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Abstract

The notion of synthetic molecular communication (MC) refers to the transmission of information via signaling
molecules and is foreseen to enable innovative medical applications in the human cardiovascular system (CVS).
Crucially, the design of such applications requires accurate and experimentally validated channel models that
characterize the propagation of signaling molecules, not just in individual blood vessels, but in complex vessel
networks (VNs), as prevalent in the CVS. However, experimentally validated models for MC in VNs remain scarce.
To address this gap, we propose a novel channel model for MC in complex VN topologies, which captures molecular
transport via advection, molecular and turbulent diffusion, as well as adsorption and desorption at the vessel
walls. We specialize this model for superparamagnetic iron-oxide nanoparticles (SPIONs) as signaling molecules
by introducing a new receiver (RX) model for planar coil inductive sensors, enabling end-to-end experimental
validation with a dedicated SPION testbed. Validation covers a range of channel topologies, from single-vessel
topologies to branched VNs with multiple paths between transmitter (TX) and RX. Additionally, to quantify how
the VN topology impacts signal quality, and inspired by multi-path propagation models in conventional wireless
communications, we introduce two metrics, namely molecule delay and multi-path spread. We show that these
metrics link the VN structure to molecule dispersion induced by the VN and mediately to the resulting signal-to-
noise ratio (SNR) at the RX. The proposed VN structure-SNR link is validated experimentally, demonstrating that
the proposed framework can support tasks such as optimal sensor placement in the CVS or the identification of

suitable testbed topologies for specific SNR requirements. All experimental data are openly available on Zenodo.

I. INTRODUCTION

The exchange of information between biological entities via signaling molecules lies at the core of
nature’s communication processes within living organisms. Over the past decade, this natural communica-

tion paradigm has been re-imagined for technological applications under the name of synthetic molecular
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communication (MC). By encoding information in the molecule concentration, molecule type or structure,
release time within a symbol interval, or in molecule mixtures [2], [3], MC is envisioned to enable a wide
range of innovative medical applications, most of which are intended for use inside the human body [4].
In this context, MC is preferred over traditional communication schemes, such as electromagnetic wave
(EM)-based communication, primarily due to its inherent compatibility with biological systems.

Within the human body, the cardiovascular system (CVS) represents a particularly promising application
domain for MC. The bloodstream offers a fast and pervasive transport medium for signaling molecules,
while the surrounding tissues provide direct access to key physiological processes, including metabolic
regulation, immune response, and hormonal signaling [5]. For diagnostic applications, this enables the
sensing of a broad spectrum of health-related parameters and biomarkers in the bloodstream, which
can be analyzed to support medical diagnoses. Examples include the early detection and localization of
cancerous tissue and the detection of onset atherosclerosis [6]—[9]. For therapeutic applications, MC in
the CVS allows for the targeted delivery of drug molecules to nearly any location in the body, facilitating
precise and efficient treatment strategies [10]-[13]. This can be implemented using, e.g., pH sensitive
nanoparticles that selectively accumulate at diseased regions and release therapeutic agents directly into
the tumor environment upon pH stimuli [14]. A further envisioned exemplary diagnostic and therapeutic
application is the Internet of Bio-Nano Things (IoBNT), in which small-scale devices, termed gateways,
are positioned along the CVS to receive molecular signals and convert them into EM signals for wireless
transmission to an external computational unit that performs signal processing and evaluation. These
gateways are bidirectional, i.e., they can also receive EM signals from the external unit, convert them into
molecular signals, and transmit them internally for actuation. This permits the seamless integration of MC
and EM-based communication, enabling advanced applications such as real-time health monitoring and
personalized treatment [15]-[17].

To support the development of such envisioned medical applications and establish a solid theoretical
foundation, numerous modeling studies have examined advective-diffusive molecule transport in simplified
environments, such as unbounded media, cylindrical ducts, and rectangular ducts [18]-[29], see also the
reviews in [2], [30]. These studies address a wide range of physical and communication-related aspects,
including different molecule injection methods [18], [19], absorption [20] and reversible sorption [21], [22]
at channel walls, ligand-receptor binding [23], external influences such as gravity and magnetic fields [24],
different molecule transport regimes where the relative influence of advection and diffusion varies [25],
flow directions misaligned with the transmitter (TX)-receiver (RX) axis [26], as well as (sub-)optimal
sequence detection [27] and cooperative MC strategies [28], [29]. Collectively, these works contribute to
identifying key factors that govern the performance of MC systems in simple single-vessel systems or
unbounded environments.

However, to obtain insights for future real-world applications, realistic MC models must account for the

structural complexity of the CVS, which comprises interconnected vessels of varying shapes and sizes. In



response, a growing body of research focuses on extending molecule transport models to vessel network
(VN) structures, aiming to capture the actual physiological conditions more accurately. A VN graph
model capturing blood flow, pressure, and oxygen transport in three-dimensional (3-D) brain vasculature
is presented in [31]. In [32], a channel model based on channel impulse responses (CIRs) is developed for
VN, focusing on arterial trees; this work is extended in [10], [33] to include adhesion and absorption at
channel walls, molecule degradation, and antibody-mediated drug delivery. A system-theoretic framework
for optimally designing branched microfluidic MC channels with rectangular cross-section is introduced
in [34]. The study in [6] proposes a method for early cancer detection using mobile nanosensors navigating
the CVS, assuming a quasi-steady-state concentration of signaling molecules. Dosage estimation for
cellular vaccines injected into the CVS in the context of COVID-19 treatment is addressed in [35].
Microbubble propagation in VNs, including microbubble degradation effects, is modeled using a graph-
based framework in [36]. Finally, the authors of [37] present a model for spatiotemporally resolved
drug delivery in tumors, informed by 3-D vascular imaging. Despite these advances, a comprehensive
understanding of MC in VNs is still missing, as the existing models are either limited to local branching
phenomena [10], [32], [33], [35], are not suited for time-varying molecule injection [6], or do not fully
capture the underlying physical transport principles [36], and none provides a higher-level understanding
of the impact that the VN topology has on MC.

Beyond theoretical modeling, the feasibility of MC has been repeatedly demonstrated experimentally in
a broad range of fluidic testbeds comprising single vessels as communication channels. These testbeds use
diverse combinations of signaling molecules and sensor technologies, such as ions and a pH probe [38] or
electrodes [39], fluorescent nanoparticles and an optical sensor [40], glucose and an electrolyte-gated field-
effect transistor [41], superparamagnetic iron-oxide nanoparticles (SPIONs) and inductive or capacitive
sensors [42], [43], color pigments and optical sensors [44], [45], oil and a capacitve sensor [46], or
fluorescent proteins and dyes and optical sensors [47], [48]. Recent surveys summarizing advances in
fluidic MC testbeds can be found in [49], [50].

While theoretical research on MC in VNs is getting increasingly advanced, and experimental validation
in single vessels is plentiful, experimental validation in VN5 that resemble the structure and flow character-
istics of the CVS remains scarce, pointing to a critical gap in the current body of work. To the best of the
authors’ knowledge, only three experimental studies pointed into this direction have been published to date.
In [51], the first in-vivo MC testbed is introduced, exploiting the chicken chorioallantoic membrane (CAM)
model and its vasculature as a platform for indocyanine green (ICG)-based MC. Secondly, in [52], a 3-D-
printed branched testbed with ultra-thin, semipermeable, and spatially functionalizable walls is proposed,
closely mimicking important properties of the CVS, but lacking a detailed mathematical characterization
of the channel properties. Thirdly, in [53], a salinity-based testbed comprising a channel with two paths
between TX and RX is used to validate an inter-symbol-interference (ISI)-aware decoding algorithm.

Although the existing studies partially provide physical models for isolated sections of the channel, what



remains absent in [51]-[53] is a comprehensive physical channel model that links molecule propagation to
the underlying network topology and explicitly captures the impact of multi-path propagation of signaling
molecules in VNs.

To address the lack of a higher-level understanding of the impact that VN topology has on MC, and the
absence of experimentally validated models for MC in VNs, we propose an analytical end-to-end model for
the transport and reception of arbitrary signaling molecules in VNs, validated through branched-channel
testbed experiments using SPIONs as signaling molecules. Based on the channel model from [32], our
approach incorporates additional physical effects, including turbulent diffusion at the injection site and
VN branching points, as well as adsorption and desorption at vessel walls. Together with advection
and molecular diffusion, these effects capture the dominant transport dynamics in VNs, as confirmed
experimentally. The channel model is coupled with a transparent RX model and specialized to SPIONs and
an inductive planar coil RX, enabling direct comparison between analytical predictions and experimental
measurements. For validation, we extend the SPION-based testbed from [42] to branched topologies with
multiple transport paths between TX and RX.

Using this combined framework, we focus on quantifying how VN topology impacts signal quality
at any target location in the network. To this end, we introduce two metrics, namely molecule delay
and multi-path spread, which span the so-called dispersion space, linking VN topology to molecule
dispersion. The level of dispersion, in turn, directly relates to the received signal-to-noise ratio (SNR),
allowing signal quality to be characterized solely based on topology. Altogether, the proposed framework
provides a foundation for several practical applications. First, it enables the evaluation and optimization of
sensor placement strategies in complex VNs, particularly under specific SNR constraints. Second, it can
provide a guideline for constructing experimental testbeds by predicting the structural complexity allowed
to still ensure sufficient signal strength at the RX. Third, the model enables a transparent quantification
of how both individual path delays and the differences between them shape the overall VN behavior. This
facilitates the classification of structurally diverse VN topologies into equivalence classes based on their
dispersion characteristics and offers a powerful tool for characterizing and comparing VNs, extending
beyond what existing models typically allow. In the long term, this study aims to contribute toward a
more abstract and generalizable understanding of MC in VNs.

The main contributions of this work can be summarized as follows:

1) We present a novel channel model for MC in VNs, incorporating turbulent diffusion at the injection
site and at VN branching points, as well as molecule adsorption and desorption at the channel walls.
These effects, alongside advection and molecular diffusion, are experimentally shown to significantly
influence molecule transport.

2) We specialize the generic model to SPIONs as signaling molecules by deriving a novel analytical
model for an inductive coil RX.

3) Based on the proposed model, we derive two metrics that define the dispersion space, linking VN



topology to signal dispersion and thereby to signal quality at any target location in the network.
4) As a practical extension of the testbed in [42], we introduce branched channel topologies with two
transport paths between TX and RX, and use this setup to validate both the end-to-end model and

the dispersion space concept.

Compared to the conference version [1] of this paper, the proposed model also incorporates molecule
adsorption and desorption at the channel walls as additional transport mechanisms. Furthermore, the
model in [1] was validated using existing data from the SPION testbed in [42], obtained from a single-
vessel channel. In contrast, the present study offers a more comprehensive experimental validation by
additionally incorporating measurements from branched channel topologies. Moreover, the scope of this
paper significantly extends beyond [1] by providing experimental validation of the proposed dispersion
space.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: Section II introduces the system model. Based on
this, Section III derives metrics that relate VN topology to the SNR at the RX. Section IV describes the
experimental setup and specializes the system model to a SPION-based end-to-end framework, enabling
the comparison between model predictions and experimental results. Section V presents the experimental
end-to-end validation of the model, along with numerical and experimental results for the dispersion space.

Final conclusions and an outlook on future work are provided in Section VI.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

In this section, we introduce the system model comprising the molecule release, i.e., the injection process
at the TX, the propagation of molecules in the channel governed by advection, diffusion, and adsorption
and desorption at the channel walls, as well as a transparent RX, cf. Fig. 1. The system model is generically
applicable to different types of signaling molecules and corresponding transparent RX architectures. In

Section IV, the system model is specialized to the use of SPIONs as signaling molecules.

A. Molecule Injection

Beginning at time ¢ = 0s, N signaling molecules are injected by the TX, i.e., at the inlet of the
network at longitudinal coordinate z = O m of the corresponding vessel, cf. Fig. 1a). The injection may
take place over an extended period of time, according to some injection function A(¢) given in unit s™*,
with [°A(t)dt = N.

Remark 1: In practical systems, the injection via a Y-connector or venous cannula induces local turbu-
lence in the fluid flow [19], which results in the immediate radial dispersion of the signaling molecules.
Further downstream in the VN, branching points reinduce turbulences in the flow. Accordingly, we
postulate a uniform distribution of signaling molecules throughout the pipe cross-section from the moment

of injection onwards. Consequently, throughout this work, we employ a spatially one-dimensional (1-D)
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Fig. 1: System model. a) N signaling molecules are uniformly released in the cross-section of the network inlet (TX)
according to injection function A(¢), propagate through an exemplary VN comprised of pipes, bifurcations, and junctions, and
are received by a transparent RX. b) The flow rate Q; in pipe p; and the cross-sectional average flow velocity u; = Q;/(7r?)
are determined using an equivalent electrical circuit that models hydraulic resistance. ¢) Molecule transport is governed by
molecular and turbulent diffusion, advection, and reversible sorption at the channel walls. d) Through the specialization of
the generic RX model, any transparent real-world sensor can be modeled. In any received signal, there is a contribution from

molecules in fluid- and solid-phase (i.e., wall-bound).

model for molecule transport. The accuracy of this assumption has been previously verified in [1] and is

verified again by the numerical and experimental results presented in Section V.

B. Vessel Network Definition

VN, as found in the CVS, generally exhibit complex topologies, comprising interconnected vessels of
varying lengths, curvatures, and irregular cross-sections. To facilitate analysis, these networks are often
approximated using simplified models for their segments [6], [32], [35]. Accordingly, we consider VNs
consisting of connected pipes, bifurcations, and junctions, as illustrated in Fig. 1a).

1) Pipe: A pipe p; is a cylindrical vessel carrying fluid from its inlet to its outlet and is defined by its
length [; and radius r;. Pipes can be connected to other pipes, bifurcations or junctions at both the
inlet and the outlet.

2) Bifurcation: A bifurcation is a connection point with no spatial extent, where an inflow pipe branches
into several outflow pipes. Before and after each bifurcation, there must be connected pipes.

3) Junction: A junction j,, is a connection point with no spatial extent, where several inflow pipes
merge into one outflow pipe. Before and after each junction, there must be connected pipes. We

denote the set of all inflow pipes of junction j,, by Z(j,,).

Subsequently, we refer to the network inlet, outlet, and connection points, i.e., bifurcations and junctions,
as nodes n,, v € {1,...,V}, where V is the total number of nodes, and n; and ny are the nodes at the
network inlet and outlet, respectively. Pipes correspond to directed edges between these nodes, with the

direction of the edge determined by the flow direction. This allows for a simplified representation of any



VN as a directed graph, as depicted with blue nodes and dark blue arrows in Fig. 1a) for an exemplary
topology. In addition, P(n,, n,) denotes the set of all paths between nodes n, and n, that differ in at least
one pipe, with a,b € {1,...,V}. Here, a path P, comprises a subset of connected pipes and junctions of

the network and is denoted as

Pe=A{pili € & U {gm |m e Tk}, (D

where & C {1,...,E} and Jy C {1,...,J} are the index sets of the pipes and junctions in P,
respectively, and £ and J denote the number of pipes and junctions in the VN, respectively. Bifurcations
are implicitly accounted for in P(n,,ny), as they determine which paths exist. In this work, we focus on

VNs comprising exactly one inlet and one outlet.

C. Fluid Flow in the Vessel Network

Applying a flow rate () at the network inlet induces a pressure gradient between n; and ny, driving

fluid flow throughout the VN, with zero pressure assumed at the outlet ny,. The flow rate (Q; in unit m?s~!

in pipe p; is obtained by assigning a hydraulic resistance [32, Eq. (14)]
Sul;
R, = ] @)

Ty

to each pipe and constructing an equivalent electrical circuit matching the VN topology with electrical
ground at ny, cf. Fig. 1b). Here, 1 denotes the dynamic fluid viscosity. Modeling () as a current source
and solving the circuit for its currents yields the individual flow rates (); [32], from which the average

cross-sectional velocities in unit ms~! follow as

T = Q; : 3)

D. Effective Diffusion

Molecules in VNs disperse due to multiple types of diffusion. Firstly, thermal vibrations in the fluid
induce molecular diffusion, characterized by the molecular diffusion coefficient [32, Eq. (44)]

kgT

= iRt )
where kg = 1.38 x 10723m?kgs 2 K~!, T, and R denote the Boltzmann constant, the fluid temperature in
unit K, and the signaling molecule radius in unit m, respectively. Secondly, turbulent mixing at the point
of injection and at branching points in the VN induces turbulent diffusion. While modeling individual
turbulences is analytically intractable, a simple way to represent this type of molecular transport is by
assuming underlying laminar flow in conjunction with eddy diffusion, represented by the eddy diffusion
coefficient [54, Eq. (4.16)]

Kz' = Oéﬂi’f’i, o € [0, 2] . (5)



Here, o denotes a unitless proportionality constant. In a given pipe p;, K; is proportional to the distance
orthogonal to the flow direction over which eddies persist, which is proportional to the pipe radius r;, and
flow velocity u; [54]. Molecular and eddy diffusion can be modeled as additive phenomena and are both
incorporated in the apparent diffusion coefficient D; = D+ K. The shear-induced dispersion from laminar
flow combined with the apparent diffusion lead to an effective dispersion, described by the Aris-Taylor

effective diffusion coefficient [55, Eq. (26)]

D = L 4 D;. (6)

E. Molecule Transport in a Single Vessel

Below, we first model molecule transport in a single pipe, before extending the model to VNs in
Subsection II-F. The molecule transport is governed by advection, diffusion, and adsorption and desorption
at the channel walls. The latter two phenomena are jointly referred to as sorption. The transport phenomena
are illustrated in Fig. 1c).

Within a pipe, molecules in the fluid phase, i.e., dissolved in the fluid, propagate via advection and
diffusion. Along their way from the inlet to the outlet, they may repeatedly adsorb to and desorb from the
pipe wall. Adsorbed molecules reside in the so-called solid phase and are immobile. Assuming first-order
sorption kinetics that are uniform along the pipe wall, the fluid-phase concentration ¢;(z, t) and solid-phase
concentration s;(z,t) of the molecules in pipe p; obey a two-compartment model that captures advective,

diffusive, and sorptive dynamics [21, Egs. (1a), (1b)]

Oci(z,t)  _g0%ci(z,t)  _ Oci(z,t)  Osi(z,t) 7
o P Tem Mo o 7
% = kaci(2,t) — kqsi(2,t) . (7b)

Here, z denotes the longitudinal coordinate within p;, i.e., reaching from its inlet at z = 0 to its outlet at
z = ;. DS denotes the effective diffusion coefficient in p; in unit m?s~1. k, and k4 denote the adsorption

and desorption rate constants in units s~

, respectively, cf. Fig. 1c). These constants are assumed to
be space-independent, which is an accurate approximation in vessels with small diameters and strong
cross-sectional mixing, where the cross-sectional position has little effect on the adsorption probability,
as further confirmed by the numerical results in Section V. To solve (7), we assume for the moment
an instantaneous release of N signaling molecules at n; at ¢ = 0. Further, we assume that initially no
signaling molecules are in solid phase and /N molecules are present in the fluid phase, yielding the initial

conditions

¢i(z,0) = N§(2), (8a)
si(z,0) =0. (8b)



Here, 6(-) denotes the Dirac delta function. A detailed solution of (7), covering the initial conditions

in (8), is given in [21], [56]. For brevity, we provide a compact derivation based on physical intuition.
During the time that molecules reside in the fluid phase, their motion is governed by advection and

diffusion, resulting in the fluid-phase concentration in unit m~! [32, Eq. (49)]

—_— ———, 2€|0,;]. 9

/Ar D¢t eXp( AD;"t ) #€l0. 4 ®

The remaining time, molecules are sorbed to the channel walls and immobile. Over a time interval [0, ¢],

the residence time 7, i.e., the cumulative time a molecule spends in the fluid-phase, is stochastic and
governed by the sorption kinetics. In particular, 7 is distributed according to the sorption kernels gg (T, t)
and gg(7,t) as follows [21, Egs. (2), (3)], [56, Eq. (5)]

Fak
gir(7,8) = | T2 exp (= (ko — k)7 — kat) I (2v/kakar(t=1)) . (10)

g7, 1) = Eey exp(—(ka — ka)7 — kat) o (2 Tkt (t — T)> , (11)

where [y(-) and I;(-) are the zero- and first-order modified Bessel functions of the first kind, respectively.
Here, gg(7,t) holds for molecules that are initially in fluid-phase, adsorb at least once, and are again in
the fluid-phase at time ¢. Similarly, gg(7,t) holds for molecules that are initially in fluid-phase, adsorb at
least once, and are in the solid-phase at time t.

Remark 2: We note that gg(7,t) is the joint probability for a molecule spending 7 time in the fluid
phase during the interval [0, t] and being initially and ultimately in fluid-phase. Therefore, the equilibrium
probability of a molecule being in fluid-phase, kq/(k, + kq), is inherently incorporated in gg(7,t). The
same holds for g(7,¢) and probability k,/(k, + kq). The corresponding conditional probabilities thus
have the following integral properties: [~ g (7, t)(ka + ka)/ka dm = [ g(7,t) (ka + ka) /ka dT = 1.

Given that a molecule remains continuously in the fluid phase over [0,¢] with cumulative probability

exp(—k,t) [21], the final fluid-phase concentration in unit m~! follows as [21, Eq. (9a)]

t
ci(z,t) = ¢(z,t) exp (—kat) + /61»(2,7')95(7', t)dr, (12)

0
where the first additive term on the right-hand side of (12) accounts for molecules that continuously
remain in the fluid phase. The second additive term captures the contribution of molecules that adsorb to
the channel wall at least once in the considered time interval by marginalizing over the residence time T,

governed by gg(7,t). The solid-phase concentration in unit m~' is obtained as [21, Eq. (9b)]
t
si(zt) = [t () dr. (13)
0

Fig. 2a) shows the sorption kernels as defined in (10) and (11), illustrated by dashed and dotted lines,

respectively, for a single pipe p; at time ¢ = 60s. The sorption rate constants are varied to illustrate their
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Fig. 2: Channel model behavior. a) Sorption kernels and b) resulting concentrations for various sorption rate constants in
a single pipe p;. The advection-diffusion-driven concentration ¢;(z,t) is compared to the advection-diffusion-sorption-driven
fluid-phase concentration ¢;(z,t), the solid-phase concentration s1(z,t), and the total concentration in fluid- and solid-phase
c1(z,t)+s1(z,t). Here, 2 = 0.2m, 71 = 7.95x 1074 m, 3 = 0.02ms !, N =1x10%, a=1,and D = 1.12x 10" ' m?s~!

are used.

effect on gg(7,t) and g5 (7, t), respectively. Fig. 2b) depicts the resulting fluid-, solid-, and combined-phase
concentration profiles for different sorption rate constants, indicated by different colors. For reference, the
advection-diffusion-only solution, i.e., for k, = 0, is shown as a thick gray line. The balance between
fluid- and solid-phase contributions, and thus the overall concentration shape and delay, varies significantly
with k, and kg4, cf. Fig. 2b). The reason for this becomes apparent when considering, e.g., the purple
curves in Fig. 2a). For small k, and large kg, in the time window from ¢ = 0s to ¢ = 60 s, molecules are
likely to spend most of the time in the fluid phase, i.e., gg(7,60s) and gg(7,60s) are distributed around
large 7. Moreover, since k, < kg, at ¢ = 60s, molecules are much more likely to be in the fluid phase,
compared to the solid phase, which is apparent when comparing the amplitudes of the dashed and dotted
purple curves in Fig. 2a). In contrast, for strong k, and low k4, i.e., the green curves in Fig. 2a), molecules
spend most time in the solid phase (and consequently little time in the fluid phase), and their sorption
kernels are thus centered around smaller 7. Furthermore, at ¢t = 60 s, molecules are much more likely to
be in the solid phase, compared to the fluid phase, which is apparent when comparing the amplitudes of

the dashed and dotted green curves in Fig. 2a). The orange and blue curves in Fig. 2a) and 2b) represent



intermediate cases in which £, and kg4 are equal.
Since molecules are mobile only while in the fluid phase, the instantaneous net molecule flux in pipe

p; normalized to a single molecule in unit s~! is derived from (12) as [57, Eq. (4.4)]

t

1 Z — ﬂlt _ ~ z = EiT — ~

Ji(z,t):ﬁ ( 5 + uz> Gi(z,t) exp (—kat) +/( o +ui) Gi(z,m)gg(T,t)dr| . (14)
0

We refer to Appendix A for a detailed derivation of (14). Note that when the advective flux dominates the
diffusive flux, as is generally the case in arteries of the human CVS, and either k£, = 0, or both k, > 0 and
ka > 0, J;(z,t) constitutes a probability density function (PDF) over time, satisfying [ Ji(z,t)dt = 1.

Remark 3: Setting k, = 0 prohibits adsorption at the channel walls, yielding gg(7,t) = gss(7,t) = 0,
such that (13) vanishes and (12) reduces to the advection-diffusion expression in (9). Similarly, the flux

in (14) reduces to the advective-diffusive flux in [1, Eq. (6)].

FE. Molecule Transport in a Vessel Network

To characterize molecule transport in VNs, in addition to the fluid- and solid-phase concentrations and
the molecule flux in a single pipe, the impact of a junction j,, € F; that is traversed by a molecule
through p; € P, with p; € Z(j,,) is described as a multiplicative constant v, using the principle of mass

conservation [6, Eq. (22)]
GG
" va €Z(jm) Qu

i.e., molecules partition according to the ratio of flow rates.

0<ny, <1, (15)

Under the assumption of linear molecule transport, the end-to-end CIR h,,, ,,,(2,t) in unit m~! of the
network between two nodes n, and n; equals the sum of the individual path CIRs, which in turn result
from the convolution of the molecule flux entering the RX pipe p; and the combined fluid- and solid-phase

concentrations in p;

, 1
hna,nb('z?t) - Z @ Jl(llat> ' H’Y;n * N(Ci’(z7t) + Si’(z7t)) ’ (16)
PkEP(na,nb) I;Le?f;/ (’i,m)EgkXJk:
e Pi€Z(jm)

where * and (8);c g Ji = Jiy ¥ Jip .. x J;

over a set with respect to time, respectively. Here, N and | - | denote the set of natural numbers and the

s denote the convolution operator and the convolution operator

cardinality of a set, respectively. Since molecule concentration remains unchanged across bifurcations [32,
Eq. (53)], their CIRs do not appear in (16). From (16), the end-to-end molecule concentration in unit m~!

after the injection of molecules according to A(t) at n, is obtained as

Crgmy (2, 1) = N(t) % Ry iy (2, 1) (17)



G. Molecule Reception

We consider a transparent RX whose domain extends over z. The received signal results from the

end-to-end concentration as

r(t)=f </ w(2)en, my (2, 1) dz) , (18)
z€dom(w(-))

where dom(-) denotes the domain operator. Here, the weighting function w(z) and the signal conversion
function f(x) are specific to the sensor employed as RX. Thereby, potential inhomogeneities of the sensing
process' over z are captured by w(z) and subsequent processing steps® are modeled by f(x).

In the MC literature, often the special case of a so-called perfect counting RX, with length [gx centered
at zrx with w(z) = 1, Vz € [zrx — lrx/2, zrx + [rx/2], and linear mapping, i.e., f(x) = x, is assumed. In
this case, the received signal equals the number of observed molecules N°*(t) = [ ZRXjRX/ % o (2, 1) dz.

zrx —lrx /2 "M
In practice, however, sensors with such properties do not exist, emphasizing the practical importance of

the sensor-related degrees of freedom in (18).

III. TOPOLOGY-DISPERSION METRICS

To characterize how the VN topology affects the received molecular signal, we propose two metrics
that relate the topology of VNs to the received SNR. In particular, these metrics are derived from the
system model in Section II and characterize how strongly molecules are dispersed as they travel through
a given network topology, taking into account molecular and eddy diffusion, advection and sorption, as
well as multi-path propagation. The degree of dispersion is in turn associated with the received SNR.
This methodology is akin to the characterization of multi-path channels in wireless communications,
where similar metrics are employed to assess the influence of the channel on the quality of the received
signal [58].

1) Molecule Delay: The extent of molecule dispersion via diffusion from the network inlet to the outlet
is inherently linked to the molecule travel time, with longer delays implying larger dispersion, cf. (9).
This is captured by the molecule delay metric, derived below.

For a single pipe p;, the time when most molecules are located at its outlet, denoted as the pipe peak
time, is given as

eak
et = arg max (ci(liyt) + si(lis 1)) . (19)

Finding a closed-form solution for (19) is infeasible due to the integrals and Bessel functions involved
in (12) and (13). However, in practice, it often holds that k£, < kq, cf. Section V, in which case the peak

!Consider, e.g., optical RXs in the CVS where heterogeneous refractive indices of surrounding tissues cause sensing inhomogeneities over
space.

Consider, e.g., differential RXs where the current measured signal amplitude is compared to that measured in previous time steps or a

reference signal.
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time is determined mostly by advective-diffusive molecule transport®. Under this assumption, tgfak can be

approximated with the closed-form expression [1, Eq. (18)]

— DS 4 /D 4 22
ka<kk 7 i 770
gpeate T . (20)

—
U

From (19), or similarly (20), the time when most molecules are located at the outlet of a path P, denoted
as the path peak time, follows as
eak eal
(k=) " pek 1)
Pi€Py
Moreover, using (15), the fraction of molecules traveling through P is

ve, = 1] Y 0<9m <1, (22)

PisJm € Py
Pi€Z(jm)

1.e., the product of the flow rate fractions of all junctions contained in the path. From (19)-(22), we define
the molecule delay for a given network between nodes n, and n; as
k
=Y ety (23)
Py€P(na,np)
giving, via yp,, more weight to paths transporting more molecules. Note that ¢;:* resembles the excess
delay metric in multi-path wireless communications, quantifying the mean signal delay [58].
2) Multi-Path Spread: Networks with paths having widely varying peak times t’;iak incur increased
dispersion, causing molecules to arrive at the RX more spread out over time. We quantify this phenomenon

via the multi-path spread

o = r, (50— ). 24)
PreP(na,np)
Note that o,* parallels the roor mean square delay spread metric, describing signal spread in a multi-path
wireless channel [58].

3) Dispersion Space: t;* and o,;* span a two-dimensional space denoted as dispersion space, cf. Fig. 3.
Any VN can be located in this space solely based on its topology. Setting n, = ny, n, = ny, the position
in the space can then be used to infer the degree to which molecules disperse while propagating from
TX to RX. VNs close to the origin experience comparatively little dispersion and VNs far away from the
origin suffer from strong dispersion, cf. left and right VN in Fig. 3, respectively. Lastly, we hypothesize
that the level of dispersion correlates negatively with the received SNR (cf. (32)), as greater dispersion
causes molecules to arrive more spread out in time, reducing their instantaneous concentration at the RX
and thereby lowering the signal strength relative to noise. Note that the dispersion metrics in (23) and (24)
are computed based on concentration signals, which generally serve as a reliable proxy for the actual

sensor outputs, since most MC sensors are explicitly designed to reflect local molecule concentrations.

3Even though the peak time is most strongly impacted by advective-diffusive transport for k. < kg4, sorption dynamics still play a

significant role for the tail behavior of received signals and can thus not be neglected in (12) and (13). This is also apparent in Fig. 7.
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Fig. 3: Dispersion space. The position of any VN in the space is solely based on its topology, as ¢, and o,V characterize the
dispersion of the molecules propagating from TX to RX. The colors of the space are indicative of the hypothesized received
SNR. Two exemplary VNs with identical pipe radii and pipe lengths of either [ or 2/, along with their received signals N°PS(t),
are shown. Thin colored curves show individual path contributions; the pink curve shows the total signal resulting from the

superposition of the path contributions.

Remark 4: Analogous to multi-path wireless communications, where environments such as hilly terrain,
urban, suburban, or indoor settings lead to characteristic received signal properties due to specific scattering
effects [58], the metrics introduced here for MC in VNs provide a means to associate particular VN
types, e.g., specific organs or tissue regions, with their characteristic received molecular signal properties.

Looking ahead, this may facilitate a more general understanding of MC in specific VN types.

IV. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP AND INDUCTIVE RECEIVER MODEL

To experimentally validate the theoretical predictions of the proposed model, we specialize the channel
model in Section II to SPION-based MC. Specifically, we employ an improved version of the SPION
testbed from [42], with an upgraded background flow pump and more complex channel topologies, as
an experimental benchmark and derive a novel analytical model for the planar coil inductive RX used
in the testbed, enabling comparisons between model CIRs and measured CIRs. Below, we first describe
the testbed setup and measurement procedure, then we present the inductive RX model to complete the

SPION-specialized end-to-end model.

A. Branched SPION-Testbed

An overview of the testbed components is given in Fig. 4.



1) Signaling Molecules: SPIONs are superparamagnetic nanoparticles, e.g., synthesized through co-
precipitation [59]. At their core, they hold a cluster of iron-oxide molecules, responsible for their high
magnetic susceptibility ... As a result, SPIONs become magnetized in the presence of an external
magnetic field, but show no remanence once removed from the field, due to their small size [42]. Various
coatings can be applied to the core [59], including biocompatible coatings like human serum albumin,
chemical degradation and agglomeration mitigating coatings like Dextran, therapeutic coatings carrying
drug particles, or ligands that bind to desired target sites. Depending on the coating, the diameters of
SPIONSs range from below 10 nm to micrometers [59]. In the following, we used SPIONs with a lauric
acid coating for increased chemical stability and biocompatibility exhibiting a hydrodynamic radius of
R ~19.2nm and a susceptibility of Y,ef = 5.99 x 1073 (SI units).

2) Background Flow: Distilled water at room temperature (=~ 23°C) was stored in a plastic cup

reservoir. A time-invariant background flow of flow rate Q = 2.861 x 10~ m3s~!

was established using
an Ismatec Reglo-Z Analog gear pump (ISM895-230), which drew distilled water from the reservoir and

directed it into the communication channel, see Fig. 4a).

3) Molecule Injection: To characterize the channel, SPIONs at room temperature were injected into
the channel using a Vasofix Safety Gauge 24 venous cannula, which had an inner diameter of 0.7 mm and
a length of 19 mm. The cannula featured a flexible plastic tip and was inserted into the tubing material in
the downstream direction. The tip of the needle was considered the TX. The injected SPION suspension
had an iron stock concentration of approximately 7.8 & 0.1 mgmL ™' and was supplied from an open
screw-thread glass vial using a Bartels mp6 micropump along with its driver at an injection flow rate of
1.667 x 10~"m3s~!. The SPION reservoir was connected to the micropump, and the micropump was
connected to the venous cannula, via Tygon LMT-55 tubing. This tubing, which had an inner diameter of

1.59mm and an outer diameter of 3.18 mm, was used throughout the entire testbed.

4) Communication Channel: The communication channel begins at the TX and ends at the center
of the RX. While only channels comprised of single pipes were considered in [42], in this work, we
additionally investigated branched channel topologies that provide multiple paths from the TX to the RX,
see Figs. 4b)—4e). The branched channels were implemented using plastic y-connectors with an inner
diameter of 1.59 mm. To prevent inter-experiment flow rate variations caused by elevation changes in the

tubing, all channel pipes were arranged on a flat plastic surface.

5) Inductive Receiver: As a transparent inductive RX, we employed the four-layer circular planar coil
“K” from the LDCCOILEVM Reference Coil Board by Texas Instruments, featuring an inner diameter of
8mm and an outer diameter of 29 mm. This coil was placed directly below the tubing and connected to
an LC-oscillation circuit from Texas Instruments, which incorporates the LDC1612 Inductance-to-Digital
Converter, see Fig. 4a). The sensor output a signal in terms of resonance frequency fi.s(t), expressed in

unit Hz. For details on the sensing mechanism, we refer to the RX model in Subsection IV-C.
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Fig. 4: Branched SPION-testbed. a) Testbed components. b)-e) Branched channel topologies. f) Tubing material before use

and after days of use, showing indications for SPION adsorption to the tube walls.

6) Waste Basin: After passing the RX, the SPION-distilled water mixture continued through the
remaining tubing and ultimately dripped into a plastic waste basin. To ensure reproducible experimental
conditions and consistent flow rates within the testbed, the basin was kept physically disconnected from

the tubing.

B. Measurement Procedure, Post-Processing, and Data Availability

To measure a single experimental CIR, we first stirred the SPION solution in its reservoir to ensure
that the suspension was as homogeneous as possible, particularly with respect to particle agglomerations

that may have formed. We subsequently injected a rectangular SPION pulse of duration* 7},; = 360 ms,

“This duration was chosen to ensure that a sufficient number of SPIONs was injected to allow for measurable responses in long and

branched channels, while still approximating an impulsive release.
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Fig. 5: Measurement procedure. a) Repeated CIR measurements. Repetitions are of 40s duration to avoid ISI. Initial transient
effects in the testbed are omitted through an initial buffer interval (yellow) and the discarding of the first measured CIR (red).

b) Micropump injections occur over a 360 ms period. ¢) The resulting ensemble-average CIR for a single pipe channel.

cf. blue curve in Fig. 5, i.e.,

N — Tinj/2
inj inj

where N = 4 x 10'2? [42]. The resulting sensor response was recorded over time.

A typical measurement series is depicted in Fig. 5, including the raw sensor data in Fig. 5a), the
micropump activation signal in Fig. 5b), and the average CIR in Fig. 5¢). To obtain the average CIR, by
default, the injection process in (25) is repeated 12 times, with 40s between successive activations of the
micropump to prevent ISI. The individual 40s intervals are then segmented, as indicated by the dashed
vertical lines in Fig. 5a), and the corresponding sensor baseline is subtracted from each segment to yield
CIRs in terms of resonance frequency shift A f,e(t) in unit Hz. From the last eleven® individual segment
CIRs, we compute an ensemble-average CIR, cf. Fig. 5c). The baseline for each segment is defined as the
average sensor response over the time interval [25s,30s] within the corresponding 40s segment, during
which all SPIONs are assumed to have been flushed from the channel, cf. purple horizontal lines in Fig. 5.
This baseline correction helps counteract sensor drift, which typically occurs over the duration of several
minutes or hours due to changes in the EM environment of the testbed. To avoid initial transient effects,
each measurement series begins with 40s initial dead time and the following segment containing the
first SPION injection is always discarded, cf. yellow and red area in Fig. 5a), respectively. The default
experimental parameter values are summarized in Table 1.

In line with open science principles, all experimental measurements presented in this work are openly
accessible via Zenodo under the CC BY 4.0 license at https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.17581905. Re-

50ne of the eleven CIR segments was discarded for two channel topologies presented in Section V due to measurement disturbances

caused by air bubbles in the fluid.



TABLE I: Default Testbed Parameters.

Parameter | Value Description
R 19.2nm SPION hydrodynamic radius
% Xref 5.99 x 1073 SPION magnetic susceptibility
(O:‘ 7.8mgmL~! SPION solution iron concentration
N 4 x 102 Number of SPIONs per injection
Q 2.861 x 10" "m®s~! | Background flow rate
E 1.667 x 107" m>®s™* | Injection flow rate
Z r 0.795 mm Inner radius of tubing and y-connector
%‘3 3.18 mm Outer diameter of tubing
E 0.7 mm Inner diameter of venous cannula
19mm Length of venous cannula
40s Initial buffer duration
= || Zin; 360 ms Duration of injection pulse
é 40s Time between consecutive injections
& [255,305] Interval within segment for baseline calculation
11 Number of CIR repetitions for averaging
C 68 pF LC oscillation circuit capacitance
Lo 206.227pH Default coil inductance
§ 8 mm Inner diameter of coil
&i‘ dcoil 29 mm Outer diameter of coil
0 mm Distance between coil and pipe wall
o? 63.89 Hz? Signal-independent sensor noise power
T 23°C Approximate room temperature

searchers using this dataset are kindly asked to cite it using the associated Zenodo digital object identifier
(DOI) [60].

C. Inductive Receiver Model

Due to their magnetic properties, SPIONs can be detected using capacitive and inductive sensors. In this
work, we model the planar coil inductive RX used in the testbed in [42]. Unlike conventional cylindrical
coils, planar coils can be positioned adjacent to the vessels, eliminating the need to envelop them, cf. Fig. 4.
When SPIONs enter the vicinity of the coil, a cascade of physical processes leads to the detection of the

molecules through the oscillator, as detailed in the following.



a) Coil Model

—14.5 0 14.5
z — zrx [mm]

Fig. 6: Planar coil COMSOL simulation. a) Three-dimensional (3-D) multi-layered planar coil geometry in COMSOL.
b) Simulated magnetic field strength |Y| along a slice through the center of the coil. ¢) Resulting weighting function w(z)

1 mm above the coil surface within the slice shown in b).

1) Magnetic Susceptibility: In the presence of SPIONs, the volume magnetic susceptibility Y. (unitless)
of the environment increases, since water and air exhibit much lower susceptibilities compared to the
nanoparticles. Given that the magnetic field around planar coils is non-homogeneous, cf. Figs. 6b) and 6c¢),
different SPIONs contribute differently to the received signal, depending on their position. In particular,
their contribution is proportional to the strength of the magnetic field®, denoted by |Y(z)|, which we

capture using the unitless weighting function [19]

w(z) = BXref|T<z)| > (26)

where  denotes a proportionality constant. Since closed-form expressions for the magnetic field strength
can only be found for simple coil geometries, we obtain | T (z)| through COMSOL® simulations’, cf. Fig. 6.
Subsequently, the volume magnetic susceptibility y,(¢) is obtained from the integral in (18), i.e., x,(t) =
fzedom(w(_)) w(z)c(z,t) dz, using the weighting function in (26).

2) Inductance: A change in x,(t) in turn implies a change in the coil inductance

L(t) = p(t) Lo = (1 + x+(t)) Lo, 27)

where 1,(t) is a unitless quantity denoting the relative permeability and L, denotes the coil inductance
when no SPIONs are in the proximity. COMSOL simulations’ yield L, = 206.51 uH, which is very close
to the value Ly = 206.227 uH reported by the coil manufacturer, which we use in the following.
3) Resonance Frequency Shift: The LC oscillation circuit in [42] employs a capacitor with capacitance
C = 68 pF and resonates at frequency
1

NG

®For simplicity, we assume the RX pipe diameter is small enough, such that all SPIONs at a given z experience the same magnetic field

Jres(t) (28)

strength.
"For the simulation file, see https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.13744883.
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Let freso denote the resonance frequency if no SPIONs are near the coil, i.e., for L(f) = L,. Then, we

define the deterministic received signal as resonance frequency shift [61, Eq. (1)]

= —\/L(t)_\/[’_o. (29)
27'('\/ L()L(t)c

Consequently, complying with the generic framework, the received signal r(¢) for SPION-based MC results

from (18) with w(z) in (26) and f(z) = (w/(1 Y o)Ly — \/L_()) / (2m/Lg(1 n x)C) with & = x,(t).

4) Noise Model: In practice, the received signal is impacted by noise. To characterize the noise at the

T’(t) - Afres(lf) = fres,O - fres(t)

planar coil RX, we evaluate the measured CIRs. For each testbed channel setting, we collect the deviations
between eleven measured CIRs and their respective ensemble-averaged CIR over time, and analyze the
distribution of the deviations. We observe similar signal-independent, additive white Gaussian noise 7sensor

across all settings and times, which is accurately modeled as
Ngensor ~ N (€ = 0Hz, 0 = 63.89 Hz?), (30)

where N (€, 0?) denotes the Gaussian distribution with mean ¢ and variance o2. This noise, attributed
to the stochastic behavior of the electrical measurement circuit, is the most dominant noise affecting the

data, leading to the stochastic received signal
AF’res(t) = Afres(t) + nsensor(t) s (31)

i.e., for any t, AF,(t) is a random variable. Similar to [62, Eq. (5)], we define a time-average SNR. In
particular, for the averaging, we capture the received signal in the time interval [ty,t;] with ¢; > ¢, i.e.,

1 t1 2
Af2 (t)dt
SNR:lOlogm(“_to o res!) )

(32)

g

The interval [to,t1] is appropriately chosen to capture (virtually) the entire energy of A f,es(t).

V. NUMERICAL AND EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

In this section, we first study the significance of sorption-dynamics for SPION transport, as compared
to pure advection-diffusion dynamics. Second, we present the experimental validation of the proposed
end-to-end model across varying channel topologies. Third, we experimentally validate the concept of the
dispersion space. Lastly, we illustrate the usefulness of the dispersion space for the case of more complex

synthetic VNs.

A. Transport With and Without Sorption Dynamics

Sorption dynamics significantly influence SPION transport in VNs, both in our synthetic setup using
silicon tubing, and likely, under different conditions, in biological vasculature. Experimentally, their
relevance is evident from the prolonged clearance times observed after impulsive SPION injections, as

well as the persistent brown discoloration of tubing material, caused by SPION accumulation on channel
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Fig. 7: Advection-diffusion-only vs. advective-diffusive-sorptive end-to-end model. Model and experimental CIRs for three
exemplary straight channel topologies. To show the best possible fit of each model for each scenario, each model curve was
individually fitted to the respective measured average curve. For the {14,19,24} cm settings, the fitted parameters of the
advection-diffusion-only model are o = {1.197,1.247,1.081} x 1073 and 8 = {3.265,3.061,3.210} x 1078, respectively.
The corresponding fitted parameters of the advective-diffusive-sorptive model are a = {4.675,3.163,3.135} x 1073, 8 =
{2.872,2.859,3.016} x 10718, k, = {0.637,0.341,0.337} s~ 1, and kq = {1.372,0.789,0.858} s~ 1, respectively.

walls following repeated experiments, see Fig. 4f). To highlight the impact of these dynamics, in Fig. 7,
we compare experimental measurements to two end-to-end model variants: one based solely on advection
and diffusion, and the proposed model that additionally accounts for sorption at channel walls. This

comparison is performed for three representative straight channel topologies with lengths {14, 19,24} cm.

For each channel topology, both the advection-diffusion-only model and the full advective-diffusive-
sorptive model are individually fitted to the corresponding measured average signal to obtain the best
possible fit each model can achieve in each scenario. The fitting is performed using SciPy’s differential
evolution algorithm (SciPy version 1.10.1) by optimizing the eddy diffusion coefficient via «, the scale
parameter [ of the magnetic field weighting function w(z), and the sorption rate constants k, and kg.
The fitted parameter values are listed in the caption of Fig. 7.

The results show that, across all channel lengths, the advection-diffusion-only model cannot reproduce
the heavy signal tails observed in the measurements, even under optimal fitting. In contrast, the proposed
model including sorption closely matches the experimental data, accurately reflecting the influence of

molecule-wall interactions and confirming the critical role of sorption in SPION transport.

B. Experimental Model Validation

To validate the end-to-end model introduced in Section II and Subsection IV-C, we compare the predicted
CIRs from (29) to experimentally measured CIRs across nine distinct channel topologies. Specifically, we
consider single-vessel channels of lengths {9,14,19,24,29} cm as well as the branched configurations
shown in Figs. 4b)—e). All measurements were conducted as described in Subsection IV-B, and all model

predictions are based on the default testbed parameters listed in Table I, along with the injection function
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Fig. 8: Comparison of SPION measurements and end-to-end model predictions across nine channel topologies. Results
for straight and branched channels are shown in a) and b), respectively. For all scenarios, fluid phase, solid phase, and
combined phase (fluid + solid) model predictions are shown. Parameters k, = 0.3699s7!, kq = 0.9362s7 %, o = 0.008289,
and 3 = 2.441 x 10~'® were jointly fitted to the data.

defined in (25). The model includes four parameters that must be estimated from experimental data,
as directly measuring the parameters is infeasible: the sorption rate constants k, and kq, the eddy-
diffusion coefficient proportionality factor «, and the electromagnetic scaling factor (3, which accounts for
deterministic but unknown environmental influences on the inductive coil RX. For parameter fitting, we use
the average measured CIR from the branched channel in Fig. 4d) and employ SciPy’s differential evolution
algorithm, yielding a single unified parameter set k, = 0.3699s71, kg = 0.9362571, a = 0.008289, and
B = 2.441 x 1078, which is subsequently used for all model predictions across all topologies. Fig. 8
summarizes the validation results. For each channel topology, individual measured realizations and the
average measured CIR are shown in light and dark green, respectively. The model-predicted contributions
of signaling molecules in the fluid and solid phases are shown as blue dotted and dash-dotted curves,
respectively. The total predicted received signal, combining both phases, is depicted by the orange dashed

curve.

Overall, the model shows good agreement with the experimental data. For both straight channels of
varying lengths (Fig. 8a) and branched topologies (Fig. 8b), peak times and amplitudes are generally
well reproduced. In most cases, the heavy tails observed in measurements, caused by sorption at channel
walls, are also accurately captured. Note that some mismatch between model predictions and experiments

is inevitable, as SPIONs tend to form particle clusters through agglomeration, which alters diffusion and
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sorption dynamics in unpredictable ways®. The model further reveals that SPIONs in the fluid phase
contribute more strongly to the received signal than those bound to the wall (solid phase). Individual
CIR measurements exhibit considerable noise, primarily due to dominant sensor noise. The assumption
of signal-independent noise, as used in (31), is visually supported by the approximately constant noise
power across time within each setting. This consistency is expected, as each measurement series for a
given setting lasts only a few minutes. In contrast, the time between different measurement series can
span several hours, during which environmental conditions may change. Consequently, noise levels may
vary across topologies (e.g., between the 9 cm and 29 cm straight channels). Given the high sensitivity of
the inductive coil RX, even small or distant environmental changes can noticeably affect the noise power.
In summary, the results demonstrate the strong predictive power of the model, as it accurately reproduces
measured signals across diverse straight and branched channel topologies using a single parameter set

obtained from just one calibration measurement.

C. Experimental Dispersion Space Validation

To verify that the received SNR can be inferred directly from the VN topology using the dispersion
metrics introduced in Section III, we locate all nine channel topologies from Fig. 8 in the dispersion space
using the metrics defined in (23) and (24), and evaluate their SNRs based on measurements and model
predictions, respectively. We refer to these as the experimental and model dispersion spaces, respectively.
For each VN, in each dispersion space, two markers are plotted at the positions obtained from the metrics
in (23) and (24), once evaluated analytically and once numerically, see caption of Fig. 9. Marker colors
indicate the SNR of the received signal in the corresponding VN. Note that we interpolate the SNR
between the colored markers for better visual representation of the relationship between the location of a
VN in the dispersion space and its SNR.

The SNR in the experimental dispersion space is computed by considering the deviation of individual
measured CIR realizations from the average measured signal as noise. The average noise power o? =
63.89 Hz? is determined across all nine topologies. For each topology, the experimental SNR is then
evaluated using (32), where A f,.s(t) is the average measured CIR and 0% = 63.89 Hz2, cf. (30). Since
all signals in Fig. 8 cover roughly the same time interval, we use the fixed interval [to = 0s,?; = 105]
to compute the SNR in (32). As discussed in Subsection V-B, the sensor noise level can vary between
measurements due to environmental changes. Averaging the noise power across all settings mitigates these
effects, allowing the resulting SNR to reflect primarily the influence of the underlying topology. The SNR
in the model dispersion space is similarly obtained via (32), using the model-predicted A f,.s(f) and the

same uniform noise power o = 63.89 Hz> for consistency across all scenarios.

8Close-to-perfect agreement between model and experiment can be achieved by individually fitting the model parameters k., kb, c, and

[ to measurements from individual channel topologies, as opposed to using a unified parameter set, cf., e.g., Fig. 7.
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Fig. 9: Experimental and model dispersion space. Dispersion space for all nine channel topologies from Fig. 8, using a)

experimental data and b) model predictions. Each VN is represented by two markers: a colored marker (¢, and o,V evaluated
using the numerically determined peak times in (19)) and a red dotted marker (¢;;V and o,V evaluated using the approximate
analytical peak time in (20)). The marker color indicates the corresponding SNR, highlighting a strong correlation between

increased dispersion, i.e., increased 2404 and ony, and lower SNR. The letters in the numerical markers correspond to the

n

channel topologies listed below the plots.

Experimental and model results are shown in Figs. 9a) and 9b), respectively. We observe that, both in
the experimental and model dispersion space, a strong correlation and clear pattern between the position of
each VN in the space and its corresponding SNR emerges. Specifically, the SNR decreases systematically
with increasing ¢}V and o7V, validating the effectiveness of the proposed metrics in capturing dispersion-
induced signal degradation. The extremes are intuitive: The shortest straight channel (marker “a”) yields
the highest SNR, while the largest branched network (marker “i”) exhibits the lowest SNR, consistent
across both experimental and model results. Note, also, that only the branched topologies exhibit a non-

zero 0,7, since multi-path propagation does not occur in straight channels.

Additionally, the numerically evaluated markers (colored) generally align well with their corresponding
analytical counterparts (red dashed), suggesting that for the fitted sorption rates (k, = 0.3699s7!, kg =
0.9362s71), the position in the dispersion space is predominantly governed by advection and diffusion.
Only for the largest branched channel topology, represented by marker ”i”, a significant mismatch in the
position of the colored and dashed markers is observed. In both the experimental and model dispersion
space, this happens because the effects of the sorption dynamics become more pronounced as travel
times increase, i.e., for larger topologies, and the advection-diffusion-only model does not capture these
dynamics. Moreover, in the experimental space, slight lateral deviations between numerical and analytical

markers arise from small mismatches in peak times (typically within 100 ms). In contrast, in the model
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space, numerical markers only shift rightward, as they incorporate slight signal delays caused by sorption.

Comparing the experimental and model SNRs, we observe that the model SNRs are generally slightly
lower than the experimental SNRs. As seen in Fig. 8, this can be attributed to the model CIRs partially
lying below the measured average curves, while both model and experiment assume the same noise
power. Nonetheless, measured SNRs (1.38 dB —7.89 dB) and model SNRs (1.23 dB —5.22 dB) are overall
comparable. In summary, the results suggest that the proposed dispersion space can serve as a useful tool
for estimating the expected signal quality based on the VN topology, both analytically and experimentally.
In particular, the proposed metrics in (23) and (24) not only capture the topology-SNR link for the extreme

99799
1

cases (markers ”a” and 1), but also accurately predict the SNR trend of all other intermediate VNs.

D. Model Dispersion Space for Complex Vessel Networks

To further explore the usefulness of the dispersion space beyond the VNs considered so far, in Fig. 10,
more complex VNs, as compared to Fig. 9, are simulated using (29). To this end, we consider four different
classes of VNs, as illustrated in Fig. 10a). For each of the four template VNs (classes 1-4) shown in
Fig. 10a), six further networks are generated by iteratively removing one pipe in the order indicated in
color, totaling 28 VNs. The pipe lengths in unit cm are annotated to the corresponding edges in Fig. 10a),
with a radius of 7; = 1 mm and the RX coil centered at zgx = 6.45 cm in the outlet pipe. In each VN, we
evaluate the proposed model for the instantaneous injection of N = 4 x 10'? SPIONs, i.e., A(t) = Nd(¢),
using o = 8.289 x 1073, f = 2.441 x 107, and k, = 0s~!. In Fig. 10b), all 28 VNs are mapped
into the dispersion space as markers by evaluating (23) and (24) using the peak time expression in (20),
which is accurate for k, = 0s'. Additionally, the received SNR with 0% = 63.89 Hz? for each VN is
computed using (32), where ¢, and ¢; correspond to the times at which A f,.(t) first exceeds and last
falls below the small value of 0.1 Hz, respectively. This adaptive approach to defining the SNR interval
ensures that, even when signal energy is distributed across widely differing time regions, the selected
interval consistently encompasses all relevant energy contributions. This is particularly important for the
diverse VNs in Fig. 10a), whose varying topologies yield signals that fall into vastly distinct temporal
ranges. Calculated SNRs are then color-coded, and for each VN, an SNR contour line is plotted.

As in Fig. 9, Fig. 10b) reveals a clear pattern between the location of a VN in the dispersion space and
its corresponding SNR. The contour lines run largely parallel, indicating a consistent SNR gradient across
the space. As pipes are sequentially removed, VNs shift closer to the origin, reflecting reduced dispersion
and increased SNR. Since each pipe in a given topology generally transports a different fraction of the total
number of injected molecules, and thus has a different impact on the total received signal, the magnitude of
the positional shifts in the dispersion upon pipe removal may differ between individual removals. Notably,
different VN classes cluster in distinct regions of the dispersion space, and the simplified variants of each
class remain topologically coherent. Despite the class-specific differences, the proposed metrics effectively

capture the fundamental relationship between topology and SNR.
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Fig. 10: Model dispersion space with 28 complex VNs. a) Four template VNs (classes 1-4) are shown. For all VNs, [;
are given in cm, r; = 1mm, and zrx = 6.45mm. From the templates, 28 VNs (including the templates) are generated by
successively removing pipes in the order indicated by the colored edges. b) All VNs from a) are mapped into the dispersion
space, with the received SNR color-coded. The impact of pipe removal is visualized via arrows. Template VNs and their
most simplified counterparts are highlighted. Between markers, SNR values are interpolated, and dashed black lines depict
SNR contours, one per marker. The red contour line indicates an exemplary SNR threshold (e.g., as potentially required by a
sensor): VNs to the lower left satisfy the threshold, those to the upper right do not. All simulations assume o = 8.289 x 1073,
B =2.441 x 10718, k, = 0s~!, and A\(t) = N4(t); default parameters apply otherwise.

Given a sensor with a specific SNR requirement, the dispersion space provides a means to predict
which VNs can precede the sensor while still satisfying this constraint. In Fig. 10b), a red contour line
illustrates an exemplary threshold of SNR = 0.546 dB. If the VN upstream of the sensor is located
to the lower left of this line, the SNR requirement is met, enabling reliable sensing. Conversely, VNs
located to the upper right fall below the required SNR, indicating that sensing would not be successful for
those configurations. In in-body CVS applications, the upstream environment of the sensor depends on its
anatomical location, resulting in varying VNs observed by the sensor. The proposed framework provides
a principled way to evaluate whether a given placement can meet given SNR requirements. Similarly,

when designing a fluidic MC testbed for a sensor with known sensitivity constraints, the framework can
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inform which channel topologies are viable before physical implementation, ensuring the sensor operates

within its performance limits.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we presented a novel channel model for advection-diffusion-sorption-governed MC in
VNs. Building on this model, we introduced the metrics molecule delay and multi-path spread, which
jointly define the dispersion space and link a given VN topology to the degree of induced dispersion.
This, in turn, establishes a direct link between the VN structure and the SNR of the molecular signal
at the RX. We specialized the model to SPION-based MC by incorporating an analytical model of an
inductive planar coil RX, enabling comparisons between theoretical predictions and measurements from a
branched SPION testbed with multiple transport paths between TX and RX. This setup allowed thorough
end-to-end validation of the model and confirmed the practical relevance of the dispersion space.

Our results demonstrate that the proposed 1-D physical model, capturing advective, diffusive, and
sorptive transport, can accurately reproduce experimental observations in both single vessels and VNis.
Furthermore, both theory and experiment support the dispersion space as a valuable tool for estimating
received signal quality based solely on VN topology. This enables the evaluation and optimization of
sensor placement strategies in complex VN structures such as the CVS, under specific SNR requirements.
It can also inform the design of future IoBNT gateway devices by linking signal quality to structural
features of the VN. Additionally, the framework can guide the construction of experimental testbeds by
predicting the maximum structural complexity that still ensures sufficient signal strength at the RX.

Looking ahead, we aim to develop progressively abstracted fading models to support a more generalized
understanding of MC in VNs. Ultimately, the MC behavior of entire organs or tissue regions may be
captured using high-level statistical models. Toward this goal, future work may compare model predictions
with ex vivo or in vivo measurements in animal models and apply the proposed framework to VNs extracted

from human vasculature scans.

APPENDIX

DERIVATION OF PIPE FLUX

Given the concentration in (12), the corresponding molecule flux for a single injected molecule can be
derived as [57, Eq. (4.4)]

_l _ effaci(z7t) - .
Ji(z,t) = N ( D; P —i—ulcl(z,t)) . (33)

The derivative in (33) can be expressed as

¢
Oci(z,t)  0ci(z,t) B 0¢i(z,t)
9 = o exp ( kat)—i-/ Y gg(,t)dr. (34)

0
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Moreover, it holds that [1, Eq. (6)]
oci(z,t) ((z — ugt)?
ot 2t
By inserting (35) into (34), and (34) into (33), we obtain the expression in (14).
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