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Abstract: In magnetic hyperthermia, magnetic nanoparticles (MNPs) are used to generate heat in
an alternating magnetic field to destroy cancerous cells. This field can be continuous or pulsed.
Although a large amount of research has been devoted to studying the efficiency and side effects of
continuous fields, little attention has been paid to the use of pulsed fields. In this simulation study,
Fourier’s law and COMSOL software have been utilized to identify the heating power necessary for
treating breast cancer under blood flow and metabolism to obtain the optimized condition among the
pulsed powers for thermal ablation. The results showed that for small source diameters (not larger
than 4 mm), pulsed powers with high duties were more effective than continuous power. Although
by increasing the source domain the fraction of damage caused by continuous power reached the
damage caused by the pulsed powers, it affected the healthy tissues more (at least two times greater)
than the pulsed powers. Pulsed powers with high duty (0.8 and 0.9) showed the optimized condition
and the results have been explained based on the Arrhenius equation. Utilizing the pulsed powers
for breast cancer treatment can potentially be an efficient approach for treating breast tumors due to
requiring lower heating power and minimizing side effects to the healthy tissues.

Keywords: pulsed heating power; magnetic nanoparticles; fraction of damage; breast
cancer; hyperthermia

1. Introduction

Breast cancer is the most common malignancy in women aged 50 to 70 years old.
The mortality rate due to breast cancer is rather high with a ratio of 1 per 5000 patients
worldwide [1,2]. Treatment for breast cancer usually combines surgery with radiation-,
hormone- and/or chemotherapy [1]. Hormone- and/or chemotherapy are used for ma-
lignancy that has spread beyond the breast (metastases) and lymph nodes. In addition,
there two common types of surgery: breast-conserving surgery for only removing the
breast lump and a rim of surrounding normal breast tissue, and mastectomy surgery for
removing the whole breast including the nipple [1,3,4]. The mortality rate of breast cancer
depends on its stages. There are five main stages for breast cancer: stage 0, carcinoma in
situ or noninvasive breast cancer; stage I, tumors less than 2 cm; stage II, tumor diameters
from 2 to 5 cm with only lymph nodes on the same side of breast cancer; stage III, tumors
infiltrating happens in the lymph nodes but without metastases; and stage IV, metastases.
The stages I and II are simply cured by surgery with mortality rate less than 50%, while the
more complex treatment integrating surgery, chemotherapy and radiotherapy is required
in stage IV resulting in mortality rate of more than 50% [1,5,6].

Breast cancer spreading to lymph nodes is usually treated by corresponding levels
of radiation therapy of the whole breast and the supraclavicular [5]. Radiation therapy
using high-energy radiation such as X-rays, gamma rays, electrons or radioactive material
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is applied to destroy the tumor left in the breast, chest wall or lymph nodes after the
surgery has been performed. Depending on tumor diameter, metastases and lymph nodes,
the whole breast is radiated with an added boost to prevent tumor reappearance [2].
However, the conventional therapies result in side effects such as hair loss, weight gain,
menopause, osteoporosis, etc. [1]. Several studies have shown the efficacy of hyperthermia
for treating cancerous diseases without such side effects [1]. Hyperthermia induces a
temperature increase to above 40 ◦C in the specific time intervals from minutes to hours
depending on the type of cancer. The objective of hyperthermia is to cease the growth of
tumor cells while minimizing injury to the surrounding healthy tissues. Different types of
hyperthermia such as microwave [7,8], radiofrequency waves [9,10], ultrasound [11,12],
infrared radiation [13,14], etc. are used in oncology. Hyperthermia integrated with other
common therapies such as immunotherapy, chemotherapy and radiotherapy can be used
as an adjuvant to reach higher efficiency for preventing locoregional recurrences of breast
cancer [15–17]. The per session treatment time for breast cancer can vary from 20 to
60 min [18–20].

Due to some limitations of traditional hyperthermia, such as the requirement for
implanting devices into human body and poor penetration into deep tissues, magnetic
particle hyperthermia (MPH) has become an emerging candidate [21]. In this method,
magnetic particles, specifically magnetic nanoparticles (MNPs), are injected into the tumor
and exposed to an alternating magnetic field to act as a heating source for killing the nearby
cancer cells. Due to the interaction between the applied magnetic field and MNPs, energy
is dissipated which appears as heat. This energy dissipation, which is proportional to the
field parameters, the intrinsic properties of the particles, and their surrounding medium,
occurs due to the lag between the magnetization of the particles and the applied magnetic
field. The efficiency of the particles is usually expressed as specific loss power (SLP), which
is the mass normalized by observed power loss (W/mass) in the MNPs. In breast cancer,
MNPs can be designed to play a multifunctional role including contrast agents for different
imaging modalities for primary and metastatic breast cancer and for finding lymph nodes
in sentinel lymph biopsy (SLNB), as carriers for drug delivery and as heating sources for
magnetic particle hyperthermia [22].

MPH has long been studied since the seminal work by Gilchrist et al. in 1957 [23]
and the feasible results of MPH for breast cancer treatment have already been proven. The
studies reported in [18,19,24–27] showed similar results of reaching heating temperatures
above 43 ◦C at tumor domains in order to cause coagulation necrosis and inhibit tumor
growth. However, MPH has not yet been effectively used as a clinical routine worldwide
due to several challenges such as the heating efficiency and biocompatibility of the MNPs,
the delivery and localization of MNPs within the tissues, monitoring the temperature
during treatment sessions and providing strong radiofrequency magnetic fields in large
volumes while considering the biological safety limit. Particularly, exceeding the safety
limit, which was originally [28] defined based on the amplitude (H) and frequency (f) of
the applied field as H.f ≤ 4.85 × 108 Am−1 s−1, can cause side effects in patients due to
the induced eddy current. Although, Hergt et al. [29] showed that for small radii parts,
this value can be one order greater (5 × 109 Am−1s−1), an alternative method such as
using a pulsed power can be utilized to reduce the induced eddy current. The pulsed
power is generated when MNPs are exposed to an external alternating magnetic field
(AMF) with a combination of different duties and cycles. In [30,31], the authors showed
that the combination of high-amplitude AMF (>500 Oe) with pulsed power for a sufficient
time led to tumor growth decay and did not cause toxicity to healthy tissue; while duties
exceeding 50% resulted in occurrence of injuries in the mice. Temperature was regulated
by varying the pulse for a specific amplitude and duty combination and finally the choice
of the duty and cycle at amplitudes greater than 700 Oe was considered to prevent damage
to the healthy tissues. Similarly, the optimum condition of intermittent field was also
considered in [32]. The duty cycle of 33% with the ON/OFF condition of 50/100 in second
for the intermittent magnetic field mode was shown to mitigate the eddy current in normal
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tissues. However, in the above results, the pulsed powers were only studied for reducing
eddy current within a small temperature window of 41–45 ◦C, and the comparison, the
optimized condition for duty and cycle of pulsed powers at different injection domains, and
the explanation of the mechanism of tissue damage under were not investigated in detail.

In the present study, the effects of using pulsed powers of various duties and cycles
with MNPs on the fraction of damage for thermal ablation of breast cancer were simulated
and explained using COMSOL software and based on Fourier’s law, the Arrhenius and
Pennes bio-heat equations. The pulsed powers with high duties (0.8 or 0.9) led to maximum
treatment efficiency, even higher than continuous power at the small source domains (not
larger than 4 mm). In addition, the effect of the cycles of the pulsed powers on heating
efficiency was shown to be dependent on the source diameter. For treating larger source
diameters, the fraction of damage in the source domain from continuous power was almost
the same (only ~0.05% higher), but in healthy tissues was two times higher than that of the
pulsed powers with high duties. These results may shed light on better understanding the
effect of temperature fluctuation on tissue damage in MPH and allow better selection of a
suitable applied magnetic field for treating breast cancer. In the end, we suggest solutions
for MPH that not only may minimize the injury to the heathy tissues, but can also decrease
the power required for the heating system.

2. Results
2.1. Determination of the Heating Power Necessary for MNPs in the Presence of Blood Flow and
Metabolism to Effectively Damage the Tumor Tissues

From Equation (9), it is straightforward to estimate the MNPs heating power (P0)
necessary to increase the temperature of the treated domain to 6 ◦C above the normal body
temperature (37 ◦C) with the source diameter from 1 to 6 mm, 0.48 (W/(m.◦C)) as thermal
conductivity of the tumor, and in the absence of blood flow. From this heating power, the
heating power necessary for MNPs in the presence of blood flow and metabolism (PMNPs)
to reach the fraction of tumor damage of at least 70% was determined using the “parameter
sweep” function in COMSOL. This fraction of damage is considerably higher than the
fraction assumed in [33], which was 63% for tissue coagulation. The detailed information
is shown in Table 1.

Table 1. Estimating the heating powers necessary for MNPs to reach fraction of tumor damage of at
least 70%.

Diameter of Source Domain
(mm)

P0 (W/m3)
to Increase 6 ◦C

at Treated Domain

PMNPs (W/m3)
to Reach Fraction of Tumor

Damage of at Least 70%

1 2.30 × 107 4.8 × 107

2 0.57 × 107 3.6 × 107

3 0.25 × 107 2.2 × 107

4 0.14 × 107 1.9 × 107

5 0.92 × 107 1.8 × 107

6 0.64 × 107 1.7 × 107

2.2. Determination of Optimized Pulsed Powers for Various Source Diameters to Get High
Fraction of Tumor Damage

Figure 1 compares the fractions of tissue damage between the pulsed and continuous
powers at source domains with different source diameters. For the source diameters up
to 4 mm, the maximum fraction of damage was observed when using the pulsed powers
with higher duties. By increasing the source diameter, this maximum fraction of damage
for pulsed powers with high duty also shifted to the higher cycles. Specifically, the pulsed
power with the duty of 0.8 and cycle of 5 s reached the highest fraction of tissue damage at
source diameter of 1 mm. When increasing the source diameter from 2 to 6 mm, the duty of
0.9 worked best among the pulsed powers to achieve the higher fraction of tissue damage,
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while the cycle jumped from 10 s for the source diameter of 2 mm to 95 s for the source
diameter of 6 mm. However, for source diameters larger than 4 mm, the continuous power
achieved nearly the same fraction of tissue damage as the pulsed powers (~0.05% higher).
The results of the maximum fraction of tissue damage among the pulsed powers and the
results related to the continuous power are summarized in Table 2.
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Table 2. Summary of the maximum fraction of tissue damage among the pulsed powers and fraction
of tissue damage of the continuous power at the source domain.

Source
Diameter (mm)

Pulsed Powers Fraction of Damage
of Pulsed Power

Fraction of Damage
of Continuous PowerDuty Cycle (second)

1 0.8 5 0.99983 0.71695
2 0.9 10 0.99627 0.9543
3 0.9 90 0.93884 0.89937
4 0.9 90 0.97700 0.96749
5 0.9 95 0.99130 0.99213
6 0.9 95 0.99903 0.99972

In order to damage not only the source domain, but also the entire tumor, we increased
the heating power of the source for all diameters. Although for all source diameters the
fraction of damage from continuous power was slightly higher (~6%) than that of the
pulsed powers with high duty at the tumor domain, the fraction of tissue damage in
tumor neighboring domain (healthy tissues) from the continuous power was two times
higher than that of the pulsed powers. These can clearly be seen in Figure 2, which
presents a typical result for source diameter of 2 mm. The detailed results can be found in
Tables S1 and S2 in the supplementary information. These results can be explained by the
Arrhenius equation.
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As it can be seen in Equations (11), (13) and (15) the fraction of tissue damage depends
on the temperature exponentially. This means that a small change in the temperature
can have a considerable effect on the fraction of tissue damage. Moreover, according to
Equation (14), the slope of tissue damage is also exponentially related to the change in
temperature. This slope represents the damage speed of living cells. A higher temperature
results in an increase in the damage speed since molecules in cells have more energy
to overcome the energy barrier Ea necessary to destroy the tissue. In other words, the
temperature should be both high and fluctuated enough to increase the damage speed and
rise the fraction of tissue damage. When the temperature from pulsed power decreases
(∆T < 0), the slope of tissue damage (k2 in Equation (12)) becomes almost zero and the
fraction of tissue injury becomes almost constant (k = ∂Ω

∂t ) according to Equations (11)
and (14). However, increasing the temperature (∆T > 0) leads to a significant increase in
the fraction of tissue damage. On the other hand, the gradual increase in temperature
caused by the application of continuous power (especially when reaching the saturation
temperature) results in a low and almost constant slope, which in turn means a slow
increase in the fraction of tissue damage. To make it clear, let us compare the fraction of
tissue damage between the pulsed and continuous powers at source diameter of 1 mm,
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shown in Figure 3. The fraction of tissue damage from the pulsed power with cycle of 5 s
and duty of 0.8 is higher due to achieving both higher average temperatures and more
fluctuation in the temperature. The fraction of tissue damage from the pulsed power with
cycle of 90 s and duty of 0.6 was the lowest among all the heating powers during the 30 min
due to the remarkable decrease in temperature when the field is in the OFF state.
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To explain the reason for the slightly better results observed for continuous power
at larger source (>4 mm) or tumor domain (all diameters), let us see, as an example, the
relationship between the temperature and the tissue damage of source domain at source
diameter of 6 mm (Figure 4). The highest damage fraction among pulsed powers belongs
to the duty of 0.9 and cycle of 95 s, which is still lower than continuous power. It is
because of the lower temperature achieved by the pulsed power; however, when the
temperature was high enough, at around 70 ◦C, the fraction of damage caused by the
pulsed power was approximately equal to that of the continuous power. In addition, the
fraction of damage under the pulsed power with a duty of 0.9 and cycle of 10 s was always
lower than the others because of the lower achieved maximum temperature and the small
temperature fluctuation.
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When using the higher powers and reaching temperatures as high as 70 ◦C, one may
consider these temperatures significantly higher than what a patient can withstand in real
clinical hyperthermia applications. However, it should be noted that this is the average
temperature inside the heating source which even at its maximum diameter (6 mm) is still
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more than 3 times smaller than the tumor diameter. Accordingly, the average temperature
observed outside the heating source but within the tumor region was 44 ◦C (Figure 5a). In
addition, the average temperature outside the tumor domain (heathy tissues) was observed
to be 39.2 ◦C (Figure 5b) for pulsed power of 0.9 duty. Based on these results, reaching
higher temperatures of even up to 70 ◦C at the source domain seems reasonable.
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3. Discussion

According to our observations, the pulsed powers achieved either higher or almost the
same fractions of damage as the continuous power for all diameters under the same inputs
at the source (see Table 2). However, it may be more efficient to utilize pulsed powers for
small diameter breast tumors (not larger than 4 mm) because of requiring a smaller heating
power and a simpler magnetic field generation system. In addition, using pulsed powers
for damaging the entire tumor leads to reducing the side effect of the eddy current to the
surrounding heathy tissue for all conditions compared to continuous power—the method
that is currently employed in typical magnetic hyperthermia therapy. It means that pulsed
power can be a suitable choice for treating small breast tumors in terms of reducing the
necessary heating power (the heating efficiency of the MNPs plus the applied magnetic
field) and minimizing the side effects to the healthy tissues. It should, however, be noted
that since the side effects of the pulsed powers are also less for larger source diameters, if
a proper magnetic field generation system can be designed, utilizing the pulsed powers
would be again more beneficial as compared to continuous power.

However, designing a system to apply a high pulsed power for human scale will
be very challenging. One possible solution to apply the pulsed powers for magnetic
hyperthermia can be the use of a combined magnetic particle imaging and magnetic
hyperthermia system [34,35]. In this type of approach, MNPs can be injected into the
region of interest (the entire tumor), which is aimed to be treated. The heating system can
generate and move a field free region (FFR) at the targeted domain and only the MNPs
located in the FFR can be excited by the pulsed magnetic field to generate the heat. Then,
this targeted heating domain can be moved within the entire tumor. The advantage of this
approach is that since the field is focused in small regions (i.e., small source domains), lower
heating powers can be effectively used to damage them. Particularly, as shown above,
heating small regions with high-duty magnetic fields significantly decreases the damage to
the healthy tissues and hence reducing the side effects of magnetic hyperthermia therapy.

In this simulation study, it was assumed that the amount of MNPs used is enough to act
as heating source for destroying the breast cancer tissue, but in reality, the delivery method
of MNPs into the tumor should be considered to reach the expected dose of MNPs at tumor
site for achieving the highest heating efficiency possible. MNPs can be delivered to the
target tumors by intratumoral or intravenous injection [36,37]. Direct intratumoral injection
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leads to high concentration of MNPs at the tumor site and prevents systemic toxicity, but the
tumors are not completely filled by MNPs. It is an invasive method and is applicable only
for large tumors and not small metastatic tumor growths [37]. Although MNPs distribution
in intravenous injection would not result in homogeneous distribution at the tumor site;
it can be more global and systematic. This can evenly deliver the desired heating dose to
the whole cancerous tissues even for regions having low concentration of MNPs [37]. For
example, in [37], intravenous injection of 1.7 g Fe/kg weight of the animal led to the final
concentration of 1.9 mg Fe/cc at the tumor site, which was enough for heating the tumor. To
enhance the delivery of particles to the tumor site through intravenous injection, additional
techniques such as magnetic particle imaging [38], swarm control in blood vessels [39] or
utilizing a half of static saddle potential energy configuration for electromagnetic actuation
system [40] combined with targeted drug delivery can be employed.

Moreover, the heating efficiency of MNPs exposed to AMF at targeted cells can also
be limited due to tumor properties. The diverse tumor properties such as its heterogeneity
and diameter can significantly affect the MNPs concentration, their heating efficiency, and
the temperature distribution [41–43]. In addition, design and construction of devices that
are capable of generating pulsed power with short cycles such as 10 s and duty of 0.9 is a
challenging task. Advanced electronic circuit technology is required to achieve a highly
exact pulsed magnetic field. Last but not least, the technology for non-invasively measuring
and monitoring the temperature during the treatment process to avoid unexpected heating
in healthy tissues is another challenge in magnetic hyperthermia. Some techniques such
as magnetic [44,45] and ultrasound [46] based methods have already been proposed as
potential candidates for this purpose.

4. Material and Methods
4.1. Breast Cancer Model and Bio-Heat Transfer Model

To study the fraction of tissue damage over time on cancerous breast tissue caused
by the MNPs heat source while considering the heat losses from thermal conduction
and convection (blood perfusion), the breast tissue model was simplified by assuming
that the temperature distribution is homogeneous in the same layer. Figure 6 shows the
hemispherical shaped breast tissue model with six layers [47]: epidermis (outer layer),
papillary dermis, reticular dermis, fat, gland and, finally, muscle in the inner layer. The
breast tumor was considered as a solid hemisphere of 20 mm diameter (considering as the
stage II of breast cancer) centered 23 mm away from the epidermis layer. The heating source
(MNPs) was assumed to be homogenously distributed in a solid hemisphere concentric
with the breast tumor and with diameters changing from 1 to 6 mm. These sizes were
chosen because the heating power of source diameters less than 1 mm was not enough
to destroy the tumor and of the diameter larger than 5 mm showed the same optimized
results. The physical properties of each tissue and the breast tumor are presented in Table 3.

Three different domains were defined to observe the fraction of tumor damage in each
of them under application of the alternating magnetic field: (a) source domain—a volume
containing injected nanoparticles for generating heat located in the center of the breast
tumor, (b) tumor domain and (c) tumor neighboring domain—a part of the gland layer
surrounding the breast tumor. The tumor neighboring domain is considered to evaluate
the effect of the heating on healthy tissue.
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Table 3. The physical properties of each tissue and the breast tumor.

Epidermis Papillary
Dermis

Reticular
Dermis Fat Gland Muscle Tumor Air

Thickness hth (mm) 0.1 [48] 0.7 [48] 0.8 [48] 5.0 [49] 43.4 [49] 15 [49] 20 –
k (W/(m.K)) 0.235 [48] 0.445 [48] 0.445 [48] 0.21 [50] 0.48 [50] 0.48 [50] 0.48 [50] –
ρ (kg/m3) 1200 [48] 1200 [48] 1200 [48] 930 [51] 1050 [51] 1100 [51] 1050 [51] –

c (J/(kg.K)) 3589 [48] 3300 [48] 3300 [48] 2770 [51] 3770 [51] 3800 [48] 3852 [48] –
Q0 (W/m3) 0 [48] 368.1 [48] 368.1 [48] 400 [50] 700 [50] 700 [50] 5000 [52] –

ωb (m3/((s.m3)) 0 [48] 0.0002 [48] 0.0013 [48] 0.0002 [47] 0.0006 [47] 0.0009 [47] 0.012 [47] –
Initial temperature T0 (◦C) 37 37 37 37 37 37 37 25

The Pennes bio-heat transfer equation is a well-known thermal model for studying
transient temperatures in a biological system. The equation evaluates heat transfer of
metabolic processes and blood flow in living cells. The Pennes bio-heat transfer equation
for breast model can be written as follows [47,53–55]:

ρglCgl
∂T
∂t

= kgl∇2T + ρbCbωb_gl(Tb − Tgl) + Qm_gl + f(t).PMNPs (1)

ρnCn
∂T
∂t

= kn∇2T + ρbCbωb_n(Tb − Tn) + Qm_n (2)

Here, ρb, Cb, Tb and ωb are the density, specific heat, arterial temperature and per-
fusion rate of the blood, respectively. ρgl, Cgl, Tgl, ωb_gl, kgl and Qm_gl are, respectively,
the density, specific heat, temperature, blood perfusion rate, thermal conductivity and
metabolic generation of the gland. rn, Cn, Tn,ωb_n, kn and Qm_n for n = 1 to 5 are the den-
sity, specific heat, temperature, blood perfusion rate, thermal conductivity and metabolic
generation of the remaining layers (epidermis, papillary dermis, reticular dermis, fat and
muscle) of the breast model, respectively. PMNPs is the volumetric power dissipation of
the MNPs under AMF (W/m3). Finally, f(t) is the pulsed function to control the pulsed
and continuous heating powers with different cycles and duties defined by the following
equation.

duty =
Ton

Ton + Toff
=

Ton

cycle
(3)

Here, Ton and Toff are the times for activating and deactivating the heating power
during one period and “cycle” is the time for one period. Then, duty = 1.0 represent the
continuous power.
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As mentioned earlier, air temperature distribution was assumed to be uniform for
heat exchange with the outer layer (epidermis) and there was no heat loss between the
layers inside the breast model during the heat exchange process. To solve Equations (1)
and (2), the generalized boundary conditions for heat flux are necessary.

Heat flux and temperature continuity between layers inside the breast model are:

kn−1
∂Tn−1

∂η
= kn

∂Tn

∂η
(4)

T0_n−1 = T0_n (5)

where η is perpendicular to the surface and T0_n is the initial temperature of the nth layer.
The boundary condition for heat exchange between the epidermis layer T1 and the

surrounding air Tair is:

k1
∂T1

∂η
= −h(T1 − Tair) (6)

where the heat transfer coefficient h = 10 W/(m2.K) and Tair = 25 ◦C.
The initial temperature T0_n of the layers was considered as:

T0_n = 37◦C, t = 0 (7)

The body core temperature Tc was considered as a constant to maintain the body
temperature of almost 37 ◦C at the boundary between the core body and the innermost
layer (muscle):

T5 = Tc = 37◦C (8)

4.2. Fourier’s Law for Estimating Heating Power Necessary for Magnetic Nanoparticles

Based on the dimensionless Fourier’s law for thermal analysis of nanoparticles in
biological material, the volumetric power dissipation (P0) for MNPs that is necessary to
increase the temperature (∆T) in the steady-state condition can be estimated as [56]:

P0 =
8k ∗ ∆T

d2 (9)

where d (m) is the diameter of the injected region and k (W/m.K) is the thermal conductivity
of the biological tissues.

It should be noted that only the heating power necessary for nanoparticles in the
absence of blood flow and metabolism can be estimated from Fourier’s law.

4.3. Arrhenius Equation for Fraction of Tissue Damage

In physical chemistry, the Arrhenius equation describes the relationship between
temperature and chemical reaction rate. This equation plays an important role in determin-
ing the rate of a chemical reaction and the activation energy of colliding molecules upon
changing the temperature. The Arrhenius equation is of the form [57,58]:

k = Ae
−Ea
RT (10)

where k is the rate of molecules in the chemical reaction, A is the colliding frequency factor
or pre-exponential factor (1/s), T is the temperature (K), Ea is the activation energy (J/mol)
and R = 8.3145 J/(mol.K) is the universal gas constant. The value of “A” relates to the
frequency of collisions and the orientation of a favorable collision probability while Ea is
the energy barrier to form the transition state of the critical target during the rate-limiting
step of inactivation. The parameters k and A are independent of temperature and identified
experimentally. Here, the A and Ea parameters for breast cancer are 1.18 × 1044 1/s and
3.02 × 105 J/mol, respectively [58].
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In the breast cancer model, Equation (10) can be rewritten as:

k = Ae
−Ea
RTn (11)

The Arrhenius equation shows that the reaction rate k has an exponential relationship
with Ea and Tn. To observe the effect of temperature variation on reaction rate, Equation (11)
can be rewritten for two different temperatures as:

ln k1 = ln A− Ea
RTn1

ln k2 = ln A− Ea
RTn2

}
⇒ ln k2 − ln k1 = ln k2

k1
= Ea

R

[
Tn2−Tn1
Tn1.Tn2

]
⇒ k2 = k1e

Ea
R [ ∆Tn

Tn1.Tn2
]

(12)

where k1 and k2 are the rates of the chemical reaction at temperatures Tn1 and Tn2 at two
different times, respectively. Thus, a higher temperature difference ∆Tn will lead to a
higher k2 value as compared to k1.

In thermal ablation, the dependence of the degree of tissue injury Ω on the temperature
and treatment time is described using the Arrhenius equation as [58,59]:

Ω =

t∫
0

Ae
−Ea
RTn dt (13)

⇒ ∂Ω
∂t

= Ae
−Ea
RTn (14)

Then, the fraction of tissue damage, θ, is shown in relation with degree of tissue injury
as [58]:

θ = 1− e−Ω (15)

From Equations (11)–(15), it is apparent that the fluctuation in temperature of a tissue
at two different times leads to change in the reaction rate in an exponential form, which
is in fact the change of the speed or slope of the degree of tissue injury (damage). The
results in [33] showed that a fraction of damage exceeding 63% causes tissue coagulation
in living cells.

4.4. Methods

In this study, COMSOL software was used to build the breast cancer model shown
in Figure 6 with the parameters for each layer set as presented in Table 3. As mentioned
earlier, the heat sources were solid hemisphere concentric with the breast tumor with
diameters ranging from 1 to 6 mm. These sources were assumed to be filled homogenously
with MNPs, which are the heat mediators for magnetic hyperthermia. All these MNPs
were assumed to have the same heating efficiency (or volumetric power dissipation). The
concentration of the MNPs in the heating sources were also kept constant.

The process of evaluating the optimized condition of the pulsed powers based on
the fraction of tissue damage in the breast tumor model is presented in Figure 7. The
heating power (P0) necessary for MNPs to reach the desired temperature in the absence of
blood flow can be estimated by Fourier’s law (Equation (9)). Using the “parameter sweep”
function in COMSOL software, we can estimate the heating power (PMNPs) for nanopar-
ticles to destroy the targeted domain under the presence of blood flow and metabolism
to get at least 70% of fraction of tissue damage. According to this heating power, various
pulsed powers with different combinations of cycles and duties, which are defined in
Equation (3), were applied to the breast model to obtain the optimized condition of the
pulsed power for reaching the maximum fraction of tissue damage. The process was
repeated for different source domain diameters which can also be considered as changing
the injected particle volume and the heating power. The results were explained based on
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the Arrhenius equation. All simulations were performed for 30 min, similar to several
in vivo reports [18,19,26,27].

Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2021, 22, x FOR PEER REVIEW 12 of 15 
 

 

were assumed to have the same heating efficiency (or volumetric power dissipation). The 

concentration of the MNPs in the heating sources were also kept constant. 

The process of evaluating the optimized condition of the pulsed powers based on the 

fraction of tissue damage in the breast tumor model is presented in Figure 7. The heating 

power (P0) necessary for MNPs to reach the desired temperature in the absence of blood 

flow can be estimated by Fourier’s law (Equation (9)). Using the “parameter sweep” func-

tion in COMSOL software, we can estimate the heating power (PMNPs) for nanoparticles to 

destroy the targeted domain under the presence of blood flow and metabolism to get at 

least 70% of fraction of tissue damage. According to this heating power, various pulsed 

powers with different combinations of cycles and duties, which are defined in Equation 

(3), were applied to the breast model to obtain the optimized condition of the pulsed 

power for reaching the maximum fraction of tissue damage. The process was repeated for 

different source domain diameters which can also be considered as changing the injected 

particle volume and the heating power. The results were explained based on the Arrhe-

nius equation. All simulations were performed for 30 min, similar to several in vivo re-

ports [18,19,26,27]. 

 

Figure 7. Flowchart of the methods and processes used in this simulation. 

5. Conclusions 

In thermal ablation, destroying the tumor is the final target but its effect on the 

healthy tissue also needs to be considered. The pulsed powers are utilized to minimize 

this effect while still achieving a high fraction of cancerous tissue damage. Based on our 

simulation study, the optimized conditions of the pulsed powers at various source diam-

eters were determined. The pulsed powers with high duty (0.8 and 0.9) showed better 

performance in terms of treatment efficiency when the source diameter was increased 

from 1 to 6 mm, which was even higher than that for the continuous power for source 

diameters not larger than 4 mm. The effect of the cycle of the pulsed power on its efficiency 

also depends on the source diameter, where the larger source diameter is, the longer cycle 

should be utilized. Moreover, the use of pulsed power for tumor diameters not larger than 

4 mm can reduce the cost due to the use of a simpler heating system and minimizing the 

side effects in the healthy tissues. Depending on the stage of cancer or tumor diameter, 

Figure 7. Flowchart of the methods and processes used in this simulation.

5. Conclusions

In thermal ablation, destroying the tumor is the final target but its effect on the healthy
tissue also needs to be considered. The pulsed powers are utilized to minimize this effect
while still achieving a high fraction of cancerous tissue damage. Based on our simulation
study, the optimized conditions of the pulsed powers at various source diameters were
determined. The pulsed powers with high duty (0.8 and 0.9) showed better performance
in terms of treatment efficiency when the source diameter was increased from 1 to 6 mm,
which was even higher than that for the continuous power for source diameters not larger
than 4 mm. The effect of the cycle of the pulsed power on its efficiency also depends
on the source diameter, where the larger source diameter is, the longer cycle should be
utilized. Moreover, the use of pulsed power for tumor diameters not larger than 4 mm
can reduce the cost due to the use of a simpler heating system and minimizing the side
effects in the healthy tissues. Depending on the stage of cancer or tumor diameter, the
heating power system and the status of the patients, one can choose the suitable condition
of duty and cycle for pulsed powers in clinical trials. The application of pulsed powers in
a focused heating system to get higher efficiency of tumor damage can be the subject of
future experimental studies.

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at https://www.mdpi.com/article/10
.3390/ijms22168895/s1.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, T.-L.C. and J.Y.; methodology, T.-L.C. and J.Y.; software,
T.-L.C. and T.-A.L.; validation, T.-L.C., T.-A.L., Y.H. and J.Y.; formal analysis, T.-L.C., T.-A.L., Y.H. and
J.Y.; investigation T.-L.C., T.-A.L., Y.H. and J.Y.; data curation, T.-L.C., Y.H. and J.Y.; writing—original
draft preparation, T.-L.C.; writing—review and editing, T.-L.C., T.-A.L., Y.H. and J.Y.; visualization,
T.-L.C., Y.H. and T.-A.L.; supervision, J.Y.; project administration, J.Y.; funding acquisition, J.Y. All
authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ijms22168895/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ijms22168895/s1


Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2021, 22, 8895 13 of 15

Funding: This work was supported in part by the National Research Foundation of Korea under
Grant 2019M3C1B8090798, in part by the Korea Medical Device Development Fund grant funded
by the Korea government (Project No. 202012E12), in part by the Korea Health Industry Develop-
ment Institute under Grant HI19C0642, and in part by the Korea Evaluation Institute of Industrial
Technology under Grant 20003822.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: The data presented in this study are available in Supplementary
Tables S1 and S2.

Acknowledgments: The authors acknowledge the help provided by Amre Eizad in the writing of
this paper.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Alphandery, E. Perspectives of breast cancer thermotherapies. J. Cancer 2014, 5, 472–479. [CrossRef]
2. General Information about Breast Cancer. Available online: https://www.cancer.org/ (accessed on 6 April 2021).
3. Onitilo, A.; Engel, J.; Stankowski, R.; Doi, S. Survival Comparisons for Breast Conserving Surgery and Mastectomy Revisited:

Community Experience and the Role of Radiation Therapy. Clin. Med. Res. 2014, 13. [CrossRef]
4. Moo, T.A.; Sanford, R.; Dang, C.; Morrow, M. Overview of Breast Cancer Therapy. PET Clin. 2018, 13, 339–354. [CrossRef]
5. National Comprehensive Cancer Network (NCCN); American Cancer Society (ACS). Breast Cancer Treatment Guidelines for

Patients. Diunduh Tanggal 2006, 15, 33–47.
6. Hammer, C.; Fanning, A.; Crowe, J. Overview of breast cancer staging and surgical treatment options. Cleve. Clin. J. Med. 2008, 75

(Suppl. 1), S10–S16. [CrossRef]
7. Mendecki, J.; Friedenthal, E.; Botstein, C.; Sterzer, F.; Paglione, R.; Nowogrodzki, M.; Beck, E. Microwave-induced hyperthermia

in cancer treatment: Apparatus and preliminary results. Int. J. Radiat. Oncol. Biol. Phys. 1978, 4, 1095–1103. [CrossRef]
8. Sun, M.; Kiourti, A.; Wang, H.; Zhao, S.; Zhao, G.; Lu, X.; Volakis, J.L.; He, X. Enhanced Microwave Hyperthermia of Cancer Cells

with Fullerene. Mol. Pharm. 2016, 13, 2184–2192. [CrossRef]
9. Chung, H.J.; Lee, H.K.; Kwon, K.B.; Kim, H.J.; Hong, S.T. Transferrin as a thermosensitizer in radiofrequency hyperthermia for

cancer treatment. Sci. Rep. UK 2018, 8. [CrossRef]
10. Ware, M.J.; Krzykawska-Serda, M.; Chak-Shing Ho, J.; Newton, J.; Suki, S.; Law, J.; Nguyen, L.; Keshishian, V.; Serda, M.; Taylor,

K.; et al. Optimizing non-invasive radiofrequency hyperthermia treatment for improving drug delivery in 4T1 mouse breast
cancer model. Sci. Rep. 2017, 7, 43961. [CrossRef]

11. Guthkelch, A.N.; Carter, L.P.; Cassady, J.R.; Hynynen, K.H.; Iacono, R.P.; Johnson, P.C.; Obbens, E.A.; Roemer, R.B.; Seeger, J.F.;
Shimm, D.S.; et al. Treatment of malignant brain tumors with focused ultrasound hyperthermia and radiation: Results of a phase
I trial. J. Neurooncol. 1991, 10, 271–284. [CrossRef]

12. Zhu, L.; Altman, M.B.; Laszlo, A.; Straube, W.; Zoberi, I.; Hallahan, D.E.; Chen, H. Ultrasound Hyperthermia Technology for
Radiosensitization. Ultrasound Med. Biol. 2019, 45, 1025–1043. [CrossRef]

13. Udagawa, Y.; Nagasawa, H.; Kiyokawa, S. Inhibition by whole-body hyperthermia with far-infrared rays of the growth of
spontaneous mammary tumours in mice. Anticancer Res. 1999, 19, 4125–4130. [PubMed]

14. Ishibashi, J.; Yamashita, K.; Ishikawa, T.; Hosokawa, H.; Sumida, K.; Nagayama, M.; Kitamura, S. The effects inhibiting the
proliferation of cancer cells by far-infrared radiation (FIR) are controlled by the basal expression level of heat shock protein (HSP)
70 A. Med. Oncol. 2008, 25, 229–237. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

15. Yamamoto, C.; Yamamoto, D.; Tsubota, Y.; Sueoka, N.; Kawakami, K.; Yamamoto, M. The synergistic effect of local microwave
hyperthermia and chemotherapy for advanced or recurrent breast cancer. Gan Kagaku Ryoho Cancer Chemother. 2014, 41, 1921–1923.

16. Linthorst, M.; Baaijens, M.; Wiggenraad, R.; Creutzberg, C.; Ghidey, W.; van Rhoon, G.C.; van der Zee, J. Local control rate after
the combination of re-irradiation and hyperthermia for irresectable recurrent breast cancer: Results in 248 patients. Radiother.
Oncol. 2015, 117, 217–222. [CrossRef]

17. Takeda, T.; Takeda, T.; Etani, M.; Kobayashi, S.; Takeda, H. The effect of immunotherapy and hyperthermia on patients with
advanced or recurrent breast cancer. Gan Kagaku Ryoho Cancer Chemother. 2013, 40, 1596–1599.

18. Ito, A.; Kuga, Y.; Honda, H.; Kikkawa, H.; Horiuchi, A.; Watanabe, Y.; Kobayashi, T. Magnetite nanoparticle-loaded anti-HER2
immunoliposomes for combination of antibody therapy with hyperthermia. Cancer Lett. 2004, 212, 167–175. [CrossRef]

19. Kikumori, T.; Kobayashi, T.; Sawaki, M.; Imai, T. Anti-cancer effect of hyperthermia on breast cancer by magnetite nanoparticle-
loaded anti-HER2 immunoliposomes. Breast Cancer Res. Treat. 2009, 113, 435–441. [CrossRef]

20. Bornstein, B.A.; Zouranjian, P.S.; Hansen, J.L.; Fraser, S.M.; Gelwan, L.A.; Teicher, B.A.; Svensson, G.K. Local hyperthermia,
radiation therapy, and chemotherapy in patients with local-regional recurrence of breast carcinoma. Int. J. Radiat. Oncol. Biol.
Phys. 1993, 25, 79–85. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.7150/jca.8693
https://www.cancer.org/
http://doi.org/10.3121/cmr.2014.1245
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpet.2018.02.006
http://doi.org/10.3949/ccjm.75.Suppl_1.S10
http://doi.org/10.1016/0360-3016(78)90026-3
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.molpharmaceut.5b00984
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-31232-9
http://doi.org/10.1038/srep43961
http://doi.org/10.1007/BF00177540
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ultrasmedbio.2018.12.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10628363
http://doi.org/10.1007/s12032-007-9020-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17968683
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.radonc.2015.04.019
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.canlet.2004.03.038
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10549-008-9948-x
http://doi.org/10.1016/0360-3016(93)90148-O


Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2021, 22, 8895 14 of 15

21. Chang, D.; Lim, M.; Goos, J.; Qiao, R.; Ng, Y.Y.; Mansfeld, F.M.; Jackson, M.; Davis, T.P.; Kavallaris, M. Biologically Targeted
Magnetic Hyperthermia: Potential and Limitations. Front. Pharmacol. 2018, 9, 831. [CrossRef]

22. Ahmed, M.; Douek, M. The role of magnetic nanoparticles in the localization and treatment of breast cancer. Biomed. Res. Int.
2013, 2013, 281230. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Gilchrist, R.K.; Medal, R.; Shorey, W.D.; Hanselman, R.C.; Parrott, J.C.; Taylor, C.B. Selective inductive heating of lymph nodes.
Ann. Surg. 1957, 146, 596–606. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Hilger, I.; Hiergeist, R.; Hergt, R.; Winnefeld, K.; Schubert, H.; Kaiser, W.A. Thermal ablation of tumors using magnetic
nanoparticles: An in vivo feasibility study. Investig. Radiol. 2002, 37, 580–586. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Hilger, I.; Andrä, W.; Hergt, R.; Hiergeist, R.; Schubert, H.; Kaiser, W.A. Electromagnetic Heating of Breast Tumors in Interventional
Radiology: In Vitro and in Vivo Studies in Human Cadavers and Mice. Radiology 2001, 218, 570–575. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. Motomura, K.; Ishitobi, M.; Komoike, Y.; Koyama, H.; Inaji, H.; Inoue, M.; Nagae, H.; Nagano, I. Novel thermal tumor ablation
for breast cancer in mice using magnetic nanoparticles. Cancer Res. 2009, 69, 203s.

27. Salimi, M.; Sarkar, S.; Hashemi, M.; Saber, R. Treatment of Breast Cancer-Bearing BALB/c Mice with Magnetic Hyperthermia
using Dendrimer Functionalized Iron-Oxide Nanoparticles. Nanomaterials 2020, 10, 2310. [CrossRef]

28. Atkinson, W.J.; Brezovich, I.A.; Chakraborty, D.P. Usable Frequencies in Hyperthermia with Thermal Seeds. IEEE Trans. Biomed.
Eng. 1984, BME-31, 70–75. [CrossRef]

29. Hergt, R.; Dutz, S.; Müller, R.; Zeisberger, M. Magnetic particle hyperthermia: Nanoparticle magnetism and materials development
for cancer therapy. J. Phys. Condens. Matter 2006, 18, S2919–S2934. [CrossRef]

30. Ivkov, R.; DeNardo, S.J.; Daum, W.; Foreman, A.R.; Goldstein, R.C.; Nemkov, V.S.; DeNardo, G.L. Application of high amplitude
alternating magnetic fields for heat induction of nanoparticles localized in cancer. Clin. Cancer Res. 2005, 11, 7093s–7103s.
[CrossRef]

31. DeNardo, S.J.; DeNardo, G.L.; Natarajan, A.; Miers, L.A.; Foreman, A.R.; Gruettner, C.; Adamson, G.N.; Ivkov, R. Thermal
Dosimetry Predictive of Efficacy of 111In-ChL6 Nanoparticle AMF–Induced Thermoablative Therapy for Human Breast Cancer in
Mice. J. Nucl. Med. 2007, 48, 437–444.

32. Tsiapla, A.-R.; Kalimeri, A.-A.; Maniotis, N.; Myrovali, E.; Samaras, T.; Angelakeris, M.; Kalogirou, O. Mitigation of magnetic
particle hyperthermia side effects by magnetic field controls. Int. J. Hyperth. 2021, 38, 511–522. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

33. Chang, I.A.; Nguyen, U.D. Thermal modeling of lesion growth with radiofrequency ablation devices. Biomed. Eng. Online 2004, 3.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Le, T.A.; Bui, M.P.; Yoon, J. Optimal Design and Implementation of a Novel Two-Dimensional Electromagnetic Navigation System
That Allows Focused Heating of Magnetic Nanoparticles. IEEE/ASME Trans. Mechatron. 2021, 26, 551–562. [CrossRef]

35. Tay, Z.W.; Chandrasekharan, P.; Chiu-Lam, A.; Hensley, D.W.; Dhavalikar, R.; Zhou, X.Y.; Yu, E.Y.; Goodwill, P.W.; Zheng, B.;
Rinaldi, C.; et al. Magnetic Particle Imaging-Guided Heating in Vivo Using Gradient Fields for Arbitrary Localization of Magnetic
Hyperthermia Therapy. ACS Nano 2018, 12, 3699–3713. [CrossRef]

36. Balivada, S.; Rachakatla, R.S.; Wang, H.; Samarakoon, T.N.; Dani, R.K.; Pyle, M.; Kroh, F.O.; Walker, B.; Leaym, X.; Koper, O.B.;
et al. A/C magnetic hyperthermia of melanoma mediated by iron(0)/iron oxide core/shell magnetic nanoparticles: A mouse
study. BMC Cancer 2010, 10, 119. [CrossRef]

37. Huang, H.S.; Hainfeld, J.F. Intravenous magnetic nanoparticle cancer hyperthermia. Int. J. Nanomed. 2013, 8, 2521–2532.
[CrossRef]

38. Bui, M.P.; Le, T.A.; Yoon, J. A Magnetic Particle Imaging-based Navigation Platform for Magnetic Nanoparticles using Interactive
Manipulation of a Virtual Field Free Point to Ensure Targeted Drug Delivery. IEEE Trans. Ind. Electron. 2020. [CrossRef]

39. Park, M.; Le, T.A.; Eizad, A.; Yoon, J. A Novel Shared Guidance Scheme for Intelligent Haptic Interaction Based Swarm Control of
Magnetic Nanoparticles in Blood Vessels. IEEE Access 2020, 8, 106714–106725. [CrossRef]

40. Le, T.A.; Bui, M.P.; Yoon, J. Electromagnetic Actuation System for Focused Capturing of Magnetic Particles with a Half of Static
Saddle Potential Energy Configuration. IEEE Trans. Biomed. Eng. 2021, 68, 869–880. [CrossRef]

41. Sefidgar, M.; Bashooki, E.; Shojaee, P. Numerical simulation of the effect of necrosis area in systemic delivery of magnetic
nanoparticles in hyperthermia cancer treatment. J. Therm. Biol. 2020, 94, 102742. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

42. Tang, Y.-D.; Jin, T.; Flesch, R. Numerical Temperature Analysis of Magnetic Hyperthermia Considering Nanoparticle Clustering
and Blood Vessels. IEEE Trans. Magn. 2017, 53, 10. [CrossRef]

43. Fortin, J.P.; Gazeau, F.; Wilhelm, C. Intracellular heating of living cells through Néel relaxation of magnetic nanoparticles. Eur.
Biophys. J. 2008, 37, 223–228. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

44. Weaver, J.B.; Rauwerdink, A.M.; Hansen, E.W. Magnetic nanoparticle temperature estimation. Med. Phys. 2009, 36, 1822–1829.
[CrossRef]

45. Salamon, J.; Dieckhoff, J.; Kaul, M.G.; Jung, C.; Adam, G.; Möddel, M.; Knopp, T.; Draack, S.; Ludwig, F.; Ittrich, H. Visualization
of spatial and temporal temperature distributions with magnetic particle imaging for liver tumor ablation therapy. Sci. Rep. UK
2020, 10, 7480. [CrossRef]

46. Hadadian, Y.; Uliana, J.H.; Carneiro, A.A.O.; Pavan, T.Z. A Novel Theranostic Platform: Integration of Magnetomotive and
Thermal Ultrasound Imaging With Magnetic Hyperthermia. IEEE Trans. Biomed. Eng. 2021, 68, 68–77. [CrossRef]

47. Chanmugam, A.; Hatwar, R.; Herman, C. Thermal analysis of cancerous breast model. Int. Mech. Eng. Congress Expo 2012, 2012,
134–143. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.3389/fphar.2018.00831
http://doi.org/10.1155/2013/281230
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23936784
http://doi.org/10.1097/00000658-195710000-00007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/13470751
http://doi.org/10.1097/00004424-200210000-00008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12352168
http://doi.org/10.1148/radiology.218.2.r01fe19570
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11161180
http://doi.org/10.3390/nano10112310
http://doi.org/10.1109/TBME.1984.325372
http://doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/18/38/S26
http://doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-1004-0016
http://doi.org/10.1080/02656736.2021.1899310
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33784924
http://doi.org/10.1186/1475-925X-3-27
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15298708
http://doi.org/10.1109/TMECH.2020.3041729
http://doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.8b00893
http://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2407-10-119
http://doi.org/10.2147/ijn.S43770
http://doi.org/10.1109/TIE.2020.3039219
http://doi.org/10.1109/ACCESS.2020.3000329
http://doi.org/10.1109/TBME.2020.3018266
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jtherbio.2020.102742
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33292983
http://doi.org/10.1109/TMAG.2017.2722425
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00249-007-0197-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17641885
http://doi.org/10.1118/1.3106342
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-64280-1
http://doi.org/10.1109/TBME.2020.2990873
http://doi.org/10.1115/imece2012-88244
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25328914


Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2021, 22, 8895 15 of 15

48. Cetingül, M.P.; Herman, C. A heat transfer model of skin tissue for the detection of lesions: Sensitivity analysis. Phys. Med. Biol.
2010, 55, 5933–5951. [CrossRef]

49. Sudharsan, N.M.; Ng, E.Y. Parametric optimization for tumour identification: Bioheat equation using ANOVA and the Taguchi
method. Proc. Inst. Mech. Eng. H 2000, 214, 505–512. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

50. Ng, E.Y.K.; Sudharsan, N.M. An improved three-dimensional direct numerical modelling and thermal analysis of a female breast
with tumour. Proc. Inst. Mech. Eng. Part H J. Eng. Med. 2001, 215, 25–37. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

51. Amri, A.; Saidane, A.; Pulko, S. Thermal analysis of a three-dimensional breast model with embedded tumour using the
transmission line matrix (TLM) method. Comput. Biol. Med. 2011, 41, 76–86. [CrossRef]

52. Jiang, L.; Zhan, W.; Loew, M.H. Modeling static and dynamic thermography of the human breast under elastic deformation. Phys.
Med. Biol. 2011, 56, 187–202. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

53. Périgo, E.A.; Hemery, G.; Sandre, O.; Ortega, D.; Garaio, E.; Plazaola, F.; Teran, F.J. Fundamentals and advances in magnetic
hyperthermia. Appl. Phys. Rev. 2015, 2, 041302. [CrossRef]

54. Liu, K.-C.; Tu, F.-J. Numerical Solution of Bioheat Transfer Problems with Transient Blood Temperature. Int. J. Comput. Methods
2018, 16, 1843001. [CrossRef]

55. Deka, K.; Bhanja, D.; Nath, S. Fundamental solution of steady and transient bio heat transfer equations especially for skin burn
and hyperthermia treatments. Heat Transf. Asian Res. 2019, 48, 361–378. [CrossRef]

56. Rabin, Y. Is intracellular hyperthermia superior to extracellular hyperthermia in thermal sense? Int. J. Hyperth. 2009, 18, 194–202.
[CrossRef]

57. Laidler, K.J. The development of the Arrhenius equation. J. Chem. Educ. 1984, 61, 494. [CrossRef]
58. Paruch, M. Mathematical Modeling of Breast Tumor Destruction Using Fast Heating during Radiofrequency Ablation. Materials

2020, 13, 136. [CrossRef]
59. Chang, I.A. Considerations for thermal injury analysis for RF ablation devices. Open Biomed. Eng. J. 2010, 4, 3–12. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1088/0031-9155/55/19/020
http://doi.org/10.1243/0954411001535534
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11109858
http://doi.org/10.1243/0954411011533508
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11323983
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compbiomed.2010.12.002
http://doi.org/10.1088/0031-9155/56/1/012
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21149948
http://doi.org/10.1063/1.4935688
http://doi.org/10.1142/S0219876218430016
http://doi.org/10.1002/htj.21388
http://doi.org/10.1080/02656730110116713
http://doi.org/10.1021/ed061p494
http://doi.org/10.3390/ma13010136
http://doi.org/10.2174/1874120701004010003

	Introduction 
	Results 
	Determination of the Heating Power Necessary for MNPs in the Presence of Blood Flow and Metabolism to Effectively Damage the Tumor Tissues 
	Determination of Optimized Pulsed Powers for Various Source Diameters to Get High Fraction of Tumor Damage 

	Discussion 
	Material and Methods 
	Breast Cancer Model and Bio-Heat Transfer Model 
	Fourier’s Law for Estimating Heating Power Necessary for Magnetic Nanoparticles 
	Arrhenius Equation for Fraction of Tissue Damage 
	Methods 

	Conclusions 
	References

