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FROM FINITE TO CONTINUOUS PHENOTYPES IN (VISCO-)ELASTIC TISSUE
GROWTH MODELS

TOMASZ DEBIEC!, MAINAK MANDAL?, AND MARKUS SCHMIDTCHEN?

ABSTRACT. In this study, we explore a mathematical model for tissue growth focusing
on the interplay between multiple cell subpopulations with distinct phenotypic charac-
teristics. The model addresses the dynamics of tissue growth influenced by phenotype-
dependent growth rates and collective population pressure, governed by Brinkman’s
law. We examine two primary objectives: the joint limit where viscosity tends to zero
while the number of species approaches infinity, yielding an inviscid Darcy-type model
with a continuous phenotype variable, and the continuous phenotype limit where the
number of species becomes infinite with a fixed viscosity, resulting in a novel viscoelastic
tissue growth model. In this sense, this paper provides a comprehensive framework that
elucidates the relationships between four different modelling paradigms in tissue growth.
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1 INTRODUCTION

In the study of tissue growth and multi-cell aggregates, understanding the interplay
between different species or phenotypes as well as their influence on the collective
behaviour is crucial. A key aspect of this interplay involves how various subpopulations,
each with distinct characteristics, respond to and, concurrently, influence the overall
population density as well as the overall growth dynamics within a given tissue.
Mathematical models play an important role in unraveling these complex interactions
and predicting the behaviour of biological systems under various conditions. Structured
models, which account for the heterogeneity within cell populations, provide a more
accurate representation of biological systems. The resulting models can capture the
dynamics of different cell types, their interactions, and their responses to environmental
stimuli such as species-dependent growth rates. Moreover, structured models help
shape the way we design tumour therapy [12, 24, 27] and are a fundamental theoretical
tool in the study of the development of drug resistance [1, 36].
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The fundamental building block in phenotype-structured models often comprises sys-
tems of Lotka-Volterra type of the form

1) ~ Aanlt;) = R(n:a),

where the density of cells, n = n(t;a), is assumed to be well-mixed in space (spatial
homogeneity) and labelled by a continuous phenotype variable a [28, 31, 33], and ref-
erences therein. In this equation, the linear diffusion term models mutation and the
phenotype-dependent right-hand side models selection and growth dynamics of each
subpopulation. Multiple variations of this model exist including spatial resolution
[25, 26] in form of linear random dispersal with trait-dependent mobility (by incorporat-
ing “D(a)An”) [28] or by a nonlinear response to the pressure, p, within the tissue (by
incorporating “D(a)V - (n(z,t;a)Vp)”), [25, 29].

In recent years, there has been significant progress in comprehending fluid-based models
of tissue growth with variations of the continuity equation

) T, 0) 4V - (nla, (e 1)) = (. t5m),

at their core [32], and references therein. In this context, the population density, n =
n(z,t), at a point x and time ¢, is influenced by a velocity field and subject to certain
growth dynamics. Then, tissue growth arises from the interplay of these two effects:
cell division driven by growth dynamics, f, increases the pressure, which, subsequently,
accelerates dispersal as modelled by the velocity field v. Predominantly, there are three
rheological laws in the literature relating the velocity and the pressure, p — Darcy’s law,
Brinkman’s law, and Navier-Stokes equation. In alignment with the focus of our paper,
let us briefly review the literature on elastic models (Darcy coupling) and viscoelastic
models (Brinkman coupling).

Darcy’s Law

One of the simplest relationships between velocity and pressure is encapsulated in
Darcy’s law, v = —Vp(n). Under this law, Eq. (1) transforms into a semi-linear porous
medium equation [39], which was initially proposed in the context of tumour growth
in [9] and later studied analytically in [34] for the constitutive law p(n) = n” and in
[20] for the constitutive law p(n) = en/(1 — n). Historically, two-species variants of this
Darcy model were introduced in [4-6, 8], featuring a joint population pressure generated
by the presence of all cells, regardless of their type. More recently, under less restrictive
conditions on the initial data and growth dynamics, this system has been studied in
[7, 10, 19, 21, 37], with a formal derivation of an N-species model presented in [11].
Finally, [13] considered a Darcy model with a continuous phenotype variable. However,
a rigorous connection between models with a finite number of phenotypes N < oo and
those with a continuous trait has, to the best of our knowledge, never been shown, and
this will be addressed as part of this work.

Brinkman'’s Law
When viscoelastic effects are incorporated, the velocity in Eq. (1) is related to the pressure
via Brinkman’s law, i.e., v = —VIWW, where

—vAW +W = p,

with v > 0 being the viscosity constant. This model was proposed and studied in [23, 35].
In [17], the authors considered a three-compartment model for proliferative cells, quies-
cent cells, and dead cells, with Brinkman coupling. These equations are coupled with a
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linear diffusion equation for nutrient distribution and drug distribution, respectively.
Finally, a two-species version featuring sharp interfaces between the two phenotypes
was proposed and studied analytically in [15, 16].

Inviscid Limit

Formally, it can be observed that as v — 0, W — p. In this case, we recover Darcy’s law
in the inviscid limit. This limit was rigorously established in [14] for the constitutive law
p(n) = n, and using the same technique, the inviscid limit was extended to the power
law case p(n) = n" in [18], and to a certain class of systems involving interacting species
in [22].

Phenotype Limit

Models featuring N € N distinct phenotypes quickly become numerically intractable.
Moreover, in cases such as tumours, the diversity of phenotypes is so vast that it is
often more effective to represent the phenotype space as a continuum, as mentioned
earlier. This approach not only reduces the complexity of the mathematical model but
also maintains biological accuracy.

Goal of this work '
As starting point of this work, we consider an N-species system where n() = n()(z,¢)
denotes the density of the ith subpopulation at location z € R? and time ¢ > 0, where i €

{1,..., N}. Each species responds to the collective population pressure via Brinkman’s
law, and their growth dynamics are governed by phenotype-dependent growth rates:
on

=V - (nOVW) +nOG® ((n(j));\f:l)’

ot
coupled through Brinkman’s law

N
1 ;
— S )
vAW + W —N]E_ln],

and equipped with nonnegative initial data n( (z,0) = n"(z), fori =1,..., N.

In this paper, we study this stratified tissue growth model, focusing on the behaviour
of multiple species, (n®)Y,, under different scaling limits. Specifically, the primary

objectives of this paper are twofold:

(1) Joint Limit: We study the transition from a
nonlocal, viscoelastic to an inviscid, local re- N = o

sponse in the tissue (v — 0) while, simultane- N > e

ously, let N — oo, to obtain an inviscid Darcy-

type model with continuous phenotype vari- v—0

able. v—0 =0 v—0
(2) Continuous Phenotype Limit: Keeping the Il Il

viscosity coefficient v > 0 fixed, we let the Row . My

number of distinct species tend to infinity. N = oo
This limit provides a novel viscoelastic tissue
growth model with continuous phenotype variable.
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The paper provides several novel regularity results which are stable under these different
limits. Specifically, we establish a continuous-phenotype entropy inequality and we
introduce the notion of weak solutions and derive entropy inequalities that play a crucial
role in ensuring the stability and convergence of the solutions.

The rest of this paper is organised as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the precise
assumptions on the growth rates and the initial data. We introduce the notion of
solutions, and present the main theorems. Subsequently, in Section 3, we establish the
existence of weak solutions to the N-species viscoelastic model and we prove several
uniform estimates culminating in an entropy dissipation inequality which is a centrepiece
in the joint limit. Section 4 is dedicated to the joint limit v — 0 and N — oo. In Section 5
we establish the continuous-phenotype limit, N — oo, while keeping v > 0 fixed and
when v = 0. We conclude in Section 6 with some remarks and future avenues.

2 NOTATION, DEFINITIONS, AND MAIN RESULTS

This section establishes the notation used throughout this work. We introduce the main
assumptions regarding the initial data and growth rates of each species. Additionally,
we define our concept of weak solutions for the respective systems. Finally, we present
the main results of this paper.

2.1 Notation Throughout, let N € N, with N > 2 denote the total number of distinct
species.

Growth rates. We begin by addressing the assumptions on the growth rates. In the
continuous-structure limit, we expect a growth rate function parameterised by the
phenotype variable. Therefore, we consider

G:Rx[0,1] — R,
(n,a) = G(n;a),
and we define
G%)(n) = G(n;iN™"Y),
fori =1,...,N and n > 0, with C* N L*°-continuation on the negative half line. We
make the following assumptions on ¢

(G1) regularity: G € C'(R x [0,1]),
(G2) monotonicity: maxaep1] 9nG(-;a) < —a < 0 for some o > 0,

(G3) homeostatic pressure: Va € [0, 1] there is n*(a) > 0 such that G(n*(a); @) = 0 and
N 1= SUP,ep,1) N (a) < oo.

Initial data. We define the initial data in a similar fashion. Let
n'™ : R x [0,1] — [0, 00),
(z,a) = n"(z;a),
be a Carathéodory function such that for all a € [0, 1]
() n(-;a) € L* N L®(RY),
as well as '
n™(z;a) < m,



for all a € [0, 1] and almost every = € RY. We moreover assume that

sup / n'"(z;a)|z|* dz < oo.
acf0,1] Jrd

Then, we set
n%)’in(x) =nn (1’; Z'N_l) :

almost everywhere on R

Starting point and further notation. Having introduced all the necessary notation, we
are now ready to present the starting point of our endeavour — an N-species system,
where n,(f)N = n,(f)N(a:, t) denotes the number density of the ith subpopulation at location «
and time ¢, for i = 1, ..., N. Each species responds to the collective population pressure
via Brinkman’s law to avoid overcrowding, and the growth dynamics are governed
by the phenotype-dependent growth rates introduced earlier. Altogether, the system’s

dynamics are expressed as follows:

0n(i)N ; '
8;7 -V (n(f,)NVWy,N> - ”S)NGE@) (22, v)

3 ) 2),in
© nl(@,0) =0l (@),
_VAWVN+WVN yN7

where the (rescaled) total population density is defined as

_Z,Nxt Zn

Let us introduce the interpolated density as

(4) nun(z,t;a) = ZnNmt

along with the interpolated initial data

N
ni(x; a) E

Similarly, we introduce the interpolated growth rate:

N
Gy(n;a) = ZG%@)H%%] (a).
=1
The advantage of introducing the interpolated quantities is that they naturally embed
into function spaces continuous in space, time, and phenotype that play a crucial role in
the continuous-phenotype limit. Indeed, using the interpolated quantities, System (3)
can be expressed as

on,
a{;N —V'(nMNva,N) nllNGN( VN?a’>

) nyn(r,05a) = ”N(l’é a),

—VAWV,N + WV,N = ﬂu,N?
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for all a € [0, 1]. Upon observing that
1 X - N - i+1/N 1
n,N = N ;nV,N = ;nu,N /i/N lda = /0 n, n(z,t;a)da,
we find that the rescaled total population density satisfies

on,, y W '
atj - V ) (EV7NV VvN) = / nV7NGN (EV7N7 a) da’
0

©) n®\(z,0) = ni¥(x),
_VAWI/,N + WV,N = ﬂy,Nv

with
1
ny = / n'y da.
0

Limiting systems. Based on System (5) we are interested in two limits — the continuous
phenotype limit (N — oo) and the inviscid limit (v — 0). Regarding the first, letting
N — oo, and assuming all limit objects exists, we formally obtain a phenotypically
stratified viscoelastic tissue growth model of the form

a V,00
naé — V . ('I’LMOQVWMOQ) — nu,ooG(ﬂypo; CL),

7) Nyoo(T,0;a) =n"(z;a),
VAW, 0o + Wy oo =1

—1,007

1
Ny 00 ::/ Ny.0o da.
0

Conversely, letting v — 0, we obtain the N-species inviscid system, similarly to [14],

where

(8) ™ -V (no,NVﬂo,N) = n07NGN(nO,N; a)a

nyn(x,0;a) = ni]{}(:p;a),

where

1
DO,N = / nO’N da/.
0

However, the second result of this work is to obtain compactness sufficient to pass to the
joint limit and obtain the phenotypically stratified inviscid system

8710700

9) ot

-V (nO,ooVﬂo,oo) = n0700G(ﬂ0,oo; CL)7

no.oo(T,0;a) = n"(x;a),

1
14 00 :—/ No,00 da.
0

Below we introduce the notion of weak solutions that we will be working with in this

paper.

where, as before,
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Definition 2.1 (Weak Solutions - Brinkman). We say that the pair (n, x, W, x) is a weak
solution to System (5) with nonnegative initial data n)y € L'(R?) N L>(R?) if, for almost
every a € [0,1], n,n(-;a) € L>=(0,T; L}(R?) N L‘”(Rd)) is nonnegative and there holds

//nl,N—dxdt—// n, NVW, n - Vodzdt
Rd Rd

-/ / oG, ia) dodt = [ ol 0l (zia) do.
0 JRE R4

for almost every a € [0, 1] and any test function p € C°(R? x [0,7)), as well as
_VAWV,N + WI/,N = QV,Na

almost everywhere in R? x (0, 7).
When N = oo, the same properties define a weak solution to System (7) (with the
convention that G, = G).

At this stage, let us recall that any solution of Brinkman’s equation can be expressed as
the convolution with the fundamental solution, denoted by K, i.e., the solution of

_VAWV,N + WV,N - ﬂl/,N’
can be represented as
WV,N = Kl/ *ﬂmNu

1 [ mlz]?  4s\
K () = — Il N PR
(z) 477/0 exp( 4sv W)S °
In particular K, > 0and [ K, = 1.

where

Regarding the inviscid limit, let us now introduce the notion of weak solution to the
limiting Darcy models, System (8) and System (9).

Definition 2.2 (Weak Solutions - Darcy). We call ng y > 0 a weak solution to System (8)
with nonnegative initial data nf'y € L'(R?) N L°(RY) if, for almost every a € [0, 1],

non(-;a) € L=(0,T; LY(RY) N L™®(RY)) and ngy € L*(0,T; H'(R?)),
and there holds

T T
/ / no,Naa—f dxdt — / / nonVng y - Vdrdt
0 JRA 0 JRd

T
—— [ [ omoCintug i) dedt— [ ol 00y (wia) do.
0 JR4 R4

for almost every a € [0, 1] and any test function p € C°(R? x [0,T)).
When N = oo, the same properties define a weak solution to System (9) (with the
convention that G, = G).

2.2 Main results Our first result concerns the existence of weak solutions to the V-
species viscoelastic system, System (3) as well as establishing an entropy inequality
satisfied by the rescaled total population density.

Lemma 2.3 (Existence of weak solutions). There exists a weak solution (nl(f;)N, W,.n)X, of
System (3) such that

(i) n,(f)N € L>(0,T; L' N L>°(RY)), uniformly in v and N,



(ii) 3C > 0 such that 0 < nl(f)N < C, uniformly in v and N,
(iii) W, n € L>=(0,T; L' N L>°(RY)), uniformly in v and N,

(iv) W,n € L0, T; WH4(R4)) N L0, T; W3"(RY)), for 1 < ¢ < coand 1 < r < oo,
uniformly in N,

and such that n, n as defined in Eq. (4) satisﬁes System (5) in the sense of Definition 2.1.

Lemma 2.4 (Entropy inequality). Let ( ,Wyv NN, be the weak solution constructed in
Lemma 2.3. Then, the following entropy mequalzty holds:

H[QV,N](T —l/N / / VNAWVNd‘/L‘ dt
R4

// lognVN/ n, NG (1, y;a) dadx dt,
R¢ 0

HIfI(E) = [ [, t)(log f(x,t) —1)da.

R4

where

Theorem 2.5 (Continuous phenotype limit). Let v > 0 be fixed. For N € N, let ( n, N, Won)N,

be the weak solution constructed in Lemma 2.3. Then, there exists a function n,, . : R x [0, T7] x
[0,1] — [0, c0) with

Nyoo(+, - a) € L0, T; LY(RY) N L=(R?)),  for almost every a € [0, 1],
such that, up to a subsequence,
NuN = Moo 1 L2(0,T; LP(RY)),1 < p < o0,
My = My i1 L0, T3 L*(RY)),
Won = Wy i= K, xn,,, inL*0,T; H (RY).
The limit (n, «, W, ) is a weak solution to System (7) in the sense of Definition 2.1.

Theorem 2.6 (Joint limit). For N € Nand v > 0, let ( v N, W, n)N, be the weak solution

constructed in Lemma 2.3. Then, there exists a function ng ., : R? x [0,T] x [0,1] — [0, 00)
with

Noso(- -3 a) € L0, T; LY(RY) N L>®(RY)),  for almost every a € [0, 1],
and
N0 € L*(0,T; H'(RY),
such that, up to a subsequence,
My = Mose i1 L%(0,T; LP(R)),1 < p < oo,
N = oo i1 L*(0,T; L*(RY)),
Won = ngs  in L*(0,T; H'(RY)).

The limit function ng  is a weak solution to System (9) in the sense of Definition 2.2.



3 WEAK SOLUTIONS AND THE ENTROPY INEQUALITY

This section is devoted to proving Lemma 2.3 and Lemma 2.4. To this end, we first
introduce a parabolic regularisation and, in a series of auxiliary propositions, derive the
desired uniform bounds. Then, we prove that the solutions to the regularised system
converge strongly to weak solutions of System (3). Finally, we establish the entropy
inequality.

3.1 Approximate system Consider the following parabolic regularisation of System (3)
on®

n .
= —ednll) = V- (0 I We ) 40 O (men), i =10 N,

10 i 7),in
(10) n) o lw,0) = ni%" (@),
—JuﬁvvguN‘+ImkmN’::ngN'

As in the previous section, we introduce the piecewise constant interpolation in pheno-
type

Nevn(x,t;a) = E nEVNxt

(@),

NN
and rewrite System (10) as

anamN

ot -_(ﬂsnamN'::V7 (neVNX7M41AN)%_n€VN(;N( Ney N @ )7 Va 6[071L
n@mN(xJO;a) ::nQN<x;aL

_JHALV;mN'+‘m%VA7::ﬂQMN'

(11)

Regularised initial data. The initial data for the above regularised system is given as
follows. Let ni" € C>°(R? x [0, 1]) approximate n'™™ such that

||nien(' ;)| RY) ||” (;a )HLP(Rd)7
forany 1 < p <ocandalla € [0,1], and

nd(-;a) — n(-;a),

€

strongly in L'(R?) for each a € [0, 1] as well as almost everywhere in R? x [0, 1]. Finally,
nﬁlﬁv‘“, n"y, and n"y are defined in the same way as in the previous section. Let us point

out that the condition
/ n|z|*dr < oo
Rd

can be guaranteed to be preserved by the approximation of the initial data, i.e., we have
(12) sup / n"|z|? dz < oo.
e0 JRA

Indeed, let R > 0 be fixed. Then, for ¢ small enough we have

/ n 1) do < 1+/ n|z|* dz.
R4 R4

Passing to the limit R — oo, we obtain (12).
Existence of solutions. Following the construction of [18], we obtain a nonnegative

solution nﬁ”y n Which is bounded uniformly in € in the following sense

n') v € L%(0,T; L' N L®(RY), 9nl) \ € L*(0,T; H'(RY)).
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Moreover, the following regularity holds for each € > 0
niw € LT HY(RY), Ol € L2(0, T LA(RY).

3.2 Uniform estimates in v and N Before proving strong convergence of the regu-
larised densities towards a weak solution of the Brinkman system, let us discuss some
properties of the regularised rescaled total population density, n. , ;, which satisfies the
equation

\

(0
% - EABQV,N =V (B67V7NVW67V7N)
1
(13) +/ nEVNGN( 61/N7 )da’7 ianX(O7T)X[O71]7
0
1
esosle,0) = (@) = [ altyaia)do

Proposition 3.1 (L™ for total population). There holds
O S ﬂe’ny S ,FL’
almost everywhere.

Proof. The uniform L*-bound is obtained by a standard argument following [38]. To
this end, we assume (z*,t*) is a maximum point for n_,, y and n., y(2*,t*) > n. In such
a point, there holds

o aﬂe,l/,N

ot

(x*,t*) = eAneVN(:c t*) —|—Vn€VN(a:*,t*) VW, n(z*, t7)

_'_nGl/N(x t*)AWEVN‘CE t* /nele' t (ne,u,N(m*vt*);a)da
0

< V_lne,u,N(x*at*)(WE VN(x t* nel/N(‘T t*))
<0,

which is a contradiction. Hence, 0 < N, n <. O

As an immediate consequence, let us integrate Equation (10) to obtain

gl < 1G = qomxopllng, vl @,

so that, by Gronwall’s lemma, we deduce that n") Ly € L>(0,T; L'(R?)), uniformly in ¢,
v, and N. Using the uniform L*-control on the rescaled total populatlon we also get the
following result.

Proposition 3.2 (Uniform L>-control). For N € N, v > 0 and € > 0, let (nﬁ’)y N, be the
solution to Eq. (10). Then, there holds

(14) 0<n’)N<C
where the constant C' > 0 is independent of N, v, and e. Furthermore, there holds
0 <ne,n(z,t;a) <C,
almost everywhere with the same constant C.
Proof. We define the quantity
U(z,t) = aﬂe,,j’N(:v,t)eQ’Bt,
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where

“= n ‘ nlenN”LOO(]Rdx[O,ﬂ) and §= “GHL""([Oﬁ]X[OJD '

Let |u|- and sign_(u) we denote the negative part and negative sign of the function v,
ie.,

—u, foru <0, , —1, foru <0,
lu|_ = and sign_(u) :=
0, foru >0, 0, for u > 0.

Then, we consider

d

a3 ]\Il(x t) —neyn(z,t;a)|_ do = / sign_ (U — ne,n) (00 — Opne, ) do
]Rd

= / sign_ (U — n,n) (200 + aew@t@ww — Oine,n) da
R4

= / sigh. (U —neyn) V- (Y —nen) VW, ) da
]Rd

1
+ / sign_ (U —neyn) (25\11 + aezﬁt/ Nev NGN (0, n; @)da — Ny NG N (R, v a)) dz
R4 0
< / sign_ (U —neyn) (B\IJ New, NG N (D N a)) dx
R4
<pB |V —ne, | de.
R4
By Gronwall’s Lemma, we obtain

0< sup sup |V —ne,n| dz <0,
t€[0,T] a€[0,1] JR4

and therefore
0 <neyn(z,t;a) < Hn HLOO =) e2Gl oo o,71x 10,1 T
The result follows by observing that
Il o (Rd) ~ < [ HLoo(Rd)'

0

Having established the uniform LP-bounds, we derive further regularity results. First,
we prove a bound on the gradient of the solution to Eq. (13).

Proposition 3.3. Let (1., x )0 be the family of solutions to Eq. (13). Then, there holds
\/E”Vﬂe,u,NHLz(o,T;L%Rd)) =C,

for some constant C' > 0 independent of €, v, and N.

Proof. Testing Eq. (13) by the solution and integrating by parts, we obtain

1d
§§4dﬂ§,u,N dx_l—e\/RJvﬂe,l/,NFdx

1
/ QE,V,NAWE,MN dz + / ﬂe,u,N (/ Tev NGN( e v, Ny @ ) da) dz
R4 R4 0

/ EVNAWEZ,NdZ‘—F ||G||Loo ><[O 1])/ ﬂz’y,Ndl‘.
Rd R4

(15) _

<

N~ DN =
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We now observe that the first term on the right-hand side has a sign:

1
2 17[7 2 ‘7[7
/vdﬂe,u,NA eV, N dz = - EE,V,N( ev,N — EE,I/,N) dz
R

V JRd

1 1
< - Weu - ; d
» < el Wess s = [ ndxda

1 1
< sl Kol = [ 28,y da
<0,

recalling that || K, || ;1 re) = 1. Using this computation in (15) and applying Gronwall’s
lemma yields the statement. O

Proposition 3.4. Let (., v), ., be the family of solutions to Eq. (13). Then,

/ / ﬂe,u,N|VWe,y,N|2 dx dt < C,
0 JR?

where C'is independent of €, v, and N.
Proof. Multiplying Eq. (13) by W, n and integrating in space, we obtain

/ WE,,NQE,/Nd:ce/ el,NAWEZ,NdZ'—/ QWN’VWEVN\QCL?C
2dt Rd rd .

/ W€VN |:/ neVNGN( euN? )da} dx.
Rd
For the reaction term, we have

1
/ We%N |:/ n57V7NGN(@€7V7N;a) da] dx S ||G||Loo([07n]><[071})/ We,laN ﬂe’y’N dZE,
R4 0 R4

while proceeding similarly as in (16), we see that

(17)

e/ N, NAWe, ydx < 0.
R4

Thus, we obtain

1d
a 1. WEVNﬂeyNdm+/ EEVN|VW€VN|2deO WEVNEEVNdx'
2dt Jra 7 o R ™ R4 Y "
The result follows from Gronwall’s lemma. O

Proposition 3.5. Let (n.,, x )0 be the family of solutions to Eq. (13). Then, there holds
o, v € L*(0,T; H'(RY)),
uniformly in e, v, and N.

Proof. For a test function ¢ € L*(0,T; H'(R?)), we have

T T T
/ atne,,,,wdwdt\g [ vnaslivoldrdt+ [ [ n, 9 Wl voldrdr
0 JRd 0 JRA 0 JRA

T
+”G”L°°([O,n]><[0,l])// n,, |6 dzdt
0 JR4

< OVl 20122y + Cllel L2002 may),

where the constants are independent of any parameters by Propositions 3.4 and 3.3. [
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Proposition 3.6. Let n_,,  be the solution to Eq. (13). Assume that there is a constant C' > 0
such that

sup/ ny|z*dz < C.
Rd

e>0

Then, the second moment remains bounded and there holds

sup [ n(atlede < C
]Rd

te[0,7]
for some constant independent of €, v, and N.

Proof. We compute

1d
——/ QEVN|x|2d:c:ed/ Qdex—/ n, e VW, ydx
2dt Rd e} iLg) R Yy "

R4

1 1
+ _/ |$|2 (/ n€7V,NGN(BEl/N; CL) da) dz
2 ; 2

< ed||n , nll Lo 0,100 (me))

1
+5 <1 + sup ||G||L°°<[o,n1x[o,11>> / n,, yle* dz
] R

a€(0,1

1
_'__/ QGVN‘VWQ,,,NFCII
2 R4 ’7
<C4C [ nylafds,
Rd

and, again, we conclude by Gronwall’s lemma. O

Let us point out that the above proposition implies also uniform second-moment control
for n, n(z,t; a) for all phenotypes a € [0, 1].

Lemma 3.7 (Entropy Bounds). Let n_,,  be the solution to Eq. (13). Then, there holds

wy/mwwMmemmmsa
te[o, 1) JRd o

for some constant independent of €, v, and N.

Proof. Let us consider

/ DG,V,N“Og Ee,y,N’ dl’ = / EE,V,N log Es,mN dx - / De,V,N lOg ﬂe,y,N di[f
Rd {ﬂe,u,Nzl} {EE,V,N<1}

< N1y wll 2o 0,732 @) 72, £o0 0,720 (1)) +

where

J = _/ Ney N logﬂe,mN dx.
{EE,V,N<1}
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In order to estimate J, let V'(z) denote the standard normal Gaussian. Then, we have

J=- / Nev N log Nev N dz
{HE,V,N<1}

Rey N Han,, y<1} NeyNLin,, v<1} /
_ U, €,v, lo Wy €,v, N €T dl' + n 1 x dl'
/Rd N(x) g N(I‘) ( ) R EI/N { 5VN<1}‘ ’

QGVN]l{ﬂ N<1} EEVNIL{Q N<1}
< [ Rt il (ZeeN <) £ da 4
< / N 8\ T N (z) da

having used the second-order moment bound from Proposition 3.6. Applying Jensen’s
inequality to the first term, we observe

n, VNIL{Q N<1} DGVNl{ﬂ N<1}
— ] L lo . ~ N(x)dz
L o (R )

Ee,u,Nﬂ{nw,Nd} ﬂe,u,Nﬂ{ﬂs,V,N<1}
— (/]Rd (o) ()N (z) dx) log </Rd N (o) Ndx)

as s — slog(s) is convex. In conclusion, we obtain J < C' + e~!, whence

IN

/dﬂe,u,N‘long,V,N’ dz < ”ﬂe,V,N||L°°(0,T;L°°(Rd))HEE,V,NHLOO(O,T;Ll(Rd)) + C,
R
which concludes the proof. O

3.3 Compactness of solutions to the regularised equation Let (K} )o<,<1 be a family
of nonnegative functions such that

supp KCr, € By(0), K € C*(R*\ B1(0)),
1
(ol + 7

The following lemma was proved in [2, Lemma 3.1].

Kin(z) = for |z| < 1.

Lemma 3.8 (Compactness criterion). Let (uy) be a bounded sequence in LP(R¢ x (0,T)) for
some 1 < p < oo. If (Jyuy) is uniformly bounded in L"(0, T; W=17) for some r > 1, and if

T
}llim limsup |log h|™* / Kn(z — y)|uk(z,t) — ue(y, t)[" dedy dt = 0,
0 R2d

- k—o0

then (uy) is compact in LT, (R? x (0,T)). Conversely, if (uy) is globally compact in LP, then the
above limit holds.

Proposition 3.9. The sequence (W, n)eso is compact in L'(0,T; L*(R?)). Consequently

(18) hmhmsup|logh| 1/ / Kn(x —y)[Weun(x) = Weyn(y)| dedydt = 0.
h—0 R2d

e—0

Proof. From the Brinkman equation we know that W, , y is uniformly bounded in any
L>=(0,T; Wh4(R%)) for ¢ € [1,00]. Moreover, since O,W., n = K, * din., N, we have
OWe,n € L*(0,T; H'(R?)) uniformly, using Proposition 3.5. Hence, by the Aubin-
Lions lemma, W,  is compact in L'(0,T; L}, .(R?)). To obtain global compactness we
argue that the sequence is equi-tight. Indeed, testing the Brinkman equation with 1|z|?
and integrating by parts, we see

1 1
—yd/ W, do+ & |x12wdex=—/ @, , y da
R4 7’ 2 R4 w 2 Rd Y
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Using Proposition 3.6, we deduce that W, , x has a uniformly finite second moment,
implying global compactness. Finally, Eq. (18) holds by Lemma 3.8. O

Proposition 3.10. The family (., y)eso is compact in L'(0,T; L' (R?)).

Proof. Let us denote

ne, (@) = n., n(y)| dzdy,

Q0= [ Kie—1)
and

1
Qu(t)i= [ Ko=) [ Prun(o) = nes()| dadody,
R2d 0
Using Eq (11), we derive

0
E\HE,V,N@) — neun(Y)]

- V- (VWEMN (x)|n€7V’N(x) - ne,u,N(y)D
—Vy- (VWG,V,N(?JHHG,MN(@ - ne,u,N(?/)l)

+ (AWQV,N(:E) + AW@V,N(:U)) |ne,u,N(I) - ns,u,N(y)|

N~ N =

(AWeun(2) = AWern () (Newn () + Newn (y))o
— (A + Ay) ey (@) = newn (Y)]
< (e ()G (1 (@) = new v (2)G (e v (2))) 0,

where 0 = o(z,t;a) := sign(n., n(z,t;a) — ne,y v (y, t; a)). Multiplying by £, (z — y) and
integrating, we obtain, using the symmetry of C,

d 1
E / ICh (Qf - ?J) / |n€,I/,N(x) - ne7V,N(y)| da’ dqj dy
R2d 0
1
<= [ Kale = AWex(@) [ ncsi(z) = nes(y)| dade dy
R2 0

1
[ Knlr = g) AW n (@) — AW, (1) / ne o (2)0 da da dy
0

R2d

1
o[ VK@ =) (VWern (@) — VW n(®)) / ey (2) — 1w (y)] da dar dy
0

R2d

1
2 / AK(z — 1) / e () = ey (y)| dade dy
R2d 0

1
4 [ Ko=) [ Gorlieu @) e(z) = nesvly)| dade dy
0

R2d

1
4 [ Kaw =) [ () (Gl (2)) = Gl y(0)) o dadody
R2d 0
:Il++z-6
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We now observe the following bounds:

Iy <

1
/ p ]Ch(l' - y)(AWQV,N (LU) - AWe,mN(y)) / ngJ/’N (ZU)O' da dl’ dy
R2 0

< sl e | e = 0V (e) = Weo)| drdy

1
+ —/ Kn(z —y)
14 R2d

having used Brinkman’s law, and

Qe,u,N(z) dl’ dya

e, n (@) =1, n(Y)

1
Ty < 2e AKL(x —y) / [nevn(x) —neyn(y)|dadzdy
0

R2d

< C’Hn

€

EI/N”LOO 0,T;L>® ]Rd h

from directly estimating the Laplacian of the kernel ;. For the terms involving the
growth rates, we have

I5=/RQd/Ch(93— )/ GN (e n(T))|Nepn(T) = Ny n(y)| dada dy

< sup sup |G n; CL | ’Ch I’ - / |nE,V,N<m> - ne,u,N(y)| dCL dx dya

a€[0,1] nel0,7]

and

To= [ Kl =) [ 1) (G (nesl@) = G (1) r ol dly

R2d

< sup sup |0,G(n;a)| /Ch (= y)ne,n(Y)
a€(0,1] n€[0,n]

S OéHﬂe,z/,N HLoo(QT;Loo(Rd)) /de ICh(x - y) }Qe,u,N (.T) - ﬂe,l/,N(y>‘ dz dy

—eVN( ) - ﬂe,u,N(y)‘ dz dy

Finally, we consider the main commutator

1
Iy = / , VEL(x —y) - (VW n(z) — VW@V,N(?J))/ |New N (x) — neyn(y)| dadz dy.
R2 ;

The careful treatment of commutators of this form is one of the main contributions of
the papers [2, 3]. Since our case is covered by these results, we omit the details, and refer
the reader to the aforementioned papers for full proof. Applying [3, Proposition 13], we
deduce

Zs < C1||D*Wepn || 1o (0,722 (R2Y) 10 h|'?

1
+ CQHAWE,V,N||Loo(07T;Loo(Rd)) /2d ICh(x - y) / |ne,u,N($) - ne,u,N(y)| dadx dy,
R 0
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where the constant C; depends on the norms of n., y. Putting all the estimates together,
we have

d 1
G K= 0) [ (o) = (o)l dadedy
t R2d 0

1
<c| K-y / e (@) — 1o ()| dade dy
0

R2d

e / Kz — y)
RQd

0 [ K= )W) = Wop(o)] ey

ﬂe,u,N(x) —DRey N (y)‘ dz dy

+ Ch2 + Cllog h|1/2,

where we stress that the constants may depend unfavourably on v > 0 but are inde-
pendent of N and ¢. Proceeding in the exact same way with the equation for n_,, , we
obtain

d
dt / ]Ch(l' - y)|ﬂe,u,N<x) €l/N | dl' dy
R2d

1
<4 [ Kato=9) [ () = nesaly)|dadody
R2 0

+ ¢ ’Ch('x - y)‘ﬂe,u,N<x) 5 VN ‘ dl' dy

R2d

€ [ Ko = p)Wan(o) = Wopn ()] oy
RQ
+ C' 5 + Cllog |2,
Hence, the sum of the two compactness quantities satisfies
€
Qn(t) +Q, (1] < €5 + Clloghl'* + C|Qu(t) + @, 1)

+ C’/ Kn(x —y)|Weyn(x) — Wen(y)| da dy.
R2d

(19) dt

Applying Gronwall’s lemma, we have
Qu(t) +Q, (1) < C5 + Cllog hl'"* + C|Qu(0) + Q, (0)|
+C/ / lCh l'— |WeyN( )— eVN( )lde’dydt
R2d

Multiplying by |log |, taking the limit superior over € > 0, and letting & — 0, we deduce
that

lim limsup |logh|™" sup Q,(t) =0,
h=0 =0 te[0,T] —

where we used the fact that the initial data is compact in € by construction, and (18) from
Proposition 3.9. Using Lemma 3.8, we conclude that the sequence (n, ,, )0 is compact



18

in L1(0,T; L} .(RY)). The same limit is true for Q). Observing that
1
@)= [ Ko=) [ Prun(s) = ()] dadedy
R2 0

1
::/ Kn(@ — )lnew (@) — new(y)] dzdy da
RQd

[ fe-
R2d

—%;/R%/Ch(w—y)

Ezz)/N(ZE) - ng;)/,]v(y)‘]l(%,%}(a) dzdyda

n (@) =l x(v)| dedy,

we have, foreachi=1,..., N,
lim limsup |logh|™" sup / Kn(z —y) niZiN(x) - nEZVN( )‘ dxdy =0,
h—=0 0 telo,T] JRr2d .

which implies local compactness of each of the densities ngll), n as € = 0. Global compact-

ness is obtained by virtue of the second-moment bound from Proposition 3.6. O
As a consequence of the above proposition in conjunction with the uniform L* bounds,
we deduce that the densities n( ) ~ are compact in L?(0, T, L (R%)) for all p,q € [1,00).
Moreover, since

”VW@V,N vM/UNHLq 0,T;LP(R%)) < HVK ||L1(Rd Hne v,N _V,NHL‘?(O,T;LP(RU’))u

the same range of strong convergence is true for VIV, , .
Putting together the results obtained above, we can formulate the following summary:

Corollary 3.11 (Convergence as € — 0). Upon passing to a subsequence, we can find nl(f)N €
L>=(0,T; L' N L*°(RY)) such that
3 nEZI)IN RN n,(f)N in L>=(0,T; LP(R)), forall 1 < p < o0,
o nl) v = nly in L9(0, T, LP(R?)), for all p, q € [1, 00),
and, by their definition,
Neyn(--5a) = n, (-, -3a)in L=(0,T; LP(R?), forall 1 < p < oo and a.e. a € [0, 1],
Neyn — Ny in L0, T, LP(R)), for all p, q € [1, 00),
ne,n —n in Lo0,T; LP(R), forall 1 < p < oo,
e n. ,n—n,yin LY0,T, LP(R%)), forall p,q € [1, 00),
e n_,n — n, y almost everywhere in R* x [0, T].
L4 atEQZ/JV - atﬂ in LQ(O’ T’ Hil(Rd))’

U,N’

as well as
o W.,n — W,nin L0, T, WHP(R?)), forall p,q € [1, 00).

With these convergence results it is now tr1v1a1 to pass to the limit in the weak form of

System (10) and deduce that the tuple (n (n" M - W, n)Y, is a weak solution of System (3).
Thus, the proof of Lemma 2.3 is complete.

We conclude this subsection with the following observation regarding continuity in time
of the solutions.

Proposition 3.12. For each v > 0, the function n,, y constructed in the previous section belongs
to C([0,T]; L*(R%)), after possibly changing it on a set of measure zero. Moreover, we have
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N, n(t) = n, n(t), for every t € [0,T], and maxeiol|n,, n(t)||L2rey < C, where C > 0is
independent of €, v, and N.

Proof. The argument is based on a generalised Arzela-Ascoli theorem [30, Theorem 47.1].
First, let us observe that we can establish the uniform-in-time L?-control, by considering

1d

2dt ||ﬂe,u,N H%?(Rd) < CHﬂe,u,N ||?:2(Rd)7

where the constant C' > 0 is independent of v, ¢, and N. An application of Gronwall’s
lemma yields

Sup (12|32 gmey < C.
0<t<T

In addition, with the fact that

sup oz | [ Kl = liesn(2,0) = (0 O dody

t€[0,T]

< C sup [logh|” / / Kn( — )1y () — 1y (9, 0)] ddy — 0,
R2d

te[0,T

by Proposition 3.10, we can conclude that the set (n,, y(t))e>0 is relatively compact in
L*(R?) for each ¢ € [0, T1]. It remains to show equi-continuity in C([0, T]; L?*(R?)). To this
end, we consider

||Q€,V,N(t + h) - ﬂe,u,N(t) H%Q(Rd) rg ||E€,V,N,Oé (t + h) - ﬂe,u,N(t + h) ||%2(Rd)
+ ||ﬂe,u,N,o¢ (t + h) - Qe,u,N,a(t> HiZ(Rd)

+ ||ﬂe,u,N,a (t) - ﬂe,u,N(t) ||%2(Rd)7

where we used the triangular inequality with the mollified densities

ne,l/,N,oc (t) = ICO! *g ﬂs,u,N(t%

for every t € [0, T]. Here, the kernel K, is the one introduced in Lemma 3.8, normalised
to have unit mass. Now, we observe that

2

’CQ(SL’ - y) (Q67V,N(y7 t) - QgV,N(xJ t)) dy dx

050 = 2Ol < [ |

Rd

S // l@a(l’ - y) ‘ﬂe,u,N(ya t) - ﬂe,u,N(xa t) ’2 dy dl’
R2d
< COlKalliwn @, (1),

having used Jensen’s inequality, the uniform L>-bounds, and the notation from Proposi-
tion 3.10. Similarly, we obtain

HQ6,V,N,a(t + h) - EE,I/,N<t + h)H%Z(Rd) < C”’CaHLl(Rd)Qa(t + h)
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Finally, let us address the second term. We find

HneuNa(t—i_h) eVNa( )“%2 (R)

:/ [ eVNa<t+h> EI/Na / ansl/Noz()de‘r
R4
t+h
- / / [ﬂe,u,N,a (t + h) - ne,u,N,a(tﬂaSﬂe,u,N,a(S) dzds
t R4

< O”ﬂe,u,N,a ||L°°(O,T;H1(]Rd)) ||atﬂe,u,N,a||L2(t,t+h;H*1(]Rd))
< CHﬂe,u,N||L°<>(0,T;L2(Rd)) ||atne,u,N,oz||L2(0,T;H_1(Rd))\/ﬁ/a/
< CVh/a.

Thus, we conclude that

||ﬂe,u,N(t + h) EZ/N( )HLZ(Rd < OSllp Sup “OgO[| IQ ( ) + O\/E/Oé
>0 te[0,T]

Choosing a = h'/4, we have that

||nEVN(t + h) —€l/N( )“iz(Rd) - 07

as h — 0 uniformly in € > 0. Now, by the Arzela-Ascoli theorem, there exists a function
g € C([0,T]; L*(R?)) and a subsequence up to which

ey n(t) = g(t),

for all t € [0,T]. Thus g is the time-continuous representative of n,  and, henceforth,
we identify n, y with g. In particular, we have n_,, v (T) — n, (7). O

Remark 3.13. For the subsequent analysis, let us point out that the continuity of n, 5 in
C([0,T); L*(R?)) and the uniform boundedness in L>=(0, T; L'(R?, (1 4 |z|?) dz) implies
that n, v € C([0,7T]; L'(R?)) and ||n,, n (T)|| 1t (v, (14/af?) doy < C, uniformly in v and N.

3.4 The entropy inequality We are now in a position to prove the entropy inequality.

Propos1t10n 3.14 (Entropy Inequality). The limit n,,  of the sequence (n. ,, y)e>o constructed
in the previous section satisfies the entropy inequality

Hln, N )(T) / / n, y AW,y dz dt
]Rd

// lognVN/ n, NGn (1, y;a) dadz dt.
Rd 0

Proof. Let § > 0 and ¢ € C>°(R?), ¢ > 0. We consider the following regularised form of
the entropy functional

M5 [0 (2) ;:/ (2w () +0) (log(n , (7, 1) +0) — 1)o(2) da,

R4

(20)

and by #?[f] we denote the above functional with § = 0. Given the regularity of n, v,
the weak form of Eq. (13) can be formulated as

T 0 T
/ / E;;N o(r,t) +n., NVeo(r,t) - VW, ydrdt + E/ Vn,, - Volz,t)dadt
0 JR 0 JRd

T 1
= / / @(‘xa t) / ne,y,NGN<ﬂe’V7N; Cl) dadx dt,
0 JR4 0
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for any ¢ € L?(0,T; H'(R?)). Choosing
90< ) 1Og< EVN +5)¢( )

we obtain

Td 5 § 5 § §
(21) / S M, () At + T4 150 4 I I = 1,
where

[6 ,0 / / - —6 v,N VTLQV’N . VWE,I/,N(b d:L' dt’
R

el/N

i = / / e, n108(n, n +0)VO - VW, v dadt,
Rd

\V4 2
[5»526/ Mgﬁd dt,
0

R4 QE,V,N _'_

T
150 = e/ / log(n,, x +0)V¢-Vn,_, ydzdt,
0 JRd

T 1
I = / / log(n,, n + 5)¢/ ey NGN (1 n; @) dadr di.
0 JRd 0

Now we investigate each term individually. Starting with I{° we see

166 / / - —6 v,N V?”Le’V’N . VWE,I/,N¢ de dt7
Rd 1Y

euN

Tr v -VW,,
= / / Vo, n VW, nodrdt — 5/ / e : ’N¢dx dt,
0 JRrd ” 7 0 JRra n.,n+0

T T
— / / QEW’NAWEV?NQﬁ dzxdt — / / ey nVWern Vo dxdt
0 Jre 0 JRra
T T
+ 5/ / log(n,, n + 0) AW, o do dt + 5/ / log(n,, v +0)VWe,n - Vodadt.
0 JRd 0 JRd

Passing to the limit ¢ — 0, we readily obtain

T T
=1 = _/O/Rdﬂy,NAWu,NéﬁdIdt - /0 /Rdﬂu,NVWVvN - Vo dadt

T T
+ 5/ / log(n, x + 0)AW, n¢ dz dt + 6/ / log(n, x +0)VW, x - Védxdt.
0 Jrd 0 Jra

For the last two integrals, we observe that
T
5 / / g (1w + )| AW, |6 da dt
0 Jrd

T
+o / / log (1 + )| VWeww - Vol dirdt < C[log ).
0 JR4

Thus, whene — 0and § — 0,

T T
00— — / / n, yAW, yédzdt — / / n, \VW,n - Védzdt.
0 JRA 0 JRd

Next, the convergence

T
I5° — / / n, ylog(n, y)Vé - VWV, v dz dt
0 JRd
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follows easily from the dominated convergence theorem. The next term from Eq. (21),

I5°, is nonnegative and can be dropped in the limit. The fourth term from Eq. (21) is
estimated by

T
Izé S 6/ /d’vquvne,u,N‘(“Og(S’ +Qe,u,N) dx dt

< E(HneuNHLOO 0,T;L°° (Rd)) T+ |log 5|)||V¢||L2 R4) aneuNHH(OTL?(Rd))

< CVellog(d)],

having used Lemma 3.3. Thus, as ¢ — 0, and then 6 — 0 we have Z"S — 0. The remaining
term of Eq. (21) is given by

T
o0 = / / log(n, , w + 8)(2) / newxGr(n, i a)dad dt.
0 JRA

Notice that n, G (1., ;@) converges strongly in L*ton, yGn(n n, y;a) for every a €
[0,1] and ‘nﬁ,,,NGN(_@V,N, a)| < |G|lcqo.mx (o7t Therefore

1 1
/ nev,NGN (D, N a)da — / n, NGn (1, y;a)da
0 0

in L2(R? x (0,T)). It follows that, as ¢ — 0

T
15’5—>// log(Q,/,N—i—(S)gb(x)/ n, NG N (1, v; a) dadz dt.
0 JRrd

Then, as 6 — 0, we deduce

T
I§’5—>// log(ﬂmN)ng(x)/ n, NG N (1, N a a) dadz dt,
0 JRrd

using the dominated convergence theorem. Finally, we consider the term involving
the time derivative. Since n,,, v € C([0,T]; L*(R?)), the mapping ¢ ~ Hin (1)) is
continuous in [0, 7']. We therefore have

[ S )80 = Ml (D) — iy M ] 5) = P )(T) — 3
Then, since n, , 5 (T) = n,, y(T) in L*(R?), we have as € — 0,
HZ D ) (T) = H5la) = H3la, o) (T) — H{ )
Now, by the dominated convergence theorem, we obtain
M a)(T) = [ () 6)log(a 6 (T) +) = 1) o
= [ mx(T) oz, s (T) ~ Doda,

as 6 — 0.
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We have thus shown that, in the limit ¢ — 0 and, subsequently 6 — 0, Eq. (21) becomes
T T
H[n, v )(T) — HO[n}y] — / / n, NAW, yodz dt — / / n, VW, - Vo dz dt
0 JRE 0 JRA
T
(22) + / / n, ylogn, yVo - VW, v dadt
0 JRd

T 1
S/ ¢10gﬂ,,N/ nyNnGn (1, n;a) dade dt,
0 JRd " Jo ’

for any ¢ € C°(R?), ¢ > 0. Let us now choose ¢ = x g, where x is a sequence of smooth
cut-off functions such that [Vxg| < R™'. Then, using the L>*L'-control of n,, 5 logn,, v
from Proposition 3.7, we can pass to the limit R — oo by the monotone convergence
theorem to obtain Eq. (20). O

4 THE JOINT LIMIT

Before we start discussing the joint limit let us prove a short convergence result of the
initial data and the growth rates.

Proposition 4.1. The initial data of the N-system converges in the following sense:
(1) Foreach a € [0,1], ni(-;a) — n™(-;a) in LP(R?), 1 < p < oo,
(2) N — n = fol n®dain LP(RY), 1 < p < oo,
(3) up to a subsequence, H[n't] — H[n™].
Likewise, the growth rate G'n converges in the following sense:
(4) Foreach a € [0,1], Gn(-;a) = G(-;a) uniformly on I for each compact set I C R,
(5) let (mn)n be a sequence of functions such that 0 < my < nand such that mx converges
tomin LP(R? x (0,T)). Then G x(my;a) converges to G(m; a) in L4(R¢ x (0,T)) for
any p < q < oo, for any a € [0, 1].

Proof. Ad (1). Let a € [0, 1] be fixed and note that there is an integer i(/V) such that

e <i(NJ)V—17i(]]\\[f)]’

i(N)
N

for each each N. Now, let ay :=
Next, consider

782 (-5 a) = (- 50) || e = ([P () = 0(- 5 a)
(R4)

n™(-san) — (-

and observe that then |ay — a| < &, so that ay — a.

LP(R4)

;a) ”Lp(]Rd)'

Let § > 0 and choose a compact set K5 C R? such that

) = 750 ey < [ 50) = 0300 gy 105 6) = 7050 g
)

3

where we used the uniform moment bound for »'™ and the L>-bound n™* < 7. Regarding

the first term, we use the continuity of n™ in the a-variable, Property (2), and the
dominated convergence theorem.

S ||nin(‘ ;aN) o nin(_ +

) a) HLP(K(;)

Ad (2). For ni% = [ ni% da, we use Minkowski’s inequality to estimate

1
‘ Lpr(R%) S/0 ‘

ny —n"

n%( ) a) - nin(' ;a)HLP(Rd) da.
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The integrand converges for each a and is bounded by

[N (-5 a) = n™(-; a) || ogray < 2 Sl[lp]””m(' ya)|[ ey < C.
a€(0,1

Therefore, by the dominated convergence theorem, we deduce ni¥ — n', in L(R?).
Ad (3). Recall that
Hny] = / iy log njy — nj d.
R4

To show convergence towards H[n™], we investigate the logarithmic term. Since n'}
is bounded in L>°(R?) and converges to n™ in L'(R?), it follows from the dominated
convergence theorem that, for a subsequence, n'y log nlt converges strongly to n'™ log n'%
in L?. Indeed, there is a subsequence such that nly converges almost everywhere on R?
and a function h; € L'(R?) such that n't < hy almost everywhere. Since ny converges
also in L*(R%), we can choose a further subsequence and a function hy, € L*(R?) with
nit < hy almost everywhere. Note that

’Eijr\}bgﬂim < /0 + (o) < \/_—i—Hn HLoo(Rd

Since vhy + hy € L*(R?), we obtain the desired convergence in L?, by dominated
convergence.
Now, using the second-moment control, we deduce convergence in L' as follows. Let

1> § > 0be given and let K; = Bp(;)(0) C R? be a ball such that

(23) sup / ni|logny|dz < 6/3.
RI\Ks

N>2

Indeed, this is possible which can be established as follows. First, let us observe that

/ ny|logny|dz < d/ (@1}\}) 43 dg + / (@}3)2 dz
RI\K, RI\Ks RI\Ks

d+1 C
<d / )i gy O
o, ) RO
Note that

2(d+1)

d+1 d+1 d+3
/ (@N) rdr = / (ﬂ}%) i Lzl s de
Rd\K(g R‘i\Kg ‘1" d+3

2 d+1
(/ 1 d)d+3 (/ ) | |2d>d+3
< x nylz|”dz 3
R4\ K |f|dJrl R4\ K N

where the second term is bounded by the uniform moment estimate. The first term can
be estimated by

2 2
1 T+ T3
(/ ) das) = (/ || 74! d:l:) ~ R(8)7 Y43,
RA\K; \:v! [2/>R(3)

Choosing R(6) ~ 5", we deduce (23). Now, in conjunction with the L?-convergence
above, we find N, € N such that

J

Iny logny — n™logn™(|r2@a) < 31|12
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for any N > Nj. Then,
|n'y log niy — 0™ log n™ || 11 (ray < ||y log niy — 0™ log n™ || 11 (k,) +26/3
< K| 2 I log niy — 0™ log 0™ L2 ey + 26/3
<0,
which proves the claim.
Ad (4). Let us now consider the growth rates. Let n € I for some compact set I C R. For
a € [0, 1], let ay be a sequence constructed as before. Then

rgg;dGN(n;a) —G(nya)| = rTrngIX]G(n; an) — G(n;a)| <0G\ e (rxoaplan —al — 0.

Ad (5). Finally, let (my)x be a sequence strongly converging to m in L”. Then
1GN(mn;a) = Glm; a)l|e < [|Gr(masa) = G (m;a)[ + |Gy (m;a) = G(m;a)|[ .

The last term converges to zero by item (4) of this proof. For the remaining term we
write

|Gy (my;a) — Gy(m;a)|r < a|lm, —m|p — 0,

which gives the desired convergence in L”. Interpolating with the L> bound (since
0 < mpy < n), we conclude the proof. O

4.1 Compactness of the rescaled total population density For the remainder of this
section let v = vy be any sequence such that vy — 0 as N — oco. Let us stress that we
impose no conditions on the speed or monotonicity of the convergence vy — 0. The
uniform bounds in L>(0,T; L' N L= (R%)) obtained in the proof of Lemma 2.3 allow us
to extract subsequences of n,, y and n,,, v which converge weakly in L>(0, T, L*(R?)),
1 < p < oo, namely

(24) Ny N = Do oo and nVNJV('? i a) - n0,00(" ’ ;a)a

for every a € [0, 1]. Clearly, we have

1
Qopoz/ No,00 da.
0

Proposition 4.2. The following convergence holds:
WI/N,N — ﬂ()po?
in L*(0,T, L*(RY)). In particular, n, ., € L*(0,T; H'(R?)).

Proof. The local compactness of W, v is established using the Aubin-Lions lemma. We
begin by proving space regularity, using the Brinkman equation

T T
/ / |VWVN,N‘2 dJZ dt - — / / WZ/N,NAWI/N,N dl’ dt,
0 JR 0 JRd

T T
T / / EVNJVAWVN’N dz dt + / / (HVN,N o WUN,N) AVV;/N,N dx dt,
0 JId 0 JRe
T T
T / / EVNJVAWVN’N dz dt — V/ ’AVVVN,N’2 dx dt7
0 JR4 0 JRd

T
S—// N, NAW,, v dzdt.
0 JRd
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Now, rearranging the entropy inequality, Lemma 3.14, we obtain

T
—// n, NAW, vdrdt
0 JRA
] T 1
< ] — Hln,,, )(T) + / / log 1, x / ty NGy, yia)dadedt < C,
0 JRA 0

which follows from the entropy bound in Proposition 3.7. Therefore, VIV, x is uni-

formly bounded in L*(0,T; L*(R?)). Next, we prove time regularity. For any ¢ €
L*(0,T; H'(RY)), we have

|<atWVN,N7 <10>| - { <atﬂuN,N7 KVN * 90>|
<0, Nl 201 @) 1Koy * 0|l 20,71 (REY)

< Ollellze .10 may).

so that 9,W,,, v is uniformly bounded in L?(0,T; H~'(R%)). This gives us the local

compactness of W, y in L?(0, T, L*(R%)). Now we show that the second moment of
Wy~ is bounded,

T T T
// WVN,N]x\dedt:// QUN,N]x\dedt—i—V// AW, y|z|* dx dt,
0 JR4 0 JRd 0 JRA
T T
:// QUN,N]x\zdxdt—i-Qdu// W,y .~ dzdt,
0 JRA 0 JRA

which is bounded by Proposition 3.6. We thus deduce global compactness of W, v.
Identifying the limit of W, x as n, ., follows easily from the weak convergence n,,  —
ny . and the representation W, v = K, *n,, - O

Proposition 4.3. The rescaled total population density n,, y converges strongly to n, ., in
L*(0,T; L*(RY)).

Proof. Let us write

HEVN,N - ﬂo,ooHB(o,T;L?(Rd)) < ||EVN,N - WVN,N||L2(0,T;L2(Rd)) + Hﬂo,oo - WVN,N“LZ(O,T;L?(]RUZ))'

It only remains to estimate the first term:
T
HEVNJV - WVN7N||%2(O,T;L2(ROZ)) = _V/ /d (QVNJV - WVNJV) AWVN,N dxdt
0 JE .
= —y/ / N, NAW,y nvdzdt — V/ VW, .~|* dz dt
0 JRd 0 JRd

T
S—J/// n, yAW,, ndzdt.
0 JRe ’

Applying the entropy inequality, Lemma 3.14, as before we get

T
_I//O/I%dQVN’NAWVN’N dx dt S CVN.
Hence,

||EVN,N - ﬂo,ooHL?(o,T;L?(Rd)) <Cyvn+ ||ﬂo,oo - WVN,NHL?(O,T;L?(Rd)),

which goes to zero as N — 0o using Lemma 4.2. O
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4.2 The limit equation for the rescaled total population density Having obtained the
strong compactness of n,, . y and the weak compactness of VW, , we can now pass to
the limit in Eq. (6) to obtain, in the weak sense,

0Ny o

1
25) T =V (Vi) = [ o Glag i) d

Testing the limiting equation by log(n, ., + d)¢ and following an argument similar to the
derivation of the entropy inequality, we obtain

T
Hlng . )(T) — Hn™ + / Vg o [? de dt
0 JRd

T 1
= // logQOOO/ 10,00 GN (g oo @) da d dt.
0 JRrd " Jo ’

4.3 Strong convergence of the velocity In this subsection we will show that the L*-
norm of the velocity VW, v converges to the L?>-norm of the limit velocity Vrn, .
Combining this fact with the weak convergence of the velocities from Lemma 4.2, we
will deduce strong convergence.

We can compare the entropy equality, Eq. (26), and the entropy inequality,. Eq. (20), to

(26)

deduce
T
- // EVN,NAWVN,N dz dt
0 Jre
27 T
0 < [V i Al JT) = Hln, ()
0 Jre
+ Hny] — H[n™] + React(n,y v, 1, v) — React(no o, 1 o0 ),
where

T 1
React(n,y v, 1,5 n) 22// IOgEVN,N/ Ny NG (1, i a) dadz dt.
0 JRd 0

We now wish to pass to the limit N — oo in (27). To this end, we investigate the terms
on the right-hand side in pairs. From Proposition 4.1 we have

(28) lim H[nYy] = H[n™).

N—oo

To compare the final-time entropies, we first state the following proposition.

Proposition 4.4. Up to extracting a subsequence it holds that n,, , x(T') — ng .. (T) weakly in
LY(RY).

Proof. In light of Remark 3.13 and the uniform L?-control of ||n,, x(T)||12(re), we may
apply the Dunford-Pettis theorem to infer the existence of some x € L'(R%) and a
subsequence such that n, .y — XxX,as N — oc. This limit can be identified using the
equation for n,, y. Let d > 0 and let {; be a sequence of smooth nonnegative functions
approximating the continuous nonnegative piecewise linear function

1 for s € [0, T — 26),

&s(s) = T2 for s € [T —26,T - 6),
0 fors e (T —0,T).
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Then, taking ¢ € C°(R?) and using &5(¢)¢(x) as test function in the weak formulation of
System (6), we have

T T
[ [ mngodedi= [ 60 [ n, IWox - Vododt
0 JRA 0 Rd
T 1 ]
- / (1) / / Oy G (g i) dadadt — [ ¢(x)n(z) de.
0 R4 Jo Rd

Passing to the limit § — 0, we obtain

T
/ 0, n(T)pdz — / / n,, VW - Vodadt
R 0o JRrd

T 1
—— [ [ [ onmnCtu o dodede— [ ot de,
0 R4 JO Rd

and then passing to the limit N — oo, we have

T
[xode= [ [ o Vm. Vodsar
Rd o Jre
T 1 _
—/ / / Pn0,00G (g o3 @) dadr dt — [ @(z)n" () da
o JreJo Rd

where we have used Proposition 4.1, Proposition 4.3 and the weak convergences VW, y —
Woeo,and n, (1) — x. However, testing the weak form of the Darcy system (25) with
the same test function &;(¢)¢(z) and passing to the limit § — 0, we obtain

/nooo ¢dx—/ / 19 Vg . - Vo dt
/ /Rd/ P10,06G (1 o3 @) dadz dt — qub( )i (z) da

Juxtaposing the last two equalities, we easily deduce that x = n, . (T) a.e. in R d
By convexity of the entropy functional #[-] and Proposition 4.4, we have

(29) lim sup (Hlng o) (T) = I, v)(T)) <0,

It remains to treat the reaction terms. By the uniform L'-control onn,  ylogn, y from
Proposition 3.7, for every § > 0 there exists a compact set K = K5 C R, such that

T
Sup// n,, vllogn,  y|dzdt <.
NZQ 0 Kec

Then, since the growth rate is uniformly bounded,

T 1
// log@yN’N/ Ny NGN (1, via)dadz dt| < C6,
0 JKe 0

for each N > 2 as well as for the limit quantity at N = oo.

For the integral on K, we apply Egorov’s Theorem to find A C K with p(A) < § such
that n, v — ng . uniformly in K\ A. Let 0 < 8 < 1/e. By uniform convergence, on
K \ A we have (for N large enough)

—VUN, N

ﬂO,oozg — n >§ and Q07m<§ = n, y<p.

We now partition the compact domain K as follows,
K = (K\ AN {0y = B/2) U (K\ AN {0 < B/2) UA= Ky UK, UA
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On K the sequence logn,,, y converges strongly in L?. Thus, together with the weak
convergence of n,,, x and the strong convergence of Gy (n,, ,a) (cf. Proposition 4.1),
we readily obtain

T 1
// logn,, N/ Ny NGN (1, ;@) dadz di
0JK; " Jo ’

T 1
— // log@OOo/ 10,00G (N oo @) da d dt.
0 Ji, Jo ’

On the set K5, using the uniform bound for G and n,.n < fB,we have

T 1
// logQVN,N/ n,,N,NGN(Q,/MN;a)dad:cdt'§C max |G (n;a)|u(K)S5|log 5.
0 JK, 0

[0,1]x[0,7n]

Lastly, on the set A

T 1
//logﬂvaN/ ”uN,NGN(EVN,NSG) dadxdt‘ < C.
0JaA 0

Let us stress the the last two bounds hold for N > 2 and for N = co. Combining all the
above results, we conclude that

A}i_r)noo‘React(nymN,QyN’N) — React(ng o, 1 o0 )| < C(6 + p(K;5) 5| log B]).

Sending 8 — 0 and then § — 0, we deduce that

(30) 1\}520 React(n,y,n, 1, n) = React(no,c0, g o )-

Finally, let us recall from the proof of Proposition 4.2 that

T T
(31) —// EVN,NAWVN,NdfdtZ// VW, ~|” dz dt.
0 JRd 0 JRA

Therefore, using (31), and results (28), (29), and (30), we can pass to the limit N — oo in
Eq. (27) to obtain

T T
limsup/ ]VWVN,NIZd:UdtS// |Vﬂ0m|2dxdt,
0 JRd 0 JRd ’

v—0

combining which with the weak convergence VW, n — Vng ., yields strong conver-
gence of the velocity VIV, n.

4.4 Conclusion of the proof Using the weak convergence (24) of the interpolated
density n,, ~, the strong convergence of the rescaled population density n, v, the
strong convergence of the velocity VW, v — Vn, ., and the results of Proposition 4.1
(for the convergence of the initial data and the reaction term), it is straightforward to pass
to the limit in the weak formulation of System (5) to obtain that n », satisfies System (9),
in the weak sense, with velocity Vn, ... Thus, the proof of Theorem 2.6 is complete. [

5 THE LIMIT N — o0

This section is devoted to proving Theorem 2.5. To this end, let v > 0 be fixed and let

(n(yZ )N, W, ~ )Y, be the weak solution constructed in Lemma 2.3 as the limit of the approx-

imate sequence (nill), x> Weon)X,. With the uniform bounds guaranteed by Lemma 2.3,
we can extract a subsequence such that

ny,N('a : 70') R nu,oo('7 3 CL)
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weakly—x in L>(0,T; LP(R)) for any p € [1, oc]. Defining n,, ., := [ Moo da, we imme-
diately obtain that n, ; converges weakly to n, ., in the same range of topologies.
Now define W, ., as the solution to the Brinkman equation

_I/AWZ/,OO + Wu,oo = ﬂ]j’oo

Clearly W, y converges weakly to W, ...
To pass to the limit N — oo in the weak formulation of System (5), we will demonstrate
that the sequences (n,, y)x and (VW,, x )y converge strongly.

Proposition 5.1. The sequence (W, )y converges, as N — oo, to W, o, strongly in L*(0, T; L*(R?)).

Proof. This convergence is obtained similarly as in Proposition 3.9. The gradient VIV, x
is uniformly bounded in L>(0,T; LP(R?)) for any 1 < p < oo, the time derivative
oW, n = O,y » K, is uniformly bounded in L?(0,T; H~'(R?)) using the uniform
bound on ;n,, 5 from Corollary 3.11, and the second-moment control in Proposition 3.6
provides equi-tightness. O

Proposition 5.2. The sequence (VW,, x )y converges to VW, o, strongly in L*(0,T; L} (R?)).

Proof. This follows from the Aubin-Lions lemma. From the Brinkman equation, we have
D?W, y bounded in L?(0,T; L*(R?)). Since v is fixed, the bound for the time derivative
is obtained from 0;(0,, W,,n) = 0., K, x Oin,, y and Corollary 3.11 again. O

5.1 Compactness of the rescaled total population density We now revisit the proof of
Proposition 3.10 to deduce strong convergence of the rescaled total population density.

Proposition 5.3. The sequence (n,, i) n converges strongly in L*(R* x (0,T)).
Proof. Recall from the proof of Proposition 3.10 (cf. Eq. (19)) that

/RM ’Ch(f]? - y) ‘ne,V,N(m) 6 v, N ‘ dx dy

< C— +0|1ogh\1/2+0// Kn(z = 9)[Wepn(x) — Weyn(y)| do dy dt
RZd

+C/R2dlCh(90—y)/o1

+C o Kn(z —y) |Elenzv($) - ﬂlenN<y)‘ dz dy,
R
where all the constants are independent of e and N. However, we already know that
n., y converges to n, v in L'(R? x (0,T)), as € — 0. Therefore, passing to the limit in ¢,
we obtain

”lenN( ) — ”?N(W‘ dadxdy

/RM Ki(z —y)|n, n(2) — n, v (y)| dzdy

T
< Cllogh|"* + c/ / Kn(z — 9)|[Wyn(x) — W, n(y)| do dy dt
0 R2d

—I—C/RMICh(x_y)/Ol

+C [ Ku(z—y)|n(z) — ny(y)| dzdy.

R2d

in (x) — n?{}(y)‘ dadx dy

Subsequently, using Proposition 5.1 and Proposition 4.1, we infer

T
lim limsup |logh|™" / / , Kn(x — y)ml,N(x) - @V’N(y)| drdydt = 0.
0o Jr2

h=0  N—ooo
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Applying Lemma 3.8, we deduce the result. O

5.2 Passing to the limit We are now ready to perform the limit passage in the weak
formulation of Eq. (6), see Definition 2.1. Note that to pass to the limit in the reaction
term we use Proposition 4.1. We can also pass to the limit in the Brinkman equation to
obtain

_VAWZ/OO +szoo =

almost everywhere in R? x (0, 7). We have thus obtained a weak solution (n, .., W, )
of System (7) as the limit of weak solutions (n,, x, W, x) of System (5), which concludes
the proof of Theorem 2.5.

We conclude this section by observing that the entropy inequality holds also for Sys-
tem (7).

—VOO’

Proposition 5.4. The weak solution (n, ., W, ) of System (7) obtained above satisfies the
following entropy inequality

Hlny )(T) — H[n™ / / 0, AW, dedt
]Rd

// lognyoo/ N,00G (1, 005 @) da da dt.
R 0

Proof. This follows from taking the limit N — oo in the inequality for the localised
entropies, Eq. (22). For the entropy terms we use the strong convergence property
derived in Proposition 3.12 and Proposition 4.1, respectively. The critical term is the
reaction term, since we only have weak convergence of n, y. However, using the same
approach as in Section 4 (Egorov’s theorem and partition of the domain supp ¢), we can
show that

(32)

T 1
/ ¢10gnV,N/ n, NG n(n, v;a)dadz dt
0 JRd 0

T 1
— // ¢log @wo/ Ny,00G (1, 005 @) da da dt.
0 JRd 0

Considering a sequence of cut-off converging to unity, we remove the localisation and
deduce Eq. (32). O

With the above entropy inequality and the uniform bounds from Lemma 2.3, we can
easily follow the strategy explained in Section 4 to deduce the following result on the
inviscid limit at the continuous phenotype level.

Corollary 5.5. Let (1, o, W, ) be the weak solution of System (7) obtained above. Then, there
exists a function ng o, : R x [0,7] x [0,1] — [0, 00) with

Nooo(-,-;a) € L®(0,T; L' N L°(RY)),  for almost every a € [0, 1],
and
ng ., € L*(0,T; H'(RY)),
such that, up to a subsequence, |
Moo = Noeo i1 L¥(0,T5 LP(R)), 1 < p < oo,
N, — Moo i1 L2(0,T; L*(RY),
Wiso = ng s in L*(0,T; H'(R?)),

The limit function ng  is a weak solution to System (9) in the sense of Definition 2.2.
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5.3 The phenotype limit at the Darcy level We conclude this section with a short
discussion of the limit N — oo for the inviscid system (8). Let (no n )~ be a sequence
of nonnegative weak solutions of System (8). The existence of such solutions can be
obtained by taking the limit » — 0 in the family of solutions (n, x), to the Brinkman
system (5). In particular, these solutions are uniformly bounded in L>(0, T; L* N L>=(RY)).
Hence, up to a subsequence, we have

nO,N('a';a) 4”0,00('7';0’) in L2(07T7 L2(Rd))7
for each a € [0, 1], for some function ng o, € L>(0,T; L' N L=(R?)). We then have

1 1
ng N = / no,y da — / no,00 da =: 1y o,
0 0

weakly in L?(0, T’; L*(R?)). The rescaled total density n, y satisfies the following equa-
tion:

on 1
g:;N -V (EO,NVQO,N) = / no7NG(QO7N; a)da.
0

Testing this equation by log n, ; and bounding the entropy terms, we obtain

T
9l dedt < [l D))+ ")

(33) T 1
+// \logQO,N]/ no,nGn (1 ;@) dadz dt
0 JRrd 0

<C,

where the constant is independent of V. This implies that Vn,, 5 is uniformly bounded in
L?(0,T; L*(R?)). In conjunction with the uniform bound d;n, y € L*(0,T; H~'(R%)), we
deduce that there exists a subsequence such that n,, ; converges to n, ., in the L*-norm.
Along the same subsequence we also have Vn, y — Vn, ,, in L*(0,T; L*(R%)). These
convergences are sufficient to pass to the limit in the weak formulation of System (8) to
deduce that ng , satisfies the weak formulation of System (9).

6 CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this work, we proposed tissue growth models featuring N subpopulations governed
by viscoelastic interactions through Brinkman’s law. Our investigation focused on two
distinct limit processes. First, in the joint limit as v — 0 and N — oo, we recovered the
inviscid tissue growth model with a continuous phenotype variable, as introduced in
[13]. The second limit considered the number of phenotype traits approaching infinity
(N — o0) for both ¥ > 0 and v = 0. For v > 0, we derived a viscoelastic tissue growth
model with a continuous phenotype variable. In the case of v = 0, we again obtained
the inviscid tissue growth model with continuous traits, as studied in [13]. Additionally,
the inviscid limit v — 0 for a fixed finite number of phenotypes is a straightforward gen-
eralisation of [14]. Thus, our work provides a comprehensive framework that elucidates
the relationships between these four modelling paradigms, as depicted in the diagram
presented in the introduction.

To the best of our knowledge, our results constitute the first rigorous ‘phenotype-to-
infinity” limits in this context, opening up exciting future research avenues. These
include the incorporation of convective effects and the exploration of broader classes of
constitutive pressure laws, for which we believe our findings will also hold true.
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