of Birmingham. Sophisticated techniques are used to measure the
concentrations of plasma glucose and insulin and interstitial glucose during an OGTI.
Glucose and insulin in blood plasma are measured by taking samples by inserting an
intravenous cannula (BD Yenflon™) into one of the antecubital veins. The subject's arm is
placed in a so-called 'hot box' in which the high temperature will arterialise the venous blood.
The blood samples will be centrifuged at 3000g at 4·C for 10 min and stored at -70·C for
later analysis ofglucose and insulin.

Plasma glucose concentrations will be determined by the Cobas Mira Plus automated
analyser (ABX Diagnostics. UK) with a coefficient of variation (CV) of 2% if
measured in lo-fold. Plasma Insulin concentrations will be determined by a commercially
available kit (DRG instruments GmbH, Germany) with a CY of 10%. Further. the interstitial
glucose concentrations are measured by the microdialysis technique using custom made
CMAl07 microdialyse probe with a length of 3 cm, a MW cut off of 20000 and a coefficient
ofvariation (CY) of4%. Details of this technique are discussed in the next section.

4.1.1 Microdialysis

The microdialysis technique [Lonnroth 1987, Lonnroth 19971 consists of the diffusion of a
water-soluble substance over a dialysis membrane into a perfusion medium. It enables
measurement of the interstitial fluid. The inlet of the catheter is perfused by a pump with a
perfusion fluid (water containing isotonic saline) at a rate of 0.667 pI/min. Exchange occurs
between the perfusion fluid and the interstitial fluid. After equilibrium is reached.
subsequent dialyses samples (20 pI) are collected at the outlet of the catheter. The collected
sample is a mean measurement over the time needed to reach equilibrium. The samples are
analyzed for interstitial glucose. Due to the permeability of the dialysis membrane, maximal
85-90% of interstitial glucose is recovered in the dialysis. The microdialysis technique is not
suitable for interstitial insulin measurements since very low recovery (+/- 3%) is achieved yet
[Sjostrand 2005, Sjostrand 19991. Another drawback of this method is that data samples
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suffer from slow dynamics: interstitial mean glucose concentrations are only available after
reaching equilibrium in about 30 minutes.

4.2.1 Model Structure in State Space

The oral glucose minimal model I can be represented in state space. The state space model
structure and its state space measurement model of a dynamic system is shown in equations
(2, 3) and (4), respectively, where x is the n-state vector, u the multi input vector, fare linear
or nonlinear functions which describe the structure of the system parameterized by vector Oto
g are nonlinear or linear functions which describe the output configuration parameterized by
vector Oto Yv [tiv] are the measurements of the vth output sampled at Nvdiscrete times tiv, Yvm (t,
( 1) is the modeled vth output at time t or sampled at Nv discrete times tiv, tv is the
measurement error, assumed to be additive zero mean white noise with known

varianceav2(t;) and M the number of measured outputs.

State equation:

x(t,O,) = f(x(t,O,);u(t),O,) x(to'O,) = Xo

Output equation:
yv(t,O,) = gv(x(t,O,);O,)

Measurement model:

yJt;vl = Yvm [t;v' 0] + eJt;v] i= I, 2, 3, ... , Nv, V= I, 2, 3, ... , M

(2)

This framework includes non-equidistant time samples, that not all outputs (blood plasma
glucose and interstitial glucose) are sampled at the same time points and outputs measured
with different accuracy. It should be noted that for the glucose minimal model two different
types of input variables have to be discriminated. The orally ingested glucose can be
manipulated by the experimentator and, therefore, is an independent input, which, in system
theory, is commonly denoted by u(t). In our approach the measured insulin profile is also
applied as an input to the minimal model. However, since this input is a variable which
results from the response of the system to the independent input u(t), it is not independent.

The concept of 'dependent inputs' allows the opening of some of the feedback loops that
connect the system of interest to the rest of the closed loop real system [van Riel 2006]. The
model can focus on a smaller part of the system, as long as this subsystem is still integrated
in its real system through the measured input signal. If the system contains a subsystem
(state variables) which output can be measured, this subsystem (state variables) can be
substituted by using the measured signal as input to the system (dependent input v(t)) as
shown in (5). The number of states of the system is reduced. The drawback is a loss of
predictive power, because the 'open-loop' model can only be used to simulate situations for
which the dependent inputs have been measured in the real system. To solve the differential
equations for the used integration step, the measured dependent input signal v(t) is linearly
interpolated. If the dependent input(s) v(t) can be (accurately) measured in time, these signal
can be used as forcing functions for these input(s).

x(t,O,) = f(x(t,O,);u(t),v(t),O,) x(to'O,) = Xo
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4.2.2 Simulation

The differential equations have been solved in Matlab by the differential equation solver
Ode45. The relative error tolerances (ReITol) of the solutions were set four orders lower than
the amplitudes of the outputs to I' IO'4 and the absolute error tolerances (AbsTol) were set
two orders smaller than RelTol to I· IO·6.

4·3 Identifiability

The parameters of the new oral glucose minimal model I, 2 and 3 are tested on a priori global
identifiability and a posteriori identifiability to analyse which parameters can be estimated
using the measured techniques discussed in section 4.I. A parameter can be estimated if its
variance has an acceptable low value.

A priori global identifiability consists of analyzing the structure of the model to verify which
parameters can be estimated using the measured techniques discussed in section 4.1 and
using noise-free data without having any a priori information about the parameters. In
contrast to a priori global identifiability, a posteriori identifiability verifies which parameters
can be estimated by analysing the effects of the dimensions of the parameters, the effects of
different input profiles and the effects ofdifferent sample schedules.

4.3.1 A Priori Global Identifiability

A priori global identifiability under noise-free conditions has been examined by using an
algorithm based on differential algebra [Audoly 200IJ. Briefly, the algorithm consists of first
deriving one equation which is algebraic observable, in other words may only contain the
model input and output variables and their derivatives and not contain any states or its
derivatives. The input-output differential equation representation of a dynamic model has
this property. Hence, the differential equation has to be derived from the state space
representation of the model. In [Audoly 200IJ this is done by eliminating all states in each
equation of the state space representation by substituting state equations or their derivatives
in each other, the so called characteristic set of the model, resulting in one equation without
states, the so-called input-output relation of the model

The differential equation of the model is identical to the input-output relation of the model.
The differential equation is used to find the set of identifiable parameters by extracting the
coefficients of the differential equation of the model. These coefficents are subtracted by the
same coefficients which are substituted by a random numerical point in the parameter space
for the unknown parameters. An example is shown below:

Example A:

Differential equation:

d· c2· x(t) +c3/ c2· x(t) = 0

Coefficients of the differential equation:

d·c2,c3/c2

(aI)

(a2)

13



A random numerical point in the parameter space for the unknown parameters:

c1=12
e2=4
e3 =36

Coefficients of the differential equation subtracted by the same coefficients substituted by
random numerical point in the parameter space for the unknown parameter:

c1·e2-48 = 0

e3/e2-9=O (as)

The obtained set of coefficients (example 1: (a4. as)) of the differential equation, which are
called exhaustive summary in [Audoly 2001]. are solved by the Buchberger algorithm
[Buchberger 2001] obtaining the Grabner basis as shown in (a6). If this basis has a finite
number of solutions. all parameter can be estimated properly. Else, non-identifiable
parameters have to be estimated jointly, to obtain a finite number of solutions of the Grabner
basis. In example 1 C1 and C2/C3 are identifiable.

ge2-e3
-9 + e3/e2
c1-48/e2

(a6)

The algorithm described in [Audoly 2001] assumes generic initials conditions for the state
space model. Generic initials conditions are initial equations which are not restricted to a
particular value. If non-generic initials conditions are used, parameters could not be
observable in the differential equation leading to parameters which cannot be tested on
identifiability using this algoirtum. Hence. if non-generic initials conditions are used a
manual check needs to be done to verify if unknown parameters are not observable when
deriving the input-output relation of the model. If parameters vanish, the set of state
equations of the state space representation needs to be enlarged by adding the polynomials
evaluated at these initial conditions. In other words, the initial condition is filled in the state
space representation of the model and this polynomial is added as extra equation in the state
space representation of the model. The input-output relation must be recalculated.

[Saccomani 2002, Saccomani 2001] presented a modified algorithm based on [Audoly 2001]
for dealing with those non-generic initial conditions. The algorithm is based on the lack of
reachability / accessibility from the initial state. If the system is accessible from all initial
states, the characteristic set of the model is valid. Else the characteristic set needs to be
enlarged adding the polynomials evaluated at the initial conditions which lacks of
accessibility. The accessibility property of a model is checked by using the accessibility Lie
Algebra (6) where a/ax denotes the Jacobian matrix. A are the polynomials of the state
space model which are multiplied by the states x and B are the polynomials of the state space
model which are multiplied by the input u as defined in (7). A model is accessible from its
initial conditions if the so-called accessibility rank condition holds for each initial condition
[Sontag 1998]. The accessibility rank condition is satisfied when the linear span of all vectors
functions that can be obtained starting with the A's and taking any numbers of Lie brackets
of them as shown in (8) has the same dimension as the state space model.
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x= A·x+B·u

[A, BI,[A,[A, BlI,[A,[A,[A, BII, [A,[A,[A,[A,BIII, ...=[ABI,[A2B] ,[NB],[A4B], ...

(6)

4.3.2 A posteriori Identifiability

The model to model adjustment [Damen 2005] approach has been used to analyse the a
posteriori identifiability using different input profiles under noise and noise-free conditions
and under. The effect using when using different samples schedules can also be studied.
Model to model adjustment consists ofanalyzing the error cost function (9) for combinations
of parameters e with different values in the parameter space where yv(tjv) are the
measurements of the vth output sampled at Nvdiscrete times tiv. yvm (tiv.Bt ) are the modeled vth
output sampled at Nvdiscrete times tiv using the parameters B" zv is the vth output weighting
factor, Be are the true parameters, Nv the number of samples taken for each output v and M
the number of outputs.

_ 1 N M _ 2

J (8) = IiLL Zv (Yv (tjv,8t ) - Yvm (tjv,8))
l' ,=1 \1=1

The 2 dimensional contour plot, plots the cost function (the model error) for two parameters
for a range of values. Other parameters in the parameter space are kept fixed at the true
parameter Be. If the combination of parameter is identifiable, the contour plot shows
concentric ellipses centered at the supposed true values of the two parameters (global
minima). The more narrow and steeper the concentric ellipsis are, how more accurate the
estimation of both parameters will be.

4·3·3 A Priori Parameters Sensitivity

Parameters which are not identifiable by the used model setup in combination with the used
experimental setup have been set a priori. Unfortunately, parameters can vary among
population. The parameter sensitivity shows if a non-identifiable parameter can be set a
priori without losing significant precision of the parameters when the non-identifiable
parameter varies significantly among population. Therefore the parameters sensitivities have
been calculated by varying the a priori parameters one by one over a fixed range with respect
to the true known parameter, setting the value of the other a priori parameters fIXed,
estimating the corresponding unknown identiafiable parameters and finally calculating the
corresponding parameter covariance matrix Ll(8) which will be explained in section 4+ If
the identifiable parameters are unbiased, the determinants of the obtained covariance
matrices are an indication for the parameter sensitivity for variation of the a priori parameter.
Else, if estimates were not unbiased, the worstcase bias technique, as stated in the last
paragraph of section 4.4, has been used.
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4.4 Parameter Estimation

Several algorithms exist to estimate parameters of a model, such as: Weight Least Squares
estimation (WLS), Maximum Likelihood estimation (ML), Generalized Least Squares
estimation and Bayesian estimation (MAP). In this study Maximum Likelihood estimation
has been used since the noise introduced by the measurements techniques used (section 4.1)

can be assumed to be white, Gaussian, zero mean and with variance eY,,2.

The ML criterion assumes that the measured vth output Yv sampled at Nv discrete times til'

consists of the modelled vth output Yvm depending on true parameters at and noise e as shown
in (10). which is different from (4) since the parameter vector has been split in a priori
unidentifiable parameters which were kept fixed ejix and the identifiable parameters which
have been estimated e.,/.

(10)

The probability density function of Gaussian noise is shown in (10).

(II)

Combining equations (10) and (II) and assuming that the consecutive noise samples are
independent, results in the likelihood function for the residue of the vth output with variance

2
eY" (12).

(12)

The noise is assumed to be white, Gaussian, zero mean and with variance eY,,2. This

assumption has been checked, as will be discussed in this section, after having estimated the
parameters.

The likelihood function for the residues of all outputs M is shown in (13).

Taking the log of (13) results in the cost function for the ML (14) [Damen 2005 p. 47-62J.

J (Best) = t f (y" (t;" ) - y "m (t;~ , Bfix ' Bes/ ) )2
;=1 ,,=1 2eY"
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The model parameters Bes, are estimated by minimizing (14) as shown in (18).

0es, = arg min J(Oes,)
(},.fI

Function minimization of (15) has been accomplished in Matlab using the non linear least
square estimation algorithm lsqnonlin which uses the Medium-Scale Gauss-Newton
Algorithm with Line search cubicpoly. The minimization of (15) stopped when the variation
in cost function, between two subsequent iterations was less than TolFun or the absolute
parameters value changed less than ToIX. TolFun was set much lower than the amplitudes of
the weighted outputs ZvYv to 1'10'4 and ToIX, a factor 1000 lower than the lowest true value of
the estimated parameter set to 1'10"10, The minimization algorithm also stops after a number
of iterations is reached. The maximal number of iterations was set to 800.

After having estimated the parameters, the residues of the criterium iv(Bes,) must be analyzed
to ensure that the assumption made earlier that the noise is Gaussian, zero mean with

variance crv
2 is true. For white noise it holds that consecutive noise samples are

independent. Its mean is zero and its autocorrelation function ¢v (t shift) (16) takes the form

of a pulse at zero time shift and is zero elsewhere (Dirac pulse).

IN,.
¢v(tshi/') = N LJJtiv,Oes,)·J,,(tiV +tshift,Oes,)

\' ;::1

(16)

The lower bound of the parameter covariance matrix ~(O est) of the estimated model
parameters Bes, is obtained (using the Cramer-Rao theorem) from the inverse of the Fisher
information matrix F(Oes,) [Walter 1997 p. 245-25°] as shown in (17). If MLE qualifies as an
unbiased and minimum variance estimator, the lower bound in (17) becomes an equality.

An estimator is unbiased if (18) holds where E denotes the expectation. In addition, if the

variance cr•. 2
is set to the inverse of de data covariance of the disturbance and Nv»na (number

of parameters) holds. MLE qualifies as an asymptotically unbiased and minimum variance
estimator [Damen 2005], respectively.

[

N a (t 0 0 )2ay (t ,{} ,{} )2]-1
M I v 1 Yvm iv' fix' es' vm iv fix est'" 1: - 1: -------:..--~--...:.:.:.:..--=-=--~'-----='::....-

v=1 N i=l 2a 2 a{) a{}T
v v est est

E(Oesl - 0,) =0 for Nv»no (18)
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with E the expected value and no the number of estimated parameters. The variance a v
2
in

(17) has been determined a posteriori. After having estimated the parameters. information is

available concerning the variance a v
2

• It is set to the squared 2-norm of the residues of

J(Oe5') (14)·

If the parameters are biased (£(Oe5' - 0,) '1= 0) the parameter covariance matrix cannot be
calculated using (17). In this case. the relative worst case bias is used to provide a measure of
the (in)accuracy of the parameter estimations. The relative worst case bias as shown in (19)
has been calculated for each identifiable parameter Best in the parameter space by varying the
initial values of each identifiable parameter one Best by one between -50 to +50% of Bt in steps
of 10%, setting all other identifiable parameter fixed and estimating its value using the
maximum likelihood estimation technique and adding for each estimation procedure q a
different sequence of noise to the synthetic data with a IjSNR of 0%. 5% or 10%. The relative
worst case bias is then the maximal difference found. among all Qestimation procedures,
between estimate Best,q and true value Bq,t as shown in (20).

1
0 -01B' (%) = e5'.q , .10001las rei 0 e51 q 70

. 0,

4.5 Optimal Experiment Design

q = 1,2,3 .. ·. Q

(20)

Designing an optimal experiment for parameter identification consists primary of selecting
the inputs and outputs to make all parameters of interest in the model identifiable (section
4.3). Secondary. it consist of choosing a suitable parameter estimation algorithm, optimizing
the shape of the input signal, choosing the optimal sampling schedule, choosing the type of
sensors etc. to get the maximal information from the obtained data.

Since the choices of inputs and outputs were restricted due to physical accessibility, optimal
experiment design has been focused on optimizing the glucose input doses and choosing the
optimal sampling schedule discussed in section 4.5.1 and 4.5.2 respectively.

4.5-1 Optimal Input Shaping

An optimal input can be determined by the D-optimality criterion [Walter 1997 p. 287-2911 as
applied in [Cobelli 19881 if the identifiable parameters are unbiased. D-optimality criterion
consists of minimizing the determinant of the parameter covariance matrix, which is
equivalent to maximizing the determinant of the Fisher information matrix (17) (unbiased
and minimum variance estimator) for the input signal u(t) using a conventional sample
schedule that is intuitively used by experts. The optimal input criterion for each vth output is
shown in (21).
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(21)

U(I)

If the identifiable parameters are biased, (17) cannot be used to estimate the variance of the
parameters. In this case, the relative worst case bias technique has been used as measure of
parameter accuracy, as discussed in the last paragraph of section 4+

4.5.2 Optimal Sample Schedule

The parameter covariance matrix ~(8es,) also depends on the used sample schedule
according to the inverse of the Fisher information matrix (17).

The optimal sample schedule for each output is determined by maximizing the determinant
of the Fisher matrix (17) (D-optimality) (unbiased and minimum variance estimator) for each
sample taken (/iv ) if the identifiable parameters are unbiased. The optimal sample schedule
criterion for each vth output is shown in (22).

(22)

If the parameters are biased the Fisher information matrix cannot be used. In this case the
relative worst case bias, as stated in the last paragraph of section 4+ has been used to
provide the variance of the parameter estimations.

Several algorithms are based on starting with a conventional sample schedule (the sample
schedule which is used normally) where each individual sample is optimized by comparing it
with its neighbouring samples in the conventional sample schedule. If by taking a
neighbouring sample, the determinant of the Fisher matrix is increased, this new sample is
exchanged with the old one [Mori 19791, [Landaw 19821. [Xianjin 20001.
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The algorithm developed in this study starts at the first sample of the conventional sample
schedule searching for the first sample within a fixed horizon of samples that increases the
precision. This sample is exchanged with the old one. This process is repeated until the
maximal duration of the experiment is achieved. If after finishing, the optimal sample
schedule contains too many samples than ethical/financial possible, the fixed horizon of
samples is increased. Changing the horizon of samples is stopped when the optimal sample
schedule contains the desired number of samples.

The search horizon was taken arbitrary to reduce the number of samples taken: twice the
time needed to measure interstitial glucose. The optimal samples have been selected in the
range (domain) of the conventional samples

The outputs do not have to be sampled at the same time points. The samples are separated
by at least the time needed to take a measurement of the output. Measurement of G(t) takes
much less than one minute and measurement of G'(t) takes thirty minutes.

Results

5.1.1 Model Structure in State Space

The new oral glucose minimal model I, valid for insulin concentrations in a physioligal range
(up to 600 pM), is a multi input multi output (MIMO) nonlinear dynamic system consisting
of a four state-vector (26-29) having one independent input, one dependent input and two
outputs. The independent input is DS [g], the dependent input I(t) [pM] and the outputs (30-

31) are G (t,Ot) [mM] and G'(t,Bt ) [mM] a mean over each 30 minutes as stated in section

4.1.2. The dependent input could become an independent input if simulated using the ~-cell

insulin secretion models which are list in Appendix B. The outputs are sampled at discrete
time ti with Nc, Nc' samples, respectively, as shown in (32, 33) were Gm[tpBjix,Best ] is the

modelled quantized glucose ouput and G'm[tj,Bjix,Bes,] is the modelled quantized mean

interstial glucose output over each 30 minutes. Due to measurement restrictions, the

minimum time intervals of samples of G(t,O,) and G'(t,Bt ) were taken as I minute and 30

minutes, respectively. t;, is the measurement error, assumed to be additive zero mean white

noise with known variance (7',,2 for output v. The remaining parameters are Gb [mM] which is

the basal glucoce concentration, h [pM] the basal insulin concentration, (7',2 the variance of

the measurement noise and (7'2
2 the variance of the measurement noise.

• Kabs·G (t)
G(t) = -[SI-'iver + p4]. [G(t) -GB l [I(t) - 1,,]+ p5 + SG .G(t)· gut (26)

V
G(O) = G"

ht) =- p2· I' (t) + 5 1- cap ' [I(t) - I,} 1'(0) =0 (27)

(;,(t) = -SI-glut-4 . I' (t) . GO (t) + p4· [G(t) - GJ. [I (t) - I,,] GO (0) =GO" (28)
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Ggu/(t) =DS· k· P·e(-k.t)P - Kabs .Ggu/ (t)

YI(t,~)=G(t,O/)

Y2 (t, ~) =G'(t, 0/)

YI[t;]=Gm[t;,Ojix,Oes/]+e.,[t j ] i=I,2.3 ...·• Nc.

Y2[t j ]=G'm [tj,O[u'0est]+e.,[t) j= I. 2. 3, .... Nc.

5-1.2 Simulation

(29)

(3°)

(3 1)

(3 2 )

(33)

Synthetic datasets are produced by simulating the model states space representation in
Matlab using parameters found in literature for healthy non-obese humans and measured
insulin input profile from [Wagenmakers 2006]. Sixth datasets were produced. Details of the
datasets and plots used are shown in appendix C. Plots of the simulated glucose and insulin
plasma and interstitial glucose data are also found in appendix C.

The parameters k, Kabs. {3, and D5 related by the gut were estimated in [Natalucci 2003] and
[Schirra 1996] as stated in section 3. the parameters P5 and 5r liver related by the liver were
estimated by the two compartment minimal model (using a non-accessible interstitial
glucose compartment. but having similar behaviour as a accessible interstitial glucose
compartment) [Dalla Man 10-2002] and [eaumo 1993]. the parameters p2. p6 and V were
estimated by the (improved) hot IVGrr two compartment minimal model [Toffolo 2003], the
parameter k7 was estimated by [Regittnig 2003] using high frequently sampled ISF (open­
flow microperfusion) which uses a mathematical model [Steil 1996] to describe
transendothelial transport of glucose form blood plasma to remote interstitium and finally b
was estimated by experimental data of [Sjostrand 2005] using low frequently sampled ISF
(mircrodialysis) and a mathematical model [Steil 1996] to describe transendothelial transport
of insulin form blood plasma to remote interstitium. Mean values and variances are shown in
table I. No a priori information of the parameters k8. k9 and 5rglut4 were found in literature.
Parameters k8 and k9 have been. to the authors knowledge, never been estimated. Since the
product ofk7/b, k8/k9 and I(t) must be in the range of the transport from blood plasma to
interstitium k7/k8, these parameters were first settled roughly. proportional to the inverse of
the concentration of insulin to maintain the same range of transport. Secondly. parameters
k8 and k9 were adjusted by trial and error producing a possible dataset of glucose kinetis. 5r
glut4 was totally unknown and was set by the trial and error method just discussed.

Kabs Beta k v k9 112 Sl"cal1
2.89'10" 1.2 3 0.014 1.386 ±2.0·103. 0.113 b· k9

± 0.q2 '10" ± 0.09 ± 0.001 ±~.7·10"1I (1/0.21)3 III ± 0.02~

SG k2 k8 SI"S!lut4 k7 Sl"liver P4
0.018 0.0395 ±3·0 ' 10"[ ±1.0·10"

(0.063±7' ro'3) 1.57' 10'0
k7*k8

± 0.006 ± 0.008 . (1/0.21) III ± 1.08. 10.6 I

Table I: Overview of the parameter value used in the new oral glucose minimal model 1 to simulate the sixth
datasets (appendix C)

I Conversion factor between [ml/min I/llUJ to [I/min I/pMJ: 1/7.0625. • Conversion factor between [dl/mg] to [I/min l/mM]:
180.16 I/mM. 3 Ratio between distribution volume of blood plasma and interstitial fluid.
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5.2 Identifiability

In the new oral glucose minimal model I two outputs are measured namely, measurement of
plasma glucose G (t) and interstitial glucose G' (t). A restriction exits for measurements of
interstitial glucose G' (t), as only a mean measurement is available over each 30 minutes

(G' (t») as stated in section 4.1.2. This restriction is taken into consideration by calculating the

mean of Gm(t)' over 30 minutes using the parameters Olin the oral minimal glucose model.

The mean is calculated by summing up the values of Gin '(t) with intervals set to one-fifth of
the smallest experimental time constant used in the model and dividing it by the number of
intervals.

5.2.1 A Priori Global Identifiability

A priori global identifiability is done for the new oral glucose minimal models I, 2 and 3.
First the manual check is performed to verify if unknown parameters are not observable
when dealing with non-generic initial conditions. Fortunately all parameters are observable.
Table 2 shows the identifiable parameters.

Identifiable parameter sets

model I

model 2

model 3

Ib, Gb, kabs, v, P4, and Sicap or Siglu4
Ib, Gb, kabs, v, P4. SiLiver or P5 and Sicap or Siglu4
Ib, Gb, kabs, v, P4, SiLiver or P5, Beta or k and Sicap or Siglu4

Table 2: Overview of the a priori global identifiability parameters for models I, 2 and 3

A remark can be made about the identifiability of 51 -cap. 51 -cap can be identified separately if
the interstitial insulin G'(t) profIle is measured and p2 is known a priori. Unfortunately,
measurements of interstitial insulin G'(t) are not available. However, the interstitial insulin
profIle can be estimated after estimating 5rglut4. In this case the variance of 51 -cap. depends
on a summation of two parts. One part is its own variance when estimating it from the
measured plasma insulin profIle and estimated interstitial insulin. The other part is non
linear and depends on the variance of 5rglut4'

5.2.2 A Posteriori Identifiability

The cost function of the new oral glucose minimal model I is evaluated for the plasma
glucose output signal and the interstitial glucose output signal. The cost function is shown
in (34).

For each combination of the two dimensions in the parameter space, the contour plot of the
error function is plot for model I (DS=75 gram), 2 (DS=72 gram, labelled ingested glucose 3
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gram) and 3 (DS=75 gram, enrichment labelled glucose 3%) with variations of the parameter
(}t of+/- 50 % using steps of 5%. The contourlines for ]((})<=IO are plot at 0.01 distance from
each other. For ]((}»IO<= 200, the contour lines are plot at 5.00 distance from each other.
The contour plots also include estimation results indicated by red circles. (The true value is
indicated with a red plus-sign.) The a posteriori identifiability is examined for the first and
the second data set described in section 5.1.2 / appendix C with added white noise having a
I/SNR of 0 % and 5%. Plots. not alL are shown in Appendix D.

Appendix D shows for model I using dataset I, that the contourplots for all possible
combinations of parameters kabs. P4. Srglut4 and Gb are narrow and steep centered at the
supposed true values of the two parameters (global minima). In contrast, parameter lb shows
for the same combinations of parameters in almost all case heavily stretched ellipses
indicating poor-identiafiable parameters. Parameter v shows stretched ellipses for the same
combinations with kabs and Srglut4' Srliver and all other parameters not included in
appendix D.I or D.2 show heavily stretched ellipses for combinations with kabs, P4, and Sr
glut4' The same holds when a different insulin proftle (dataset 2) is used.

Model 2 is examined by the model 2 model adjustment to know whether ingesting labelled
glucose using the same experimental setup improves identifiability of Srliver. However, Sr
liver show heavily stretched ellipses for combinations with kabs, P4, Srglut4 and Gb. Although
model 3 shows less stretched ellipses than model 2 for combinations with kabs. P4, Srglut4
and Gb, Srliver remains a poor-identiafiable parameter.

Although a priori global identifiability shows identifiability of beta and k in all possible
combinations with kabs, P4, Srglut4 and Gb in model 3, stretched ellipses are shown for all
possible combination in appendix D.3.

In all cases that no noise is added, parameters are estimated exactly (unbiased parameters).
By adding a I/SNR of 5% white noise to the ouitput signal, bias was introduced in the
estimation of parameters. However, parameter estimations are all close to the exact value (not
shown in appendix D).

5.2.3 A Priori Parameters Sensitivity

The a priori parameters sensitivity is calculated using the first and the second data set
described in section 5.1.2/ appendix C with added white noise having a I/SNR of 0%,5% and
10%. respectively. The a priori parameters are varied one by one by ± 5, 10, 20 and 30 %. The
initial values of the identifiable parameters used in the estimation algorithm are set to those
which showed largest bias in the relative worst case bias test in the case of a I/SNR of 0%
white noise (section 5.3). The results shown in appendix E, shows the best possible variance
for each identifiable parameter when the a priori parameters varies form the true value used.

Appendix E shows that for all estimated parameters, lb, Gb, beta and k are highly sensitivity
to variations of the true value among population. Parameter p2 only shows highly sensitivity
for parameter Srglut4' The remaining parameters P5, Sc and Srliver are insensible. An
exception occurs for Srliver which shows a quite high sensitivity when white noise is added
with a I/SNR.of 10%.
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5.3 Parameter Estimation

The cost function for ML is shown in (35) where (jG 2, (jG? are the variance of measurement

errors in plasma glucose G(t) and interstitial glucose G'(t) .

A priori information is available about the quality of the measurements of glucose and
insulin plasma and interstitial glucose specified by the manufacturer of the measurement
equipment or the lab where the samples are analyzed as stated in section 4.1.

The relative worst case bias is first calculated using the first and the second data set described
in section 5-1.2 / appendix C with added white noise having a I/SNR of 0%, (2.5%), 5% and
10%, respectively. The initial values of the identifiable parameters used in the estimation
algorithm are varied between +/- 50 % using steps of 10%. "The results shown in table 3,
shows the relative worst case bias for each identifiable parameter.

I/SNR Insulin proftle I Insulin proftle 2
(%) kabs v P4 SiG]u4 kabs v P4 SiG]u4
0 3.31 3.76 2.51 2·49 2.29 3-36 2·53 2.63

S LI8 2.64 2.46 3-66 0.412 5·95 5-28 6·53
10 2.40 6.26 6.19 4-43 0·34 13-0 10·5 12·4

I/SNR Insulin proftle I Insulin proftle 2

(%) SiCap SiCap
0 3-00 '10'3 0.201

2.} 0.351 1.21

S 5.0 9 4.09
10 31.5 39·5

Table 3: Overview of the worst case bias of all identifiable parameters using synthetic data for two different insulin
profiles (data sets I and 2, respectively, appendix b) with added white noise having a I/SNR of 0, (2.5), 5 and 10%

Table 3 shows that all estimated parameters suffer from bias in all cases. All estimated
parameters shows a low variance in all cases. (The initial values of the identifiable parameters
in the case of a I/SNR of 0% white noise which showed largest relative worst case bias are for
the first dataset 1-4' kabs, 1.4 ·v, 1.4·P Srcap, 1.5' Srglut4 and 1.3' Srcap, for the second dataset
0·5' kabs, 0.5' v, 0·5' P4, 0.5' Srg1ut4 and 0.6· Srcap.)

Secondly, the relative worst case bias is calculated using the third, fourth, fifth and sixth data
set described in section 5-1.2/ appendix C with added white noise having a I/SNR of 0%, 5%
and 10%, respectively. The results are shown for datasets third and fourth in table 3 and for
datasets fifth and sixth in table 4.
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I/SNR Insulin profIle I Insulin profIle 2

(%) kabs v P4 SiGlut4 kabs V D4 SiGlut4
0 18.2 17.1 16.6 4.89 16·5 20.0 19·7 12.8

'i 17-4 28.1 16.6 24.2 24·7 23.1 2504 5.20
10 20.6 38.8 36 -4 48,9 60.1 18,4 23.8 10·5

I/SNR Insulin profIle I Insulin profIle 2

(%) kabs v P4 SiGlut4 kabs V 04 SiGlu4
0 28·3 27·5 29·9 13-0 8·52 8.09 3°·8 4.68

5 1.18 9-41 69.2 18.0 10·9 9·39 49·9 20.8
10 20·3 9.69 52 .2 35·5 ILl IL2 52·4 20·9

Table 4: Overview of the worst case bias of all identifiable parameters using synthetic data for two different insulin
profiles and two different sample schedules (data sets 3, 4, 5 and 6, respectively, appendix b) with added white
noise having a I/SNR of 0,5 and 10%

Table 4 shows for all estimated parameters a higher variance for each estimated parameter
than by using the first and second dataset, but still acceptable. However. table 4 shows a
lower variance for all estimated parameters in the case of a I/SNR of 0% and 5% than by
using the third and fourth dataset but still higher than by using the first and second dataset.

5.4 Optimal Experiment Design

5.4.1 Optimal Input Shaping

The optimal dosis was calculated by varying the input dose DS in the range of I gram to 100
gram in steps of I gram using the first and the second data set described in 5-1.2/ appendix C
with added white noise having a I/SNR of 0%.5% and 10%, respectively. The initial values of
the identifiable parameters used in the estimation algorithm were set to those which showed
largest bias in the worst biased test in the case ofa I/SNR of 0% white noise (section 5.3).

If the relative worst bias of each estimated parameter was lower than 10% and did not
increase for an increase in glucose dosis, this minimum glucose input was said to be optimal.
The results are shown in table 5.

I/SNR Insulin profIle I Insulin profIle 2

(%) Amount of glucose [~1 Amount of lducoseIl!1
0 I I

'i 33 33
10 59 78

Table s: Optimal dosis using synthetic data for two different insulin profiles (data sets I, 2, respectively, appendix
B) with added white noise having a I/SNR of 0,5 and 10%
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6 Discussion and Suggestion

The goal of this study was to investigate and validate a new oral glucose minimal model
describing jointly the effects of Glut-4 translocation, the recruitment of muscle capillaries
and the effects of impairments of the inhibition of hepatic glucose production using existing
minimal models in literature and modifying them using recent insights in the mechanism by
which insulin regulates glucose uptake by muscle cells or adipose tissues. The new oral
glucose minimal model was to be identified in all its aspects (a priori and a posteriori
identifiability, a priori parameter sensitivity and to perform optimal experiment design).

Three oral glucose minimal models have been developed. The first model was developed to
estimate the rate constant of glucose absorption from the gut into blood plasma (kabs), to
estimate the efficacy of insulin to stimulate its own transport from blood plasma into
interstitium by capillary recruitment (5rcap) , to estimate the efficacy of insulin to stimulate
glucose transport from blood plasma into interstitium (P4), to estimate the efficacy of
interstitial insulin to stimulate glucose clearance into muscle by Glut-4 translocation (5r
glut4) and finally, to estimate the plasma glucose distribution volume per unit of body weight
(v). The second model was developed to estimate the previous parameters, but also to
estimate the efficacy of insulin to inhibit hepatic production and stimulate glucose uptake by
liver (51-liver) by including ingested labelled glucose. The third model was an alternative for
the second model since model 3 enriches blood plasma with labelled glucose through
injecting labelled glucose instead of ingesting labelled glucose.

After developing the three oral glucose minimal models, a priori global identifiability analysis
proved that with the models structure used, these estimations were possible. However, more
information was acquired when choosing model 3, since model 3 could also estimate beta, the
variable of the power exponential curve denoting the velocity ofemptying of the gut. This was
obvious since extra data was available to estimate v by the infusion oflabelled glucose.

A posteriori identifiability analysis showed, for all possible combinations of parameters kabs,
P4, 5rglut4 and Gb, contour plots with narrow ellips that were steep centered at the supposed
true values of the parameters (global minima) using two different insulin profiles. Since Gb
could be measured, this parameter was set a priori in order to not influence negatively the
parameter estimation of the other unknown parameters. Parameter v showed stretched
ellipses when estimated together with parameters kabs or 5rglut4 indicating low accuracy and
less reliability as was seen when the relative worst bias was calculated. A problem occurs if
parameter 51-liver was estimated since all three models showed heavily stretched ellipses for
combinations of kabs, P4, and 5rglut4. Heavily stretched ellipses indicate non-identifiable
parameters. Parameter 5rliver was non-identifiable because P4» 5rliver in (26).

Further, the a priori parameters sensitivity was calculated using two different insulin profiles.
All estimated parameters, lb, Gb, beta and k showed highly sensitivity to variations of the true
value among population. Since lb and Gb could be measured, this was not a problem. On the
other hand, high a priori parameter sensitivity of parameters beta and k was a real problem. A
priori global identifiability showed identifiability of either beta or k, however, analyzing the a
posteriori identifiability rejected this possibility. Good estimates of kabs and k are available in
literature [Schirra 1996], however, study [J.D. Elashoff 1982] shows that humans who have
undergone an operation in the stomach can be modelled by changing parameter beta. Hence,
variations of beta among populations exist. Beta or k could be estimated by measuring the
content of glucose in the gut or by using high(er) concentrations of labelled glucose.
Parameter p2 showed only highly sensitivity for parameter 5rglut4. Estimates of p2 are
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available in literature e.g. [Toffolo 2003]. The bias of 5rglut4 could be lowered by using the
open-flow microperfusion technique [Bodenlenz 2005] instead of the microdialysis technique

for measurements of interstitial glucose Gm(t)'. The open-flow microperfusion technique

makes faster sampling of interstitial glucose Gm(t)' possible than the microdialysis

technique. The remaining parameters P5, 5G and 5rliver were insensible for variation of the a
priori identifiable parameters. An exception occured for 5rliver that showed a quite high
sensitivity when noise was added with a I/SNR of 10% to the ouput signals. However, a
maximal I/SNR of 5 % was present in the measured outputs using the microdialysis
technique.

A remark could be made about the identifiability of 51 -cap. 51 -cap could be identified
separately if the interstitial insulin G'(t) profIle was measured and p2 was known a priori.
Unfortunately, measurements of interstitial insulin G '(t) were not available. However, the
interstitial insulin profIle could be estimated after estimating 5rglut+ In this case the
variance of 51 -cap depends on a summation of two parts. One part is its own variance after
estimating it from both the measured plasma insulin profile and the estimated interstitial
insulin. The other part is non- linear and depends on the variance of 5rglut4.

The studied identifiability agreed with the found relative worst case bias. A relative worst case
bias of maximal 6.5 % was achieved for all estimated parameters using a I/SNR of 5% added
white noise. If a I/SNR of 10% white noise was added, a maximal relative worst case bias of
13% was achieved. If no noise was added, a maximal relative worst case bias of 3.76% was
achieved indicating bad working of the minimalization algoritm used to minimize (15).
Important to note is that measurements of interstitial glucose G'(t) had been undermodelled.

The interstitial glucose G'(t) samples were modelled by calculating the mean of Gm(t)' over

30 minutes by summing up the values of Gm 'ft) with intervals set to one-fifth of the smallest

experimental time constant used in the model and dividing it by the number of intervals. In

fact, subsequent samples of interstitial glucose Gm(t)' are influenced by each other since the

samples are collected at the outlet of the catheter without stopping the inlet of new interstitial
glucose, causing mixing of subsequent interstitial glucose samples. This effect was not taken
into account since the behaviour ofmixing is still unknown.

The optimal dosis was calculated by varying the input doses D5 in the range of I gram to 100
gram in steps of I gram using two different insulin profiles and using sequences of added
white noise with a I/SNR of 0%, 5% and 10%. A complication occured when D5 was varied.
If D5 vary, this also implies a different insulin profIle. However, the same insulin profIle was
used during all variations of D5 since an insulin profile of glucose ingestion other than 75 or
100 gram was not available. It is not common to have such an OCTI. This complication set
doubts to the obtained results. This minimum glucose input was said to be optimal if the
relative worst bias of each estimated parameter was lower than 10% and did not increase for
an increase in glucose doses. For each I/SNR a different optimum glucose input was
obtained. For a I/SNR of 0% of added white noise, all glucose doses were optimal. For a
I/SNR of 5% of added white noise an optimal glucose doses of 33 gram was obtained and for
a I/SNR of 10% of added white noise, 78 gram was obtained. It could be concluded that the
doses ofglucose should be as high as possible.

Due to limited time issues, the optimal sample schedule algorithm was not applied. Instead
of this, a different test was applied: The relative worst case bias was calculated for two extra
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different sample schedules (appendix C). The first extra sample schedule (the conventional
sample schedule) is used as standard in many studies [Sjostrand 2005], [Wagenmakers
20061. For the second extra sample schedule, a new sample schedule was developed which
takes samples of glucose and insulin plasma during events when most changes take places in
the insulin profIle. This is often, during the first 60 minutes after glucose ingestion. This
second extra sample schedule showed a lower variance for all estimated parameters in the
case of a I/SNR of 0% and 5% of added white noise than using the first extra sample
schedule. This is obvious, because the second extra sample schedule has samples of glucose
and insulin plasma during events when the most changes takes places in the insulin profIle.
Hence, it is very interested to find the optimal sample schedule to obtain the lowest possible
relative worst bias for the estimated parameters. In both cases, the relative worst case bias
was higher than the best relative worst case bias calculated in section 5.3 because fewer
samples are taken in both extra sample schedules. It could be discussed if an optimal
samples schedule could be found, since great variety exits among measured glucose profIles.

A remark could be made about the optimal sample schedule algorithm developed here to
calculate the optimal sample schedule. The optimal sample schedule could use the Fisher
information matrix as indication how optimal a samples schedule is. At the start of the
algorithm a sample schedule with many samples is available which showed, as in section 5.3,
low relative worst case bias. However, as the algorithm progress, the current optimum sample
schedule has fewer samples than the initial sample schedule, introducing more bias in the
estimation of parameters. Hence, the conditions of Fisher information matrix are not
satisfied, and the relative worst case bias technique must be used instead. A drawback of the
relative worst case bias technique is the processing time which is extremely large. But if the
search of the optimum sample schedule progress well, the sample schedule should always
show low bias and the Fisher information matrix could be used. A dilemma that must be
investigated, before using the optimal sample schedule algorithm.

A different remark can be made about the choice of first calculating the optimal input doses
before searching for the optimal sample schedule or quite the reverse. Since the optimal
samples is selected in the range (domain) of the conventional samples, it is obvious to
calculate first the optimal input doses for the conventional samples and then to reduce this
set of samples obtaining the optimal sample schedule.

7 Conclusion

The goal of this study was to investigate possible impairments of insulin resistance in type 2

diabetes. Model I could be used to investigate whether there are impairments in Glut-4
translocation and impairments in the recruitment of muscle capillaries during physiological
insulin concentrations that. The model did not take into account insulin production by the
pancreas, instead of this the insulin concentration profIle in blood plasma wasmeasured
which insulin was produced by the pancreas. Model I could not discriminate impairment of
hepatic glucose production.

The following parameters can be estimated using model 2 and measuring glucose blood
plasma, insulin blood plasma, basal glucose level, basal insulin level and interstitial glucose
using the microdialysis technique: The rate constant of glucose appearance from the gut into
blood plasma, the efficacy of insulin to stimulate its own transport from blood plasma into
interstitium by capillary recruitment, the efficacy of insulin to stimulate glucose transport
from blood plasma into interstitium, the efficacy of interstitial insulin to stimulate glucose
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clearance into muscle by Glut-4 translocation and the plasma glucose distribution volume
per unit of body weight. This was the first time that these parameters were estimated jointly
to understand and quantify different potential causes (mechanism of Glut-4 translocation
and recruitment of muscle capillaries) of insulin resistance in type 2 diabetes during an
OGrr using a physiological model of glucose appearance in blood plasma. This model
refines earlier developed models.

Using a minimum glucose doses of78 gram during an OGrr and having a I/SNR of 10%,
parameters were estimated with a maximum variance of ±13% if each minute a sample of
insulin and glucose blood plasma and each 30 minutes a sample of interstitial glucose were
taken during the first 240 minutes after glucose ingestion. If the I/SNR is 5%. parameters
were estimated with a maximum variance of ± 6.5%. An exception holds for the parameter
which denotes the efficacy of insulin to stimulate its own transport from blood plasma into
interstitium by capillary recruitment which can be slight higher. This is due to the fact that
this parameter also depends in a still unknown non-linear way on the precision of the efficacy
of interstitial insulin to stimulate glucose clearance into muscle by Glut-4 translocation. If
fewer samples are taken. it is advised to take samples when most dynamics takes places in
glucose kinetics or to use the optimal sample schedule algorithm developed in this study.

All a priori identifiable parameters used in model 1 except beta and k are insensitive for the
estimated parameters when having a I/SNR of 0%. 5% and 10% of white noise and using
model 1 and the experimental setup described in this study. Varying the true value of all the a
priori identifiable parameters (except beta and k) found in literature with ± 30% in steps of
5% resulted in a maximum variance of ±12% in the estimation of the identifiable parameters.
On the other hand beta and k showed a maximum variance of respectively 241% and 195%.
Although. having this high sensitivity for the a priori identifiable parameters beta and k, the
description of glucose appearance with model 1 is better than earlier developed models found
in literature. The earlier developed models were based on interpolating glucose appearance in
blood plasma instead of using physiological parameters to model glucose appearance in
blood plasma.
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Modelling the insulin transport from blood plasma through the endothelium to reach
the interstitium.

Several studies have studied the mechanism of insulin transport from blood plasma through the
endothelium to reach the interstitium concluding conflicting results: a saturable receptor- mediated or
diffusion transport. A saturable receptor-mediated is possible since [R.S. Bar 1978] found receptors on
cultured human endothelial cells obtained from human umbilical veins and [M.L. Peacock 1982]
found receptors on cultured and isolated bovine endothelial cells obtained from pulmonary and
systemic vessel.

Some in vivo studies have measured the insulin concentrations in the interstitium with the
microdialysis technique [Lonnroth 1987. LOnnroth 1997] in human skeletal muscle of conscious
healthy lean humans with no medication in (semi) supine position during an OGTI [H. Herkner
2003. M. Sjostrand 2005] and during a CLAMP [M. Sjostrand 1999. P.E. Jansson 1993]. Other studies
have measured insulin concentration using the peripheral lymphatic cannulation technique [Castillo
1991] in hindlimb lymph of conscious healthy humans with a wide range of obesity and with no
medication in (semi) supine position during a CLAMP [CO Castillo 1994] and with anesthetized
healthy dogs during a CLAMP [M. Hamilton-Wessler 2002. G. M. Steil 1996]. Another study has
measured insulin concentration in thoracic duct lymph with conscious healthy dogs during a CLAMP
[Y.J. Yang 1989]. (In all lymph based studies. lymph fluid concentration is increased by massaging or
saline injection.) No difference exists between the two different measurements sites. since [Y.J. Yang
1989. C. Castillo 1994] showed strong correlation and direct proportionality between insulin
concentration in the hindlimb lymph near the human skeletal muscle and glucose uptake by human
skeletal muscle. Only a delay time exits between insulin in the interstitium and insulin in hindlimb
lymph due to the transport time needed between both places. From this. it can be assumed that
insulin concentration in interstitium and hindlimb lymph also shows strong correlation and direct
proportionality.

Saturable receptor-mediated transport of insulin can be shown by an increase of insulin gradient (or
decrease of insulin ratio) between blood plasma and interstitium/lymph at higher insulin
concentration. After all. an increase of insulin gradient (or decrease of insulin ratio) implies a decrease
in insulin transport indicating a saturable receptor-mediated transport of insulin. But since changes in
clearance of insulin by muscle cells affect the gradient. it is critical to assess this parameter if an
increase in the gradient is to be interpreted as a decrease in transport. However. studies [Y.J. Yang
1989. C. Castillo 1994. H. Herkner 2003] show a strong correlation between glucose uptake and
insulin concentrations in interstitium/lymph concluding that no saturation occurs in clearance of
insulin by muscle cells. Hence. analyzing this gradient is significant for the mechanism of insulin
transport through the endothelium.

After analyzing the discussed gradient in experimental data of several in vivo studies an interesting
conclusion is drawn. The studies using insulin concentrations at physiological range (up to 600 pM in
blood plasma) [Y.J. Yang 1989. H. Herkner 2003. C. Castillo 1994. M. Sjostrand 2005] show a
decreased gradient indicating saturable receptor-mediated transport. [P.E. Jansson 1993] shows at
insulin concentrations of 3500 pM a deceased gradient indicating saturable receptor-mediated
transport. The studies [G. M. Steil 1996. M. Hamilton-Wessler 2002] using insulin concentrations at
pharmacologic range (more than 5000 pM in blood plasma) show an increased gradient indicating
diffusion transport. As a unification of both conclusions. a saturable receptor-mediated insulin
transport is considered under physiological conditions whereas a non-saturable insulin transport is
considered at pharmacologic insulin concentrations.

In vitro study (cultured bovine aortic endothelial cells with the use of dual chamber. not exposed to a
flow) [L. King 1985] at physiological range concludes a receptor-mediated transport of insulin through
the endothelium. Another study in vitro (endothelial cells from rat hearts) [F. Brunner 1998] at
physiological range concludes a diffusion process. However. [M.A. Vincent 2005] shows a different
behavior of the endothelium of rats compared with the endothelium of humans. The insulin
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concentration ratio between interstitium and blood plasma is around 80% in contrast to humans 40­
50% [M.A. Vincent 2005, M. Sjostrand 1999] or dogs 35-50% [M.A. Vincent 2005]. Hence, the
endothelium in rats is not a good representation of the endothelium in humans. In vitro study
(cultured endothelial cells in a hollow fiber apparatus and continuously exposed to a flow) [F. Salvetti
2002] at physiological range shows a decreased gradient at higher insulin concentrations. Since these
studies are all in vitro, the conclusions drawn from them are taken less serious than in vivo studies.
However, the conclusions are in agreement with in vivo conclusions.

Hence, the classic minimal model of Bergman [Bergman 1979] is only valid using insulin
concentrations at physiological range. This is always the case during an OGTI.

Another interesting case to study, are possible delays. A significant delay about 20 minutes in the
activation phase of transporting insulin from blood plasma to interstitium is seen in vivo studies [M.
Sjostrand 2005, M. Sjostrand 2002, C. Castillo 1994, Y.J. Yang 1989, E. Jansson 1993] and in vitro
study [F. Salvetti 2002]. The cause of this delay is not known yet. No delay is seen in the deactivation
phase of transporting insulin from blood plasma to interstitium [Y.J. Yang 1989]. A small delay is seen
between glucose uptake and lymph insulin for insulin binding to its cognate cell receptor [Y.J. Yang
1989].
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Modelling insulin that is secreted by pancreatic p-cells via the liver into the portal
vein.

The ability to control glucose production and utilization depends on insulin that is secreted by
pancreatic ~-cells via the liver, where insulin is decreased (extracted) by approximately 50%, into the
portal vein. When the concentration of glucose in plasma increases rapidly, insulin is secreted by
pancreatic ~·ce1ls in two phases: the first and second phase. The first 10 minutes (first phase) is a fast
rise of insulin secretion. The next 20 minutes (second phase) is a gradually rise of insulin secretion
which is directly related to the degree and duration of the stimulus [Caumo 2004]. Between the 70S
and 80'S several ~-cell insulin secretion models were developed based on measurement of plasma
insulin concentrations or measurement of c-peptide. These models can be added to the new oral
glucose minimal model discussed in section 3 to estimate the plasma insulin profIle instead of
measuring the plasma insulin profile. Adding one of these models into the new oral glucose minimal
model discussed in section 3 is also a closer step into a future automated portable continuous glucose
monitoring system. First, models based on measurements of plasma insulin concentrations are given
and secondly, models based on c-peptide measurements are given.

Toffolo proposed eight models tested on conscious healthy lean dogs by an IVGT [Toffolo 1980] using
the minimal model [Bergman 1979]. The models assume that clearance of insulin is of the first order,
the initial insulin peak represents a bolus loaded into insulin plasma after the glucose injection and
the rate of the secondary rise in insulin is determined by the concentration of glucose in plasma above
a specific threshold value. This model has the disadvantage that parameter estimation has to be done
in two steps. First the insulin concentration is used as input data to estimate the parameters of the
minimal model [Bergman 1979], secondly the recorded glucose data is used as input for the ~-cell

insulin secretion model. However, by the single-step fitting process [Zheng 2005] this handicap is
resolved.

This proposed minimal model by Toffolo in 1980 is tested on healthy lean and obese humans by an
IVGT [Bergman 1981] showing strong correlation with [Toffolo 1980]. This study also shows that lean
lower tolerance humans is related to 77% diminished second phase responsivity (5/ remained
unchanged) and that obese lower tolerance humans 60% diminished 5/ (second phase remained
unchanged).

Zheng introduced a modification ofToffolo's model [Zheng 2005] by the assumption that the insulin
decay rate is not always a first-order process showing improved fitting (97.7%) than Toffolo's model in
1980. He also added a mathematical function for describing the endogenous insulin infusion rate. The
model is shown in (bl) where y [lpM '1/(mM ·min)] is the rate of pancreatic release of insulin after the
glucose injection, h [mM] is the pancreatic threshold value, t [min] is the time, n [(lpM)'"ffi .I/min] is
the plasma insulin decay rate constant, u(t) [mU/mg·min] is the endogenous insulin infusion rate, m
stands for the moth order processes and k [pM] is the initial plasma insulin concentration after the
glucose bolus injection. Due to the assumption that that the insulin decay rate is not always a first­
order process equation is modified by (b2).

• {Y'[G(t)-h].t-n'[I(t)-1 ]m+u(t)/V
l(t)= b

_n.[I(t)_/.]m +u(t)/V

if G(t) > h}

if G(t) ~ h

1(0) = 0

I(O)=k+lb (bl)

(b2)

41



Steil introduced a new model [Steil 2003] which assumes a proportional component that reacts to the
difference between plasma and basal glucose (P). an integral component that adjusts basal delivery in
proportion to hypo/hyperglycemia (1) and a derivative component that responds to the rate of change
in glucose plasma (D). The model is test during a CLAMP on healthy humans showing good fitness.
Furthermore. this model is especially designed for closed loop systems linking a glucose sensor with
an insulin pomp (an automated portable continuous glucose monitoring system) that includes stability
and improved frequency characteristics/response. The model is shown in (b3, b4) where SR(t) [pM] is
the p-cell insulin secretion rate, n [I/min] is the reciprocal of the insulin plasma decay rate constant, Kp

[pmol. I/min· I/M] is the rate of p-cell insulin secretion, Tr [min] is the rate of proportional to integral
release and To [Min] is the ratio of derivative to proportional release.

i(t) = -n· I(t) + SR(t)
V

SR(t) = P(t) + I(t) + D(t)

P(t) = K p ·(G(t)-Gb )

/(t)=K p • (G(t)-Gb)/T/

D(t) = K p • Tv .G(t)

SR(t) ~ 0

1(0) = I b

The test reveals that impaired glucose tolerance humans have a defect in the second phase as earlier
stated.

Other models are based on the measurement of c-peptide [Eaton 1980] that is secreted in equal
amounts as insulin with advantages that c-peptide is hardly extracted by the liver and its kinetics are
linear. A disadvantage, from a qualitative standpoint, of models based on c-peptide is that the
measurement of c-peptide is worse than the measurement of plasma insulin concentrations. However,
these models can be modified in such a way that it can be used with measurements of plasma insulin
concentrations.

[Toffolo 1995] introduces a c-peptide minimal model for an IVGrr which was extended by Breda to an
oral c-peptide minimal model [Breda 2001]. The model assumes that p-cell insulin secretion depends
on glucose plasma concentrations (static component, delayed production of new insulin) and on the
rate of change of glucose plasma (dynamic component, secretion of stored insulin). This model is
comparable with Toffolo's model in 1980 that use the same static component, the same order (1 st

) for
clearance of insulin, but with no static delay and no dynamic component. The introduction of a
dynamic component into the model of p-cell insulin secretion gives the model more physiological
meaning. The model is shown in (b4' b5) where SR,(t) [pM/min] is the static p-cell insulin response,
SRd(t) [pM] is the dynamic p-cell insulin response and 1/a. [min] is the delay time in the static
response.

.
SR s (t) = a{SRs (t) - y. [G(t) - hl}

SRd(t) ={Kv . (;(t) if G(t) > O}
o if G(t) ~ 0

SRs(O) = 0
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[Breda 2002] test reveals that impaired glucose tolerance humans have a diminished 51, but an
unaltered static and dynamic component as Bergman [Bergman 1981] found in obese lower tolerance
humans. This test also reveals a delay between p-cell insulin secretion and changes of glucose
concentration in plasma. Several other papers show similar results, e.g. [Ehrmann 2002, Cretti 2001].

Other publications have been published having likewise models [Mari 2002].

Both Steil's model and Breda's model are compared in [Steil 2003] using Bergman's minimal model
[Bergman 1979] during a CLAMP on healthy humans. Both models fit the p-cell insulin secretion
profIle with low residuals. Also, comparable parameters between both models are not statistical
different. However, Steil's model has better performance than Breda's model, since Steil's model has
parameters with lower variations, more stability in close loop systems and adjusts better insulin needs
to varying 51 and endogenous glucose appearance. One drawback is that Steil's model is tested by a
CLAMP and not during physiological circumstances like Breda's model that is tested during an OGTI.
Since Steil's model represents very well the p-cell insulin secretion behaviour and has interesting
closed loop properties for future application of the model into an automated portable continuous
glucose monitoring system, this model is used.
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C.I Insulin profiles

(min) proftle II Proftle 2'"

I(t) [pM] G(t) [mM] I(t) [pM] G(t) [mM]

-15 53-0 6.16 55.1 6.16
I 45·9 6·55 53-7 5.12

15 86.2 6.66 94.6 7·59
30 134 7.87 139 10.0
45 145 8.31 143 1I.2
60 165 8.91 152 13·5
90 174 8·97 209 14.6
120 169 9.52 194 14·4
180 196 8.86 133 9.52
240 162 8.91 100 4.18

Table 0: Two insulin and glucose profiles [Wagenmakers 2006] measured during an OGrr (75 gram
glucose)

C.2 Samples Schedules

(min) Sample schedules

I 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 ... 240
2 0 10 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60 65 70 80 90 120 180 240
3 0 15 30 45 60 90 120 180 240

Table C.2: Sample schedule I, 2 and 3

C.3 Datasets

Dataset I is generated using insulin profIle I and sample schedule I.

Dataset 2 is generated using insulin profIle 2 and sample schedule I.

Dataset 3 is generated using insulin profIle I and sample schedule 2.

Dataset 4 is generated using insulin profIle 2 and sample schedule 2.

Dataset 5 is generated using insulin profIle I and sample schedule 3.
Dataset 6 is generated using insulin profIle 2 and sample schedule 3.

Interstitial glucose G'(t) is measured in all previous datasets by taking the mean over each 30

minutes by taking the first sample at the 30th minute and the last sample at 240th minute.

, Subject no: 5 Visit 61 Day IS [Wagenmakers 2006J
'Subject no: 8 Visit 61 Day 15 [Wagenmakers 2006J
J Conversion factor between [l'U IIJ to [pMJ: 7.0625.
• Conversion factor between [mg/dl] to [mMJ: 1/180.16 I/mM

C.4 Simulated model
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Insulin profile I
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Insulin profile 2
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Plots of model to model adjustment
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Model 2
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A priori parameter sensitivity for kabs

I/SNR profIle 1 profIle 2

(%) Ib Gb beta k Ib Gb beta k
0 4°.0 72.5 99·4 103.7 31.4 59.1 145.0 143-3

5 40.0 4°.0 131.7 13°·7 17.2 58.9 184.0 166·9
10 4°.0 73-3 153·5 168.6 17·4 59.0 241.3 195.1

I/SNR profIle 1 profIle 2

(%) P2 P5 SG Si·liver p2 P5 SG Si·liver
0 12·7 0.829 0.720 1.10 2·39 0.818 1.4° LI8
') 5-36 0.657 0.381 3-°3 9·44 3-°4 0.0242 2.00

10 3-86 3-33 2.42 4.46 9·93 1.60 I.38 91.6

A priori parameter sensitivity for v

I/SNR profIle 1 profIle 2

(%) Ib Gb beta k Ib Gb beta k
0 4°·0 70.6 12.2 10·3 28.6 59.6 8.24 8-33
I) 49.0 84.6 19·1 16·9 9·5 63-2 lOp 80.2

10 43-1 94.2 43.1 51.6 27.6 68.0 74.2 72.9

I/SNR profIle 1 profIle 2

(%) P2 PI) SG Si·liver P2 P'i SG Si·liver
0 6.12 1.00 0·9°3 0-328 1.81 1.36 2.19 r.r6
I) 20·3 3-21 3-29 4.42 9·47 20.8 2.II 10·4

10 4.27 8,3 5.36 5·39 66.6 IO.l 7.22 13·9

A priori parameter sensitivity for P4

I/SNR profIle 1 profIle 2

(%) Ib Gb Beta k Ib Gb beta k
0 5°.0 50.0 7·55 IO.O 22.48 49.8 17·0 15·9
') 4°.0 394·7 25·4 23·5 20.8 60.0 53-2 46 .7

10 4°.0 63.0 39.0 41.9 56.7 307.6 52.63 157.2

I/SNR profIle 1 profIle 2

(%) p2 P5 SG Si·liver p2 P5 SG Si·liver
0 2.13 0.789 O.III 0.I80 3.08 0.893 1.21 1.19
I) 6.89 3.32 2·53 3.84 6.96 2.58 1.49 Io.86

10 4·35 8.78 3- IO 8·77 I08·4 8.63 5.84 60.86

A priori parameter sensitivity for Si-G1ut4
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1jSNR profIle I profIle :z
(%) Ib Gb beta k Ib Gb beta k
0 5°·0 5°.0 11.2 13·9 42.9 47.6 21.6 19.8

'i 48.2 946.4 38-4 29.1 41.8 234·4 53.6 44·9
10 48.7 77°·4 52.4 48.1 56.7 3°7.6 52.63 157.2

1jSNR profIle I profIle :z
(%) p2 P5 Sc Si·liver p2 P5 Sc Si·liver

0 34.0 0.135 0.771 0.625 36.0 0.262 1.61 0.831

'i 40.7 3.98 2·3° 4·°4 39·7 20.2 I.76 14.0
10 42.58 15.6 6.56 7.00 66.6 10.1 7.22 13·9

Table E.r: A priori parameter sensitivity for kabs. v, P4 and Si-gltt4 using synthetic data and llsing two different insulin
profiles (data sets r, 2, respectively, appendix c) with added white noise having a r/SNR of0,5 and ro%
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" ~ I 1 r, j 1 I ("): I ( ) III l

[llcdr.t~ 1u: 1 t

It plt==l;
F l,d

figure; plot(t_c_insulin(:,l)
i8dSC' 11 111;:-' L(~\JC 1 :

plot( [t_c_insulin(l,l) t_c_insulin(end,l)]
, I' I, ,1.5)

, )

[Ib Ib],

hold

xlabel ( , ! I

title(
end

II" lll' \ 'f

t_exp=15;

, ) ylabel(
, )

, )
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D.1.2

lune! ]()1~ dLout

',ii ,f' ! '" I

T II I II 1 I ('I 1[. I 'f

I d h( r>,-l

1i '-' I~i (t, j I., ! _ _ _ 1 1 'I ~ 1] I 1 !' 1 , I ) .

~. [,nll] t 1 \JIH~r 1 (\11 :

1 J1: ,'--~ t rl t {-, \.' (~1 I I 1r-' :; ,-1 t r" 1

i) , ..

',( -I [,; (~ 1); de; J (

'. (i( )); Y (i( 1)

c ~ 1, i l;" I I-r;t 1 I" (,') (1 ('I,' '"j 'In 1r:) (IF: rn,-=Jt lX

j li:11] i III

II"

"T I] ··'e ,

I'':
~ j (I 11 1'

I I n c' ~ l' I,:

';:~, 1\ ll" P (

I' I] "1'

., "I I, 'el)', •..

rll"-

)"'1 I' "J '" t d t ~\ : J (-, r 1 \' 1 t I \),,;;

111mn V~,('r (i;

f I 1 :'; I \

/) M -! r \~h

l ~ -111

'I'

I "I ,IX (i()

\,,1 f' r ( 1-' .-j ( 'II

idG = 1; -~n] 1]('('(,(-' "'i l ( ("Ill r

idGL=2;' ,n')e' '1111

1,111

'11 ' i,

, Ti

, ! I! 1" t, I'" f ·':1

idX
1,111

3;' 1 'll ,,: ; t I: I I I 1] ] i r • 111 : ,-: ." I I. Tn'

idY = 4· 1 :iI f'i .. 1 I 1 I .J I 1i',
"",'t (, I T I 11

idGgut = 5 . 11, ' 1\ f 1 I 1], :,1,
'," "I

I)':

I (q, [rn,<1 f (ill r'! 1'1 ('(', I Unlll (j f

I I xc- n" " I' 'Y;f ,t ., )

Ib P (l ) [ !'H I r-~ \-1. '-:r- ,
I 1)(', I 'I ., I ", I I 1 T"' I -],

Gb P (2 ) 1 ", ~·1 ] 1')() ",,-, I )),' "I i I'" I I ' "1 I I, I "---'1 ., rn..--]

~ n (II" ]1 .I 1 j II k nV')J rlncj," r' I r ·1 " r

'I I 11' ~ (~ c; >" r " 1-" I l' I ·1 ,': I I , .. "I t'' I 1 I ," c' e 1] I t rY1(-' n t
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p2 P (3) 'Ii i

1,.,1l j I !I

I l ~ I 11 ill

DS = P (4) " I , :

Kabs p (S) i[ll

111 1 L

tJi u I I.

Beta p (6) ,I II

: j J <J ilJ

jill I I " I "1il1)1 II I ! ''i'..'1 d

;J' ,1 it'

:~ 1 hi· ~) r-) pc, ',: '

k P (7) l ) I I I

V P (8) I I I I

JI.: I

: , I I ., , ) ! i:" ! II I I I () I

) I I ) I ,
"

,I I' I I

i I ; II i ,I 'j J I Ii f I I ), -, l j I).

:),. )[j"
.[,:1,:

p4 =

pS =
f) j (

P (9) ; ! I" (J ' I " I J"

, I [ lUll

P (10) I ! il I I ,.

I! I"

.11(j

J I .~.

'.1

, ~,I I

11.

I ! \' 1

t t '1)1 t 11 r:-. 1..1 I l t

j ,1·1

" . I I I I 1 \.. \

I:

(Jl.'.1 ,I

p6 =
SIcap
I! ,l. 1 1 r;

P (11) ;

P (12) ; ( , " ' , I 1 I j:l

1111',; 'J.

II 1 [1.11 I t1

1! '1: ) I

SIliver p (13) ;

I,"

Ii' , II II )

L' 1 1 11 , I l ( 1 L III I 1 I ~

hi . ).~ ,I I I"

-;, 1) t () ( i tll . l 1 (_~ t 1 ,j I 1( 1 ; l 1 jill j 1, I [ 1 1<, t -'. I l " I

ctL!>-ll:::>(! fjtll('LI',\-' :)),( 111)"( ,';("

Jilt, I , : ! ,I I I

!
,

1 I I I ,. ,f', I 1'1 , ,
J

SIglut4 p(14);
1J IUi:,j')'

-:,(' J \',1; ,Jill... > [I

Coeft = p (IS)

IlL V 1

~jl)y L tlE--' .'-j llIll (: r

(I '''Ill:) , I ,I: 1 [I

"., i ,.,.

--;) L" 'u L, 1 t , L 1 ,'--) 1,1 1 I 1 l_! 'r I r:! ' It) J "(. I 1 1 I • ) Ii 1 I I j

u interpl(t_c_insulin(:,I),t_c_insulin(:,2), t);

dG= -((SIliver/l0000) + (p4)l*(Lin(idG)-Gb)*(u-Ib)+pS-(p6/10)*.
(Lin(idG)-Gb)+(Kabs*Lin(idGgut))/V;

dGL=O;
( (S i I I . I / ! Ij '0 () Ii I II", I)!'!, I',!, I ~ I.) ) , (II I I) )

(pfc/ IU)' LLII (I,lei,)' ...

(K,d)'·"· ",t:",tr (1 ))

dX = -p2*Lin (idX) + (SIcap/lOOO) * (u-Ib) "2
IV ';/,'[lIl·!'l.ll',(1 ,1',' : III(i I )1 It i)'[ I'" l' )flll (1,le U ':")'(11

11) ;

dY= -SIglut4*Lin(idY)* Lin(idX)+ (p4/1l*(Lin(idG)-Gb)*(u-Ib)
dGgut=(DS*10)*k*Beta*exp(-k*t)"Beta-Kabs*Lin(idGgut);

dLout = [dG; dGL; dX; dY; dGgut];
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0·1.3

glucsiIlLnew.m

! IH,el Inn [c_glucose, c_glucose_labeled, c_interstitial_insulin, ..
c_interstitial_glucose,c_Ggut,c_Ggut_labeledj=gluc_sim_new (La,
t_c_insulin,p,plt,TITLE)

r I 1 c-, f II'

1'1 I

,1 ;

II'

, k' , 1 ~-r I I 1 Ii' ]

II

ill :1 1 '

! II

I II

'I I I

',! 1 I I "

I I '

: !

,1 I

II

I'

i 1 .' I' I I

, "
, I

11 •

I " '" I"

I I

, )

1 11,

]1,'

I I I

I ~-1' 1 r

:, I;

'I I

T ) ( ., 1

(, I

I ",ff I ,
Ii(, J J l.--l n r lor1

i i i i i '1, I I I ,I, I '.

I I I I' I:' I',

I I 1 ; I Ii I]' I ; I " ,

I 1

"
I I" , " " I I' I 11 !, I 1;1,I I I .1 t I"

, 1 1 Ilrln:,

, ,

, Ii I

L J.

til : I (

, I : ",I [ 'H 1 I' ,r" i
"

" I 1]1 n ,r d", I ! ; I n,,' ,

1 1'1 " I I , I

I )1 1
, ." ~ .'1 \ ,,

[ I ,
I J Yr'-l I, I 11,

'I'" I ,d 'C' I I-'cj : I I / ';, I ] n I .;

I! I

I ,

! ,'I

" I

• (' 1 \

H 11 '1, ii'

',I 1 ">( r • r I lTl (-, (j 1"'

.'; I I "
~\: I! I I

, I

I' -J I lIn" I

](jr A I yv I 11

I, I I'

I I' I ,+11 1"'1 ,f' I I 1" I I: ',\, I I n (''') T" til I "

, ·1 11'1 11] 1-, I
"

I I '1' 1,1

1
, I ,
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I I r I .~ ! ' '

t I J ~ .1 t I

it 1 ," ,

"'1 J "II, t I ",

] I I if 1 1 1

I I I I

l \..1 j ,111 1, ,Iir I I ! I, i '1 1 .

" I

',1

i I' II I

Ii I 'I: IIJ' 1111

ot) j l.) \ .\.J ! I '1);'

I'I I

,0,""1 1!11

: Iii I 1,111

.:I'f ,,' 1]1

! 11_.,'

j , I ~)

i I"'

I ,

., I,

j "I

! ,, ,I

/ :

I,

I j I,

1 i I!

I II' ,.

Ii

I I I

,I I, I I ,I

,j III I, ,[ "

1 1 111 I I l!

, I -Ill! ') I

I i" '1'1
, II ',I 'I ; I, I

:' I " 'f

r, IJ I r

l I

I I
I

" I

c, l ~ \-J I

S hl::-' t 0 I J \1 j > 1,11" i ~

L Ii II

1 \/' I I I I I I,

t)! ,-,tjIJ

:; 1:111]

I " Ii' ,l

(I, J ,. 1,1\'1)

" ]
t· I (

, I '1 I I lIT j "I !,JI)

u' : I I
")! ) I" ,'iP, ,[ ,

~, : ~' 1 r 1 . ' r· 1 r III 11 ,

ode_options =odeset , ,le-6, , ,le-12) 1f!11---! l.-I

" : , j<,. " I· 1 I I j I,

[t,L] = ode45(@gluc_ode_new,t_c_insulin(:,I),LO,ode_options,
t_c_insulin, p) ;

Ull1 i- lit

c_glucose=L(:,I); II

c_glucose_labeled = L(:,2)
c_interstitial_insulin=L(:,3)
c_interstitial_glucose=L(:,4)
c_Ggut=L(:,5); li/K!I"'" II', Ii 'I,'

Coeff=p (15) ;
c_Ggut_labeled=Coeff*L (:,5) I I '.) I ", ,I

'1 • I

i I ) I j .: I \ ),t " 1]1' J 1 1 _11 1"'[;

I'll

1 r' I,~, 1 I 1 I j \ • L) .'.J' I I Itt I c~ \.,1 u t

It 11

I! plt==1
1'1 ut

figure;
Ib=p(I);
subplot(321);plot(t_c_insulin(:,I),t_c_insulin(:,2)

" ' ,2) ;
hold

I j I, j:

plot ( [t_c_insulin (1) t_c_insulin (end)], [Ib Ib],
, , 1. 5)

ylabel( , )
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xl abel ( ,
Title('!

, 1 (11 i i •

, )

, ) ;

subplot(322); plot(t_c_insulin(:,l), c_interstitial_insulin,
, ,2)

xlabel ( , i

( ,

Title (TITLE) ;

1 ! qlJl i

'); ylabel.
, )

Gb=p (2);
subplot(323); plot(t_c_insulin(:,l),c_glucose,'
hold
plott [t_c_insulin(l,l) t_c_insulin(end,l)], [Gb Gb],

I, ' , 1. 5)

, F, I '" I I :lr' I (''', ' i :
xlabel ( , I ,

ylabel ( ,
Title (TITLE) ;

f 1 11;) 1-'

, ) ;
, )

subplot(324); plot(t_c_insulin(:,l),c_glucose_labeled,
, ,2) ;

, I I I ] :

xlabel ( ,
ylabel ( ,
Title (TITLE);

, ) ;
, )

subplot(325); plot(t_c_insulin(:,l), c_interstitial_glucose,
',2)

xlabel ( ,
( ,

Title (TITLE) ;

. " 1 (l' I ) (-

subplot(326);
plot(t_c_insulin(:,l),
xl abel ( , !

, )

Tit Ie (TITLE) ;
end

, ); ylabel. ..

c_Ggut,
, ); ylabel ('

, ,2)

, )
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D·I.4

objJILnew.m

function error = obj_fn_new(p_var, p_fix, LO, datal, data2,data3,
t_c_insulinl,t_c_insulin2,a,b,c,sigmal,sigma2,sigma3,
t_exp, Nparameters, NoMean)

i, "(

Iii! ,[ 1 ()I! : Jill Jt l '.'11 . I,,> Ur ,I

IV] J 11 i tllcl

\, IV: 0 cI '= I 1...1 I lJ 'U.';,· ~'. I 11,,' t 1\

llu

"c-,FL.lll't j r':li:

uu ~_ j j _ 11;,-~ ",j ( 1-' 'v' 1 1 t I"" Ii, leIl '" 11;.'-;[11 Iii l, ...
\ ~ I jill L : l).~ , (j , r I I '~I J f1 .~. l , 1 r .;;1' "1 '-;)

, "
f)_Vd! ~ct r dlll~-' ·-1

~)p,_tix: pd.l(1[[1~"l;"r

L(): r' i x eel" I j I 1 \ I

f)1 ,,""III e' , (L) ! i

", L (',) l ::tJv] ,I t ", '

), ',i" 't.-. ,J Ill,' tl hi

IU" ',I) (,I)

] [J" 'l) '-; ( '(,'

;;1 '''-{I '/)]\ J oil

Ol

i ti

'(J.ll. 1:1'1 r ,1 I 1

rJ

j '\,.

i III

III

l ],

II

'J Jl 1"__,lfl,

l 1,' leq I

III

,,1: (1,'

I! ,[V! I I [I' , ! I: i I

t) 1 ~ ,( )c i '1 l 1 " ' IlltI ,I

I'
I

, l J I I ~l 1 r .J 11

i J',(

() t(l, i 1 I

dell '-i) :

\ j ll~ tJ 1 iII. 1

"'. _L'_l )!:)u 111

1) a: CJ U L PU L \'J (~' 1 '.J I J ( I I)l J

b: out Pllt \Vf::'lqtlllllq

1)(': output :,vl·!I.:Jtlt III

~),'_:)j CjJ!ld 1 \/d:' I (-ill\'i.~ ) r
1 I

I ',HI l t I I

['lit

va: I dlh

\.' ( I I _j)1,

I ._L~At--': ::11t'f~J()1 "/(:;!

t\ ~) a r ci. III t t-:' r '. 1 i iJ I fI rJ t "

, i ~-': J. II

l r, 11

J J PH'!I'; 1 '1'1 I I !
,,' j

j c1t-: Jl 1

t-~ r r u r: III J. 11 1 [Ill / i I I ',I! I

;1)'

I" j'

h; ,

(ll ;!I, ; I

"Lit' l i "', I" j, ) [ ~::. - l t-', . . .
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>~ I I I I T
('], ;:;] q 1I J j i], ("'1 ' I;

p_estimating = [p_fix(I),p_fix(2), p_fix(3), p_fix(4), p_var(I),
p_fix(5),p_fix(6), p_var(2),p_var(3), p_fix(7), ...
p_fix(8), p_fix(9), p_fix(10), p_var(4),p_fix(II)];

I rn;l' ]! 1(j

i 1 lJ v: 11 t 1 IJ'

: 1! 1 rl 1 I (i;l

; -} rT1F': C'] '; r'l! 'I r I, ~ l I (, ; ,-1' (", i 1; c·, j I i

plt=O; ~r \],', i "1.'.

[c_glucose_estimating,c_glucose_labeled_estimating,

c_interstitial_insulin_estimating,c_interstitial_glucose_estimating,
c_Ggut_estimating]=gluc_sim_new(LO,t_c_insulinl,

p_estimating,plt,
i ');

';; : ; 1 Pi I I I ,..--J t l' 1( 1 ~-] 1r II j'vl1;1 J 1 j Ii'.' "-;" k: 1 :-1; ':> 1 1 r' IJ." 1 n'1 the·

I ', , - j 1 r ~I! ) I :: 1 ( 11;1 1 I' r·d 1]' :-;11 lIT'

,'(I;""1I'(';-1t ] ":-11 1 (1)1

i'

if NoMean==O

r1'-l'-1

] 11 1 r-' -r r n I ,;1 t I ;-~ 1 ~ l t -l,

t_insulin2_interpl = t_c_insulin2 (1,1) : 1 :t_c_insulin2 (end, 1);' [rr i 11

c_insulin2_interpl=interpl(t_c_insulin2(:,I),t_c_insulin2(:,2),
t_insulin2_interpl);
t_c_insulin2_interpl(:,I)=t_insulin2_interpl;
t_c_insulin2_interpl(:,2)=c_insulin2_interpl;

[c_glucose_estimating2_interpl,c_glucose_labeled_estimating2_interpl.
c_interstitial_insulin_estimating2_interpl, .
c_interstitial_glucose_estimating2_interpl, .
c_Ggut_estimating2_interpl] =gluc_sim_new (LO,t_c_insulin2_interpl,

p_estimating,plt,

,j i, 'Ii; ,-,1 1 tl : tIll, Flr-,,--j:

. ) ;

:i.illlr' I '

Glb=LO(4);
c_interstitial_glucose_estimating2_mean(I,I)=Glb;
i=2;
[or r=t_c_insulin2 (2: end, 1) ,
c_interstitial_glucose_estimating2_mean(i,I)=.
sum (c_interstitial_glucose_estimating2_interpl (r+l-t_exp:r))/t_exp;
i=i+l;
"',]el
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else
[c_glucose_estimating2,c_glucose_labeled_estimating2,
c_interst i tial_insulin_est imat ing2, ....
c_interstitial_glucose_estimating2,c_Ggut_estimating2]=.
gluc_sim_new (LO, t_c_insulin2, p_estimating,plt, ...

i I);

end

11, ,Jl ' I ; •. ' I J

"I r I)t: )]I! I. I III j.' I' I l\ i 'I r

errorl = c_glucose_estimating-datal;
If NoMean==O
error2= c_interstitial_glucose_estimating2_mean-data2;
e lse ;_[~(

error2= c_interstitial_glucose_estimating2-data2;
c-nd

error3=c_glucose_labeled_estimating-data3;

~/! r): ,i l [,- I , I "

I I I I I II
,_., [ I ur I.

:;1 : 1\ I I I '"
~,l I. I' 1, -j .I I j I j I ••

errorl_new=errorl;
error2_new=error2;
error3_new=error3;
datal_new=data 1;
data2_new=data2;
data3_new=data3;

. i I

I II : 1 ) l ' -r

if length(errorl»length(error2)
fOJ q=l: (length (errorl) -length (error2))
error2_new(length(error2)+q)=O;
data2_new(length(data2)+q)=1;

11 ii,

o::'t r "-.'! !

lll, I I \: i (l( fJ)'

I'] t (i il; . 'vi _ I

end

errorl_new=errorl;
datal_new=datal;
error3_new=error3;
data3_new=data3;

el.se

tor q=l: (length(error2)-length(errorl))
errorl_new(length(errorl)+q)=O;
datal_new(length(datal)+q)=l;
error3_new(length(error3)+q)=O;
data3_new(length(data3)+q)=1;
end
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error2_new=error2;
data2_new=data2;

en,j

".' I I: . 1 1n' . ',j(il i _ 11-'1';))

• , i:f ( (' 1: J __ "")) • r r r I t li(

error=le4*error1_new+1e4*error2_new+125*le4*error3_new;

) j ;,; 1 1 )) I ~ " ~ I

, ) ;

, ' } ) ;

, ) ;
, .,

11 0
figure (100)
subplot (411);
plot (t_c_insu1in1 (:,1),c_interstitia1_insulin_estimating,
xlabel ( , , ) ;
ylabel ( ,
Title({'i

, I

drawnow;pause(.3);

, } ) ;

, ) ;

, ) ;

subplot(412);
plot(t_c_insulin1(:,1),c_g1ucose_estimating,

datal, , ) ;
xlabel ('
ylabel ( ,
Title({'1

, !

drawnow;pause(.3);

,t I \ 11 i r I (1 (: t' )

, ) ;
, .,

. I'

subplot (413) ;
plot(t_c_insulin1(:,1),c_glucose_labeled_estimating,

( : , 1) , da t a 3, , ) ;
xlabel ( , , ) ;
ylabel ( ,
Title({'!

, } ) ;

drawnow;pause(.3);

f I 'II, 'r (i C(i)

subplot(414);
1 I NoMean==O
plot(t_c_insulin2(:,1),c_interstitial_glucose_estimating2_mean,

t_c_insulin2 (:,1) , data2,' ');
else

plot(t_c_insulin2(:,1),c_interstitial_glucose_estimating2,
t_c_insulin2 (:,1) , data2, , ) ;

end
xlabel ( ,
ylabel ( ,

, ) ;
r! ' , ) ;

93



D.z mode12model adjustment

D.Z.I

modelzmodeLbias_new.m

,\. '; ) i 1 "1 1: l:Y

',I h 1 " r 1 f

I 'l (, j l' ,) Ii.

(i i

,I, ,t 1 r 1 (" t'(" r 1 11' it ,j I ~'1 1 n 1 i'Jlnc!· ('I 1 i I ] I Ii

I", m('(l(~ 1 " ], I t " f" (' '11 ,i (' I 1

: 1 N',_'"

'1'1 i,l,

d I ]',1 ';J' j -11 I

111'(11] 1

clear
NoMean=O; c·('d 11'1] j"-1t

di lrn~'t > r'1 Ji 1 fir

'i]' l.t (;, "J r 1 )1' "i <::,t \' 1 -j l ,'1111

'-lP1r 1(":-; j!

gluc_pararn2_new;
Npararneters=length(p_true);

data1_new=data1;
t-"11 __ nr''./J (ie-'ll +'-'.(i·~l"

data2_new=data2;
,-]1' ll'[ ( it I' ! I \ j -J' 'Ii, I) r~) f 1<, 1.'1

-'-l,-J: ; I n 1'111 I ( j ", !' I' i,

data3_new=data3;
_ "']d' I,

\' ;-] r 1 -] r- 1 .',11 ) l I" ( c,) f n r

/) I 1"1 <, 1 {J J "-1 j

rr=[-0.5 -0.45 -0.4 -0.35 -0.3 -0.25 -0.2 -0.15 -0.1 0 0.1
0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3 0.35 0.4 0.45 0.5];

,[ (' 1 i1.1 1 ;

[ C;. 1 i:. . I ". i I;

'\)"1 n : I h," I I '; 1 'in 11'1,

e' I :' , ,I' ;
p; Jl

, I, I'
,

f r lj

,
)

, , I ',I r' I I 1 " " t ; [ , : ,
I,"J
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~Jfv]()rit-· i

. !lv

-j': 'U " \ '! I~ tut); (;.j' 'It I, I I II r:" 1 j :-; J : I ' ) (1-) 1 , I) /) () ~

();,' I',' (j J.

" I' P ( 1 ) , f' l-' ( ) ; ! : I

c f; II ! , i' ( , I ; I ,
F P ( j ) , iJ > !, ) I' ) , I

.) l '---') , I j' ( i ) ;

~ 1 11 I t J -; 1 1 ( r- l j'

: \

(I t I

I i ( I I I' / t' ( , ,
I,

I ) j p ( I '"
)

I- I I , I I' I 1 I, I

:01 qq=[5 8 9 13 14]

estimator(l)=qq;

"I, J : j 1 t I (,1 l 1 "- ('

i I

I III l'

• j

(}' -)

([,.! " " i 1 )

fel yy=[5 8 9 13 14] \\ ;:
bb=l ;

if yy>qq

estimator (2)=yy;

I " il)

111

! ~ 1 t , : I l r i,' 'I;~) 1 II 1 1 dIll'! t;:-; 1

p_fix=[];
fOl zz=l:Nparameters

]1 zz-=estimator(l)
if zz-=estimator(2)
p_fix=[p_fix p_true(zz)];
eno

end

end

fer ii=l:length(rr)

fOl jj=l:length(rr)

Wl j 1
L ' I 1 t 1 ,-j l ,'; rJ T I [I' '-, l! ,_1 j 1) 4 -. ,_--1 lllf-~ r '

initia1_start_va1ue_parameter=[p_true(estimator(1))
p_true(estimator(2» ]

p_init=[p_true(estimator(l»+rr(ii)*p_true(estimator(l»
p_true(estimator(2»+rr(jj)*p_true(estimator(2»];
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lJ; f. r r (I ~ 1;) . 1 I' J r 'I : I • 11;

," I'

plt=O; ~;'1'1'., II

iii=ii
jjj=jj

: I ~r:, i ( 11"-j 1

1] It" • I (~"j

[resnorm]=gluc_omm_mls2_new(datal,data2,data3,LO,t_c_insulinl,

t_c_insulin2,a,b,c,sigmal,sigma2,sigma3,p_true,p_fix,p_init,.
t_exp,Nparameters,estimator,NoMean,plt);

,C,;j\/l:"f tIll 1-il.-"] 11( ~I ~1( J 1 rIll '7 Ie" l' ,lCJ11.-ll

DataZ(ii,jj)=resnorm;

" I '

1t rr(ii)==O && rr(jj)==O
resnormTrue=resnorm;

end

i I I! j '-1 j 'I I 1 J {' ~':'

1t ii==4 && jj==2 I I .. ·
ii==2 && jj==3 I lii==4 && jj==8 I I
ii==15 && jj==7 I I ii==6 && jj==ll
I I ii==8 && jj==3 I I ii==12 && jj==5 I I ii==3 && jj==14

I I
ii==18 && jj==6 I I ii==19 && jj==13 I I
ii==12 && jj==9 I I ii==ll && jj==3

clear i ;

c_Ggut_model,resnorm,residual,varp,stdp]=gluc_omm_mls_bias_new.
(datal_new,data2_new,data3_new,LO, ...
t_c_insulinl,t_c_insulin2,a,b,c,sigmal,sigma2,sigma3,
p_fix,p_init,t_exp,Nparameters,estimator,NoMean,plt);
ptruel=p_true (qq) '1, ! 'It

ptrue2=p_true (yy) 'f I I I ! t ':

estimation (bb, :)=[p_model(qq) p_model(yy)]
bb=bb+l;

end

,-1 \ ' , , : 1 . II' ' -I " ; : i ,. • ( ). \ ~ . ~ 1 t I ~ ':

DataY(jj)=p_true(estimator(2))+rr(jj)*p_true(estimator(2));
e

"" ,c ,-=--t'" I 11 ( ~ • ~}I- 1 t -: ~ -: f -; ri 1 (1 (I ]) ".' 1 'II 1· 1 ( I 1 ) • 1 nn;c \ < r==l I I ;--1' 1

DataX(ii)=p_true(estimator(l))+rr(ii)*p_true(estimator(1));
end

lrnd!((], ?-':)rl:n~t!J»)

'~ (' (; 11 r- I) I 1 I I I '1":"

Minn=min(min(DataZ))
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Maxx=max(max(DataZ))
Contourlines=50
((min (min (DataZ))); 0.01: (max (max (DataZ)))) ';
l~ Contourlines>200

Contourlines=200;
display.
( ,

, ) ;

en

figure(333);
eontour(DataX,DataY,DataZ,Contourlines);
hold

I : 1 ' , ~ t ri' ,[ r'

plot(p_true(estimator(1)),p_true(estimator(2)), 'j;
hold
plot (estimation (:,1) , estimation (:,2) , , ) ;
xlabel (['! ',pname (estimator (1),;)]);
ylabel ([', ',pname (estimator (2),:)]);
Title(' I ');

eolormap ',i ;

eolorbar;

hold

, t 'J t "Il
l 'J] I ; \ J j 1l,1' () t .-: ) I J 1

j J,
,[ .

pname(estimator(l),:) pname(estimator(2),:)

. 1 I ' I)! t I ~ _. I . I j'! ' 1
, )savename,

savename= [ ,
, I ']

saveas (gef,
, v I .; 1 t', j , ' , )

savename=[' 'pname(estimator(l),:) pname(estimator(2),:)
, 1 ']

saveas(gef, savename, ')
savename=[', 'pname(estimator(l),:) pname(estimator(2),:)

, ]

saveas (get, savename, , )
elose(tigure(lOO));

end

end
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D.2.2

glucparam2_new.m

-, I ,1 I I I' j I ( I " f I i , "- I

I h I I r ", I I 7 (-, I i 'c, l -I

J I I :

L: I : I ,: h ~- I I enr :-; _) n'I-' I ,11

Z:.. I I I ( lit I I

[. 1 r I:
Ie I " rr T !, ,

- 'i \J -, : i - n /~ , Nr:j \ , I c:
"

~, I ) - ,I, I n !\'l -, I -'i n

-~ H 1 .'~ t (1: \

~~)) >1-lrch (if"

close
rll ,_j ~', • ~'I

plt=l;
If j t

f'1 T'

'-1 1 1)( ln1:

1 f 1 \/ 1.( I r

Ib 7.0625*(7.5+6.5)/2;
Gb 0 . 055 * (112 +119) /2;
Glb=3. 38; i rr,ll I I I: i'

p

If 0
Ib 7.0625*(6.4+4.5)/2;
Gb 0.055*(112+93)/2;
Glb=3.38; [11'11] ;1-111'1

I I I 'I 1 11 I I : ("-'ll' -- I I I , i I': L I ,j ,c; Dlrl

i I I' i :" I I Ii I (,I I ,- ;-) :;m'::i

I I ljl i Ijff'

I ,I I t ic1 1 I

[ I )~/l I I I I "~, I II '1\ I " I (I r: I :-1 1.,
[ m~'1 ] I, J :,' i I I I n,', I I L I :~) rn,l

-I I r: '1t ) ,I I I I, I " : I : I I j rf;

1 f a lJ h J (, (-. t ]1 C \' 1 :~ I :

Ib 7.0625*(7.8 + 7.6)/2; '[,"!
1 \

] 1 ,- ~ l' I I ~ t I 11'

~) i j .~; rn'-1

Gb = 0.055*(165+169)/2; Imlll 1,0;' I!

Glb=3.38; I!nlll ;-L,Ili'IJ- 11",,,;,

fiT, (. "', f • ' (! Ii, . ~- I I (1' , i r I rJ I ~J:-; fT1 ("1

1 \ 1 \

1 :

,::., r'" 1 J,--1 1 I]j t {, r 11..-'1: 1 li·-j I

,,;

HI C1 I "rij ,
; N:-1 t ,) 11] I,

,­
.l. ,

Hr,>:: l'

F. 'i I

!' ,! '" 'r '
iJ r1 1 (J (, , r'. j f ~ J ,111, C' f-' .

tl'\ .)t-)1 ti .1'1 'II; : I [,

~~. H1] 1 ,-j t : I >, 1 ,

\\ ~ b ',(' 1 r~ t 1 (l' ;=j )-' 'I' TIl I J I I I

"- I :

'-1 ~-~ I' I" , 11JI

I r L
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IHt

k8 =3e-2;
,: I I A \' u~.,t:~

p2 = 0.113;

1"1) 'jJ

1'1 ,] ,I

r 1 j \ i

[Ii.'\.

,,, ,.1

II J I ,1

:'"I..J' -j,JoT I

u 1 1 ill, -I ; ~

I l I .':-~ L I I I I!

DS =75/10;
.' ().

I I II

Kabs =2.8ge-2;
.J ut

I J J 1:1 I 1 I'll' [.1\.1'-

)rr, :. 11'-'

) IIll

Beta
I} I, t I t...:.,!1

1. 23; ",. , I I j! ,j~-(L 1 1 ),,1 ') )lW

J I, l I ~i 1 I! ,1 I I, I, ). r 1

1 t I e- _) I.J ~! . 1 r

k 0.014;
v= 2.497e-1;

111, I 11 J ! I

I I , , ,]" I
I I 'I,t \ I ',_I

: 1 t i.. I !' \' ( .' j 1 ~ : 11 ~~ !' \ '

[}uu 'J
,?/I I '.-Jtii ( 1 •. (- "\

p5 =0.018;' Ii 1[,[.

1 i I c,

,I • ; )" i I ,~r 1 11 1 .j

p6 = 0.00763*10;

L j ; 1 1 \J

k7 = 0.063*(1/0.21)

'11,1 ,I

: j I r j j • J I, " ,.'J V" I i,!

. '))I[],," . t I, I

SIcap 2e-3*0.0395*(1/0.21)*le3; , ,. I \;_')111 i,l

\ : __ I I Jill J I I [ 1'.11' U'z , . ~ f-' I l 1 I j

r t~ l"' 1 U I t [lIe J l ~ ,(. 1 1,- '( i t J':,

SIliver = 1.11e-5*le4*(1/7.0625)
1 11,'-j U 1 1 11 l ,J

[I ,,, [I 1 ( f)[vi J tIll' \--' r r I· ·,t( 'j U t

'olllhItJJl Il"p"i_l, ;:J'.)'II(,·11 '!J .11)'1 ,111'1:1

SCdle(J L':' tci\_'l (J1 1,-

SIglut4 = 1.0e-2;'c[1 11')1, III

'JIU -if- ll'dr'iIll'. 1]1 :l'lLn'j·- :

I j I:

~) l I 1111 : 1 t L ~:'

,I ,

p4 k7*k8; I j "" I

-, . ':. I'

1 J I, I! t

Coeff =3/75;
U\ t I I' "" I· Ii

I]' 1 1 \; I \..j c' 1

p_true = [Ib, Gb, p2, DS, Kabs, Beta,
SIliver, SIglut4,Coeff]; i' 'i""

k, v, p4, p5,
I 1 J ~l 111' • I

p6, SIcap,
.' t c" ~uj", c

j. J J<.t"U l [; 1 i I .. 1 11

LO (1)

LO(2)
LO(3)
LO(4)
LO(5)

Gb;
0;
0;
Glb;
0;

l rTljV] J 1 j I J ·1, i

III ['II ,1,"[ :, '.

l fJ!'1} J J J l ; Ll 1 I 11 " -' II ',-- j j

III ,[II] .J I I j I'"

I I I I I "['1' I:

I ,I

,I I'

l!it - I )1 II IlJ.JI,

1 I j r \" r :-j 1 I l ]1 ,H,

] I, tl'-' ,1 U r
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';:" T 11 r' 1 i til-I, ,1] 1 Ii' ' (.:,

'11
: I d t I nl - I

:; 'lTn;- 1n c-

III I'll I

1'nr' [I

f i

I' ,1.1 1

! 1 1

" ] 1 f ] 1] ~ , () ,c; I~ 'j ,'1 t ,..-1

t_insu1in1 = [0 15 30 45 60 90 120 180 240];
c_insu1in1 = 7.0625*[(7.5+6.5)/2 12.2 19 20.5 23.3 24.6 23.9 27.7 23];
t c insu1in1 = [t_insu1in1' c_insu1in1'];

]IJ,,·('.',I t 1

t insulin2 = [0 15 30 45 60 90 120 180 240];
c_insu1in2 = 7.0625*[(7.5+6.5)/2 12.2 19 20.5 23.3 24.6 23.9 27.7 23];
t_c_insu1in2 = [t_insu1in2' c_insu1in2'];
"riel

I f 0 ~~l]h jP(~l lin: 1['

] [, I ,~, (,(I l 11] r U ,c., f' r 1,-I t 1

t_insu1in1 = [0 15 30 45 60 90 120 180 240];
c_insu1in1 = 7.0625*[(6.4+4.5)/2 14.8 22.2 27 27.7 46.8 81 46 7.];
t c_insu1in1 [t_insu1in1' c_insu1in1'];

1 11 r \-, ~ '": t ] t I l..l] 11,,' (':' >~

t_insu1in2 = [0 15 30 45 60 90 120 180 240];
c_insu1in2 = 7.0625*[(6.4+4.5)/2 14.8 22.2 27 27.7 46.8 81 46 7.7];
t_c_insu1in2 = [t_insu1in2' c_insu1in2'];
end

ltD ',1'

t_insu1in1
c_insu1in1
14.2] ;
t c_insu1in1

[0 15 30 45 60 90 120 180 240];
7.0625*[ (7.8 + 7.6)/2 13.4 19.7 20.2 21.5 29.6 27.5 18.8

[t_insu1in1' c_insu1in1'];

] :" (']
- "

t_insu1in2
c_insu1in2

[0 15 30 45 60 90 120 180 240];
7.0625*[(7.8 + 7.6)/2 13.4 19.7 20.2 21.5 29.6 27.5 18.8

14.2] ;
t_c_insu1in2 = [t_insu1in2' c_insu1in2'];
end
'~, ,c;, 11 J,..l t" ,--' ("I ,. i Pi () r l 11,' (, 1

a=l; '\011\ r'llt \",r C , i qhi 111q f >l\~t '--1 [ (\; ['I,·j

b=l;
" ('; nrl

c=l;
'f. ( 'I,d

01]! rJ1Jt

n1;1 r'lJ t )

l' 1,1 I 11 Ii '»

"11", i I" j 1 j 1)

::- ell 1 nn

lit T. 1 (l)'

sigma1=1; r I ~ n· 'r-", CO I ~I
,I 1 r"1 ~ t I ( .J,

sigma2=1; \'r1 ) I 1 1 , 't " j : ~... : I I I I 1;1 I ; .j , " 1 ~ ~ )

sigma3=1; \ r ,j ) 1 " i I .1 ii ( ~. " '-'1 .- nl]'
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1"1ot:3

~) !lId ]_' 1{) t

1£ plt==l;
It , ., ,

figure; plot(t_c_insulinl(:,I), t_c_insulinl(:,2),
bd 11 !j!=, 1c'·\/l L:

, ); hold

plot ( [t_c_insulinl (1, 1) t_c_insulinl (end, 1)], [Ib Ib],
t, ' , , , I. ' , 1 .5)

xlabel ( ,
title ( ,
end

fill l , ); ylabel ( ,
, )

. )

, ~n l l l d l j 11 q

\11-'; -dl!ll(!n:~l

I" !I , I , I \[, : \

",
1! i; f'. II, i 1 ".'J Ij', 1 il,-_! I j. t

'l~,c;oI1\pll:' tut ,,1.

-) ,inlp l ,-~ ] [11 I ~ I -j 1 l'l I J

t_exp=15;
.' t 1.' i

[c_glucosel,c_glucose_labeledl,c_interstitial_insulinl,
c_interstitial_glucosel,c_Ggutl,c_Ggut_labeledl]= ...
gluc_sim_new (La, t_c_insulinl, p_true, pIt, , ');

if NoMean==O
I : I t \-~! 1,"1.) 11

t_insulin2_interpl = t_c_insulin2 (1, 1) : 1 :t_c_insulin2 (end, 1);', IIi. il. I
c_insulin2_interpl=interpl(t_c_insulin2(:,I),t_c_insulin2(:,2),
t_insulin2_interpl);
t_c_insulin2_interpl(:,I)=t_insulin2_interpl;
t_c_insulin2_interpl(:,2)=c_insulin2_interpl;

.,., ; 1 rfltl I d 1 I )J I I, I I I :!'

[c_glucose_interpl,c_glucose_labeled_interpl,
c_interstitial_insulin_interpl,c_interstitial_glucose_interpl,
c_Ggut_interpl,c_Ggut_labeled_interpl] .
=gluc_sim_new (La, t_c_insulin2_interpl, p_true, pIt, " ');

'n J ','U I r] 1 ] I t I i r::~ 1' j r ._H j (Li 1 d.l d + : 11. (j d t "J 2.

') dHlIJ 1".": s
GIb=LO(4);
c_interstitial_glucose_mean(I,I)=GIb;
i=2;
[or r=t_c_insulin2(2:end,l) ,
c_interstitial_glucose_mean(i,I)=.
sum (c_interstitial_glucose_interpl (r+l-t_exp:r))/t_exp ;
i=i+l;
end

[c_glucose2,c_glucose_labeled2,c_interstitial_insulin2,
c_interstitial_glucose2,c_Ggut2,c_Ggut_labeled2] ....
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end

, )

(),(-j,-1t "'1 " t II (, 1 ,I I ;\1 I 11 I ['1'1 rl I
l 1](

I I, e] I ; I (']1 'I I 1 "
) ,1 : r' -1\'( 11' I I I t ( t r' (' I (.-, (: I ~ 1 :) 1 1 1 1

I II; ,,'1,'

datal=c_glucosel;
,.:; ~ rn r' 1 ~- 1 : 1t- I ' -y' " ',-1 1 [ P' 1 11 j ,-\ f ,~i ,--1 r l

t_exp=15;
.~; (l::, t ,--1 ): (i ,'1 t -1 \ \ t I': t c__ 1 :',' l' j rj I I I 11 '-r 1\ " I
11 NoMean==O
data2=c_interstitial_glucose_mean;
plse

data2=c_interstitial_glucose2;

J, i1 IT,l

(1..-11 ,-1 ,"j: 1 ,", 1 ; I I ,-i l1

data3=c_glucose_labeledl;
1\ (i 1 i I.'
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0.2·3

tunct.lon

[resnorm]=gluc_omm_mls2_new(datal,data2,data3,LO,t_c_insulinl,
t_c_insulin2,a,b,c,sigmal,sigma2,sigma3,p,p_fix,p_init, t_exp,
Nparameters,estimator,NoMean,plt)

11 ! i (' Ij\{'j[V'~ 1·', I I 1 I

IViDCI c· I
u t q 1 l-< l....: I ) :-) (, fro I J ll:::.-~ I 1 \ ' '-3

'fIl11 C:' tllrl~'t 1

r.:c; 1 1'1," t I' di

1 ' TI J. 1 ." ~. I It.. '1 "

Itt -'! i l i\; j: I II J

! 1 1 1

, ! 1'[ 1 lit.:"

1 i

']1' ,1 '.

'.1 , " I., , ~I ,

!llt'l,t ;- lit

1 t J lill ,.; lIn}! 1 r::<~.

J oj ": 11T't:::~rL'J IOlldl

, j 1 ~ 1 I 1

lit '_j~

I ~, f Il r it 1 \.. 11) ':> '"1)11 P 1

:1,,-' l-:l dJ!\it-'Il::JIUiJ.::iL

'. I

tIlt t t

")]1,"-'111

,I, jI'

I, I

1;',1"11 I,

J ,

I! '

~-'

'l t

"

, I

,.,.1

',I

1'1 t

._U: f;' I X'-'(l I' 1 I 1 J 1/: I Ii, P

) f ' t.. ~ CJ t. r J. r I l...) I I ,

(.< ) l I'll!!] L i L I,) ':)

rl. ~ ,-) t 1t }_) I 1t ''I'J t· 1 \--1 til 1 I ;

ell): nUlpul 'l'Jt'll~tlt Jl"] r !r

I) U:- fJ! I 1 ] '! Il t I I j', 1 ,_, r

1) l ci S 1110

')' > • , ; I : \..' t-' I 1 ~ r c 1 t l () t) l: r ;JVJ I ,

1 t--' '~1 1'1 C1 1 r 1;"'" ,) t

" L

I r I l I

,I I

I . I

l yr I I ' I J 1 1 I ~ l '

1 J U (1 -;..-" lo IJ J 1 \. i, )\J

l I .,~ y I
j I L:

G I I' 'J 1_, I I! 1 •

i, 1 Il ,rj IJ 1 1

'-; t L (,

" ] lJ ( " )

, ]

, , 1 X:

I 1,:::1'

• r I I 1('

~ 1 ,I

+ r J; j 1 • j' l ~ r

, f-~ _ I' 1 t

_'xp:
." NP r"j ;: -1!!' t .~. ,.

I 1

I, n ·t"

11 I 11' I;

t I lIjt---"i '11' t i " f) •

, 1t" r ] J I II

~1 ci l I., (:i l rII ~ r1 ' l j,~ l! r : 1 I 1
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1 (', -. (" j

(1 I

I ( ," 1 ,; ( i t I r\ I (I I 'I, 'C',',f "1;'1\1 1"
'~ 1 1 t P I ()~ ,I I j. I " 1 II 1 "

I l ; 01' I,

H j ',I n) \

,) >~r-J) \ h

f 1.; r (' j 1 ())I

l' lint 11' ()f 1 II!'

, "
1 r

. \ (~, ',1 1", I,

,;r~:i (l.j, Nril 11 \''''11 F-i!r')], l~l (

11:: 1\1 -j t ,1 I ,,, -1; 1 P I I, I, 1;),',

,; I )1.'; 1 i\)l,-] I ! ,-J ,l I

i 'll, ::1"
, , I I'" :; ] I I I:'

p_model [];
offset=O;

;,) , F ~-: to, '1 r' il , ...

fnl ww=l:Nparameters
I; ww==estimator(l)

I I I" ,11'

I ,oj 1 l'

'., 'r; f 'e! '1n-'1" I ;:-; d \, t-c, 1 r
I, t I ( I 'j c] 1 :'ri(1) ::-; I on ., I

. t (p (I" I

offset=offset+l;
p_model=[p_model p_init(l)];
elsejf ww==estimator(2)

l' (

, 1

'I () i, i)

,:::j t "[ "---1 nn

offset=offset+1;
p_model=[p_model p_init(2)];

eJ so ~ ,C;·-1 ,11 I t h,-' ,I I-Il- ~ I 'I ~I;, ': ] tIn

1 /1 J 1 rn f- \ 11 :- ~ 1 'i; ,--j) I ,~l) ,] \ ~ i )

p_model=[p_model p_fix(ww-offset)];
end

end

. i "Iii 1·,( I:,j II'

, 1 (-] 1 ~)r::\!':-: 1 1 r- ;1 j

"i I r.'11'

1 ( 't ,'-,prll'f-

-: j

'-'r; 1;' 1J 11]1

[c_gIucose1,c_glucose_labe1ed1,c_interstitial_insulin1,
c_interstitial_gIucose1,c_Ggut1,c_Ggut_labeled!]
=gluc_sim_new (LO, t_c_insuIin1, p_mode1, pI t, I ');

]f NoMean==O
1 11 t f' i r' (' I ,-=j ~ 1:1 (1 j ,-I 1 L'

t_insu1in2_interp1 t_c_insu1in2 (1,1) : 1 :t_c_insuIin2 (end, 1); [m:: J

c_insuIin2_interp1=interp1(t_c_insu1in2(:,1),t_c_insulin2(:,2),
t_insuIin2_interp1);
t_c_insuIin2_interp1(:,1)=t_insu1in2_interp1;
t_c_insuIin2_interp1(:,2)=c_insuIin2_interp1;
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ll'1_< ,It

[c_glucose_interpl,c_glucose_labeled_interpl, ...
c_interstitial_insulin_interpl,c_interstitial_glucose_interpl,
c_Ggut_interpl,c_Ggut_labeled_interpl] ...
=gluc_sim_new (LO,t_c_insulin2_interpl,p_model,plt, ');

~) \' c1 1( . II 1' 1 1 J I'.! L j I t ~ rf :. ,-~ cl j 1 ') 1 t I!, I liT . If) ( , It,· . ( :

:.;dmp 1,;~-;

Glb=LO(4);
c_interstitial_glucose_mean(l,l)=Glb;
i=2;
for r=t_c_insulin2(2:end,1) ,
c_interstitial_glucose_mean(i,l)=.
sum(c_interstitial_glucose_interpl(r+l-t_exp:r))/t_exp;
i=i+l;
enc

':'> J 1111. (1 ~ til) I !

[c_glucose2,c_glucose_labeled2,c_interstitial_insulin2,
c_interstitial_glucose2,c_Ggut2,c_Ggut_labeled2]
=gluc_sim_new (LO, t_c_insulin2,p_model,plt, , ');

enc1

E::' 1 r u! t U llC.: t lUI j r !-.-> ,-, 1 ~.J. I ,.

errorl=c_glucosel-datal;

-li NoMean==O
error2=c_interstitial_glucose_mean-data2;

E"1 se
error2=c_interstitial_glucose2-data2;
end

error3=c_glucose_labeledl-data3;

t u t d J Hi U ( i E-:-- I ;~_. ~_ r () 1

If

, L [ i J r I.

i'j" r]n fl (j it: i r ,'1 ,t :,11 r I' ,

'" cl r) -~ / i r I ( ; ,-' t ~ 'r 1i, ill' 1 ..... ' 'i,' )

'L ~ J'll t I \. 'i 1111:-'.-,

errorl_new=errorl;
error2_new=error2;
error3_new=error3;
datal_new=datal;
data2_new=data2;
data3_new=data3;

L[ length(errorl»length(error2)
fo~ q=l: (length(errorl)-length(error2))
error2_new(length(error2)+q)=O;
data2_new(length(data2)+q)=1; ,1 ' j \ L \ i' U',
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rtf j (" ' 1)""1 II j' • !

• 1

e :--1cl

errorl_new=errorl;
datal_new=datal;
error3_new=error3;
data3_new=data3;

e 1 SF'~

for q=l: (length(error2)-length(errorl))
errorl_new(length(errorl)+q)=O;
datal_new(length(datal)+q)=l;
error3_new(length(error3)+q)=O;
data3_new(length(data3)+q)=1;
end

error2_new=error2;
data2_new=data2;

end

I l)l)('t I r,' 1 f' 1 r-Ilj I I::;

resnorml=l*(l/length(errorl))*sum((errorl_new) .A2);
resnorm2=1*(1/length(error2))*sum((error2_new) .A2);
resnorm3=125*1*(1/length(error3))*sum((error3_new) .A2);

, ~: I [11 ': I" ': lin tOrn l II' ': 1 ,1) 1 j )1',

"I (\ 111 : I 1"1,1 I ~ t I' , '111 q 1 ' - 1'1111('1) ~ r

resnorm=resnorml+resnorm2+resnorm3;
: TT: !,'
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D.2·4

runet Ion [p_model,LO_model,c_glucose_model,c_glucose_labeled_model,
c_interstitial_insulin_model,c_interstitial_glucose_model, ...

data2,data3,LO,t_c_insulinl,t_c_insulin2,a,b,c,sigmal,sigma2,sigma3,
p_fix,p_init,t_exp,Nparameters,estimator,NoMean,plt)

" I ; I I' ,J I l I l:i 1 :1:,:11 kl

r II J ,I I' [·.... 1!; 11"

" J ii'

;'1' 11 ,-

1)1'

,_oj , !

':: I, uti,'! j"

j I., I II ,I·- I ", I.

, l 1( I J Ill' 1! ; ,1t I

(~~Ul __.1"(1' :~-' j, 1 ) j I ' , t ! 1 I ~

r:1d' oL , J cO I 0 ~ , 1.1. , I I 1: ':)1, I I " I , I ,
" ; , j '-lillLl I , I ,.lltL" -' , " ,

p- , A, f " l I " ,. r\~ ! 1 r ~ " . , , "I, -1'1 I I

I tIL i

" I "fJ [, .
deli d1

';-·(iCl t dL..

t I.ll 1 . ( 1, III :

(jnt

,I 1 ! .1 I I II

lin t --:j r J '-1

1 i): I .""., I I ,it I t J. 111

"- ~" J J J [I (1 , I 1 t 1'1[11,

i)
I. 'I

I j, I.• j I ,111U

'. L... t 1 ,':: l-J c1 J 1 1!lt- t •• r

I I J :t
:, I I I .~.. I I 1 I Il!

j : I Lll d·' I'll!!

I): GUL I~U : ','Jt" I 'J til

J I.~' : CJ u t fJU 1 w',_· 1'1 111

It- 1

1\
I 1! "I,'

·.1 I Ij!

I.t III

",
, II!

"
: I'

I 11 [,_

I I], ,·l L/I!

I jl\l \ I l I )1

ul ~ , 1 ) L~ r f-jl d

f / r I' liT "i!

I -'.[jI1 '1,1 f"l,

'l(../ ,. 'I,JII I t.

Vd: l.,1]lt':,.," I Cj rnd 1
'-,;:., 1 qfTtd/

·.r 11\ [1 .-,1, I II ,0, j i j t)·

'-d[(~.' i· l II r c r \/ ..1 :11 Ji

; I ill ,- 1 I ) I II I
'--' 1:, :.:. r 1 J1 i c:i 1 (I 1: ,. 1\ r 1 I I \ ,--' r t J ~ • ~ Lit J1T' "Ill 'tl I'
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• I"

, '. "
til

-:; : vII j I I I ~ \ (, ,(,

1 'I' '.; I

] t l 1 'I '.'

~ 1 I
,",+

h.

II.,
• 11(-

~ : ,

: I,

'~ I ( 11 I

I: 1

I.

. ,--~ \ I' : '",) J

''"' ~ 1 I :' T (' ~ \

'I r' r ('(,' I, IJr] r ] ,..-1 i I

-,) j'·1':1· ,-V Ii :1 :~ r1

',-. l 1 ;j r; ['1 :J ,..-j t ~1 1

, ., ."\ I "'1 '] ,

'" I, 1 ,~ I

I· 1,

• Ii:

I : 1 'I'" ,I I

:'Y--,. I " [I'

Ib [ ] ',I. I: , I

ub [ ] (I 1 I' I I )

; :

, h,' "Ill! 1

Iii.

. I,'

. II' 11J' 'i 1 . 1; J I I , I,,' , I

" 11
options =optimset(

1 1111 : I, I

,le-20, j, t 1111'

[800]

jr

l I ' (11 I

'I I

, )

:' I'

le-lO, ... , I'

I'"

1 1'1 1

r ~l'

1,-'1 1 ]-1

! :

['" ...
1 I, >

'I'

, "

'rr

r'l

: I'

I" , 1 I j T 1

[p_estimated,resnorm,residual,exitflag,output,lambda,jacobian] ...

=lsqnonlin(@obj_fn_bias_new,p_init,lb,ub,options,p_fix,LO,datal,data2,

data3,t_c_insuIinl,t_c_insulin2,a,b,c,sigmal,sigma2,sigma3,t_exp,
Nparameters, estimator, NoMean) "I • 11'. II". "1" I'

If exitfIag==O
STOP=l;
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end

'1, t J I',i'\"

\ I .(

varp
I',;' 1 II ,-:'t 11) t \1\ l! 1 1 .. ",\ ; l.x

resnorrn*inv(jacobian'*jacobian)/length(t_c_insulinl(:,l));c
,'d r j-j11' 'I

stdp = sqrt (diag (varp) ); ,il,
I, t ~ 1n - 1 ell 1 ( "

:t 1

]' (l J ; I
,

,i J

i 1 f;, \ ; t) I

,; I I J ' I, 'I I I ' , '

p_rnodel = []j

offset=O;

for ww=l:Npararneters
1£ ww==estirnator(l)

c.. , .'
I;

II

II

"

1:1

,t, ) l ',"""it", •••

.- ~ 1 1111: 11 ~; I ~ 1n J

I;

1-' ".1 1 L ~ r

u .) c2 l l f . j )

offset=offset+l;
p_rnodel=[p_rnodel p_estirnated(l)]j
f'lSE'lt ww==estirnator(2) II " , • 1:::] _11,(1

1 \, ,. I, II III 1 I

offset=offset+l;
p_rnodel=[p_rnodel p_estirnated(2)]j

else \'"" I 1 I 'i II," I' , ~; 1 r. 1 '1

!i ,I I I ~ ,I ' .; 1 1) -"l) II' c' ' t., 1 : t ) ~ r I )

p_rnodel=[p_rnodel p_fix(ww-offset)]j
end

end

[p_fix (2),0,0,0] j

'{. fTlake plut:.-) '-'JitlJ lil-:',rJ l"-J (il:lll;-11'--,!iJjJ11 !),:~-1Il;l~1r't :--:r.Jc1 I~ tJ1r-1

[c_glucose_rnodel,c_glucose_labeled_rnodel,c_interstitial_insulin_rnodel,

c_interstitial_glucose_rnodel,c_Ggut_rnodel]= gluc_sirn_new (LO, ...
t_c_insulinl,p_ffiodel,plt, ' ') j
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D.2·5

data3,
t_c_insulinl,t_c_insulin2,a,b,c,sigmal,sigma2,sigma3,
t_exp,Nparameters,estimator,NoMean)

11 .1

'l I ,) 'n, ,(- v. I ! l'

,,' .. I IN.

":)11 I I 1, ...

1'1'11\

I \ ~

r' ,0 1 I :V', ~ 1 "I "J' ·'11 ] 'I' ., ] I ]

1 I X : I II'" II I I, , ,',

I, I X" ,j .. I I ] 'l ]

,t I rl

1 :

I i ',I1H, 1(1 ( ))

, I II,j-

I I

! 'J" ,.' 1 j

:]11

, j r1 T ~ 1

• ~':' • ,- \' • t r I'

I 1 -< \-, r I· I I

I: J

I,

,'] I ] " I I 1 "
nl,l '11' ''\1 ( I '11\1 I

" 'J

.Ilt 11jt .IL I jh i ]
"

,IiI d, I I

~1 ~: (] ~l t -]

] n S 111 1 ): :

lIT)--] 1

nj 1",1""1 ,-
I1,[,1 ] l:r] I' I rn,

'-'r

'I T r

111j

'I'] 1'''1 I] - .-Jr~; r' I "':-': )
,J 111.

! r [ x (J r p ["'Sind

1 1"'l1

I _I )1)'

I I In

r11

, I'

" )

o,j. I

III



1f11. I! j' i'- 1 1· J 'I!: ,. 1 (J J

f) _, t r i I ! l ; t ' , f) , ': ; , 1,. ,'J J ! I

I~! .

p_estimating
offset=O;

: ~ J \ I I I (\ . I I

[ ] ;

for ww=l:Nparameters
if ww==estimator(l)

t I

I'

(, 'J!: ,('I t (f ;. l)

offset=offset+l;
p_estimating=[p_estimating p_var(l)];
pisP] I ww==estimator (2) ii' Ii

1_' _1 r ~J. rru--" t' I

-,.j!"'1 'r

I'

I (

" , " t : I

11 .'.,: !) 1 t dlll(:' (,'1

Ir c ; L' 1]\ t I

offset=offset+l;
p_estimating=[p_estimating p_var(2)];

else ~)C)d\ III til' ,111"'1 :111 ' 1\ 111'

I 'f ! j 'r I (, j j 1 III" t j )

p_estimating=[p_estimating p_fix(ww-offset)];
end

',,'; Ilfltl J "l' j 11' 1 II

;t 1 [rl-1' I:

I 1L't:::' 11 t 1 d t J [)ll

. r i

I j!, f. I I" I,·

>:idmples 1Ur li_ltr]l.

plt=O; !lI,lk,' "Ie f,j,,( ,

[c_glucose_estimating,c_glucose_labeled_estimating,

c_interstitial_insulin_estimating,c_interstitial_glucose_estimating,
c_Ggut_estimating]=gluc_sim_new(LO,t_c_insulinl,

p_estimating,plt,
[ [ );

(> i 1 III c! 1. J ;,

-, j Lj (11 [tl( I, I ( : 1 I 1

':Ul~l't:::'lrt r n I (ill

\;,3dHl}) 1c.") rUt (~dtdL:.

if NoMean==O

1111(11 i i II " II'

f' ) i II

; 1 I

1, I Ii! '~1 f J_.

t_insulin2_interpl = t_c_insulin2(1,l):1:t_c_insulin2(end,l); [II,IIIJ

c_insulin2_interpl=interpl(t_c_insulin2(:,1),t_c_insulin2(:,2),
t_insulin2_interpl);
t_c_insulin2_interpl(:,1)=t_insulin2_interpl;
t_c_insulin2_interpl(:,2)=c_insulin2_interpl;

112



[c_gIucose_estimating2_interpl,c_glucose_labeled_estimating2_interpl.
c_intersti tial_insuIin_estimating2_interpl, .
c_intersti tial_gIucose_estimating2_interpl, .
c_Ggut_estimating2_interpl]=gluc_sim_new(LO,t_c_insuIin2_interpl,

p_estimating, pIt, ,.

~~1\'1Jlrlr 111Cl t!ln

, ) j

'-1 n (, I : l)f

~ (:nnp 1 (

Glb=LO(4)j
c_interstitial_gIucose_estimating2_mean(l,l)=Glbj
i=2j
! CO I r=t_c_insuIin2 (2: end, l) ,
c_interstitial_gIucose_estimating2_mean(i,l)=.
sum (c_interstitial_gIucose_estimating2_interpl (r+l-t_exp:r))/t_expj
i=i+l;
end

E'l e
[c_gIucose_estimating2,c_glucose_labeled_estimating2,
c_intersti tial_insuIin_estimating2, ....
c_interstitial_gIucose_estimating2,c_Ggut_estimating2]=.
gluc_sim_new(LO,t_c_insuIin2, p_estimating,pIt, ...

I 1 I .);

end

errorl = c_gIucose_estimating-datal;
it NoMean==O
error2= c_interstitial_gIucose_estimating2_mean-data2;
e I ::'iP c~r\!n II;

error2= c_interstitial_gIucose_estimating2-data2;
nd

error3=c_glucose_labeled_estimating-data3;

I f ric] t .1 c..; (' t ,r; hel ,
" i : t {_., I ( 11 1I ji'l;

" I ..
·1 ., J " I )1 J I i : (~ I , .. ,

"1' j I II;,

errorl_new=errorl;
error2_new=error2;
error3_new=error3i
datal_new=datal;
data2_new=data2;
data3_new=data3;

if length(errorl»length(error2)
for q=l: (length(errorl)-length(error2))
error2_new(length(error2)+q)=O;
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data2_new(length(data2)+q)=1; j i 1 , >~. ) j VI

I: I I : J' l / It 1(), 11 '; 1 i

() I ; ,~' 'n

) .<

f-Jr'd

error1_new=error1;
data1_new=data1 ;
error3_new=error3;
data3_new=data3;

else
for q=l: (length (error2) -length (error1))

error1_new(length(error1)+q)=0;
data1_new(length(data1)+q)=1;
error3_new(length(error3)+q)=0;
data3_new(length(data3)+q)=1;
c>nd

error2_new=error2;
data2_new=data2;

end
( " • / I '; 1 I) t i , ,\I' I (;'. ( ,(_; 1 ,1 III ~i " • l (, i 1.1. llt-''''J»).'.

( :-) I ,111 t ~ i ) . }o I 1, 1 • J 1\ • vv) ) • ~" J ! () r ) I' (', It) ;

error=le4*error1+1*le4*error2+125*le4*error3;
~) 1::.-- J I I) r ( ,.1 • I ~ '") Iii t l ' 1'- .1

~ ~) I I

, I

'.'. )

j ()t '1.1:

, ) ;

, ) ;
, .

, ,

if 1
figure (lOO)
subplot (411) ;
plot (t_c_insulin1 (:,l),c_interstitial_insulin_estimating,
xlabel ( ,. 1 I',' : i ' ) ;

ylabel ( , 1

Title ({ , I·

drawnow;pause(.3);
, ) ) ;

;0 t I '-:1 I ; 1 (. ( 1 ~: (; )

subplot(4l2);
plot (t_c_insulin1 (:, l) , c_glucose_estimating, , , t_c_insulin1 (:, l) , ...

datal,' ')
xlabel ( '. 1 ,j , ) ;

ylabel(' I ');

Title({'1 ';
, I ' ) ) ;

drawnow;pause(.3);

subplot(413);
plot (t_c_insulin1 (:,l),c_glucose_labeled_estimating,

t_c_insulinl ( : , 1) , data3,' ');
, ...
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xlabel ( , , ) ;
ylabel('
Title({'!

, 1

drawnow;pause(.3);

. i I , ) i

, ) ) ;

I I' II' ) ( (I :l;

subplot(414);
if NoMean==O
plot(t_c_insulin2(:,1),c_interstitial_glucose_estimating2_mean,

t_c_insulin2 (:,1) , data2,' ');
else
plot(t_c_insulin2(:,l),c_interstitial_glucose_estimating2,

t_c_insulin2 ( : , 1) , data2, , ) ;
one]

xlabel ( ,
ylabel('
Title({ ,

drawnOWipause(.3)i

, ) ;

, .,
, ) ;

, ) ) ;
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D.3 worstcase bias

11.111ctJ.on [WorstCase_Bias,estimation]=worstcase_bias_SS()

1 d I 1111 Illn J

:1 ('1.1 j ,1\ . ii' ".) t, j 1 ; I , I jIll :i l 1 i

1 I u" '()

h d 1 .3 1 ,_,! Y

C, ,)dLv'clclcl: Alllki !!r,i 1·'Jllt ,J.-'1

-s l"u 11 ct I 'J.:

b l V~ 0 t .'::1 t ,:1 :.>' " __ B 1 <l.C
-, J I'

b L r i!-JU t r 1.111

N()Nt,'

t 11 i .! J,"

JI:II d j

clear i I

gluc-param_new;
Nparameters=length(p_true)
NoMean=O;'SCdl"ul It· 11,<·

qlucu,';t::'

'-jdmp L~-,.'-) 1 f hicdv'!l--"-lll ~j

11 \/( \! .A..tJ If; I 'i,f_,' 1111 "I ), l~ lell

diary I I.
I' . I,,·

filename='
II' . ! . J i I ii' -",! L ! f--'!, j ~ I,.'! Il)f:: r (~r s :

;l 1

f-), .; I :1), .. ,'J 1 f\ d·

',l!" I;

'I

[Ib Gb p2 OS Beta k p5 p6 SIcap SIliver Coeff]
I I I

~; I I \! t' L ,

t"

l,."> J 11\) rip' I

OS=75/10; I
(> 1.111 k 1 'Ii IJ [[I, If/". L

p_init [Kabs V p4 SIglut4];

. I I t - ( I 1, j ~;' J ", I . ~ I
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t_insulinl_interpl = t_c_insulinl (l, 1) : I: t_c_insulinl (end, I) ;, [" t:

c_insulinl_interpl=interpl(t_c_insulinl(:,l),t_c_insulinl(:,2),
t_insulinl_interpl);

t_c_insulinl_interpl(:,l)=t_insulinl_interpl;
t_c_insulinl_interpl(:,2)=c_insulinl_interpl;

] ') Ii ] C," "'J i:] ;'j[)(1 (-',r,

! ;

t_insulinl =l:l:t_c_insulinl(end,l)
t : ,. \, I \ "I . I:) I: ; () ;' «,
11':-;\; I I:' I [ 1 r, l) 1 [, 1,(1 -If'

~or uuu=l:length(t_insulinl)
c_insulinl(uuu) = c_insulinl_interpl(t_insulinl(uuu)+l);
pnc

clear
t_c_insulinl(:,l)=t_insulinl;
t_c_insulinl(:,2)=c_insulinl;

[c_glucose_model,c_glucose_labeled_model,
c_interstitial_insulin_model, ...
c_interstitial_glucose_model,c_Ggut_model]=.
gluc_sim_new (LO, t_c_insulinl, p_true,plt, ...

. ) ;

i f NoMean==O
I' (, r 1 ~' I J

t_insulin2_interpl = t_c_insulin2(1,1) :1:t_c_insulin2(end,I);
c_insulin2_interpl=interpl(t_c_insulin2(:,I),t_c_insulin2(:,2),
t_insulin2_interpl);
t_c_insulin2_interpl(:,I)=t_insulin2_interpl;
t_c_insulin2_interpl(:,2)=c_insulin2_interpl;

j )"1,] l'

[c_glucose_modeI2_interpl,c_glucose_labeled_modeI2_interpl,
c_interstitial_insulin_modeI2_interpl, .
c_interstitial_glucose_modeI2_interpl, .
c_Ggut_modeI2_interpl,c_Ggut_modeI2_labeled_interpl]
=gluc_sim_new (LO, t_c_insulin2_interpl, p_true, pIt, ,. ');

t ~ I ' j ,--1 1

;,-j n:f 1(' c

Glb=LO(4);
c_interstitial_glucose_mean(I,I)=Glb;
i=2;

r=t_c_insulin2(2:end,l) ,
c_interstitial_glucose_mean(i,l)=.
sum (c_interstitial_glucose_modeI2_interpl (r+l-t_exp:r) J/t_exp;
i=i+l;
r'nd

:-; 1 Tn1] I ,-l ~ 11"1: 11.") 1 l~q

[c_glucose_modeI2,c_glucose_labeled_modeI2,
c_interstitial_insulin_modeI2, ...
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c_interstitial_glucose_mode12,c_Ggut_mode12,c_Ggut_labeled_mode12]
=gluc_sim_new (LO,t_c_insulin2,p_true,plt,' ');

end

, I' ''1'1;' 1 ) ) I ;')

III J !

datat_new=t_insulinl;
datal_new=c_glucose_model;

I t ~ 1 I __ j I • ' , ;, : j j ~ '" I I ~ i

it NoMean==O
data2_new=c_interstitial_glucose_mean;

J I.. j '! t d / _ J \ (-> 'w (j " t ,1.< 11" v) I I; 1 l' j I i 11 ~ ,

else
data2_new=c_interstitial_glucose_mode12;

L ,1 .~ l 1c~ \rJ (L t ..1;) __ J i 'v,' I U . l () 1 : j 1 ( l ' I i ~ I (

end
, 1 .) __ ; j I ~'J) , I) ; t I) ,

1',1, I,'

IZU j"

.1Ut-' j '-I; III

, 1 1 11'_' -; I '); J,.! I' 1 III

data3_new=c_glucose_labeled_model;

,·JJlr:j j 11 J t j 'j j 1 ,it .1,

~, ~ . . I.: 1 ,j 1 J!]I 1 t I J ' ~ : ~" ' r [II I i 1 t!, l til' .r"

1:!

t I

p_init_copy=p_init;
b=l;
estimation(1,:)=[-0.5 -0.4 -0.3 -0.2 -0.10.10.20.30.40.5];
estimationl (1, :)=estimation(1,:);
estimation2(1, :)=estimation(1, :);
estimation3(1, :)=estimation(l, :);
estimation4 (1, :) =estimation (1, :);

for kk=1:1ength(p_init)
11=0;
for zz=estimation (1, :) ;

p_init=p_init_copy;
11=11+1;

estimator=find(p_init(kk)==p_true);
estimator1=find(p_init(1)==p_true);
estimator2=find(p_init(2)==p_true);
estimator3=find(p_init(3)==p_true);
estimator4=find(p_init(4)==p_true);

p_True=p_true(estimator) "1,1 I '\ 11 111"111! ',t

p_init (kk)=p_init (kk)+ zz*p_init(kk)
[p_model,LO_model,c_glucose_model,c_glucose_labeled_model,
c_interstitial_insulin_model,
c_interstitial_glucose_model,

c_Ggut_model,resnorm,residual,varp ..
,stdp]=gluc_omm_mls_new(data1_new,data2_new,data3_new,LO,
t_c_insulin1,t_c_insulin2,a, ...

b,c,sigma1,sigma2,sigma3,p_fix,p_init,t_exp,Nparameters,NoMean,plt);
estimator
p_Model=p_model (estimator) : I ! I ,! 1

118



estimation(kk+l,ll)=p_model(estimator);

estimationl(kk+l,ll)=p_model(estimatorl);
estimation2(kk+l,11)=p_model(estimator2);
estimation3(kk+l,11)=p_model(estimator3);
estimation4(kk+l,11)=p_model(estimator4);
'~'nd

'-; (' (1 ] ': 11 11: I r' (1 i I ~

estimation
WorstCase_Bias(b, :)=[p_true(estimator)
max(abs (p_true (estimator)-estimation(kk+l, :)))];
b=b+ 1;
end

TARGET=fopen (filename, ');
fprintf(TARGET, ...

, , estimationl ') ;
fprintf(TARGET,

I

, , estimation2') ;
fprintf(TARGET,

, , estimation3 ') ;
fprintf(TARGET,

, , estimation4 I ) ;

fclose (TARGET) ;

,
• I i \1.1
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D.4 A priori parameter sensitivity

) cj [Vi L 11 L!11 cl I
, III I :.> r 1.11 't I (;

(JU I ] i '.J lJ~ '~ t

t I T \;0 l LV .. ! 11 ,-

:f-' l

1 J j, t I / \'

~"r j

I I '"
II<

~ J I

I I

]1' ],

'J,

L [1\ 1 I 1 11}) II 1

i, II I t (, r )

'lui III :c. I !' I· r Ii' i i

r'UJll't 1 uJi:

lVdr~~'_l[ld! 1 .-<.J -!~c:lr \1[1 ;t~ll.'-.i i'--:''''''()

I IIUUl

tWI~I'

'SUut put
"--)VdlP_.III(~11 J IX: l)\'~ 1IllLI1 ~Ilr

~) 1--) r 1 U r 1 }) c'.:! J 1 1 >_J!

(1. 1 l .. 1 1 ,_'1] '~ ) t t 110-::"

I r I III 1 1 1

clear I

gluc-param_new;
Nparameters=length(p_true)
NoMean=O; ,il,'ui-\t till'''''''

qlu

',r;dJ[Ircl E'" 1 1 Nlllvi,~d c, iJ

'."'.} rf , J t, 11! I 11 t I---! -; 1 j:. j :::J J

f'~ t c, t h t-' 'I ~ Ill' .

filename=' :
diary

J I", 'I'll 'I I, ! II I d rrl~l e t ).

[Ib Gb p2 OS Beta k p5 p6 SIcap SIliver Coeff]

jli II _.

t, 'I

'Ut--, r 1 J;I '-I I u t Ij,

"r . I j [) ,

\ ~~ 1 i J \j (--' r ,

'" b kr Wi)

p_fix
~~ USlllll opt lmel]

OS=75/10;; I
1. ~ q.JU 1

~' 1 ! r ; ~ " ' 1 : ~ : [ )

I" [, kll' ;ItJ:t ill·, :t-

p_init = [1.4*Kabs 1.4*V 1.5*p4 1.5*SIglut4]

Sdlll}Jll-~ ;,'Il.~<iul',·· /ilrlJ 11'.'11",.. ItiJI:ll~_t- il.ll .:cll1 1

t_insulinl_interpl = t_c_insulinl(l,l) :l:t_c_insulinl(end,l) " I Ifllil ]
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c_insulinl_interpl=interpl(t_c_insulinl(:,l),t_c_insulinl(:,2),
t_insulinl_interpl);

t_c_insulinl_interpl(:,l)=t_insulinl_interpl;
t_c_insulinl_interpl(:,2)=c_insulinl_interpl;

", i rrjl J ] r1' I (, II 11,'-: 1

[c_glucose_ffiodel_interpl,c_glucose_labeled_ffiodel_interpI,
c_interstitial_insulin_ffiodel_interpl, ....
c_interstitial_glucose_ffiodel_interpl,c_Ggut_ffiodel_interpl]=.
gluc_siffi_new (LO, t_c_insulinl_interpl, p_true,plt, ...

, ) ;

J [ NoMean==O
Tli t prrJn]"i! Illl': (Int '--I)

t_insulin2_interpl = t_c_insulin2(1,1) :1:t_c_insulin2(end,1);~[ml~1

c_insulin2_interpl=interpl(t_c_insulin2(:,1),t_c_insulin2(:,2),
t_insulin2_interpl);
t_c_insulin2_interpl(:,1)=t_insulin2_interpl;
t_c_insulin2_interpl(:,2)=c_insulin2_interpl;

i ;-:-1\] 1 ·,1 t I" I 1 I; T ~ i ~;' 1. .)

[c_glucose_ffiode12_interpl,c_glucose_labeled_ffiode12_interpl,
c_interstitial_insulin_ffiode12_interpl, .
c_interstitial_glucose_ffiode12_interpl, .
c_Ggut_ffiode12_interpl,c_Ggut_ffiode12_labeled_interpl]
=gluc_siffi_new (LO,t_c_insulin2_interpl,p_true,plt,' .');

, I,

Glb=LO(4);
c_interstitial_glucose_ffiean(l,l)=Glb;
i=2;
fOI r=t_c_insulin2(2:end,1) 1

c_interstitial_glucose_ffiean(i,l)=.
sUffi(c_interstitial_glucose_ffiode12_interpl(r+l-t_exp:r))/t_exp;
i=i+l;

nci

else

[c_glucose_ffiode12,c_glucose_labeled_ffiode12,
c_interstitial_insulin_ffiode12, ..

c_interstitial_glucose_ffiode12,c_Ggut_ffiode12,c_Ggut_labeled_ffiode12]
=gluc_siffi_new (LO,t_c_insulin2,p_true,plt, ');

enrJ

11-1(1 --, 1':1

datat_new=t_insulinl_interpl;
datal_new=c_glucose_ffiodel_interpl;
datal_new=datal_new+0.05 * randn (length (datal_new) , 1); ",. pi] I r;
jf NoMean==O
data2_new=c_interstitial_glucose_ffiean;
data2_new=data2_new+0.lO * randn(length(data2_new),1); ," f)"!
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else
data2_new=c_interstitial_glucose_mode12;
data2_new=data2_new+0.10 * randn(length(data2_new),l);
end
data3_new=c_glucose_labeled_mode1_interp1;

t::'JJU l!' L I, l l 1/," 1, !li

".1 '(j(.'U I 1 r 11)',1 t [II·

''I,d t-) r 1 ell pel r ,-lnl(-

"'--1 i11ll1 111;

I:

,II" ) I A

1 I ~

p_fix_copy=p_fiX;
estimation(l, :)=[-0.3 -0.20 -0.1 -0.05 0.05 0.1 0.20 0.30];
estimation1 (1, :) =estimation (1, :);
estimation2 (1, :) =estimation (1, :) ;
estimation3(1, :)=estimation(l, :);
estimation4 (1, :) =estimation (1, :);
lor kk=1:1ength(p_fix)

11=0;
p_fix=p_fix_copy;
fer zz=estimation(1,:)

p_init_saved = [Kabs V p4 SIglut4];
estimator1=find(p_init_saved(1)==p_true)
estimator2=find(p_init_saved(2)==p_true)
estimator3=find(p_init_saved (3) ==p_true)
estimator4=find(p_init_saved(4)==p_true)

11=11+1;
j 1 j ~ ) ,j r _i I i I ,- J t . I ! • I I:,,,

p_fix(kk)=p_fix(kk)+ zz*p_fix(kk)
[p_model,LO_model,c_glucose_model,c_glucose_labeled_model,

c_interstitial_insulin_model,
c_interstitial_glucose_model,

c_Ggut_model,resnorm,residual,varp ...
,stdp]=gluc_omm_mls_new(data1_new,data2_new,data3_new,LO,

t_c_insulin1_interp1,t_c_insulin2,a,b,c,sigma1,sigma2,sigma3,
p_fix,p_init,t_exp,Nparameters,NoMean,plt);

estimation1(kk+1,11)=p_model(estimator1);
estimation2(kk+1,11)=p_model(estimator2);
estimation3(kk+1,11)=p_model(estimator3);
estimation4(kk+1,11)=p_model(estimator4);

f? nci

varp_matrix(kk,ll)=det(varp)

TARGET=fopen(filename, );
fprintf (TARGET, .

, , estimation1') ;
fpr int f (TARGET, ...

, I ;]j II: 'ill I
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, , estimation2') ;
fprintf(TARGET, ...

, , estimation3') ;
fprintf(TARGET, ...

, , estimation4 ') ;
fclose(TARGET);
varp_matrix=[p_fix' varp_matrix]

, '
. I'
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0.5 Optimal Input

opLinpuLnew.m

1 I"

1 !.k)lll

)NL

11,1

S 1[ld L I 1 :, J

1 f l , f ,;'

li' "

.r I I

~ j ,

iii VJ )

L J1 Ii 1-1 J I ,

II ,1 I I :!It''i :11,{t 1.:--..

: 1,

gluc_param_new;
Nparameters=length(p_true)
NoMean=O; i',L',i[I'lj!.ll t ti{ :11' c::li' '\'t

~ ,-: ,-i[lq.J J (-

plt=O; HI"

,'.r '), I j 1,1 t Ji lIlt'·) '~: 11. ldJ qlucu.'jr:'

1 _'~ ~ Il t -

filename=' ,
diary

(t • II' il 11 ,II

, .,

2. r) : I :J f

:, J j J "Jr, I

o k 1',YO'v!'

!\ ,,} ,

I! J;
"

; 1, ; I

" , "1, ] llj I :-; j 1,',:1t-J,

't--

~ U . I r'. : 1" ) 'ot"

[Ib Gb p2 OS Beta k p5 p6 SIcap SIliver Coeff];
TTl ( j I ' j ~ __ 1 i .• J r I \ ' •

p_init = [1.4*Kabs 1.4*V 1.5*p4 1.5*SIglut4];

-J rnplt:::-' Cj~'ll(,(julr:-<) vJlth 0 [!>-',.jI1t-'!,I'j 111/lllj1i' !llr

t_insulinl_interpl = t_c_insulinl(l,l) :l:t_c_insulinl(end,l)
c_insulinl_interpl=interpl(t_c_insulinl(:,l),t_c_insulinl(:,2),

t_insulinl_interpl);
t_c_insulinl_interpl(:,l)=t_insulinl_interpl;
t_c_insulinl_interpl(:,2)=c_insulinl_interpl;

. tIi: I ! \- j : iii'" i j _, 1

t_insulin2_interpl t_c_insulin2(1,1) :1:t_c_insulin2(end,1);
c_insulin2_interpl=interpl(t_c_insulin2(:,1),t_c_insulin2(:,2)

l [11 1 Ji

, ...
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t_insulin2_interpl);
t_c_insulin2_interpl(:,l)=t_insulin2_interpl;
t_c_insulin2_interpl(:,2)=c_insulin2_interpl;

(::>nd I: lIt 1 ·-l 1 1,/,-1+ \ (,'

DS_vector=[l:lOO] ./10;
i' 11; -I' I '))

kkz=O;

(I i r -l- >:' I n:~' 1',--11111 : Ii: ( j 1 ] ~ rJ:

I ~'

"IJ

for z=l:length(DS_vector)
kkz=kkz+l
p_init_saved = [Kabs V p4 SIglut4];
estimatorl=find(p_init_saved(l)==p_true)
estimator2=find(p_init_saved (2) ==p_true)
estimator3=find(p_init_saved (3) ==p_true)
estimator4=find (p_init_saved (4) ==p_true)

DS=DS_vector(z)
p_true(4)=DS;
p_fix = [Ib Gb p2

1 '''1 I 'I

DS Beta k pS p6 SIcap SIliver Coeff];
'",11T I 'I,,' iii]' ','[: I, I" 'I'" 11"

[c_glucose_model_interpl,c_glucose_labeled_model_interpI, ...
c_interstitial_insulin_model_interpl, ....
c_interstitial_glucose_model_interpl,c_Ggut_model_interpl]=.
gluc_sim_new (LO, t_c_insulinl_interpl, p_true,plt, ...

I: ');

I j NoMean==O
TIlt (-r~~l(,l~l' 11 ' 1 ,r]...-l'

[c_glucose_mode12_interpl,c_glucose_labeled_mode12_interpl,
c_interstitial_insulin_mode12_interpl, .
c_interstitial_glucose_mode12_interpl, .
c_Ggut_mode12_interpl,c_Ggut_mode12_1abeled_interpl]
=gluc_sim_new (LO,t_c_insulin2_interpl,p_true,plt,' I I ');

)(j : '--, (11 t II P d'" ,~) ,.

GIb=LO(4);
c_interstitial_glucose_mean(l,l)=GIb;
i=2;
fOT r=t_c_insulin2(2:end,l) ,
c_interstitial_glucose_mean(i,l)=.
sum (c_interstitial_glucose_mode12_interpl (r+l-t_exp:r) )/t_exp;
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i=i+l;
ell

else
(_ l III) J I -l \ j,)j: I , '~ ; : IJ [-j;, /

[c_glucose_mode12,c_glucose_labeled_mode12,
c_interstitial_insulin_mode12, " " "

c_interstitial_glucose_mode12,c_Ggut_mode12,c_Ggut_labeled_mode12]
=gluc_sim_new (LO,t_c_insulin2,p_true,plt,' ');

end

Cllj(J 1 I! \. I

datat_new=t_insulinl_interpl;
datal_new=c_glucose_model_interpl;
datal_new=datal_new+O.025 * randn(length(datal_new),l);
It NoMean==O
data2_new=c_interstitial_glucose_mean;
data2_new=data2_new+O.05 * randn(length(data2_new),1);
e l,se

data2_new=c_interstitial_glucose_mode12;
data2_new=data2_new+O.05 * randn(length(data2_new),1);
end
data3_new=c_glucose_labeled_model_interpl;

}") 1 ,) t t '. t ( ,1. -;[ .,... Itt I I· ! t '

[[;,i k {) ! \ j 1 t ! .' i

it plt==l
~,f' I ur' ,',;

figure;
Gb=p_true(2);
subplot (311); plot (datat_new,datal_new, , i ',2);
hold 'j,;
plot (t_c_insulinl_interpl (:,l),c_glucose_model_interpl ,
, [, II,· 1 I, ' ,2) ;
hold I.;

plot ( [datat_new (1) datat_new (end)], [Gb Gb],
~f' 1J ci ,'oj t~ 1 L; t' ' It· V t-· 1

:. ' , 1. 5)

xlabel ( , : I

ylabel ( ,
Title(.

;; I" I');

r 1\-1 U I I-

, ) ;
, )

LJ NoMean==O
subplot(3l2); plot(t_c_insulin2(:,1), data2_new,'
hold
plot (t_c_insulin2 (:,l),c_interstitial_glucose_mean,

, , 1 !,' itt I ' , 2) ;

c>lse

subplot(322); plot(t_c_insulin2(:,1), data2_new,'
hold
plot (t_c_insulin2 (:,1),c_interstitial_glucose_mode12,

I, ' , 2) ;

enCl

',.1

II ' , 2)
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xlabel ( ,
(' I

Title ( ..

, ) ;

, ); ylabel ...
, )

subplot (311); plot (datat_new,data3_new, [ ',2);
hold
plot (t_c_insulinl_interpl (:,l),c_glucose_labeled_model_interpl,

" ' ,2) ;
hold
plot ( [datat_new (1) datat_new (end)], [Gb Gb],

l~d:-;I-'] J'j( 1·"'-' 1
xl abel ( ,
ylabel ( ,
Title(.,.

, ) ;

enci

:) ,

, ) ;

, I,

, )

,; t [ : \ ncr I Iv I i ;,,[ I

[p_model,LO_model,c_glucose_model,c_glucose_labeled_model,
c_interstitial_insulin_model,
c_interstitial_glucose_model,c_Ggut_model,resnorm,residual,varp,
stdp]=gluc_omm_mls_new(datal_new,data2_new,data3_new,LO" ..
t_c_insulinl_interpl,t_c_insulin2,a,b,c,sigmal,sigma2,sigma3,p_fix,
p_init,t_exp,Nparameters,NoMean,plt);

] f z==l
varp_old=varp '\" [1,

DS_T_opt=DS_vector(z)
elSPlt det (varp) <det (varp_old)
varp_old=varp;i' Il'/'

det(varp) il d'i

DS_T_opt=DS_vector(z)
c' n cJ
det(varp)
DS_matrix(z, :)=[DS,det(varp)];

,II'

r 1 X

estimationl(kkz)=p_model(estimatorl);
estimation2(kkz)=p_model(estimator2);
estimation3(kkz)=p_model(estimator3);
estimation4(kkz)=p_model(estimator4);

no

TARGET=fopen(filename,
fprintf(TARGET,
fprintf(TARGET,
fprintf(TARGET,
fprintf(TARGET,
fclose(TARGET);

, ) ;

, , estimationl') ;
, , estimation2') ;
, estimation3') ;

, , estimation4') ;
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D.6 Optimal Sample Schedule

functioll [opt_SS_datal,opt_SS_data2,opt_datal,opt_data2.
, opt_data3]=opt_sample_schedule_new()

1 l I r i t I .-~

I J IV. \I) '(j,_ ,[ II I r I It '1

;';,--1 ttL A •

,. , I ~l u : I '. 1I r ~ '-1 1 ,'i I : [,

,:11 j ) 1Cl 1 IJll , j ,1 ! II ~ J I ., ~_) I I Iii

,11'\"" 1111 ,jj,; 1 :Irq;!"" :.;,.'llt'C1l1 IE' 'wtl(-" I ;'

J J I: ,.' I l 11 I t ~_)

! l' -' 1 ~ h iJ "j I J I 1 i 1 'J

idrr,pl,<~ 111 i"

;~ j-J.1 ; 1 () 1 ')

:} -7 ; \.• 1:/ ');-', I J ',,' lilt, r

[I j.11 ,,1, II I, t 1

,U})L_',1c:ll:,1~j ()[)l j .. ';,'li' '.,1' I,

) J J 1 ~---' U l 1 Ulll' l i UJl

NUIJL

I,) II t f; II t ~j ! t 1r1( 1 ; ()!! :

I,

I.

'I i ,

:!I!

L r: dllf

I I' " I ,I'll) I

Il' , j )(i

ill,) I jI111 I ,

In,J-lt

J -1 T -J,'

" Ul.JI cJd l ,I I : I
-:',Jpl ide

,1,--1 1 d , :

1 1-11 C 1 ._~ l .'.:; c:!: 1 ) 11

clear I

NoMean=O;'"'nll'II'II" 'I,,, 'Il'

, J 1u ,-'~):., t"

Max_Exp_Dur=240; 1,,· ''',/. l

\~,':)drll}Jl'-· l! hul'!it-'-:,ll-U

gluc_param2_new;
Nparameters=length(p_true)

tl I'

I.

t " /'.. f j t~ 1 l! It' 1 I t

r ,;1 j T 1 d 1

',.Ill t,J kt_'

diary 'Ii I IJ

i [t;,

'~ 1 J 1 \i ( J r, '; 1 ' I ; t j, ! ;

I,

11 1 ~ . r

,) l q

I)'; I )]'J 'pI inl" I ] ::~~ll'
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OS=75/10;

I,':." i r ,I ,I ( i

I", i: ':'

p_fix = [Ib Gb p2 OS Beta k p5 p6 SIcap SIliver Coeff];
',Lll( 1J' In I J ~ t '

::1 I i I ~. '1, r' [,, , i I f J , I

[1.4*Kabs 1.4*V 1.4*p4 1.4*SIglut4];

1 ~ :; I I ,~I ;r 1 ! 1 j ~ .'

, -j')( ii", 1 riC,! 'P']

~. ( I 1,' t 'I T

plt=O;

r. (~j rnp I ' I, I.' •

t_insulinl_interpl
t_c_insulinl (1,1) : 1 : Max_Exp_Our; , ,.1 i 'i i ( j, I) ;

'; !rr,i "']
c_insulinl_interpl=interpl(t_c_insulinl(:,l),t_c_insulinl(:,2),

t_insulinl_interpl);
t_c_insulinl_interpl(:,l)=t_insulinl_interpl;
t_c_insulinl_interpl(:,2)=c_insulinl_interpl;

[c_glucose_model_interpl,c_glucose_labeled_model_interpI,
c_interstitial_insulin_model_interpl, ....
c_interstitial_glucose_model_interpl,c_Ggut_model_interpl]=.
gluc_sim_new(LO,t_c_insulinl_interpl, p_true,plt, ...

. ) ;

(>-lrnr'lt'- .r:-;l~h(;cl111(") jCH rll"1/ I'li

t_insulin2_interpl
t_c_insulin2(1,1) :l:Max_Exp_Our;

1\,- n f IT'1 )1111 r

:' ", " I) ;

c_insulin2_interpl=interpl(t_c_insulin2(:,1),t_c_insulin2(:,2),
t_insulin2_interpl);
t_c_insulin2_interpl(:,1)=t_insulin2_interpl;
t_c_insulin2_interpl(:,2)=c_insulin2_interpl;

[c_glucose_mode12,c_glucose_labeled_mode12,
c_interstitial_insulin_mode12, ...

c_interstitial_glucose_mode12,c_Ggut_mode12,c_Ggut_labeled_mode12]
=gluc_sim_new (LO,t_c_insulin2_interpl,p_true,plt,' .);

I : 11, (1 /:i. ;lr·J ), 'Tn~-'ri:,lll ',Ii I, '11 )-1":--'-41")

'; I (, I;! I

datal_new=c_glucose_model_interpl;
t d/' ) {::'\/.} ,--j\;\I(fl-j (c' I lit ,-'t C;\ \1 1,-1 j -I 11;'~'

I " " (-. )
"' I J.' I' 1 ) i
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data2_new=c_interstitial_glucose_mode12;
'~,;! 1 ,i : I ~ • 1 W(1' (. I_I I " ;, l I 1( I" J,. I

(1!lj I il I I j ,.1 11 ! I

"1 I' j, (Iii. \ , I lIlt' ,.J (; (j ! ~'ltI,

L L 1
(.'ci l,~u LelL II L! I, II'

';'M 1 () I I t hili U,l \)[ . ; t I I

i.,t> '/1 I II cJ I v I '111 , / ~if tIf ) I
'.

I;"~ I "JlltjUl.l1 I Ii lilif' !

'i"f I
j ; vi I 1 Ii

I" 11111

.: '11\ I II I I !i II

,I I , I I i [ I ~ " I ,)I'ti t '1111 I "
hi 11 f·- I "

')[11) I II I I ',,"' I I II I 'J

i
" I : IT, ~ I , 'II' "lli j

1111 t 1 i I I,ll J \' , J j I \/. j t 1 (): ~ , '

opt_datal=datal;
opt_data3=data3;
opt_SS_datal=t_c_insulinl_interpl(:,l)
datacl_using=t_c_insulinl_interpl(:,2)

aa=l:l: (2*t_exp-l)
endvalue=le6;
r=l;

for q=l*t_exp:t_exp:endvalue
fo,' Z= [aa]

qz=q+z II j

'{ S t ,: ~ I II r 1 ',(1 J ttl t 1;' 1 LJ;'

I I'

ii' r 1 '" i It,,,".,.' 1 I II 1 l.~;

;- .--', i V I ) 1', i ; 1-' l J::, j I j \ . J 1" ~ I; i I

datatl_using=opt_SS_datal;
datatl_usinggg=opt_SS_datal'
datal_using=opt_datal;
data3_using=opt_data3;

, t :lllfl1 1 t 1)(;,

datatl_using_old=datatl_using' , I I' :'i' 'I, I '

datatl_using(q/t_exp+l)=opt_SS_datal(q/t_exp)+z;
'tl'~..J I, I,

J 1 I '-J : i >-~ 1,.\ ), ! ![l:::) LI '

t- ! ' 1
\ I J t

P 1 Cn.:t"-'((I j r " 1 III II () j 1 ." ,1 : i t. lJ I I J ,-' II

", \_1 t (. '~1 t ,'r I j I c 1 1 I! I ' .• ] I II' '~ \ !

t I j~. \ 1 !lld j (-I rrq I I ._. 'I jt-· 11, j , ,i l'

1£ datatl_using(q/t_exp+l»=Max_Exp_Dur.

display ( ,
aa=l:l: (2-rl*t_exp-l

tt j, tJ'

" " !,

,!I i :'

t [If Iii
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r=r+li
If numel(aa)==O

display ( ,
-;., (j! . f 1 Ii I 1'1 C! 11 ( 1 ' 1] 1 l

11 Ij I

opt_SS_data2=O
opt_data2=O
:r ei 11 r]l

end

-I ,Ill 1 1

il i I)

datal_using_old=datal_using'i I 1 II !')

datal_using (q/t_exp+l) =datal_new (opt_SS_datal (q/t_exp) +z+l)i
i' :

data3_using (q/t_exp+l)=data3_new (opt_SS_datal (q/t_exp) +z+l)i
CJ ,'J( 'IJe(i Ij I r::,

datal_new_neww=datal_using'i 'I iIi

data3_new_neww=data3_using'i
"d I 1 '"

:,1:

datacl_using (q/t_exp+l) =t_c_insulinl_interpl (opt_SS_datal (q/t_exp)+z+l,
2) i

:, .r; ~1 J rl C[ i)1 111ll j>

datacl_using_new=datacl_using'i ,',n

datatl_c_using=[datatl_using datacl_using]i

I '1 ~ " ) I' ! Ci'1> " 1"" 'J i , 1 'I I ,
hc;] " f J

"
J I ','; I

if (q/t_exp+2) <=length(datatl_using)
Lf datatl_using(q/t_exp+l)==datatl_using(q/t_exp+2)
pause
ww=li

Whlie (q/t_exp+l+ww)<=length(datatl_using)-l
datatl_using(q/t_exp+l+ww)= datatl_using(q/t_exp+l+ww)+t_exp
datacl_using(q/t_exp+l+ww)= datacl_using(q/t_exp+l+ww)+t_exp
datal_using (q/t_exp+l+ww) =datal_using (q/t_exp+l+ww+l)
data3_using (q/t_exp+l+ww) =data3_using (q/t_exp+l+ww+l)
ww=ww+li

end
end

datatl_using=datatl_using(l:length(datatl_using)-l)
datacl_using=datacl_using(l:length(datacl_using)-l)
datal_using=datal_using(l:length(datal_using)-l)
data3_using=data3_using(1:length(data3_using)-1)
datatl_c_using=[datatl_using datacl_using]i
opt_SS_datal=datatl_using I; r II' ,'I: It' '1'

opt_datal=datal_using ,'. 1'1 I II' 'l·tI ,I nf t 1;," ('I) t "'1'1

opt_data3=data3_using ':1"1' I :il"" :1 "f til,' ,'llr)"':))

(~ (~

".)
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: J 1i I I i 1 j 1 ~ 1 I I'

[p_rnodel,LO_rnodel,c_glucose_rnodel,c_glucose_labeled_rnodel,
c_interstitial_insulin_rnodel,
c_interstitial_glucose_rnodel,c_Ggut_rnodel,resnorrn,residual,varp,

t_c_insulin2,a,b,c,sigrna1,sigrna2,sigrna3,p_fix,p_init,t_exp,
Npararneters,NoMean,plt);

'I j'

1 J -j 11 f-_~ i

z==aa (1)
varp_old=varp;
optirnurnDET=det(varp)
opt_SS_data1=datat1_using
opt_data1=data1_using
opt_data3=data3_using
SAVED=l :1 ~if j

e 1 SE~ I [ det (varp) <det (varp_old)
varp_old=varp;

t 1

1}

I II'

II'

~) t

. 1.\

1/\:" 'lIt "t1'

II,' ,'U I ; '"":"""'!!l

Jrl>--'; III < 1.-'.

ii, J ;;,-11), II t i 11i::·

SAVED=l
optirnurnSarnple=qz
optirnurnDET=det (varp) :, ':
opt_SS_data1=datat1_using
opt_data1=data1_using I"

'1i Ilil )], 1 T <) ;-

IV I )l\l II~ \..'(; 1 1 (----'llt S

I 1,1 ]p :1 It I U t T tie ~ , I J 1 1 C")j t.

',',,)

end

'':"~nd

ItO

det (varp) : I ':< I,)

NOTSAVED=l "I 'if) [,':'
end

end

It 1 , t [1 t 1-' t1 I t \:~ I 11

I (_~ u 1':'. L 1 j j I, 1 t h,,· (i ~_; T J

:';, L 1,1 r 1. C) j 1 7 l t ():

',.:":" 1 c~ ( I tIl j'J III '5 t) cl

"O,I---'rj,_:tl 11:11'" :JI,,_-( I 'i,1Jllr:,1'

IJi::-lqrlIJ'_ll.,l lill-] ,urllt/ll ;-) l;

L!l,::tll/I! [,,I

r [II j I ~.

: i

'. I ./'! j 1[1

I,

'I,' I,

;,.-Uf\1-) I ,- '-J\. IJf 'Cll, It:? ',.vlll·'l'C­

'.\' 1 t (1 i 1

> , ' t l t '~I j 1 f-.- •

opt_data2=data2;
opt_SS_data2=t_c_insulin2(:,l)

132



aa=t_exp:t_exp:5*t_exp;
endvalue=le6;
r=l;

tor q=l*t_exp:t_exp:endvalue
for z=[aa]

qz=q+z (I I iTI"'. )1 I 1

,1 ) i ,I I I , I I'

'Ii-' I 11h j! I i "
I ( I.. i I i;

1 1 I ~ :,,1 Itt,

1'--' )·-tl' ,\ I'

.-~ -1 ',' 1 i 1'j 1 'TI,-< C'dTn1' I c' ,CII,-,rl i ~ I f 'filr I 1 t Ijd·'

datat2_using=opt_SS_data2;
data2_using=opt_data2;

,-1?1

1("

SumOfData=O;
If NoMean==O
tor pp=1:1:t_exp
SumOfData=SumOfData+data2_new(opt_SS_data2(q/t_exp)+z+l-(pp));
,~ ~;' i ~rl r~ 1 : 'T (I i t

eric!

Meandata=l/t_exp*SumOfData; "1, I r

data2_using (q/t_exp+l) =Meandata; 'II' I ,j,.l d ';,""11' I c

else

data2_using (q/t_exp+l)=data2_new (opt_SS_data2 (q/t_exp) +z); 0~~\'i ~

L..-~ •

end
"'; I (

datat2_using_old=datat2_using' it

datat2_using(q/t_exp+l)=opt_SS_data2(q/t_exp)+z;
, fl'-'-']II i,

datat2_using_new=datat2_using'
data2_new_neww=data2_using' I I ,I I

hi !I

II h (, ',r, (-1 r I ~ r i

l I, ( : I I -,,-j nil" I ' - '11;- (J 1, I I \1 \ -

If datat2_using(q/t_exp+l»=Max_Exp_Dur
1, r !=--';1 {~11

,,1,"; l.-

display ('
aa=t_exp: t_exp:

., t ] p, I.';:

r=r+l;
If numel(aa)==O

display ( ,

(5-r) *t_exp;
,I : III Ii

" T

')

i 11' h 1 . '" \1

'0, ,-1 1 '" II ("I t ~ ~ T-1 1 ( - I 1 I 1 f' I j 1 i

opt_SS_datal=O
opt_SS_data3=O
opt_datal=O

III ,I ')(1,-
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D.7 White Noise test

wnoisetesLnew.m

~llnct Jon [datacov, mean_datal, mean_data2, mean_data3] =.
wnoisetest_new(datal,data2,data3,residual}

j'dJ ~~ll~lrnal MOc1Pl of

rhi.c; flln r ·l.10n cl.rJrl.lyze

!~dl; t i no t hE=2l f:>.c;t 1 m::l! lOn

I II "K I 'I "

the' ::1 r 'iFjl I' \'

prCl(·'·C]l; (t',

\ 1 eci ~---- lid I i t

':.HI tn]','

r)'7 ~ u 1y 0 h , .l~ rJ 1 \1 ,j cJ (! t A1 rna CJ r (' F r 1] t
o 0
~ r, ,e,

rT J ,I"

(1r-lt d of I nt r "t i t- I .;::l 1 I II ,'-; 1] I I l' I I
ri rJ. t d of I 11 t rs t J i I a I q 1 lJ c-: (J ;:~ .::' [mt': I
,-1,"1 rl 0 f I ,"be 1ecl p I ,smd '1 11;. (, S (" [mMj

", : "':, I eliH 1 '" I qCl I hr,.

'?J)lJt_pu1 c~ F1JrJCt lor::

(')(1 t n C()\' r],-1 t (~1

~rn~~a n cl n t j 1 : C~ ('1 1 (_~ 11 I ell. i nCj 1 he rnF-' ':'-1 I"; C) t
~ mC>111 cl ,~ t ,:)? : c ,3 I ell 1dt i nq LllP rrt J ,=) n I; .
o:;mearl rJ,-~ t c1 ~ : C~ ~: 1(-11 I ,"t I nq t- h0 rnr';'jll (- .. :

r r: :~~ r: 1-:: n leu I -""j tIn C1 t h F' rn n ,1 n. ~,1 u ~; t I j'

mean_datal=mean(datal);
mean_data2=mean(data2};
mean_data3=mean(data3};

he ciclt ,~1

: h" e] 'li. '" [vIII:; t bt· ? ?:, r ()

hf' ,] ·1 : d ~1u" , hc· rr J

: h, rl., t d Mil st [" ,.

, } ;
, ) ;

TFST: St "t j "t I Cd I prop~rj I c· •.

pp=-l:O.Ol:l;
yy=hist(residual,pp);
figure;
plot(pp,yy};title('
xlabel ( ,
ylabel ( ,

-;... !;(;~-nl,-11i7inr_l l(';,lclUn]S

residual=residual./max(residual);

I 1 ;-; '~ 1 --I

) ;

tirne,3hlft:

for m=O: (length(residual}-round(O.4*length(residual}})
sum=O;
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fur n=l: (round(0.4*length(residual)))
part=residual(n)*residual(n+m)i
sum=sum+parti

end

datacov(m+l)=(1/(round(0.4*length(residual)))) .*sumi
E~nd

figure
plot ( (0:
title ( ,
xlabel ( ,
ylabel ( ,

(length(residual)-round(0.4*length(residual)))),datacoV)i
, ) i

, ) i
, ) i
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0.8 Worst case bias SI-caP

0.8.1

worstcase-.bias_steil.m

"Oriil of q 11l (~(J .C)c-' I il" t I'

Tll1.'-) .Cil~rLr't C'st l:'\,:,te.s thE:' lrJr::\nt lriri.::Olhlf:::> p~r-nmF~ter,c; ir' .c;tE_~ll's

i\>1ncl(-~ I (If i n,~111 ] n ~: 1 tlF\( J eli:, i Jllj f'''1,--=J:< lrrl1Jn, ],Pd:~t

0" oS (111;1 Y- P S E: oS t ] md.! '1 n n

(~H 1

.?8
t nrl'
\IJly-nh, I'll', .

--~lnlt ]riJJze t- r-' 1 1 ':::; ill j rj r' I '-, fin ::; I] I Ink i n r- ! I • E;

clear
gluc-param_new;
Nparameters=length(p_true);
NoMean=O; (·,1(""ul,"':1_r:'.'~ t-hp rnf"r11l l'\'f"'

q 111 (-e,se

c;,.s ,l !"F I (>C; I j Nn r'~" n !1 'c 0

.x F 11: i 11 I It,· ,; () t L l' t c, r .':; tit in L

diary
:;,:-': :-j t h. rJ--1rnC'

filename=' . , .,

rrl,-J \.: ;e:'> ~ I 1"t., j f F' 1 t -- 1

plt=l;

I r NoMean==O
J 11\": pnJ nt i nq rln!

t_insulin2_interpl = t_c_insulin2(l,l) :1:t_c_insulin2(end,l);~[~inJ

c_insulin2_interpl=interpl(t_c_insulin2(:,l),t_c_insulin2(:,2),
t_insulin2_interpl);
t_c_insulin2_interpl(:,l)=t_insulin2_interpl;
t_c_insulin2_interpl(:,2)=c_insulin2_interpl;

.'~ilTn]ldt i,.';; lJ.'=>inq d t (1)

[c_glucose_mode12_interpl,c_glucose_labeled_mode12_interpl,
c_interstitial_insulin_mode12_interpl,
c_interstitial_glucose_mode12_interpl, ...
c_Ggut_mode12_interpl,c_Ggut_mode12_labeled_interpl]
=gluc_sim_new (LO, t_c_insulin2_interpl, p_true,plt, ,. ');
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t ,-1c __ ,It,-'''d) , l) ;

'6 lCU1,.J.t 1 lj(j ~. ht-, fH(-'bll 01 ! ;Jt-' lilT t.:>j ~JulClt.· ,1 (L.-:t" -:1/ 3t lllE:-' ddfo./

".;dnlp] e.':;;

GIb=LO(4);
c_interstitia1_g1ucose_mean(1,1)=GIb;
i=2;
fOt r=t_c_insu1in2(2:end,1) ';
c_interstitia1_g1ucose_mean(i,1)=.
sum (c_interstitia1_g1ucose_mode12_interpl (r+l-t_exp:r) )/t_exp;
i=i+l;
enCl

elSE'
'jirnuldtiun USIIH'1 tc..-j)

[c_g1ucose_mode12,c_g1ucose_1abe1ed_mode12,
c_interstitia1_insu1in_mode12,

c_interstitia1_g1ucose_mode12,c_Ggut_mode12,c_Ggut_1abe1ed_mode12]
=gluc_sim_new (LO,t_c_insu1in2,p_true,p1t,");
end

~ dcidllHJ nois
i f NoMean==O
data2_new=c_interstitia1_insu1in_mode12_interpl;
'sdat c1L new-den d:~ jH~VJ I (). 10 * t d,l'l~lrl \ j '~:1,--11 II ( t rL::._Jh::'W), 1); 18 kU I S
,,I S(,

data2_new=c_interstitia1_insu1in_mode12;
ddt d 2 n f::-: W C", C ,-J L 'j .:~ _J I t.-· '\'.' 1 (~ • 1U A 1i I I ' '11, 1 t- t I (

'6 rtk,ke plots 1- plt-l

plt=l;

stei1_param;
Nparameters=length(p_true);
% Elld LnJ t idl i:;at ion

~') 2-dlmf.~nSlOLd L pdrdrnel r spd(:e

p: ~ lIb :;leap p2J;
1 kriowil pdrcrnE~tprs:

p_fix = [Ib p2];
1 unknown Hi(,d(;l pd 1 (J.llH~t eL S:

p_init = [SIcap]

p_init_copy=p_init;
estimation(l, :)=[-0.5 -0.4 -0.3 -0.2 -0.1 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 ];
estimationl (1, :)=estimation(l,:);

Eor kk=l:length(p_init)
11=0 ;
for zz=estimation(1,:)
p_init=p_init_copy;
11=11+1 ;

estimator=find(p_init(kk)==p_true);
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estimatorl=find(p_init(l)==p_true);
p_True=p_true (estimator) '1] cq' I c1'J -'1 I r "H

p_init (kk)=p_init (kk)+ zz*p_init(kk)

[p_model,LO_model,c_interstitial_insulin_model,resnorm,residual,varp,

stdp]=gluc_omm_mls_steil(data2_new,LO,t_c_insulin2_interpl,a,sigmal,
p_fix,p_init,Nparameters,plt);

p_Model=p_model(estimator) ~,cjl;o;rlny ')]1 fT10nit0r

estimation(kk+l,ll)=p_model(estimator);
estimationl(kk+l,ll)=p_model(estimatorl);
cond

enCJ
TARGET=fopen(filename, ');
fprintf(TARGET,

I ' ,', I . II f

I

fclose(TARGET);
, , estimationl' ) ;
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D.8.2

steiLparam.m

ThlS SCLlf!c 1111t LdL1Zfc'

~6klllet LC:~ dnd t hc" CLine

~ %-%

all paranlfc"t,,'I:, ut :~t_t'il'ci jVloclc:J

dmplE-';'::; uf pld.::>l!lci 11L:::illll.-!1.

uf insullTl

S-oHl :;;1 U(\/

%28 July--06, -3dlVdclol. AJIIIdCjtU C'] U[ ("-i, II! '-:

9,29--,Jdll-lJ'1, NaLdl Vdll R[f"l, 'I'U/

%1'l-Jun-lJ3, NdtdJ vall khd, TUit-

~ornuc:ie I f-Jel t ;JJ1Ii-JL (:'LS:

Ib = Ib; f,. I p[~ J b,bl-'l L

SIcap = SIcap; [l I[n] Ilj

p2 = p2; 6 I j I if! Il J u I d 1
\lDt 51 Itl 1 tlLll

1:1 ulir CUlll"'11t ldtl l~i

11Sc-')"::lc
'
tIJI,11\11 i_tlSUJ ill

flclCt)(..Jl1dl :l'jull ' " ,~~lE-~clr

r 11 ci;-jnld

1 ,-j l!SPO rot tJ31 aInc't e r

,~ __ I: t rUrTI the

[Ib, SIcap, p2];

S-".JFixed LfLlt ial (;Ufl(il-t L'J11.:3

clear i,,:;

L 0 (1) = 0; '5 I f--I~ I ] 11 .'i II 1 III co 11 C e 11 t r d t I Cd I 1 [1 1 II t C' l S t. 1t ) U III

J :) p U l l 11 .~j ul 1 n C' (J I 1(; (~11 t r fJ tIe) r1 l 1; ~ 1
ric'h

d :)Ulrl~~C1 t () be" krlciwll dt

SitTllll'~l\ lUll Llf[l(~ sc3.mpl
~drllples

~llll[l 11J elJ 1,11 ,--'I·t-'() nl1(~j) C'l 1t :~; rIleci2:-lULI:'G

%TimE:-:' and anlplllUclF-: sa.rnl~jle::.] ct !jlc!;:3iflll 111;-;ul11l:

~l-> blood 4Lucus~ ddtd

t_insulinl = t_c_insulinl(:,l);
c_insulinl = t_c_insulinl(:,2);
t_c_insulinl(:,l) = t_insulinl';
t_c_insulinl(:,2)=c_insulinl';

_squared :2-n::Jlm tlt~ tlOr-tIJnC;.l r~~3L,jUciLs

a = 1; '1J 0 u t put W E~' 1 CJ h t 1 J lCJ i c1 C Lor '_ I; p 1 l

cutput)

sigmal=l; 1;, V:::i J 1 (iII! 't: q I u ( ',) ') F-----' ,;!) I 1,_' t::'! 1 t r d t 1 () J 1 ( I ~; l ,) u l P u l )

% lTldY,P pl rs 11 plt=l

\ f plt==l;
'6Pluts
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, ); holdfigure; plot(t_c_insulin1(:,1), t_c_insulin1(:,2),
Ha I LIF' ]E'V"]:

plot ( [t_c_insulin1 (1, 1) t_c_insulin1 (end, 1)], [Ib Ib],

,1. 5)
xl abel ( , I

title ( ,
'); ylabel('

, )

, )
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D.8·3

steiLsim.m

Iunelior [c_interstitial_insulin]=steil_sim
(LO,t_c_insulin,p,plt,TITLE)

U!H_E.'::11ltdt ion in

Th.l':) tunct Jon Illakf::-'S ~1 ,'-J1JrlllJat JOll ;) 'lIt-' ~l ?ll' _-, Ylu(j\;-~l 01 11lSUJlrl

1.,Klnet.ics US11l(~ the! ~JcLlrjnleter::.; defJJjt-,~: I!' :;t il P313I!1.!lI.

r'Uliet 1 on:

'6 [ e __ i n t e r s tiL La 1_~ n s U 11 I , ) ~ .'i [ e ~ I _ ,'; ~ l!\ (L 0, t __cl _ ins u j ~ n I , t _ e _ i i lei l, I 1 n:-: , !J, . . .

~,pl t, TITLE)

',Input,c; I unet i <:,11:

~LO: FIxed lilitldl r:unditlOll.'i,L()(I)

inr (::'1 ~__ j1 1'-. L Uffl.

C illllUl111: [pM] [nllnJ ['~rne .,111I ,lilil.'ll\ uue ,<3dIllpl II'c1tcix of pla,sma

'i, ~ n,~ u I Iniblou d y 111 C u,e; t~ cJ d \ ?, J J I: ',' r S \. l \ Ld q I li ,ei ," ddt d

1, P : l 0 I P , p:2]; 2 d 1 rtl e j 1 '-j .1 (j II r:1 1 :.) c, 1 une t t:" J ~) P d ~'e

"bplt: plot,,::; nlcHj~ 111 llll rljil(~: 1 }Jtt 1.

'tTITLE: ,e;et tl)<" Lit I rleilIlE? It 11[, I,'!" mdck JJl tIllS lU!]('llun (i)lt~l).

Out PUt.lo tunci 1 UII:

't e ~ n tel S tit j d j l Il.ei u II n: [ p IV] J III \ l~ t ,I> t ,: j ell 1 L I; L: I I II '.:CJ j) " e I I t rat ~ 0 n .

H1,stOly

'628-July06. S~lvadot

';,;>9 .Jall-Q4, Naral van

't17 .JUII 03, Natal van

Alrnaqlo F'cu\ os,

Riel, TU/e

F<,1121, rUle

TU/e

',le-12); palamelels ~~end

":;l, • AtJ:3 To 1 ' , J E' 1 6) ;

~nlodel par~nl~t~·cS:

{, S ledp [1 i J11 1 )]] : r d Jl:S t' r 1cJ (); 11 co I i ,,, i I 11 c.; II I 1 11

{, P 2 l I i nil' I I t U, d I f r de t lUI),j I i JJ:~ I> I II ' I
~, i n t. E' r ! 1 t i a 1 t 1 u i (1

11l)lffeI'(,ntial l:'quaLiuns :301v~t: l)(Jf.·J~).:-)

ode_options =odeset ( 'I I ' ,le-6,
'6{;ode~optlons ~ocJeset ('He]'['01', Ii'

1 --.ill::-JpU!'t ~)d L dillet ~r

1 a l"ll.-'t , t [Unl L: (1':.:-'

[t,L] = ode45(@steil_ode,t_c_insulin(:,1),LO,ode_options,
t_c_insulin,p)

{J)ll' puc

c_interstitial_insulin=L(:,l); \[ I ~! r ,-=-' ~ .~ T. I Iii] I 11-"-; U l L 11 1...' U r ll...' ell t r d L 1 un

p j \ -1
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hold

it plt==l
.,\ P 1 I-'t .r:;

figure (333);
Ib=p(1);
subplot (221) ;plot(t_c_insulin(:,I),t_c_insulin(:,2),

"I II' ,2) ;
,

,*,Ra.:~e1 i !l~"J ] pv~"l:

plot ( [t_c_insulin (1) t_c_insulin (end)], [Ib Ib],
:,' , 1. 5)

ylabel ( ,
xlabel ( ,
Title('

, )

, ) ;

') ;

subplot(222); plot(t_c_insulin(:,l), c_interstitial_insulin,
11',2)

xlabel ( ,
( ,

Tit Ie (TITLE) ;

~ncj

, ); ylabel",
, )
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steiLode.m

function dLout

['1ocic' j [) 1 11'::) u l ! ~ 1 ~~ I I 1i ,. 1 ~ ,

"21

ThlS tunclLO]'jet.'j STEll UUr: UUE'.~ C! 1 l !l'::) U I i J I

J<.inetics u~3i'1q Lhe pdldrnc:>t+'l-~; cleTlll,"d III .'.3Lt.--'11_1·Jdldll\.l!io

'is r'u11l'l1011:

clLuut ,3tt'1-l Uclt'(l ll: L I I I U I I 11 I , fj) .

Lr1'3UllIl(r.) (lll[--,Ul

~lnputs turlLtl()!I:

f. I I j: :.;' d t f.-' \l:1 1 lJ ~_j

'0\ _c_Lnsul i II:

*\ C In,; II I ) I I

'ep: l Slcap,

(k I)

';dlll~' I

')}) C1. l.-" ~_~

[X (k l) J

k) Uf, Illdt llX

~UUlputs functlun:

dLuut new sLdte derLve,1 jves dL(v.) ldX (k) ;

%H L.'ot o1''!

~ 28- J u 1 y- 0 I, ,

2 S --- ,J il 1I - 0 'I ,
'eI )-,Jun- 0 3,
U C (J
-( -5 (,

:3alvdc1or
Nat ,-.:il van

Natal vun

Alrria(1lC') r-Jut

J~Jt:--,l, l'U/e

Riel, TU/

'0' TU / l~

d(~t-lnlnq chc· row were ed~:'::}l ::,L t l--' 1 II ciT (.:")'c":CJr Lin l.-.<:=; preSt:'nt

i dX = 1; "_L I Itt' r s tit Lell 111 suI I 11 c:' .P) l tid '- 1lJ I [ p!VI J

model pdrameters:

Ib = p(l); %[pHJ lklSeli!le Lll,SlIllll cun,:c,ntldtlon III plusma

SIca p = p (2) ; [1 / nil 11 J t 1 a n :-; e Ii d Co t h EO j Lc1 1 i I1.3 u I 1- '-1 tId n :; p 0 r l p d l' d llk-! e r
p2 = p(3); ll/rnjn] l<nol (th'tIDI JIL;I;!)r, ,'It'dtcll]Ct: 'rOlll rhe
'f I 11 tel" ~3 t 1 t_ Lei L t 1U L (..1

('6 Cd 1 l~ tl 1 C1 t ~ C _l 11.s U 1 1 11 l:J 'y' 1 nrc' r p u I cl t I '.) 11 (I t t _~C _ i 11 ::.; u lin

u = interpl(t_c_insulin(:,1),t_c_insulin(:,2), t);

~ocie'.s

dX = SIcap/le3*(u-Ib)~2-p2*Lin(idX);

dLout = [dX];
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0.8·5

Junct Lon [p_model,LO_model,c_interstitial_insulin_model,
resnorm,residual,varp,stdp]=gluc_omm_mls_steil.
(datal,LO,t_c_insulinl,a,sigmal,p_fix,
p_init,Nparameters,plt)

%

S T [ rL ~1r-1 MI, S Ha x 1 rn 11 m L (\ 0. ::; T ~-; q!] d r (::<~ r> I iTl d tin it n J :) t e ii' ,3

lilsulin Klnetlc,';

nL

Th 1 f 11Il,!

"F ,;t J TTl a ! j

1 on f~::>(:::.t 111"jt ps t h

nt ::;1 (::>11 1 ,'3 1\'1ndc' 1
r]r,j j:-~('(1 1;'1 :)~__ t=---'l

nf 1 n I] 1 )

n;lrc1iY1.

'1 G1axlmum ].past

1 )lpt i C,(::; 11S j no t h:;'

\Ftln,-~t Jon:

[ p _ rn 0 cJ E:" 1 , 1, C) rrl n ci f' I ," 1 l ~ t c, r ~; t l t i;1 Jill ,c; II J 1 11 m0 rJ p ]

c, 1't-'snn rrn, \';~ (P, :--;1 ~-j~l] \f Illl~ ()[11fYl_rnl., ,r-;[ ,', 1] •••

.-~tdl,T.'nlt -~111 i'-:l,p__ !. i",f)__ lni1 ,Np,lirlTnPlt=,r,c),plt-

11Ipl;t., fllnc-'t ion:

·1~r-J.1 (!d.t..-l (if 111tpr-:~-;t Jt Idl in::;lJ]llJ

Fixed inltl,'J] ('nndi11C1l';,1 (J)­

lill (Cr",t j l IIITTl.

[pM]
[pM] i 11::;111 in cc.n, C'tl" Cd t Ion 1 n

'C. IIlSll] Ill: [pG11 [mln] TIme, -!rIel

1 I-::j 11 l j)1 1 -;. h 100 (j (J 11 J C (1 .c; (' d,.--1! l

D: [Slc-"p, p?];j, ) cllme'n,',I(),-,)

r 1 X: pel r-Cl[T1pt f~'T ,~--;PA wh J C:Ji 1 ,.

.lmp lit II :,dmr] e,e;

~;PdC('

mdtrlx of pJasrna

P_IJ11t init j,-=111.S,-lt inn 01 P~j1 ,-lnll'--"l t-"r ',·r!llch wll J :J(' (;C;+-llYJ ;:lt ('ri.
".~)e:rnr)l(\lnt('t-\TAl [rnln] de'1:

S,Nr1el.t"('irnt ('1"S: rlllmb(-:>T of dJrT'f'ii.;iC\li) I 1,'11 PV--,! c'r .C;pdC(' r'.
!', I ! P ] n':; el r (' TTl clei (' j 11 t h I'~ t II 11, 't 1 'I I: pi' ~] .

"() I pll1 c;

rnClc.le,

;~ c: 1 11 t (:

[,l; I l:,-=JP, p/ J /: 01 me'i'.'-; l 1 J I r'lrl)('! C' PdC:P

+-i\ i,l] In,~jUlln Tnndpl: [p~Jj] Intr'I.':;rt1 Jill In.c3L11rj (-:nnc",:nLr..:)f..lon.

~T('C;r'0rm: .~:qllrl,l-ncl ) nncm 01 th(') C'1

r (", j clu a I: t It C' V", I I) ,~, n f t h EO ) (Co:; I cll]~ I

1 ] ;'1 (' tIn n 1" t-~;; i Ci 1 ) ,-1 I

the nstJmdt 1(11l cl]r:·ji'llhrn.

l,vArp: v.~rlc.lllC(,

stdp: The ~~tdJld,~r-rl c.k-'vi-.::ttlon lEi the' ;::;ql;r::ti0 rnoL

il i ,S t 01 Y
8-,)111,/ 06, Sc11vclclor

':,,2\1-- l Jnn-C)'1, N;1tdl V(lll

~ 1'; lJU\' (i,i, Nat c11 \Tnn

A ] Ilk] q t'" "I I), (1:,

HIP I, Te]' (0

R 1':':' 1, 'l'll t-'

I" / ("

] n'"Pl ( ] b) Anel upper (u h) r-j( 11;i (j , h ~l t l_ hf: so I u\ 1 ()rJ (' -F t hE'

st j iT1.el \ ('d
(~ pc:: r ,~HnF:-'t er 1 s a 1 W'-1 'l~' i !!

,~ h (, : iq,~ ! r :' --=J.rT1 p t !?1" 11h
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le-IO, _

lb [];'tU'Ull"';(SIZe(fJ~_lllit));'jlU(j () Uj;

ub [ ] ; %0 n e:i ( S J Ze (p __ Lnit ) ) ; %l I ;

1:, Pl'LIVlcie~) tll\=-" tUl1,~t lUll ,'::3r)t_~Clt LL' UC""L i[ L:::-, rCi' thc~ ;)pt l('!l

" I c;qnCJnlln

options =optimset('
cJetclul t: 1,,· 4

'J ·',le-20, liC']dUlllc-

',I, .. 1', r:.1 [800], ~i::ilJU deldlllr:

vdlue:c; for

I 1 t t::' r I

J.".' 11

1 J

%'Jac::oblan', 'un');

lH- taull
, ) ;

C;i 1

OJI

%LSQNONL1N: objectIve funCll01j shc)lJLcl rei urn the mOcle] ,,·rrell

ip_estJrndted: est ltlldtl-:"?cl pC.1rd_mf::"t~~r .~;

~resl1orm: .'3qLL:11E~d )-nunn of tll(: t-~':-Jldlldl

{-,re.sjdu2:::t]: t\:.-urn.s thE:-' veer-Ol ttl~' l(-'~;ICiu,jJ~-;

~ -J d cob i d 1i: t' t~ __ II C 11 L h ~~ , J ci l_~ UbI 1 t I it : ,-1 1 t It 1::-- :~ 0 Jut I lJ 11 :.....

[p_estimated,resnorm,residual,exitflag,output,lambda,jacobian] ..
=lsqnonlin(@obj_fn_steil,p_init,lb,ub,options,p_fix,LO,datal,
t_c_insulinl,a,sigmal,Nparameters);

If exitflag==O
STOP=I;
c·nd

"Accuracy:
5'61.sqllunlin r(=-.:?-Lurll::::i the JacutJldII d:) ," --'t_Jdt t~ i[ld( rlX

varp = resnorm*inv(jacobian'*jacobianl/length(t_c_insulinl(:,I));"
Vdr Ld.!l(>·

stdp = sqrt(diag(varp)); "Th,-;IIIIU1!" ""Vlil

bof the './::1; 1111('(2'

p_model = [p_fix(l) p_estimated(l) p_fix(2)];

I he cjudre ruot

[LO(1)];

~\ rtldke !~'lots w'lth rJ<-::->\tJ ;: dlffiF'l1::JIOil 1

[c_interstitial_insulin_model]= steil
t_c_insulinl,p_model,plt,

1 dille t- ;::' r .s p,:1.· >-'

sim (LO,.
, ) ;
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D.8.6

objJILSteil.m

function error = obj_fn_Steil(p_var, p_fix, LO, datal,t_c_insulinl ...
,a,sigmal,Nparameters)

Orlf=?ct 1\'(: fll11Ct i:)r) MaxiIT1\lrn

~1(,clpl ,-J[ ;;lJIII' kitH'! 1(',';.

d,';L E,'~t j rnr1t- 1 nl (11 .1< 01. ';}

'~Th.l .c; ! llric't I \ 1 !1;T'I-'[ l(i!l 1-:-)1 I,~)ON(jNLTN.

E' () h j_ f ::~ r ( 1 ] (p__ \1 cJ r ,

Npd ! ,·Hpr::·· l r~-'1- )

1 X, LU, t d 1 , ~, 1 J 1 1 n 1 , •.•

'~ 1 n r1 \1 t:=; j 1)1"1 C t 1 () n :

t ~d

i nsuJ 1 II C'()rl~~0rlt- rat j on[p'~ ]1,0 (1 )

Wll! h,- p;;1 I"lpClce ,,,,hi eh
pa(~t-""" wh 1 c:h

c () n c] i t 1 () n EJ ,

pd1 rJmt::.t t,'r

iWllJ! il,: [l'~~] [mini '['lin?" ,Ill

1 li:; I j I 1 :l .

'c. p _ t I X: P,.l t il me t p r

'i. I. 0: Fix p cI 1 111 tid]

1: (Jlll- r~'1]t I,JP 1 crh t i :lq

'\ :) 1 q III ,l 1: \. Tal 1 ::::j 1i C' r-, J t
'~Nr:'drdrnt .':-:;: 11l1rnh(~· 01 cilmell;-;inll,-11 prllc1IT1I:--'L("1 ~PdC~~ p.
";.-;esi '] m,'·1t rl1 ele f 1110;:) t hl- pd rarnpr ~'1 v,lh j c'}) i;-; I] 1 r) t hp mod,C'l t r) mode 1

ddiu.stmpnt lrl~~>nr i fiC'dt 1011.

(',,\)lJt Pl1t

'\n:t rn r :

fl~ .:t 1 CJrl :

1"'] ] 7d' lOll \]r-::ll-]rlbl n ]r

~;., iii ,c; t () T' \1i

'\:)!i ,JilL)" Or', "'!\1 clr:lor

q, ,') 9 ,J ~ II - () I~, ~0 r) t d I \1 -] 11

,it; n N.:l ~ (--I I V;:1

Atrn;-1'lrC' FtlJtn-;,

Flel T' ,~,

P I (" ], Tli

p_estimating=[p_fix(l) p_var(l) p_fix(2)]

(},e.::---;t lmatJnq )-dimr:'llSLnndl CAjdrnr:: r- n l :';r' ...--:lr-'"

p_tIile -, [Tb,:c:1('ap,p?]

q~~,-';jmlll t ]1'0 StPl] nl0cJ{,J nf i1]:-~1]1 ]11 kl11C.,t l' t hr '-'.'"J ~ i t i nel

')-dlmnn ]Olldl [Liramptel Sp..=:J.1-'" rJnd tht' 1:ltPrpn!rJ.1t=::d i;;~j1;)111

coner-'lll l-cit lon

~s~mplps tor d~t~l.

plt=O; m~kp NO plots

[c_interstitial_insulin_estimating]=.
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steil_sim(LO,t_c_insulinl, p_estimating,O, ...
, ) ;

errorl c_interstitial_insulin_estimating-datal;

error=errorl;

, } ) ;

, , 1 : N, datal,' ');

) ;
, .,

J t plt==l
N=length(t_c_insulinl(:,l));
figure (lOO)
plot (l:N,c_interstitial_insulin_estimating,
xlabel ( , l II ' ) ;

ylabel ( , I'

Title({ ,
, I·

drawnow;pause(.3);
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