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Abstract

We introduce here a new diffuse interface thermodynamically con-
sistent non-isothermal model for tumor growth in presence of a nu-
trient in a domain Ω ⊂ R

3. In particular our system describes the
growth of a tumor surrounded by healthy tissues, taking into account
changes of temperature, proliferation of cells, nutrient consumption
and apoptosis. Our aim consists in proving an existence result for our
problem associated to the entropy formulation.

Keywords: Cahn-Hilliard, non-isothermal, tumor growth, weak solutions,
existence.
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1 Introduction

The study of tumor growth processes has become of great interest also for
mathematicians in recent years [1, 2, 7, 8, 23, 30, 32]. Indeed, mathematical
models might be able to give further insights in tumor growth behaviour. In
particular, the framework of diffuse interface modeling with Cahn-Hilliard
equations [6] has received increasing attention. In this context, the tumor
is seen as an expanding mass surrounded by healthy tissues. Its evolution
is assumed to be governed by mechanisms such as proliferation of cells via
nutrient consumption, apoptosis [13, 20, 26] and, in more complex models
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like [14, 15, 16, 18], also chemotaxis and active transport of specific chemical
species effects. Moreover it is possible to include the effects of fluid flow into
the evolution of the tumor, which brings to the so-called Cahn-Hilliard-Darcy
models (see [16, 20]). However, up to our knowledge it seems that even if
the effects of variations of temperature have been studied for Cahn-Hilliard
equations [9, 10, 19], they have been neglected so far in the analysis of tu-
mor growth. From the medical point of view, the effects of temperature on
tumor growth have not been completely understood yet, although they have
been investigated since the very beginning of the 20th century [29]. The
general tendency of the scientific community seems to support the thesis
that hyperthermia can lead to partial or complete destruction of tumor cells
[3, 25, 28, 31]. In fact, it has also been observed that low ambient temper-
ature influences the production of particular nutrients for the tumor [21].
Nevertheless, we focus here on the case which does not take into account the
production of a nutrient due to temperature. In this work we introduce a new
diffuse interface model for tumor growth, taking into account proliferation of
cells, nutrient consumption and apoptosis and moreover temperature effects.
Our aim consists in proving an existence result for weak entropy solutions
(cnfr. Definition 3.1) to our model. We remark that a rigorous mathematical
theory of well-posedness results has been addressed in multiple works, such
as [13, 14, 26]. From the biological point of view, we assume that tumor cells
only die by apoptosis, therefore we do not take into account the possibility of
tumor necrosis (differently e.g. from [15]). We also suppose that the healthy
cells surrounding the tumor do not interact with the tumor itself, neglecting
the possible response of the immune system.
According to these considerations, we will derive the following PDE system,
describing the behaviour of a two-component mixture consisting of healthy
cells and tumor cells

ϕt = ∆µ+ (Pσ −A)h(ϕ) (1.1)

µ = −ε∆ϕ+
1

ε
F ′(ϕ)− θ − χϕσ (1.2)

θt + θϕt − div (κ(θ)∇θ) = |∇µ|2 (1.3)

σt = ∆σ − Cσh(ϕ) + B(σB − σ). (1.4)

We carry out our analysis in Ω× (0,∞), where Ω ⊂ R
3 is a smooth domain.

According to the derivation of the model shown in Section 2, we suppose that
the system is isolated from the exterior. This condition translates in no-flux
boundary conditions (i.e. homogeneous Neumann) for all the unknowns.
The evolution of the tumor is described by the order parameter ϕ which
represents the local concentration of tumor cells, ϕ ∈ [−1, 1], with {ϕ = 1}
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representing the tumor phase and {ϕ = −1} the healthy one. Moreover µ
denotes the chemical potential of phase transition from healthy to tumor
cells, θ is the absolute temperature, κ(θ) represents the heat conductivity
and ε is a small parameter related to the thickness of interfacial layers. We
denote by σ the concentration of a nutrient consumed (only) by the tumor
cells (e.g. oxygen and glucose). The parameter χϕ ≥ 0 is linked to trans-
port mechanisms such as chemotaxis and active uptake. Althought we will
show in Section 2 how this parameter is included in the model, for sake of
simplicity we will neglect it throughout the mathematical analysis, with the
aim of including it in future works. The positive constant parameters P,A, C
and B indicate respectively the tumor proliferation rate, apoptosis rate, nu-
trient consuption rate and nutrient supply rate. The function h is chosen as
monotone increasing, nonnegative in [−1, 1] and such that h(−1) = 0 and
h(1) = 1. The tumor growth is thus described by the term Pσh(ϕ), which
reasonably increases proportionally to the concentration of tumor cells, while
the death of tumor cells is modelled by the term Ah(ϕ). Therefore, according
to (1.1), if Pσ−A > 0, then the tumor expands and it happens faster when
the concentration of tumor cells is already high. If otherwise Pσ − A < 0
then the tumor reduces and the tumor cells die faster when the concentra-
tion of tumor cells is large. The term Cσh(ϕ) represents the consumption
of the nutrient by the tumor cells. The term B(σ − σB) is due to the fact
that we consider here the case where the tumor has its own vasculature
(as in e.g. [5], [26]), where the threshold σB ∈ (0, 1) is the constant nutri-
ent concentration in the pre-existing vasculature. In particular, if σB > σ,
B(σB −σ) models the supply of nutrient from the blood vessels, on the other
hand if σB < σ, B(σB − σ) represents the transport of nutrient away from
the domain. Eventually, the function F (s) represents a polynomial potential
having at least cubic growth at infinity, whose assumptions will be specified
in Section 3.2. A simple choice might be a double-well potential with equal
minima at s = ±1 penalizing the deviation of the length |ϕ| from its natural
value 1. This more general potential allows ϕ to take values also outside of
the significance interval [−1, 1], therefore we will carry out our analysis also
in the case |ϕ| > 1 and correspondingly extend function h. We also remark
that although among Cahn-Hilliard literature the singular potentials, such
as logarithm type (see e.g. [12]), are very common, the growth conditions
that the problem requires make them unsuitable for our case, as it will be
clear in Section 4.
In this work we derive a new phase field model according to the laws of ther-
modynamics describing the tumor growth. The novelty of this contribution
is to include possible variations of temperature in the model. The presence
of nutrient concentration σ in the system implies that here the spatial mean
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of ϕ is not conserved in time (as we can see from equation (1.1)), therefore
the derivation of the model cannot follow the standard techniques proposed
e.g. in [10]. However we are able to gain enough regularity for the quadruple
(ϕ, µ, θ, σ) in order to prove the existence of weak solutions to the initial-
boundary value problem associated to (1.1)–(1.4).
The structure of this paper is the following. In Section 2 we derive sys-
tem (1.1)–(1.4) according to the approach proposed by Gurtin in [17]. Then
we proceed with the mathematical analysis of our problem in the case ε =
1, χϕ = 0. In particular, Section 3 is devoted to give the setting and to
present the main result of this work (which is Theorem 3.1) concerning the
existence of weak entropy solutions to our problem. The proof is carried out
in two steps. In Section 4 we gain a priori bounds for (ϕ, µ, θ, σ). In Section
5 we use the weak sequential stability argument to prove the existence of
weak entropy solutions. Namely, we exploit the a priori bounds obtained for
a sequence of weak entropy solutions together with standard compactness
results to pass to the limit.

2 Derivation of the model

We suppose that a two-component mixture consisting of healthy cells and
tumor cells occupies an open spatial domain Ω ⊂ R

3. We denote by ϕ(x, t)
the tumor phase concentration, θ(x, t) is the absolute temperature and σ(x, t)
is the concentration of a nutrient for the tumor cells. According to the
Ginzburg-Landau theory for phase transitions, we postulate the free energy
density ψ in the form

ψ =
ε

2
|∇ϕ|2 +

1

ε
F (ϕ) + f(θ)− θϕ +N(ϕ, σ). (2.1)

Here, ε is a positive constant depending on the interface thickness. The
function F represents a polynomial potential having at least cubic growth
at infinity. The easiest choice is taking F (ϕ) = (|ϕ|2 − 1)2, known in the
literature as the double-well potential.
The term f in (2.1) describes the part of free energy which is purely caloric
and is related to the specific heat cV (θ) = Q′(θ) through relation Q(θ) =
f(θ)−θf ′(θ). In the following we assume the specific heat cV ≡ 1. Moreover
we recall that it holds

q = Qθ (2.2)

where q denotes the heat flux. Eventually, the latter term N in equation (2.1)
describes both the chemical energy of the nutrient and the energy contribu-
tions given by the interactions between the tumor tissues and the nutrient.
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One of the main difficulties we have to afford in the derivation of our model
is that, differently from standard Cahn-Hilliard models (such as [10]), the
spatial mean of the tumor phase concentration ϕ is not conserved. Indeed
the tumor may grow or shrink according to the right hand side of (1.1).
In order to deal with this issue, we follow Gurtin’s approach (used e.g. in
[24, 27]) proposed in [17], namely we treat separately the balance laws and
the constitutive relations, moreover we introduce the following new balance
law for internal microforces

div ζ + π = 0, (2.3)

where ζ is a vector representing the microstress and π is a scalar correspond-
ing to the internal microforces. We remark that here we neglect the external
actions.
The mass balance law reads

ϕt = − div h+m, (2.4)

where h is the mass flux and m is the external mass supply. Moreover the
internal energy density of the system is given by

e = ψ + θs. (2.5)

Here, s denotes the entropy of the system, which has the following expression,
according to (2.1)

s = −
∂ψ

∂θ
= −f ′(θ) + ϕ. (2.6)

Combining the two previous formulas we infer

∂e

∂t
=
∂ψ

∂t
+ θ

∂s

∂t
+ s

∂θ

∂t
=
∂ψ

∂ϕ

∂ϕ

∂t
+

∂ψ

∂∇ϕ

∂∇ϕ

∂t
+ θ

∂s

∂t
(2.7)

and consequently

∂ψ

∂t
+ s

∂θ

∂t
=
∂ψ

∂ϕ

∂ϕ

∂t
+

∂ψ

∂∇ϕ

∂∇ϕ

∂t
. (2.8)

Cahn-Hilliard system

The derivation of our system is based on the two fundamental laws of ther-
modynamics. According to [17], we write the first law in the form

d

dt

∫

R

e dx = −

∫

∂R

q · ν dη +W(R) +M(R), (2.9)
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where R is the control volume, ν is the outward unit normal to ∂R and

W(R) =

∫

∂R

(ζ · ν)
∂ϕ

∂t
dη,

M(R) = −

∫

∂R

µh · ν dη +

∫

R

µm dx

are the rate of working and the rate at which free energy is added to R (as-
suming no heat supply) respectively. Using Green’s formula, we can rewrite
(2.9) as

∂e

∂t
= − div q +

∂ϕ

∂t
div ζ + ζ · ∇

∂ϕ

∂t
− h · ∇µ− µ div h+ µm. (2.10)

Since the control volume R is arbitary, exploiting the mass balance (2.4) and
the microforce balance (2.3), we infer

∂e

∂t
= − div q + (µ− π)

∂ϕ

∂t
+ ζ · ∇

∂ϕ

∂t
− h∇µ. (2.11)

We now impose the validity of the second law of thermodinamics in the form
of the Clausius-Duhem inequality

θ

(

∂s

∂t
+ divQ

)

≥ 0. (2.12)

We develop the left hand side of (2.12) as follows

θ

(

∂s

∂t
+ divQ

)

(2.5)
=

∂e

∂t
−
∂ψ

∂t
− s

∂θ

∂t
+ θ divQ

(2.2)
=

∂e

∂t
−
∂ψ

∂t
− s

∂θ

∂t
+ div q −Q · ∇θ

(2.11)
= (µ− π)

∂ϕ

∂t
+ ζ · ∇

∂ϕ

∂t
− h∇µ−

∂ψ

∂t
− s

∂θ

∂t
−Q · ∇θ

(2.8)
=

(

µ− π −
∂ψ

∂ϕ

)

∂ϕ

∂t
+

(

ζ −
∂ψ

∂∇ϕ

)

∂∇ϕ

∂t
− h∇µ−Q · ∇θ.

In order to satisfy relation (2.12), we impose

µ− π −
∂ψ

∂ϕ
= 0, (2.13)

ζ =
∂ψ

∂∇ϕ
, (2.14)

h∇µ+Q · ∇θ ≤ 0, (2.15)
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where in particular in order for (2.15) to hold, we exploited Fourier’s law

q = −κ(θ)∇θ, (2.16)

with κ = κ(θ) > 0 heat conductivity.
The combination of (2.1) and (2.14) straightly gives

ζ = ε∇ϕ (2.17)

which leads to, according to (2.1), (2.3) and (2.13),

µ = −ε∆ϕ +
1

ε
F ′(ϕ)− θ +

∂N

∂ϕ
. (2.18)

Eventually, inequality (2.15) can be satisfied choosing h = −∇µ, which is a
suitable assumption according to [17]. Therefore equation (2.4) reads

ϕt = ∆µ+m. (2.19)

Temperature equation.
We start from the internal energy equation (2.11), taking advantage of (2.14)
and of the expression for the chemical potential (2.13), therefore

∂e

∂t
= − div q +

∂ψ

∂ϕ

∂ϕ

∂t
+

∂ψ

∂∇ϕ

∂∇ϕ

∂t
− h∇µ.

Now, exploiting the assumption h = −∇µ and Fourier’s law (2.16), we infer

∂e

∂t
= div (κ(θ)∇θ) +

∂ψ

∂ϕ

∂ϕ

∂t
+

∂ψ

∂∇ϕ

∂∇ϕ

∂t
+ |∇µ|2

and by identity (2.7),

θ
∂s

∂t
− div (κ(θ)∇θ) = |∇µ|2. (2.20)

From (2.6), we might write

θ
∂s

∂t
= θ(−f ′(θ))t + θϕt.

On the other hand, according to the definition of Q, it holds (Q(θ))t =
(−f ′(θ))t, with in particular (Q(θ))t = Q′(θ)θt. Since we supposed that we
are considering the case in which the specific heat cV = 1, it follows that
Q′(θ) = 1. This implies that

θst = θt + θϕt.
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Thus, equation (2.20) reads

θt + θϕt − div (κ(θ)∇θ) = |∇µ|2. (2.21)

Nutrient equation.
We postulate the nutrient balance equation in the form

σt = − div J − S, (2.22)

where J is the nutrient flux and S denotes a source/sink term for the nutrient.
Motivated by [16], we choose J = −∇σ, therefore equation (2.22) reads

σt = ∆σ − S. (2.23)

2.1 Constitutive relations

Owing to [5, 16, 26], we now make the following constitutive assumptions.

• m = (Pσ −A)h(ϕ),
where h(ϕ) is a monotone increasing, nonnegative function in [−1, 1]
and such that h(−1) = 0 and h(1) = 1. Hence this relation states that
on one hand the tumor growth is proportional to the nutrient supply
in the tumoral region. This assumption reflects the fact that it often
happens that tumors bring mutations which switch off certain growth
inhibiting proteins. Therefore the tumor cells increasing is limited only
by the supply of nutrients, despite of healthy cells where the mitotic
cycle regulates the growth. On the other hand, when we are in the
healthy region, this equation shows that the proliferation rate of the
tumor is greater than the one of healthy cells.

•
∂N

∂ϕ
= −χϕσ, in fact, we take χϕ = 0.

Indeed, this equation is due to the mechanism of chemotaxis, which we
exclude in our analysis.

• S = Cσh(ϕ)− B(σB − σ).
We here assume that the sink/source of nutrient is regulated by con-
sumption of nutrients and the term B(σB − σ) which models the fact
that we here consider the case in which the tumor has its own vascula-
ture. In particular the threshold σB indicates whether the nutrient is
supplied to the tumor or transported away.
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3 Existence of solutions

In this section we present the main result of this work, concerning the ex-
istence of solutions for the tumor growth model (1.1)–(1.4) for χϕ = 0 and
ε = 1. Namely, we work on system

ϕt = ∆µ+ (Pσ −A)h(ϕ) (3.1)

µ = −∆ϕ + F ′(ϕ)− θ (3.2)

θt + θϕt − div (κ(θ)∇θ) = |∇µ|2 (3.3)

σt = ∆σ − Cσh(ϕ) + B(σB − σ). (3.4)

3.1 Notation

In order to carry out a mathematical analysis of our problem, let us introduce
some notation we will use in the sequel. We recall that Ω is a smooth domain
of R3 and we denote by Γ its boundary. For sake of semplicity, let us assume
|Ω| = 1. We denote by (0, T ) an assigned but otherwise arbitrary time
interval. We set H := L2(Ω) and V := H1(Ω) and we will use these symbols
also referring to vector valued functions. The symbol (·, ·) will indicate the
standard scalar product in H , while 〈·, ·〉 will stand for the duality between
V ′ and V . We denote by ‖ · ‖X the norm in the generic Banach space X .
For brevity we will write ‖ · ‖ instead of ‖ · ‖H . Still for brevity, we omit
the variables of integration. We will specify them when there could be a
misinterpretation.
For any function v ∈ V , we define

vΩ :=
1

|Ω|

∫

Ω

v =

∫

Ω

v, (3.5)

where the last equality holds since we assumed |Ω| = 1.
We recall the Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality

‖v − vΩ‖ ≤ cΩ‖∇v‖ ∀v ∈ V (3.6)

and the non-linear Poincaré inequality

‖v
p

2‖2V ≤ cp

(

‖v‖pL1(Ω) + ‖∇v
p

2‖2
)

, (3.7)

which holds ∀v ∈ L1(Ω) s.t. ∇v
p

2 ∈ L2(Ω) and ∀p ∈ [2,∞).
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3.2 Assumptions

We assume the coefficients P,A,B and C to be strictly positive and σB ∈
(0, 1). Next, we suppose that the derivative of potential F ∈ C1

loc(R,R) de-
composes as a sum of a monotone increasing part β and a linear perturbation,
namely

F ′(r) = β(r)− λr λ ≥ 0, r ∈ R. (3.8)

Moreover we normalize β s.t. β(0) = 0 and we require

∃cβ > 0 s.t. |β(r)| ≤ cβ(1 + F (r)) ∀r ∈ R, (3.9)

|β(r)| ≥ k|r| for some k > 0, (3.10)

where (3.9) means that F has at most an exponential growth at infinity, while
(3.10) states that β has superlinear growth. Moreover, we assume potential
F to be strictly positive.
Next, we assume h ∈ C1(R) increasingly monotone s.t.

i) h(−1) = 0, h(r) ≡ 1 ∀r ≥ 1.

ii) ∃ h ≥ 0 and ϕ ≤ −1 s.t. h(r) ≡ −h ∀r ≤ ϕ.

Therefore h is globally Lipschitz continuous and there exists a constant c > 0
s.t.

|h(r)|+ |h′(r)| ≤ c ∀r ∈ R. (3.11)

Moreover we assume the thermal conductivity to depend on the absolute
temperature θ as follows

κ(θ) = 1 + θq, q ∈ [2,∞), θ ≥ 0. (3.12)

Eventually, we require the initial data to be such that

ϕ|t=0 = ϕ0, ϕ0 ∈ V, F (ϕ0) ∈ L1(Ω)

θ|t=0 = θ0, θ0 ∈ L1(Ω), θ0 > 0 a.e. in Ω, log θ0 ∈ L1(Ω)

σ|t=0 = σ0, σ0 ∈ L∞(Ω), 0 ≤ σ0 ≤ 1 a.e. in Ω (3.13)

where the last assumption on σ0 is due to the interpretation of σ as a nutrient
concentration. We also recall that we couple our system with homogeneus
Neumann boundary conditions for all the unknowns.
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3.3 Main result

We here present what will be called a weak entropy solution, already used e.g.
in [24], which is in fact weaker than other corresponding notions appearing in
related contexts. This is due to the fact that we do not get enough regularity
to pass to the limit in some non-linear terms in the temperature equation
(3.3).
Multiplying (3.3) by 1

θ
, we have

(Λ(θ) + ϕ)t − div

(

κ(θ)∇θ

θ

)

=
κ(θ)

θ2
|∇θ|2 +

|∇µ|2

θ
, (3.14)

with

Λ(θ) :=

∫ θ

1

1

s
ds = log θ. (3.15)

We remark that in our case Λ(θ) is a very well-known function, but we stick
with this notation in order to be coherent with the literature [10, 24], where
Λ(θ) might be a more generic function. Testing (3.14) by ξ ∈ C∞([0, T ] ×
Ω), ξ ≥ 0, ξ(T, ·) = 0 and integrating by parts we infer

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

(Λ(θ) + ϕ)ξt dx dt +

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

κ(θ)

θ
∇θ · ∇ξ dx dt

= −

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

|∇µ|2

θ
ξ dx dt−

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

κ(θ)

θ2
|∇θ|2 dx dt−

∫

Ω

(Λ(θ0) + ϕ0)ξ(·, 0) dx.

Setting δ(θ) :=
∫ θ

1
κ(s)
s

ds = ln θ + 1
q
(θq − 1) according to (3.12), we get

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

(Λ(θ) + ϕ)ξt dx dt +

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

δ(θ)∆ξ dx dt

= −

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

|∇µ|2

θ
ξ dx dt−

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

κ(θ)

θ2
|∇θ|2 dx dt−

∫

Ω

(Λ(θ0) + ϕ0)ξ(·, 0) dx.

(3.16)

Definition 3.1. We say that (ϕ, µ, θ, σ) is a weak entropy solution to our
non-isothermal Cahn-Hilliard model if it sastisfies the following equations

〈ϕt, ξ〉 = −

∫

Ω

∇µ · ∇ξ dx+

∫

Ω

(Pσ −A)h(ϕ)ξ dx a.e. in (0, T ) and ∀ξ ∈ V,

µ = −∆ϕ + F ′(ϕ)− θ a.e. in (0, T )× Ω,

〈σt, ξ〉 = −

∫

Ω

∇σ · ∇ξ dx−

∫

Ω

Cσh(ϕ)ξ dx+

∫

Ω

B(σB − σ)ξ dx

a.e. in (0, T ) and ∀ξ ∈ V,
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complying a.e. in Ω with the initial conditions (3.13), homogeneus Neumann
boundary conditions and the entropy production inequality

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
(Λ(θ) + ϕ)ξt dxdt+

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
δ(θ)∆ξ dxdt

≤ −

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

|∇µ|2

θ
ξ dxdt−

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

κ(θ)

θ2
|∇θ|2 dxdt−

∫

Ω
(Λ(θ0) + ϕ0)ξ(·, 0) dx

(3.17)

∀ξ ∈ C∞([0, T ]× Ω), ξ ≥ 0, ξ(T, ·) = 0.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that the assumptions in Section 3.2 hold and let

T > 0. Then there exists at least one weak solution to our model problem,

namely a quadruple (ϕ, µ, θ, σ) with regularity

ϕ ∈ C([0, T ];V ) ∩H1(0, T ;V ′) ∩ L2(0, T ;H2(Ω))

β(ϕ) ∈ L2(0, T ;H)

µ ∈ L2(0, T ;V )

θ ∈ L2(0, T ;V ) ∩ L∞(0, T ;L1(Ω)) ∩ Lq(0, T ;L3q(Ω)), q ≥ 2, θ > 0 a.e. in Ω

σ ∈ C([0, T ];H) ∩H1(0, T ;V ′) ∩ L∞((0, T )× Ω) ∩ L2(0, T ;V )

satisfying system (3.1)–(3.4) in the sense of Definition 3.1.

4 A priori estimates

This section is devoted to gain the suitable regularity for the quadruple
(ϕ, µ, θ, σ) to prove the existence of solutions in Section 5. These a priori
bounds are obtained formally, working directly on our system (3.1)-(3.4).
We remark that the existence (of weak entropy solutions) argument might
be made rigorous by the Faedo-Galerkin method that we decided not to detail
here.

4.1 Nutrient estimate

We first search for a priori bounds for the nutrient following [26]. Therefore
we give here only a sketch of the main steps.
Testing (3.4) by −σ−, where σ− ≥ 0 represents the negative part of the
nutrient σ, exploting the initial conditions on σ and applying the Gronwall
lemma, we gain

σ(t, x) ≥ 0 for a.e. t ≥ 0, x ∈ Ω.
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Now, testing (3.4) by (σ− σ̄)+ (where σ̄ ≥ 1 is a suitable constant) using the
Gronwall lemma and our assuptions on h and σB, it is possible to obtain

‖σ‖L∞((0,T )×Ω) ≤ cT , (4.1)

where cT is a constant depending on time.

4.2 Energy estimate

We test (3.1) by µ, (3.2) by ϕt and (3.3) by 1 and then sum up. This yields,
taking into account the boundary conditions,

d

dt

(

1

2
‖∇ϕ‖2 +

∫

Ω

F (ϕ) +

∫

Ω

θ

)

=

∫

Ω

(Pσ −A)h(ϕ)µ. (4.2)

We take care of the right hand side, in particular
∫

Ω
(Pσ −A)h(ϕ)µ

(3.2)
= −

∫

Ω
(Pσ −A)h(ϕ)∆ϕ +

∫

Ω
(Pσ −A)h(ϕ)F ′(ϕ)−

∫

Ω
(Pσ −A)h(ϕ)θ

(3.8)
=

∫

Ω
(Pσ −A)h′(ϕ)|∇ϕ|2 +

∫

Ω
Ph(ϕ)∇σ · ∇ϕ+

∫

Ω
β(ϕ)(Pσ −A)h(ϕ)

+

∫

Ω
λϕ(A− Pσ)h(ϕ) +

∫

Ω
(A− Pσ)h(ϕ)θ.

Thus (4.2) reads

d

dt

(

1

2
‖∇ϕ‖2 +

∫

Ω
F (ϕ) +

∫

Ω
θ

)

=

∫

Ω
(Pσ −A)h′(ϕ)|∇ϕ|2

+

∫

Ω
(Pσ −A)β(ϕ)h(ϕ)

+

∫

Ω
λ(A− Pσ)h(ϕ)ϕ + P

∫

Ω
h(ϕ)∇σ · ∇ϕ

+

∫

Ω
(A−Pσ)h(ϕ)θ

:=I + II + III + IV. (4.3)

We now estimate each term on the right hand side separately. The estimate
on the nutrient (4.1) is a key point for all these bounds. In particular this is
where a time-dependent constant cT comes from. Exploting the assumption
(3.11), we infer

I ≤ cT‖∇ϕ‖
2. (4.4)
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According to (3.9) it is straightforward that

II ≤ cT

(

1 +

∫

Ω

F (ϕ)

)

. (4.5)

Moreover, using once again the assumption (3.11) on h and Young’s inequal-
ity, we get

III ≤
1

2
‖∇σ‖2 + cT

(

1 + ‖ϕ‖L1(Ω) + ‖∇ϕ‖2
)

. (4.6)

Eventually, by the same tools used to estimate III, it holds

IV ≤ cT‖θ‖L1(Ω). (4.7)

Combining estimates (4.4)–(4.7), (4.3) reads

d

dt

(

1

2
‖∇ϕ‖2 +

∫

Ω

F (ϕ) +

∫

Ω

θ

)

(4.8)

≤
1

2
‖∇σ‖2 + cT

(

1 + ‖ϕ‖L1(Ω) + ‖∇ϕ‖2 +

∫

Ω

F (ϕ) + ‖θ‖L1(Ω)

)

Our aim is to apply Gronwall’s lemma in order to gain the energy estimate.
Therefore we estimate and reabsorb the term ‖ϕ‖L1(Ω) according to (3.10).
Moreover we test (3.4) by σ which yields

1

2

d

dt
‖σ‖2 + ‖∇σ‖2 ≤ c(1 + ‖σ‖2). (4.9)

Hence, summing this last estimate to (4.8) we finally get

d

dt

(

1

2
‖∇ϕ‖2 +

∫

Ω

F (ϕ) +

∫

Ω

θ +
1

2
‖σ‖2

)

+
1

2
‖∇σ‖2

≤ cT

(

1 + ‖∇ϕ‖2 +

∫

Ω

F (ϕ) + ‖θ‖L1(Ω) + ‖σ‖2
)

. (4.10)

We are now able to apply Gronwall’s lemma to (4.8), therefore we obtain the
following a priori estimates

‖∇ϕ‖L∞(0,T ;H) ≤ cT (4.11)

‖F (ϕ)‖L∞(0,T ;L1(Ω)) ≤ cT (4.12)

‖θ‖L∞(0,T ;L1(Ω)) ≤ cT (4.13)

‖σ‖L∞(0,T ;H)∩L2(0,T ;V ) ≤ cT . (4.14)

In particular, combining (3.9) and (3.10) with (4.12), we gain

‖ϕ‖L∞(0,T ;L1(Ω)) ≤ cT (4.15)
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4.3 Entropy estimate

We now derive the entropy estimate testing (3.3) by −
1

θ
. Therefore

d

dt

∫

Ω

(− log θ − ϕ) +

∫

Ω

1

θ
|∇µ|2 +

∫

Ω

(

|∇ log θ|2 + kq|∇θ
q/2|2

)

= 0, (4.16)

where kq > 0 is a suitable constant only depending on the exponent q ≥ 2,
introduced in (3.12).
Now, integrating in time, owing to (4.13) and (4.15) and recalling that
| log r| ≤ r − log r ∀r > 0, we infer

‖ log θ‖L∞(0,T ;L1(Ω)) + ‖ log θ‖L2(0,T ;V ) ≤ cT , (4.17)

‖∇θq/2‖L2(0,T ;H) ≤ cT . (4.18)

Then, combining (3.7) with (4.13) and (4.18), it holds

‖θ
q

2‖L2(0,T ;V ) ≤ cT (4.19)

which implies in particular, since q ≥ 2

‖θ‖L2(0,T ;V ) ≤ cT . (4.20)

On the other hand, using Sobolev embedding theorems, (4.19) also implies

‖θ
q

2‖L2(0,T ;L6(Ω)) ≤ cT

and hence

‖θ‖Lq(0,T ;L3q(Ω)) ≤ cT . (4.21)

4.4 Chemical potential estimate

Integrating (3.3) over Ω and exploiting boundary conditions together with
Gauss-Green formula, we infer

‖∇µ‖2 =
d

dt

∫

Ω

θ +

∫

Ω

θϕt. (4.22)

We now rewrite the latter term according to (3.1), then using (3.11) and
(4.1), it follows that (4.22) reads

1

2
‖∇µ‖2 ≤

d

dt

∫

Ω

θ +
1

2
‖∇θ‖2 + cT‖θ‖L1(Ω). (4.23)
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Thus from (4.13) and (4.20), we obtain

‖∇µ‖L2(0,T ;H) ≤ cT . (4.24)

Now we integrate (3.2) over Ω, then

|µΩ|
(3.5),(3.8)

=
∣

∣

∣

∫

Ω

(β(ϕ)− λϕ)−

∫

Ω

θ
∣

∣

∣
(4.25)

≤

∫

Ω

|β(ϕ)|+

∫

Ω

|λϕ|+ ‖θ‖L1(Ω) (4.26)

(3.9),(4.13),(4.15)

≤ cβ

(

1 +

∫

Ω

F (ϕ)

)

+ cT . (4.27)

Using now the bound (4.12), we get

‖µΩ‖L∞(0,T ) ≤ cT . (4.28)

Combining this last bound with the Poincaré inequality (3.6) and the previ-
ous estimate (4.24), we achieve

‖µ‖L2(0,T ;V ) ≤ cT . (4.29)

4.5 ϕ-dependent estimates

We start testing (3.1) by ϕ, which leads to

d

dt

∫

Ω

|ϕ|2 = −

∫

Ω

∇µ · ∇ϕ+

∫

Ω

(Pσ −A)h(ϕ)ϕ. (4.30)

Exploiting Young’s inequality, the uniform bounds on h and (4.1) we infer

d

dt
‖ϕ‖2 ≤

1

2
‖∇µ‖2 +

1

2
‖∇ϕ‖2 + cT‖ϕ‖L1(Ω).

Thus, integrating in time and using (4.24), (4.11) and (4.15) we get

‖ϕ‖L∞(0,T ;H) ≤ cT ,

whence estimate (4.11) gives

‖ϕ‖L∞(0,T ;V ) ≤ cT . (4.31)

Next we test (3.2) by β(ϕ) and we obtain
∫

Ω

|β(ϕ)|2 +

∫

Ω

β ′(ϕ)|∇ϕ|2 =

∫

Ω

µβ(ϕ) +

∫

Ω

λϕβ(ϕ) +

∫

Ω

θβ(ϕ)
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Now, from (4.29), (4.31), (4.20) and the monotonicity of β, it follows

‖β(ϕ)‖L2(0,T ;H) ≤ cT . (4.32)

Taking advantage of this last estimate with (3.9) and again of (4.31) and
(4.20), a direct comparison within equation (3.2) yields

‖ϕ‖L2(0,T ;H2) ≤ cT (4.33)

4.6 Further regularity

We start testing (3.1) by a nonzero test function v ∈ V and we infer

〈ϕt, v〉 = −

∫

Ω

∇µ · ∇v +

∫

Ω

(Pσ −A)h(ϕ)v.

Now, according to estimates (4.1), (4.24) and (4.31) it follows

‖ϕt‖L2(0,T ;V ′) ≤ cT . (4.34)

Taking advantage of this last estimate and exploting (4.33) together with
(4.31), we infer (for example from [22])

ϕ ∈ C([0, T ];V ). (4.35)

Similarly, multiplying equation (3.4) by a nonzero test function v ∈ V

and exploiting the bound (4.14), it holds

‖σt‖L2(0,T ;V ′) ≤ cT . (4.36)

From standard embedding results (see e.g. [4]), combining (4.36) and (4.14),
we gain the additional regularity for the nutrient

σ ∈ C([0, T ];H). (4.37)

5 Weak sequential stability

We assume to have a sequence of weak solutions (ϕn, µn, θn, σn) which sat-
isfies the a priori estimates obtained in Section 4 uniformly with respect to
n ∈ N.
We then show that, by weak compactness arguments, up to the extraction
of a subsequence, (ϕn, µn, θn, σn) converges in a suitable way to an entropy
solution to our problem, i.e., to a limit quadruple (ϕ, µ, θ, σ) solving (3.1)–
(3.4) in the sense of Theorem 3.1.
Indeed, exploiting the above bounds (4.1), (4.13), (4.14), (4.20), (4.21),
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(4.29), (4.31), (4.33), (4.34) and (4.36), together with standard weak com-
pactness results, it is possible to extract a nonrelabelled subsequence such
that

ϕn → ϕ weakly star in L∞(0, T ;V ) ∩ L2(0, T ;H2(Ω)) ∩H1(0, T ;V ′) (5.1)

µn → µ weakly in L2(0, T ;V ) (5.2)

θn → θ weakly star in L2(0, T ;V ) ∩ L∞(0, T ;L1(Ω)) ∩ Lq(0, T ;L3q(Ω)) (5.3)

σn → σ weakly star in L∞(0, T )× Ω)) ∩ L2(0, T ;V ) ∩H1(0, T ;V ′) (5.4)

Moreover combining (4.34) and (4.36) with (5.1) and (5.4) respectively and
applying the Aubin-Lions lemma, we infer that

ϕn → ϕ and σn → σ strongly in L2(0, T ;H). (5.5)

Moreover convergence (5.3) and interpolation theory for Lp spaces imply that

θn → θ strongly in Lp(0, T ;Lp(Ω)), p ∈

[

1, q +
2

3

)

. (5.6)

Indeed, from standard interpolation theory, we know that if f ∈ Lp ∩Ls,

then f ∈ Lr, with r s.t.
1

r
=
γ

p
+

1− γ

s
. We first consider the time-spaces

L∞ and Lq, hence s = ∞ and p = q which gives

1

r
=
γ

q
. (5.7)

We then apply the general interpolation result to the space-spaces L1 and
L3q, from which it follows

1

r
=

γ

3q
+

1− γ

1
. (5.8)

Since (5.7) and (5.8) must hold simultaneously, we infer that r = q +
2

3
.

Now, according to (Theorem 2.19, [4]) with s = r = 0 it follows that

L∞(0, T ;L1(Ω)) ∩ Lq(0, T ;L3q(Ω)) →֒→֒ Lp(0, T ;Lp(Ω)) p ∈

[

1, q +
2

3

)

.

Therefore it is possible to pass to the limit also in the nonlinear terms,
according to the continuity of κ, β and h. Indeed, by a generalized version
of Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem it holds

κ(θn) → κ(θ) strongly in Lp(0, T ;Lp(Ω)), p ∈
[

1, 1 +
2

3q

)

(5.9)

β(ϕn) → β(ϕ) weakly in L2(0, T ;H). (5.10)
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We now want to pass to the limit in the balance of entropy. Namely let us
assume that (3.14) is satisfied by the approximate solution (ϕn, µn, θn, σn), ∀n ∈
N. Testing it by ξ ∈ C∞([0, T ] × Ω), ξ ≥ 0, ξ(T, ·) = 0 and integrating by
parts we infer

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
(Λ(θn) + ϕn)ξt dxdt+

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
δ(θn)∆ξ dxdt

= −

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

|∇µn|
2

θn
ξ dxdt−

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

κ(θn)

θ2n
|∇θn|

2 dxdt−

∫

Ω
(Λ(θ0) + ϕ0)ξ(·, 0) dx,

(5.11)

where δ(θn) :=
∫ θn
1

κ(s)
s

ds.
We first take care of the terms on the left hand side. According to (3.15), by
(4.17) and (5.6),

Λ(θn) → Λ(θn) strongly in L1+(0, T )× Ω). (5.12)

Moreover, from (4.17) and (5.6), it follows that

δ(θn) → δ(θ) strongly in L1+((0, T )× Ω), (5.13)

hence in particular

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

δ(θn)∆ξ →

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

δ(θ)∆ξ.

Then the first row of (5.11) passes to the desired limit not only as a
supremum limit, but as a true limit. In order to deal with the first two terms
in the right hand side we recall a useful lower semicontinuity result by Ioffe.

Theorem 5.1 (Ioffe). Let O ⊂ R
d be a smooth bounded open set and f :

O ×R
n ×R

m → [0,+∞], d, n,m ≥ 1, be a measurable non-negative function

such that

f(x, ·, ·) is lower semicontinuous on R
n × R

m for every x ∈ O,

f(x, u, ·) is convex on R
m for every (x, u) ∈ O × R

n.

Let also (uk, vk), (u, v) : O → R
n × R

m be measurable functions s. t.

uk(x) → u(x) in measure in O, vk ⇀ v weakly in L1(O;Rm).

Then,

lim inf
k→+∞

∫

O

f(x, uk(x), vk(x)) ≥

∫

O

f(x, u(x), v(x)).
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We start considering the first term in the right hand side. We exploit this
result setting O = Ω× (0, T ), f : O×R

+ ×R
3 → [0,∞] s.t (x, t)×w× v 7→

w|v|2. Such f satisfies Ioffe’s assumptions. putting wn = ξ
θ
, vn = ∇µn, ∀n ∈

N. Hence, by (5.2) it holds {∇µn}n ⇀ ∇µ in L1(O). Therefore by Ioffe’s
theorem,

lim inf
n→+∞

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

|∇µn|
2ξ ≥

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

|∇µ|2ξ. (5.14)

In a similar way, from (5.6) and (5.9),

lim inf
n→+∞

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

ξ

θn

κ(θn)

θn
|∇θn|

2 ≥

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

ξ

θ

κ(θ)

θ
|∇θ|2. (5.15)

Furthermore, assuming that θn(0, ·) converges in a suitable way to θ0,
putting together (5.5), (5.12), (5.13), (5.14) and (5.15), it follows that we
eventually recover (3.16). It is worth noting that the inequality sign is due
to the application of Ioffe’s theorem. This concludes the procedure and so
the proof of existence of weak entropy solutions.

Remark 1. We notice that we have assumed throughout the proof that the
absolute temperature is a.e. positive. This is crucial in order for estimates in
Section 4 to make sense. In particular it should be shown that the solution
θn of the discretized problem (for instance in a Faedo-Galerkin scheme, that
we decided not to detail here) is positive. At least, according to (4.17) the
strict positivity of θn will be preserved a.e. in (0, T )× Ω also in the limit.
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atica, la Probabilità e le loro Applicazioni) of INdAM (Istituto Nazionale di
Alta Matematica) and by MIUR through the project FFABR (M. Eleuteri).
The author would also like to thank Prof. Michela Eleuteri for careful reading
and helpful comments.

References

[1] R.P. Araujo and D.L.S. McElwain, A History of the Study of Solid
Tumour Growth: The Contribution of Mathematical Modelling, Bull.

Math. Biol. 66 (2004), 1039–1091.

[2] N. Bellomo, N.K. Li, and P.K. Maini, On the foundations of cancer
modelling: selected topics, speculations, and perspectives, Math. Mod-

els Methods Appl. Sci., 18(4) (2008), 593–646.

20



[3] J.M. Bull, Whole body hyperthermia as an anticancer agent, CA Cancer

J Clin., 32(2) (1982), 123–128.

[4] F. Brezzi and G. Gilardi, Functional Analysis, Functional Spaces, Par-
tial Differential Equations in: H. Kardestuncer and Norrie eds., Finite
Element Handbook, McGraw-Hill Book Co., New York, (1987). Chap-
ters 1-3, pp. 1-121 of Part 1.

[5] H.M. Byrne and M.A.J. Chaplain, Growth of Nonnecrotic Tumors in
the Presence and Absence of Inhibitors, Mathematical Biosciences, 130
(1995), 151–181.

[6] J. Cahn and J. Hilliard, Free energy of a nonuniform system. I. Inter-
facial free energy, J. Chem. Phys., 28 (1958), 258–267.

[7] L. Cherfils, S. Gatti, A. Miranville and R. Guillevin, Analysis of a
model for tumor growth and lactate exchanges in a glioma, Discrete

and Continuous Dynamical Systems - S, doi: 10.3934/dcdss.2020457.

[8] V. Cristini and J. Lowengrub, Multiscale modeling of cancer. An Inte-

grated Experimental and Mathematical Modeling Approach, Cambridge
Univ. Press, Cambridge, (2010).

[9] M. Eleuteri, S. Gatti and G. Schimperna, Regularity and long-time
behavior for a thermodynamically consistent model for complex fluids
in two space dimensions, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 68(5) (2019), 1465–
1518.

[10] M. Eleuteri, E. Rocca and G. Schimperna, On a non-isothermal diffuse
interface model for two phase flows of incompressible fluids, DCDS 35.6
(2015), 2497–2522.

[11] M. Eleuteri, E. Rocca and G. Schimperna, Existence of solutions to
a two-dimensional model for nonisothermal two-phase flows of incom-
pressible fluids, Ann. Inst. H. Poincare Anal. Non Lineaire 33 (2016),
1431–1454.

[12] S. Frigeri and M. Grasselli, Nonlocal Cahn-Hilliard-Navier-Stokes sys-
tems with singular potentials, arXiv DOI: 10.4310/DPDE.2012.v9.n4.a1
(2012).

[13] S. Frigeri, M. Grasselli and E. Rocca, On a diffuse interface model of
tumor growth, Eur. J. Appl. Math., 26 (2015) 215–243.

21



[14] H. Garcke and K.F. Lam, Well-posedness of a Cahn-Hilliard system
modelling tumour growth with chemotaxis and active transport, Eur.

J. Appl. Math. 28 (2017), 284–316.

[15] H. Garke, K.F. Lam, R. Nürnberg and E. Sitka, A multiphase Cahn-
Hilliard-Darcy model for tumour growth with necrosis, Math. Models

Methods Appl. Sci. 28 (2018), 525–577.

[16] H. Garke, K.F. Lam, E. Sitka and V. Styles, A Cahn-Hilliard-Darcy
model for tumour growth with chemotaxis and active transport, Math.

Models Methods Appl. Sci. 26(6) (2016), 1095–1148.

[17] M.E. Gurtin, Generalized Ginzburg-Landau and Cahn-Hilliard equa-
tions based on a microforce balance, Physica D 92 (1996), 178–192.

[18] A. Hawkins-Daarud, S. Prudhomme, K.G. van der Zee and J.T. Oden,
Bayesian calibration, validation, and uncertainty quantification of dif-
fuse interface models of tumor growth, Journal of Mathematical Biology

67(6) (2013), 1457–1485.

[19] E. Ipocoana and A. Zafferi, Further regularity and uniqueness results
for a non-isothermal Cahn-Hilliard equation, Comm. Pure Appl. Anal.

DOI: 10.3934/cpaa.2020289, (2020).

[20] J. Jiang, H. Wu and S. Zheng, Well-posedness and long-time behav-
ior of a non-autonomous Cahn-Hilliard-Darcy system with mass source
modeling tumor growth, J. Differ. Equ. 259 (2015), 3032–3077.

[21] E. Lee, T. Chung, K. Kim, B. Bae, B. Kim, S. Kim, D. Ryu, S. Bae and
K. Ha, Macrophage Stimulated by Low Ambient Temperature Hasten
Tumor Growth via Glutamine Production, Biomedicines (2020), 8, 381.

[22] J.L. Lions and E. Magenes, Non-Homogeneous Boundary Value Prob-

lems and Applications: Vol. 1, Springer (1971).

[23] J. Lowengrub, E. Titi and K. Zhao, Analysis of a mixture model of
tumor growth, European J. Appl. Math. 24 (2013), 1–44.

[24] A. Marveggio and G. Schimperna, On a non-isothermal Cahn-Hilliard
model based on a microforce balance, arXiv:2004.02618 [math.AP]
(2020).

[25] T. Matsuda, Hyperthermia in the treatment of cancer, Gan No Rinsho

32(10) (1986), 1095–1099.

22

http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.02618


[26] A. Miranville, E. Rocca and G. Schimperna, On the long time behavior
of a tumor growth model, J. Differential Equations 267 (2019), 2616–
2642.

[27] A. Miranville and G. Schimperna, Nonisothermal phase separation
based on a microforce balance, Discrete Contin. Dynam. Systems Ser.

B, 5 (2005), 753-768.

[28] E.A. Repasky, S.S. Evans and M.W. Dewhirst, Temperature Matters!
And Why it Should Matter to Tumor Immunologists, Cancer Immunol

Res. 1(4) (2013), 210–216.

[29] G. L. Rohdenburg, Fluctuations in the Growth Energy of Malignant
Tumors in Man, with Especial Reference to Spontaneous Recession, J.

Cancer Research 3 193, (1918).

[30] J.T. Oden, A. Hawkins and S. Prudhomme, General diffuse-interface
theories and an approach to predictive tumor growth modeling, Math.

Models Methods Appl. Sci. 20 (2010), 477–517.

[31] J. Van der Zee, Heating the patient: A promising approach?, Annals

of Oncology, 13 (2002), 1173–1184

[32] X. Wu, G.J. van Zwieten and K.G. van der Zee, Stabilized second-order
convex splitting schemes for Cahn-Hilliard models with applications to
diffuse-interface tumor-growth models, Int. J. Numer. Meth. Biomed.

Engng. 30 (2014), 180–203.

23


	1 Introduction
	2 Derivation of the model
	2.1 Constitutive relations

	3 Existence of solutions
	3.1 Notation
	3.2 Assumptions
	3.3 Main result

	4 A priori estimates
	4.1 Nutrient estimate
	4.2 Energy estimate
	4.3 Entropy estimate
	4.4 Chemical potential estimate
	4.5 -dependent estimates
	4.6 Further regularity

	5 Weak sequential stability

