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Abstract

In this paper we study a non–local Cahn–Hilliard equation with singular single–well
potential and degenerate mobility. This results as a particular case of a more general model
derived for a binary, saturated, closed and incompressible mixture, composed by a tumor
phase and a healthy phase, evolving in a bounded domain. The general system couples a
Darcy-type evolution for the average velocity field with a convective reaction–diffusion type
evolution for the nutrient concentration and a non–local convective Cahn–Hilliard equation
for the tumor phase. The main mathematical difficulties are related to the proof of the
separation property for the tumor phase in the Cahn-Hilliard equation: up to our knowledge,
such problem is indeed open in the literature. For this reason, in the present contribution we
restrict the analytical study to the Cahn–Hilliard equation only. For the non–local Cahn–
Hilliard equation with singular single–well potential and degenerate mobility, we study the
existence and uniqueness of weak solutions for spatial dimensions d ≤ 3. After showing
existence, we prove the strict separation property in three spatial dimensions, implying
the same property also for lower spatial dimensions, which opens the way to the proof of
uniqueness of solutions. Finally, we propose a well posed and gradient stable continuous
finite element approximation of the model for d ≤ 3, which preserves the physical properties
of the continuos solution and which is computationally efficient, and we show simulation
results in two spatial dimensions which prove the consistency of the proposed scheme and
which describe the phase ordering dynamics associated to the system.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we first present a model derivation for a binary, closed, incompressible mixture
of tumor cells with volume fraction φc and healthy cells and liquid, with volume fraction φl, in
presence of a nutrient species, with concentration n, evolving in a bounded regular domain Ω
in R

d, where d ≤ 3 is the spatial dimension.
Every component satisfies a continuity equation, where the nutrient is assumed to be ad-

vected by the mixture velocity field v. We postulate the following form of the free energy of
the system:

E(φc, n) =

∫

Ω
e(φc, n) dx = (1)

∫

Ω
Π

(
ψ(φc)

ǫ
+
χn
2
|n|2 + χcn(1− φc)

)

dx+
Πǫ

4

∫

Ω

∫

Ω
J(x,y) (φc(x)− φc(y))2 dx dy,

where e(φc, n) is the free energy per unit volume, and Π is proportional to the surface tension,
with units (for d = 3) of [N/m]. The parameter ǫ has units of [m] and is related to the interface
thickness. Here, ψ(φc) is the bulk energy due to cell-cell mechanical interactions, which has the
form of a single well potential of the Lennard–Jones type (cf. [2]):

ψ(φc) = −(1− φ̄) log(1− φc)−
φ3c
3
− (1− φ̄)

(
φ2c
2

+ φc

)

, (2)

where φ̄ represents the equilibrium value of the cell concentration at which no interacting
force is exerted between the cells. In Figure 1 we show a plot of the single well potential (2)
corresponding to the value φ̄ = 0.6. We observe from Figure 1 that for φc < φ̄, i.e. at a
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Figure 1: Plot of the single well potential (2) corresponding to the value φ̄ = 0.6.

moderate cell volume fraction, cell-cell interactions are attractive, while for φc > φ̄, i.e. at a

2



high volume fraction, they are repulsive, with an unstable zero for φc = 0 (corresponding to
the absence of cells) and an infinite cell-cell repulsion at the volume saturation level φc = 1.
Moreover, the condition φc < φ̂c, where φ̂c is such that ψ′′(φ̂c) = 0, defines the metastable
domain of the potential (2).
The terms χn

2 |n|2 and χcn(1−φc) represent a mass term for the nutrient and an interaction term
between the cells and the nutrient inducing chemotactic effects in the mixture dynamics. A non–
local term is used to represent long–range interactions between the phases, where J : Ω×Ω→ R

is a localized symmetric kernel of the form (cf., e.g., [23])

J(x,y) =
1

ǫd+2
J

( |x− y|
ǫ

)

. (3)

For biological cells dynamics and in particular for tumor growth, long range interactions are
appropriate to describe cells-cells and cells-matrix adhesion, representing the sensing range over
which cells can detect their surrounding [3], especially during invasion and metastasis in the
presence of stem cells mutations [28]. The system modelling the evolution of the phases and the
velocity field is then obtained in Section 3 via a generalized principle of least dissipation and it
results in the following nonlinear PDE system

v = −k (∇p̄− (µ+ χcn)∇φc) , (4)

divv = 0, (5)

∂φc
∂t

+ v · ∇φc − div

(

b(φc)T∇µ
)

=
Γc
γ
, (6)

µ :=
δE

δφc
=
ψ′(φc)

ǫ
− χcn+ ǫ (J ⋆ 1)φc − ǫJ ⋆ φc, (7)

∂n

∂t
+ v · ∇n− div (D(φc)D∇(χnn+ χc(1− φc))) = S, (8)

where k is a friction parameter, b(φc),D(φc) are positive mobilities, assumed to be dependent
only on φc, T,D are symmetric positive definite tensors, representing anisotropy in the nutrient
diffusion and in the cells motility, respectively. Here, we indicate the convolution of the kernel
J with a function f : Ω→ R as J ⋆ f : Ω→ R, where

(J ⋆ f)(x) :=

∫

Ω
J(x− y)f(y)dy.

The source terms Γc,Γl represent cells proliferation and death and conversion of mass between
the two phases, while S includes source and consumption terms for the nutrient. In order
to study the well-posedness of this PDE system coupled with suitable initial and boundary
conditions, we start with the analysis of a reduced case, where T ≡ D ≡ Id, v ≡ 0, Γc ≡ n ≡ 0,
that is the following non–local Cahn–Hilliard equation







∂φc
∂t − div

(

b(φc)∇µ
)

= 0,

µ = ψ′(φc)
ǫ + ǫ (J ⋆ 1)φc − ǫJ ⋆ φc,

(9)

endowed with the homogeneous boundary condition

b(φc)∇µ · ν|∂Ω = 0. (10)

For modelling reasons (cf. Section 3) we consider here a general expression for the mobility

b(φc) =
φαc (1− φc)2

M
, α ≥ 0, (11)
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whereM denotes a generic friction constant. This particular form of the mobility will be derived
in Section 3, where it will be shown that different values of α correspond to different empirical
laws for the filtration processes between the phases in the mixture. We observe that the case
with α = 1 was considered in [7] in the framework of the application of mixture model for
solid tumors. As we will show, this case corresponds to a filtration process described by a
Kozeny–Karman permeability law.

Equation (9) models, indeed, the evolution of biological cells such as solid tumors. The
degeneracy set of the the mobility and set of singularities of the cellular potential do not
coincide, and the absence of cells is an unstable potential equilibrium configuration. This
feature introduces a non-trivial difference with respect to the standard Cahn–Hilliard equation
analyzed in the literature. Regarding the case of standard non–local Cahn–Hilliard equation
with double–well type potentials, we can refer to [19], where a model of Cahn–Hilliard type
for phase separation in a two–phase system involving non–local interactions has been presented
and to [11] where an abstract equation including the Cahn–Hilliard type one, possibly also with
non–smooth potential, has been studied.

The Cahn–Hilliard model itself goes back to [8] and a fairly complete review on the recent
related literature can be found e. g. in [32]. In these papers, the nonlinearity ψ is always
represented by a double–well smooth potential or of logarithmic type. However, in modeling
tumor growth, this form of the potential seems unphysical for biological cells, since it has
been observed that cell–cell interactions are attractive at a moderate cell volume fraction and
repulsive at a high volume fraction, with a zero for φc = 0 and an infinite cell–cell repulsion
as φc approaches the value 1, (c.f., [27]). Hence, in this paper, we propose to use a single–
well potential of Lennard–Jones type (cf. (2)). As reference for this case, we can quote the
paper [2], where existence results for different classes of weak solutions have been given for the
case of the local Cahn–Hilliard type equation and a continuous finite element approximation
of the problem, where the positivity of the solution is enforced through a discrete variational
inequality, has been provided.

Here we are interested in the non–local Cahn–Hilliard type equation (9) with singular single–
well type potential (2), degenerate mobility (10) and convolution kernel (3), because for this
type of equation we can prove the so–called “strict–separation property”, which guarantees that
the phase parameter φc stays confined in the interval (δ, 1 − δ) for some positive constant δ in
case α ≥ 2. Up to our knowledge, this is the first result in the framework of the non–local
Cahn–Hilliard equation with single–well potential. Notice that this result opens the way to
other investigations, like the ones related to regularity of solutions or to the associated optimal
control analysis, due to the fact that the singularity of the potential does not apply anymore in
the interval [δ, 1 − δ].

Regarding instead results on the separation property for the case of non–local Cahn–Hilliard
equation with double–well potential, we can quote the references [20, 21, 17, 16, 15], as well as
the recent contributions [24, 35] in dimension three.

We observe that the strict separation property implies that pure phases of the mixture are
never attained if the system starts its evolution from an initial condition with no pure phases. In
the context of the dynamics of a binary mixture of biological cells (such as a mixture of cancer
and healthy cells) with no source or sink terms this means that a cells species cannot saturate
all the available volume at the expense of the other species, due to mechanical repulsion and
friction forces between the cells.

We are also interested in the design of a continuous finite element approximation of the
model which is well posed and gradient stable and which preserves the physical properties of
the continuous solutions.

The plan of the paper is the following. In the next Section 2 we introduce the notation
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and the functional setting. In Section 3 we introduce a general model for a binary, closed,
incompressible mixture of tumor cells in presence of a nutrient species, which is assumed to
be advected by the mixture velocity field. In Section 4 we prove existence of weak solutions
for the single non–local Cahn–Hilliard equation (9) in case of singular single–well potential
and degenerate mobility, while, in Section 5, we prove the main result of the paper, which is
the separation property (and consequently uniqueness of solutions) based on a Moser iteration
scheme. The latter property is derived in three spatial dimensions, which implies the same result
also for lower spatial dimensions. In Section 6, we propose a well posed and gradient stable
continuous finite element approximation of the model for d ≤ 3 which preserves the physical
properties of the continuos solution and which is computationally efficient. Finally, in Section 7
we report the results of numerical simulations for different test cases in two spatial dimensions,
which prove the consistency of the proposed numerical scheme and which describe the dynamics
of the spinodal decomposition for the considered model.

2 Notation and functional setting

Let Ω ⊆ R
d, d ≤ 3, be an open bounded domain. Let T > 0 denote some final time, and set

ΩT := Ω × (0, T ). We indicate with Lp(Ω), Wm,p(Ω), Hm(Ω) = Wm,2(Ω) and Lp((0, T );X)
the usual Lebesgue, Sobolev and Bochner spaces, for p ∈ [1,∞] and m ∈ N. We moreover set
H := L2(Ω), V := H1(Ω). For a normed space X, the associated norm is denoted by || · ||X .
When X = L2(Ω), we denote by (·, ·) and || · || the standard L2 inner product and induced
norm respectively. If X is a Banach space, we denote as X ′ its dual space. When X = V , we
denote by < ·, · > the duality pairing between V ′ and V . We also indicate with C(Ω̄) the space
of continuous functions from Ω̄ to R.

Furthermore, C denotes throughout a generic positive constant independent of the unknown
variables, the discretization and the regularization parameters, the value of which might change
from line to line; C1, C2, . . . indicate generic positive constants whose particular value must
be tracked through the calculations; C(a) denotes a constant depending on the non-negative
parameter a, such that, for C1 > 0, if a ≤ C1, there exists a C2 > 0 such that C(a) ≤ C2.

It is useful to introduce the inverse Laplacian operator G : V ′
0 → V0 such that

(∇Gv,∇η) =< v, η > ∀η ∈ V, (12)

where V ′
0 := {v ∈ V ′ :< v, 1 >= 0} and V0 = {v ∈ V : (v, 1) = 0}. The existence and

uniqueness of an element Gv ∈ V0, for any v ∈ V ′
0 , follows from the Lax-Milgram Theorem and

the Poincaré’s inequality.
We can define a norm on V ′

0 by setting

||v||−1 := ||∇Gv|| ≡< v,Gv >1/2 ∀v ∈ V ′
0 . (13)

We recall the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (see e.g. [6, 18, 33]).

Lemma 2.1 Let Ω ⊂ R
d, d ≤ 3, be a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary and f ∈

Wm,r ∩ Lq, q ≥ 1, r ≤ ∞, where f can be a function with scalar, vectorial or tensorial values.
For any integer j with 0 ≤ j < m, suppose there is α ∈ R such that

j − d

p
=

(

m− d

r

)

α+ (1− α)
(

−d
q

)

,
j

m
≤ α ≤ 1.

Then, there exists a positive constant C depending on Ω, d, m, j, q, r and α such that

||Djf ||Lp(Ω) ≤ C||f ||αWm,r(Ω)||f ||1−αLq(Ω). (14)
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Let Th be a quasi-uniform conforming decomposition of Ω into d−simplices K, and let us
introduce the following finite element spaces:

Sh := {χ ∈ C(Ω̄) : χ|K ∈ P 1(K) ∀K ∈ Th} ⊂ V,
Kh := {χ ∈ Sh : χ ≥ 0 inΩ}

where P1(K) indicates the space of polynomials of total order one on K.
Let I be the set of nodes of Th and {xj}j∈I be the set of their coordinates. Moreover,

let {χj}j∈I be the Lagrangian basis functions associated with each node j ∈ I. Denoting by
πh : C(Ω̄) → Sh the standard Lagrangian interpolation operator we define the lumped scalar
product as

(η1, η2)
h =

∫

Ω
πh(η1(x)η2(x))dx ≡

∑

j∈I

(1, χj)η1(xj)η2(xj), (15)

for all η1, η2 ∈ C(Ω̄). We observe that, since χj ∈ Kh for all j ∈ I, the lumped scalar product
induces a norm on Sh (while it induces a seminorm in higher order finite element spaces). Given
η ∈ C(Ω̄), J(·) ∈ C(Ω̄), we define the approximation of the convolution function J ⋆ η as

(J ⋆ η)h := πh




∑

j∈I

J(x− xj)η(xj)(1, χj)



 =
∑

i,j∈I

J(xi − xj)η(xj)(1, χj)χi(x). (16)

Remark 2.1 If J(·) ≥ 0 (resp. > 0) we have that (J ⋆ 1)h ≥ 0 (resp. > 0). This is a
consequence of the fact that, since we are working with first order finite elements method, χi ∈
Kh. We observe that for higher order finite elements this property could be not satisfied.

We also introduce the lumped scalar product between a convolution function J ⋆ η1 and η2 as

(J ⋆ η1, η2)
h2 := ((J ⋆ η1)h, η2)

h ≡
∫

Ω

∫

Ω
πhx{πhy [J(x− y)η1(y)]η2(x)}dydx (17)

=
∑

i,j∈I

(1, χi)(1, χj)J(xi − xj)η1(xj)η2(xi).

We observe that the formula (15)-(17) correspond to considering an approximation of integral
terms through a quadrature formula based on the nodes in I and on the trapezoidal integration
rule (see e.g. [36, Section 11.4]). We give the following result, which will be useful in the sequel.

Lemma 2.2 Let η ∈ C(Ω̄) and J(·) ∈ C(Ω̄), with J(x) = J(−x). Then, the following relation
is satisfied:

((J ⋆ 1)hη, η)
h ± (J ⋆ η, η)h

2
=
∑

i,j∈I

J(xi − xj) (η(xi)± η(xj))2 (1, χi)(1, χj). (18)

Proof. Using (16), (17) and the symmetry of the kernel J , we may write

((J ⋆ 1)hη, η)
h ± (J ⋆ η, η)h

2

=
∑

i,j∈I

J(xi − xj)η
2(xi)(1, χi)(1, χj)±

∑

i,j∈I

J(xi − xj)η(xi)η(xj)(1, χi)(1, χj)

=
1

2

∑

i,j∈I

J(xi − xj)η
2(xi)(1, χi)(1, χj) +

1

2

∑

i,j∈I

J(xi − xj)η
2(xj)(1, χi)(1, χj)

±
∑

i,j∈I

J(xi − xj)η(xi)η(xj)(1, χi)(1, χj),

6



from which we get (18). �

We introduce the L2 lumped projection operator P̂ h : L2(Ω)→ Sh defined by

(P̂ hη, χ)h = (η, χ) ∀χ ∈ Sh. (19)

We recall the following well-known results, (see e.g. [4]).

Lemma 2.3 The following properties hold

||χ||Lp2 (Ω) ≤ Ch
−d( 1

p1
− 1

p2
)||χ||Lp1 (Ω) ∀χ ∈ Sh, 1 ≤ p1 ≤ p2 ≤ ∞; (20)

||χ||2 ≤ (χ, χ)h ≤ (d+ 2)||χ||2 ∀χ ∈ Sh. (21)

Similarly to (12), we define the discrete Green operator Ĝh : Fh → V h as follows

(∇Ĝhv,∇χ) = (v, χ)h ∀χ ∈ Sh, (22)

where Fh = {v ∈ C̄(Ω) : (v, 1) = 0} and V h = {vh ∈ Sh : (vh, 1) = 0}.

3 Derivation of the model

We consider a binary, saturated, closed and incompressible mixture in an open bounded domain
Ω ⊂ R

d, composed by a tumor phase c with volume fraction φc and a phase l composed by
liquid and healthy cells with volume fraction φl. In the sequel, we will call c the cells phase
and l the liquid phase. Both phases have a constant density γ, equal to the water density. We
assume that the mixture dynamics is coupled with the evolution of a nutrient species, with
concentration n. Every component satisfies a continuity equation,

∂φc
∂t

+ div(φcv) + div(Jc) =
Γc(n, φc)

γ
, (23)

∂φl
∂t

+ div(φlv) + div(Jl) =
Γl(n, φc)

γ
, (24)

∂n

∂t
+ div(nv) + div(Jn) = S(n, φc), (25)

with φc + φl = 1, Γc + Γl = 0, Jc = φc(vc − v), Jl = φl(vl − v). Here, v = φcvc + φlvl is the
volume-averaged mixture velocity, which satisfies the incompressibility condition

divv = 0, (26)

as a consequence of the saturation and the closedness properties of the mixture. The nutrient
is assumed to be advected by the mixture velocity v and transported by the flux Jn.

We postulate the form (1) (with Π = 1 for ease of notation) of the free energy of the system
with a single well potential of the Lennard–Jones type (2) and a non–local interactions between
the phases, given by a kernel J of the form (3).

We note that the local diffuse–interface free energy introduced in [1] can be obtained from
(1), (2) and (3) by considering the first order terms of a formal expansion in ǫ of the non–local
kernel (see e.g. [17] for details).
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Remark 3.1 We can rewrite the free energy (1) as
∫

Ω

(
ψ(φc)

ǫ
− ǫ
(
J ⋆ 1

2

)

φc(1− φc) +
χn
2
|n|2 + χcn(1− φc)

)

dx (27)

+
ǫ

2

∫

Ω

∫

Ω
J(x− y)φc(x)(1 − φc(y))dx dy,

and observe that the non–local term in (27) represents non–local adhesive interactions between

the cells and the liquid phases. The term ψ(φc)
ǫ − ǫ

(
J⋆1
2

)
φc(1 − φc) represents the phenomeno-

logical analogue of the entropy of mixing between the phases (see [23]), which is strictly convex,
for all x ∈ Ω, when

ǫ inf
x∈Ω

(J ⋆ 1) >
2 + (1− φ̄)− 3 3

√

1− φ̄
ǫ

. (28)

Due to the localized form (3) of the kernel J , the condition (28) is realistic even for small values
of ǫ. Indeed, it’s easy to show that ǫ (J ⋆ 1) ∼ 1

ǫ .

We now derive the model for the dynamics of the system satisfying the second law of thermo-
dynamics in isothermal situation and a generalized variational principle of least dissipation.
Let us firstly introduce the functional derivatives of the free energy E(φc, n):

µ :=
δE

δφc
=
ψ′(φc)

ǫ
− χcn+ ǫ (J ⋆ 1)φc − ǫJ ⋆ φc,

η :=
δE

δn
= χnn+ χc(1− φc).

We multiply equation (23) by µ, equation (25) by η, (26) by a multiplier p, integrate the resulting
terms over a generic volume R(t) ⊂ Ω transported with the mixture velocity and sum the three
contributions. We get
∫

R(t)
µ

(
∂φc
∂t

+ v · ∇φc + φcdivv + divJc

)

dx+

∫

R(t)
η

(
∂n

∂t
+ v · ∇n+ ndivv + divJn

)

dx

+

∫

R(t)
pdivv dx =

∫

R(t)

(
Γc
γ
µ+ Sη

)

dx.

Inserting the explicit expressions of µ and η, rearranging the terms and integrating by parts we
get
∫

R(t)

((
ψ′(φc)

ǫ
− χcn+ ǫ (J ⋆ 1)φc − ǫJ ⋆ φc

)
∂φc
∂t

+ (χnn+ χc(1− φc))
∂n

∂t

)

dx

+

∫

R(t)

((
ψ′(φc)

ǫ
− χcn+ ǫ (J ⋆ 1)φc − ǫJ ⋆ φc

)

v · ∇φc + (χnn+ χc(1− φc))v · ∇n
)

dx

+

∫

R(t)

(
φcµ+ χnn

2 + χcn(1− φc)
)
divv dx+

∫

S(t)
(µJc + ηJn) · ν dS−

∫

R(t)
(Jc · ∇µ+ Jn · ∇η) dx+

∫

R(t)
pdivv dx =

∫

R(t)

(
∂e

∂t
+ v · ∇e+

(χn
2
n2 + χcn(1− φc)

)

divv+
(

µφc +
χn
2
n2 + p

)

divv

)

dx+

∫

R(t)

(

− ǫ
2
(J ⋆ φc)v · ∇φc −

ǫ

2
v · (∇J ⋆ 1)φ2c +

ǫ

2
v · (∇J ⋆ φc)φc

)

dx+

∫

S(t)
(µJc + ηJn) · ν dS −

∫

R(t)
(Jc · ∇µ+ Jn · ∇η) dx =

∫

R(t)

(
Γc
γ
µ+ Sη

)

dx.
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We rewrite the terms
∫

R(t)

(

− ǫ
2
(J ⋆ φc)v · ∇φc −

ǫ

2
v · (∇J ⋆ 1)φ2c +

ǫ

2
v · (∇J ⋆ φc)φc

)

dx

=

∫

R(t)

(

v · (µ+ χcn)∇φc +
(

− ǫ
2
(J ⋆ φc)φc +

ǫ

2
(J ⋆ 1)φ2c +

ψ(φc)

ǫ

)

divv

)

dx

+

∫

S(t)

(
ǫ

2
(J ⋆ φc)φc −

ǫ

2
(J ⋆ 1)φ2c −

ψ(φc)

ǫ

)

v · ν dS,

and obtain
∫

R(t)

(
∂e

∂t
+ v · ∇e+ edivv + v ·

(

∇
(

−p− χn
2
n2 − µφc

)

+ (µ+ χcn)∇φc
))

dx (29)

+

∫

S(t)
(µJc + ηJn + (p+ µφc + ηn− e)v) · ν dS −

∫

R(t)
(Jc · ∇µ+ Jn · ∇η) dx

=

∫

R(t)

(
Γc
γ
µ+ Sη

)

dx.

The second law of thermodynamics in isothermal situations and with source terms takes the
form of the following dissipation inequality [22, 26]

d

dt

∫

R(t)
e ≤ −

∫

∂R(t)
JE · νdS +

∫

R(t)

(

kc
Γc
γ

+ knS

)

dx, (30)

for each material volume R(t) ⊂ Ω, with the energy flux JE and the multipliers kc, kn to be
determined. By comparing (29) with (30), the constitutive assumptions can be made in order
for the system to fulfill the dissipation inequality (30)

p̄ = p− χn
2
n2 − µφc, (31)

v = −k (∇p̄− (µ+ χcn)∇φc) , (32)

Jc = −b(φc)T∇µ, (33)

Jn = −D(φc)D∇(χnn+ χc(1− φc)), (34)

JE = µJc + ηJn + (p+ µφc + ηn − e)v, (35)

kc = µ, kn = χnn+ χc(1− φc), (36)

where k is a friction parameter, b(φc),D(φc) are positive mobilities, assumed to be dependent
only on φc, T,D are symmetric positive definite tensors, representing anisotropy in the nutrient
diffusion and in the cells motility respectively.

Inserting (31)–(34) in (23)–(25), we get the following system of equations






v = −k (∇p̄− (µ+ χcn)∇φc) ,
divv = 0,

∂φc
∂t + v · ∇φc + div

(

b(φc)T∇µ
)

= Γc

γ ,

µ = ψ′(φc)
ǫ − χcn+ ǫ (J ⋆ 1)φc − ǫJ ⋆ φc,

∂n
∂t + v · ∇n− div (D(φc)D∇(χnn+ χc(1− φc))) = S,

(37)

in Ω, which we endow with the homogeneous boundary conditions

b(φc)T∇µ · ν|∂Ω = D(φc)D∇(χnn+ χc(1− φc)) · ν|∂Ω = v|∂Ω = 0→ JE · ν|∂Ω = 0. (38)
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A solution of system (37), supplemented with the boundary conditions (38), formally satisfies
the following energy equality

dE

dt
+

1

k

∫

Ω
|v|2dx+

∫

Ω
b(φc)T∇µ · ∇µdx (39)

+

∫

Ω
D(φc)D∇(χnn+ χc(1− φc)) · ∇(χnn+ χc(1− φc))dx

=

∫

Ω

Γc
γ
µdx+

∫

Ω
S(χnn+ χc(1− φc))dx,

which is obtained by multiplying the first equation of (37) by 1
kv, the second equation by p̄,

the third equation by µ, the fourth equation by ∂φc
∂t , the fifth equation by χnn + χc(1 − φc),

integrating over Ω and summing all the contributions, observing also that

−χc
∫

Ω
(1− φc)v · ∇n dx = −χc

∫

∂Ω
(n(1− φc))v · ν dS − χc

∫

Ω
nv · ∇φc.

In order to close the system (37) and determine particular forms for the mobility functions
b(φc) and D(φc), we apply the Onsager Variational Principle (OVP) [34], which defines the
irreversible non–equilibrium dynamics for near–equilibrium thermodynamic systems in terms of
linear fluxes–forces balance equations. This principle has been widely applied for the derivation
of continuum phenomenological models of soft matter, see e. g. [12, 10, 37], based on the
observation that the macroscopic behavior of soft matter is driven by the interactions between
its constituents units, at the constituent scale, which drive the system locally in a metastable
regime out of equilibrium, and by the dissipation mechanisms operating in the system itself.
In isothermal situations, the OVP takes the following form: given a set of slow state variables
xi, i = 1, . . . , n, the dynamics of the system is described by the thermodynamic fluxes which
minimize the Onsager functional O(ẋi) = Φ(ẋi)+ Ė(xi, ẋi), where Φ is the dissipation function,
which is quadratic in ẋi as a near–equilibrium approximation, and E is the free energy of the
system. In our case, we minimize (39) with respect to the variables vc and vl, thus obtaining
the momentum balance equations for the two phases of the mixture as linear fluxes–forces
relations, to be supplemented to the mass balance equations (23)-(25) in the mixture dynamics
description. We thus rewrite (39) as

∫

Ω

δE

δφc

(
Γc
γ
− div(φcvc)

)

dx+

∫

Ω

δE

δn

(

S − div(nv)− divJn

)

dx+
1

k

∫

Ω
|v|2dx (40)

+

∫

Ω
b(φc)T∇µ · ∇µdx+

∫

Ω
D(φc)D∇η · ∇ηdx =

∫

Ω

Γc
γ
µdx+

∫

Ω
Sηdx,

which gives

∫

Ω
µ (−div(φcvc)) dx+

∫

Ω
η (−div(nv)) dx+

1

k

∫

Ω
|v|2dx+

∫

Ω
b(φc)T∇µ · ∇µdx = 0. (41)

As in the framework of the OVP, we assume that the dissipation term due to the viscous
interactions between the phases can be assumed to depend only on the drag between the phases
and can be written as a quadratic term in the relative velocity between the two phases

∫

Ω
b(φc)T∇µ ·∇µdx ≡

∫

Ω
K(φc)T

−1(vc−vl) · (vc−vl)dx→ vc−vl = −
√

b(φc)

K(φc)
T∇µ, (42)
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where K(φc) is a friction function to be specified later. Sobstituting (42) in (41), we find that a
minimum of (41) with respect to the phase velocities vc and vl satisfies the following first-order
conditions {

φc∇µ+ φcn∇η + 2φck v +K(φc)T
−1(vc − vl) = 0,

φln∇η + 2φlk v −K(φc)T
−1(vc − vl) = 0,

(43)

which, after the elimination of the variable v, gives

vc − vl = −
φc(1− φc)
K(φc)

T∇µ. (44)

Comparing (44) with (42), we get that

b(φc) =
φ2c(1− φc)2
K(φc)

. (45)

Note that the OVP does not impose any constraint on the mobility function D(φc).
For what concerns the friction function K(φc), it can be expressed as

K(φc) =
(1− φc)ρc
k(φc)

, (46)

where ρc is the viscosity of the liquid phase and k(φc) is the intrinsic permeability of the tumor
phase. Indeed, we can consider the model dynamics as describing a Darcy–like flow of the
viscous fluid associated to the phase l through the porous–permeable solid matrix associated
to the soft material of the phase c [29], and (42) represents the momentum exchange between
the two phases. A possible expression for the intrinsic permeability can be derived by assuming
that the tumor tissue consists of homogeneous and isotropic parallel cylindrical pores, and using
the Poiseuille formula for a capillary tube [29]

k(φc) =
r2(1− φc)

8δ2
, (47)

where r is the effective radius of the pores and δ the tortuosity factor. This gives K(φc) =M ,
where M is a generic friction constant, and

b(φc) =
φ2c(1− φc)2

M
. (48)

Remark 3.2 We observe that in [2] the form K(φc) =Mφc was assumed, which lead to

b(φc) =
φc(1− φc)2

M
. (49)

This form for the friction function K can be obtained by considering a variable fluid viscosity
ρc ∝ (1− φc) in (46) and a Kozeny–Carman permeability–porosity law [30, 9]

k(φc) ∝
(1− φc)2

φc
,

which can be obtained from (47) by substituting the effective radius r with the hydraulic radius
rh = 1−φc

shφc
, where sh is the ratio of the exposed interfacial surface with the solid volume. The

Kozeny–Carman law is tipically used to model the Darcy flow of a fluid in a porous permeable
rock, where the hydraulic radius is an effective definition for the representative radius of the
pores.

11



On account of the possible forms of the mobility function (48)-(49), obtained by considering
different modelizations of the friction function K(φc), in the following we will consider a general
expression for the mobility of the form

b(φc) =
φαc (1− φc)2

M
, α ≥ 0. (50)

We observe that the expression (50) with α = 1 is the standard form for the mobility considered
for the description of the tumor growth dynamics in literature (see e.g. [7, 2]). Here we generalize
this expression by introducing a parameter α ≥ 0, related to mechanical parameters which enter
in the constitutive laws for the filtration processes between the mixture’s components and which
may vary for different type of biological cells.

In the following, we will consider the analysis of the simplified model problem when v ≡ 0,
Γc ≡ 0 and n ≡ 0, i.e.







∂φ
∂t − div

(

b(φ)∇µ
)

= 0,

µ = ψ′(φ)
ǫ + ǫ (J ⋆ 1)φ− ǫJ ⋆ φ,

(51)

in Ω, where we omit to write the subscript c for the cells phase and for simplicity we have chosen
T = Id, endowed with the homogeneous boundary condition

b(φ)∇µ · ν|∂Ω = 0. (52)

Moreover, for simplicity we will take ǫ = M = 1 in the analysis. Let us notice that the
techniques we employ in the next sections in order to prove the existence of solutions and the
separation property for equation (51) are a starting point in order then to study the complete
coupled system (37) at least under proper assumptions on the source terms Γc and S.

4 Existence of a weak solution

We recall the following existence theorem for the non–degenerate mobility case with smooth
potential reported e. g. in [17], valid for any spatial dimension d ≤ 3, which will be useful in
the proof of existence of weak solutions in case of singular potential and degenerate mobility
(cf. Thm. 4.2).

Theorem 4.1 Let φ0 ∈ H such that ψ(φ0) ∈ L1(Ω), and suppose that the following properties
are satisfied:

(H1) b ∈ C0,1
loc

(R), and there exist b1, b2 > 0 such that

b1 ≤ b(s) ≤ b2, ∀s ∈ R;

(H2) J(· − x) ∈W 1,1(Ω) for almost any x ∈ Ω and satisfies

J(x) = J(−x), a(x) := J ⋆ 1 ≥ 0, a.e.x ∈ Ω,

a∗ := sup
x∈Ω

∫

Ω
|J(x− y)| dy < +∞, b∗ := sup

x∈Ω

∫

Ω
|∇J(x− y)| dy < +∞;

(H3) ψ ∈ C2,1
loc

(R), and there exist c0 > 0 such that

ψ
′′

(s) + a(x) ≥ c0, ∀s ∈ R, a.e.x ∈ Ω;

12



(H4) There exist c1 >
a∗−a∗

2 , where a∗ := infx∈Ω J ⋆ 1, and c2 ∈ R such that

ψ(s) ≥ c1s2 − c2, ∀s ∈ R;

(H5) There exist c3 > 0, c4 ≥ 0 and r ∈ (1, 2] such that

|ψ′(s)|r ≤ c3|ψ(s)| + c4, ∀s ∈ R.

Then, for every given T > 0, there exists a weak solution φ to (51)-(52), with

φ ∈ L∞(0, T ;H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V ), φt ∈ L2(0, T ;V ′); (53)

µ := aφ− J ⋆ φ+ ψ′(φ) ∈ L2(0, T ;V ),

satisfying the following weak formulation

< φt, ξ > +(b(φ)∇µ,∇ξ) = 0, ∀ξ ∈ V, for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ), (54)

together with the initial condition φ(x, t = 0) = φ0(x) for x ∈ Ω. Moreover, the following energy
inequality is satisfied, for every t ∈ [0, T ],

E(φ(t)) +

∫ t

0
||
√

b(φ)∇µ||2 dτ ≤ E(φ0), (55)

where

E(φ(t)) =
1

4

∫

Ω

∫

Ω
J(x− y) (φc(x)− φc(y))2 dx dy +

∫

Ω
ψ(φc) dx. (56)

Remark 4.1 Taking ξ = φ in (54) and using (53), it’s possible to show (following the same
calculations as in [17, Corollary 1]) that the weak solution constructed in Theorem 4.1 satisfies
the Energy equality

1

2
||φ||2 +

∫ t

0

∫

Ω
b(φ)ψ′′(φ)|∇φ|2 +

∫ t

0

∫

Ω
b(φ)a|∇φ|2 +

∫ t

0

∫

Ω
b(φ) (φ∇a−∇J ⋆ φ) · ∇φ =

1

2
||φ0||2. (57)

We now give the existence result for solutions of equations (51)-(52) in the case of degenerate
mobility and singular single-well potential. Since in the degenerate case the a-priori estimates
do not provide a bound in some Lp space for the gradient of the chemical potential, the weak
solutions of the equations will be defined to satisfy a primal formulation in which the variable
µ does not appear. This is standard for degenerate Cahn–Hilliard equations, both in the local
and in the non-local case (see e.g. [14, 17]). Since the proof of the existence result will make use
of Entropy estimates, in particular to obtain compactness for approximation sequences of the
solution, we introduce the Entropy function Φ ∈ C2(0, 1), defined by the relation Φ′′(r) = 1

b(r)

for all r ∈ (0, 1), with Φ′(A) = Φ(A) = 0, A ∈ (0, 1). Given (50), we observe that

Φ(r) ∼
{

r2−α if α 6= 2,

log(r) if α = 2,
as r→ 0, (58)

while
Φ(r) ∼ log(1− r) as r → 1. (59)

We give the following theorem.
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Theorem 4.2 Let d ≤ 3. Assume that (H2) is satisfied, that b(φ) has the particular form (50)
(with M = 1) and that ψ(φ) is a single-well potential of the form (2). Assume moreover that
(28) is satisfied. Let φ0 ∈ L∞(Ω) such that ψ(φ0) ∈ L1(Ω) and Φ(φ0) ∈ L1(Ω). Then, for every
given T > 0, there exists a weak solution φ to (51)-(52), with

φ ∈ L∞(0, T ;H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V ), φt ∈ L2(0, T ;V ′); (60)

φ ∈ L∞(Ω× (0, T )), 0 ≤ φ(x, t) < 1 a. e. (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, T );
∫

Ω
φ(x, t) =

∫

Ω
φ(x, t = 0);

satisfying the following weak formulation, ∀ξ ∈ V, for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ),

< φt, ξ > +
(
b(φ)ψ′′(φ)∇φ,∇ξ

)
+ (b(φ)a∇φ,∇ξ) + (b(φ) (φ∇a−∇J ⋆ φ) ,∇ξ) = 0, (61)

together with the initial condition φ(x, t = 0) = φ0(x) for x ∈ Ω. Moreover, the weak solution
satisfies the Energy equality (57).

Proof. The proof follows the calculations in the proof of [17, Theorem 2]. Here, we adapt the
proof to the specific case of a degenerate mobility of the form (50) and a singular single-well
potential of the form (2). We observe that the latter potential does not satisfy the hypotheses
A2,A3 in [17, Theorem 2], which are standard hypotheses for double-well potentials. Hence,
in the following we will report the details of the proof which necessitate an ad-hoc treatment
due to the single-well form of the potential, referring the reader to [17] for other details which
follow closely the calculations therein.

We start by introducing a proper regularization of system (51)-(52). Given a regularization
parameter λ ∈ (0, 1), we define a regularized mobility

bλ(r) :=







b(λ) for r ≤ λ,
b(r) for λ < r < 1− λ,
b(1− λ) for r ≥ 1− λ.

(62)

We introduce the following convex splitting of the potential ψ(φ) = ψ1(φ) + ψ2(φ), where

ψ1(φ) = −(1− φ̄) log(1− φ), ψ2(φ) = −
φ3

3
− (1− φ̄)φ

2

2
− (1− φ̄)φ, (63)

where the singular part is contained in the convex component, and moreover we define its
regularization

ψ′′
1,λ(r) :=

{

ψ′′
1 (λ) for r ≥ 1− λ,
ψ′′
1 (r) for r < 1− λ,

(64)

with ψ′
1,λ(1 − λ) = ψ′

1(1− λ) and ψ1,λ(1 − λ) = ψ1(1 − λ). Integrating (64) two times we thus
get

ψ1,λ(r) =

{

−(1− φ̄) log(λ) + 3
2(1− φ̄)− 2

λ(1− φ̄)(1− r) +
1−φ̄
2λ2

(1− r)2 for r ≥ 1− λ,
ψ1(r) for r < 1− λ,

(65)
and

ψ′
1,λ(r) =

{
2
λ(1− φ̄)−

1−φ̄
λ2

(1− r) for r ≥ 1− λ,
ψ′
1(r) for r < 1− λ,

(66)
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Finally, we define the continuous extension ψ̄2 ∈ C2(R) of ψ2 ∈ C2([0, 1]) given by

ψ̄2(r) =

{

ψ2(1) + ψ′
2(1)(r − 1) + 1

2ψ
′′
2 (1)(r − 1)2 for r ≥ 1,

ψ2(r) for r < 1,
(67)

and set ψλ(r) := ψ1,λ(r) + ψ̄2(r) for r ∈ R.
We then consider the regularized problem

{
∂φλ
∂t − div (bλ(φλ)∇µλ) = 0,

µλ = ψ′
λ(φλ) + (J ⋆ 1)φλ − J ⋆ φλ,

(68)

in Ω, endowed with the homogeneous boundary condition

∇µλ · ν|∂Ω = 0, (69)

and initial condition
φλ(x, t = 0) = φ0(x), ∀x ∈ Ω. (70)

From (65) and (67) we observe that

ψλ(r) = −(1− φ̄) log(λ)−
1

3
+

(
2

λ
(1− φ̄) + (2φ̄− 3)

)

(r−1)+

(
1− φ̄
2λ2

+
φ̄− 3

2

)

(r−1)2, (71)

for r ≥ 1, with the terms in the round brackets being positive if

λ ≤ λ0 := min





√

1− φ̄
3− φ̄ ,

2− 2φ̄

3− 2φ̄



 .

We also observe that, for r ≤ 0, ψλ(r) ≥ 0. Moreover, for r ≤ 0,

ψλ(r) = −(1− φ̄) log(1 + |r|) +
|r|3
3
− (1− φ̄)r

2

2
+ (1− φ̄)|r| ≥

− (1− φ̄)|r|+ |r|
3

3
− (1− φ̄) |r|

3

3
− 1− φ̄

6
+ (1− φ̄)|r| ≥ φ̄|r|3 −C ≥ 3φ̄

2γ
r2 − C − φ̄

2γ3
,

for a generic γ > 0 (where we have used the Young inequality). Hence, for sufficiently small γ,
we have that

ψλ(r) ≥ c1r2 − c2, ∀ r ∈ R, ∀λ ≤ λ0, (72)

with c1 >
a∗−a∗

2 , c2 ∈ R. Moreover, thanks to (66) and (67), we have that there exist c3 > 0,
c4 ≥ 0, such that

|ψ′
λ(r)|

3
2 ≤ c3|ψλ(r)|+ c4, ∀r ∈ R.

We also observe that, for λ sufficiently small, ψλ(r) ≤ ψ(r), and that, thanks to assumption
(28), there exists c0 > 0 such that

ψ
′′

λ(s) + a(x) ≥ c0, ∀s ∈ R, a.e. x ∈ Ω. (73)

Hence, the hypothesis (H1)−(H5) of Theorem (4.1) are satisfied, with also ψλ(φ0) ∈ L1(Ω), and
thus there exists a weak solution φλ of (68)–(69) satisfying (53), (54) and the Energy inequality
(55).
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Remark 4.2 The hypothesis (H5) in Theorem 4.1, which is needed to control the L1(Ω) norm
of µ and to pass to the limit in the ψ′ term in µ in the context of a Galerkin approximation of
the problem, can be substituted in our framework by the property that

|ψ′
λ(r)| ≤ C + C|r|2, ∀ r ∈ R,

and by the fact that, from the energy inequality, φλ ∈ L∞(0, T ;H).

From the Energy inequality (55) and from (72) we obtained the uniform (in λ) bounds

||φλ||L∞(0,t;H) ≤ C, (74)

||
√

bλ(φλ)µλ||L2(0,t;H) ≤ C. (75)

We now introduce the Entropy function Φλ ∈ C2(R) such that Φ′′
λ(r) =

1
bλ(r)

, with Φ′
λ(A) =

Φλ(A) = 0, A ∈ (0, 1). We note that

Φλ(r) ≤ Φ(r), ∀r ∈ [0, 1], (76)

for λ sufficiently small. Moreover,

Φλ(r) ≥ 0, ∀r ∈ R, Φλ(r) ≡ Φ(r), for r ∈ (δ, 1 − δ). (77)

We also note that

Φλ(r) ≥
1

2

1

b(1− λ)(r − 1)2, for r ≥ 1, (78)

Φλ(r) ≥
1

2

1

b(λ)
r2, for r ≤ 0.

Taking ξ ≡ Φ′
λ(φλ) in (54) (which is a suitable test function due to the boundedness of Φ′′

λ and
to (53)), and using (53), we obtain that

d

dt

∫

Ω
Φλ(φλ(x, t)) dx +

∫

Ω
∇µλ · ∇φλ =

d

dt

∫

Ω
Φλ(φλ(x, t)) dx +

∫

Ω

(
a+ ψ′′(φλ)

)
|∇φλ|2+

∫

Ω
(φλ∇a−∇J ⋆ φλ) · ∇φλ = 0. (79)

Then, thanks to (73), to the hypotesis (H2) and (74), using moreover the Cauchy–Schwarz and
the Young inequalities, we get

d

dt

∫

Ω
Φλ(φλ(x, t)) dx +

c0
2
||∇φλ||2 ≤ C||φλ||2 ≤ C. (80)

Given (76) and the assumption that Φ(φ0) ∈ L1(Ω), integrating in time the inequality (80)
between 0 and t, for any t ∈ (0, T ), we obtain the uniform (in λ) bounds

||φλ||L2(0,t;V ) ≤ C, (81)

||Φλ(φλ)||L∞(0,t;L1(Ω)) ≤ C. (82)

It’s easy to deduce from (54) by comparison, using the bound (75), that

||∂tφλ||L2(0,t;V ′) ≤ C. (83)
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Collecting the results (74), (75), (81) and (83), which are uniform in λ, from the Banach–Alaoglu
and the Aubin–Lions lemma, we finally obtain the convergence properties, up to subsequences
of the solutions, which we still label by the index λ, as follows:

φλ
∗
⇀ φ in L∞(0, T ;H), (84)

φλ⇀φ in L2(0, T ;V ), (85)

∂tφλ ⇀ ∂tφ in L2(0, T ;V ′), (86)

φλ → φ in C0(0, T ;H) ∩ L2(0, T ;Lp(Ω)), and a.e. in ΩT , (87)

as λ → 0, with p ∈ [1, 6) for d = 3, p ∈ [1,∞) for d = 2. For d = 1, φλ → φ uniformly in ΩT
(see e.g. [1]). Similarly to [17], we may use (82), (78) and the Lebesgue convergence theorem
to deduce that

0 ≤ φ ≤ 1 a.e. (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, T ). (88)

Finally, thanks to (84)- (88) we can pass to the limit for λ → 0 in the weak formulation of
the regularized problem (68)–(69), following the same procedure as in [17], and obtain that the
limit satisfies (61) and, taking ξ = φ in (61), that the limit solution satisfies the Energy equality
(57).

We are now left to prove that φ(x, t) < 1 for a.e. (x, t) ∈ Ω × (0, T ). We proceed by
contradiction, following the same arguments as in [1]. Suppose that there exists a set V ⊂
Ω× (0, T ), with positive measure, such that φ(x, t) ≡ 1 on V. Recalling the strong convergence
(87), we can apply the Egorov Theorem and obtain that, for each δ > 0, there exists a subset
V ′, with |V \ V ′| < δ, on which (a subsequence of) φλ converges uniformly to φ. Hence we get
that there exists a modulus of continuity δ1(ǫ), with δ1(0) = 0, and λ0 > 0 such that

φλ ≥ 1− δ1(ǫ) on V ′, λ ≤ λ0.

From (65) we have that

ψ1,λ(φλ(x, t)) ≥ −(1− φ̄) log δ1(ǫ)−
2

δ1(ǫ)
(1− φ̄), ∀(x, t) ∈ V ′.

Using the Beppo Levi Theorem and the fact that ψ1,λ(r) ≥ 0 for r ≥ 0 if λ is sufficiently small,
we get that

lim sup
λ→0

∫

Ω
ψ1,λ(φλ(x, t̄))dx ≥ lim sup

λ→0

(

−(1− φ̄) log δ1(ǫ)−
2

δ1(ǫ)
(1− φ̄)

)

|V ′| → ∞,

which contradicts (55). Hence, 0 ≤ φ < 1 almost everywhere in Ω× (0, T ). �

Remark 4.3 In the case α ≥ 2, we observe form (58)-(59) that the assumption Φ(φ0) ∈ L1(Ω)
of Theorem 4.2 implies that 0 < φ0 < 1, i.e. that the initial condition corresponds to a mixed
configuration with no pure phases. Moreover, if α ≥ 2 we can prove that 0 < φ(x, t) for almost
every (x, t) ∈ Ω× [0, T ]. Indeed, using (77), the Fatou lemma and (82) we have that

∫

Ω
lim
λ→0

Φλ(φλ) ≤ lim
λ→0

∫

Ω
Φλ(φλ) ≤ C,

for a.a. t ∈ (0, T ). Moreover, thanks to (77) and (58), we have that

Φλ(φλ) ≥ min{Φ(λ),Φ(φλ)} → ∞,

if limλ→0 φλ(t,x) = 1, hence from the latter relations we conclude that the set {x|φ(x, t) = 0}
has zero measure for almost all t ∈ [0, T ].
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5 Strict separation property and uniqueness result

We now give a strict separation result, obtained from a Moser–Alikakos iteration argument. As
a consequence of the latter result, we will prove the uniqueness of the weak solution defined
in Theorem 4.2. This result is obtained in the most restrictive case of d = 3, but the Moser–
Alikakos iteration argument remains valid also for d ≤ 3, using in particular the less restrictive
Sobolev embeddings (14) for d < 3 in the process.. In the following, we will prove the separation
result by a formal argument, justifying the calculations rigorously in a remark.

Theorem 5.1 Let d = 3 and the hypothesis of Theorem 4.2 be satisfied. Let moreover 0 <
φ0 < 1, and let φ be a weak solution of (61). Moreover, let us assume that α ≥ 2 and that
a∗ > 1− φ̄. Then, there exists a positive constant δ such that

δ ≤ φ(x, t) ≤ 1− δ, for a. e. (x, t) ∈ Ω× [0, T ]. (89)

Proof. The proof is based on a Moser–Alikakos iteration argument, following [31]. In
particular, we derive the proof for the strict separation result δ ≤ φ(x, t). Once this result is
obtained, we use a result reported in [16] to show that φ(x, t) ≤ 1− δ.

We start by deriving formal estimates for inverse powers of φ starting from (61) and taking
ξ = −φ−l−2, with l ∈ [0,∞). Rigorous estimates could be obtained by considering proper
truncations of the test functions, as described in Remark 5.2. Recalling that

ψ′′
1 (φ) =

1− φ̄
(1− φ)2 , ψ′′

2 (φ) = −2φ− (1− φ̄),

and defining h := 1− φ̄, we have

< φt,−φ−l−2 > +h(l + 2)
(

φα−l−3∇φ,∇φ
)

= (l + 2)
(

(1− φ)2φα−l−3∇J ⋆ φ,∇φ
)

(90)

+ 2(l + 2)
(

(1− φ)2φα−l−2∇φ,∇φ
)

+ h(l + 2)
(

(1− φ)2φα−l−3∇φ,∇φ
)

− (l + 2)
(

(1− φ)2aφα−l−3∇φ,∇φ
)

− (l + 2)
(

(1− φ)2φα−l−2∇J ⋆ 1,∇φ
)

.

Since −φ−l−2 is monotone and due to (60), we have that

< φt,−φ−l−2 >=
1

l + 1

d

dt
(φ−l−1, 1).

Expanding the factor (1 − φ)2 in the third and fourth terms on the right hand side of (90),
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integrating in time from 0 to T and rearranging terms, we get

(φ−l−1, 1) +
4a∗(l + 1)(l + 2)

(α− l − 1)2

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

∣
∣
∣∇φ

α−l−1
2

∣
∣
∣

2
dx dt+ (91)

4(a∗ − h)(l + 1)(l + 2)

(α− l + 1)2

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

∣
∣
∣∇φ

α−l+1
2

∣
∣
∣

2
dx dt ≤

(φ−l−1
0 , 1) +

2(l + 1)(l + 2)

α− l − 1

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
(1− φ)2φα−l−3

2 ∇J ⋆ φ · ∇φα−l−1
2 dx dt

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I1

+
8(l + 1)(l + 2)

(α− l)2
∫ T

0

∫

Ω

(
(1− φ)2 + (a− h)

)
∣
∣
∣∇φ

α−l
2

∣
∣
∣

2
dx dt

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I2

− 2(l + 1)(l + 2)

α− l − 1

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
(1− φ)2φα−l−1

2 ∇J ⋆ 1 · ∇φα−l−1
2 dx dt

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I3

.

Using (60), (H2), the fact that α ≥ 2, the Cauchy–Schwarz and Young inequalities

I1 ≤
2b(l + 1)(l + 2)

α− l − 1

∫ T

0

(

φα−l−3, 1
) 1

2
(

∇φα−l−1
2 ,∇φα−l−1

2

) 1
2
dx dt

≤ 2b(l + 1)(l + 2)

α− l − 1

∫ T

0

(

φ−l−1, 1
) 1

2
(

∇φα−l−1
2 ,∇φα−l−1

2

) 1
2
dx dt

≤ a∗(l + 1)(l + 2)

(α− l − 1)2

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

∣
∣
∣∇φ

α−l−1
2

∣
∣
∣

2
dx dt+

b2(l + 1)(l + 2)

a∗

∫ T

0

(

φ−l−1, 1
)

dt,

and

|I3| ≤
a∗(l + 1)(l + 2)

(α− l − 1)2

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

∣
∣
∣∇φ

α−l−1
2

∣
∣
∣

2
dx dt+

b2(l + 1)(l + 2)

a∗

∫ T

0

(

φ−l−1, 1
)

dt.

Using (60) and (H2) we moreover have

I2 ≤
C(l + 1)(l + 2)

(α− l)2
∫ T

0

∫

Ω

∣
∣
∣∇φ

α−l
2

∣
∣
∣

2
dx dt.

We thus obtain
(
1

φ

l+1

, 1

)

+
2a∗(l + 1)(l + 2)

(α− l − 1)2

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

∣
∣
∣∇φ

α−l−1
2

∣
∣
∣

2
dx dt (92)

+
4(a∗ − h)(l + 1)(l + 2)

(α− l + 1)2

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

∣
∣
∣∇φ

α−l+1
2

∣
∣
∣

2
dx dt

≤
(

1

φ0

l+1

, 1

)

+C(l + 1)(l + 2)

∫ T

0

(
1

φ

l+1

, 1

)

dt

+
C(l + 1)(l + 2)

(α− (l − 1)− 1)2

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

∣
∣
∣∇φ

α−(l−1)−1
2

∣
∣
∣

2
dx dt.

Remark 5.1 The inequality (92) gives, for l = 0,
(
1

φ
, 1

)

+
4a∗

(α− 1)2

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

∣
∣
∣∇φ

α−1
2

∣
∣
∣

2
dx dt ≤

(
1

φ0
, 1

)

+ C

∫ T

0

(
1

φ
, 1

)

dt (93)

+
C

4

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
φα−2|∇φ|2 dx dt.
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Hence, since α ≥ 2 and thanks to (60), a Gronwall argument gives that

1

φ
∈ L∞(0, T ;L1(Ω)), φ

α−1
2 ∈ L2(0, T ;V ). (94)

We note also that, for l = −1, the inequality (92) gives that − log φ ∈ L∞(0, T ;L1(Ω)). Then,
starting from (93) and iterating over the index l in (92), for l finite, we get that

1

φ
∈ L∞(0, T ;Lp(Ω)), φ

α−p

2 ∈ L2(0, T ;V ), ∀p ∈ (1,∞). (95)

We continue from (92), rewriting the second term on the right hand side as

C(l + 1)(l + 2)

∫ T

0

(
1

φ

l+1

, 1

)

dt = C(l+ 1)(l + 2)

∫ T

0

((
1

φ

)α
2
(
1

φ

) l+1
2
(
1

φ

) l+1−α
2

, 1

)

dt.

Then, using a trilinear Hölder inequality, (95) with p = 3α, the Gagliardo–Niremberg inequality
(14) and the Young inequality, the fact that 0 ≤ φ ≤ 1 and the inequality

√
a+ b ≤ √a +

√
b

for each a, b ∈ R
+, we get

C1(l + 1)(l + 2)

∫ T

0

(
1

φ

l+1

, 1

)

dt ≤

C(l + 1)(l + 2)

∫ T

0

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

(
1

φ

)α
2

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
L6(Ω)

(
∫

Ω

(
1

φ

)3(l+1−α)
) 1

6





∫

Ω

(
1

φ

) 3(l+1)
4





2
3

dt ≤

C(l + 1)(l + 2)

∫ T

0

(∫

Ω

(

φα−l−1 +
∣
∣
∣∇φ

α−l−1
2

∣
∣
∣

2
)) 1

2





∫

Ω

(
1

φ

) 3(l+1)
4





2
3

dt ≤

C1

2
(l + 1)(l + 2)

∫ T

0

(
1

φ

l+1

, 1

)

dt+
C2

2C1
(l + 1)(l + 2)

∫ T

0





∫

Ω

(
1

φ

) 3(l+1)
4





4
3

dt+

a∗(l + 1)(l + 2)

2(α− l − 1)2

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

∣
∣
∣∇φ

α−l−1
2

∣
∣
∣

2
dx dt

+
C2(l + 1)(l + 2)(α− l − 1)2

2a∗

∫ T

0





∫

Ω

(
1

φ

) 3(l+1)
4





4
3

dt.

Finally we obtain
(
1

φ

l+1

, 1

)

+
a∗(l + 1)(l + 2)

(α− l − 1)2

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

∣
∣
∣∇φ

α−l−1
2

∣
∣
∣

2
dx dt+ (96)

4(a∗ − h)(l + 1)(l + 2)

(α− l + 1)2

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

∣
∣
∣∇φ

α−l+1
2

∣
∣
∣

2
dx dt ≤

(
1

φ0

l+1

, 1

)

+

C(l + 1)(l + 2)(α − l − 1)2
∫ T

0





∫

Ω

(
1

φ

) 3(l+1)
4





4
3

dt+

C(l + 1)(l + 2)

(α− l)2
∫ T

0

∫

Ω

∣
∣
∣∇φ

α−l
2

∣
∣
∣

2
dx dt ≤

(
1

φ0

l+1

, 1

)

+ C(l + 1)4
∫ T

0





∫

Ω

(
1

φ

) 3(l+1)
4





4
3

dt+
Cl(l + 1)

(α− l)2
∫ T

0

∫

Ω

∣
∣
∣∇φ

α−l
2

∣
∣
∣

2
dx dt.
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Iterating (96), and considering that 1
φ0
, 1φ > 1 for a. e. (x, t) ∈ Ω× [0, T ], we get

(
1

φ

l+1

, 1

)

+
a∗(l + 1)(l + 2)

(α− l − 1)2

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

∣
∣
∣∇φ

α−l−1
2

∣
∣
∣

2
dx dt+ (97)

4(a∗ − h)(l + 1)(l + 2)

(α − l + 1)2

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

∣
∣
∣∇φ

α−l+1
2

∣
∣
∣

2
dx dt ≤

(
1

φ0

l+1

, 1

)

+

C(l + 1)4
∫ T

0





∫

Ω

(
1

φ

) 3(l+1)
4





4
3

dt+
C1l(l + 1)

(α− l)2
∫ T

0

∫

Ω

∣
∣
∣∇φ

α−l
2

∣
∣
∣

2
dx dt ≤

(
1

φ0

l+1

, 1

)

+ C(l + 1)4
∫ T

0





∫

Ω

(
1

φ

) 3(l+1)
4





4
3

dt+
C1

a∗

(
1

φ0

l

, 1

)

+

C1C

a∗
l4
∫ T

0

(
∫

Ω

(
1

φ

)3l
4

) 4
3

dt+
C1

a∗

(
1

φ0

l−1

, 1

)

+
C1C

a∗
(l − 1)4

∫ T

0





∫

Ω

(
1

φ

) 3(l−1)
4





4
3

dt+

+ · · ·+ C1

a∗

(
1

φ0
, 1

)

+
C1C

a∗

∫ T

0

(
∫

Ω

(
1

φ

) 3
4

) 4
3

dtC(l + 1)

(
1

φ0

l+1

, 1

)

+

≤ C(l + 1)5
∫ T

0





∫

Ω

(
1

φ

) 3(l+1)
4





4
3

dt ≤ C(l + 1)5 max







Rl+1
0 , sup

[0,T ]





∫

Ω

(
1

φ

) 3(l+1)
4

dx





4
3







,

where R0 :=
(

1
φ0
, 1
)

.

Introducing the sequence (lk)k≥0 of real numbers defined by

l0 = 1, lk+1 =
4

3
lk, k ∈ N,

with l + 1 = lk+1, and defining moreover the sequence (γk)k≥0 of positive real numbers as

γk+1 = sup
[0,T ]

[
∫

Ω

(
1

φ

)lk+1

dx

]

,

we can rewrite (97) as

γk+1 ≤ Cl5k+1max

{

R
lk+1

0 , γ
4
3
k

}

. (98)

Thanks to Lemma A.1 in [31], (98) implies that
(

γ
1/lk
k

)

k≥0
is bounded, which implies that there

exists a positive constant δ such that δ ≤ φ(x, t) for a. e. (x, t) ∈ Ω× [0, T ].
Once that the strict separation δ ≤ φ(x, t) is satisfied, the property φ(x, t) ≤ 1− δ in (89) is

satisfied as a consequence of Lemma 8.3 in [16]. Indeed, given φ a weak solution of (61), since
φ ≥ δ, if condition (28) is satisfied, i.e. a∗ > h+ 2− 3 3

√
h, we have that

b(φ)
(

ψ
′′

(φ) + a
)

= φα(1− φ)2
(

1− φ∗
(1− φ)2 − 2φ− (1− φ∗) + a

)

> 0.

Hence, similar arguments as in Lemma 8.3 in [16] give an L∞(Ω×(0, T )) bound for the function
− log(1 − φ), which implies that there exists a δ > 0 such that φ(x, t) ≤ 1 − δ for a. e.
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(x, t) ∈ Ω × [0, T ]. The calculations in Lemma 8.3 in [16] can be straightforwardly adapted

to our case by introducing the aφ
2

2 term in the definition of the convex potential F (φ) and
considering that |φ∇a−∇J ⋆ φ| ≤ C. �

Remark 5.2 We remark that this procedure may be made rigorous by considering truncated test
functions ξ = − (max{θ, φ})−l−2 for some θ > 0 and taking the limit for θ → 0 in the derived
estimates, splitting the domain of the integrals in the estimates between the sets {(x, t) : φ(x, t) <
θ} and {(x, t) : φ(x, t) ≥ θ}, using moreover the results in remark 4.3 and the hypothesis that
α ≥ 2. Note that the argument works for all weak solutions in the class defined by Theorem 4.2,
since it does not require any approximation of the equations.

Remark 5.3 The condition (28) for the convexity of the potential ψ(φ) + a
2φ

2, i.e. a∗ >

h + 2 − 3 3
√
h, implies the condition a∗ > h, which is needed to guarantee the strict separation

property δ ≤ φ(x, t), only when φ̄ > 19
27 ∼ 0.7. When φ̄ < 19

27 ∼ 0.7, the condition a∗ > h is
stricter than the condition for the convexity of the potential ψ(φ) + a

2φ
2. Indeed, since a-priori

we have only that φα(1 − φ)2(ψ′′(φ) + a) ≥ 0, a stricter condition than the condition which
guarantees that (1− φ)2(ψ′′(φ) + a) > 0 may be needed to obtain the separation from zero of φ.
This fact is different from the standard cases analyzed in literature, where b(φ)(ψ′′(φ) + a) is
taken to be greater than zero by constitutive assumptions.

Remark 5.4 Due to the strict separation property (89), it’s easy to prove that the weak for-
mulation (61) is equivalent to the dual mixed formulation (53)–(54).

Theorem 5.2 Let the hypothesis of Theorem 4.2 and Theorem 5.1 be satisfied. Then, the weak
solution φ of (61) is unique.

Proof. Following [23, 17], let us define the functions

Π(s,x) =

∫ s

0
b(r)

(
ψ′′(r) + a(x)

)
dr,

with
Π′(·,x) ≥ α0 > 0 (99)

for each x ∈ Ω, and

Θ(s) =

∫ s

0
b(r) dr.

We can rewrite (61) as

< φt, ξ > +(∇Π(φ,x),∇ξ) − (Θ∇a,∇ξ) + (b(φ) (φ∇a−∇J ⋆ φ) ,∇ξ) = 0, (100)

∀ξ ∈ V, for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). Considering two solutions φ1 and φ2 of (100), with φ1(0) = φ2(0),
we take the difference between the corresponding equations (100), set φ̃ = φ1 − φ2 ∈ V ′

0 , and
take ξ = Gφ̃, where G is the inverse Laplacian operator defined in (12). We get

1

2

d

dt
||φ̃||2−1 +

(

Π(φ1)−Π(φ2), φ̃
)

=
(

(Θ(φ1)−Θ(φ2))∇a,∇Gφ̃
)

−
(

(b(φ1)− b(φ2)) (φ1∇a−∇J ⋆ φ1) ,∇Gφ̃
)

−
(

b(φ2)
(

φ̃∇a−∇J ⋆ φ̃
)

,∇Gφ̃
)

.
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Using (99), the Cauchy–Schwarz and Young inequalities, the Lipschitz continuity of the func-
tions Θ and b, the fact that 0 < φ1, φ2 < 1 and hypothesis (H2), we obtain

1

2

d

dt
||φ̃||2−1 + α0||φ̃||2 ≤

α0

2
||φ̃||2+ (101)

C||φ̃||2−1 + C
(
||∇a||L∞(Ω×(0,T )) + ||∇J ||L∞(Ω×(0,T ))

)
≤ α0

2
||φ̃||2 + C||φ̃||2−1 + C,

from which, applying a Gronwall argument and considering that ||φ̃(0)||−1 = 0, we get that
||φ̃||−1 = 0 for each t ∈ [0, T ], which implies the uniqueness of the solution. �

6 Continuous Galerkin Finite Element approximation

In this section we introduce the finite element and time discretization of (51)-(52). The Entropy
estimate (82), which guarantees the positivity of the continuous solution φ ≥ 0 a.e. (x, t) ∈ ΩT
(see (88)), and φ > 0 a.e. (x, t) ∈ ΩT if α ≥ 2, is not straightforwardly available at the
discrete level. Also, the uniqueness result of Theorem 5.2 for the continuous solution in the case
α ≥ 2, which is a consequence of the strict separation property (89), is not straightforwardly
available at the discrete level. Following [4, 1], we impose the positivity property of the discrete
solution as a constraint through a variational inequality, formulating a well posed discrete
variational inequality defined on the proper domain of the degenerate elliptic operator in (51)1.
This approach ensures the uniqueness of the discrete solution together with its positivity. A
proper approximation scheme for the primal formulation (61) of the model, based on positivity
preserving schemes for porous-medium like equations, will be the subject of a forthcoming
work. Here we concentrate on the formulation of a well posed and gradient stable finite element
approximation scheme for the dual formulation (51) of the model. The forthcoming analysis
is an adaptation of the analysis introduced in [1], concerning a local degenerate Cahn–Hilliard
equation with a singular single-well potential, to the present non-local case. The numerical
analysis is performed for d ≤ 3, while, for computational issues, the numerical simulations will
be performed in the case d = 2.

We set ∆t = T/N for a N ∈ N and tn = n∆t, n =, ..., N . Starting from a datum φ0 ∈ H
and φ0h = P̂ hφ0, with 0 ≤ φ0h < 1 if 0 ≤ α < 2 and 0 < φ0h < 1 if α ≥ 2, we consider the
following fully discretized problem:

Problem Ph. For n = 1, . . . , N , given φn−1
h ∈ Kh, find (φnh, µ

n
h) ∈ Kh × Sh such that for

all (χ, ξ) ∈ Sh ×Kh,







(
φnh − φn−1

h

∆t
, χ

)h

+ (b(φn−1
h )∇µnh,∇χ) = 0,

(
1

ǫ
ψ′
1(φ

n
h) + ǫ(J ⋆ 1)hφ

n
h, ξ − φnh

)h

≥
(

µnh −
1

ǫ
ψ′
2(φ

n−1
h ), ξ − φnh

)h

+ ǫ
(
J ⋆ φn−1

h , ξ − φnh
)h2

,

(102)
where we used the notations (15)-(17) for the lumped mass and convolution approximations.
Here, b(φ) has the particular form (50) (with M = 1) and ψ1(φ), ψ2(φ) are given in (63).

Remark 6.1 The variational inequality in (102)2 guarantees the positivity of the solution φnh.
In order to prove this, let’s define W n := W (φnh, µ

n
h) in such a way that

(W n, ξ)h = ǫ
(
(J ⋆ 1)hφ

n
h − (J ⋆ φn−1

h )h, ξ
)h

+

(
1

ǫ

(
ψ′
1(φ

n
h) + ψ′

2(φ
n−1
h )

)
− µnh, ξ

)h

,
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for all ξ ∈ Sh. Choosing ξ = 0 and ξ = 2φnh in (102)2 we obtain that

(W n, φnh)
h =

∑

j∈I

(1, χj)W
n(xj)φ

n
h(xj) = 0. (103)

Thanks to (103), we observe, as a consequence of the relation

(W n, ξ − φnh)h ≥ 0 ∀ξ ∈ S+
h ,

that
(W n, ξ)h ≥ 0 ∀ξ ∈ S+

h . (104)

Thus, since (104) is valid for any ξ ∈ S+
h , it is valid in particular for ξ = χj , meaning that

(W n, χj)
h =W n(xj)χj(xj) =W n(xj) ≥ 0. (105)

Collecting (103) and (105) we finally deduce that, for all j ∈ I, either φnh(xj) = 0 or φnh(xj) > 0
and

ǫ
(
(J ⋆ 1)hφ

n
h − (J ⋆ φn−1

h )h, χj
)h

+

(
1

ǫ

(
ψ′
1(φ

n
h) + ψ′

2(φ
n−1
h )

)
− µnh, χj

)h

= 0. (106)

Therefore, the variational inequality in (102)2 projects the solution onto the set φnh ≥ 0, with
µnh uniquely determined if φnh > 0.

Defining the discrete energy functional F1 : Sh → R
+ as

F1[φ
n
h] =

∫

Ω

{
ǫ

2
(J ⋆ 1)h(φ

n
h)

2 +
1

ǫ
ψ′
1(φ

n
h) + χR+(φnh)

}

dx, (107)

where χR+(·) is the indicator function of the closed and convex set R+, and endowing the space
Sh with the lumped scalar product (15), we can rewrite (102)2 as

(

µnh −
1

ǫ
ψ′
2(φ

n−1
h ) + ǫ(J ⋆ φn−1

h )h, ξ − φnh
)h

+ F1[φ
n
h] ≤ F1[ξ], ∀ξ ∈ Sh, (108)

which is equivalent to

µnh −
1

ǫ
ψ′
2(φ

n−1
h ) + ǫ(J ⋆ φn−1

h )h ∈ ∂F1[φ
n
h], (109)

where ∂ is the subdifferential of the convex and lower semi-continuous function F1.

Remark 6.2 Given the assumption 0 ≤ φ0h < 1, the term (ψ′
1(φ

n
h), ξ − φnh)h in (102)2 is well

defined, since we will show that ||φ0h||L∞(Ω) < 1 implies that ||φnh||L∞(Ω) < 1 for all n ≥ 1 (see
Lemma 6.2).

We now introduce the discrete Green operator of the degenerate elliptic term in (102)1, which

will be used to express the chemical potential µnh in terms of
φn
h
−φn−1

h

∆t and to show the well
posedness of Problem P h. We follow the approach in [4] to invert the degenerate elliptic form
on a proper closed and convex subset of Sh.
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Remark 6.3 As observed in [4], the lumping approximation in the mass scalar product in
(102)1 is introduced to avoid the locking phenomenon, due to the degeneracy, that regions where
φn−1
h ≡ 0 on the support of a basis functions χj , for some j ∈ I, remain fixed regions of zero

values for the variable φnh. Indeed, the lumping approximation requires that in these regions
only the values of φnh at the nodes xj are fixed to zero, leaving them free to evolve on the other
nodes in the regions. Therefore, the discrete solution has the property of a moving support with
finite speed, proportional to h/∆t. We highlight the fact that in the present context, the lumping
approximations and integration rules (15)-(17) make the computations of the convolution terms
fast and easily parallelizable, as it will be discussed in Section 6.

We subdivide the partition T h of Ω into elements on which φn−1
h ≡ 0 and elements on which

φn−1
h 6= 0. Given qh ∈ Kh with −

∫
qh ∈ (0, 1), where −

∫
qh = 1

|Ω|(q
h, 1), we define the set of passive

nodes J0(q
h) ⊂ I by

j ∈ J0(qh)⇔ P̂ hqh(xj) = 0⇔ (qh, χj) = 0. (110)

The nodes in the set J+(q
h) = I \ J0(qh) are called active nodes; these nodes can be par-

titioned into mutually disjoint and maximally connected subsets Im(q
h) such that J+(q

h) ≡
⋃M
m=1 Im(q

h). Defining

Σm(q
h) =

∑

j∈Im(qh)

χj,

we note that
Σm(q

h) ≡ 1 on each element on which qh 6= 0, (111)

since all the vertices of this elements belong to Im(q
h). There are also elements on which qh ≡ 0

and Σm(q
h) ≡ 1. Hence, on each element K ∈ T h, we have that qh ≡ 0 or Σm(q

h) ≡ 1 for some
m, except for those elements on which both qh ≡ 0 and Σm(q

h) ≡ 1. Let us define the following
set:

Ωm(q
h) =







⋃

K∈T h

K̄ : Σm(q
h)(x) = 1 ∀x ∈ K






,

i.e. the union of the maximally connected elements on which qh 6= 0, or qh ≡ 0 and the indexes
of the vertices of the elements belong to Im(q

h) for a given m. Finally, we introduce the space

V h(qh) = {vh ∈ Sh : vh(xj) = 0∀j ∈ J0(qh) and (vh,Σm(q
h))h = 0, m = 1, . . . ,M}, (112)

that consists of all vh ∈ Sh which are orthogonal (with respect to the lumped discrete scalar
product (15)) to χj, for j ∈ J0(qh), (see (110)), and which have zero average (again with respect
to the scalar product (15)) on each element which does not contain any passive node.

We recall from [4] that any vh ∈ Sh can be written as

vh ≡ v̄h +
∑

j∈J0(qh)

vh(xj)χj +

M∑

m=1

[

−
∫

Ωm(qh)
vh
]

Σm(q
h), (113)

where v̄h is the P̂ h projection of vh onto V h(qh), and

−
∫

Ωm(qh)
vh :=

(vh,Σm(q
h))h

(1,Σm(qh))
. (114)

We can now define, for all qh ∈ Kh with qh < 1, the discrete anisotropic Green’s operator
Ĝh
qh

: V h(qh)→ V h(qh) as

(b(qh)∇Ĝhqhvh,∇χ) = (vh, χ)h ∀χ ∈ Sh. (115)
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The well posedness of Ĝh
qh

is shown in [4].

We now introduce a regularized version of the discrete problem (102) , in which the singu-
larity of the potential is regularized. We will show the well posedness and gradient stability
of the regularized scheme, and we will study its limit problem as the regularization parameter
tends to zero.

6.1 Regularized problem

In order to show the well posedness of Problem P h, we introduce the following regularized
version of (102):

Problem Ph
λ. For n = 1, . . . , N , given λ > 0 a regularization parameter and φn−1

h ∈ Kh,
with 0 ≤ φn−1

h < 1, find (φnh,λ, µ
n
h,λ) ∈ Kh × Sh such that for all (χ, ξ) ∈ Sh ×Kh,







(
φnh,λ − φn−1

h

∆t
, χ

)h

+ (b(φn−1
h )∇µnh,λ,∇χ) = 0,

(
1

ǫ
ψ′
1,λ(φ

n
h,λ) + ǫ(J ⋆ 1)hφ

n
h,λ, ξ − φnh,λ

)h

≥
(

µnh,λ −
1

ǫ
ψ̄′
2(φ

n−1
h ), ξ − φnh,λ

)h

+

ǫ
(

J ⋆ φn−1
h , ξ − φnh,λ

)h2

,

(116)

where we used (65) and (67). We now prove the well posedness of Problem P hλ .

Lemma 6.1 Assume that J(·) ≥ 0. Then, there exists a solution (φnh,λ, µ
n
h,λ) to Problem P hλ .

Moreover, if J(·) > 0 the solution {φnh,λ}Nn=1 is unique, and µnh,λ is unique on Ωm(φ
n−1
h ), for

m = 1, . . . ,M and n = 1, . . . , N .

Proof. From the first equation in (116) and from (115) it follows that, given φn−1
h ∈ Kh,

φn−1
h < 1, we search for φnh,λ ∈ Kh(φn−1

h ), where

Kh(φn−1
h ) = {χ ∈ Kh : χ− φn−1

h ∈ V h(φn−1
h )}. (117)

Moreover, a solution µnh,λ ∈ Sh can be expressed in terms of φnh,λ − φn−1
h through the discrete

anisotropic Green operator (115), recalling (113), as

µnh,λ = −Ĝh
φn−1
h

[
φnh,λ − φn−1

h

∆t

]

+
∑

j∈J0(φ
n−1
h

)

νnj,λχj +

M∑

m=1

γnm,λΣm(φ
n−1
h ), (118)

where {νnj,λ}j∈J0(φn−1
h

) and {γnm,λ}Mm=1 are constants which express the values of µnh,λ on the

passive nodes and its average value on Ωm(φ
n−1
h ), respectively. Hence, Problem P hλ can be

restated as follows: given φn−1
h ∈ Kh, with φn−1

h < 1, find φnh,λ ∈ Kh(φn−1
h ) and constant

Lagrange multipliers {νnj,λ}j∈J0(φn−1
h

) and {γnm,λ}Mm=1 such that, for all χ ∈ Kh,

(

Ĝh
φn−1
h

[
φnh,λ − φn−1

h

∆t

]

+ ǫ(J ⋆ 1)hφ
n
h,λ +

1

ǫ
ψ′
1,λ(φ

n
h,λ), χ− φnh,λ

)h

≥
(

∑

j∈J0(φ
n−1
h

)

νnj,λχj +

M∑

m=1

γnm,λΣm(φ
n−1
h ) + ǫ(J ⋆ φn−1

h )h −
1

ǫ
ψ̄′
2(φ

n−1
h ), χ− φnh,λ

)h

. (119)
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We note that (119) represents, together with φnh,λ ∈ Kh(φn−1
h ), the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker opti-

mality condition of the minimization problem

inf
vh,λ∈Sh

sup
νj,λ,γm,λ,ηλ≥0

{

ǫ
(
(J ⋆ 1)hv

n
h,λ, v

n
h,λ

)h
+

1

∆t
||[b(φn−1

h )]1/2∇Ĝh
φn−1
h

(vh,λ − φn−1
h )||2

+
2

ǫ
(ψ1,λ(vh,λ), 1)

h − 2ǫ
(
(J ⋆ φn−1

h )h, v
n
h,λ

)h
+

2

ǫ
(ψ̄′

2(φ
n−1
h ), vh,λ)

h

−
∑

j∈J0(φ
n−1
h

)

νj,λ(χj , vh,λ)
h −

M∑

m=1

γm,λ(Σm(φ
n−1
h ), vh,λ)

h − (ηλ, vh,λ)
h

}

, (120)

being ηλ ∈ Kh the Lagrange multiplier of the inequality constraint. Noting the convexity and
the coercivity of ψ1,λ(·) (see equation (65)), the facts that (J ⋆ 1)h ≥ 0 (cfr. Remark 2.1) and
that φn−1

h ∈ Kh, the primal form associated to the Lagrangian (120) is a convex, proper, lower
semi continuous and coercive function from the closed and convex set Kh(φn−1

h ) to R, and the
primal problem is stable. Hence, from the Kuhn-Tucker Theorem (see, e.g., theorem 5.1 in
[13]), we infer the existence of φnh,λ ∈ Kh(φn−1

h ), solution to the primal problem, and Lagrange

multipliers {νnj,λ}j∈J0(φn−1
h

), {γnm,λ}Mm=1 and ηλ(xi) ∈ −∂χR+(φnh,λ(xi)), for each i ∈ I and each

n. Therefore, from (118) we have the existence of a solution (φnh,λ, µ
n
h,λ)

N
n=1 to Problem P hλ .

Let us now prove uniqueness. If, for fixed n ≥ 1, (119) has two solutions
(φn,ih,λ, {ν

n,i
j,λ}j∈J0(φn−1

h
), {γ

n,i
m,λ}Mm=1), i = 1, 2, choosing χ = φn,2h,λ in the inequality for φn,1h,λ and χ =

φn,1h,λ in the inequality for φn,2h,λ, taking the difference between the former inequality, multiplied

by −1, and the latter inequality, setting φn,1h,λ − φ
n,2
h,λ = dnh,λ, we have

ǫ
(
(J ⋆ 1)hd

n
h,λ, d

n
h,λ

)h
+

1

∆t
||[b(φn−1

h )]1/2∇Ĝh
φn−1
h

dnh,λ||2 +
1

ǫ
(ψ′

1,λ(φ
n,1
h,λ)− ψ′

1,λ(φ
n,2
h,λ), d

n
h,λ)

h

−






∑

j∈J0(φ
n−1
h

)

νn,1j,λ χj −
∑

j∈J0(φ
n−1
h

)

νn,2j,λχj +
M∑

m=1

γn,1m,λΣm(φ
n−1
h )−

M∑

m=1

γn,2m,λΣm(φ
n−1
h ), dnh,λ






h

≤ 0.

Since dnh,λ ∈ V h(φn−1
h ), recalling the definition (112), we have that the second line of the previous

inequality is identically equal to zero. Given also the monotonicity of ψ′
1,λ(·), we obtain that

ǫ
(
(J ⋆ 1)hd

n
h,λ, d

n
h,λ

)h
+

1

∆t
||[b(φn−1

h )]1/2∇Ĝh
φn−1
h

dnh,λ||2 ≤ 0. (121)

We observe finally that (J ⋆ 1)h > 0, as a consequence of the assumption J(·) > 0 and of the
Remark 2.1, and that the lumped scalar product (15) induces a norm on Sh (as a consequence
of the fact that χj ∈ Kh). Hence, we deduce from (121) the uniqueness of φnh,λ. Choosing

χ = φnh,λ ± δπh[φnh,λΣm(φn−1
h )] in (119), for any δ ∈ (0, 1) and m = 1, . . . ,M , gives an equation

with terms depending on γnm,λ and φnh,λ and concentrated on the support of Σm(φ
n−1
h ). This

yields uniqueness of the Lagrange multiplier γnm,λ, as a consequence of the uniqueness of φnh,λ.

Hence the uniqueness of µnh,λ on Ωm(φ
n−1
h ) follows from (118). The proof is complete. �

Remark 6.4 Observing from (64) that

min
r∈R+

ψ′′
1,λ(r) = 1− φ̄,

the requirement that J(·) ≥ 0, and hence that (J ⋆ 1)h ≥ 0, in Lemma 6.1, which implies
the convexity of the primal form associated to (120), could be relaxed to the requirement that
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(J ⋆ 1)h ≥ −(1 − φ̄). We also observe that, when J(·) ≥ 0 is not verified, we could split
J(·) = J+(·) + J−(·), with J+(·) ≥ 0 and J−(·) ≤ 0, and consider in (102) the splitting
ǫ(J+ ⋆ 1)hφ

n
h + ǫ(J− ⋆ 1)hφ

n−1
h , as done e.g. in [25] for the approximation of a nonlocal Cahn–

Hilliard equation with constant mobility and smooth potential.

We now obtain λ-independent stability bounds for the solution (φnh,λ, µ
n
h,λ) of System (116),

employed to pass to the limit as λ → 0 in system (116) and thus to obtain an existence and
stability result for the unregularized System (102). Before proceeding, we need to introduce the
following subsets of Ω:

Ωm,∗(φ
n−1
h ) :=







⋃

K∈Ωm(φn−1
h

)

K̄ : φn−1
h

∣
∣
K
6≡ 0







,

and, for any qh ∈ Kh,

Ωm,+(qh, φ
n−1
h ) :=







⋃

j∈Im(φn−1
h

)

supp(χj) : qh(xj) > 0







.

The following convergence results holds.

Lemma 6.2 Let J(·) ∈ C(Ω̄), with J(·) ≥ 0 and J(x) = J(−x) for all x ∈ Ω. Let moreover
0 ≤ φn−1

h < 1. Then, for every sequence λk → 0, there exist a subsequence λ′k → 0 and a
φnh ∈ Kh, with 0 ≤ φnh < 1, such that, for k →∞,

φnh,λ′
k
→ φnh. (122)

For every sequence λk → 0, there exist a subsequence λ′k → 0 and a µnh ∈ Sh such that, for
k →∞,

µnh,λ′
k
→ µnh on Ωm,∗(φ

n−1
h )∪Ωm,+(φnh, φn−1

h ) and ∇µnh,λ′
k
→ ∇µnh on Ωm,∗(φ

n−1
h ), (123)

for each m = 1, . . . ,M .

Proof. We start by proving stability bounds for the regularized Problem (116). Choosing
χ = µnh,λ in the first equation of (116) and ξ = φn−1

h in the second equation of (116), we get

1

ǫ
(ψ′

1,λ(φ
n
h,λ) + ψ̄′

2(ψ
n−1
h ), φnh,λ − φn−1

h )h + ǫ
(
(J ⋆ 1)hφ

n
h,λ, φ

n
h,λ − φn−1

h

)h
(124)

− ǫ
(
J ⋆ φn−1

h , φnh,λ − φn−1
h

)h2
+∆t||[b(φn−1

h )]1/2∇µnh,λ||2 ≤ 0.

Thanks to the symmetry of the kernel J , we have that

1

2

(
J ⋆ (φnh,λ − φn−1

h ), φnh,λ − φn−1
h

)h2
=

1

2

(
J ⋆ φnh,λ, φ

n
h,λ

)h2
+

1

2

(
J ⋆ φn−1

h , φn−1
h

)h2

−
(
J ⋆ φn−1

h , φnh,λ
)h2

.

Hence,

1

2

(
J ⋆ φn−1

h , φn−1
h

)h2 − 1

2

(
J ⋆ φnh,λ, φ

n
h,λ

)h2
+

1

2

(
J ⋆ (φnh,λ − φn−1

h ), φnh,λ − φn−1
h

)h2

= −
(
J ⋆ φn−1

h , φnh,λ − φn−1
h

)h2
.
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Using the latter relation in (124), using moreover the identity 2s(s − r) = s2 − r2 + (s − r)2,
∀r, s ∈ R, and the convexity and the concavity properties of ψ1,λ(·) and ψ̄2(·), it follows that

1

ǫ
(ψ1,λ(φ

n
h,λ) + ψ̄2(φ

n
h,λ), 1)

h +
ǫ

2

(
(J ⋆ 1)hφ

n
h,λ, φ

n
h,λ

)h
+
ǫ

2

(
(J ⋆ 1)h(φ

n
h,λ − φn−1

h ), (φnh,λ − φn−1
h )

)h

− ǫ

2

(
J ⋆ φnh,λ, φ

n
h,λ

)h2
+
ǫ

2

(
J ⋆ (φnh,λ − φn−1

h ), (φnh,λ − φn−1
h )

)h2
+∆t||[b(φn−1

h )]1/2∇µnh,λ||2

≤ 1

ǫ
(ψ1,λ(φ

n−1
h ) + ψ̄2(φ

n−1
h ), 1)h +

ǫ

2

(
(J ⋆ 1)hφ

n−1
h , φn−1

h

)h − ǫ

2

(
J ⋆ φn−1

h , φn−1
h

)h2
. (125)

Using (18) in (125) and the hypothesis on J and on φn−1
h , we finally obtain that

1

ǫ
(ψ1,λ(φ

n
h,λ) + ψ̄2(φ

n
h,λ), 1)

h +
ǫ

2

∑

i,j∈I

J(xi − xj)
(
φnh,λ(xi)− φnh,λ(xj)

)2
(1, χi)(1, χj)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

≥0

+
ǫ

2

∑

i,j∈I

J(xi − xj)
(
φnh,λ(xi)− φn−1

h (xi) + φnh,λ(xj)− φn−1
h (xj)

)2
(1, χi)(1, χj)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

≥0

+∆t||[b(φn−1
h )]1/2∇µnh,λ||2 ≤ C. (126)

From (65) and (67), observing (71) and the fact that ψ1,λ(r) + ψ̄2(r) is bounded from below by
a negative constant when r ∈ [0, 1], we have the property, for λ sufficiently small, that there
exist C1, C2 > 0 independent on λ such that

ψ1,λ(r) + ψ̄2(r) ≥ C1r
2 − C2, ∀r ∈ R

+. (127)

Hence, we conclude from (127) and (126) that

(φnh,λ, φ
n
h,λ)

h ≤ C, (128)

and since the lumped scalar product (15) induces a norm on Sh, from the Bolzano–Weierstrass
Theorem it follows that there exists a subsequence {φnh,λ′

k

} and a φnh ∈ Kh such that (122)

holds.
We now prove that φnh,λ < 1 − λ for sufficiently small λ. We start by observing from (65)

that

ψλ(r) +
1

3
≥ 1− φ̄

2λ2
([r − 1]+)

2, ∀r ∈ R,∀λ ≤ λ0, (129)

with λ0 sufficiently small. Hence, from (126) we deduce that

([φnh,λ − 1]2+, 1)
h ≤ Cλ2. (130)

From (130), (20) and (21) it also follows that

||[φnh,λ − 1]+||L∞(Ω) ≤ Ch−d/2λ. (131)

Let us suppose that there exist nodes xl, l ∈ I, such that φnh,λ(xl) ≥ 1 − λ. From (65), (67),
(126), (128) and (130) we have that

−(1− φ̄) log(λ)
(
∑

l∈I

χl, 1

)

+ (ψ1,λ(φ
n
h,λ), 1)

h

∣
∣
∣
∣
φn
h,λ

<1−λ

≤ Ch−d/2− (ψ̄2(φ
n
h,λ), 1)

h ≤ Ch−d/2 +C.
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Calling Ωλ the support of the basis functions corresponding to nodes on which φnh,λ ≥ 1 − λ,
using (20) and the fact that ψ1(φ

n
h,λ) ≥ 0 for all 0 ≤ φnh,λ ≥ 1− λ, we have that

|| − (1− φ̄) log λ||L∞(Ωλ) ≤ C h−3d/2, (132)

where the bound is independent on λ, which is absurd. Therefore, we deduce that there exists
a value λ0 sufficiently small such that, for each λ ≤ λ0,

φnh,λ < 1− λ. (133)

We next show (123). We introduce the set

I∗m(φ
n−1
h ) ⊂ Im(φn−1

h )

given by the nodes of Im(φ
n−1
h ) which are vertices of elements in Ωm,∗(φ

n−1
h ), and the quantities

Σ∗
m(φ

n−1
h ) :=

∑

j∈I∗m(φn−1
h

)

χj (134)

−
∫

Ωm,∗(φ
n−1
h

)
µnh,λ :=

(vh,Σ∗
m(φ

n−1
h ))h

(1,Σ∗
m(φ

n−1
h ))h

.

Using the Poincaré’s inequality on Ωm,∗(φ
n−1
h ), (21), (125) and the fact that φn−1

h < 1 leads to





([(

I −−
∫

Ωm,∗(φn1
h

)

)

µnh,λ

]

Σ∗
m(φ

n−1
h )

)2

, 1





h

≤ C
∫

Ωm,∗(φ
n−1
h

)
|∇µnh,λ|2dx (135)

≤ C[bmin(φ
n−1
h )]−1

∫

Ωm,∗(φ
n−1
h

)
b(φn−1

h )∇|µnh,λ|2dx ≤ C((∆t)−1)[bmin(φ
n−1
h )]−1,

where

bmin(φ
n−1
h ) := min

K⊂Ωm,∗(φ
n−1
h

)

1

|K|

∫

K
b(φn−1

h )dx.

We now bound −
∫

Ωm,∗(φ
n−1
h

) µ
n
h,λ. Let us take

Kh ∋ ξ = φnh,λ +Σ∗
m(φ

n−1
h )

in the second equation of system (116). We get

(µnh,λ,Σ
∗
m(φ

n−1
h ))h ≤

(
1

ǫ
ψ′
1,λ(φ

n
h,λ),Σ

∗
m(φ

n−1
h )

)h

+

(
1

ǫ
ψ̄′
2(φ

n−1
h ),Σ∗

m(φ
n−1
h )

)h

+
(
ǫ(J ⋆ 1)hφ

n
h,λ,Σ

∗
m(φ

n−1
h )

)h − ǫ
(
J ⋆ φn−1

h ,Σ∗
m(φ

n−1
h )

)h2
.

Given (133) and the hypothesis 0 ≤ φn−1
h < 1, which give the boundedness of the terms

ψ′
1,λ(φ

n
h,λ) and ψ̄′

2(φ
n−1
h ), given moreover the boundedness of Σ∗

m(c
n−1
h ), the hypothesis that

J(·) ∈ C(Ω̄) and (128), we obtain that

|(µnh,λ,Σ∗
m(φ

n−1
h ))h| ≤ C + C||Σ∗

m(φ
n−1
h )||L∞(Ω) + C(φnh,λ, φ

n
h,λ)

h ≤ C. (136)

Now, combining (135) with (136), recalling the definition (134) and using the Poincaré’s in-
equality, we obtain

(µnh,λΣ
∗
m(φ

n−1
h ), µnh,λΣ

∗
m(φ

n−1
h ))h ≤ C + C((∆t)−1)[bmin(φ

n−1
h )]−1. (137)
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We also introduce the set
I+m(φ

n
h, φ

n−1
h ) ⊂ Im(φn−1

h )

given by the nodes of Im(φ
n−1
h ) belonging to Ωm,+(φ

n
h, φ

n−1
h ), and the quantity

Σ+
m(φ

n
h, φ

n−1
h ) :=

∑

j∈I+m(φn
h
,φn−1

h
)

χj. (138)

We observe from the convergence property (122) that, given j ∈ I+m(φ
n
h, φ

n−1
h ), φnh(xj) > 0

implies that φnh,λ(xj) > 0 for sufficiently small λ. Combining (106) for each j ∈ I+m(φnh, φn−1
h )

and testing the resulting equation by πh[µnh,λΣ
+
m(φ

n
h, φ

n−1
h )], with similar calculations as those

employed in (136) we obtain that

(µnh,λ, µ
n
h,λΣ

+
m(φ

n
h, φ

n−1
h ))h ≤

C + C||Σ+
m(φ

n
h, φ

n−1
h )||L∞(Ω) + C(φnh,λ, φ

n
h,λ)

h +
1

2
(µnh,λ, µ

n
h,λΣ

+
m(φ

n
h, φ

n−1
h ))h,

hence
(µnh,λ, µ

n
h,λΣ

+
m(φ

n
h, φ

n−1
h )h ≤ C. (139)

Finally, from (137), (139), (125), (21) and the Bolzano-Weierstrass Theorem it follows that
there exist a subsequence {µnh,λ′

k
} and a µnh ∈ Sh such that (123) holds.

We finally prove that the limit point φnh satisfies the property φnh < 1. We observe from the
fact that 0 ≤ φnh,λ < 1 − λ and (65) that ψ1,λ(φ

n
h,λ) ≥ 0. Also, from the fact that χj ∈ Kh for

all j ∈ I, we have that πh[ψ1,λ(φ
n
h,λ)] ≥ 0. Hence, from the Fatou’s Lemma and from (126) we

have that
∫

Ω
lim
λ→0

πh[ψ1,λ(φ
n
h,λ)] ≤ lim

λ→0

∫

Ω
πh[ψ1,λ(φ

n
h,λ)] = lim

λ→0
(ψ1,λ(φ

n
h,λ), 1)

h ≤ C. (140)

From the convergence property (122) and from (65) we have that

lim
λ→0

πh[ψ1,λ(φ
n
h,λ)] =

{

πh[ψ1(φ
n
h)] if φnh < 1,

∞ elsewhere,

which implies, together with (140), that

φnh < 1. (141)

The proof is complete. �

6.2 Well-posedness and gradient stability of Problem Ph.

We now prove the well-posedness and gradient stability of Problem P h.

Theorem 6.1 Let the hypothesis of Lemma 6.2 be satisfied. Then there exists a solution
(φnh, µ

n
h) to Problem (102) for any n = 1, . . . , N . The solution {φnh}Nn=1 is unique, while the

solution µnh is unique on Ωm(φ
n−1
h ), for m = 1, . . . ,M and n = 1, . . . , N . Moreover, the solu-

tion satisfies the stability bound

max
n=1→N

||φnh||2+∆t
N∑

n=1

||(b(φn−1
h ))1/2∇µnh||2+∆t

N∑

n=1

(bn−1
max)

−1

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
Ĝh
(

φnh − φn−1
h

∆t

)∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

2

≤ C(||φ0h||2),

(142)
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where bn−1
max := maxn=1→N ||b(φn−1

h )||L∞(Ω). Finally, the function

1

ǫ
(ψ1(φ

n
h) + ψ2(φ

n
h), 1)

h +
ǫ

2
((J ⋆ 1)hφ

n
h, φ

n
h)
h − ǫ

2
(J ⋆ φnh, φ

n
h)
h2 , (143)

is a decreasing Lyapunov function for the discrete solution.

Proof. Recalling the definition (107) and noting the convexity of ψ1,λ(·), we can introduce a
regularized lower semi continuous convex energy functional defined as

F1,λ[φ
n
h,λ] =

∫

Ω

{
ǫ

2
(J ⋆ 1)h(φ

n
h,λ)

2 +
1

ǫ
ψ1(φ

n
h,λ) + χR+(φnh,λ)

}

dx, (144)

and, endowing the space Sh with the lumped scalar product (15), we can rewrite system (116),
analogously to (108), as







(
φnh,λ − φn−1

h

∆t
, χ

)h

+ (b(φn−1
h )∇µnh,λ,∇χ) = 0,

(

µnh,λ −
1

ǫ
ψ̄′
2(φ

n−1
h ) + ǫ(J ⋆ φn−1

h )h, ξ − φnh,λ
)h

+ F1,λ[φ
n
h,λ] ≤ F1,λ[ξ],

(145)

for all χ, ξ ∈ Sh.
We now pass to the limit in (145) as λ → 0, considering the convergence properties (122)

and (123). For any χ ∈ Sh, we have

lim
λ→0

(
φnh,λ − φn−1

h

∆t
, χ

)h

=

(
φnh − φn−1

h

∆t
, χ

)h

; (146)

lim
λ→0

(b(φn−1
h )∇µnh,λ,∇χ) = (b(φn−1

h )∇µnh,∇χ). (147)

Since from (65) and (133) we have that ψ1,λ(φ
n
h,λ) ≥ 0 for λ sufficiently small, and since, due

to the convergence property (122),

lim inf
λ→0

ψ1,λ(φ
n
h,λ) = ψ1(φ

n
h)

if φnh < 1, from the Fatou’s Lemma and the semi continuity property of the indicator function
χR+(·), we deduce that

lim
λ→0

F1,λ[φ
n
h,λ] ≥ F1[φ

n
h].

Taking ξ = 2φnh,λ − φnh, where φnh is the limit point in (122), we obtain that

(
µnh,λ, φ

n
h,λ − φnh

)h ≤ F1,λ[2φ
n
h,λ − φnh]− F1,λ[φ

n
h,λ] +

(
1

ǫ
ψ̄′
2(φ

n−1
h )− ǫ(J ⋆ φn−1

h )h, φ
n
h,λ − φnh

)h

,

from which, taking the limit as λ→ 0 and considering (122), (133) and (141), we obtain that

lim
λ→0

(
µnh,λ, φ

n
h,λ − φnh

)h ≤ 0. (148)

Also, taking ξ = φnh in (122), we obtain in a similar way that

lim
λ→0

(
µnh,λ, φ

n
h,λ − φnh

)h ≥ 0. (149)
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Combining the latter results, we have that

lim
λ→0

(
µnh,λ, φ

n
h,λ − φnh

)h
= 0. (150)

Now in order to pass to the limit in the first term in the left hand side of (145) using the
convergence property (123) we need to consider the subset S̃h(φnh) ⊆ Sh defined as S̃h(φnh) :=
{qh ∈ Sh : qh(xj) = 0 if φnh(xj) = 0, j ∈ I}. We observe that, as a consequence of (123) and
(150), we have that

lim
λ→0

(

µnh,λ, ξ̃ − φnh,λ
)h
→ (µnh, ξ̃ − φnh)h, (151)

for any ξ̃ ∈ S̃h(φnh). We conclude that the limit point (φnh, µ
n
h) satisfies, for each (χ, ξ̃) ∈

Sh × S̃h(φnh),






(
φnh − φn−1

h

∆t
, χ

)h

+ (b(φn−1
h )∇µnh,∇χ) = 0,

(

µnh −
1

ǫ
ψ′
2(φ

n−1
h ) + ǫ(J ⋆ φn−1

h )h, ξ̃ − φnh
)h

+ F1[φ
n
h] ≤ F1[ξ̃].

(152)

Note that ψ̄2
′
(φn−1
h ) ≡ ψ2

′(φn−1
h ) since φn−1

h < 1. Finally, since φnh < 1 (see (141)) and ψ1(φ
n
h)

is convex and smooth for φnh < 1, system (152) is equivalent to system (102) (see (108)), valid
for any ξ ∈ Kh, with ξ(xj) = 0 if φnh(xj) = 0. Recalling Remark 6.1, note that if (102) is valid
for each (χ, ξ) ∈ Sh×Kh, with ξ(xj) = 0 if φnh(xj) = 0, it is also valid for each (χ, ξ) ∈ Sh×Kh.
Hence the limit point (φnh, µ

n
h) is a solution of Problem P h.

The uniqueness of the solution (φnh, µ
n
h) of Problem P h can be inferred similarly as in Lemma

6.1. For what concerns the stability estimate (142), choosing χ = µnh in the first equation of
(102) and ξ = φn−1

h in the second equation of (102), similarly to (125) and (126) we obtain that

1

ǫ
(ψ1(φ

n
h) + ψ2(φ

n
h), 1)

h +
ǫ

2
((J ⋆ 1)hφ

n
h, φ

n
h)
h − ǫ

2
(J ⋆ φnh, φ

n
h)
h2 +∆t||[b(φn−1

h )]1/2∇µnh||2

+
ǫ

2

∑

i,j∈I

J(xi − xj)
(
φnh(xi)− φn−1

h (xi) + φnh(xj)− φn−1
h (xj)

)2
(1, χi)(1, χj)

≤ 1

ǫ
(ψ1(φ

n−1
h ) + ψ2(φ

n−1
h ), 1)h +

ǫ

2

(
(J ⋆ 1)hφ

n−1
h , φn−1

h

)h − ǫ

2

(
J ⋆ φn−1

h , φn−1
h

)h2
, (153)

from which we get that (143) is a decreasing Lyapunov function for the discrete solution. Sum-
ming (153) from n = 1 → N , using (18), (21) and (127) and observing that 0 ≤ φ0h < 1, we

obtain the first two bounds in (142). Choosing now χ = Ĝh
(

φn
h
−φn−1

h

∆t

)

in the first equation of

system (102), using (22) and Cauchy-Schwarz and Young inequalities, we get

(
φnh − φn−1

h

∆t
, Ĝh

(

φnh − φn−1
h

∆t

))h

=

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∇Ĝh

(

φnh − φn−1
h

∆t

)∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

2

= −
(

b(φn−1
h )∇µnh,∇Ĝh

(

φnh − φn−1
h

∆t

))

≤ 1

2
||b(φn−1

h )∇µnh||2 +
1

2

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∇Ĝh

(

φnh − φn−1
h

∆t

)∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

2

≤ Cbn−1
max||[b(φn−1

h )]1/2∇µnh||2 +
1

2

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∇Ĝh

(

φnh − φn−1
h

∆t

)∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

2

.

Using (153) and summing from n = 1→ N we get the bound for the last term in (142). �
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6.3 Numerical algorithm

We propose a numerical algorithm which solves the discrete variational inequality (102) by
directly solving the KKT conditions associated to the minimization problem (120) (without
regularization). Let us introduce the following matrices (expressed by components)

Mij := (χj , χi)
h;

Aφn−1
h

,ij := (b(φn−1
h )∇χj,∇χi);

J1,ij :=

[
∑

k∈I

J(xi − xk)(1, χi)(1, χk)

]

δij ;

J2,ij := J(xi − xj)(1, χi)(1, χj),

with i, j ∈ I and where δij is the Kronecker symbol. We also introduce the symmetry-preserving
modified matrices on the passive nodes

M̂ij :=







Mi,j if i, j /∈ J0(φn−1
h ),

1 if i = j ∈ J0(φn−1
h ),

0 if i ∈ J0(φn−1
h ), j 6= i

0 if j ∈ J0(φn−1
h ), i 6= J

Âφn−1
h

,ij :=







Aφn−1
h

,ij if i, j /∈ J0(φn−1
h ),

1 if i = j ∈ J0(φn−1
h ),

0 if i ∈ J0(φn−1
h ), j 6= i

0 if j ∈ J0(φn−1
h ), i 6= J,

with i, j ∈ I. We observe that Aφn−1
h

,ij is invertible. Let us introduce the quantities N0 :=

#
(
J0(φ

n−1
h )

)
, N+ := #

(
I \ J0(φn−1

h )
)
= Nt −N0, where Nt := #(I). We introduce the matri-

ces K ∈ R
N+×Nt , whose rows are vectors in R

Nt given by the one-hot encoding representations
of the active nodes, and L ∈ R

N0×Nt , whose rows are vectors in R
Nt given by the one-hot

encoding representations of the passive nodes. We indicate with the notation v̄h the vector of
components vh(xj) for any vh ∈ Sh, j ∈ I. From (102)1 we have that

µnh = − 1

∆t

(

Âφn−1
h

)−1
M̂
(
φ̄nh − φ̄n−1

h

)
. (154)

Substituting (154) in (102)2, and introducing the matrix

Q := ǫJ1 +
1

∆t

(

Âφn−1
h

)−1
M̂,

we obtain a discrete variational inequality which can be rephrased, considering also the con-
straints on the passive nodes, as the complementarity problem







Qφ̄nh +
1
ǫM

(
ψ′
1(φ̄

n
h) + ψ′

2(φ̄
n−1
h )

)
− ǫJ2φ̄n−1

h − 1
∆tM

(

Âφn−1
h

)−1
M̂φ̄n−1

h − LT ρ̄−KT η̄ = 0,

0 ≤ η̄ ⊥ Kφ̄nh ≥ 0,

Lφ̄nh = 0,

(155)
where η̄ ∈ R

N+ and ρ̄ ∈ R
N0 are the Lagrange multipliers of the inequality constraint on the

active nodes and of the equality constraint on the passive nodes respectively. We solve the
KKT System (155) employing a null space method, i.e. reducing the KKT system onto the
null space of the matrix L, via a preconditioned accelerated gradient method. Observing that
LKT = 0, and defining a reduced vector ṽh ∈ R

N+ such that v̄h = KT ṽh, we formulate the
following algorithm

Require: α0 > 0 (an acceleration parameter), φn−1
h , µn−1

h ;
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Step 1

for k ≥ 0 do

Initialization

φn,0h = φn−1
h , µn,0h = µn−1

h ;

Find φn,k+1
h ∈ Kh such that:

if j ∈ J0(φn−1
h ) then

φn,k+1
h (xj)← φn−1

h (xj)
else

φ̃n,k+1
h,j = max

(

0, φ̃n,kh,j − αk(diag(KQKT ))−1

[

KQKT φ̃nh

+
1

ǫ
KMKT

(

ψ′
1(φ̃

n
h) + ψ′

2(φ̃
n−1
h )

)

− ǫKJ2KT φ̃n−1
h − 1

∆t
KM

(

Âφn−1
h

)−1
M̂KT φ̃n−1

h

])

(156)

end if

if ||φn,K+1
h − φn,Kh ||L∞(Ω) < 10−6 then

φnh ← φn,K+1
h ; break.

end if

end for

Step 2 Find µnh ∈ Sh such that

µnh = − 1

∆t

(

Âφn−1
h

)−1
M̂
(
φ̄nh − φ̄n−1

h

)
.

The acceleration parameter αk is dinamically chosen by a projected search in such a way that
the functional associated to (155) is decreased at each iterative step k. Note that, since the
operator acting on φ̃nh in the square bracket in (156) is continuous and strictly monotone, the
projection map defined in (156) has a unique fixed point (see e.g. [13, Chapter 2] for details).
Since the support of the discrete solution can move at most for a length hK locally at each
time step (see Remark 6.3), where hK is the diameter of an element K which contains a passive
node, at each time step we adapt the value of ∆t such that the CFL-type condition

∆t < ∆tCFL :=
minK∈Th hK
maxΩ |vnh |∞

is guaranteed, where vnh may be defined from (51) as the velocity of the phase φnh as

vnh := −
(
φn−1
h

)α−1
(1− φn−1

h )2∇µnh.

Remark 6.5 Note that the matrices J1 and J2 in (155), associated to the nonlocal terms, are
assembled once and for all as an initialization at the beginning of the simulation before entering
the time step cycles. We practically calculate their entries only for those couples of dofs i, j ∈ I
such that J(xi − xj) > tol, where tol is a small tolerance which we take as tol = 10−6. Hence,
the computation of the nonlocal terms is computationally fast and efficient. We remark that in
three space dimensions the computation of these terms for fine meshes is still not affordable.
We will design a proper parallelization technique based on domain decomposition to efficiently
calculate them for three dimensional applications as a future development. For now, we will
show simulation results in two space dimensions.
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7 Numerical simulations

In this section we report the results of numerical simulations in two space dimensions in order
to show the stability and the qualitative properties of the solution of the proposed numerical
scheme. In particular, we investigate the phase separation dynamics and the coarsening dy-
namics associated to the model (51)-(52), starting from different initial configurations given
by a small uniformly distributed random perturbation around constant values belonging to the
metastable regime of the single-well potential (2).

The values of the parameters are taken as ǫ = 0.014, φ̄ = 0.6 and M = 1. We consider the
following form for the kernel J , which satisfies (3):

J(x,y) =
1

ǫ4
e−

x2+y2

2ǫ2 .

Moreover, we consider a domain Ω = [−1, 1]× [−1, 1], with a uniform triangulation of dimension
80× 80, and ∆t = min

(
0.1ǫ2,∆tCFL

)
.

Remark 7.1 We observe that J is symmetric and that J(·) > 0, hence the hypothesis of Theo-
rem 6.1 are satisfied. Moreover, by direct computation with the chosen values of the parameters
we obtain that

ǫ inf
Ω
(J ⋆ 1)h ∼ 37.008 >

1− φ̄
ǫ
∼ 28.5714 >

2 + (1− φ̄)− 3 3
√

1− φ̄
ǫ

∼ 13.5415.

Hence, the hypothesis of Theorem 5.1 are satisfied: at the continuous level, we expect that
δ < φ(x, t) < 1− δ for some δ > 0 for a.e. (x, t) ∈ Ω× [0, T ].

We consider test cases with α = 1 and α = 2 in the form of the mobility (50), in order to
investigate if the discrete dynamics preserves the strict separation property of the continuous
solution predicted by Theorem 5.1 (cfr. Remark 7.1).

Hence, we consider numerical tests with φ0 = 0.05 ± 0.025ι, φ0 = 0.3 ± 0.15ι and φ0 =
0.36 ± 0.072ι, where ι is a random perturbation uniformly distributed in the interval [0, 1]. In
these cases we expect the system dynamics to undergo an initial transitory regime of spinodal
decomposition, after which a stationary state with phase-separated domains characterized by
different topologies, depending on the initial datum, is reached. We also compare the results for
the non-local model (51)-(52), with the given parameters, with the results for the corresponding
local discrete model, with the same parameters, introduced and analyzed in [1], in order to depict
the main characteristics of the non-local dynamics with respect to the local one.

We start by verifying the gradient stability of the numerical scheme (102). In Figure 2 we
report the plots of the Lyapunov functional (143), which we call LNL, and of the Lyapunov
functional for the local model, i.e.

LL :=
ǫ

2
||∇φnh||2 +

1

ǫ
(ψ1(φ

n
h) + ψ2(φ

n
h)),

versus time, solving the non-local and the local models in the case α = 1 and φ0 = 0.3± 0.15ι.
We observe from Figure 2 that both the non-local and the local discrete schemes are gradient
stable. In the non-local case, the spinodal decomposition is slower. As shown in the insert with
the plots of φnh at time t = 0.03, i.e. during the spinodal decomposition when the Lyapunov
functions undergo a steep decrease, in the non-local case the domains of pure phases are mixing
on longer spatial ranges than the local case due to the non-local interaction.

In Figure 3 we report the numerical results in the case φ0 = 0.05±0.025ι, showing the plots
of φnh at different time points throughout the phase separation dynamics, up to late times at

36



0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3

time

-2.4

-2.2

-2

-1.8

-1.6

-1.4

-1.2

-1

Lyapunov function - Non-local

0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3

time

-2.2

-2

-1.8

-1.6

-1.4

-1.2

-1

-0.8

Lyapunov function - Local

Figure 2: Plots of the Lyapunov functionals LNL and LL vs time for the non-local and the
local model with α = 1 and φ0 = 0.3 ± 0.15ι, together with inserts showing the plots of φnh at
different time points.

which we can observe the coarsening dynamics of the separated domain subregions, considering
α = 1 and comparing between the non-local and the local models. We observe from Figure 3
that, as expected (see e.g. [5, 1]), the phase separation dynamics consists in the formation of
circular clusters with φ ∼ φ̄ (the expected value of φ inside the clusters in the stationary state
can be obtained intercepting the graph of the single well potential with its tangent line passing
at φ = 0 [5]) immersed in a bath with φ ∼ 0. Comparing the results between the non-local
and the local models, we observe that in the non-local case the dynamics is slower and that
the interface regions of domains of separated phases are wider than in the local case. Also, the
number of clusters is lower and the clusters are bigger in the non-local case. Indeed, due to
the non-local interaction between the phases, smaller neighboring clusters tend to merge into
bigger ones in the non-local case, while in the local case they do not interact. As explained in
the Introduction, these non local dynamics may be more appropriate than its local counterpart
to represent long-range interactions in cells-cells and cells-matrix adhesion during the invasive
and metastatic phenotype of cancer progression [3, 28].

In Figure 4 we compare the plots of φnh at different time points at late times for the non-local
models with α = 1 and α = 2. We also show the plots over vertical lines of φnh, where the vertical
lines are shown as dotted lines in the corresponding two dimensional plots and are chosen so
that they intersect at least one cluster throughout the domain. We observe from Figure 4 that
the separation and coarsening dynamics are much slower in the case α = 2 with respect to the
case α = 1. Moreover, the line plots of φnh show that in the case α = 1 the phase variable attains
the value zero at interface regions during cluster formation, while in the case α = 2 the value
zero is not attained during cluster formation. At the very late times also in the case α = 2 the
value zero is attained. This is an indication that the strict separation property predicted by
Theorem 5.1 (see also Remark 7.1) is valid also for the discrete solution, up to numerical errors.

In Figure 5 we report the numerical results in the case φ0 = 0.3 ± 0.15ι, showing the plots
of φnh at different time points, considering α = 1 and comparing between the non-local and
the local models. We observe from Figure 5 that, as expected (see e.g. [5, 1]), the phase
separation dynamics consists in the formation of strips with φ ∼ φ̄ immersed in a bath with
φ ∼ 0. Comparing the results between the non-local and the local models, we observe that in
the non-local case the interface regions of the strips are wider than in the local case. Also, due
to the non-local interaction between the phases neighboring strips tend to interact and merge
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during the coarsening dynamics, while in the local case they do not interact.
As in Figure 4, in Figure 6 we compare the plots of φnh at different time points at late times

for the non-local models with α = 1 and α = 2, showing also the plots over vertical lines of φnh.

Non-local =1 Local =1

t = 0.02 t = 0.02

t = 0.5

t = 0.7

t = 3

t = 0.1

t = 0.25

t = 1

Figure 3: Plot of φnh at different time points in the case φ0 = 0.05 ± 0.025ι and α = 1, for the
non-local model (first column) and the local model (second column).
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t=0.9

t=3

t=14

t=73,8

Non-local =1 Non-local =2

Figure 4: Plot of φnh at different time points at late times for the non-local models with α = 1
(left column) and α = 2 (right column), in the case φ0 = 0.05± 0.025ι, together with plots over
vertical lines of φnh. The vertical lines are indicated as dotted lines in the two dimensional plots.

We observe from Figure 6 that the separation and coarsening dynamics are slower in the
case α = 2 with respect to the case α = 1. Moreover, the line plots of φnh show that in the
case α = 1 the phase variable attains the value zero at interface and in the core regions of the
strips, while in the case α = 2 the value zero is not attained in the strips core regions, while
it is touched at their interface. This again is an indication that the strict separation property

39



Non-local 

t=0.02

t=0.05

t=0.13
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Figure 5: Plot of φnh at different time points in the case φ0 = 0.3 ± 0.15ι and α = 1, for the
non-local model (first column) and the local model (second column).

predicted by Theorem 5.1 is valid also for the discrete solution, up to numerical errors.
Finally, in Figure 7 we report the numerical results in the case φ0 = 0.36± 0.072ι, showing

the plots of φnh at different time points, considering α = 1 and comparing between the non-local
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t=0.13 t=0.25

t=0.25 t=0.76

Non-local α=1 Non-local α=2

Figure 6: Plot of φnh at different time points at late times for the non-local models with α = 1
(left column) and α = 2 (right column), in the case φ0 = 0.3 ± 0.15ι, together with plots over
vertical lines of φnh. The vertical lines are indicated as dotted lines in the two dimensional plots.

and the local models. We observe from Figure 7 that, as expected (see e.g. [5, 1]), the phase
separation dynamics consists in the formation of circular clusters with φ ∼ 0 immersed in a
bath with φ ∼ φ̄. Comparing the results between the non-local and the local models, we observe
that in the non-local case the dynamics is slower and that the interface regions of domains of
separated phases are wider than in the local case. Also, the number of clusters is lower and the
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t=0.33
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Figure 7: Plot of φnh at different time points in the case φ0 = 0.36 ± 0.072ι and α = 1, for the
non-local model (first column) and the local model (second column).

clusters are bigger in the non-local case. Indeed, due to the non-local interaction between the
phases, smaller neighboring clusters tend to merge into bigger ones in the non-local case, while
in the local case they do not interact.
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In Figure 8 we compare the plots of φnh at different time points at late times for the non-
local models with α = 1 and α = 2. We also show the plots over vertical lines of φnh, where the
vertical lines are chosen so that they intersect at least one cluster throughout the domain. We

t=0.2 t=0.51

t=1

Non-local α=1 Non-local α=2

Figure 8: Plot of φnh at different time points at late times for the non-local models with α = 1
(left column) and α = 2 (right column), in the case φ0 = 0.36± 0.072ι, together with plots over
vertical lines of φnh. The vertical lines are indicated as dotted lines in the two dimensional plots.

observe from Figure 8 that the separation and coarsening dynamics are slower in the case α = 2
with respect to the case α = 1. Moreover, the line plots of φnh show that in the case α = 1 the
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phase variable attains the value zero at interface and in the core regions of the clusters, while
in the case α = 2 the value zero tends to be not attained in the core clusters’ regions, while
it is touched at their interface. This again is an indication that the strict separation property
predicted by Theorem 5.1 is valid also for the discrete solution, up to numerical errors.

8 Conclusions

In this paper we presented a general mixture model for tumor growth consisting in a binary,
closed and incompressible mixture of tumor and healthy cells, evolving in a bounded domain.
We took into account the viscous properties of the mixture, due to the filtration processes
between the phases, the short-range adhesion properties between the cells, expressed in terms
of a singular single-well potential of the Lennard–Jones type, and the long-range interactions
between the phases, expressed in terms of a convolution operator with a localized symmetric
kernel. We also took into account cells proliferation and death and chemotactic phenomena
through the coupling with a massless nutrient species. Employing a generalized form of the
least dissipation principle, we obtained a coupled system of non linear PDEs given by a Darcy-
type equation for the mixture velocity field coupled with a convective reaction–diffusion type
equation for the nutrient concentration and a non–local convective and degenerate Cahn–Hilliard
equation for the tumor phase. For biological applications the use of a single-well potential to
describe the cells-cells adhesion properties is more physically appropriate than the use of double-
well potentials, which is typically employed in literature. Since the degeneracy set of the mobility
and the set of singularities of the single-well potential do not coincide, classical analytical results
about the existence and the strict separation property for weak solutions available in literature
for double-well potentials are not available in the present case. We then obtained a global
existence result for d ≤ 3 for a weak solution of a simplified version of the model, which considers
only the non-local and degenerate Cahn–Hilliard equation without growth and advection. We
also proved a strict separation property in 3D for the weak solution under certain hypothesis
on the convolution kernel and depending on the degree of degeneracy of the cells mobility. As
a consequence of the strict separation property, we proved the uniqueness of the weak solution.
We also proposed a well posed and gradient stable continuous finite element approximation of
the model for d ≤ 3, which takes the form of a discrete variational inequality. The proposed
discrete scheme is computationally efficient in the calculation of the non-local contributions
and it preserves the physical properties of the continuos solution. Finally, we showed numerical
results in 2D for different test cases which verify the gradient stability properties of the proposed
scheme and which show qualitatively how the topology of stationary states depends on the initial
configuration according to the standard phase-ordering dynamics. Comparing the numerical
results between the non-local and the local models, we observed that in the non-local case the
long-range interactions make the interface regions wider and increase the degree of interaction
between separated domains of pure phases. Also, comparing between test cases with different
degrees of degeneracy of the phase mobility, we observed that the discrete solutions preserve
the predicted strict separation property of the continuous solution up to numerical errors.

Future developments of the present work will concern the analysis of the full coupled non
local model for tumor growth proposed in the paper, together with its application to real 3D
patient-specific geometries. In the latter context, we will compare the predictive ability to
forecast tumor progression between the local and the non local versions of the model.
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