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Abstract

We consider a diffuse interface model for tumour growth consisting of a Cahn—
Hilliard equation with source terms coupled to a reaction-diffusion equation. The
coupled system of partial differential equations models a tumour growing in the pres-
ence of a nutrient species and surrounded by healthy tissue. The model also takes into
account transport mechanisms such as chemotaxis and active transport. We establish
well-posedness results for the tumour model and a variant with a quasi-static nutrient.
It will turn out that the presence of the source terms in the Cahn-Hilliard equation
leads to new difficulties when one aims to derive a priori estimates. However, we are
able to prove continuous dependence on initial and boundary data for the chemical
potential and for the order parameter in strong norms.
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1 Introduction

Several new diffuse interface models for tumour growth have been introduced recently in
[11]. Amongst them is a Cahn—Hilliard equation coupled with a reaction-diffusion equation
for a nutrient species. The model equations are given as

Orp = div (m(p)Vp) + (Apo = Ag)h(p) in Qx(0,7), (1.1a)
pw=AV'(p) - BAp - x,0 in Qx(0,7), (1.1b)

0o = div (n(¢)(xo Vo = X V)) = Acoh(p) in Q x (0,T), (1.1c)
0=Veo-v=Vu-v on I'x (0,7), (1.1d)
n(@)xeVo v =K(0w —0) on I'x (0,7). (1.1e)

Here, Q c R? is a bounded domain with boundary T := 99, o denotes the concentration of
an unspecified chemical species that serves as a nutrient for the tumour, ¢ € [-1, 1] denotes
the difference in volume fractions, with {( = 1} representing unmixed tumour tissue, and
{¢ = -1} representing the surrounding healthy tissue, and p denotes the chemical potential
for .
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In the system (1), A, B, and K denote positive constants, m(y) and n(y) are positive
mobilities for ¢ and o, respectively, ¥(-) is a potential with two equal minima at +1, 0o
denotes a nutrient supply on the boundary I', and k() is an interpolation function with
h(-1) =0 and h(1) = 1. The simplest example is h(p) = %(1 +©).

The non-negative constants \,, A, represent the proliferation rate and the apoptosis
rate of the tumour cells, respectively, and the non-negative constant \. represents the
consumption rate of the nutrient. Here we note that these are only active in the tu-
mour regions, and the healthy tissue does not proliferate, or consume nutrient or undergo
apoptosis.

We denote x, > 0 as the diffusivity of the nutrient, and x, > 0 can be seen as a
parameter for transport mechanisms such as chemotaxis and active uptake. To see this,
we note that in (ILTa) and ([Id), the fluxes for ¢ and o are given by

q, = ~m(p)Vp = —m(p)V(AV' (¢) - BAp - x,0),
4o = —1n(P)V(Xo0 = XpP),

respectively. The term m(p)V(x,0) in g, drives the cells in the direction of increasing o,
i.e., towards regions of high nutrient, and thus it models the chemotactic response towards
the nutrient. Meanwhile, the term n(¢)V(xe¢) in g, drives the nutrient to regions of
high ¢, i.e., to the tumour cells, which indicates that the nutrient is moving towards the
tumour cells. Note that V¢ is non-zero only in the vicinity of the interface between the
tumour cells and the healthy tissue, and thus this term only contributes significantly near
the tumour interface. In [II], the authors interpreted this term as the mechanisms that
actively transport nutrient into the tumour colony, and establish a persistent nutrient
concentration difference between the different cell compartments even against the nutrient
concentration gradient. The term “active transport” is used in the biological sense that
some kind of mechanism is required to maintain the transport, which is in contrast to
passive transport processes such as diffusion driven only by the concentration gradient.

We note that in (L), the mechanism of chemotaxis and active transport are connected
via the parameter x,. To “decouple” the two mechanisms, we introduce the following
choice for the mobility n(¢) and diffusion coefficient x,. For a positive constant > 0 and
a positive mobility D(¢), consider

n(e) =nD()x;",  Xo=1"Xe- (1.2)
Then, the corresponding fluxes for ¢ and o are now given as
qp = —m(p)V(AV' () - BAp - x,0),
9 = =D(p)V(o -1¢),

where the parameter x, controls the effects of chemotaxis, and the parameter 1 controls
the effects of active transport.
We introduce the free energy N for the nutrient as

Xo
N(p,0) = 7|0|2+Xg00-(1_90), (1.4)

(1.3)

and its partial derivatives with respect to o and ¢ are given as

N, :X(,0+X<p(1—cp), N, =—-Xp0. (1.5)

Note that, by the boundary condition Ve -v =0 on I', and the definition of N, (L3, we
have

VNs v=xX,Vo-v=X,Vo-v=xXx,Vo-vonl.



Thus, by testing (LId) with N, (LID]) with 0y, (IIa) with x, and summing the resulting
equations, one can show the following formal energy identity is satisfied,
d B 2 Xo 2 ]
— AV (o) + — + 2= + 1- d
5 [ [Av@) + S we X ol e xpo (- )| da
v [ m(@) |9l + (@) |[TN P dz + [ KN (o - o) dp? (1.6)

+ fﬂ —p(Apo = Aa) (@) + Aeoh(p)N ,dz =0,

where H% ! is the (d-1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure. To derive useful a priori estimates
from (L6]) we face a number of obstacles:

1. the presence of source terms ph(@)(Ag — Apo) + N oA coh(p) deprives (LG) of a Lya-
punov structure, i.e., an inequality of the form %V <aV, for a >0 and a suitable
function V;

2. the term o(1 —¢) in the nutrient free energy N(p,0) can have a negative sign;
3. the presence of triple products poh(y) and oh(p)N 4.

One way to control the triple products with the usual H'-regularity expected from o, ¢
and p is to assume that hA(-) is bounded. The simplest choice is

h(p) = max (O,min (%(gp +1), 1)) ,

which ensures h(-1) =0 and h(1) =1 as requested. By considering the bounded functions
h(-), we can control the source terms ph(p)(Ag — Apo) + N oA coh(p) in (LE), and thus
applications of Holder’s inequality and Young’s inequality will lead to (see (B:I2]) below)

d B o
= L Av@) + S el 4 2o s xpo(1- )| da

ki (V0132 0) + IV N[220y + o132y )
~k2llo1 72 ) — ksl @l 72 ) — kal Vel 720y < C

(1.7)

for some positive constants ki, k2, k3, k4 and C. The sign indefiniteness of the term x o (1-
) means that we have to first integrate (L7]) in time and then estimate with Holder’s
inequality and Young’s inequality. Thus, we obtain

B
AV (@) (a) + 5‘|v@“%2(ﬂ) +kslol 720y — Kslel 20

T
1.
-l-k?l‘/0 (HVMH%Q(Q)+||VN,J||%2(Q)+”O’H%Q(F)) dt ( 8)
— ko ||UH%2(O,T;L2(Q)) — ks ||90H%2(0,T;L2(Q)) - k4HVS0||%2(0,T;L2(Q)) <C,

for some positive constants ks, kg and C. A structural assumption (24]) on the potential
U will allow us to control HcpH%g(Q) with | W]|z1(q) (see (B.16]) below). This will lead to

B
(A=) V(@)L () + 5 IVelZa (o) +kslolZzq)

T 2
ek [ (19013200 + 19N,

— kallo 2002y — Rl (@) | L 0,15019)) = kal Vel 2201120y < C

(1.9)

2oy +lol3aqry ) dt
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for some positive constants k7, kg and C. To apply the integral version of Gronwall’s
inequality, we have to assume that the constant A satisfies A > k7. This is needed in order
to derive the usual a priori bounds for ¢ and p in Cahn—Hilliard systems with source
terms. However, we point out that the constant A is often chosen to be A := %, where
~v > 0 denotes the surface tension and £ > 0 is a small parameter related to the interfacial
thickness. For sufficiently small values of € or sufficiently large surface tension v, we see
that A > k7 will be satisfied, and thus it is not an unreasonable constraint.

Let us consider the nutrient equation ([Ic) with the specific choice of fluxes (L2),
leading to

9o = div (D(p)Vo) —ndiv (D()Ve) = Acoh(ep).

Performing a non-dimensionalisation leads to the following non-dimensionalised nutrient
equation (here we reuse the same notation to denote the non-dimensionalised variables)

kOyo = Ao — 0Ap — ach(p), (1.10)

where k > 0 represents the ratio between the nutrient diffusion timescale and the tumour
doubling timescale, 0 > 0 represents the ratio between the nutrient diffusion time-scale
and the active transport timescale, and « > 0 represents the ratio between the nutrient
diffusion timescale and the nutrient consumption timescale.

In practice, experimental values indicate that k << 1 (see for example [3] Section 4.3.2])
and we assume that the timescales of nutrient active transport and nutrient consumption
are of the same order as the timescale of nutrient diffusion, i.e., # ~ O(1), a ~ O(1). This
leads to the following quasi-static model,

Orp = div (m(p) V) + (Apo = X)) h(p) in Qx (0,T), (1.11a)
p=AV'(p) - BAp - x40 in Qx(0,7), (1.11b)

0 = div(D(¢)Vo) —-ndiv(D()Ve) = Acoh(p) in Q x (0,T), (1.11c)
0=Vyp-v=Vu-v on I'x (0,7), (1.11d)
D(p)Vo-v=K(0c —0) on I'x (0,7). (1.11e)

Note that the loss of the time derivative ;0 implies that an energy identity for (ILIT)
cannot be derived in a similar fashion to (LO). However, if we test (LI1D) with d;¢p,
(CITa) with x,o + p, (LIId) with o and add the resulting equations, we formally obtain

d B._
5 L ave) + 5 1we?] do
2 2 2 2 d-1
v [ m(@) IV + D(2) 90l + Ach(@) o do + [ K|of an
:-/Q—m(QD)X@V,M'VO'+D(QD)’I7VQD'VO'C1$ +_/Q()\p0—)\a)h(go)(xwa+,u)dx

+ -/FKO'O'OO dHT.

(1.12)

Here, we point out that there are no terms with indefinite sign under the time derivative,
and so we expect that there will not be a restriction on the constant A as in the model
(TI). In principle, we can also perform the same testing procedure to (LIal), (LID), and
(CI0) to obtain a similar identity to (ILI2]) with an additional term %gHJH%Q(Q) on the
left-hand side. However, the a priori estimates obtain from a Gronwall argument will
not be uniform in x, which is due to the fact that the source terms involving o on the



right-hand side cannot be bounded any longer with the help of %] o7, () on the left-hand
side.

Thus in this work, we cannot realize (LII)) as a limit system from (LTIal), (L.IDLI), and
(CI0) as k - 0, and the well-posedness of (LII]) will be proved separately. However, if
we supplement (LTal), (LID), and (LI0) with Dirichlet boundary conditions, then we can
rigorously establish the quasi-static system (LII]) as a limit system of (IIal), (L1D]), and
(LI0) as k - 0. For more details, we refer to [10].

We now compare ([LI]) with the other models for tumour growth studied in the litera-
ture. In [I2], the authors derived the following model,

O = div (m(p)Vu) + P(¢) (X0 + X (1 = ¢) = 1), (1.13a)
p=AV'(p) - BAp - x,0, (1.13b)
9o = div (n() (X Vo = X V9)) = P(¢) (X0 + X (1 =) — 1), (1.13¢)

where we see that the chemical potentials N, and ;1 enter as source terms in (LI3a) and
(CI3d), and P(yp) is a non-negative function. Subsequently, if we consider

Xo =1, Xp = 0, TL(QD) = m(SD) =1

in (LI3), then we obtain

e =Ap+ P(p)(o - p), (1.14a)
pu=A¥'(p) - BAyp, (1.14b)
0o = Ao — P(p)(o—p). (1.14c¢)

Furnishing (LI4)) with homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions, the well-posedness
of the system and the existence of the global attractor have been proved in [9] for large
classes of nonlinearities ¥ and P.

The corresponding viscosity regularised version of (ILI4]) (where there is an extra adpu
term on the left-hand side of (IL.I4al) and an extra ad;p term on the right-hand side of
(LI4D) for positive constant «) has been studied in [4], where well-posedness is proved
for a general class of potentials ¥, and for a Lipschitz and globally bounded P. The
asymptotic behaviour as o — 0 is shown under more restrictions on ¥ (polynomial growth
of order 4) and the authors proved that a sequence of weak solutions to the viscosity
regularised system converges to the weak solution of (LI4]). Further investigation in
obtaining convergence rates with singular potentials have been initiated in [0l [6], and the
corresponding sharp interface limit is obtained via a formally matched asymptotic analysis
performed in [I3].

For (IL.I4), there is a natural Lyapunov-type energy equality given as

d

B 2 1, o
— AU — — d
dt.[Q[ (90)+2|W|+2|0|] .

(1.15)
+ VAl a0y + IVolGa@) + [ P -1 da =0.

Since all the terms are non-negative, the standard a priori estimates can be obtained even
in the case where ¥ has polynomial growth of order 6 in three dimensions. In contrast,
for (LI)) we have to assume that the derivative ¥’ has linear growth, thus restricting our
class of potentials to those with at most quadratic growth (see Section [7] below).

The quasi-static model (ILII]) bears the most resemblance to [7, Equations (68)-(70)]
when the active transport is neglected (i.e., n = 0). We note that the focus of study seems



to be the linear stability of radial solutions to the resulting sharp interface limit when we
set A = % and B = ¢, and send € - 0. To the best of our knowledge, there are no results
concerning the well-posedness of (LII).

We also mention another class of models that describes tumour growth using a Cahn—
Hilliard—Darcy system,

dive =S, (1.16a)
v=-M(Vp+pve), (1.16Db)

Op + div (vp) = V- (m(p)Vu) + S, (1.16¢)
p=AV'(p) - BAp, (1.16d)

where v denote a mixture velocity, p denotes the pressure, M is the permeability, and S
denotes a mass exchange term. For the case where S =0 and M = 1, the existence of strong
solutions in 2D and 3D have been studied in [I7]. The global existence of weak solutions in
two and three dimensions via the convergence of a fully discrete and energy stable implicit
finite element scheme is established in [8], and uniqueness of weak solutions can be shown if
additional regularity assumptions on the solutions are imposed. For the case where S #0
is prescribed and M = 1, existence of global weak solutions in 2D and 3D, and unique
local strong solutions in 2D can be found in [I4]. A related system, known as the Cahn—
Hilliard—Brinkman system, where an additional viscosity term is added to the left-hand
side of the velocity equation (LIGD]) and the mass exchange S is set to zero, has been the
subject of study in [2]. Meanwhile, in the case S =0 and M is a function depending on ¢,
the system (LI0]) is also referred to as the Hele-Shaw—Cahn—Hilliard model (see [I5] [16]).
In this setting, M is the reciprocal of the viscosity of the fluid mixture, and we refer to [23]
concerning strong well-posedness globally in time for two dimensions and locally in time
for three dimensions when €2 is the d-dimensional torus. Long-time behaviour of solutions
to the Hele-Shaw—Cahn—Hilliard model is studied in [22].

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Section[2, we state the assumptions and the
well-posedness results for (L)) and (LII). In Section B we derive some useful estimates,
and in Section@] we prove the existence of weak solutions to (LI)) via a Galerkin procedure.
Continuous dependence on initial and boundary data for (L)) is shown in Section [l In
Section [ we outline the proof of well-posedness for (ILII]), and in Section [l we discuss
the issue of the growth assumptions for the potential.

2 Main results

Notation and useful preliminaries. For convenience, we will often use the notation
LP = LP(Q) and WP := WHkP(Q) for any p € [1, 0], k > 0 to denote the standard Lebesgue
spaces and Sobolev spaces equipped with the norms ||-||z» and || yyx». Moreover, the dual
space of a Banach space X will be denoted by X*. In the case p = 2, we use H* := W52
with the norm | - || g«.

For any d € N, let Q c R? denote a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary T, and let
T > 0. We recall the Poincaré inequalities (see for instance [2I, Equations (1.35), (1.37a)
and (1.37¢)]): There exists a positive constant Cp, depending only on €2 and the dimension
d, such that for all f e H!,

|f =2 <CrIV L2, (2.1)
12 < Cp (IV £z + 1 2y) - (2.2)
where f := |—§12‘ [ fdz denotes the mean of f.



Assumption 2.1.

(A1) Ay, Aa, Ac and X, are fized non-negative constants, while x», A, B and K are fized
positive constants.

(A2) The initial and boundary data satisfy
woe HY, ogeL? 0o €L?0,T;L*T)).
(A3) The functions m, n, h and D belong to the space C°(R), and there exist positive
constants he, mg, mi, Do, D1, ng and ny, such that for all t € R,

mo<m(t) <my, no<n(t)<ny, Dog<D(t)<Di;, 0<h(t) < heo. (2.3)

(A4) The potential ¥ ¢ CHH(R) is non-negative, continuously differentiable, with globally
Lipschitz derivative and satisfies

U(t) > Ryt - Ro, [W'(t)] < Ry(1+t]), (2.4)
for positive constants Ro, R3 and a positive constant Ry such that
9y 2
As X (2.5)
XURI
Definition 2.1. We call a triplet of functions (o, p,0) a weak solution to (L)) if
o, e HY(0,T;(H)*)nL*(0,T;H"), peL*(0,T;H"Y),
with ©(0) = @, 0(0) = 09 and satisfy for ¢, ¢,& € H and a.e. t e (0,T),
(010.) = [ =m(@)Vi- V¢ + Oy = A)(p)C d (2.60)
A uéde = [) AT (0)p + BVg- Vo - ypodda (2.6b)
(010,) = [ =n(0)(xoT0 - X, T) - VE = Aerh()€ da (260)

+ fF§K(Uoo —o)dH®t,

where (-,-) denotes the duality pairing between H' and its dual (H')*.

Theorem 2.1 (Existence of global weak solutions). Let Q c R? be a bounded domain with
Lipschitz boundary T' and let T > 0. Suppose Assumption [21] is satisfied. Then, there
exists a triplet of functions (p,u, o) such that

pe L=(0, T3 HY ) n H' (0,T;(H')"),  pe L*(0,T; HY),
o e L*(0,T; H) n L™(0,T; L*) n H*(0,T; (H")*),
and is a weak solution of (1) in the sense of Definition 21l

The embedding of L?(0,7;HY) n HY(0,T; (H')*) into C([0,7T]; L?) guarantees that
the initial data are meaningful. We point out that the assumption (ZI]) arises from using
Young’s inequality to estimate the term x,0(1-¢) in (L)), and is by no means an optimal
assumption. See Remark ] for more details. In addition, Theorem 2] gives the existence
of weak solutions in any dimension. This is thanks to the fact that ¥’ has linear growth
(sec E),).

Next, we show continuous dependence on initial and boundary data and uniqueness of
weak solutions under additional assumptions on the interpolation function h(-) and the
mobilities m(-) and n(-).



Theorem 2.2 (Continuous dependence and uniqueness). Let d < 4. Suppose h(:
COL(R), m(-) and n(-) are constant mobilities (without loss of generality we set m(-
n(-)=1). Fori=1,2, let

€

)
)

i€ L®(0,T;H") n H'(0, T3 (H')*), pie L*(0,T;H'),

o€ L2(0,T; H') n L®(0,T; L*) n H'(0,T; (H")*)
denote two weak solutions of (L)) satisfying [26]) with corresponding initial data p;(0) =
woi € HY, 0;(0) =09 € L?, and boundary data o, ; € L?(0,T; L*(T)). Then,

sup ([lon(s) —o2(s) 72 + [p1(s) ~p2(s)72)
s€[0,T]

2 2
+ 1 = m2l 20,7502y + 1V (01 = 02) 1200712
2 2
+|log - O'ZHLQ(O,T;LQ(F)) +[|V (1 - WZ)HLQ(O,T;LQ)
<C (HUOJ —a02[72 + 01 =027z + [0e01 = 0o 2 H%Q(O,T;LQ(F))) :

where the constant C' depends on 0| 1,12y, T, K, heo, Q, d, A, B, Ay, Ae; Aoy Xo»
Xo, and Ly, Ly which denote the Lipschitz constants of h and ', respectively.

We point out that Theorem provides continuous dependence for the difference
of the chemical potentials |u1 — p2r2(ax(0,r)) and also with a stronger norm |y (t) -
©2(t)|l L= (0,;r2) for the difference of the order parameters. This is in contrast with the
classical norm [@1(t) — p2(t)| 1o (0,7, (r1)+) one obtains for the Cahn-Hilliard equation,
compare [9, Theorem 2].

We will now consider the quasi-static system (LIII).

Definition 2.2. We call a triplet of functions (p,u,0) a weak solution to (LI if
o,ue L*(0,T;HY), @eH'(0,T;(H')")nL*(0,T; H'),
with ¢(0) = o and satisfy for (,\,& € H' and a.e. t € (0,T),

(0p.Q) = [ =m(@)Vi- V¢ + Oyo = d)h(p)Cda,  (27a)
fﬂ,u)\dx =fQAxIJ'(¢)A+Bw-vA—X¢aAdm, (2.7b)
fr EK (0o — o) MY = fﬂ D()(Vo - V) - VE + Aeoh(0)€ da. (2.7¢)

Theorem 2.3 (Existence and regularity of global weak solutions). Let € c R? be a bounded
domain with Lipschitz boundary T' and let T > 0. Suppose Assumption 21l is satisfied, and
let A be a positive constant which need not satisfy (2.5). Then, there exists a triplet of
functions (p, u,0) such that

o,pe L2(0,T;HY), @eLl™(0,T;H')nH'(0,T;(H")*),

and is a weak solution of (LI in the sense of Definition [Z2. Furthermore, if 0 €
L>(0,T;L*(I")), then

oeL™(0,T;H").
In Section [0l we derive the a priori estimates and deduce the existence of approximate
solutions on the Galerkin level. The proof of Theorem then follows from standard

compactness results. In Section [6.4] we show the continuous dependence on initial and
boundary data and uniqueness under additional assumptions.



Theorem 2.4 (Continuous dependence and uniqueness). Let d < 4. Suppose h(:) €
COL(R), m and D are constant mobilities (without loss of generality we set m = 1).
Fori=1,2, let

i€ L®(0,T;H )Y n H'(0,T5(H")*), i e L*(0,T;H'), o0;eL(0,T;H")

denote two weak solutions of ([(LII) satisfying (Z7T) with corresponding initial data ;(0) =
©o0: € H' and boundary data oe.; € L=(0,T; L*(T")). Then,

2 2 2
e lp1(s) = wa()l72 + lr = p2lz2 0,122y + 1V (01 = 02) 72 0.7522)
s€[0,

2 2
+[ V(o1 - U2)HL2(0,T;L2) +o1 - U2HL2(0,T;L2(F))

2 2
12+ 0001 = 0o 2 LQ(O,T;LQ(I‘)))’

< C(||900,1 — 0,2
where the constant C depends on ||0i||Loo(07T;H1), K, Q, A, B, Ly, Lv, A\p, A, Aas Xos
and T.

3 Useful estimates

We will use a modified version of Gronwall’s inequality in integral form.

Lemma 3.1. Let o, B,u and v be real-valued functions defined on I :=[0,T]. Assume that
« is integrable, B is non-negative and continuous, u is continuous, v is non-negative and
integrable. Suppose u and v satisfy the integral inequality

u(s)+_[osv(t)dt 3a(s)+f036(t)u(t)dt Vsel. (3.1)
Then,
u(s)+fosv(t) dt Scx(s)+f08a(t)5(t)exp(_[tsﬂ(r)dr) dt. (3.2)

This differs from the usual Gronwall’s inequality in integral form by an extra term
Jo v(t)dt on the left-hand side.

Proof. Let
w(s) =u(s)+ [Osv(t) dt.

Then, by ([B.1) and the non-negativity of 5 and v,

S
w(s) < a(s) + f B(t)w(t)dt.
0
Applying the standard Gronwall’s inequality in integral form yields the required result. [

Below we will derive the first a priori estimate for sufficiently smooth solutions to (L),
in particular this will hold for the Galerkin approximations in Section Il We choose to
present this estimate here due to the length of the derivation.



Lemma 3.2. Suppose Assumption [21] is satisfied. Let (p,u,0) be a triplet of func-
tions satisfying E6) with ©(0) = @o and o(0) = o9, and ¢,0 € CY[0,T];H'), p €
CO([0,T]; HY). Then, there exists a positive constant C depending on T, Q, T, d, Ry, Ry,
R3, the parameters \p, Ao, A, Xos Xgs Poor Mo, Mo, A, B, K, the initial-boundary data
loso 20,2y, 1€(0) g and |o(0)[ 12, such that for all s € (0,T],

W ()Lt + le(s) [+ lo(s)]72 53
+ Hvlu’”%,Q(O,s;LQ) + ||VO-H%2(O,S;L2) + ||0-H%2(078;L2(F)) < C

Proof. Let

B
co = ﬂ) [A\I’(wo) ty IViol” + % ool + xpo0(1 - o) | da (3.4)

denote the initial energy. Then, by the assumption on the ¢y and oo, Holder’s inequality
and Young’s inequality we see that ¢y is bounded.

Substituting ¢ = p, ¢ = Oy, and & = x,0 + xx(1 —¢) = N, into (Z6) and adding the
resulting equations together, we obtain

d B .
=LA@+ S1vel Xl 401 - )| da

dt
v [ m@u? + 1) oo - X, Vel do + [ Ko lof art
+ [ B Qer(xo0 + X (1= 9)) = O = Aa)pt) da

_/FK(XOU+X¢(1—@))UOO_wa(l_@)ad%d—l -0

(3.5)

We first estimate the mean 7z using (2.6L) by considering ¢ = 1 and using the growth
condition (24)), leading to

2
—12 —2 -1
Izl 72 = [al™ 182 = €

_/Q AV (¢) = xpodz

1 1 142
<[ (ARs 10 + ARs |0 2 |0f7 + xplo] 12 |7 )
<310 (A2RF (0 + A% R3[¢]7 10 +x2lol3210])

Employing the Poincaré inequality (2.1]) we have

ll?e < 2GRV a7z + 2077

3.6)
2 2 2 2 22,12 20 112 (
<203 Vpulze +6 (AR5 10|+ A*Rille|72 + xGlol7e) -
Then, by Hoélder’s inequality and Young’s inequality, we can estimate the source term
involving pu as follows,

1
| 1) = A | < e (2 + Aa 19 ) ]

2 )2
P

2 2
< 0|72+ C(a2, g, heo, |2]) + (a1 +a
Tar lofz2 + C(az ) + (a1 +az) | 172 57)
< 20123((11 + a2)HvlJ’”%2 +C(a’laa’2a)‘a’h00’|9| ’A’R?))

h2 )2
( 20 4 (o + a2>xi) lo1z: + 64°R5(ar + a2) el 2,
1
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for some positive constants a; and as yet to be determined. For the term involving \., we
obtain from Holder’s inequality and Young’s inequality

[ Ach(@)o (oo + X0 (1= ¢)) da
< cheo (xolo 2 + Xelel 2ol 2 + xelol2) (38)

asx X
32 ) I3+ Achoo g Z [l + OO Aer e, Xo X 04).

< Ahoo (Xo + a4 +

for some positive constants ag and a4 yet to be determined. For the terms involving
the boundary integral, we have by Hoélder’s inequality, Young’s inequality and the trace
theorem,

‘fr Xe(1 = 9)0 = X00000 = Xp(1 = )00 dH

< Xy (||UHL1(F) + ||80HL2(F)HU||L2(F)) + XJHU”L?(F)HUoo ||L2(r)

+ XsoHUOOHLl(F) + X¢H<PHL2(F)HU°<> HL2(F)
2

(3.9)
Xo X
< a5+ 22) 10122y + (32 + a0 Vol + Clam o o XD (1 o )

2
X 2 2 [ X 2 2
< (a5 + X2 1o aqey + 2 (52 + ao ) Il + € (1+ owlagry)
2 2Xo
for some positive constants a5 and ag yet to be determined. Here, Cy; is the constant from
the trace theorem which depends only on €2 and d,

If 22y € Col fllan Vfe H.
Employing the estimates (3.7)), (3.8]), and (3.9]), and using the lower bounds of m(-) and
n(-), we obtain from (3.1))
d B 2, Xo 2
I fﬂ [A‘I’(tp) + 5 Vel + 2o lol + xpo (1 - w)] da

" ./Q (mo = 2C3 (a1 + a2)) [Val® + no[xo Vo - X, Vel dz
2

X 2 d— X 2
+KL(XJ—Q5—70)|0| dH 1_K£20t2r(zx—i+a6)|Vgp| dz

hZo)‘;% 2 asx 2
_/Q yP +6(ay +a2)xw+)\choo (X(,+a4+ 29") lo|” dz

(3.10)

2
- [ (6A2R§(a1 +02) + Ao E 4 KC2 (ﬂ . (16)) ol da
Q 2a3 2x

<C(1+]owlF2qry)

where C' is independent of ¢, o and . By the triangle inequality, Minkowski’s inequality
and Young’s inequality, we see that

2
IxoVol7z < (IVNg 2 + [xpVelL2)” < 2| VN |72 + 2l X0 Vol 72 (3.11)

We now choose the constants {a;}%; to be

mo Xo
as ===, az=a4=ag =1,

al:a2:@a A
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and write

2
.- Mo _ e Xo 2 | Xe 2
Ccl = 7, Co = KI, C3 .—KCtr(%+1)+X(pno,
2h2 \202% 3
w0 ApCp  3mg o Xs@)
= + Aehoo | Xo + 1+ =5,
C4 mo QCF% X(p c (X 2
2
. 3m0 2 p2 XSO 2 X(p
Cy = @A R3+)\choo7+KCtr Z*l‘l s

where the additional X?Ono in the constant cg comes from (BI1]). Then (BI0) becomes
d B 2, Xo| 2 ]
— AV (o) + — + = + 1- d
= [ [Av@) + S w6+ Ko o0 (1- )| da
2 n0X2 2 2 d-1 3.12
+/61|V,u| + —2|Vo| dx+fc2|a| dH (3.12)
Q 2 r
2 2 2 2
- [ calol + es el + o Vil do < O (1+ [omlEary) -
Integrating ([B.12]) with respect to ¢ from 0 to s € (0,7'] gives

[ [A96.9) + S 196,92+ X2 low, )2+ o0 (5) (1 - pl,9))] o

2
9 NoX s 2 2
el Valizsney + =5 7 IVolL20502) + c2lolizqosn2qry) (3.13)
2 2 i
—e HO-”L? (0,5:12) ~ cs HSD”LQ (0,8;L2) ~ C3 ||VSDHL2 (0,s;L2)
2
<cog+C (S + 0o HLQ(O,S;LQ(F))> ’

where the constant ¢g is defined in (3.4]). By Holder’s inequality and Young’s inequality,
we have

fg X@U(l - p)dz

<Xelolor + xelolzzlel 2

. . 22 (3.14)
<X o2, + €l 9 x0) + A2 o2+ 22 2,
Xo
and thus from [BI3]) we deduce that
B Xo 2x7
AN ()1 + F199(5) 72 + SN0 ()72 = —= ()72
2
oXx
re |Vl a0t + 190 a0 g2y + 2l a0z (3.15)
- C4||UH%2(0,3;L2) ) H80||%2(075;L2) -G ||VSDH%2(0,S;L2)
<o+ C(1+ T+ [owlZaomrry ) -
Now, by (24]), we have
1 1 R
2 2 2
_ do < — f\p de + R Q):—\I/ L E20) 3.16
ol = [lef ar < ([ W)dr + Rol0) = 0+ 20l (16)
and, for any s € (0,77],
1 R
2 2
IP1r2 0,522 < H (e sz + - 19U s (3.17)
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Thus, using [B.I6]) and BI7), we obtain from (B.13])

A= 2 [ (o)t + 2 IVe(s) 2 + X2 [o(s) 2
XoRl 2 L 4 L

C5 2 2
- R_1‘|‘I’(<P(5))HL1(073;L1) -G HV(PHL2(0,5;L2) - C4HUHL2(O,5;L2) (3.18)

2
2 noX 2 2
el ValLe sz + =5 2 IVolTao.522) + c2lolLz 50200y
2
<C (1 +T + ||O'oo HLQ(QT;LQ(F))) =i Cy,
for some positive constant ¢, independent of s € (0,7], u(s), o(s), and p(s). Let

26 B xo
XUR17 27 4

Crin = Min (A - ) ,  Cmax :=max(cs5/Ry,c3,¢4).

Then, ¢pin > 0 by assumption (see ([2.35])), and we obtain from (B8] that
canin (1 (2(8)) |11 + V() [72 + o (5)72)
2 nox; 2 2
+a HVMHL2(0,5;L2) + THVUHL2(O73;L2) tC2 HUHLQ(O,S;L2(F)) (3.19)
S
< [ cmax (1) s + 19013 + | 132) d +c..

Substituting

u(s) = W (e()) o + [Ve(s) |72 + o (s)]72,
o(t) = 1 noxa

2
a(s) =
into Lemma B.I] we obtain from (3.19))

[T ()it + [Ve(s)]72 + o (s)]7e

Cmin

Cyx ’ IB(t) — Cmax
. Coni

Cmin min

(cﬂlwia + [Vol: + CQHU%Q(F))7

+

min

S
< f C*jma"exp(cm“(s—t))dt<oo Vs e (0,T).
0

Cmin Cmin

2
2 noX s 2 2
(Clvﬂ”movs;w) + 5 o IVoliagsney + 02‘7”L2<078;L2<F>>) (3.20)

min

Together with (BI0]), we find that there exists a positive constant C' not depending on ¢,
w1 and o such that

[2(e()ler + o)z + o ()72

) ) ) _ (3.21)
+ HVMHL2(0,3;L2) + HVUHL2(O,S;L2) + HUHL2(Q,S;L2(F)) <C,

for all s e (0,T]. O

Remark 3.1. The necessity of [235]) comes from the fact that in (B12), we cannot apply
Holder’s inequality and Young’s inequality like in (3.14]) to estimate the term

d
T /wa(l - p)dz,

as inequalities are not preserved under differentiation.
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4 Global weak solutions

4.1 Galerkin approximation

We obtain global weak solutions via a suitable Galerkin procedure. Consider a basis
{w;}ien of H' which is orthonormal with respect to the L%-inner product, and, without
loss of generality, we assume w; is constant and hence [,w;dz = 0 for all ¢ > 2. In

the following we take {w;};en to be eigenfunctions for the Laplacian with homogeneous
Neumann boundary conditions,

-Aw; = Ajw; in Q, (4.1a)
Vw;-v=0 onl, (4.1b)

where A; is the eigenvalue corresponding to wj;. It is well-known that the {w;};n can
be chosen as an orthonormal basis of L? and then forms an orthogonal basis of H'. As
constant functions are eigenfunctions, wy can be chosen as a constant function with A =0
(see for instance [19, Theorem 8.4]). Let

Wy, := span{wy, ..., wg} C H!

denote the finite dimensional space spanned by the first & basis functions. We now consider

k k k
i (t, o) = ;af(t)wi(m% pr(t, @) = ;5f(t)Wi(w)7 ox(t, ) = ;’Vf(t)Wi(x)7 (4.2a)

and the following Galerkin ansatz,

_/Q Opprw; da = fQ —m (@) Vi - Vwj + (Apok = Aa) h(@r)w; da, (4.3a)
fgukwj dx = fQA\II'(apk)wj + BV, - Vw;j = xpopw; d, (4.3b)
ﬂ) Oropwjda = ﬂ) (k) (Xo VO = X Vk) - VWi = Acoph(pr)w; da (4.3¢)

+ fr K (00 — op)w; SE A
for 1 < j < k. We define the following symmetric matrices with components
(M,’f)]Z = /Qh(apk)wiwj dx, (M) ;i = [Fwiwj dHI
(Sh)ii= [ mlen)Vui-Vujdz, (Shi = [ n(e)Vwi- vu;de,
for 1 <4,j <k. Let 9;; denote the Kronecker delta, and we introduce the notation
1/1;? = fg U (op)wjdz, E? = /Faoowj dH* !, hf = fQ h(er)w;dz,
PP = ()T, »h (o EhT h* = (hk . D)7,
Mij = [Qwiwj dx = 5z‘j7 Sij = L‘Z Vw; - Vw; dx,

for 1 < 4,5 < k, so that we obtain the following initial value problem for a system of ordinary

differential equations for ay == (o, ... o/,i)T, Br=(6F,... ,ﬁlk?)T, and v := (¥, ... ,yg)T,
%ak = —S% Bi + \yMFy, - A A, (4.4a)
Br = AY* + BSa — o, (4.4b)
%’Yk = =SE(Xo Yk — Xpotk) = AeM vy, - K Mpy, + KEF. (4.4c)
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Substituting (4.4Db]) into ([@Zal), we obtain
d

T ~SF (A" + BSay — xov1) + A\p My = Aoh, (4.5a)
d
3V = ~Sn (oW = Xe0t) =AMy - K My + K3, (4.5b)
and we complete ([43]) with the initial conditions
(o) (0) = fﬂcpowj de, (7v);(0) = fgaowj dr for 1<j<k, (4.6)
which satisfy
k k
> (e)i(O)ws|| < lgolmr, || (vw)i(0)wi|| <loolrz VkeN.
i=1 jig! j=1 12

We remark that [J) is a nonlinear ODE system and Sk, Sk oF M,’f depend in a
nonlinear way on the solution. Continuity of m(-), n(:), h(-) and ¥'(-) imply that the
right-hand sides of (L)) depend continuously on ey, and . Thus, we can appeal to the
theory of ODEs (via the Cauchy—Peano theorem) to infer that the initial value problem
(£5) has at least one local solution pair (ay,7;) defined on [0,t] for each ke N.

4.2 A priori estimates

Next, we show that t; =T for each k € N by deriving a priori estimates. By the Cauchy—
Peano theorem, (44h), and ([£2]), we see that

0k, 01 € CH([0, 85, Wi), ke € CO([0, 85 ]; Wi).

We proceed similarly to the derivation of ([B.3). Let §;; denote the Kronecker delta.
Multiplying (£3d) with XJV;? + X (witoy; - a?) and summing from j = 1 to k leads to

01O+ X (= 91)) + nl00) o Vo = xp Vil da
== fﬂ Acoih( i) (Xoor + X (1 = 1)) da (4.7)

+ A:K(O‘oo - 0%)(Xo 0k + Xo(1 = ¢1)) dH1.

Here, we used that wy is constant, Vw; = 0, and the linearity of the trace operator. Next,
we multiply ([@3al) with 5?, and summing the product from j = 1 to k leads to

fﬂ(atﬂpk ~ Mpokh(n) + Aah (o)) + mr) [Vig]” dze = 0. (4.8)

Similarly, we multiply (£3DL) with %a? , and summing the product from j =1 to k gives
0= [ (i + AV (1) = x01)Duipn + BY 91 - YO0y (49)

Upon adding (£7), (£1)), and (49 we obtain

d B o
— fﬂ [A‘I’(sok) ty Ver|” + X? okl + xpok(1 - Sok)] dz

dt
+ Am(gok) Vil + n(or) [Xo Vor — xoVeor|* da + AKXUI%IQ dH!
+ fQ Aeokh(0r) (Xo0k + Xo (1= 1)) + (Na — Apor ) h(er ) ik d

- fFKUoo(xaak + X (1= ) = Kopx,(1 - pp) dHE = 0.

(4.10)
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Thanks to Young’s inequality, Poincaré inequality and the trace theorem, we can deduce
that an analogue of ([B.I2]) holds for ¢y, o) and py via a similar calculation to that in the
proof of Lemma Then, following the proof of Lemma B.2] we obtain the following
discrete a priori estimate

sup ([ @ (er() I+ lon ()7 + low(s)]72)
s€[0,T'] (4.11)

+ [V H%2(0,T;L2) + HVUkH%%o,T;B) + HUkH%2(0,T;L2(F)) <C,

where C' is the constant in Lemma B2l Setting j = 1 in (&3h) leads to

fQ pde = _[Q AV (pr) = xpok da,

and applying the same calculation to that in (B.6]) we obtain analogously

2
2, <202 | Vg2 +2‘f dz| Q"
el < 2031V el +2| [ s f0 o
< 20| V|72 + 64% B 0r |72 + 3G ok |72 + C (A, Rs, |92).
Integrating with respect to time from 0 to 7', and using (£I1]), we obtain
2 2 2 2
|l 20,722y < C(Hv:ukHLQ(O,T;LQ) +lerlzo 0,052y + okl z2 002y + 1) (4.13)

<C(1+0).

Thus, with (4TI and (£I3]), we see that there exists a positive constant C' depending on
C and T such that

sup |lor(s) g + HMka(o,T;Hl) + HUkHL2(o,T;H1) <C
s€(0,T]

for all k. This a priori estimate in turn guarantees that the solution {¢x, o, ux} to ([@H)
can be extended to the interval [0,7'], and thus t; =T for each k € N.

4.3 Passing to the limit

Let II; denote the orthogonal projection onto W} = span{wsi,...,wr}. Then, for any
CeL?(0,T; H"), we sce that

k
fﬂats%(dx =fo%@0kade :;fﬂats%(kjw]'d%

where {(x;j}1<j<r © RF are the coefficients such that II;¢ = Z?ZI Crjwj. Thus, from (@3al),
and the boundedness of m(-) and h(-), we find that

T
] [ foeca

<ma |Vl 22 (ox0,m)) I VIIEC | 22 (0x(0,7)

11 4.14
+ hoo (ApHJk |22 (x(0,7)) + Aa |22 T2) ITLkC 22 (2 (0,7) (4.14)

< Cl¢lrz0,7,m1;
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for some constant C' > 0 independent of k. Similarly, we obtain from (£3d) that

T
‘ fo fﬂ Oy04C A

<n1 (Xo | Vorl z2xom)) + X IVeE 22(00x 0.7 ) IVITC | £2(00x 0,7))

+ Achoo |0k | 22 (ax (0,7)) 1Tk C | L2 (2% (0,7))

+ KCy (HUoo lz2(rxco,1y) + ok HL2(I‘X(O,T))) k€l 20,7 m1)

< Cl¢llp2 0,11,
for some constant C' > 0 independent of k. Hence, together with (£11]) and (£I3]), we find
that

{@k Yren bounded in L=(0,T; H') n H'(0,T; (H)*),

{11x } rey bounded in L?(0,T; H'),

{0} }ken bounded in L= (0,75 L*) n L*(0,T; H') n L*(0,T; L*(T')) n H'(0,T; (H')*).
By standard compactness results (Banach—Alaoglu theorem and reflexive weak compact-
ness theorem) and [20, §8, Corollary 4], we obtain, for a relabelled subsequence,

Ok = @ weakly-*  in L™ (O,T;Hl),
or =@  strongly in C([0,T]; L) n L*(0,T; L) and a.e. in Q x (0,7),
Oipr — Oip weakly  in L*(0,T;(H")"),
o >0 weakly-+ in L*(0,T; H') n L>(0,T; L*) n L*(0,T; L*(I")),
op >0 strongly  in L2(0,T;LP) and a.c. in Qx (0,T),
0o, — O0po weakly in L*(0,T; (H")"),
[ = [ weakly in L2(0,T; HY),
where p € [1, 00) for dimensions d = 1,2 and p € [1, dZTdQ) for dimensions d > 3. In particular,
the above compactness holds for p € [1,2] in any dimension d, i.e., ¢ — ¢ strongly in
L2(0,T;L%) = L*(Q2 x (0,7)).
For a fixed j and & € C°(0,T), we have d(t)w; € L*(0,T; H'), and so, by the triangle
inequality and Holder’s inequality, we obtain

[ [ 10eu = eh @l dz de <o = el rizey owsla sz + 0 as k - oo.
In particular, we have
(1 + |@r]) [w;] = (1 + |]) |dwj| strongly in L' (Q x (0,T)) as k — oo.
By continuity and the growth assumptions on W'(-), we have
U'(gp) > W'(p) ace. as kb~ oo, | (gp)dw;| < Rs(1 +|k|) [dw;] -

Then, the generalised Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem (see [I8, Theorem 1.9, p.
89], or [II Theorem 1.23, p. 59]) yields that

U (pr)dw; — ' (p)dw; strongly in L' (2 x (0,T)) as k — oo,

which leads to

T T
[0 [Q\I/'(gok)éwj dz dt — /0 /Q U'(p)ow; dx dt as k — oo.
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Next, by continuity and boundedness of m(-), we see that m(¢r) - m(p) a.e. in Qx(0,T),
and applying Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem to (m(yr) — m(p))|0Vw;| yields

[(m(er) - m(go))6ij ||L2(Q><((],T)) —0as k- oo.

Together with the weak convergence Vyy, — Vyu in L2(0,T; L?), we obtain, by the product
of weak-strong convergence,

T T
_/0 fﬂm(gpk)(Sij Vg dz dt — fo fﬂm(gp)(Sij -Vpdx dt as k — oo.

Terms involving n(-) and h(-) can be dealt with in a similar fashion.
Multiplying (£3]) with 6 € C°(0,7T), integrating in time from 0 to 7', and passing to
the limit k — oo, we obtain

T T
[ sw@pwyae = [ [ 50) (-m(@)Vi- Twy+ o = A)h(e)wy) da dt.
"l dedt = [ [ st) (A0’ dz d
fo fQ (t)pw; dx t—fo _/Q (t)( \I’(SD)U}]"FBVSD‘VU/]'_X@O-’U)J‘) x dt,
/Ta(ma ~)dt—fT/5(t)(— (©)(xo Vo - — Aeoh(p)w;) dz dt
0 10, W; = Jo o n(e)(xeVo X@V@)'Vw] cO (gp)w]) x

T
Ve gyl
N fo fr S(t)K (000 — 0wy dHE dt.

Since this holds for all § € C°(0,7"), we infer that (¢, u, o) satisfies

(O, w;) = /Q —m(@) Vi Vawj + (Ao - Aa)h(@)w; dz, (4.152)
fguwj dx = /QA\II'(@)wj + BV - Vw; - xpow;jdr, (4.15b)
(Opo,wj) = _/Q -1n()(Xo VO = X V@) - Vw; — Acoh(p)w; dz (4.15¢)

+/FK(aoo—a)wjd’Hd71,

for a.e. t € (0,7) and for all j > 1. As {w;} ey is a basis for H', we see that the triplet
(p, ,0) satisfies (Z6)) for all ¢, \,& € H'. Moreover, the strong convergence of ¢y to ¢ in
C([0,T]; L?) and the fact that ¢(0) = g in L? imply that (0) = @g. Similarly, by the
continuous embedding

L(0,T: H') 0 H'(0,T; (H')*)  C([0,T]; L7),
and that 0,(0) — o in L2, we have o(0) = 9. This shows that (¢, i1,0) is a weak solution

of ([2.6]).

5 Continuous dependence

Suppose we have two weak solution triplets {¢;, it;,0; }i-1,2 to (1) satisfying the assump-
tions of Theorem Let us denote the differences by

pi=p1 =P, 0=01-02, [= 12, Yoo = Ocol ~ Too,2- (5.1)
Then, we see that
©e L®0,T; HYn HY(0,T;(H")*), pelL*(0,T;H"),
o e L2(0,T; HY) n L*=(0,T; L?) n H(0,T; (H")*) n L*(0,T; L*(T"))
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satisfy

(Oup, C) = fﬂ =V VC+ Ap(o1h(pr) —o2h(92))¢ = Aa(h(p1) = h(p2))Cdz,  (5.2a)
fg phdz = fﬂ AT (91) = W' (92))A + BV - VA - ypohdz, (5.2b)
(0o, &) = fﬂ—(XJVU—X@VSD)'ngl“ (5.2¢)

- [ Aelorhen) - oah(ea)Eda + [ K (Do - )g R’

for all ¢, \,& € H' and for a.e. t € (0,T). Testing with ( = ¢, £ =0, A= - X0 leads to

STl = [ i Ve A(arh(pr) ~oah(e2))p ~ dalh(p1) - hlpn))gdr,  (5.30)
s 1ol = ~xoIVo 1 - Klo s, (5.3)
+/QX¢V<,O-VU—)\C(01h(cp1)—Ugh(apg))adx +Kfrzwad%d*1,
lelzz = ﬁz AW (1) = W' (02)) (1t = x0) + BV - V(1 = xp0) d (5.3¢)

ol

Upon adding the products of B with (5.3a]) and (5.3h]) with (5.3d), we obtain
S0
2 dt
- [)(Ulh(wl) = 02h(p2)) (\p B = AeBo) + A(Y (1) = W' (102)) (1 = Xpp0) A
—B)\a_/ﬂ(h(gol) ~ h(ga))pdz +BK/FEOOJd”Hd_1 (5.4)

< fQ(Iml Li [l + hoo lo) (A Bl + AcBlol) + AL || (] + X lo]) d

BK BK
2 2 “o|?
+[)B)\aLh|g0| do + == [Beo L2 (ry + =~ lolz2(ry,

o172 + Il72) + lulie = xGlolie + BxalVolia + BK o7z

where we have used Hélder’s inequality and Young’s inequality on the boundary term
involving Y, and the Lipschitz assumptions on h(-) and ¥'(-) to deduce that

lo1h(p1) = o2h(p2))] < |o1][h(p1) = h(p2)| + o] [R(w2)] < |o1|Lp @] + heo o],
[ (p1) = ¥’ (2)| < L |-

Next, let us consider a constant X > 0, yet to be determined, and consider testing with
A =Xy in (B.2D). Then Holder’s inequality and Young’s inequality lead to

BA|VelR: =& [ (n+ AW (2) = W' (1)) + xp0) 0 da
< C(, A, 0 Lor) (il Il + 12 + o2 Iolz2) (55)
1
< Il + (X, A xe, L) (16132 +0132).
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Adding (5.5)) to (5.4) yields that
B d

2 2
o =7 (o2 + I9132) - Xl

BK
+ BXo|Volfe + == lol ey + BXIVelLe + |l 56)

BK
< ZHMH%Q +C(X7A7B7Lha)‘a7XQO7L\I/') (H()DHL2 + HUHL2) + THEWH%Q(F)

+ -/Q(lo'll L |el+ hoo [0]) (Ap Bl + Ac B lo]) + AL [ep] (|l + X lo]) diz.

By Holder’s inequality, Young’s inequality and the following Sobolev embedding for di-
mensions d < 4,

| flzs <Cslflm VfeH, (5.7)

where Cg is a positive constant depending only on €2 and d, we have

/Q(Iall L[] + hoo lo) (A Bl + AcBlol) + AL || (] + X lo]) d

<LpApBlol 2 lel7a + LadcBlo |z ¢ o) s

1
+ OO, By Aeshoo, A L, xp) (Il + o l72) + 7 Iinlz2

B
< (CBLUBA o mo i) + 5= CALENE o o) ) Nl

1

2 2 2
+C (lelze +lol7z) + 2Pl
where the positive constant C' depends on Ay, B, A¢, heo, A, Lyr, X, and x,. In turn,
from (5.6]) we obtain

B d

2ar (lol2: + lel32)

K
o ey + BXIVo

2
+_
il

2 (5.8)

1
= BC3La|o1 | L (0.1:22) (Ap + KC%LME [ ||L°°(0,T;L2)) Vel
BK
<C(lelzz + loltz) + = 1Bwl Lz

where the constant C' depends on |01z (0,,22), Cs, A, B, L, Aps Aey hoos Xg» Xo» X
and Ly/. We now choose

x> (CsLh)‘ HUlHLw(OT :L2) + CélL )\2H01 HL°°(OT L2))
and so there exist constants ¢, C' > 0 such that
= (ol + Iel32) - (Jot3 + Iol3e)
+ulfe +1Volie + o7z + 1Vel7: < el Beoll 72y,
and a Gronwall argument yields
(lo ()72 + le(s)l72) + fos [z + 1VolZe + lolZ2qry + [Veol7e At
<cexp(CT)|Zeo 720 .12y + ex(CT) (| (0)[72 + [0(0)[72)

for any s € (0,7']. Taking the supremum in s on the left-hand side yields the desired result.
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6 Quasi-static nutrient

For the existence of weak solutions to (LIT]), we will only show the existence of solutions
at the level of the Galerkin approximation and provide the necessary a priori estimates.

6.1 Existence of Galerkin solutions

Similar to Section [I.J] we consider the Galerkin ansatz

ﬂz Oprwjdr = [) —m (k) Vi - Vwj + (Apoi = Aa) (@i )w; dz, (6.1a)
fQ prw;jde = _/Q AV (pg)w;j + BVpy - Vw;j — Xporw; dz, (6.1b)
/r K(0o —op)w; dH = fQ D(¢r)(Vor =nVer) - Vwj + Acoph(pp)wjdz,  (6.1c)

with the finite-dimensional functions ¢y, o and ui as defined in ([£2]). Then, (GI]) can
be written in terms of the following initial value problem

d
T ~Sk Bl + Ay M, - A\ h”, (6.2a)
Br = AY* + BSay, — X (6.2b)
0 = S5 (v — naw) + A\eME~;, + K My, - KXF, (6.2¢)

with initial data oy (0) defined in (&G). Here, the matrix S%, is defined as

(SpH)ji = /QD(S%)VW Vw;dz,
for 1 <4,j < k. Upon rearranging, we see that ([6.2d) can be written as
(SE + A\ M} + K Mr)~;, = 1850y, + K.

Note that for a general coefficient vector & = (&;,...,&;)T € RF corresponding to v :=
Zle &w; € Wy, we have

£T(SE + \MF + K Myp)g = /QD(@,C) Vol + Ah(p) |02 dz + fFK|v|2 dz >0,

where we used that A\, >0, h(-) >0 and D(:) > 0. This in turn implies that S¥ + A\.MF +
K My is positive semi-definite. Moreover, by the Poincaré inequality (2.2]) it is clear that

0=ET(SH+AMF+ KMp)é < v=0<£=0,

and thus Sf) + AcM }’f + K My is an invertible positive definite matrix. We can now write
(62) in terms of an initial value problem in oy,

iak = -BS* Sy - A\ hF - ASE

dt (6.3)

+ (X SE + N, MF)(SH + A Mf + KMyp) ' (nSpay, + K=F),

with a(0) as defined in ([@6]). We find that the right-hand side of (6.3]) depends con-
tinuously on ay, and for every k € N the existence of a local solution defined on [0, %] is
guaranteed by the Cauchy—Peano theorem.

21



6.2 A priori estimates

The derivation of a priori estimates for the Galerkin solutions follows in a similar manner

to Section [£11 Multiplying (6.1a) with ﬁk + Xgo% and (6.ID) with 5 , and summing
from j =1 to k gives

d

s / [A‘I’ (Spk)+_|v80k| ]diﬂ +_/Qm(80k)vﬂk'v(ﬂk+>(<pak)dx

(6.4)
:L(Apak_Aa)h(wk)(Mk+Xg00'k)d1'.

Let W denote a positive constant yet to be determined. We multiply (6.Ic) with va
and sum from j =1 to k, leading to

WfQD(@k)(WUkF ~NVek - Vog) + A log]” h(px) d

(6.5)
:ﬂ‘WK(Uw—Uk)deHd_l.
Summing ([6.4]) and (X)) leads to
d B 2 2 yqd-1
<L [1aw Z d f K |ow? d
% /Q[ (or) + 5 Vx| ] v+ W lox[” dH
+ L m(ox) Vil + WD (1) [Vor* + WAh(or) low]* da 66)

= fQ(Apak = X)) (e + Xook) = Xom(9r) Vg - Vo d

+fQWD(<Pk)77V<Pk'Vdew +fFWKaooakd7-td’1.

Neglecting the non-negative term [, Ae() log|* dz, and using the boundedness of m(-),
D(-), and h(-), and applying Holder’s inequality and Young’s inequality we have

d B mo D() K
= [A\I/wk) 5 |wk|2] o + —\|wk\|%2 ' w7\|mui2 + W lowlary

Xeo

Wi 5 o 2y + =5— (6.7)

dy 1
(h Ap— +d2)HukHL2+h (Ap2d +)‘pX90+d3)HUk‘HL2
+C(d2,d3,X4p;)\aah00?|Q|)’

for some positive constants di,ds,ds yet to be determined. Employing (Z2]), we see that
2 2 2 2
ok 32 <2C3 (I9okl3z + lowl32ry) (6.8)

and from (£I2]) and BI6) we have

|72 < 208 |V k] 72 + 6A° RE |l o 72 + 6x5 o |72 + C(A, Ra, |92))

6A%R3
Ry

+ C(A, Rl, RQ, Rg, |Q|)

<203 Vk 7 + 19 (0r) 21+ 6x3 o] 7- (6.9)
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Substituting (6.8) and (IBZZI) into ([6.6]) leads to

d

2 Dyrp? 2
2 | Al el + < HV%Dk”L? W Iverlis
dy
+HVM]€H%2 (7—20p(h )\ +d2))
K 1 dy
+ ok |72 r) (W——ch(hoo (Ap y +)\px¢+d3)+6x¢(h Ap— +d2)))
1

D, X2m1
+ Vo2 (W—° —

1 dy
_QClg(hoo ()\ 20 +)\px¢+d3)+6xw(h A 5+d2)))
6A%R3 d
-1 (heh G + )

< C(R1,R2,R3,A,W,K, d2ad3anoa>‘a,hoo, |Q|) (1 + “UOOH%Q(F)) :

(6.10)
We choose
mo mo
di=—————, dy=——, d3=1,
LT 8heoA, 020 2T 16027 P
and
2 2 2
2 2 Xpm1 3 9 9 4\ hoo Ct
w >m1n(K DO)( 5 + Zm0X<P+2CPhoo TO +ApXp 1
so that there exists a positive constant ¢ such that
d 3A2R2m0 WD1?72
A|w + = 2 ]— = 3 7w - 2
S (A0l + F1val] - ol verl?;
2 (1Vunl2a + uwkHiQ +lowliagy ) < (14 lowoliaqry ) -
A Gronwall argument gives
sup (19 (pk(s) ]z + [Ver(s)[72)
s€(0,T]
+ HvﬂkH%Q(O,T;LQ) + ||VUkH%2(0,T;L2) + o ”%Q(O,T;LQ(I‘)) (6.11)

<C (1 + oo “%Q(O,T;LQ(I‘)))

for some positive constant C' that does not depend on ¢y, o and u. Here we see that for
the quasi-static model (ILIT]) the assumption (Z3]) for the constant A is not used. Invoking

(68) and ([©9) give
HIU‘]CH%Q(QT;LQ) + Ho-k ”%2(07’]“;112) < C (1 + ”UOO “%2(O,T;L2(F))) . (612)

The above a priori estimates (6I1) and (G.I2]) imply that we can extend the solution
{¢k, 1k, 0k } to the interval [0,7T], and thus ¢, = T for all k € N. Together with (LI4]) we
obtain

{©k ke bounded in L=(0,T; H' ) n H'(0,T; (H")*),
{11x }reny bounded in L2(0,T; H'),
{0k } keny bounded in LQ(O,T;Hl) A LQ(O,T;LQ(I‘))'

Uniform boundedness in the above spaces and the standard compactness arguments allow

us to pass to the limit & — oo in (G1]) to deduce the existence of a weak solution (¢, 11, 0)
to (LIT)) in the sense of Definition
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6.3 Further regularity
Suppose that oo, € L= (0,T; L*(T")), then substituting & = ¢ in ([Z7d) leads to

[ K(ow-a)odn™™ = [ D(e)(To-nve)- Yo+ Aclof h(p)da.

By the non-negativity of A. and h(-), the boundedness of D(-), Holder’s inequality and
Young’s inequality, we obtain

K K

Dy Dy
—|volis + 5\\0“%2@) < 5\\000”%2@) + THVSDH%% (6.13)

2

As e L®(0,T; H') and 0o € L°(0,T; L*(T)), taking the supremum of ¢ € (0, 7] in (EI13)
and by applying the Poincaré inequality ([22]), we find that

oeL™(0,T;H").

6.4 Continuous dependence

Suppose we have two weak solution triplets {y;, 1t;, 0 }i=1,2 to ([21) satisfying the assump-
tions of Theorem 24l Let ¢, 1 and o denote the differences respectively. Then

p e L=(0,T;HY ) n H'(0,T; (H')"),
pel?(0,T;H'), oeL™(0,T;H'),

and
(01p.) = | =V ¢+ Ap(@1h(1) = 02h(92))C = Ma(hlp1) = hlg2))C da, (6.140)
ﬂz,u)\dx :LA(\I/’(%)—\If’(goQ))AJrBVgp-v)\—X@a)\dx, (6.14b)
o:/QD(va—nw)-vgdx +f§2)\c(01h(g01)—02h(302))£dx (6.14¢)
+fFK(a_zoo)§de*1,

for all ¢, \,& € H! and for a.e. t € (0,T). Testing with ¢ = ¢, £ =0, A = ¢, and \ = i leads
to

Sl = [ 9T+ orh(p1) - 02h(e2))0 ~ Malhlo1) ~ h(p2)) i, (6.150)

D|voliz = ~K|o| sy + /Q Dnve Vo = Ac(o1h(e1) - o2h(p2))o dx (6.15b)
; KfFEooade_l,

[ wpda = [ AW (01) - W' (02))e - xpopde + BVl (6.15¢)

Il = [ AV (o1) = W' (p2)u+ BV Vp = xpopda. (6.15d)

We proceed similarly to Section Bl Let ), Z denote two positive constants yet to be
determined. Upon adding the product of B with (G.I5al), the product of Z with (6.150),
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the product of Y with (6I5d), and (6.I5d]), we obtain

B d
5 a7 1eliz + luliz + BY[veli,
+ 2(DIvalEs « Klolfa + Ac [ hle)lof do )
= [ BA1h(1) - 02h(92)) = BAa(h(1) = hlp2)pda (6:16)

+ _/Q DnZve-Vo - AZoi(h(e1) —h(p2))odr + ZK fF Yoo dHI!
v [ Y= A (1) = W' (£2)) (Y = ) + X0 (Vo — ) da,
where we have used the splitting

(01h(i01) = 02h(02))0 = o> h(p2) + o1(h(p1) - h(2))o.

By Holder’s inequality, Young’s inequality and the Sobolev embedding (5.7), we find that
the first line on the right-hand side of (6I6]) can be estimated as

[ BA(o1h(e1) - o2h(92)) = Bha(h(pr) - h(2))p da
< B\l 1oLl ol3s + BApheslolpz el + BALalgls

< (BALp|lot] o= 0.7.02)C8 + BAaLi, + B2XA2hZ, ) o]l (6.17)
+ B Ll |0y CRIT A2 + S0l
Meanwhile, the second line on the right-hand side of (6.16]) can be estimated as
[) DnZVe-Vo - AZa1(h(p1) - h(gs))odz + ZK L Yoo dH
< 221002, + Z2T 10l + 2 (oL lelislol:2)
+ 1S gy + S oy
(6.18)

Dn2

ZD z y
< 22190l + (255 + 2201 o LR I

1

4

+ 2L 011 0,y Cs e 12 + o172
ZK ZK

2 2
+ =5 [ Belery + =~ lolz2r).-

Here we point out that we use the assumption oy € L*(0,T; H'). Similarly, the last term
on the right-hand side of (6I6]) can be estimated as

fﬂ Vi = AP (01) = V' (92))(0Y = 1) + X0 (Vip = ) dz

<Vlplzzlelrz + ALw (Y]el72 + lel e llelrz)

(6.19)
+xeYlolrz2lelrz + xelolrz lul e

3
< Zlnlge + C(AY. Lur, xp)lelz + 2x3 o2
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Substituting ([6.17)), (GI8]) and (6I9) into (GI6) leads to

d B, o 1, 9 DZ 9 ZK | 9 9
=S lele + lulie + S=190l3e + S=loliae) - Clels
ZDn?
+ ‘|V<PH%2 (By T T 5 B)‘pLhHngLw(O,T;B)Cg - szialiw(o,T;HnLiCé)

1 ZK
~lolfa (263 + 3) 5 S5 15 ey

where we have used the non-negativity of h(-) and A. to neglect the term A.h(g2)|o]?,
and C is a positive constant depending on A, B, YV, Z, Ly, Ly, X¢, Ap, Ao, Ae, Cs,
o1l o,r;m1y, and heo. By (6.8]), we see that

1 2 2 2 1 2
S (DIvolts + Kloliag) - (263 + 5 ) 013
L 2 min(D, Ky 202 (2x2 + 2 2
> (32 min(D,K) ~208 (2 + 5 ) ) (1vol i + lolZary)

and so in choosing

403 5 1

>———=——(2x% + =
min(D,K)( Xe 2)’

1 (ZDn2

Y>35

Bl o €8+ 2280 e i 1ACE .

we find that there exist constants C,¢ > 0 such that

d

19122 = Clelza + lulie + 19o (e + o2y + 1Vele Tl 72y,

and a similar argument to Section [ yields the desired result.

7 Discussion

We point out that we are not able to improve our class of admissible potentials to those
with polynomial growth of order higher than 2. In particular, our well-posedness results
do not cover the case of the classical quartic double-well potential. This is due to the fact
that in the derivation of ([B.3]) (specifically in ([B.7])), we encounter a term of the form

lplze (L +llofz2)- (7.1)
If we use the equation for the chemical potential, this leads to a term of the form
[ ()2 (1 + o] z2)- (7.2)

If ¥’ has polynomial growth of order g, i.e., [¥’(¢)| < R(1+]t|?) for some positive constant
R and for all ¢ € R, then we have to control the product

lol 7z (1+lolz2)

with the H'-norms of ¢ and ¢. In the absence of any a priori bounds before ([B3)), we
have to consider ¢ = 1, that is, ¥ has at most quadratic growth.
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This differs from the analysis of [4, 9], where the Lyapunov-type energy identity (L.I5])
automatically gives a first a priori estimate without the need to estimate the square of
the mean of u, or equivalently an estimate on |[W'()| 2, which is present in our setting.
Instead of (2Z4]), we may also consider potentials that satisfy

|0/ (s)| < ki /¥ (s) + ko, (7.3)

for positive constants k; and ko. This yields

1 1
192 < kT (@) 2 + k2 [Qf <k [Q42 [T ()| 1 + K2 €]

This allows us to estimate (Z2) using |¥(p)| 1 instead of relying on any growth assump-
tions on ¥’. However, a scaling argument with ¥(s) ~ |s|" shows that (3) is satisfied
only if 7 <2. Thus, we do not gain much if we replace (24, with (Z3). Moreover, (Z3])
seems to be a more restrictive assumption than ([2.4)),.

Lastly, we note that [9, Lemma 2] provides an approximation procedure to potentials
with polynomial growth of order 6 by a sequence of regular potentials with quadratic
growth. This is accomplished by means of a Yosida regularisation of the derivative W',
However, we are not able to apply this idea to our analysis as the key priori estimate
(B3] is not uniform in the constant R3, which acts as the regularisation parameter in the
corresponding Yosida approximation.

8 Conclusion

In this work, we provide well-posedness results for a system coupling a Cahn—Hilliard equa-
tion and a parabolic reaction-diffusion equation to model tumour growth with chemotaxis
and active transport. The existence of weak solutions is shown using a Galerkin procedure.
In contrast to some diffuse interface models for tumour growth studied in the literature,
the model presented here admits an energy equality with non-dissipative right-hand sides
and allows for some realistic source terms. The presence of the source terms places some
restrictions on the class of admissible potentials, namely potentials with quadratic growth.
In addition, we also study a system coupling a Cahn-Hilliard equation and an elliptic equa-
tion, which is realistic when bulk diffusion of the nutrient is fast and is often the case in
applications. We are also able to prove the continuous dependence on initial and bound-
ary data for the chemical potential x in L2(€2 x (0,7")) and for the order parameter ¢ in
L>®(0,T;L*()).
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