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	(a) Tumor shapes
	(b) BCs

	Fig. S1. Different shapes of tumor considered in the present study along with BCs
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	(a) IFV and IFP distribution
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	(b) Concentration-time distribution

	Fig. S2. Distribution of (a) IFV and IFP (b) Concentration-time
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	Fig. S3. FKCs over time for different sizes of tumor for NSDDS
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	Fig. S4. FKCs over time for different shapes of tumor for NSDDS
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	Fig. S5. Effect of NP size on FKCs
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	Fig. S6. Effect of binding affinity on FKCs









	[image: C:\Users\digi max\Desktop\New folder (3)\K_el\K_el release rate\untitled.tiff]

	Fig. S7. Effect of release rate of drug on FKCs
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	(a) ψ = 0.1
	(b) ψ = 0.2
	(c) ψ =0.5
	(d) ψ =1
	

	[image: Logo

Description automatically generated]
	[image: A picture containing logo

Description automatically generated]
	[image: A picture containing dark

Description automatically generated]
	

	(e) ψ = 2
	(f) ψ = 5
	(g) ψ = 10
	

	Fig. S8. 2D maps of IFP for the different tumor shapes
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	(a) ψ = 0.1
	(b) ψ = 0.2
	(c) ψ =0.5
	(d) ψ =1
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	(e) ψ = 2
	(f) ψ = 5
	(g) ψ = 10
	

	Fig. S9. 2D maps of IFV for the different tumor shapes
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	(a) ψ = 0.1
	(b) ψ = 0.2
	(c) ψ =0.5
	(d) ψ =1
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	(e) ψ = 2
	(f) ψ = 5
	(g) ψ = 10
	

	Fig. S10. 2D maps of drug concentration for the different tumor shapes
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