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MATHEMATICAL MODEL FOR COLLECTIVE MIGRATION ON A
VISCOELASTIC COLLAGEN NETWORK

NICOLAS MEUNIER AND ANDREI TARFULEA

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study a model of self-generated directional cell mi-
gration on viscoelastic substrates in the absence of apparent intrinsic polarity. This
model, first proposed in [5], was observed numerically to manifest traveling pulse
solutions for sufficiently large collagen stiffness, leading to a persistent collective
migration. Here we provide a rigorous mathematical framework for the model,
finding the exact stationary states and conditional traveling pulse. We also prove
global well-posed in W* > spaces, local stability of the traveling pulse for high
stiffness, and exponential convergence to the stationary state for low stiffness.

1. INTRODUCTION

In [5] the following model was proposed for self-generated directional migration of
cell clusters on viscoelastic substrates in the absence of internal biochemical polarity
signals:

(1.1)  adS(t,x) = —S(t,x)+ B20%,5(t,x) + Y0p—got), t>0, xER,
(1.2) Te(t) = d—ixc(t) = —n0,S(t,x = z.(t)),

where «, 3,7, n are non-negative real numbers and §,—, is the Dirac mass in x = a.
The motion of the cell cluster, represented by the curve z.(t), moves according to
the local deformation of the collagen network, represented by the scalar S. This
deformation spreads and dissipates through the medium, but is also generated from a
source centered at the cell cluster in an isotropic and apolar manner; i.e., the equation
above is symmetric in translations and in switching = to —=x.

In [5], heuristic results had been given concerning the existence of a traveling pulse
type solution for (1.1) — (1.2). Specifically, for a threshold 7y that depends on «, 3,
and +, traveling pulses appear spontaneously when 1 > 79 but do not appear when
1 < To-

There are two difficulties in mathematically analyzing (1.1) — (1.2). The first is due
to its subtle non-linear nature. The second concerns the fact that in the traveling

frame, the only way to accommodate the Dirac mass is to have a jump in 0,5 at
x = 0. That is, 82(0;S(07) — 9, 5(0%)) = —ay. On the other hand, the condition on
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Z. indicates that the velocity ¢ of the traveling pulse satisfies ¢ = £9,.5(0); however,
0,5(0) doesn’t make sense because of this jump.

To overcome the second difficulty, here we study a regularized version of (1.1) — (1.2)
taking the form

1 « ay
13 (gt g0 ) So) = Falo—n0). 130, 2R
where g, is a Gaussian like function:

1 _&
ge(x) = o <,

and the position z.(t) is again given as

(1.5) Te(t) = ve(t) = =m0 S(t, x = x.(1)).

(1.4)

Since

lim g.(z) = d4—0,
e—0

in the distributional sense and

. _ee?
96(5) =e + <1,

this justifies that the problem (1.3) — (1.4) — (1.5) is an approximation of the problem
(1.1) = (1.2). Throughout this work we try to make as few assumptions as possible
about the production term g.. While the Gaussian will satisfy all of our assumptions,
we remark that the main features of g. will be its nonnegativity, symmetry about the
origin, regularity (i.e., W*), and fast decay as |z| — co.

We now summarize our main results. First, the model is globally well-posed in L*
based spaces, with smoothness controlled by the smoothness of g (and for uniform
results also the smoothness of the initial data Sp).

Theorem 1.1. Let k > 2 and assume that So(z) € W*>® and zo € R are given.
Assume further that g € WFTL° Then there exists a unique strong solution pair
(S(t,z),xc(t)) to (1.3) — (1.4) — (1.5) starting from initial data (So(x),xo). Here
strong solution means that for every integer 0 < m < |k/2|, we have O*S €
LPWET2™° and that . € WIK/2120(R ), with bounds that are uniform in time.

If g- € C*°, then (S, z.) is a classical solution (i.e., C*® int and x).

Second, assuming we are working in the class of strong solutions given by Theorem
1.1, we have stable traveling left /right pulses when the stiffness 7 is sufficiently large,
as well as stable stationary states when the stiffness is sufficiently small.

Theorem 1.2.

1 For a given starting location xg, there exists a unique right-moving traveling pulse
solution S(t,z) = S(x — 2o — vet) and zc(t) = 2o + vet to (1.3) — (1.4) — (1.5) if
and only if the stiffness n is sufficiently large, depending on o, B, v and g.; the
velocity v. can be computed implicitly from these quantities. This is made precise
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i Lemma /.1.

it When the traveling pulse exists, it is exponentially stable for sufficiently small per-
turbations. This is stated precisely in Proposition 7.1 and Corollary 7.2.

11 For a given starting location xq, there always exists a unique stationary solution

S(t,z) = So(x — o).

iv When the stiffness n is sufficiently small, all nontrivial solutions of (1.3) — (1.4)
— (1.5) converge exponentially to So(x — &) for some T. This is stated precisely in
Proposition 8.1 and Corollary 8.2.

This work is organized as follows. We comment on the existing literature concerning
(1.3) = (1.4) — (1.5) in Section 2 and in Section 3 we describe our notation. We study
the stationary states and traveling pulses, proving parts (i) and (iii) of Theorem 1.2 in
Section 4. We formulate these two results in terms that include all physical constants,
however the finer mathematical analysis benefits from simplifying the equation. As
such, Section 5 transforms equation (1.3) using rescaled variables to eliminate some
of the physical constants, in order to better understand which parameters control
the qualitative behaviour of the solutions. We then prove Theorem 1.1 in Section 6.
Finally, we study the stability of the traveling pulse in Section 7 (proving part (ii) of
Theorem 1.2), and we prove part (iv) of Theorem 1.2 in Section 8.

2. RELATED PROBLEMS

Self-generated gradients have recently attracted a lot of attention in the biological
community. These gradients offer a robust strategy for a group of cells to orient
themselves and navigate an otherwise homogeneous medium.

We first mention phoresis which is a phenomenon in which a small, inert particle in a
fluid moves relative to the undisturbed local velocity of the fluid that would exist at
the point currently occupied by the particle if the particle were not present. In this
phenomenon, the driving force comes from an inhomogeneity in certain attributes
of the particle-free fluid, such as temperature, pressure or fluid density. In [7], the
authors review the rich physics underlying the operation of phoretically active colloids,
and they describe their interactions and collective behaviors. Micro- and nanoparticles
can move by phoretic effects in response to externally imposed gradients of scalar
quantities, such as chemical concentration or electrical potential. In such a framework,
one class of active colloids can propel themselves in aqueous media by generating local
gradients of concentration and electrical potential via surface reactions. Phoretic
active colloids can be controlled by external stimuli and can mimic the collective
behaviors exhibited by many biological swimmers. There is much in common between
phoretic models and the model we study here: the latter is a minimal toy model of
the phoretic type. To the best of our knowledge, there are no rigorous studies on the
appearance of progressive waves in this type of experiment, and our work is a first
step in this direction.



In a different direction, we mention [6] in which the authors study the velocity of the
displacement wave for Fisher-KPP fronts under the influence of repulsive chemotaxis.
In [6], the authors provide an almost complete picture of the asymptotic dependence
of the wave velocity on parameters representing the strength and length scale of
chemotaxis. This latter work is based on the establishment of convergence to the
Fisher-KPP traveling wave in porous media and a Fisher-KPP-Keller-Segel hyper-
bolic wave in certain asymptotic regimes. The proofs use a variety of techniques
ranging from entropy methods and estimates of the decay of oscillations to a general
description of the traveling wave. The main difference between the system we are
studying here and the problem studied in [6], lies in the description of the signal that
generates the motion. In [6], the signal is given by a repulsive Keller-Segel term.

Finally, we mention [1, 2, 3, 4, 8], which models the experiment in which a colony of
Dictyostelium discoideum is able to escape hypoxia through a remarkable collective
behavior. It is shown that oxygen consumption leads to self-generated oxygen gradi-
ents, which serve as directional cues and trigger a collective movement towards higher
oxygen regions. In these works, the analysis is either purely numerical, or mathemat-
ical after the problem has been reduced to an ODE. The analysis we propose here is
based on the study of the full PDE (1.1) - (1.2), which has certain aspects in common
with the hypotaxis model.

3. NOTATIONS

We gather here some notation and some material that will be used in the sequel.

o If f:[0,4+00[xR — R is a real valued measurable function, for 1 < p,q <
+00 we will denote by LY(L%) the LP(in time)-L9(in space) Lebesgue space
which is given by the condition

1
“+oo 7
1l asy = ( [ st dt> < e

with the usual modifications when p = 400 or ¢ = +o0.
1 _le?

e For t > 0, the heat kernel is given by the function hi(z) = o for
which we have the estimates
+(1=1/p)
(3.1 05l < =5,
with k € N and 1 < p < 4o00. We also have that 0;(hs * f) = A(h * f).
e The Sobolev spaces W*>(R) are given as the set of measurable functions f
having weak derivatives of up to order k, with

£ lwrroo®y = [1f |l zoe®y + IV* fll oo ) < +00.

By Morray’s inequality, any such f € Wk is Ck—11,
e Some of our calculations will involve a precise constant, which requires a fixed
definition of the Fourier transform. For any continuous f € L'(R), the Fourier
4



transform f and its inverse are given by

/ f(z)e ™ dz  and f(x / F(€)e™E de.

4. STATIONARY STATES AND CONDITIONAL TRAVELING PULSE SOLUTIONS

Here we construct the special explicit solutions to (1.3) — (1.5) that we will analyze
in later sections. The first of these is the stationary state, which always exists for all
choices of parameters.

Proof of Theorem 1.2 (iii).
We assume that xg = 0. The pair (Sp(z),0) will satisfy (1.3) — (1.5) if and only if
So(x) — B292,50(x) = ayge(x) and  9,5(0) =0

The proof is then immediate from the Fourier transform of (1.3) in the z-variable.
We see that Sy is given uniquely (in the class of integrable functions) by

Su(e) = 22048

G _ay [ ge(§e™ w& 204’Y % Ge(€) cos(x€)

The last equality used the fact that g, is an even function. Since g, is smooth, then
so is Sg. Furthermore, since g, is an even function, then likewise So( ) will be even,
which means 9,5,(0) = 0.

If 29 # 0 is given, then the pair (So(x — ), 7o) will solve (1.3) — (1.5).

so that

Proof of Theorem 1.2 (i).

For the (right-moving) traveling pulse, we seek a solution pair to (1.3) — (1.5) of
the form (So(x — vet), vet), for a fixed velocity v, > 0. Of course, by symmetry and
translation invariance, (So(&(x — vet) — x0), T £ vct) is also a solution corresponding
to pulses traveling to the left and starting at an initial location xy. For simplicity we
take xg = 0, while also mentioning that the stability analysis in the latter sections of
this paper will need to consider xq arbitrary.

Lemma 4.1. There exists n; > 0 such that for all m > n;, there exists a classical
solution of (1.3) — (1.5) of the form S(t,x) = S(z — v.t) where v. > 0 is given
implicitly by the relation

' ™ o<1+we>+a%%2
In the limit as g. approaches a delta function, we have that

1,3
(4.2) Jim o? = = da 2y B0,
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Proof. Under the traveling pulse ansatz (writing w = z — v.t), (1.3) becomes

1 av. d a2\ - ay
<@ T8 dw dw2> S(w) = Egg(w)'
Taking the Fourier transform, we obtain
(4.3) (1 — o i + 5252) 5(5) = ay:(§),
hence

© = 1ol
1+ 8262 — awi€
(4.4) o ayge(§) (14 5°€ + avig)
. - (1 +52§2)2 +Oﬁ2’Ug§2 )
and the traveling pulse solution must take the form

Sy = 2 [ SO (L2 o) g snia)
7 Jo (14 B2€%)? + a?02€?

The above expression will always solve (1.3), but to form a solution pair with z.(t) =

vt it must also satisfy the condition (1.5), which (after using (4.4)) requires that

U

de.

Ve = _ndw w =0)
= ——/255 ) d€
_ a ’795(5)52
(4-5) - UC;/O (1_1_5252) +a 1)252 dg,

which yields the implicit value of v, (given the parameters 7, «, (3, 7, and g.) seen in
(4.1), provided that v, > 0.

We now observe that the expression (4.1) implies that 7 must have a minimum value
to permit the existence of traveling pulses. Taking the limit of the right hand side
when v. — 0 yields

s

W+ gep

while the limit of the right hand side when v, — 400 is 0. Hence the question now is
whether
0o 2.~ 2
U a3 (§)§
— ——2>=2-dE > 1.
™ /0 (14 B262)? :

We then have an exact expression for the critical value n}:

LT ([ (8¢ -
nE_CYT’Y</0 i+ d5> '

n [ a®y§-(£)E
|



We compute
- o] 52
4= /0 e

1 o0 1 1 o0 1
= ﬁ/o 1+ﬂ2s2d§_@/o TEN I

™ ™ ™

T2 AP 4

Note that, as € — 0, g. converges monotonically to the constant 1 function (by choice
of normalization in (1.4)). Then as € — 0, i is monotone decreasing and converges
to

L4 o 4p?
Mo = T az’}’ - 042"}/,
which proves (4.2). O

5. RESCALED EQUATION

For the remainder of this work, we fix ¢ > 0 and write only g for the deformation
term on the right-hand side, which we assume to be a fixed, smooth, even function
with sufficient decay at infinity.

From the mathematical perspective, it is simpler to examine equation (1.3) in rescaled
coordinates to eliminate some of the physical constants. This will help us to better
see which parameters control the qualitative behavior of solutions.We start with the
problem in its original form:
ads(t,x) +s(t,z) — 202,s(t, x) = ayg(x — z(t)),

Ze(t) = —n0gs(t, xc(t)).
Given a solution pair (s,z.) to (5.1), a scaling factor A > 0, and constants a, b, ¢, d to
be determined later, we then define

sx(t, ) := A%s(\°t, \°x),

(5.1)

and
Tex(t) == M (\°t).
Then, provided that d + ¢ = 0, the pair (s, z.)) solves
axdsa(t, x) + sx(t, 2) — BRO7.5x(t, ) = axyaga(z — zer(t)),
ic)\(t) = _nAb_a_2caxS)\(taxc)\(t))a
where
ay=0aX"" B=BAC =92 and  ga(2) = g(A%%).
This allows us to choose A, a, b, and ¢ such that a) = 8y = vy = 1. Up to redefining
n and g, the model we study is essentially

ds(t,x) + s(t,x) — 02,5(t,2) = g(z — x.(1))

Te(t) = —n0es(t, (1))
7
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Note how the only remaining parameter that determines the qualitative behavior of
solutions to (5.2) is the (rescaled) stiffness 1. Under this formulation, the stationary
solution s(t,z) = So(x) solves the equation

(5.3) s0(w) — O3y0(x) = g(),
and the traveling pulse solution 5(¢,x) = S(x — tv) solves the equation

—v8'(2) +5(2) - 5"(2) = 9(2),

5.4
o0 v=-15(0),
with explicit formula
, 1 e*4(¢)
=— | ——_d¢.
5(2) 27T/Rl+£2—iv£ ¢

This formulation also makes it clear that the traveling pulse solutions only exist for
sufficiently large stiffness 7, as

oy _v_1 i€4(8) B O R 1(3)
0=t -5 [Teom s ), @i

We also remark that the model (5.2) tends to bring the total deformation (the integral
of s in space) towards an equilibrium given by g. That is, defining

san(®)i= [ s(t.a)d.

de.

we see that

d—istot(t) _ /R o(2) dz — st (1),
so that
(5.5) Stot () = € "Stot(0) + (1 — e~ )/Rg(a:) dz.

6. GLOBAL WELL-POSEDNESS

This section demonstrates that the Cauchy problem for (5.2) is globally well-posed;
i.e., that solutions exist for all time, are unique, and are also smooth. The extent of
this smoothness depends on the regularity of g, while the uniformity in time of this
smoothness depends additionally on sy. The nonlinear nature of (5.2) is quite mild,
so these are all handled by a Picard iteration in a suitable W* space. Importantly,
this argument requires for ¢ to have some amount of smoothness.

Proposition 6.1. For any fived integer k > 2, assume sy € WH>®(R) and 2o € R
are given initial data. Assume also that g € WF+Y1L:° Then the system (5.2) admits
a unique solution pair (s,x.) in LﬁiT}WIg’OO X L‘[’&T], with any T > 0, starting from
that initial data.
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Proof. Suppose that sy and zg are given initial data. We first define the approximate
solutions by setting
Ot z) = so(z) and  22(t) = zo,
and for each n solving
6.1) s (t,x) + 8" (t,x) — 02,8"(t, ) = g(x — z™(t))
' e (t) = —ndys"H(t, ap T (1))

The system (6.1) solves for ! by direct integration and then solves for s™ by the heat
equation with damping, so (s™, x") exists and is smooth for all time. Recalling (3.1)),
we have

t
Ut 2) = e~hy # s0(x) + / e by x gl — a2 () dr,
0

t
(6.2) (0p)Fs™(t, ) = e thy sék) (x) + / e hy_x g®) (@ — 271 (7)) dr,
0

T
() = 20 — 1 / 11 (r, 2 (1)) d.
0

More importantly, the approximate solution s” is bounded uniformly in every W=
space. Indeed, since convolution with h; is bounded by 1 as an operator from L to
L™,

(6.3) 15" [[yyrkoe (8) < € lisollwmoe + (1= e ) lgllwroe < My,
where M), depends on sy and g, but not on ¢.

For a fixed T' > 0 to be determined later, our Banach space will be LfOOT]WHg’OO.
Observe that (6.3) demonstrates that the sequence {s"},, is bounded. Define

U (t) = sup ‘(Gx)ksn(ﬂx) — (896)]“5"_1(7',:5)‘ )
(m,2)€[0,t] xR

and

o"(t) = swp Jal(r) — a2 7'(7)]
_T_

Using (6.2), the usual estimate for quadratic nonlinearities, and the mean value the-
orem, we have

T
o(T) < /0 |52-3(r, 28 3(7)) — 22 (7, 272 (r)| dr

T
<1 / e G B e | I e C o I C e | Ky



From the Duhamel formula in (6.2) and again the mean value theorem we also have
T
TUT) < / e (I=7)
0

T
< /0 s % g*H D poe |22 (7) — 227 (7)] dr < To™ (T)llgllyps1.00

hor % g® (@ = a2 (1) = heer % gV (@ —2f 7 (7)) dr

<NT*Myy1 (Mao™ H(T) + U7~ H(T)).

Hence, the quantity ®"(T') := o™(T) + ¥5(T) + V{(T) +-- -+ V(T) (for k > 2) will
satisfy

d™(T) < C,T*d" 1T,
where C} depends on 1 and My, - -- , My11. For T sufficiently small, we conclude that

the sequence {s"},, converges in our Banach space to a unique solution s of (5.2), and
that the sequence {z!},, also converges to z. in L.

To extend to a global solution, we reiterate the problem starting from s(7,z). Impor-
tantly, recall that (6.3) holds true a priori for all time and all n, so that the value of
the M) used in the reiterated argument do not increase with each reiteration. That
is, the M}, used to define Cj, will still only depend on sy(x), and not on s(T',z). Thus
each reiteration extends the solution for a time interval of the same length, which
gives the global existence.

From (6.2) and the convergence of (s™,z7) to (s,x.) in LPWE® x L, we see that
x. is in fact differentiable, and that (along with (6.3))

bo(t) = —nsa(t 2e(t)),  welt) = 0 — 1 /0 5o (r, 2e(7)) dr

(6.4) S(t,2) = e (hy * 50) (x) + /0 T (hyey % ) — wolr)) dr

Il (8) < M

To prove uniqueness, we observe that any strong solution must also satisty (6.4). We
then assume that we have two such solutions (si,z1) and (s2,z2) that both start
from initial data (sg,z¢). Define

F(t) := |zc1(t) — e 2(t)| 4+ sup |Ozsi (t, ) — Opsa(t, )],

observing that F'(0) = 0. Writing G¢(x) = (h; % g)(z), we use (6.4) and the mean
value theorem to obtain

t
|0p51(t, ) — Opsa(t,x)| < / e~ (=7 ‘G;_T(m — Ze1(T)) — Gy (x — xc72(7'))| dr
0

< /Ot 1 |Gl (0)] |e,1 (T) — @epo(T)| dT

t
< [ lolwaFir)ar
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and

e (£) — en(t)] <7 /0 10051 (7, 201 (7)) — Bua (7, T (7)] dr

t
S T]/ |8381(T, 9)‘ ’qu — 1'072‘ + ]Z?xsl(T, xc72) — 8:052(73;0,2)] dr
0

t
0 / (My + DF(r) dr.
0
Hence, for some constant C,
/ CF(r

which allows us to conclude that F'(t) = 0 by the integral form of Grénwall’s lemma.

This establishes uniqueness.
O

Proposition 6.2. The solution pair (s(t,x),z.(t)) constructed in Proposition 6.1 is
in fact a strong solution, meaning that for every integer 0 < m < |k/2|, we have

o"s € L?Wﬁ_zm’w, and that x, € WIF/2L9(R ), with bounds that are uniform in
time.

Proof. We differentiate in t the expression for s(¢,z) from (6.4), which gives
t

s = e (A = 1)(he * 50) + g(& — we(t)) + / e A = D) (hy—r % g)(w — z(7)) dT.
0

Since sy € Wk and g € Wk+1:2_ it follows that d;s € L?Wﬁ_z’w-

The essence of the proof is that we repeat this process to take higher order time
derivatives, but the expressions become more complicated once factors of z. start to
appear. But each such factor is (by (6.4)) replaced with —ns, (¢, z.(t)), resulting in
terms that are lower-order and bounded in LS°. To be precise, we must observe that

0r (91083 (t we(1)) ) = (O DL 8)(t, welt)) — ns (b, 2e() (D405 5) (0, we(1)).
The proof then proceeds by induction on m, since

s = e (A=) (st S bejalt a)+ /0 T A1) (hy_rvg) (w—ao(7)) dr,

i+j+l=m—1
Jj=1

where
biga = iji(A = 1)'gP (@ — ot (Z vy, >

Here, each term vy ; is a product with at most j+ factors of the form (6?855) (t,zc(t)).
For each of these factors, a + 8 <1 <m — 2.

The first term is clearly in L (uniformly in ¢) because sy € W and we assume
11



that 2m < k. For the third term, (A —1)"(hy—, % g) is also bounded in L3° uniformly
in time, and the integral in 7 remains bounded in time due to the exponential factor

e~ (=7,

For the complicated middle term, our inductive hypothesis states that 8{”, a;;—%’s €
L2, for every m’ < m. Taking m’ = a, every factor comprising 1y ; will belong to
L% provided that < k —2a. But § <m —2—a <k —2a because « < m < |k/2].
This proves the regularity claimed for s, up to m = |k/2].

For the regularity of the cell-cluster’s trajectory, we differentiate the expression for
x. in (6.4) repeatedly to get

dm :
dt—ml’c(t) = %: Yy,

where each term vy is similarly a product of at most m factors of the form (9205 s)(t, z(t)).
In fact, these terms are precisely of the same form as 1)y ,,,, which one would encounter
in the expression for 8{’”23, so that a+ 8 < m. However, the first time derivative on
s does not appear until m = 2, so that we also have « < m — 1. Then every factor
comprising ¢y will belong to L2 provided that § < k — 2«, which still holds because
B<m—a<k—2«xsince « <m < |k/2]. Lastly, this bound will hold for all m up
to a maximum of [k/2], which proves the regularity claimed for x..

O

The last part of Theorem 1.1 follows from the formulas for s and z. in (6.4). If one
does not care about uniformity in time, then h; * g is already C for all t > 0. While
the same is true for hy_, *x g(x — x.(7)), the integration in 7 prevents that quantity
from being automatically C*°. Indeed, according to (3.1), ||hi—r * g||yyr.c Will fail
to be integrable as 7 approaches t. But if we assume that ¢ € C'°°°, we can indeed
conclude that s € C*°. From there, likewise x, € C*°.

7. STABILITY OF THE TRAVELING PULSE

Here we investigate small perturbations of the traveling pulse (5(z — vt —zg), vt +xg).
We assume that so(z) = 5(z) + 29(x) and that z.(0) = 0, centering the problem to
simplify the notation. We observe that if the pair (z,y) solves the system

Orz(t,x) + 2(t,2) — 02,2(t, x) = —9(t)5 (x — vt + y(t))
y(t) = nduz(t, vt —y(t))

then the pair (s(t,z),z.(t)) = (5(z — vt +y(t)) + 2(t, z), vt — y(t)) will solve (5.2).

That is, we have found the system for the perturbations around the traveling pulse.

To establish stability, we must prove that these perturbations decay to zero; note

that, since a pulse can be translated in the x-direction, we expect z and ¢ to converge

to zero, whereas y will converge to some constant. To this end, we prove the following.
12
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Proposition 7.1. Let (z(t,x),y(t)) solve the system (7.1), and assume that g satisfies
the following assumption of Gaussian decay up to second order:

(7.2)

max (|g(2)], |9'(2)],19" (2)]) < Me™™ | for some M, m > 0 with m > CM*n? ) |v]?.

Then there exists eg > 0 depending on M, m, C, and n such that, whenever the initial
perturbation satisfies

max (|20l o<, [|20]I o<, [yo]) < €0,

then for some constants C',6 > 0 and all t we have max (||z|| s (t), [§(t)]) < C'e™°".

We remark that the constant C' appearing in (7.2) does not depend on the initial data
or any of the parameters. The assumptions on ¢ help to control the accumulation
of long-range interactions. As will be seen in the proof, the constant ¢ can be taken
arbitrarily close to 1, at the expense of making ¢y smaller or C’ larger. We comment
that the limiting rate of decay e~! is expected from the "z + z” appearing in the
equation.

Proof. We remark that, while h; is defined for positive ¢t as a function, h; also makes
sense as a Fourier multiplier operator for ¢ < 0. The proof will require some differential
identities involving this operator, which by abuse of notation we will continue to
denote as convolution with hy; i.e., for all ¢

(ht % F)(l‘) = ZL/RE—M%F(&)GMﬁ de.

™

Our first goal is to prove exponential decay for |y(¢)|. The Duhamel formula obtained
directly from (7.1) would yield that

2(t,x) = e~ (hy * 20)(2) — /0 (e (hy—r # ) (@ — o7 + y(7)) d7.

Unfortunately, it is more difficult to examine the § in the integrand. Instead, we
observe that the right hand side of (7.1) is in fact equal to

—0 (5(z — vt +y(t))) — vs'(x — vt +y(t)).
Therefore

e (h_r x5 (x —vr +y(7)) = — (h—y % (0;€78)) (x —v7T +¥)
—ve” (h—y x5) (x — v +y) + €"5(x — v + y).

As can be verified with a Fourier transform, we have that

h_r % 0-(F(1,2)) = 0y (h—r % F(7,2)) + h_7 % Fyp (T, ).
13



Recalling also (5.4), the new Duhamel formula reads
2(t,x) = e (hy * 20) () — / e (hi—r % (0,€78)) (x — vT +y(7)) dT
0
+ /0 e~ (=7 (—v(hi—r x5 (@ —v7 + y(7)) + (he—r % 5) (@ — v7 + y(7))) dT
= e " (hy * 20)(z) — €™ <ht * /0 Or (€7 (h—r % 8)(- —vT +y(7))) dT) (z)

t
—(t—7) S—vsS — &S
+ /0 € (ht—'r * (5 vs' S//)) |x—v'r+y(‘r) dr

= e (hy % 20)(2) — 5(z — vt +y(t)) — e " (hy % 5)(x)
te_(t_T) i—r * g)(x —vT 7))dr
+ [Nt <) = o+ y(r)a

By (7.1) and a slight change of variables, we then have

%t) = (b x 20) (vt — y(t)) = 5'(0) + €' (hy  5) (vt — y(1))

+ /Ot e T(hy * g )T +y(t — 1) —y(t))dr.

Note that —s'(0) = v/n, indicating that the above expression, though correct, still
fails to capture the perturbative nature of y. The insight that produces a better
expression is to fix a § € R and examine the Duhamel formula for the function
5(t,z) := s(x — vt + ). This yields

t
§(t,x) = e (hy *5)(0,2) + / e_(t_T)(ht_T * g )(x —vr +7)dr.
0
Fixing a T' > 0 and setting § = y(T"), we therefore have that

§(x—vt+y(T)) =e “(hy x5 )(x —y(T)) + /0 e_(t_T)(ht_T * g )z —vr +y(T))dr.

Note the different places where t or T appear. The expression would be false if T" were
not fixed, but instead replaced with ¢. This gives us a refined Duhamel expression for
O,z at time T

0,2(T, ) = e_T(hT * 20) () + e T ((hT x5 )(z) — (hy *5)(z — y(T)))
T
+ /0 e~ (T=7) ((hT_T x gV —vr +y(1) — (hr—r ¢ )(x —v7 + y(T))) dr,

and likewise for ¢(T):

§(T) = ne™ ™ ((hr * 20)(Tv — y(T)) + (hy % §')(Tv — y(T)) — (hr *5')(Tv))
(7.3) T
+7n ; e 7 ((hr x g")(vT + y(T — 1) —y(T)) — (hy x ¢')(vT)) d7.
14



To proceed, we observe that there exists some C7 > 0 depending only on 2y, 7 and g
such that
(7.4)

‘ne ((hr * 20)(Tv — y(T)) + (hp *§')(Tv — y(T)) — (hy *5')(Tw))| < Cre™ T

The dependence of Cy on g is implicit through the dependence on 5.

Now, to prove the exponential decay of 3, we first assume that there exists a t; > 0
and a constant a € (0,1) such that

(7.5) [9(t)] < ae™® for all te€[0,t1).

Choosing ¢y small enough (in terms of a) guarantees that this holds at time ¢t = 0
(using, say, (7.3)). By smoothness of solutions, such a positive ¢; always exists, though
any lower bound must depend on the size of the initial data (zo, (). We assume that
t1 is in fact the latest time where (7.5) holds. That is, ¢; is a crossing point where
ly(t1)] = ae™t. We then let T = t; in (7.3). By the mean value theorem and (7.4),
we have

T
(7.6) 9(T)] < Cre™™ + 77/0 e |(hr % g")(O0:)] [y(T — ) — y(T)| dr

where 6, is some point between v7 + y(T' — 7) — y(T') and vr. Note that, by (7.5),
ly(T — 7) — y(T)| < ae~T(e™ —1). Choosing a small enough, we have that this is
smaller than |v|/2. Hence, |0,] > v1/2.

Moreover, given the Gaussian bounds on ¢” from (7.2), we also obtain pointwise
Gaussian decay for h, * ¢”. Indeed, since we assume that 7 > 0,

ir 2 \/ﬁ 55 ') ay

< / < |y—x|2—|—47'm:172>d
exp | —
ly —x/(1 + 4rm)|? ma? >
Y

M
= (&) — —
VanT P < A1 /\/1 4+ 4™m 1+4mm

M ma? 2
- - @@ ) < Me Mm%
1+ 4rm)1/A P ( 1+ 4Tm> = e

Therefore |(hy * ¢")(0,)] < M exp(—m/|v|?*72/4), and (7.6) becomes

T 2.2
_mlv \
19(T)| < Cre™T + aMne_T/ e (1—e7)dr
0

_ & _m\v\z 2 _ MnCy
§6T<C’ —I—aMn/ e d7'> T<C’ +a7>,
' 0 NG

for some fixed Co > 0 which does not depend on g, the initial data, or any of the
parameters. If we have C' > 9C7 in (7.2), and that the initial data are sufficiently
15




small to make Cy < a/3, then we conclude that
2
§(t)] < e,

which contradicts our crossing-time assumption. Thus, (7.5) holds for all ¢ > 0.

The exponential decay of z is then almost immediate from (7.1) and a barrier ar-
gument. For fixed § € (0,1) and any € > 0, define
P(t,x) = C'e ™0 + e(2? + 2).

If we assume that €y < C’, then zy(z) < ¢¢(0,z). We claim that z(¢,z) < ¢(¢,z) for
all ¢, z, and €. Since ¢ > 0 was arbitrary, and since our argument will hold equally
well for —z(t,x), this would imply that |z(¢,z)| < C’e™%, which (along with (7.5))
completes the proof.

To prove that claim, we proceed by contradiction. From Proposition 6.1, we know
that solutions to (5.2) are bounded in z uniformly. However ¢¢ grows to +oo as
|x| — oo. Hence, if the claim were false, there would have to exist a first time t; > 0
and a crossing point z1; i.e., z(t,z) < ¢(t,x) for all t < t1, z(t1,z1) = ¢“(t1,21), and
z(t1,2) < ¢°(t1,z). If we define w(t,x) := ¢°(t,x) — z(t,x), then
(7.7) Ouw(ty,x1) <0 and 02 w(ty,z1) > 0.
Using (7.1), we see that w satisfies the equation
Wy + 0w — Wee = €02 + (1 — 0)z 4+ §(t)5' (x — vt + y(t)).
If we evaluate at (t1,21) and use (7.7), we get
0> wy(t, 1) > wy(tr, #1) — Wag(t1, 1) > €6aF + (1 — 6)¢ (t1, 21) — [§(t1)]5[| oo
> C'(1 =)™ —al|g|lp=e >0,
provided that a||s|lyy1.c < C’(1 —4). But this is clearly a contradiction, so no such

crossing point could have existed, proving the claim.
O

Taking k derivatives in x of (7.1), we see that 0¥z satisfies the nearly identical equation
0,(05z) + Oz — 93(y2) = —(t)s" ) (@ — vt + y(t)).

We can then repeat the last part of the proof of Proposition 7.1 with the same barrier
to conclude exponential decay of higher-order x-derivatives of z, so long as we can
guarantee a uniform bound-in-time bound on ||z|/jyx,c. This can be accomplished by
assuming the necessary regularity of zg and g, using Proposition 6.1. We summarize
this with the following.

Corollary 7.2. With the same assumptions as Proposition 7.1, further assume that
20 € WF™ and g € WFL® (which in particular means that 5 € WF+2°). Then,
with the same €y but a possibly larger constant C', we have
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8. STABILITY OF THE STATIONARY STATE

Here we analyze the stationary solution Sy from (5.3). Since a traveling pulse is only
guaranteed for sufficiently large stiffness 7, we expect that the stationary state should
be stable in the case of low stiffness. More than this, we are able to prove that the
family of stationary states created by translations of the profile 5y is exponentially
attracting for the dynamics of (5.2).

Proposition 8.1. Let (s(t,x),z.(t)) solve the system (5.2) with initial data (so(x), o),
so € Wk g € WktLoo k> 2. Then, for any § € (0,1), there exists C1, 1y, and T
such that for all n < ng we have

(8.1) Is(t, ) = So(x — 2)[|yy 100 () < Cre™".

The constant C above depends on the initial data sy and on §, but the threshold ng
only depends on g and 4 (i.e., the exponential convergence to the stationary state is
unconditional for all sufficiently ”loose” collagen networks. This first step requires a
slightly more careful barrier argument than Proposition 7.1. The proof of part (iv)
of Theorem 1.2 will the follow from the corollary below.

Proof. At first glance, we treat the problem perturbatively, and assume that sy(x) =
S0(z) + zo(x) and that x.(0) = xg = 0. Through a calculation similar to the one that
found (7.1), we see that if the pair (z(¢,x),y(t)) solves the system

Buz(t, @) + 2(t, @) — Rz (t, o) = —§(t)50(x + y(t))

§(t) = nde2(t, —y(t))
then the pair (s(t,z),z.(t)) == (So(x + y(t)) + 2(¢, ), —y(t)) will solve (5.2). More-
over, if zg € Wk and g € Wk*t1L.>° Proposition 6.1 guarantees that |2 [lyym-o (t) <

M,, for all m < k (and implies that ||So||wme < My, for all m < k+ 3). In particular
we have

(8.2)

(8.3) ly(t)] < nMt.
If we write w(t, z) = 0,2(t, x), then the near-linearity of the PDE gives
dpw(t,z) +w(t,x) — 2 w(t,x) = —g(t)sh (x + y(t)).
We proceed with a barrier argument, but different from the one in the previous section.
Define, for any v € (0, 1),
¢<(t, ) = Ce (1 + ex?).

For C sufficiently large, we have that w(0,z) < ¢(0,z). We claim that w(t,x) <

¢(t,z) for all t. Let t; = inf{t : w(t,z) < ¢°(¢t,z) for all z}. If t; = oo, then we

are done. Suppose now that t; < co. By continuity, ¢; > 0. Since w is bounded

uniformly in time but ¢¢(¢,x) — oo as |x| — oo, there must in fact exist a crossing

point x1 such that w(ty,z1) = ¢“(t1,21) and w(t,z) < ¢°(t,z) for all 0 < ¢t < t4.
17



Defining W (t,x) = ¢°(t,x) — w(t, z), we see that
Wi+ W =Wy = (1 =6 —2€)Ce™ 4 €(1 — §)Ce™ % + y(t)5) (x + y(1)),
Wi(t1, 1) <0, Wyp(t1,21) >0, W(t;,z1) =0, and W(t1,z) > 0.
If we evaluate this at the crossing point (¢1, 1), then
0> Wi(ty,z1) > Wi(ty,z1) +0 — W (ty, z1)
> (1—0—26)Ce™ 4 €(1—08)Ce a2 — nu(ty, —y(t1))||5o [z
> (1—0—2¢)Ce™ % —nCe™1 (1 + €|y(t1)]?) Mo
> Ce™ (1 -6 — 2 — n(1 + e’ MPt)Ms) .
The inequality in the third line used that w(ty, —y(t1)) < ¢°(t1, —y(t1)). We then
observe that, in order to avoid a contradiction, the final quantity above cannot be

strictly positive. Unlike in the previous section, we will not be able to find a contra-
diction for all finite ¢;. Instead, we will prove that ¢; must go to infinity as € — 0.

Define g = (1 — §)/(4Ms) and assume that n < n9. Note that M is an upper
bound for the stationary state, and does not depend on either the initial data zg
or n; likewise 1y will not depend on 2y (which makes the threshold uniform for the
entire problem) nor on 1 (which would make the argument below circular). For any
d € (0,1) fixed, and all € small enough that 1 —§ — 2¢ > (1 — J)/2, we observe that

172

nMy -
Note that t. does implicitly depend on zy, through M;. Regardless, we see from (8)
and the above that any crossing point ¢; cannot be smaller than t.. Thus

w(t,z) = dpz(t,x) < Ce (14 ex?) forall 0<t<t,.

Since € > 0 can be arbitrarily close to zero and t. — 0o, we conclude that d,z(t,z) <
Ce% for all t. This proves the claim.

1—0—2e—n(l+en? Mt?)My >0 for all t < t.:=

The argument above applies equally to —w(t, ), which means ||z||;; 1.0 (t) < Ce .
From this we refine (8.3) into

(8.4) ly(t)| < Cne_5t and |y(t) +z| < %e_&,

for some Z := — [ () dr. For the actual inequality (8.1), we note that

|5z (t, @) — 5(x — Z)| < [0p2(t, 2)| + |55z + y(t)) — S(x — 7)|
_ M.
< Ce O+ Myly(t) +z| < C (1 + 7277) e =: Cye 0
g

If we abuse notation and write w(t, z) = 92'2(t, ), then we have

dyw(t, z) + w(t, z) — 02,w(t, ) = —g()5" ™ (@ + y(t)).

18



Armed now with the exponential decay of |y(t)|, we can implement the same barrier
argument used in the previous section (indeed, the same reasoning that gave Corollary
7.2) to conclude the following.

Corollary 8.2. With the same assumptions as in Proposition 8.1, the solution (s, z.)
converges exponentially to a re-centered stationary state in the strong topology. That
is, for any § € (0,1), there exists Ca, 1o, and T such that for all n < ny we have

[(t) — 2| < Coe™ ™, and  max (|[s(t,z) —So(x — Z)||lyyme=(t)) < Coe "
0<m<k @

Here ng depends only on g and §, but Co depends on g, 6, and sg.
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