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Abstract

We introduce a new phase field model for tumour growth where viscoelastic effects are taken into account.
The model is derived from basic thermodynamical principles and consists of a convected Cahn–Hilliard equation
with source terms for the tumour cells and a convected reaction-diffusion equation with boundary supply for the
nutrient. Chemotactic terms, which are essential for the invasive behaviour of tumours, are taken into account.
The model is completed by a viscoelastic system constisting of the Navier–Stokes equation for the hydrodynamic
quantities, and a general constitutive equation with stress relaxation for the left Cauchy–Green tensor associated
with the elastic part of the total mechanical response of the viscoelastic material.

For a specific choice of the elastic energy density and with an additional dissipative term accounting for stress
diffusion, we prove existence of global-in-time weak solutions of the viscoelastic model for tumour growth in two
space dimensions d = 2 by the passage to the limit in a fully-discrete finite element scheme where a CFL condition,
i.e. ∆t ≤ Ch2, is required.

Moreover, in arbitrary dimensions d ∈ {2, 3}, we show stability and existence of solutions for the fully-
discrete finite element scheme, where positive definiteness of the discrete Cauchy–Green tensor is proved with a
regularization technique that was first introduced by Barrett and Boyaval [6]. After that, we improve the regularity
results in arbitrary dimensions d ∈ {2, 3} and in two dimensions d = 2, where a CFL condition is required. Then,
in two dimensions d = 2, we pass to the limit in the discretization parameters and show that subsequences of
discrete solutions converge to a global-in-time weak solution.

Finally, we present numerical results in two dimensions d = 2.
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1 Introduction

In the past few years, the study of mathematical models for tumour growth has become a popular topic
of research. Even though many biological processes with regard to tissue growth are very complicated and
still not fully understood, mathematical models try to give an insight into the qualitative behaviour of the
most significant processes. Yet, the main difficulty is to choose the model in a way such that the individual
properties of the respective biological material are described as good as possible.

Here, material laws play a decisive role and several different approaches have been proposed in the liter-
ature. Detailed comparisons with in vivo experiments indicate that neglecting the elastic effects completely
would be too restrictive, as mechanical stresses have a noticeable impact on the growth behaviour [42].
Hence, living tissues are sometimes modelled as an elastic solid where the behaviour is described with linear
or nonlinear elasticity. Moreover, there are models that refer to very short time scales for stress relaxation
and thus propose viscous approaches, as they allow to consider the random and directional movement of the
cells qualitatively, which is a well-known behaviour of tumour cells [52]. On the other hand, the behaviour
of tumour cells within the extracellular matrix resembles granular material for which usually Darcy’s law is
prescribed [4].
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A popular ansatz in the literature is to combine multiple material laws at once. For example, Brinkman’s
law is used to describe material featuring properties of granular material and viscous fluids [23]. To account
for viscous and elastic properties, viscoelastic approaches are very helpful and they are mostly studied in
the context of polymeric fluids [6, 9, 46]. Although there exist viscoelastic models for tumour growth [4, 15,
55], there is still a huge gap in the literature concerning the derivation and mathematical analysis, especially
for phase field approaches. A Cahn–Hilliard model coupled to viscoelasticity with a Neo-Hookean finite
elasticity, which is different to the one in the present paper, has been derived and analyzed in [2].

The goal of this work is to introduce and study a new mathematical model for tumour growth where
viscoelasticity is taken into account. The general mathematical model of our interest is given by the following
nonlinear system of partial differential equations.

Problem (PPP):

Find ϕ, µ, σ, p : Ω× (0, T )→ R, vvv : Ω× (0, T )→ Rd, B : Ω× (0, T )→ Rd×d such that in Ω× (0, T ):

∂tϕ+ div (ϕvvv) = div (m(ϕ)∇µ) + Γϕ(ϕ, µ, σ,B), (1.1a)

µ = Aψ′(ϕ)−B∆ϕ+N,ϕ(ϕ, σ) +W,ϕ(ϕ,B), (1.1b)

∂tσ + div (σvvv) = div (n(ϕ)∇N,σ(ϕ, σ))− Γσ(ϕ, µ, σ), (1.1c)

div (vvv) = Γvvv(ϕ, µ, σ,B), (1.1d)

%∂tvvv + %(vvv · ∇)vvv = div (T(ϕ,vvv, p,B)) +
(
µ−W,ϕ(ϕ,B)

)
∇ϕ+N,σ(ϕ, σ)∇σ, (1.1e)

∂tB + (vvv · ∇)B +
1

τ(ϕ)
Tel(ϕ,B) = ∇vvvB + B(∇vvv)T , (1.1f)

where Ω ⊂ Rd, d ∈ {2, 3}, is a bounded domain and T > 0 is a fixed time. Here, the viscoelastic stress
tensor is given by

T(ϕ,vvv, p,B) := Tvisc(ϕ,vvv, p) + Tel(ϕ,B), (1.2)

where the viscous and the elastic parts of the stress tensor are defined as

Tvisc(ϕ,vvv, p) := η(ϕ)
(
∇vvv + (∇vvv)T

)
+ λ(ϕ) div (vvv) I− pI, (1.3)

Tel(ϕ,B) := 2W,B(ϕ,B)B. (1.4)

The above system is composed of a convected Cahn–Hilliard system (1.1a)–(1.1b) for the order parameter
ϕ ∈ [−1, 1] denoting the difference of volume fractions, with {ϕ = 1} representing the unmixed tumour tissue
and {ϕ = −1} representing the surrounding healthy tissue, and the chemical potential µ related to the phase
field variable ϕ. This system is coupled to a convected parabolic diffusion equation (1.1c) where σ denotes
the concentration of an unknown species serving as a nutrient for the tumour. We include hydrodynamic
effects through the viscoelastic system (1.1d)–(1.1e) with constant mass density % for the volume-averaged
velocity vvv, the pressure p and the viscoelastic stress tensor T. Here, B denotes the left Cauchy–Green tensor
associated with the elastic part of the total mechanical response of the viscoelastic fluid and it is given by the
constitutive equation (1.1f) of Oldroyd-B type [51], but other constitutive equations for B are also possible,
e.g., a constitutive equation of Giesekus type [33], i.e.

∂tB + (vvv · ∇)B +
1

τ(ϕ)
BTel(ϕ,B) = ∇vvvB + B(∇vvv)T . (1.5)

By N,ϕ(ϕ, σ) and N,σ(ϕ, σ), we denote the variations of a general nutrient energy density N(ϕ, σ) with
respect to ϕ and σ, respectively. Similarly, by W,ϕ(ϕ,B) and W,B(ϕ,B), we denote the variations of a general
elastic energy density W (ϕ,B) with respect to ϕ and B. These energies will be specified later.

The positive constants A,B usually have the form A = β
ε and B = βε, where ε is proportional to

the thickness of the diffuse interface and β represents the surface tension. By m(·) and n(·), we denote
the non-negative mobilities for the order parameter ϕ and the nutrient σ, respectively, and ψ(·) is a non-
negative potential with two equal minima at ±1. Biological effects like proliferation, apoptosis and nutrient
consumption are taken into account through the source and sink terms Γϕ and Γσ. Moreover, Γvvv denotes a
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source for the velocity divergence and is often related to Γϕ. The non-negative functions η(·) and λ(·) denote
the shear and bulk viscosities, respectively. The non-negative function τ(·) is the viscoelastic relaxation time
accounting for dissipation.

We now present the outline of this work. We end Section 1 by introducing our notation. Then, in
Section 2, we present the derivation of the general viscoelastic model for tumour growth (PPP) using basic
thermodynamical principles and we give several examples of constitutive laws. Moreover, we highlight further
important aspects of modelling like a dissipation law for a general energy of the system, reformulations of
the pressure leading to variants of the velocity equation (1.1e), and initial and boundary conditions. We also
give relevant examples for the source functions Γϕ,Γσ,Γvvv. Further, we specify the nutrient energy density
N(ϕ, σ) and the elastic energy density W (ϕ,B). Besides, we handle the case of possible source or sink
terms due to growth in the equation for B, and we present several limit cases of our model (PPP) which were
introduced for other models in the literature.

In Section 3, we consider a special variant of the problem (PPP) which is additionally regularized with a
dissipative term α∆B in the Oldroyd-B equation, and the regularized problem is denoted by (PPPα). This
regularization improves the mathematical properties of the governing equations while it has a minor impact
on the dynamical behaviour of the model, supposed that the viscoelastic diffusion constant α is small. For
(PPPα), we give the definition of weak solutions and provide an existence result in two spatial dimensions in
Section 3.1. To highlight the difficulties and to better understand the techniques in the proof of the existence
result, we present the derivation of formal a priori estimates in Section 3.2, the need for the restriction to
two dimensions in Section 3.3 and a regularization strategy from Barrett and Boyaval [6] in Section 3.4
which is needed to show positive definiteness of the Cauchy–Green tensor B. The existence result itself
will be proved in Section 4 by the limit passing in a fully-discrete finite element scheme in two dimensions
where a CFL condition, i.e. ∆t ≤ Ch2, is required, whereby Section 4 is organized as follows. First, a
regularized fully-discrete finite element scheme is introduced in arbitrary dimensions d ∈ {2, 3}, where the
regularization strategy from Barrett and Boyaval [6] is applied on the fully-discrete level. For the regularized
discrete scheme, stability and existence in arbitrary dimensions d ∈ {2, 3} are shown in Sections 4.3 and
4.4, respectively. Then, in Section 4.5, the regularization parameter is sent to zero which guarantees that
the discrete Cauchy–Green tensor is positive definite. After that, the regularity of the discrete solutions is
improved in arbitrary dimensions d ∈ {2, 3} in Section 4.6 and in also in two dimensions d = 2 in Section
4.7, where a CFL condition, i.e. ∆t ≤ Ch2, is needed. Then, Section 4.8 is devoted to the limit process
(∆t, h) → (0, 0) in two space dimensions, where existence of global-in-time weak solutions is provided by
converging subsequences of the discrete solutions. Finally, in Section 5, we present numerical results for the
fully-discrete tumour model from Section 4 in two spatial dimensions.

1.1 Notation

In this work, vector or matrix valued quantities are represented with a bold or blackboard bold font, respec-
tively. For d ∈ {2, 3}, we define the scalar product of two vectors vvv,www ∈ Rd by vvv ·www := vvvTwww = wwwTvvv, and the
scalar product of two matrices A,B ∈ Rd×d by A : B := Tr(ATB) = Tr(BTA), where Tr(A) denotes the trace
of a matrix A ∈ Rd×d. Moreover, Rd×dS and Rd×dSPD are the sets of symmetric Rd×d and symmetric positive def-
inite Rd×d matrices, respectively. For a vector or matrix valued quantity, we denote the induced norm by |·|,
and for a scalar quantity, we denote by |·| the Euclidean norm. For a real Banach space X, we denote by ‖·‖X
its norm, by X ′ its dual space, and by 〈·, ·〉X the duality pairing between X and X ′. For p ∈ [1,∞], an integer
m ≥ 0 and a bounded domain Ω ⊂ Rd, d ∈ {2, 3}, we use the standard notation from, e.g., [3], and we write
Lp := Lp(Ω), Wm,p := Wm,p(Ω) and Hm := Hm(Ω) := Wm,2(Ω), where W 0,p := Lp in the case m = 0. We
also define L2

0 := L2
0(Ω) := {q ∈ L2 |

∫
Ω
q dx = 0} and H1

0 := H1
0 (Ω) := {q ∈ H1 | q|∂Ω = 0 a.e. on ∂Ω}, where

q|∂Ω should be interpreted in the sense of the trace theorem. We sometimes use the same notation for vector
valued or matrix valued spaces. For instance, Lp can mean Lp(Ω), Lp(Ω;Rd) or Lp(Ω;Rd×d), which of course
depends on the context. Moreover, we define H :=

{
www ∈ L2(Ω;Rd) | div (www) = 0 a.e. in Ω, www · nnn = 0 on ∂Ω

}
and V :=

{
www ∈ H1

0 (Ω;Rd) | div (www) = 0 a.e. in Ω
}

, where nnn denotes the outer unit normal on ∂Ω. The
norms and seminorms of the Sobolev spaces are denoted by ‖·‖Wm,p and |·|Wm,p , respectively, and simi-
larly for the spaces Lp and Hm. We denote the inner product of the spaces L2 and L2(∂Ω) by (·, ·)L2 and
(·, ·)L2(∂Ω), respectively. For α ∈ [0, 1], we write C0,α(Ω) for the Hölder spaces. For a real Banach space

X, a real number p ∈ [1,∞] and an integer m ≥ 0, we denote the Bochner spaces by Lp(0, T ;X) and
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Wm,p(0, T ;X) and they are equipped with the norms ‖·‖Lp(0,T ;X) and ‖·‖Wm,p(0,T ;X). For p = 2, we will
also write Hm(0, T ;X) := Wm,2(0, T ;X) and ‖·‖Hm(0,T ;X) := ‖·‖Wm,2(0,T ;X). Sometimes, Lp(0, T ;Lp) will

be identified with Lp(ΩT ), where ΩT := Ω× (0, T ) with Ω ⊂ Rd, d ∈ {2, 3}, and T > 0.

2 Derivation and modelling aspects

In this section, we present the derivation of the general viscoelastic model for tumour growth (PPP). The outline
of this section is as follows. We first present basic balance laws, before we use an energy inequality, a Lagrange
multiplier approach and several constitutive assumptions to derive the general viscoelastic model. We then
reformulate the pressure and derive a general energy identity, before we specify the initial and boundary
conditions. Then, we give the most relevant examples for the source terms and specify the nutrient and
elastic energy densities. After that, we present several variants and limit cases of the model.

2.1 Conservation laws

2.1.1 Balance law of mass

We consider a mixture consisting of healthy and tumour cells. We denote their difference of volume fractions
by ϕ, with {ϕ = 1} representing the unmixed tumour tissue and {ϕ = −1} representing the surrounding
healthy tissue. We assume the existence of an unspecified species acting as a nutrient for the tumour whose
concentration is denoted by σ. Moreover, we assume that ϕ and σ are transported by a volume-averaged
velocity vvv and some diffusive fluxes JJJϕ and JJJσ, respectively. Based on these assumptions, the balance laws
of mass read

∂tϕ+ div (ϕvvv) + div (JJJϕ) = Γϕ, (2.1)

∂tσ + div (σvvv) + div (JJJσ) = −Γσ, (2.2)

where Γϕ and Γσ denote the source and sink terms of the phase field variable and the nutrient. Moreover,
mass exchange in terms of the divergence of vvv is explicitly given by

div (vvv) = Γvvv. (2.3)

The specific motivation for (2.1) and (2.3) is based on mass balance laws for the two components of the
mixture, i.e. the tumour and healthy cells, and we refer the reader to [23] for more details. In the general
case, the mass densities of the tumour cells %̄1 and the healthy cells %̄−1 can differ, which yields for the mass
density % of the mixture,

% = %̂(ϕ) = 1
2 %̄1(1 + ϕ) + 1

2 %̄−1(1− ϕ). (2.4)

For simplicity reasons, we consider matching mass densities of the pure components in this work, which
results in % = %̄1 = %̄−1.

2.1.2 Balance law of linear momentum

Motivated by, e.g., [1, 23], we assume that the mixture is a single viscoelastic fluid that fulfills the balance
law of linear momentum of continuum mechanics. We further neglect any gravity effects or body forces and
suppose that contact forces are represented by a viscoelastic stress tensor T. Moreover, we assume that the
viscoelastic stress tensor is symmetric, isotropic and can depend on ∇vvv, ϕ, µ, σ,∇ϕ and Be, where Be is the
left Cauchy–Green tensor associated with the elastic part of the total mechanical response which will be
defined later (see (2.11)). With these assumptions, the balance law of linear momentum is given by

%∂tvvv + %(vvv · ∇)vvv = div
(
T
)
, (2.5)

where T has to specified by constitutive assumptions.
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2.1.3 Concept of viscoelasticity

In the literature [40, 41, 43], a popular approach for viscoelasticity is in terms of the deformation gradient
F : Ω× (0, T )→ Rd×d between the initial configuration and the current configuration of a viscoelastic body.
Writing F in Eulerian coordinates, we obtain the hyperbolic evolution equation

∂tF + (vvv · ∇)F = ∇vvvF. (2.6)

Hence, it is easily deduced from (2.6) that the left Cauchy–Green tensor B̃ := FFT satisfies the evolution
equation

∂tB̃ + (vvv · ∇)B̃ = ∇vvvB̃ + B̃(∇vvv)T . (2.7)

This is the so-called Oldroyd-B equation with infinite Weissenberg number which is a common way to describe
viscoelastic materials of Kelvin–Voigt type, where stress relaxation is neglected. However, stress relaxation
is a typical behaviour of living tissues [4]. For this reason, we follow the approach of Málek and Pr̊uša [47] in
order to derive a viscoelastic approach that accounts for stress relaxation. We assume a virtual framework
consisting of three configurations: the initial configuration, the current configuration at time t > 0 and the
natural configuration which would be taken by the considered body at time t > 0 after immediate relaxation,
see Figure 1. Therefore, we assume a virtual multiplicative decomposition of the full deformation gradient
F by

F = FeFd, (2.8)

where Fd describes the deformation gradient between the initial and the natural configuration, taking into
account only the dissipative processes of the fluid, which, in the biological context, can arise from, e.g., cell
reorganizations, birth and death of cells [4]. Besides, Fe measures only the elastic part of the deformation,
which is the deformation gradient between the natural and the current configuration. Then, the sought
measure of our main interest is the left Cauchy–Green tensor Be := FeFTe associated with the elastic part of
the deformation.

Figure 1: Configurations of a viscoelastic cell-mixture within a fixed domain, described by a virtual decom-
position of the total deformation. Adapted from [47].

Following the ideas of Málek and Pr̊uša [47], we define L := ∇vvv and its symmetric part D := 1
2 (L + LT ).

From (2.6) we see that L = (∂•t F)F−1, where the material derivative of F is defined by ∂•t F := ∂tF+ (vvv ·∇)F.
This motivates to introduce the tensorial quantity Ld by

Ld := (∂•t Fd)F
−1
d , (2.9)
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and its symmetric part by Dd := 1
2 (Ld + LTd ). Together with the formula ∂•t (F−1

d ) = −F−1
d (∂•t Fd)F

−1
d we see

that the material derivative of the relative deformation gradient Fe is given by

∂•t Fe = ∂•t (FF−1
d ) = (∂•t F)F−1

d + F∂•t (F−1
d ) = LFF−1

d − FF−1
d (∂•t Fd)F

−1
d = LFe − FeLd, (2.10)

which implies, as Be = FeFTe , that

∂•t Be = LBe + BeLT − 2FeDdFTe . (2.11)

This is the sought formula for the evolution of the left Cauchy–Green tensor Be. The right-hand side of
(2.11) depends on the quantities Fe, Dd and L = ∇vvv. Later, the dependency on the tensor Dd will be
removed by constitutive assumptions.

2.2 Energy inequality and the Lagrange multiplier method

In order to derive the system (PPP) from thermodynamical principles, we apply the Lagrange multiplier method
by Liu and Müller developed in [44]. We remark that the mass density % is assumed to be constant. In the
case of a non-constant mass density given by formula (2.4), the derivation of a system of equations can be
performed with methods from Abels, Garcke and Grün [1].

We postulate a general energy density of the form

e = ê(ϕ,∇ϕ, σ,Be) +
1

2
% |vvv|2 , (2.12)

where ê denotes the free energy density of the system which can depend on ϕ,∇ϕ, σ,Be, whereas 1
2% |vvv|

2

denotes the kinetic energy density. Let V (t) ⊂ Ω be an arbitrary volume which is transported with the fluid
velocity. We now consider the following energy inequality resulting from the second law of thermodynamics:

d

dt

∫
V (t)

e(ϕ,∇ϕ, σ,vvv,Be) dx︸ ︷︷ ︸
change of energy

≤ −
∫
∂V (t)

JJJe · nnn dHd−1

︸ ︷︷ ︸
energy flux across

the boundary

+

∫
∂V (t)

(Tnnn) · vvv dHd−1

︸ ︷︷ ︸
work due to

macroscopic stresses

+

∫
V (t)

cvvvΓvvv + cϕΓϕ + cσ(−Γσ) dx︸ ︷︷ ︸
supply of energy

,

(2.13)

where nnn is the outer unit normal to ∂V (t), JJJe is an energy flux yet to be determined and cvvv, cϕ and cσ are
unknown multipliers which have to be specified.

Following the arguments in, e.g., [1, 23, 31], we introduce Lagrange multipliers λvvv, λϕ and λσ for (2.3),
(2.1) and (2.2), respectively. Using the momentum balance equation (2.5) and the Gauss theorem, we can
reformulate the boundary integral describing work due to macroscopic stresses by

−
∫
∂V (t)

(Tnnn) · vvv dHd−1 = −
∫
V (t)

div
(
T
)
· vvv + T : ∇vvv dx = −

∫
V (t)

%∂•t vvv · vvv + T : ∇vvv dx.

Therefore, using Reynold’s transport theorem [27] and the fact that V (t) is arbitrary, we obtain the following
local dissipation inequality

−D := ∂•t e+ ediv (vvv) + div (JJJe)− T : ∇vvv − %∂•t vvv · vvv − cvvvΓvvv − cϕΓϕ + cσΓσ

− λvvv(div (vvv)− Γvvv)− λϕ(∂•t ϕ+ ϕdiv (vvv) + div (JJJϕ)− Γϕ)− λσ(∂•t σ + σ div (vvv) + div (JJJσ) + Γσ)

≤ 0,

(2.14)

which has to hold for arbitrary values of ϕ, σ, ∇ϕ, ∇σ, %, vvv, Be, Γvvv, Γϕ, Γσ, ∂•t ϕ, ∂•t σ and ∂•t vvv. By the
chain rule, we then have

∂•t e =
∂e

∂ϕ
∂•t ϕ+

∂e

∂∇ϕ
· ∂•t (∇ϕ) +

∂e

∂σ
∂•t σ +

∂e

∂vvv
· ∂•t vvv +

∂e

∂Be
: ∂•t Be.
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Therefore, on noting (2.11), we obtain

−D = div (JJJe − λϕJJJϕ − λσJJJσ) +∇λϕ · JJJϕ +∇λσ · JJJσ +
∂e

∂∇ϕ
· ∂•t (∇ϕ)

+ ∂•t ϕ
( ∂e
∂ϕ
− λϕ

)
+ ∂•t σ

( ∂e
∂σ
− λσ

)
+ ∂•t vvv ·

(∂e
∂vvv
− %vvv

)
− T : ∇vvv +

∂e

∂Be
: (LBe + BeLT − 2FeDdFTe )

+ (cσ − λσ)Γσ + (λvvv − cvvv)Γvvv + (λϕ − cϕ)Γϕ + (e− λϕϕ− λσσ − λvvv) div (vvv)

≤ 0.

(2.15)

Together with ∂xj (∂
•
t ϕ) = ∂t∂xjϕ+ vvv · ∇(∂xjϕ) + ∂xjvvv · ∇ϕ = ∂•t (∂xjϕ) + ∂xjvvv · ∇ϕ, we calculate

div

(
∂•t ϕ

∂e

∂∇ϕ

)
= ∂•t ϕdiv

(
∂e

∂∇ϕ

)
+ ∂•t (∇ϕ) · ∂e

∂∇ϕ
+∇vvv :

(
∇ϕ⊗ ∂e

∂∇ϕ

)
.

Then, using ∂e
∂vvv = %vvv, we can reformulate (2.15) as

−D = div

(
JJJe − λϕJJJϕ − λσJJJσ + ∂•t ϕ

∂e

∂∇ϕ

)
+∇λϕ · JJJϕ +∇λσ · JJJσ

+ ∂•t ϕ
( ∂e
∂ϕ
− div

(
∂e

∂∇ϕ

)
− λϕ

)
+ ∂•t σ

( ∂e
∂σ
− λσ

)
−
(
T +

(
∇ϕ⊗ ∂e

∂∇ϕ

))
: ∇vvv +

∂e

∂Be
: (LBe + BeLT − 2FeDdFTe )

+ (cσ − λσ)Γσ + (λvvv − cvvv)Γvvv + (λϕ − cϕ)Γϕ + (e− λϕϕ− λσσ − λvvv) div (vvv)

≤ 0.

(2.16)

In the following we denote the chemical potential of the order parameter ϕ as

µ :=
∂e

∂ϕ
− div

(
∂e

∂∇ϕ

)
.

2.3 Constitutive relations

To fulfill the last inequality for−D, we can argue similarly to [1, 23, 31] and we make the following constitutive
assumptions for the fluxes JJJe, JJJσ, JJJϕ, for the constants cvvv, cϕ, cσ and for the Lagrange multipliers λvvv, λϕ,
λσ:

JJJe = λσJJJσ + λϕJJJϕ − ∂•t ϕ
∂e

∂∇ϕ
, JJJϕ = −m(ϕ)∇λϕ, JJJσ = −n(ϕ)∇λσ,

cvvv = λvvv, cϕ = λϕ =
∂e

∂ϕ
− div

(
∂e

∂∇ϕ

)
= µ, cσ = λσ =

∂e

∂σ
,

(2.17)

where m(ϕ) and n(ϕ) are non-negative mobilities corresponding to a generalised Fick’s law (see [1]).
Actually, m(ϕ) and n(ϕ) could also depend on the chemical potential µ and the nutrient σ. As pointed

out in [47], one could also consider cross effects by assuming that the relations between the fluxes JJJϕ, JJJσ
and the gradients of the Lagrange parameters ∇λϕ, ∇λσ take the form JJJα = −

∑
β∈{ϕ,σ}Mα,β∇λβ for

α ∈ {ϕ, σ}, where (Mα,β) is a symmetric positive definite matrix which could depend on, e.g., ϕ, µ and σ.
This would of course lead to a more complex system of equations, and is hence not explored here.

Under these constitutive assumptions, the inequality for the local dissipation (2.16) holds if

−
(
T +

(
∇ϕ⊗ ∂e

∂∇ϕ

))
: ∇vvv +

∂e

∂Be
: (∇vvvBe + Be(∇vvv)T − 2FeDdFTe )

+ (e− λϕϕ− λσσ − λvvv) div (vvv)

≤ 0.

(2.18)
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Using the properties of the trace and the symmetry of Be and ∂e
∂Be , we calculate

∂e

∂Be
: (∇vvvBe) = Tr

( ∂e

∂Be
BTe (∇vvv)T

)
=
( ∂e

∂Be
Be
)

: ∇vvv,

∂e

∂Be
:
(
Be(∇vvv)T

)
= Tr

(( ∂e

∂Be

)T
Be(∇vvv)T

)
=
( ∂e

∂Be
Be
)

: ∇vvv,

and

∂e

∂Be
: (FeDdFTe ) = Tr

( ∂e

∂Be
FeDTd FTe

)
= Tr

(
FTe

∂e

∂Be
FeDTd

)
=
(
FTe

∂e

∂Be
Fe
)

: Dd.

Therefore, we can reformulate (2.18) as(
− T−

(
∇ϕ⊗ ∂e

∂∇ϕ

)
+ 2

∂e

∂Be
Be
)

: ∇vvv − 2
(
FTe

∂e

∂Be
Fe
)

: Dd + (e− λϕϕ− λσσ − λvvv) div (vvv) ≤ 0. (2.19)

Introducing the unknown pressure p, we can rewrite the stress tensor T as follows:

T = S− pI, i.e. S = T + pI. (2.20)

Similar arguments as in [23] imply that

∂e

∂∇ϕ
= a(ϕ,∇ϕ, σ,Be)∇ϕ, (2.21)

where a(ϕ,∇ϕ, σ,Be) is a real valued function. Since S is symmetric, we have

S : ∇vvv = S :
1

2
(∇vvv + (∇vvv)T ) + S :

1

2
(∇vvv − (∇vvv)T ) = S : D,

and similarly, as ∂e
∂Be and Be are symmetric, we also obtain( ∂e

∂Be
Be
)

: ∇vvv =
( ∂e

∂Be
Be
)

: D.

Using the identity I : ∇vvv = I : D = div (vvv), we have

T : ∇vvv = (S− pI) : ∇vvv = S : D− p div (vvv) .

This yields (
− S− a(ϕ,∇ϕ, σ,Be)(∇ϕ⊗∇ϕ) + 2

∂e

∂Be
Be
)

: D

− 2
(
FTe

∂e

∂Be
Fe
)

: Dd + (e− λϕϕ− λσσ + p− λvvv) div (vvv) ≤ 0.

(2.22)

The quantities D and div (vvv) appear in the first and in the last term on the left-hand side of (2.22) as it
holds TrD = div (vvv). Therefore, these two quantities are not independent. As pointed out in [47], it would
actually be necessary to split D to mutually independent quantities consisting of the traceless part of D
and the part containing div (vvv), which requires one to split the quantities in the first brackets in (2.22) in a
similar manner. However, following the strategy of [23, 31], we choose the constitutive assumption

λvvv := e− λϕϕ− λσσ + p, (2.23)

for the Lagrange parameter λvvv in order to control the mass exchange term even though D and div (vvv) are not
independent quantities. The reason for this is that we can reformulate the unknown pressure p and therefore
adapt the constitutive assumption for the Lagrange parameter λvvv afterwards. Hence, it remains to fulfill the
inequality

−
(
S + a(ϕ,∇ϕ, σ,Be)(∇ϕ⊗∇ϕ)− 2

∂e

∂Be
Be
)

: D− 2
(
FTe

∂e

∂Be
Fe
)

: Dd ≤ 0. (2.24)
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At this point we make the constitutive assumptions for S and Dd as follows:

S = 2η(ϕ)D + λ(ϕ) div (vvv) I + 2
∂e

∂Be
Be − a(ϕ,∇ϕ, σ,Be)(∇ϕ⊗∇ϕ), (2.25)

Dd =
1

τ(ϕ)

(
F−1
e

∂e

∂Be
Fe
)
, (2.26)

with non-negative viscosities η(·), λ(·) and a non-negative viscoelastic relaxation function τ(·), which could
also depend on µ and σ.

Noting that λ(ϕ) div (vvv) I : D = λ(ϕ) div (vvv)
2

and

(
FTe

∂e

∂Be
Fe
)

:
(
F−1
e

∂e

∂Be
Fe
)

= Tr
(
FTe

∂e

∂Be
FeFTe

( ∂e

∂Be

)T
F−Te

)
=

∣∣∣∣ ∂e∂BeFe
∣∣∣∣2 ,

we obtain that the local dissipation inequality is fulfilled, i.e.

D = 2η(ϕ) |D|2 + λ(ϕ)(div (vvv))2 +m(ϕ) |∇µ|2 + n(ϕ)

∣∣∣∣∇ ∂e∂σ
∣∣∣∣2 +

2

τ(ϕ)

∣∣∣∣ ∂e∂BeFe
∣∣∣∣2 ≥ 0. (2.27)

So, dissipation can be divided into the following processes: viscosity effects on the velocity (i.e. 2η(ϕ) |D|2),
changes in volume (i.e. λ(ϕ)(div (vvv))2), transport along ∇µ and ∇ ∂e

∂σ , and dissipation caused by viscoelastic

relaxation (i.e. 2
τ(ϕ)

∣∣∣ ∂e∂BeFe∣∣∣2).

We remark that multiplying (2.26) with Fe from the left and with FTe from the right yields a formula for
FeDdFTe , i.e.

FeDdFTe =
1

τ(ϕ)

∂e

∂Be
FeFTe =

1

τ(ϕ)

∂e

∂Be
Be. (2.28)

Combining (2.28) and (2.11) leads to the following constitutive equation for the left Cauchy–Green tensor:

∂•t Be +
1

τ(ϕ)

∂e

∂Be
Be = ∇vvvBe + Be(∇vvv)T . (2.29)

This can be seen as a generalized viscoelastic model of Oldroyd-B type [51].
Instead of the constitutive assumption (2.26), it is also possible to assume

Dd =
1

τ(ϕ)

(
FTe

∂e

∂Be
Fe
)
, (2.30a)

which, after multiplication with Fe from the left and with FTe from the right, using Be = FeFTe and noting
(2.11), leads to

∂•t Be +
2

τ(ϕ)
Be

∂e

∂Be
Be = ∇vvvBe + Be(∇vvv)T . (2.31)

This can be seen as a generalized version of the viscoelastic model of Giesekus [33]. In this case, the local
dissipation is given by

D = 2η(ϕ) |D|2 + λ(ϕ)(div (vvv))2 +m(ϕ) |∇µ|2 + n(ϕ)

∣∣∣∣∇ ∂e∂σ
∣∣∣∣2 +

2

τ(ϕ)

∣∣∣∣FTe ∂e

∂Be
Fe
∣∣∣∣2 ≥ 0, (2.32)

instead of (2.27). However, the focus of this work lies on the constitutive relation (2.26) leading to the
viscoelastic model of Oldroyd-B type.
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We now summarize all the constitutive assumptions from this section:

JJJe = λσJJJσ + λϕJJJϕ − ∂•t ϕ
∂e

∂∇ϕ
, JJJϕ = −m(ϕ)∇λϕ, JJJσ = −n(ϕ)∇λσ,

cvvv = λvvv = e− λϕϕ− λσσ + p, cϕ = λϕ =
∂e

∂ϕ
− div

(
∂e

∂∇ϕ

)
= µ, cσ = λσ =

∂e

∂σ
,(

S + a(ϕ,∇ϕ, σ,Be)(∇ϕ⊗∇ϕ)− 2
∂e

∂Be
Be
)

= 2η(ϕ)D + λ(ϕ) div (vvv) I,

Dd =
1

τ(ϕ)

(
F−1
e

∂e

∂Be
Fe
)
, or Dd =

1

τ(ϕ)

(
FTe

∂e

∂Be
Fe
)
.

(2.33)

2.4 Further aspects of modelling

2.4.1 The model equations

From now on we suppress the index of Be, i.e. we write B instead of Be, and we also write D(vvv) instead of
D to point out the dependency on vvv. In the following, we assume a general energy density of the form

e(ϕ,∇ϕ, σ,vvv,B) = f(ϕ,∇ϕ) +N(ϕ, σ) +W (ϕ,B) +
1

2
% |vvv|2 . (2.34)

The first term f(ϕ,∇ϕ) in (2.34) accounts for interfacial energy of the diffuse interface [17] which we assume
to be of Ginzburg–Landau type:

f(ϕ,∇ϕ) = Aψ(ϕ) +
B

2
|∇ϕ|2 , (2.35)

where ψ(·) is a non-negative potential with equal minima at ϕ = ±1, and A,B > 0 are constants. Usually
we set A = β

ε and B = βε, where the constants β, ε > 0 are related to the surface tension and the interfacial
thickness, respectively.

The second term N(ϕ, σ) in (2.34) describes the energy contribution due to the presence of the nutrient
and the interaction between the tumour tissues and the nutrients, also see [31]. The third term W (ϕ,B)
in (2.34) represents the elastic part of the energy which we additionally assume to depend on the type of
material and hence on ϕ. For the moment, both the nutrient and the elastic energy density are kept in a
general form, but later, possible choices are given. The last term in (2.34) is the kinetic part of the energy.

With these choices we calculate

∂e

∂ϕ
= Aψ′(ϕ) +N,ϕ +W,ϕ,

∂e

∂∇ϕ
= B∇ϕ, ∂e

∂σ
= N,σ,

∂e

∂B
= W,B, a(ϕ,∇ϕ, σ,B) = B, (2.36)

where N,ϕ, and N,σ denote the partial derivatives of N(ϕ, σ) with respect to ϕ and σ. For better readabil-
ity, note that we sometimes suppress the arguments of N,ϕ(ϕ, σ), N,σ(ϕ, σ) and we write N,ϕ, N,σ instead.
Similarly, we adopt the notation for W . Next, we specify the constitutive relation for the full stress tensor
T = −pI + S:

T = −pI + 2η(ϕ)D(vvv) + λ(ϕ) div (vvv) I + 2W,B(ϕ,B)B−B∇ϕ⊗∇ϕ. (2.37)

Collecting all equations from above, the general viscoelastic model of Oldroyd-B type reads:

∂tϕ+ div (ϕvvv) = div (m(ϕ)∇µ) + Γϕ, (2.38a)

µ = Aψ′(ϕ)−B∆ϕ+N,ϕ(ϕ, σ) +W,ϕ(ϕ,B), (2.38b)

∂tσ + div (σvvv) = div (n(ϕ)∇N,σ(ϕ, σ))− Γσ, (2.38c)

div (vvv) = Γvvv, (2.38d)

%∂tvvv + %(vvv · ∇)vvv = div (T(ϕ,vvv, p,B))− div (B∇ϕ⊗∇ϕ) , (2.38e)

∂tB + (vvv · ∇)B +
1

τ(ϕ)
Tel(ϕ,B) = ∇vvvB + B(∇vvv)T . (2.38f)
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For future reference, the full viscoelastic stress tensor is denoted by

T(ϕ,vvv, p,B) := Tvisc(ϕ,vvv, p) + Tel(ϕ,B), (2.39)

where the viscous and the elastic parts of the stress tensor are defined as

Tvisc(ϕ,vvv, p) := η(ϕ)
(
∇vvv + (∇vvv)T

)
+ λ(ϕ) div (vvv) I− pI, (2.40)

Tel(ϕ,B) := 2W,B(ϕ,B)B. (2.41)

Note that T(ϕ,vvv, p,B) corresponds to T without the last term in (2.37).
As remarked in the derivation, a viscoelastic description of Giesekus type is also possible, which then

leads to the system of equations (2.38a)–(2.38e) together with the constitutive equation

∂tB + (vvv · ∇)B +
1

τ(ϕ)
BTel(ϕ,B) = ∇vvvB + B(∇vvv)T . (2.42)

However, the focus in this work lies on the viscoelastic description of Oldroyd-B type.

2.4.2 Reformulations of the pressure

We consider the following two reformulations of the pressure leading to a variant of (2.38e). For more
examples, see [23, 31].

• Using the fact that∇
(
B
2 |∇ϕ|

2 )
= div (B∇ϕ⊗∇ϕ)−B∆ϕ∇ϕ and defining q := p+f(ϕ,∇ϕ)+N(ϕ, σ)

yields

∇q = ∇p+ (µ−W,ϕ)∇ϕ+N,σ∇σ + div (B∇ϕ⊗∇ϕ) .

We can hence write (2.38e) as

%∂tvvv + %(vvv · ∇)vvv = div (T(ϕ,vvv, q,B)) + (µ−W,ϕ)∇ϕ+N,σ∇σ. (2.43)

Let us mention that the system (2.38a)–(2.38f) with (2.38e) replaced by (2.43) matches with the general
viscoelastic model (PPP). Moreover, replacing (2.38e) by (2.43) makes it possible that the convection
terms in (2.38a) and (2.38c) cancel out within specific testing procedures.

• The following reformulation is of great importance when dealing with quasi-static nutrient equations,
see [23]. Setting q := p+ f(ϕ,∇ϕ) yields

∇q = ∇p+ (µ−N,ϕ −W,ϕ)∇ϕ+ div (B∇ϕ⊗∇ϕ) ,

so that (2.38e) becomes

%∂tvvv + %(vvv · ∇)vvv = div (T(ϕ,vvv, q,B)) + (µ−N,ϕ −W,ϕ)∇ϕ. (2.44)

2.4.3 A general energy identity

In the following, we derive a general energy identity for the viscoelastic model of Oldroyd-B type (2.38a)–
(2.38f), where we write (2.43) instead of (2.38e) and we write p instead of q, such that the convection terms
in (2.38a) and (2.38c) cancel out within the following testing procedure.

Let us temporarily assume that there exists a sufficiently smooth solution of the above system. We
multiply (2.38a) with µ, (2.38b) with −∂tϕ and (2.38c) with N,σ, integrate over Ω and use Green’s formula.
We then obtain:

0 =

∫
Ω

∂tϕµ+ µ∇ϕ · vvv + ϕΓvvvµ+m(ϕ) |∇µ|2 − Γϕµdx−
∫
∂Ω

m(ϕ)µ∇µ · nnn dHd−1, (2.45)

0 = −
∫

Ω

∂tϕ(µ−N,ϕ −W,ϕ) dx+
d

dt

∫
Ω

Aψ(ϕ) +
B

2
|∇ϕ|2 dx−

∫
∂Ω

B∂tϕ∇ϕ · nnn dHd−1, (2.46)
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0 =

∫
Ω

∂tσN,σ +N,σ∇σ · vvv +N,σσΓvvv + n(ϕ) |∇N,σ|2 + ΓσN,σ dx

−
∫
∂Ω

n(ϕ)N,σ∇N,σ · nnn dHd−1.

(2.47)

Next, we multiply (2.43) with vvv and integrate over Ω and use Green’s formula so that we have

0 =

∫
Ω

d

dt

(
1

2
% |vvv|2

)
+ %(vvv · ∇)vvv · vvv + 2η(ϕ) |D(vvv)|2 + λ(ϕ)(div (vvv))2 − pΓvvv dx

+

∫
Ω

(−(µ−W,ϕ)∇ϕ−N,σ∇σ) · vvv + 2(W,BB) : ∇vvv dx−
∫
∂Ω

(
T(ϕ,vvv, p,B)nnn

)
· vvv dHd−1.

(2.48)

Here we used that D(vvv) : ∇vvv = D(vvv) : D(vvv) and div (vvv) I : ∇vvv = (div (vvv))2. After that, we multiply (2.38f)
with W,B and we integrate over Ω and apply Green’s formula. This yields

0 =

∫
Ω

(
∂tB + (vvv · ∇)B−∇vvvB− B(∇vvv)T +

2

τ(ϕ)
W,BB

)
: W,B dx. (2.49)

For the reader’s convenience, we now note some useful identities concerning the velocity and the Cauchy–
Green tensor: ∫

Ω

%(vvv · ∇)vvv · vvv = −
∫

Ω

Γvvv

(1

2
% |vvv|2

)
dx+

∫
∂Ω

vvv · nnn
(1

2
% |vvv|2

)
dx(

∇vvvB + B(∇vvv)T
)

: W,B = 2(W,BB) : ∇vvv,

∂•tW (ϕ,B) = ∂•t ϕW,ϕ + ∂•t B : W,B,∫
Ω

(vvv · ∇)W (ϕ,B) dx = −
∫

Ω

ΓvvvW (ϕ,B) dx+

∫
∂Ω

vvv · nnnW (ϕ,B) dx,

(W,BB) : W,B ≥ 0, if B is positive definite.

Collecting all equations (2.45)–(2.49), we obtain the general energy identity for the viscoelastic model for
tumour growth:

0 =
d

dt

(∫
Ω

Aψ(ϕ) +
B

2
|∇ϕ|2 +N(ϕ, σ) +W (ϕ,B) +

1

2
% |vvv|2 dx

)
+

∫
Ω

m(ϕ) |∇µ|2 + n(ϕ) |∇N,σ|2 + 2η(ϕ) |D(vvv)|2 + λ(ϕ)(div (vvv))2 +
2

τ(ϕ)
(W,BB) : W,B dx

+

∫
Ω

−Γϕµ+ ΓσN,σ +
(
µϕ+N,σσ − p−W (ϕ,B)− 1

2
% |vvv|2

)
Γvvv dx

−
∫
∂Ω

m(ϕ)µ∇µ · nnn + n(ϕ)N,σ∇N,σ · nnn +B∂tϕ∇ϕ · nnn dHd−1

+

∫
∂Ω

nnn · vvv
(
W (ϕ,B) +

1

2
% |vvv|2

)
−
(
T(ϕ,vvv, p,B)nnn

)
· vvv dHd−1.

(2.50)

Note that in order to study existence theory, there are several difficulties that arise from this general identity
and heavily depend on the choices for the potential ψ(ϕ), the energy densities N(ϕ, σ),W (ϕ,B), the source
terms Γϕ,Γσ,Γvvv, the functions m(ϕ), n(ϕ), η(ϕ), λ(ϕ), τ(ϕ) and the initial and boundary conditions.

2.4.4 Initial and boundary conditions

For ϕ, σ, vvv and B, we impose the initial conditions

ϕ(·, 0) = ϕ0, σ(·, 0) = σ0, vvv(·, 0) = vvv0, B(·, 0) = B0 a.e. in Ω. (2.51)

We prescribe homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions on ∂Ω for the phase field variable and the chemical
potential, i.e.

∇ϕ · nnn = ∇µ · nnn = 0 a.e. on ∂Ω× (0, T ). (2.52)
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For the nutrient we prescribe Robin-type boundary conditions

n(ϕ)∇N,σ · nnn = K(σ∞ − σ) a.e. on ∂Ω× (0, T ), (2.53)

where the constant K ≥ 0 is referred to as the boundary permeability and σ∞ denotes a given nutrient
supply at the boundary.

The last boundary condition is depending on the choice of Γvvv. In this work, we consider Γvvv = 0. Hence,
we prescribe no-slip (homogeneous Dirichlet) boundary conditions for the velocity, i.e.

vvv = 000 a.e. on ∂Ω× (0, T ). (2.54)

In the case Γvvv 6= 0, we prescribe the following boundary condition for T,(
T(ϕ,vvv, p,B)−W (ϕ,B)I− 1

2
% |vvv|2 I

)
nnn = 000 a.e. on ∂Ω× (0, T ), (2.55)

so that the last line in the general energy identity (2.50) vanishes.
In the case of no-slip boundary conditions for the velocity, we recall that no further boundary conditions

for the Cauchy–Green tensor B are needed, as the evolution equation (2.38f) is a hyperbolic partial differential
equation of first order and has no incoming characteristics at the boundary.

2.4.5 Specific choices for the source terms

Now, we explain possible specifications for the source terms Γϕ,Γσ,Γvvv.

• Usually the source terms Γϕ and Γvvv are closely related. In particular,

Γϕ :=
1

%̄1
Γ1 −

1

%̄−1
Γ−1, Γvvv :=

1

%̄1
Γ1 +

1

%̄−1
Γ−1, (2.56)

where %̄1, %̄−1 are the mass densities of the tumour cells and healthy cells, respectively, and Γ1,Γ−1 are
source or sink terms in the mass balance laws for the single components of the mixture, see [23, 31].
By the assumption of matching mass densities, we have % = %̄1 = %̄−1 and hence

Γϕ =
1

%
(Γ1 − Γ−1), Γvvv =

1

%
(Γ1 + Γ−1). (2.57)

A common choice of Γvvv is obtained by assuming no gain or loss of mass locally, i.e. Γ1 := −Γ−1, which
implicates

Γϕ =
2

%
Γ1, Γvvv = 0. (2.58)

On the other hand, setting Γ−1 := 0 yields

Γϕ = Γvvv =
1

%
Γ1. (2.59)

• Motivated by linear kinetics, Garcke and co-authors [31] suggested

Γϕ(ϕ, σ) := (Pσ −A)h(ϕ), Γσ(ϕ, σ) := Cσh(ϕ) + B(σB − σ), (2.60)

where P,A, C denote the proliferation rate, apoptosis rate and consumption rate. Moreover, h(·) is an
interpolation function with h(−1) = 0 and h(1) = 1 which ensures that proliferation, apoptosis and
nutrient consumption only take place in the tumour phase. The simplest example ist h(ϕ) = 1

2 (1 +ϕ).
Besides, B(σB − σ) models the nutrient supply from an existing vasculature.
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• To account for the influence of mechanical stresses on tissue growth, the authors of [30] proposed to

scale the proliferation term Pσh(ϕ) in (2.60) with f̃(Tel) := (1 + |Tel|2)−1/2, which decreases when
elastic stresses increase. This motivates to introduce the choice

Γϕ(ϕ, σ,B) :=
(
Pσf(ϕ,B)−A

)
h(ϕ), where f(ϕ,B) :=

(
1 + |Tel(ϕ,B)|2

)− 1
2

, (2.61)

where h(·),P,A are as in (2.60).

• Based on linear phenomenological laws for chemical reactions, the authors of [37] proposed to take

Γϕ(ϕ, µ, σ) = Γσ(ϕ, µ, σ) := P (ϕ)
(
N,σ(ϕ, σ)− µ

)
, (2.62)

with a non-negative proliferation function P (·), e.g., P (ϕ) = max {0, δP0(1 + ϕ)}, where δ, P0 are
positive constants. For a different example of P (·), we refer to, e.g., [23].

2.4.6 Specific choices for the nutrient and elastic energy density

In the following, we specify the nutrient energy density and give several examples for the elastic energy
density.

• In the literature, the nutrient energy density usually takes the form

N(ϕ, σ) :=
χσ
2
|σ|2 + χϕσ(1− ϕ), (2.63)

with

N,ϕ(ϕ, σ) = −χϕσ, N,σ(ϕ, σ) = χσσ − χϕϕ.

The first term χσ
2 |σ|

2
increases the energy in the presence of nutrients, where χσ > 0 denotes the

diffusivity of the nutrient. The second term χϕσ(1 − ϕ) can be regarded as chemotaxis energy which
accounts for interactions between the tumour and the nutrient. Here, the constant χϕ ≥ 0 can be seen
as a sensitivity parameter for chemotaxis and active uptake mechanisms which favours unstable tumour
growth [31]. Let us point out that the nutrient energy density can have a negative sign in general if
χϕ 6= 0, which is one difficulty in the derivation of suitable a priori estimates from the general energy
identity (2.50).

• Physically motivated by the theory of constitutive relations for isotropic compressible elastic materials,
where large elastic stresses are penalized, the elastic energy density is supposed to satisfy

W (ϕ,B)→ +∞, if

{
|B| → +∞,
det(B)→ 0.

(2.64)

Hence, an infinite amount of energy is required such that the material can be expanded to infinite
volume or compressed to a single point [38]. Note that B := Be = FeFTe is always symmetric and positive
semi-definite by definition while the elastic part of the deformation gradient Fe is not symmetric in
general.

• An example for the elastic energy density we have in mind is

W (ϕ,B) :=
1

2
κ(ϕ) Tr(B)− 1

2
κ0(ϕ) ln(detB), (2.65)

with

W,ϕ(ϕ,B) =
1

2
κ′(ϕ) Tr(B)− 1

2
κ′0(ϕ) ln(detB), W,B(ϕ,B) =

1

2
κ(ϕ)I− 1

2
κ0(ϕ)B−1,
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where κ(ϕ), κ0(ϕ) > 0 denote elasticity parameter functions depending on the material and I ∈ Rd×d
denotes the identity matrix. Hence, the elastic stress tensor is Tel(ϕ,B) = κ(ϕ)B− κ0(ϕ)I and (2.38f)
is specified by

∂tB + (vvv · ∇)B +
1

τ(ϕ)
(κ(ϕ)B− κ0(ϕ)I) = ∇vvvB + B(∇vvv)T . (2.66)

In the case κ(ϕ) = κ0(ϕ) and for fixed ϕ, (2.66) is exactly the classical viscoelastic Oldroyd-B equation
[6, 47] for the left Cauchy–Green tensor B.

• For a given b� 1, the elastic energy density for the viscoelastic FENE-P model [7] reads

W (B) := − b
2

ln

(
1− TrB

b

)
− 1

2
Tr(lnB), with W,B(B) =

1

2

(
1− TrB

b

)−1

I− 1

2
B−1. (2.67)

Note that W (B) → +∞ if Tr(B) → b or if B becomes singular. Here, the corresponding elastic stress

tensor is Tel(B) =
(
1− TrB

b

)−1 B− I and the constitutive law (2.38f) reads

∂tB + (vvv · ∇)B +
1

τ(ϕ)

((
1− TrB

b

)−1

B− I

)
= ∇vvvB + B(∇vvv)T . (2.68)

Moreover, the Oldroyd-B equation (2.66) with κ(ϕ) = κ0(ϕ) = 1 can be recovered by formally sending
b→ +∞.

• The authors of [16] study a generalized viscoelastic Peterlin model for phase separation which is based
on the elastic energy density

W (B) :=
1

4
Tr(B)2 − 1

2
Tr(lnB) with W,B(B) =

1

2
Tr(B)I− 1

2
B−1, (2.69)

and the elastic stress tensor Tel(B) = Tr(B)B − I. Moreover, the tensor B satisfies a generalized
evolution equation of the form

∂tB + (vvv · ∇)B + f(ϕ)g(TrB) (Tr(B)B− I) = ∇vvvB + B(∇vvv)T , (2.70)

where (f(ϕ)g(TrB))−1 denotes a generalized relaxation time depending on the phase field variable ϕ
and the trace of B. Besides, a more generalized approach has been studied in [46] which includes several
viscoelastic models.

The elastic energy densities (2.65), (2.67), (2.69) in the one dimensional case are visualized in Figure 2.

2.4.7 Including growth in the equation for B

Mechanical stresses increase when tumour cells proliferate [4]. Therefore, instead of (2.38f), we may consider

∂tB + (vvv · ∇)B +
1

τ(ϕ)
Tel(ϕ,B) = ∇vvvB + B(∇vvv)T − γ(ϕ, µ, σ,B)B, (2.71)

where the scalar function γ(ϕ, µ, σ,B) acts as a source or sink term for the left Cauchy–Green tensor and
can depend on ϕ, µ, σ and B.

This source term can be derived from the multiplicative decomposition

F = FeFdFg, (2.72)

where Fg describes deformation by growth [4]. Assuming spherical growth, i.e. Fg = gI, then, analogously
to (2.10), we obtain

∂•t Fe = LFe − FeLd − Fe(∂•t g)
1

g
, (2.73)
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Figure 2: The elastic energy densities for the Oldroyd-B model (2.65) with κ = κ0 = 1 (black), the FENE-P
model (2.67) with b = 3.5 (blue) and the generalized Peterlin model (2.69) (red) in the one dimensional case.

and, as Be = FeFTe , we have

∂•t Be = LBe + BeLT − 2FeDdFTe − 2Be(∂•t g)
1

g
, (2.74)

which coincides with [4, eq. (3.29)]. Then, (2.71) is recovered with

Dd =
1

τ(ϕ)

(
F−1
e

∂e

∂Be
Fe
)
, ∂•t g =

1

2
gγ(ϕ, µ, σ,Be). (2.75)

A different way to obtain (2.71) can be motivated by the constitutive choice

Dd =
1

τ(ϕ)

(
F−1
e

∂e

∂Be
Fe
)

+
1

2
γ(ϕ, µ, σ,Be)I, (2.76)

instead of (2.26), and by inserting this into (2.11). On the right-hand side of (2.76), the first term accounts
for stress relaxation while the second term is responsible for growth induced stresses.

In [4], it has been suggested that γ is proportional to the source function Γϕ. Therefore, we propose the
choice

γ(ϕ, µ, σ,B) = cΓϕ(ϕ, µ, σ,B), (2.77)

where Γϕ can be given by (2.60), (2.61) or (2.62), and c ∈ R.

2.5 Variants of the model

Now, we present several variants of the model (2.38a)–(2.38f) and exemplify the motivation of these variants
with strategies of related works in the literature.

2.5.1 Limit of a small Reynolds number

In biological processes, the Reynolds number is often very small. Then, a non-dimensionalization argument
motivates to neglect the terms %∂tvvv + %(vvv · ∇)vvv in the momentum equation. Hence, we introduce the
viscoelastic model with quasi-static momentum equation, which is the system (2.38a)–(2.38f) with (2.38e)
replaced by

−div (2η(ϕ)D(vvv) + λ(ϕ) div (vvv) I) +∇p = div (Tel(ϕ,B)) + (µ−W,ϕ)∇ϕ+N,σ∇σ. (2.78)

In absence of the elastic effects, this model corresponds to a special case of the Cahn–Hilliard–Brinkman
model for tumour growth which has been extensively studied in, e.g., [21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26].
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2.5.2 Limit of a short nutrient diffusion timescale

From the modelling point of view, sometimes a quasi-static nutrient equation instead of (2.38c) seems realistic
since the timescale of nutrient diffusion can be quite small compared to the tumour doubling timescale. Such
approaches have been introduced for related models in the literature, e.g., for the Cahn–Hilliard–Brinkman
model [23] or the Cahn–Hilliard–Darcy model [31].

Hence, we introduce the viscoelastic model with quasi-static nutrients which corresponds to (2.38a)–
(2.38f) with (2.38c) replaced by

0 = div (n(ϕ)∇N,σ(ϕ, σ))− Γσ(ϕ, σ). (2.79)

2.5.3 Interpolation between different rheologies

The main concept of viscoelastic models is that both viscous and elastic effects are taken into account. In
the context of tumour growth, Bresch and co-authors [15] proposed a viscoelastic multiphase tumour model
of Oldroyd-B type in presence of healthy cells, tumour cells and extracellular liquids, where the material
parameters depend on the phases. For example, healthy cells are considered to be more elastic, extracellular
liquids are supposed to be fully viscous and tumour cells are assumed to combine both elastic and viscous
properties.

We now illustrate the idea of different material laws on the basis of the model (2.38a)–(2.38f) with the help
of suitable choices of the viscosities η(ϕ), λ(ϕ) and the relaxation time τ(ϕ). We can account for a Newtonian
fluid without elastic stresses by sending the relaxation time τ(ϕ) to zero, which leads to (2.38a)–(2.38f) with
(2.38e)–(2.38f) replaced by

%∂tvvv + %(vvv · ∇)vvv = div (Tvisc(ϕ,vvv, p))− div (B∇ϕ⊗∇ϕ) , (2.80)

Tel(ϕ,B) = 0. (2.81)

Besides, we can allow a viscoelastic description of Maxwell type by neglecting the viscosities η(ϕ), λ(ϕ).
Hence, the model corresponds to (2.38a)–(2.38f) with (2.38e)–(2.38f) replaced by

%∂tvvv + %(vvv · ∇)vvv +∇p = div (Tel(ϕ,B))− div (B∇ϕ⊗∇ϕ) , (2.82)

∂tB + (vvv · ∇)B +
1

τ(ϕ)
Tel(ϕ,B) = ∇vvvB + B(∇vvv)T . (2.83)

Moreover, by sending the relaxation time τ(ϕ) to infinity, we obtain the viscoelastic material law of Kelvin–
Voigt type and hence recover the Oldroyd-B equation with infinite Weissenberg number (2.7) from (2.38f)
in the limit τ(ϕ)→∞, i.e. the model corresponds to (2.38a)–(2.38d) with

%∂tvvv + %(vvv · ∇)vvv = div (T(ϕ,vvv, p,B))− div (B∇ϕ⊗∇ϕ) , (2.84)

∂tB + (vvv · ∇)B = ∇vvvB + B(∇vvv)T . (2.85)

Further, the material law for an elastic solid can be obtained by neglecting the viscosities and assuming an
infinite relaxation time. Hence, the model reads (2.38a)–(2.38d) combined with

%∂tvvv + %(vvv · ∇)vvv +∇p = div (Tel(ϕ,B))− div (B∇ϕ⊗∇ϕ) , (2.86)

∂tB + (vvv · ∇)B = ∇vvvB + B(∇vvv)T . (2.87)

Of course, we can handle different material laws for the respective phases ϕ = 1 and ϕ = −1 at once
by specifying the viscosities and the relaxation time for the respective phases. An overview can be found in
Table 1, which has been adapted from [50].

2.5.4 Evolution of the elastic stress tensor

In the literature, viscoelastic models related to the works of Oldroyd [51] or Giesekus [33] are sometimes
stated in terms of the elastic stress tensor Tel(ϕ,B) = 2W,B(ϕ,B)B instead of the left Cauchy–Green tensor
B. Therefore, we shortly explain how the evolution of the elastic stress tensor is resulting from the evolution
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viscosities relaxation time material law stress tensor
η(ϕ), λ(ϕ) τ(ϕ) T(ϕ,vvv, p,B)
∗ 0 Newtonian fluid Tvisc(ϕ,vvv, p)
0 ∗ Maxwell (viscoelastic) −pI + Tel(ϕ,B)
∗ +∞ Kelvin–Voigt (viscoelastic) Tvisc(ϕ,vvv, p) + Tel(ϕ,B)
0 +∞ elastic solid −pI + Tel(ϕ,B)

Table 1: Different material laws can be obtained by a different choice of the viscosities and the relaxation
time, where ‘∗’ marks parameters that are given by the physical problem itself; adapted from [50].

equation of the left Cauchy–Green tensor B for the case W (B) = 1
2κTr(B− lnB), where, for simplicity, κ is

constant. Then, in the Oldroyd-B model, the evolution equation (2.38f) for the Cauchy–Green tensor B is
equivalent to the following evolution equation for the elastic stress tensor Tel = κ(B− I):

∂tTel + (vvv · ∇)Tel +
κ

τ(ϕ)
Tel − 2κD(vvv) = ∇vvvTel + Tel(∇vvv)T , (2.88a)

while, in the Giesekus model, (2.42) is equivalent to the following evolution equation for Tel:

∂tTel + (vvv · ∇)Tel +
1

τ(ϕ)
T2

el +
κ

τ(ϕ)
Tel − 2κD(vvv) = ∇vvvTel + Tel(∇vvv)T . (2.88b)

For more details concerning the calculation, we refer to [47, eq. (205)] for the Oldroyd-B model and to [47,
eq. (187)] for the Giesekus model.

3 A viscoelastic tumour model with stress diffusion

In this section, we consider a variant of the system (PPP), where we fix the mass density of the mixture as
% := 1 and we neglect local exchange of mass, i.e. Γvvv := 0, see (2.58). From the modelling point of view, the
term Γϕ usually describes biological effects like proliferation or apoptosis of the tumour, whereas the term
Γσ models nutrient consumption of the tumour [31]. Moreover, elastic stresses are supposed to influence
growth. Hence, it makes sense to assume Γϕ to depend on ϕ, σ,B, and Γσ to depend on ϕ, σ, respectively.
Moreover, we choose the nutrient energy density (2.63) and assume that the elastic energy is hence given by
W (B) = 1

2κTr
(
B− lnB

)
, which corresponds to (2.65) with the elasticity parameters κ = κ0 not depending

on ϕ. Besides, we assume small stress diffusion effects, i.e., we add the dissipative term +α∆B to the
right-hand side of the Oldroyd-B equation, which improves the mathematical properties of the system. This
mathematical regularization can physically be motivated from a nonlocal energy storage mechanism or a
nonlocal entropy production mechanism, see, e.g., [48].

Then, the mathematical system of our interest reads:

Problem (PPPα):

For a given constant α > 0, consider the system in Ω× (0, T )

∂tϕ+ vvv · ∇ϕ = div (m(ϕ)∇µ) + Γϕ(ϕ, σ,B), (3.1a)

µ = Aψ′(ϕ)−B∆ϕ− χϕσ, (3.1b)

∂tσ + vvv · ∇σ = div (n(ϕ)∇(χσσ − χϕϕ))− Γσ(ϕ, σ), (3.1c)

div (vvv) = 0, (3.1d)

∂tvvv + (vvv · ∇)vvv − div (2η(ϕ)D(vvv)) +∇p = div (κ(B− I)) + µ∇ϕ+ (χσσ − χϕϕ)∇σ, (3.1e)

∂tB + (vvv · ∇)B +
κ

τ(ϕ)

(
B− I

)
= ∇vvvB + B(∇vvv)T + α∆B, (3.1f)

together with the boundary conditions on ∂Ω× (0, T )

∇ϕ · nnn = ∇µ · nnn = 0, (3.1g)
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χσn(ϕ)∇σ · nnn = K(σ∞ − σ), (3.1h)

vvv = 0, (3.1i)

(nnn · ∇)B = 0, (3.1j)

and the initial data ϕ(0) = ϕ0, σ(0) = σ0, vvv(0) = vvv0 and B(0) = B0.

3.1 Assumptions and existence of weak solutions

In this section, we state the definition of a weak solution of (PPPα) and provide an existence result in two space
dimensions. First, we state our assumptions.

Assumptions 3.1.

(A1) Let T > 0 and suppose that Ω ⊂ Rd, d ∈ {2, 3}, is a convex, polygonal domain with boundary ∂Ω.

(A2) For d ∈ {2, 3}, the source functions Γϕ : R× R× Rd×d → R and Γσ : R× R→ R are continuous and
there exists a constant R0 > 0 such that, for all ϕ, σ ∈ R, and B ∈ Rd×d,

|Γϕ(ϕ, σ,B)|+ |Γσ(ϕ, σ)| ≤ R0(1 + |ϕ|+ |σ|).

(A3) Let χϕ ≥ 0 and χσ, A,B,K, κ, α > 0 be constants. Moreover, let m,n, η, τ ∈ C0(R) and suppose there
exist constants m0,m1, n0, n1, η0, η1, τ0, τ1 > 0 such that, for all t ∈ R,

m0 ≤ m(t) ≤ m1, n0 ≤ n(t) ≤ n1, η0 ≤ η(t) ≤ η1, τ0 ≤ τ(t) ≤ τ1.

(A4) The potential ψ is non-negative and belongs to C1(R) with

ψ(t) ≥ R1 |t|2 −R2 ∀ t ∈ R, (3.2)

where R1, R2 > 0. Additionally, the potential can be decomposed as ψ = ψ1 + ψ2 with ψ1 convex and
ψ2 concave such that

|ψ′i(t)| ≤ R3(1 + |t|) ∀ t ∈ R, (3.3)

where i = 1, 2 and R3 > 0. Moreover, we assume

A >
4χ2

ϕ

χσR1
. (3.4)

(A5) For the initial and boundary data, assume

ϕ0 ∈ H2
N(Ω) := {q ∈ H2(Ω) | ∇q · nnn = 0 on ∂Ω}, σ0 ∈ L2(Ω), vvv0 ∈ H, σ∞ ∈ L2(0, T ;H1(Ω)),

B0 ∈ L∞(Ω;Rd×dSPD) with b0min |ξξξ|
2 ≤ ξξξTB0(x)ξξξ ≤ b0max |ξξξ|

2 ∀ ξξξ ∈ Rd for a.e. x ∈ Ω,

where d ∈ {2, 3}, b0min, b
0
max ∈ R with 0 < b0min ≤ b0max and nnn denotes the outer unit normal on ∂Ω.

(A6) The spatial dimension is restricted to d = 2.

(A7) The source functions Γϕ,Γσ from (A2) are Lipschitz continuous.

Unter these assumptions, we provide an existence result for weak solutions to (PPPα). However, note that
(A1)–(A5) are stated for arbitrary dimensions d ∈ {2, 3}. This is sufficient when studying stability and
existence of discrete solutions to a fully-discrete finite element approximation of (PPPα) in Section 4. Later,
also (A6) is needed to improve the regularity of discrete solutions. Moreover, (A7) is needed for the limit
passing in the discrete scheme in presence of mass lumping but can be dropped if the terms containing Γϕ,Γσ
are integrated exactly.
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Possible choices for the source functions which fulfill the assumptions can be constructed as follows. Let

Γϕ(ϕ, σ,B) := h(ϕ)
(
Pg(σ)f(B)−A

)
, Γσ(ϕ, σ) := Ch(ϕ)g(σ), (3.5)

where P,A, C ≥ 0 are non-negative constants accounting for proliferation, apoptosis and nutrient consump-
tion, and

h(ϕ) := max
{

0, min
{

1
2 (1 + ϕ), 1

}}
∀ ϕ ∈ R, (3.6a)

g(σ) := max {0, min {σ, 1}} ∀ σ ∈ R, (3.6b)

f(B) :=
(

1 + |κ(B− I)|2
)−1/2

∀ B ∈ Rd×d. (3.6c)

Then, as f, g, h are non-negative, Lipschitz-continuous and bounded, the source functions Γϕ,Γσ satisfy the
assumptions from above, i.e. (A2) and (A7). The mobility functions m,n, the viscosity η and the relaxation
time τ can be defined with similar cut-offs outside of the interval [−1, 1] such that (A3) holds.

In practice, the polynomial double-well potential ψ̃(t) = 1
4 (1 − t2)2 is a common choice. However, in

order to fulfill (A4), the growth of the polynomial double-well potential shall be restricted to be at most
quadratic for, e.g., t 6∈ [−1, 1], i.e.

ψ(t) =


t2 − 2t+ 1 if t > 1,
1
4 (1− t2)2 if t ∈ [−1, 1],

t2 + 2t+ 1 if t < −1,

ψ′(t) =


2t− 2 if t > 1,

t3 − t if t ∈ [−1, 1],

2t+ 2 if t < −1.

(3.7)

Besides, the parameter A is often chosen as A = β
ε with β > 0 and a small constant ε > 0 relating to the

thickness of the diffuse interface. Therefore, (3.4) is not a severe constraint.

Definition 3.2 (Weak solution). Under the assumptions (A1)–(A7), the quintuple (ϕ, µ, σ,vvv,B) for d = 2
is called a weak solution of (PPPα) if

ϕ ∈ L∞(0, T ;H1) ∩ L2(0, T ;H2) ∩H1(0, T ; (H1)′), (3.8a)

µ ∈ L2(0, T ;H1), (3.8b)

σ ∈ L∞(0, T ;L2) ∩ L2(0, T ;H1) ∩H1(0, T ; (H1)′), (3.8c)

vvv ∈ L∞(0, T ; H) ∩ L2(0, T ; V) ∩W 1, 43 (0, T ; V′), (3.8d)

B ∈ L∞
(
0, T ;L2(Ω;R2×2

SPD)
)
∩ L2

(
0, T ;H1(Ω;R2×2

S )
)
∩W 1, 43

(
0, T ; (H1(Ω;R2×2

S ))′
)
, (3.8e)

such that

ϕ(0) = ϕ0 in L2(Ω), σ(0) = σ0 in L2(Ω), vvv(0) = vvv0 in H,

B(0) = B0 in L2(Ω;R2×2
S ) and B positive definite a.e. in Ω× (0, T ),

(3.9)

and

0 =

∫ T

0

〈∂tϕ, ζ〉H1 dt+

∫
ΩT

m(ϕ)∇µ · ∇ζ − Γϕ(ϕ, σ,B)ζ − ϕvvv · ∇ζ dxdt, (3.10a)

0 =

∫
ΩT

µ%−Aψ′(ϕ)%−B∇ϕ · ∇%+ χϕσ%dx dt, (3.10b)

0 =

∫ T

0

〈∂tσ, ξ〉H1 dt+

∫
ΩT

n(ϕ)∇(χσσ − χϕϕ) · ∇ξ + Γσ(ϕ, σ)ξ − σvvv · ∇ξ dxdt

+

∫ T

0

∫
∂Ω

K(σ − σ∞)ξ dHd−1 dt, (3.10c)

0 =

∫ T

0

〈∂tvvv,www〉V dt+

∫
ΩT

(vvv · ∇)vvv ·www + 2η(ϕ)D(vvv) : D(www) + κ(B− I) : D(www) dxdt
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+

∫
ΩT

(
ϕ∇µ+ σ∇(χσσ − χϕϕ)

)
·www dxdt, (3.10d)

0 =

∫ T

0

〈∂tB,C〉H1 dt+

∫
ΩT

κ

τ(ϕ)
(B− I) : C− 2(∇vvvB) : C + α∇B : ∇C− B : (vvv · ∇)Cdxdt, (3.10e)

for all ζ, %, ξ ∈ L2(0, T ;H1), www ∈ L4(0, T ; V) and C ∈ L4
(
0, T ;H1(Ω;R2×2

S )
)
.

Theorem 3.3 (Existence of weak solutions). Let (A1)–(A7) hold. Then, there exists a weak solution
(ϕ, µ, σ,vvv,B) of (PPPα) in the sense of Definition 3.2. Moreover, there exist positive constants C1(T ), C2(T, α−1),
both depending exponentially on T and C2(T, α−1) depending additionally on α−1, such that

‖ϕ‖L∞(0,T ;H1) + ‖ϕ‖L2(0,T ;H2) + ‖∂tϕ‖L2(0,T ;(H1)′) + ‖µ‖L2(0,T ;H1)

+ ‖σ‖L∞(0,T ;L2) + ‖σ‖L2(0,T ;H1) + ‖∂tσ‖L2(0,T ;(H1)′) + ‖vvv‖L∞(0,T ;L2) + ‖vvv‖L2(0,T ;H1) ≤ C1(T ), (3.11a)

‖∂tvvv‖L4/3(0,T ;V′) + ‖B‖L∞(0,T ;L2) + ‖B‖L2(0,T ;H1) + ‖∂tB‖L4/3(0,T ;(H1)′) ≤ C2(T, α−1). (3.11b)

Remark 3.4.

(i) This existence result will be proved in Section 4 by the passage to the limit in a fully-discrete finite
element scheme in two dimensions, where a CFL condition is necessary, i.e. ∆t ≤ Ch2 with a possibly
very small positive constant C, see Theorem 4.18. Further, the additional Lipschitz assumption (A7)
on the source terms is needed for the limit passing in presence of mass lumping, but it can be dropped
if the integrals containing Γϕ,Γσ are evaluated exactly.

(ii) As vvv ∈ L2(0, T ; V), integration by parts over Ω in the convection term in (3.10a) leads to (3.10a) with
−ϕvvv ·∇ζ replaced by vvv ·∇ϕζ, which is consistent with (3.1a). One can argue similarly for the convection
terms in (3.10c), (3.10e) and the last term in (3.10d).

(iii) Moreover, one can obtain (3.10e) with 2∇vvvB replaced by ∇vvvB + B(∇vvv)T , which is consistent with
(3.1f), by choosing the test function C = 1

2 (G + GT ), where G ∈ L4(0, T ;H1(Ω;R2×2)), and using the
symmetry of B.

(iv) This existence result still holds true if source or sink terms for B are included like in (2.71), i.e. if
(3.1f) is replaced by

∂tB + (vvv · ∇)B +
κ

τ(ϕ)

(
B− I

)
= ∇vvvB + B(∇vvv)T − γ(ϕ, σ)B + α∆B, (3.12)

where γ : R2 → R is continuous and bounded. The additional term γ(ϕ, σ)B on the right-hand side can
be controlled with a Gronwall argument similarly to (3.21).

3.2 Formal a priori estimates

To better understand the strategy for the proof of Theorem 3.3, we temporarily assume that (A1)–(A5) hold
and that (ϕ, µ, σ, p,vvv,B) is a sufficiently smooth solution of (PPPα) with B positive definite in ΩT := Ω× (0, T ).
The first step is to provide the formal derivation of a priori estimates based on the energy

F(ϕ, σ,vvv,B) :=

∫
Ω

Aψ(ϕ) +
B

2
|∇ϕ|2 +

χσ
2
|σ|2 + χϕσ(1− ϕ) +

1

2
|vvv|2 +

κ

2
Tr(B− lnB) dx. (3.13)

Note that this energy is not finite if B is not positive definite, which is due to the logarithmic term. Later,
with the help of suitable regularization techniques, it turns out that the positive definiteness of the left
Cauchy–Green tensor B is preserved for all t > 0 if B(t = 0) is positive definite. This has also been observed
for other viscoelastic systems in the literature, see, e.g., [39, Lem. 2.1] or [46, Rem. 3.4].

Moreover, the energy F(ϕ, σ,vvv,B) can become negative due to the term σ(1 − ϕ). This is one reason
why the derivation of reasonable a priori estimates must be performed carefully.
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From the general energy identity (2.50), we have

d

dt
F(ϕ, σ,vvv,B) +

∫
Ω

m(ϕ) |∇µ|2 + n(ϕ) |∇(χσσ − χϕϕ)|2 + 2η(ϕ) |D(vvv)|2 dx

+

∫
∂Ω

Kχσ |σ|2 dHd−1 +

∫
Ω

κ2

2τ(ϕ)
Tr
(
B + B−1 − 2I

)
− ακ

2
∇B : ∇B−1 dx

=

∫
Ω

µΓϕ(ϕ, σ,B)− (χσσ + χϕ(1− ϕ))Γσ(ϕ, σ) dx+

∫
∂Ω

K(χσσ + χϕ(1− ϕ))σ∞ −Kχϕ(1− ϕ)σ dHd−1.

(3.14)

We recall that this is obtained by formally multiplying (3.1a) with µ, (3.1b) with ∂tϕ, (3.1c) with χσσ +
χϕ(1− ϕ), (3.1e) with vvv and (3.1f) with κ

2 (I− B−1), integrating over the domain Ω, using Green’s formula
and then summing up the resulting equations.

Apart form the energy, the terms on the left-hand side of (3.14) are non-negative as B is positive definite
and as the functions m(·), n(·), η(·), τ(·) are continuous, uniformly positive and bounded due to (A3). As B
is symmetric positive definite, we note that it holds

−
∫

Ω

∇B : ∇B−1 dx ≥
∫

Ω

1

d
|∇Tr(lnB)|2 dx, and Tr

(
B + B−1 − 2I

)
=
∣∣∣(I− B−1)

√
B
∣∣∣2 ≥ 0,

see [9, Lem. 3.1] for the first inequality.
Now we estimate the terms on the right-hand side of (3.14). First, for the terms involving the boundary

integrals on the right-hand side of (3.14), we apply Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities and the trace theorem
to obtain ∣∣∣∣∫

∂Ω

K(χσσ + χϕ(1− ϕ))σ∞ −Kχϕ(1− ϕ)σ dHd−1

∣∣∣∣
≤ 3

4
Kχσ‖σ‖2L2(∂Ω) + C(K,Ctr, χϕ, χσ)‖ϕ‖2H1 + C(K,χϕ, χσ)

(
|∂Ω|+ ‖σ∞‖2L2(∂Ω)

)
.

(3.15)

The terms on the right-hand side of (3.14) involving the source terms Γϕ and Γσ are bounded as follows,∣∣∣∣∫
Ω

µΓϕ(ϕ, σ,B)−
(
χσσ + χϕ(1− ϕ)

)
Γσ(ϕ, σ) dx

∣∣∣∣
≤ 1

2
‖µ‖2L2 + C(R0, χσ, χϕ)

(
‖ϕ‖2L2 + ‖σ‖2L2

)
+ C(R0, χϕ,Ω),

(3.16)

where we used (A2) such as Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities. However, one now needs an L2(Ω)-bound for
the chemical potential in order to control the source terms. This is obtained by multiplying (3.1b) with µ
and integrating over the domain Ω and applying Green’s formula, which yields

‖µ‖2L2 =

∫
Ω

(
Aψ′(ϕ)− χϕσ

)
µ+B∇ϕ · ∇µdx.

At this point, we also need that the elasticity parameter κ is independent of ϕ, otherwise we would have to
control additional B-dependent terms, see (2.38b), for which we do not have any a priori knowledge.

In absence of any a priori estimate for ϕ, we can control ‖µ‖2L2 only if ψ′(·) has at most linear growth.
Hence, one obtains with Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities that

‖µ‖2L2 ≤
m0

4
‖∇µ‖2L2 + C(A,B,R3, χϕ,m0)

(
1 + ‖ϕ‖2L2 + ‖∇ϕ‖2L2 + ‖σ‖2L2

)
. (3.17)

Moreover, we use

χ2
σ‖∇σ‖2L2 ≤ 2 ‖χσ∇σ − χϕ∇ϕ‖2L2 + 2χ2

ϕ‖∇ϕ‖2L2 , (3.18)
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such that (3.14) becomes

d

dt
F(ϕ, σ,vvv,B) + C

(
‖µ‖2H1 + ‖∇σ‖2L2 + ‖D(vvv)‖2L2 + ‖σ‖2L2(∂Ω)

)
+ C

(
‖Tr

(
B + B−1 − 2I

)
‖L1 + α‖∇Tr(lnB)‖2L2

)
≤ C

(
1 + ‖ϕ‖2H1 + ‖σ‖2L2 + ‖σ∞‖2L2(∂Ω)

)
.

(3.19)

As the term χϕσ(1 − ϕ) in the energy can have a negative sign, the next step is to absorb it with the
help of the non-negative terms in the energy. In particular, we first apply Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities∣∣∣∣∫

Ω

χϕσ(1− ϕ) dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ χσ
4
‖σ‖2L2 +

2χ2
ϕ

χσ
‖ϕ‖2L2 ,

so that we obtain by integrating over t ∈ (0, s), where s ∈ (0, T ),

A‖ψ(ϕ(s))‖L1 +
B

2
‖∇ϕ(s)‖2L2 +

χσ
4
‖σ(s)‖2L2 +

1

2
‖vvv(s)‖2L2 +

κ

2
‖Tr(B(s)− lnB(s))‖L1

+ C
(
‖µ‖2L2(0,s;H1) + ‖∇σ‖2L2(0,s;L2) + ‖D(vvv)‖2L2(0,s;L2) + ‖σ‖2L2(0,s;L2(∂Ω))

)
+ C

(
‖Tr

(
B + B−1 − 2I

)
‖L1(0,s;L1) + α‖∇Tr(lnB)‖2L2(0,s;L2)

)
≤

2χ2
ϕ

χσ
‖ϕ(s)‖2L2 + C

(
1 + |F(ϕ0, σ0,vvv0,B0)|+ ‖ϕ‖2L2(0,s;H1) + ‖σ‖2L2(0,s;L2) + ‖σ∞‖2L2(0,s;L2(∂Ω))

)
.

(3.20)

Then, by (3.2), we have(
AR1 −

2χ2
ϕ

χσ

)
‖ϕ(s)‖2L2 +

B

2
‖∇ϕ(s)‖2L2 +

χσ
4
‖σ(s)‖2L2 +

1

2
‖vvv(s)‖2L2 +

κ

2
‖Tr(B(s)− lnB(s))‖L1

+ C
(
‖µ‖2L2(0,s;H1) + ‖∇σ‖2L2(0,s;L2) + ‖D(vvv)‖2L2(0,s;L2) + ‖σ‖2L2(0,s;L2(∂Ω))

)
+ C

(
‖Tr

(
B + B−1 − 2I

)
‖L1(0,s;L1) + α‖∇Tr(lnB)‖2L2(0,s;L2)

)
≤ C

(
1 + |F(ϕ0, σ0,vvv0,B0)|+ ‖ϕ‖2L2(0,s;H1) + ‖σ‖2L2(0,s;L2) + ‖σ∞‖2L2(0,s;L2(∂Ω))

)
.

(3.21)

Note that AR1 −
2χ2
ϕ

χσ
is positive due to (3.4), which is not a severe constraint in practice, as A = β

ε with a

small ε > 0. Hence, we apply a Gronwall argument (see below for Lemma 3.5), to obtain the inequality

‖ϕ(s)‖2H1 + ‖σ(s)‖2L2 + ‖vvv(s)‖2L2 + ‖Tr(B(s)− lnB(s))‖L1

+ ‖µ‖2L2(0,s;H1) + ‖∇σ‖2L2(0,s;L2) + ‖D(vvv)‖2L2(0,s;L2) + ‖σ‖2L2(0,s;L2(∂Ω))

+ ‖Tr
(
B + B−1 − 2I

)
‖L1(0,s;L1) + α‖∇Tr(lnB)‖2L2(0,s;L2)

≤ C
(

1 + |F(ϕ0, σ0,vvv0,B0)|+ ‖σ∞‖2L2(0,T ;L2(∂Ω))

)
,

(3.22)

for almost all s ∈ (0, T ). This leads to formal a priori estimates as the right-hand side of (3.22) is bounded
due to (A5).

For completeness, we recall the following Gronwall inequality from [29, Lem. 3.1].

Lemma 3.5. Let α, β, u and v be real-valued functions defined on I = [0, T ]. Assume that α is integrable, β
is non-negative and continuous, u is continuous, v is non-negative and continuous. Suppose u and v satisfy
the integral inequality

u(s) +

∫ s

0

v(t) dt ≤ α(s) +

∫ s

0

β(t)u(t) dt ∀ s ∈ I.

Then it follows

u(s) +

∫ s

0

v(t) dt ≤ α(s) +

∫ s

0

α(t)β(t) exp
(∫ s

t

β(r) dr
)

dt.
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3.3 Stronger bounds in two spatial dimensions

The bounds on B are not sufficiently strong to establish existence of a solution. However, we get an estimate
in a stronger norm if we restrict to two spatial dimensions. Hence, suppose that (A6) holds true in addition
to (A1)–(A5). To derive higher order estimates for B, we formally multiply (3.1f) with B, integrate over Ω
and apply Green’s formula to obtain

d

dt

1

2
‖B‖2L2 +

κ

τ(ϕ)
‖B‖2L2 + α‖∇B‖2L2 dx =

∫
Ω

κ

τ(ϕ)
TrB + 2∇vvv : B2 − (vvv · ∇)B : B dx. (3.23)

On noting (3.1d), the last term in (3.23) vanishes by integration by parts. Then, with Hölder’s and Young’s
inequalities and a Gagliardo–Nirenberg interpolation inequality (see, e.g., [6]) for d = 2, it holds

d

dt
‖B‖2L2 + C‖B‖2L2 + α‖∇B‖2L2 ≤ C(α−1)

(
1 + ‖B‖2L2 + ‖∇vvv‖2L2‖B‖2L2

)
, (3.24)

where C(α−1) denotes a constant that depends on the inverse of the viscoelastic diffusion parameter α. It
follows with integration in time and Lemma 3.5 that

‖B(s)‖2L2 + ‖B‖2L2(0,s;L2) + α‖∇B‖2L2(0,s;L2) ≤ C
(
α−1, ‖∇vvv‖L2(0,T ;L2)

)
‖B0‖2L2 , (3.25)

for almost all s ∈ (0, T ). The right-hand side of (3.25) is bounded due to (3.22) and (A5).

3.4 Formal estimates for a regularized problem

Showing the positive definiteness of the left Cauchy–Green tensor B is one of the main difficulties we have to
deal with. Here, we apply a regularization strategy of Barrett and Boyaval [6] and introduce a regularized
problem with a cut-off on the left Cauchy–Green tensor on certain terms in the system (PPPα).

First, we introduce the following concave regularized approximations of the logarithm function G(s) =
ln(s) and of the identity β(s) = [G′(s)]−1 = s for all s > 0 similarly to [6, Sec. 2.1]:

Gδ(s) =

{
s
δ + ln(δ)− 1, s < δ,

ln(s), s ≥ δ,
βδ(s) =

[
G′δ(s)

]−1
= max{s, δ} ∀ s ∈ R, (3.26)

GL(s) =

{
ln(s), s ∈ (0, L),
s
L + ln(L)− 1, s ≥ L,

βL(s) =
[
GL
′
(s)
]−1

= min{s, L} ∀ s > 0, (3.27)

where 0 < δ < 1 < L, also see Figure 3. We also define the concave C1(R) function

Hδ(s) := Gδ
−1

(s) ∀ s ∈ R>0. (3.28)

We recall the following result from [6, Lem. 2.1]. Let us note that the domain of definition of scalar
functions is naturally extended to symmetric matrices in terms of the eigenvalues.

Lemma 3.6. For all Φ,Ψ ∈ Rd×dS and for any δ ∈ (0, 1), it holds

βδ(Φ)G′δ(Φ) = G′δ(Φ)βδ(Φ) = I, (3.29a)

Tr
(
βδ(Φ) + [βδ(Φ)]−1 − 2I

)
≥ 0, (3.29b)

Tr
(
Φ−Gδ(Φ)− I

)
≥ 0, (3.29c)(

Φ− βδ(Φ)
)

:
(
I−G′δ(Φ)

)
≥ 0, (3.29d)

(Φ−Ψ) : G′δ(Ψ) ≥ Tr
(
Gδ(Φ)−Gδ(Ψ)

)
, (3.29e)

−(Φ−Ψ) :
(
G′δ(Φ)−G′δ(Ψ)

)
≥ δ2 |G′δ(Φ)−G′δ(Ψ)|2 . (3.29f)

In addition, if δ ∈ (0, 1
2 ], it holds

Tr
(
Φ−Gδ(Φ)

)
≥

{
1
2 |Φ| ,
1
2δ |[Φ]−| ,

(3.29g)
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Figure 3: The functions G (left) and β (right) and their regularizations.

Φ :
(
I−G′δ(Φ)

)
≥ 1

2
|Φ| − d, (3.29h)

where [·]− denotes the negative part function defined by [s]− := min{s, 0} ∀ s ∈ R.

Let us return to the problem (PPPα) and introduce the reguralized problem with a cut-off on the left
Cauchy–Green tensor on certain terms in the system.

Problem (PPPα,δ):

Let δ ∈ (0, 1
2 ]. The regularized problem (PPPα,δ) corresponds to (PPPα) with (3.1e)–(3.1f) replaced by

∂tvvv + (vvv · ∇)vvv − div (2η(ϕ)D(vvv)) +∇p = div (κ(βδ(B)− I)) + µ∇ϕ+ (χσσ − χϕϕ)∇σ, (3.30)

∂tB + (vvv · ∇)βδ(B) +
κ

τ(ϕ)

(
B− I

)
= ∇vvvβδ(B) + βδ(B)(∇vvv)T + α∆B. (3.31)

Now again, we temporarily assume that (A1)–(A5) hold and that (ϕ, µ, σ, p,vvv,B) is a sufficiently smooth
solution of (PPPα,δ) for a given δ ∈ (0, 1

2 ]. The first step is again to provide the formal derivation of a priori
estimates based on the regularized energy

Fδ(ϕ, σ,vvv,B) :=

∫
Ω

Aψ(ϕ) +
B

2
|∇ϕ|2 +

χσ
2
|σ|2 + χϕσ(1− ϕ) +

1

2
|vvv|2 +

κ

2
Tr(B−Gδ(B)) dx. (3.32)

Let us remark that B does not necessarily have to be positive definite in presence of the regularization
parameter δ as the term Tr(B−Gδ(B)) is well-defined even if B is not positive definite.

We perform a similar testing procedure as in (3.14). More concretely, we formally multiply (3.1a) with
µ, (3.1b) with ∂tϕ, (3.1c) with χσσ + χϕ(1− ϕ), (3.30) with vvv and (3.31) with κ

2 (I−G′δ(B)), integrate over
the domain Ω, apply Green’s formula, and then sum up the resulting equations, so that

d

dt
Fδ(ϕ, σ,vvv,B) +

∫
Ω

m(ϕ) |∇µ|2 + n(ϕ) |∇(χσσ − χϕϕ)|2 + 2η(ϕ) |D(vvv)|2 dx

+

∫
∂Ω

Kχσ |σ|2 dHd−1 +

∫
Ω

κ2

2τ(ϕ)
(B− I) : (I−G′δ(B))− ακ

2
∇B : ∇G′δ(B)) dx

=

∫
Ω

µΓϕ(ϕ, σ,B)− (χσσ + χϕ(1− ϕ))Γσ(ϕ, σ) dx+

∫
∂Ω

K(χσσ + χϕ(1− ϕ))σ∞ −Kχϕ(1− ϕ)σ dHd−1.

(3.33)

25



On noting (3.29a) and (3.29d) we have∫
Ω

(B− I) :
(
I−G′δ(B)

)
dx ≥

∫
Ω

Tr
(
βδ(B) + [βδ(B)]−1 − 2I

)
dx ≥ 0, (3.34)

and similarly to (3.29f), see [6, Sec. 4.2], it holds

−
∫

Ω

∇B : ∇G′δ(B) dx ≥ δ2

∫
Ω

|∇G′δ(B)|2 dx. (3.35)

Then, with arguments that are similar to (3.22), the following inequality can be derived, for almost all
s ∈ (0, T ),

‖ϕ(s)‖2H1 + ‖σ(s)‖2L2 + ‖vvv(s)‖2L2 + ‖Tr(B(s)−Gδ(B(s))‖L1

+ ‖µ‖2L2(0,s;H1) + ‖∇σ‖2L2(0,s;L2) + ‖D(vvv)‖2L2(0,s;L2) + ‖σ‖2L2(0,s;L2(∂Ω))

+
∥∥Tr

(
βδ(B) + [βδ(B)]−1 − 2I

)∥∥
L1(0,s;L1)

+ αδ2‖∇G′δ(B)‖2L2(0,s;L2)

≤ C
(

1 + Fδ(ϕ0, σ0,vvv0,B0) + ‖σ∞‖2L2(0,T ;L2(∂Ω))

)
,

(3.36)

which holds uniformly in δ ∈ (0, 1
2 ]. Moreover, with (3.29g), it additionally holds

‖B(s)‖L1 +
1

δ
‖[B(s)]−‖L1 ≤ ‖Tr(B(s)−Gδ(B(s))‖L1 , (3.37)

for almost all s ∈ (0, T ), which, together with (3.36), makes sure that the eigenvalues of B are positive in
the formal limit δ → 0.

4 Finite element approximation of the model with stress diffusion

In this section, we provide a proof for Theorem 3.3 with the following strategy. First, we attend some ideas
of [6, Sec. 5] and introduce a finite element approximation of the problem (PPPα,δ), which helps us to mimic the
inequality (3.36) on the fully discrete level (see Section 4.3) and to show that there exist stable δ-regularized
discrete solutions in abritrary dimensions d ∈ {2, 3}, see Section 4.4. In Section 4.5, we pass to the limit
δ → 0 and obtain the existence of discrete functions for d ∈ {2, 3}, including a positive definite discrete left
Cauchy–Green tensor, which solve a finite element approximation of the problem (PPPα). After that, we first
improve the regularity of discrete solutions in arbitrary dimensions d ∈ {2, 3} in Section 4.6 and then restrict
to d = 2 to improve the regularity of the discrete Cauchy–Green tensor and the discrete velocity in Section
4.7. Finally, in Section 4.8, we send the discretization parameters to zero in order to obtain existence of a
global-in-time weak solution to the problem (PPPα) in two dimensions.

Let us introduce the notation for the fully-discrete finite element approximation. From now on, we
throughout assume that (A1) holds, i.e., suppose that T > 0 and Ω ⊂ Rd, d ∈ {2, 3}, is a convex, polygonal
domain with boundary ∂Ω. We split the time interval [0, T ) into intervals [tn−1, tn) with tn = n∆t and
tNT = T , where ∆t > 0 and n = 0, ..., NT . We require {Th}h>0 to be a quasi-uniform family of conforming
triangulations with mesh parameter h > 0 (in the sense of [12]). We also require that the family of meshes
{Th}h>0 consists only of non-obtuse simplices. For a given partitioning of meshes Th, we denote the simplices
by Kk with k ∈ {1, ..., NK}. The set of internal edges of triangles (d = 2) in the mesh Th or facets of

tetrahedra (d = 3) is denoted by ∂Th = {Ej}NEj=1. The set of all the vertices of Th is denoted by {Pp}
Np
p=1.

Let us consider the problem (PPPα,δ). We approximate the scalar variables ϕ, µ and σ and the matrix
valued quantity B with continuous and piecewise linear functions. Hence, we define the following scalar
P1-finite element space

Sh :=
{
qh ∈ C(Ω) | qh|K ∈ P1(K) ∀ K ∈ Th

}
⊂ H1(Ω), (4.1a)

and the matrix valued P1-finite element space

Wh :=
{
Bh ∈ C(Ω;Rd×dS ) | Bh|K ∈ P1(K;Rd×dS ) ∀ K ∈ Th

}
⊂ H1(Ω;Rd×dS ). (4.1b)
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Moreover, we define

Wh,PD :=
{
Bh ∈ Wh | Bh(Pp) ∈ Rd×dSPD ∀ p = 1, ..., Np

}
. (4.1c)

For the velocity vector vvv and the pressure p, we use the P2–P1-Taylor–Hood element [34] given by

Vh :=
{
vvvh ∈ C(Ω;Rd) ∩H1

0 (Ω;Rd) | vvvh|K ∈ P2(K;Rd) ∀ K ∈ Th
}
, (4.1d)

for the discrete velocity and Sh ∩ L2
0(Ω) for the discrete pressure. We also introduce

Vh,div :=

{
vvvh ∈ Vh |

∫
Ω

div (vvvh) qh dx = 0 ∀ qh ∈ Sh
}
, (4.1e)

which approximates the space V. It is well-known (cf. [34]) that this choice for the discrete velocity–pressure
space satisfies the discrete Ladyzhenskaya–Babuška–Brezzi (LBB) stability condition

inf
qh∈Sh

sup
vvvh∈Vh

∫
Ω

div (vvvh) qh dx

‖qh‖L2‖vvvh‖H1

≥ C > 0, (4.2)

where, unless otherwise stated, C > 0 always denotes a generic constant which is independent of h,∆t, α, δ.
At this point, let us mention that also other choices for the discrete velocity–pressure space can be used
instead of the P2–P1-Taylor–Hood element as long as the discrete LBB stability condition (4.2) is fulfilled.
For example, the mini-element [34] is also a suitable choice.

Moreover, we denote the standard nodal interpolation operator by Ih : C(Ω)→ Sh such that (Ihη)(Pp) =
η(Pp) for all p ∈ {1, ..., Np} and η ∈ C(Ω), which is naturally extended to Ih : C(Ω;Rd×dS ) → Wh. As we
use mass lumping, we introduce the following semi-inner products and the induced semi-norms on C(Ω) and
C(∂Ω), respectively, by

(η1, η2)h :=

∫
Ω

Ih
[
η1η2

]
dx, ‖η1‖h :=

√
(η1, η1)h, ∀ η1, η2 ∈ C(Ω), (4.3)

(η3, η4)h,∂Ω :=

∫
∂Ω

Ih
[
η3η4

]
dHd−1, ‖η3‖h,∂Ω :=

√
(η3, η3)h,∂Ω ∀ η3, η4 ∈ C(∂Ω). (4.4)

Below, we state some well-known properties concerning Sh and the interpolant Ih. Let K ∈ Th, 0 ≤ s ≤
m ≤ 1 and 1 ≤ r ≤ p ≤ ∞. Then, as the family of triangulations is quasi-uniform, it holds for all η ∈ H2(Ω)
and all qh ∈ Sh that

‖η − Ihη‖L2 + h‖∇(η − Ihη)‖L2 ≤ Ch2 |η|H2 , (4.5)

|qh|Wm,p(K) ≤ Ch
s−m+ d

p−
d
r |qh|W s,r(K) , (4.6)

see, e.g., [12, Thm. 3.3] and [14, Lem. 4.5.3], respectively. It follows from an L∞(Ω)-error estimate for Ih
(see [14, Thm. 4.4.20]) and an approximation argument by the Stone–Weierstrass theorem, that

lim
h→0
‖η − Ihη‖L∞ = 0 ∀ η ∈ C(Ω). (4.7)

As the basis functions associated with Sh are non-negative and sum to one everywhere, it follows from a
Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, that

|Ihη(x)|2 ≤ Ih
[
|η(x)|2

]
∀ x ∈ K, K ∈ Th, η ∈ C(Ω). (4.8)

We deduce from (4.8), (4.6) and Hölder’s inequality, that, for all qh ∈ Sh,

‖qh‖2L2 ≤ ‖qh‖2h ≤ C‖qh‖2L2 , (4.9)

‖qh‖2L2(∂Ω) ≤ ‖qh‖
2
h,∂Ω ≤ C‖qh‖2L2(∂Ω). (4.10)

Applying (4.5) elementwise and then summing over all simplices yields the mass lumping error estimate

|(qh, ζh)h − (qh, ζh)L2 | ≤ Ch2‖∇qh‖L2‖∇ζh‖L2 ∀ qh, ζh ∈ Sh. (4.11)

Now, we provide a technical result concerning the mass lumping errors on the boundary ∂Ω.

27



Lemma 4.1. Let qh, ζh ∈ Sh. Then, as {Th}h>0 is a conforming family of quasi-uniform partitionings, it
holds ∣∣∣(qh, ζh)h,∂Ω − (qh, ζh)L2(∂Ω)

∣∣∣ ≤ Ch‖∇qh‖L2‖∇ζh‖L2 . (4.12)

Proof. Let E ∈ ∂Th be a side simplex with diameter hE and let KE ∈ Th such that E ⊂ ∂KE ∩ ∂Ω. Then,
it holds with Hölder’s inequality and a local trace inequality (i.e. [12, Lem. 4.2]), that∣∣∣∣∫

E

(Ih − I)[qhζh] dHd−1

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C |E| 12 ‖(Ih − I)[qhζh]‖L2(E)

≤ C |E|
1
2

(
h−1
E ‖(Ih − I)[qhζh]‖2L2(KE) + hE‖∇(Ih − I)[qhζh]‖2L2(KE)

) 1
2

,

which gives us, on noting (4.5) and as the family of triangulations is quasi-uniform, that∣∣∣∣∫
E

(Ih − I)[qhζh] dHd−1

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Ch d2 +1 |qhζh|H2(KE) .

As qh, ζh ∈ Sh, we obtain with a product rule and with (4.6), that∣∣∣∣∫
E

(Ih − I)[qhζh] dHd−1

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Ch d2 +1‖∇qh‖L∞(KE)‖∇ζh‖L2(KE) ≤ Ch‖∇qh‖L2(KE)‖∇ζh‖L2(KE).

Summing over all E ∈ ∂Th with E ⊂ ∂Ω and using the fact that each element KE occurs at most d+1 times
imply (4.12).

The results (4.5)–(4.12) can also be established with the corresponding matrix valued functions. The
inverse inequality (4.6) also holds for vvvh ∈ Vh instead of qh ∈ Sh.

Furthermore, we recall the quasi-interpolation operator ICl
h : L2(Ω) → Sh from Clément [19], which is

defined by local averages instead of nodal values. The following properties are taken from [18, Chap. 3]:∣∣η − ICl
h η
∣∣
Wk,2 ≤ Chm−k |η|Wm,2 ∀ η ∈Wm,2(Ω), 0 ≤ k ≤ m ≤ 2, (4.13a)

lim
h→0
‖η − ICl

h η‖Wk,2 = 0, ∀ η ∈W k,2(Ω), 0 ≤ k ≤ 1. (4.13b)

Moreover, if only a finite number of patch shapes occur in the sequence of triangulations, then

‖η − ICl
h η‖L2(∂Ω) ≤ Ch1/2‖∇η‖L2 ∀ η ∈ H1(Ω), (4.13c)

see [12, Thm. 4.2]. In practice, this assumption seems to be not that restrictive. Hence, we suppose it to
hold.

4.1 Approximation of the initial and boundary values

In this work, we require the following assumptions for the discrete initial and boundary values.

Assumptions 4.2. Suppose that the discrete initial data (ϕ0
h, σ

0
h,vvv

0
h,B0

h) ∈ (Sh)2 × Vh,div × Wh,PD and
discrete boundary data σ∞,h ∈ L2(0, T ;Sh) fulfill the following bounds uniformly in h,∆t, α, δ:∫

Ω

Ih
[
ψ(ϕ0

h)
]

dx+ ‖ϕ0
h‖2H1 + ∆t‖∆hϕ

0
h‖2L2 ≤ C, (4.14a)

‖σ0
h‖2L2 + ∆t‖∇σ0

h‖2L2 + ∆t‖σ0
h‖2L2(∂Ω) ≤ C, (4.14b)

‖vvv0
h‖2L2 + ∆t‖∇vvv0

h‖2L2 ≤ C, (4.14c)

‖B0
h‖2L2 + ∆t‖∇B0

h‖2L2 ≤ C, (4.14d)

‖σ∞,h‖L2(0,T ;L2(∂Ω)) ≤ C, (4.14e)

and, with constants 0 < b̃0min ≤ b̃0max,

b̃0min |ξξξ|
2 ≤ ξξξTB0

h(Pp)ξξξ ≤ b̃0max |ξξξ|
2 ∀ ξξξ ∈ Rd, ∀ p ∈ {1, ..., Np}. (4.14f)

28



Here, ∆h : Sh →
{
zh ∈ Sh |

∫
Ω
zh dx = 0

}
denotes the discrete Neumann–Laplacian such that ∆hqh is

the unique solution of

(∆hqh, ζh)h =

∫
Ω

Ih
[
(∆hqh)ζh

]
dx = −

∫
Ω

∇qh · ∇ζh dx = − (∇qh,∇ζh)L2 ∀ ζh ∈ Sh. (4.15)

We note for future reference, as {Th}h>0 is a quasi-uniform family of partitionings, and, as the domain Ω is
convex, that

|qh|W 1,s ≤ C‖∆hqh‖L2 ∀ qh ∈ Sh, ∀ s ∈
[
1, 2d

d−2

)
, (4.16)

see, e.g., [8, Lem. 3.1] or [35, Thm. 6.4].
Moreover, we define for all t ∈ [tn−1, tn) and n ∈ {1, ..., NT } the piecewise constant in time approximation

of σ∞,h by

σ∆t,+
∞,h (t, ·) := σn∞,h(·) :=

1

∆t

∫ tn

tn−1

σ∞,h(t̃, ·) dt̃ ∈ Sh, (4.17)

which fulfills

∆t

NT∑
n=1

‖σn∞,h‖2L2(∂Ω) = ‖σ∆t,+
∞,h ‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2(∂Ω)) ≤ ‖σ∞,h‖

2
L2(0,T ;L2(∂Ω)) , (4.18a)

σ∆t,+
∞,h → σ∞,h strongly in L2(0, T ;Sh), as ∆t→ 0. (4.18b)

Furthermore, we make the following assumption on the discrete initial and boundary data which is needed
for the limit process (h,∆t)→ (0, 0).

Assumptions 4.3. Let (A5) hold true. Then, in the limit (h,∆t)→ (0, 0), we assume

ϕ0
h → ϕ0 weakly in L2(Ω), (4.19a)

σ0
h → σ0 weakly in L2(Ω), (4.19b)

vvv0
h → vvv0 weakly in H, (4.19c)

B0
h → B0 weakly in L2(Ω;Rd×d), (4.19d)

σ∞,h|∂Ω → σ∞|∂Ω strongly in L2(0, T ;L2(∂Ω)). (4.19e)

Remark 4.4. The assumptions (4.14) and (4.19) are no severe constraints in practice. For example, let
(A5) hold true and ψ : R → R be continuous. Then, the following choices for ϕ0

h, σ
0
h,vvv

0
h,B0

h, σ∞,h are in
accordance with (4.14) and (4.19):

ϕ0
h = Ihϕ0, (4.20a)∫

Ω

Ih
[
σ0
hqh
]

dx+ ∆t

∫
Ω

∇σ0
h · ∇qh dx+ ∆t

∫
∂Ω

Ih
[
σ0
hqh
]

dHd−1 =

∫
Ω

σ0qh dx ∀ qh ∈ Sh, (4.20b)∫
Ω

vvv0
h ·wwwh dx+ ∆t

∫
Ω

∇vvv0
h : ∇wwwh dx =

∫
Ω

vvv0 ·wwwh dx ∀ wwwh ∈ Vh,div,

(4.20c)∫
Ω

Ih
[
B0
h : Ch

]
dx+ ∆t

∫
Ω

∇B0
h : ∇Ch dx =

∫
Ω

B0 : Ch dx ∀ Ch ∈ Wh, (4.20d)

σ∞,h = ICl
h σ∞. (4.20e)

We note that (4.14a) follows from (4.5), [10, eq. (3.16)] and (A5). Moreover, (4.14b)–(4.14d) are a direct
consequence of Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities, (4.9), (4.10) and (A5). As we have a triangulation with
non-obtuse simplices, (4.14f) follows from (A5) and [6, Lem. 5.2]. Furthermore, (4.13c) and (A5) yield
(4.14e).
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Moreover, (A5) and the error estimates (4.5) and (4.13c) imply (4.19a) and (4.19e), respectively. Besides,
(4.19b) follows from (A5), (4.14b), (4.11), (4.12), the denseness of H1(Ω) in L2(Ω) and the fact that for all
q ∈ H1(Ω) there exists a sequence {qh}h>0 ⊂ Sh such that ‖qh − q‖H1 → 0, as h → 0. Similarly, (4.19c)
follows from (A5), (4.14c), the denseness of V in H and the fact that for all www ∈ V there exists a sequence
{wwwh}h>0 ⊂ Vh,div such that ‖wwwh −www‖H1 → 0, as h → 0, which is due to (4.2). The remaining identity
(4.19d) follows with similar arguments.

4.2 A regularized fully discrete finite element approximation

Now, for given δ ∈ (0, 1
2 ], we introduce a fully discrete approximation of (PPPα,δ). There are several difficulties

on the fully discrete level which have to be taken into account. One of the most important issues arises from
the fact that Bh ∈ Wh only implies Ih[G′δ(Bh)] ∈ Wh, as in general G′δ(Bh) 6∈ Wh. For that reason, it is not
clear that the analogues of (3.33)–(3.35) can be performed on the discrete level, especially controlling the
convective term in (3.31).

Here, the approach of Barrett and Boyaval [6, Sec. 5] is very helpful. We recall the fourth order tensorial

function Λδ :Wh → Rd4 , where the symmetric (d×d)-matrix Λδ,i,j(Bh) approximates δi,jβδ(Bh) in a certain
sense, where i, j ∈ {1, ..., d} and Bh ∈ Wh and δi,j denotes the Kronecker delta. The reason for introducing
this nonlinear quantity is to control the discrete version of the convective term from (3.31), which is due to
the following property:

d∑
j=1

Λδ,i,j(Bh) : ∂xjIh
[
G′δ(Bh)

]
= ∂xiIh

[
Tr
(
Hδ(G

′
δ(Bh))

)]
on Kk, (4.21)

for k ∈ {1, ..., Nk} and i ∈ {1, ..., d}, see [6, eq. (5.17)], which will make it possible to derive an a priori
estimate on the fully discrete level. As the family of partitionings {Th}h>0 is quasi-uniform, it follows from
the definition of Λδ,i,j (cf. [6, Sec. 5.1]) that

‖Λδ,i,j(Bh)‖L∞(Ω) ≤ C‖βδ(Bh)‖L∞(Ω) ∀ Bh ∈ Wh. (4.22)

Next, we present an approximation of (PPPα,δ) for which we explain the motivation afterwards.

Problem (PPP∆t
α,δ,h):

Let δ ∈ (0, 1
2 ]. For given discrete initial and boundary data satisfying (4.14) and n ∈ {1, ..., NT }, find the

discrete solution (ϕnh, µ
n
h, σ

n
h , p

n
h,vvv

n
h,Bnh) ∈ (Sh)4 × Vh ×Wh which satisfies, for any (ζh, %h, ξh, qh,wwwh,Ch) ∈

(Sh)4 × Vh ×Wh:

0 =

∫
Ω

Ih
[(ϕnh − ϕn−1

h

∆t
− Γnϕ,h

)
ζh

]
+ Ih[m(ϕn−1

h )]∇µnh · ∇ζh − ϕn−1
h vvvnh · ∇ζh dx, (4.23a)

0 =

∫
Ω

Ih
[(
− µnh +Aψ′1(ϕnh) +Aψ′2(ϕn−1

h )− χϕσnh
)
%h

]
+B∇ϕnh · ∇%h dx, (4.23b)

0 =

∫
Ω

Ih
[(σnh − σn−1

h

∆t
+ Γnσ,h

)
ξh

]
+ Ih[n(ϕn−1

h )]∇(χσσ
n
h − χϕϕnh) · ∇ξh − σn−1

h vvvnh · ∇ξh dx

+

∫
∂Ω

Ih
[
K
(
σnh − σn∞,h

)
ξh

]
dHd−1, (4.23c)

0 =

∫
Ω

div (vvvnh) qh dx, (4.23d)

0 =

∫
Ω

vvvnh − vvvn−1
h

∆t
·wwwh +

1

2

((
vvvn−1
h · ∇

)
vvvnh
)
·wwwh −

1

2
vvvnh ·

((
vvvn−1
h · ∇

)
wwwh

)
+ 2Ih[η(ϕn−1

h )]D(vvvnh) : D(wwwh) dx

+

∫
Ω

κIh
[
βδ(Bnh)− I

]
: ∇wwwh − div (wwwh) pnh +

(
ϕn−1
h ∇µnh + σn−1

h ∇(χσσ
n
h − χϕϕnh)

)
·wwwh dx, (4.23e)

0 =

∫
Ω

Ih
[(Bnh − Bn−1

h

∆t
+

κ

τ(ϕn−1
h )

(Bnh − I)
)

: Ch
]
− 2∇vvvnh : Ih

[
Chβδ(Bnh)

]
+ α∇Bnh : ∇Ch dx
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−
∫

Ω

d∑
i,j=1

[vvvn−1
h ]iΛδ,i,j(Bnh) : ∂xjCh dx, (4.23f)

where we define Γnϕ,h := Γϕ(ϕnh, σ
n
h ,Bnh) and Γnσ,h := Γσ(ϕnh, σ

n
h).

Let us now motivate the idea for (PPP∆t
α,δ,h) by explaining the derivation from the weak formulation of (PPPα)

in the sense of Definition 3.2. First, the δ-regularization strategy from Section 3.4 is applied and, as we use
finite element functions for the approximation in space, we also use the fourth order tensor Λδ to control
the convection term for B on the discrete level in (4.23f). Besides, a semi-implicit time discretization of first
order is chosen where linear terms are treated fully implicitly and most of the nonlinear terms are treated
explicitly. In (4.23b), a convex-concave splitting for the potential ψ = ψ1 + ψ2 is chosen, which allows the
inequality (

ψ′1(ϕnh) + ψ′2(ϕn−1
h )

)
(ϕnh − ϕn−1

h ) ≥ ψ(ϕnh)− ψ(ϕn−1
h ). (4.24)

Besides, the nonlinear source terms Γϕ,Γσ are treated fully implicitly and the nonlinear functions n,m, η, τ
are treated explicitly, but also a different time approximation can be chosen for these terms. The remaining
terms are approximated in a way such that stability of the scheme (PPP∆t

α,δ,h) can be shown, see Lemma 4.7.
Furthermore, we make use of numerical integration in terms of the nodal interpolation operator Ih. On the
one hand, this can reduce the computational effort as the mass matrices are diagonal, whereas on the other
hand, the nodal interpolation operator in (4.23f) and in the second line in (4.23e) is required for stability of
the scheme.

Remark 4.5. In the literature, the velocity field in Navier–Stokes systems is sometimes approximated with
finite element functions where the constraint (4.23d) is directly included in the finite element space Vh,div.
Hence, the velocity field and the test functions in equation (4.23e) would belong to the finite element space
Vh,div, and (4.23e) would be replaced by

0 =

∫
Ω

vvvnh − vvvn−1
h

∆t
·wwwh +

1

2

((
vvvn−1
h · ∇

)
vvvnh
)
·wwwh −

1

2
vvvnh ·

((
vvvn−1
h · ∇

)
wwwh

)
+ 2Ih[η(ϕn−1

h )]D(vvvnh) : D(wwwh) dx

+

∫
Ω

κIh
[
βδ(Bnh)− I

]
: ∇wwwh +

(
ϕn−1
h ∇µnh + σn−1

h ∇(χσσ
n
h − χϕϕnh)

)
·wwwh dx, (4.25)

for all wwwh ∈ Vh,div, where vvvn−1
h ,vvvnh ∈ Vh,div are the solution from the previous time step and the unknown

solution from the current time step, respectively. The unknown pressure pnh ∈ Sh, which is unique up to an
additive constant, can be reconstructed afterwards as the discrete LBB stability condition (4.2) is fulfilled,
see, e.g., [34, Chap. I, Lem. 4.1] or [13, Lem. 4.2]. However, it is rather hard to construct test functions
wwwh ∈ Vh,div in practice. This is the reason why we use (4.23e) instead of (4.25).

4.3 Stability of the regularized discrete system

We now introduce the discrete energy Fδ,h : Sh × Sh × Vh ×Wh → R of the problem (PPP∆t
α,δ,h) given by

Fδ,h(ϕh, σh,vvvh,Bh) =

∫
Ω

Ih
[
Aψ(ϕh) +

χσ
2
|σh|2 + χϕσh(1− ϕh) +

κ

2
Tr
(
Bh −Gδ(Bh)

)]
dx

+

∫
Ω

B

2
|∇ϕh|2 +

1

2
|vvvh|2 dx,

(4.26)

for all (ϕh, σh,vvvh,Bh) ∈ Sh×Sh×Vh×Wh, where δ ∈ (0, 1
2 ]. We remark that it is not guaranteed that Fδ,h

is non-negative as the term σh(1−ϕh) can have a negative sign. This is one of the main difficulties we have
to handle in the derivation of useful a priori estimates.

For future reference, we note the elementary identity

2x(x− y) = x2 − y2 + (x− y)2 ∀ x, y ∈ R. (4.27)

Moreover, we recall the following discrete version of Gronwall’s inequality, i.e. Lemma 3.5. For a proof, we
refer to, e.g., [20, pp. 401–402].
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Lemma 4.6. Assume that en, an, bn ≥ 0 for all n ∈ N0. Then

en ≤ an +

n−1∑
i=0

biei ∀ n ∈ N0 =⇒ en ≤ an · exp
( n−1∑
i=0

bi

)
∀ n ∈ N0. (4.28)

With the help of Lemma 4.6, we derive stability bounds for solutions of (PPP∆t
α,δ,h).

Lemma 4.7 (Stability). Let (A1)–(A5) hold true and let δ ∈ (0, 1
2 ]. Suppose that the discrete initial and

boundary data satisfy (4.14) and assume that ∆t < ∆t∗, where the constant ∆t∗ depends only on the
model parameters and is defined in (4.43). Then, for n ∈ {1, ..., NT }, a solution (ϕnh, µnh, σnh , pnh, vvvnh,
Bnh) ∈ (Sh)4 × Vh ×Wh to the problem (PPP∆t

α,δ,h), if it exists, satisfies

max
n=1,...,NT

(
‖ϕnh‖2H1 + ‖σnh‖2L2 + ‖vvvnh‖2L2 +

∥∥Ih[ |Bnh| ]∥∥L1 +
1

δ

∥∥Ih[ |[Bnh]−|
]∥∥
L1

)
+

NT∑
n=1

(
‖∇ϕnh −∇ϕn−1

h ‖2L2 + ‖σnh − σn−1
h ‖2L2 + ‖vvvnh − vvvn−1

h ‖2L2

)
+ ∆t

NT∑
n=1

(
‖µnh‖2H1 + ‖∇σnh‖2L2 + ‖σnh‖2L2(∂Ω) + ‖∇vvvnh‖2L2

)
+ ∆t

NT∑
n=1

(
αδ2

∥∥∇Ih[G′δ(Bnh)
]∥∥2

L2 +

∫
Ω

Ih
[

Tr
(
βδ(Bnh) + [βδ(Bnh)]−1 − 2I

)]
dx

)

≤ C(T )
(

1 +
∣∣Fh,δ(ϕ0

h, σ
0
h,vvv

0
h,B0

h)
∣∣+ ∆t

NT∑
n=1

‖σn∞,h‖2L2(∂Ω)

)
≤ C(T ),

(4.29)

where the constants C(T ) are independent of h,∆t, α, δ, but depend exponentially on T .

Proof. We now start with the testing procedure. First, we choose ζh = µnh in (4.23a), %h = 1
∆t (ϕ

n
h − ϕ

n−1
h )

in (4.23b), ξh = χσσ
n
h + χϕ(1− ϕnh) in (4.23c) and wwwh = vvvh in (4.23e) and sum up the resulting equations.

Then, we obtain on noting (A3), (A4), (4.24) and (4.27), that

B

2∆t

(
‖∇ϕnh‖2L2 − ‖∇ϕn−1

h ‖2L2 + ‖∇ϕnh −∇ϕn−1
h ‖2L2

)
+

∫
Ω

A

∆t
Ih
[
ψ(ϕnh)− ψ(ϕn−1

h )
]

dx

+
χσ
2∆t

(
‖σnh‖2h − ‖σn−1

h ‖2h + ‖σnh − σn−1
h ‖2h

)
+

1

2∆t

(
‖vvvnh‖2L2 − ‖vvvn−1

h ‖2L2 + ‖vvvnh − vvvn−1
h ‖2L2

)
+m0‖∇µnh‖2L2 + n0 ‖χσ∇σnh − χϕ∇ϕnh‖

2
L2 +Kχσ‖σnh‖2h,∂Ω + 2η0‖D(vvvnh)‖2L2

+

∫
Ω

Ih
[
Γnσ,h

(
χσσ

n
h + χϕ(1− ϕnh)

)
− µnhΓnϕ,h + χϕ(1− ϕnh)

(σnh − σn−1
h

∆t

)
−
ϕnh − ϕ

n−1
h

∆t
χϕσ

n
h

]
dx

+

∫
Ω

κIh
[
βδ(Bnh)− I

]
: ∇vvvnh dx+

∫
∂Ω

Ih
[
Kχϕσ

n
h(1− ϕnh)−Kσn∞,h

(
χσσ

n
h + χϕ(1− ϕnh)

)]
dHd−1

≤ 0.

(4.30)

Next, we test (4.23f) with Ch = κ
2

(
I− Ih

[
G′δ(Bnh)

])
. This gives

0 =

∫
Ω

Ih
[(Bnh − Bn−1

h

∆t
+

κ

τ(ϕn−1
h )

(Bnh − I)
)

:
κ

2

(
I−G′δ(Bnh)

)]
− 2∇vvvnh : Ih

[κ
2

(
I−G′δ(Bnh)

)
βδ(Bnh)

]
+

∫
Ω

ακ

2
∇Bnh : ∇Ih

[
G′δ(Bnh)

]
+

d∑
i,j=1

[vvvn−1
h ]iΛδ,i,j(Bnh) :

κ

2
∂xjIh

[
G′δ(Bnh)

]
dx.
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We now estimate the terms on the right-hand side. Together with (3.29e), it follows that(Bnh − Bn−1
h

∆t

)
:
(
I−G′δ(Bnh)

)
≥

Tr
(
Bnh −Gδ(Bnh)

)
− Tr

(
Bn−1
h −Gδ(Bn−1

h )
)

∆t
.

We have on noting (3.29a), (3.29b) and (3.29d) that

(Bnh − I) :
(
I−G′δ(Bnh)

)
≥
(
βδ(Bnh)− I

)
:
(
I−G′δ(Bnh)

)
= Tr

(
βδ(Bnh) + [βδ(Bnh)]−1 − 2I

)
≥ 0.

Moreover, using (3.29a) yields∫
Ω

2∇vvvnh : Ih
[κ

2

(
I−G′δ(Bnh)

)
βδ(Bnh)

]
dx =

∫
Ω

κ(∇vvvnh) : Ih
[
βδ(Bnh)− I

]
dx.

On noting [6, Lem. 5.1] we obtain

−
∫

Ω

ακ

2
∇Bnh : ∇Ih

[
G′δ(Bnh)

]
dx ≥

∫
Ω

ακδ2

2

∣∣∇Ih[G′δ(Bnh)
]∣∣2 dx.

As vvvn−1
h ∈ Vh,div and Ih

[
Tr
(
Hδ(G

′
δ(Bnh))

)]
∈ Sh, we get with (4.21) and integration by parts that∫

Ω

d∑
i,j=1

[vvvn−1
h ]iΛδ,i,j(Bnh) :

κ

2
∂xjIh

[
G′δ(Bnh)

]
dx =

∫
Ω

vvvn−1
h · ∇Ih

[
Tr
(
Hδ(G

′
δ(Bnh))

)]
dx = 0.

Therefore, on noting (A3), we have the inequality∫
Ω

κ

2∆t
Ih
[

Tr
(
Bnh −Gδ(Bnh)

)
− Tr

(
Bn−1
h −Gδ(Bn−1

h )
)]

+
κ2

2τ1
Ih
[

Tr
(
βδ(Bnh) + [βδ(Bnh)]−1 − 2I

)]
dx

+

∫
Ω

ακδ2

2

∣∣∇Ih[G′δ(Bnh)
]∣∣2 − κ∇vvvnh : Ih

[
βδ(Bnh)

]
dx

≤ 0.

(4.31)

We deduce from (4.30) and (4.31) that

B

2∆t

(
‖∇ϕnh‖2L2 − ‖∇ϕn−1

h ‖2L2 + ‖∇ϕnh −∇ϕn−1
h ‖2L2

)
+

∫
Ω

A

∆t
Ih
[
ψ(ϕnh)− ψ(ϕn−1

h )
]

dx

+
χσ
2∆t

(
‖σnh‖2h − ‖σn−1

h ‖2h + ‖σnh − σn−1
h ‖2h

)
+

1

2∆t

(
‖vvvnh‖2L2 − ‖vvvn−1

h ‖2L2 + ‖vvvnh − vvvn−1
h ‖2L2

)
+

∫
Ω

κ

2∆t
Ih
[

Tr
(
Bnh −Gδ(Bnh)

)
− Tr

(
Bn−1
h −Gδ(Bn−1

h )
)]

dx

+m0‖∇µnh‖2L2 + n0 ‖χσ∇σnh − χϕ∇ϕnh‖
2
L2 +Kχσ‖σnh‖2h,∂Ω + 2η0‖D(vvvnh)‖2L2

+
ακδ2

2

∥∥∇Ih[G′δ(Bnh)
]∥∥2

L2 +

∫
Ω

κ2

2τ1
Ih
[

Tr
(
βδ(Bnh) + [βδ(Bnh)]−1 − 2I

)]
dx

+

∫
Ω

Ih
[
Γnσ,h

(
χσσ

n
h + χϕ(1− ϕnh)

)
− µnhΓnϕ,h + χϕ(1− ϕnh)

(σnh − σn−1
h

∆t

)
−
ϕnh − ϕ

n−1
h

∆t
χϕσ

n
h

]
dx

+

∫
∂Ω

Ih
[
Kχϕσ

n
h(1− ϕnh)−Kσn∞,h

(
χσσ

n
h + χϕ(1− ϕnh)

)]
dHd−1

≤ 0.

(4.32)

For the terms in (4.32) involving the boundary integrals, we have by Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities,
(4.9), (4.10) and the trace theorem, that∫

∂Ω

Ih
[
Kχϕσ

n
h(1− ϕnh)−Kσn∞,h

(
χσσ

n
h + χϕ(1− ϕnh)

)]
dHd−1

≤ KC2
tr

(
χ2
ϕ

2χσ
+ 1

)(
‖ϕnh‖2h + ‖∇ϕnh‖2L2

)
+

3χσK

4
‖σnh‖2h,∂Ω + C(K,χϕ, χσ)

(
|∂Ω|+ ‖σn∞,h‖2h,∂Ω

)
.

(4.33)
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On noting Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities and (A2), we deal with the source terms in (4.32) as follows:∫
Ω

Ih
[
Γnσ,h

(
χσσ

n
h + χϕ(1− ϕnh)

)
− µnhΓnϕ,h

]
dx

≤ 1

2
‖µh‖2h +

1

2
‖Γnϕ,h‖2h +

1

2
‖Γnσ,h‖2h +

3χ2
σ

2
‖σnh‖2h +

3χ2
ϕ

2
‖ϕnh‖2h +

3χ2
ϕ

2
|Ω|

≤ 1

2
‖µh‖2h +R2

0 ‖(1 + |ϕnh|+ |σnh |)‖
2
h +

3χ2
σ

2
‖σnh‖2h +

3χ2
ϕ

2
‖ϕnh‖2h +

3χ2
ϕ

2
|Ω|

≤ 1

2
‖µh‖2h +

(
3R2

0 +
3χ2

σ

2

)
‖σnh‖2h +

(
3R2

0 +
3χ2

ϕ

2

)
‖ϕnh‖2h + C(R0, χϕ,Ω).

(4.34)

In order to control the source terms, we need to derive an estimate for the chemical potential. Hence, on
noting (3.3) and Young’s inequality, we receive by testing (4.23b) with %h = µnh that∫

Ω

Ih
[
|µnh|

2 ]
dx =

∫
Ω

Ih
[(
Aψ′1(ϕnh) +Aψ′2(ϕn−1

h )− χϕσnh
)
µnh

]
+B∇ϕnh · ∇µnh dx

≤
∫

Ω

Ih
[
AR3(2 +

∣∣ϕn−1
h

∣∣+ |ϕnh|
)
|µnh|+ χϕ |σnh | |µnh|

]
+B |∇ϕnh| |∇µnh| dx

≤
∫

Ω

Ih
[1

2
|µnh|

2
+ 2A2R2

3 |ϕnh|
2

+ 2A2R2
3

∣∣ϕn−1
h

∣∣2 + 2χ2
ϕ |σnh |

2
]

dx

+

∫
Ω

B2

m0
|∇ϕnh|

2
+
m0

4
|∇µnh|

2
dx+ C(A,R3,Ω),

which yields

‖µnh‖2h ≤ 4A2R2
3

(
‖ϕnh‖2h + ‖ϕn−1

h ‖2h
)

+ 4χ2
ϕ‖σnh‖2h +

2B2

m0
‖∇ϕnh‖2L2 +

m0

2
‖∇µnh‖2L2 dx+ C(A,R3,Ω). (4.35)

Furthermore, we calculate∫
Ω

Ih
[
χϕ(1− ϕnh)

(
σnh − σn−1

h

)
− χϕ

(
ϕnh − ϕn−1

h

)
σnh

]
dx

=

∫
Ω

Ih
[
χϕσ

n
h(1− ϕnh)− χϕσn−1

h (1− ϕn−1
h )− χϕ(ϕnh − ϕn−1

h )(σnh − σn−1
h )

]
dx,

(4.36a)

and ∣∣∣∣∫
Ω

Ih
[
χϕ(ϕnh − ϕn−1

h )(σnh − σn−1
h )

]
dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ χ2
ϕ

χσ
‖ϕnh − ϕn−1

h ‖2h +
χσ
4
‖σnh − σn−1

h ‖2h

≤
2χ2

ϕ

χσ

(
‖ϕnh‖2h + ‖ϕn−1

h ‖2h
)

+
χσ
4
‖σnh − σn−1

h ‖2h.
(4.36b)

Moreover, applying the triangle inequality and Young’s inequality leads to

χ2
σ‖∇σnh‖2L2 ≤ 2 ‖χσ∇σnh − χϕ∇ϕnh‖

2
L2 + 2χ2

ϕ‖∇ϕnh‖2L2 . (4.37)

For the reader’s convenience, we define the constants

c1 :=
m0

2
, c2 :=

n0χ
2
σ

2
, c3 :=

Kχσ
4

, c4 := 2η0, c5 :=
κ2

2τ1
, c6 := 3R2

0 +
3χ2

σ

2
+ 4χ2

ϕ, c7 := 4A2R2
3,

c8 := c7 + 3R2
0 +

3χ2
ϕ

2
+KC2

tr

(
χ2
ϕ

2χσ
+ 1

)
, c9 :=

2B2

m0
+KC2

tr

(
χ2
ϕ

2χσ
+ 1

)
+ n0χ

2
ϕ.

(4.38)
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Hence, combining (4.32)–(4.37) and noting (4.26) and (4.38) gives us

1

∆t
Fh,δ(ϕnh, σnh ,vvvnh,Bnh) +

B

2∆t
‖∇ϕnh −∇ϕn−1

h ‖2L2 +
χσ
4∆t
‖σnh − σn−1

h ‖2h +
1

2∆t
‖vvvnh − vvvn−1

h ‖2L2

+
1

2
‖µnh‖2h + c1‖∇µnh‖2L2 + c2‖∇σnh‖2L2 dx+ c3‖σnh‖2h,∂Ω + c4‖D(vvvnh)‖2L2

+
ακδ2

2

∥∥∇Ih[G′δ(Bnh)
]∥∥2

L2 + c5

∫
Ω

Ih
[

Tr
(
βδ(Bnh) + [βδ(Bnh)]−1 − 2I

)]
dx

≤ 1

∆t
Fh,δ(ϕn−1

h , σn−1
h ,vvvn−1

n ,Bn−1
h ) + C

(
1 + ‖σn∞,h‖2h,∂Ω

)
+ c6‖σnh‖2h +

(
2χ2

ϕ

χσ∆t
+ c7

)
‖ϕn−1

h ‖2h +

(
2χ2

ϕ

χσ∆t
+ c8

)
‖ϕnh‖2h + c9‖∇ϕnh‖2L2 .

(4.39)

At this point, if the discrete energy is non-negative, a common strategy would be to absorb the terms from
the right-hand side of (4.39) with index n to the left-hand side, supposed that the time step size ∆t is small
enough. This would lead to a discrete energy inequality. However, if χϕ 6= 0, the discrete energy can be
negative. Therefore, we continue to bound the product χϕσ

n
h(1−ϕnh) with Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities

and hence absorb them with the help of the term Aψ(ϕnh) + χσ
2 |σ

n
h |

2
from the discrete energy. This is where

we make use of (A4), in particular (3.2) and (3.4). By Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities, we have∫
Ω

Ih
[
χϕσ

n
h(1− ϕnh)

]
dx ≤ χσ

4
‖σnh‖2h +

2χ2
ϕ

χσ
‖ϕnh‖2h + C(χσ, χϕ,Ω). (4.40)

Moreover, we obtain from (3.2) that

R1‖ϕnh‖2h ≤
∫

Ω

Ih
[
ψ(ϕnh)

]
dx+R2 |Ω| . (4.41)

Multiplying both sides of (4.39) with ∆t, summing from n = 1, ...,m for m ∈ {1, ..., NT }, noting (4.40)–(4.41)
and absorbing the terms on the right-hand side with index m = n yields(

AR1 −
4χ2

ϕ

χσ
− c8∆t

)
‖ϕmh ‖2h +

(B
2
− c9∆t

)
‖∇ϕmh ‖2L2 +

(χσ
4
− c6∆t

)
‖σmh ‖2h

+
1

2
‖vvvmh ‖2L2 +

κ

2

∫
Ω

Ih
[

Tr(Bmh −Gδ(Bmh ))
]

dx

+

m∑
n=1

(B
2
‖∇ϕnh −∇ϕn−1

h ‖2L2 +
χσ
4
‖σnh − σn−1

h ‖2h +
1

2
‖vvvnh − vvvn−1

h ‖2L2

)
+ ∆t

m∑
n=1

(1

2
‖µnh‖2h + c1‖∇µnh‖2L2 + c2‖∇σnh‖2L2 + c3‖σnh‖2h,∂Ω + c4‖D(vvvnh)‖2L2

)
+ ∆t

m∑
n=1

(
ακδ2

2

∥∥∇Ih[G′δ(Bnh)
]∥∥2

L2 + c5

∫
Ω

Ih
[

Tr
(
βδ(Bnh) + [βδ(Bnh)]−1 − 2I

)]
dx

)

≤
∣∣Fh,δ(ϕ0

h, σ
0
h,vvv

0
h,B0

h)
∣∣+ C

(
T + ∆t

NT∑
n=1

‖σn∞,h‖2h,∂Ω

)
+

m−1∑
n=0

(
4χ2

ϕ

χσ
+ (c7 + c8)∆t

)
‖ϕnh‖2h

+ ∆t

m−1∑
n=1

(
c6‖σnh‖2h + c9‖∇ϕnh‖2L2

)
.

(4.42)

The coefficients on the left-hand side are positive supposed that the time step size ∆t fulfills (4.43).

∆t < ∆t∗ := min

 B

2c9
,
χσ
4c6

,
AR1 −

4χ2
ϕ

χσ

c8

 , (4.43)
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where the constants c6, c8, c9 > 0 are defined by (4.38) and AR1 −
4χ2
ϕ

χσ
> 0 due to (3.4). Next, we obtain

from a discrete Gronwall argument (i.e. Lemma 4.6), that

‖ϕmh ‖2h + ‖∇ϕmh ‖2L2 + ‖σmh ‖2h + ‖vvvmh ‖2L2 +

∫
Ω

Ih
[

Tr(Bmh −Gδ(Bmh ))
]

dx

+

m∑
n=1

(
‖∇ϕnh −∇ϕn−1

h ‖2L2 + ‖σnh − σn−1
h ‖2h + ‖vvvnh − vvvn−1

h ‖2L2

)
+ ∆t

m∑
n=1

(
‖µnh‖2h + ‖∇µnh‖2L2 + ‖∇σnh‖2L2 + ‖σnh‖2h,∂Ω + ‖D(vvvnh)‖2L2

)
+ ∆t

m∑
n=1

(
αδ2

∥∥∇Ih[G′δ(Bnh)
]∥∥2

L2 +

∫
Ω

Ih
[

Tr
(
βδ(Bnh) + [βδ(Bnh)]−1 − 2I

)]
dx

)

≤ C
(
T +

∣∣Fh,δ(ϕ0
h, σ

0
h,vvv

0
h,B0

h)
∣∣+ ∆t

NT∑
n=1

‖σn∞,h‖2h,∂Ω

)
exp(CT )

(4.44)

for some constants C > 0 that are independent of h,∆t, α, δ. Noting Korn’s inequality, (3.29b), (3.29g),
(4.9), (4.10) and taking the maximum over m = 1, ..., NT on the left-hand side of (4.44) yield

max
n=1,...,NT

(
‖ϕnh‖2H1 + ‖σnh‖2L2 + ‖vvvnh‖2L2 +

∥∥Ih[ |Bnh| ]∥∥L1 +
1

δ

∥∥Ih[ |[Bnh]−|
]∥∥
L1

)
+

NT∑
n=1

(
‖∇ϕnh −∇ϕn−1

h ‖2L2 + ‖σnh − σn−1
h ‖2L2 + ‖vvvnh − vvvn−1

h ‖2L2

)
+ ∆t

NT∑
n=1

(
‖µnh‖2H1 + ‖∇σnh‖2L2 + ‖σnh‖2L2(∂Ω) + ‖∇vvvnh‖2L2

)
+ ∆t

NT∑
n=1

(
αδ2

∥∥∇Ih[G′δ(Bnh)
]∥∥2

L2 +

∫
Ω

Ih
[

Tr
(
βδ(Bnh) + [βδ(Bnh)]−1 − 2I

)]
dx

)

≤ C(T )
(

1 +
∣∣Fh,δ(ϕ0

h, σ
0
h,vvv

0
h,B0

h)
∣∣+ ∆t

NT∑
n=1

‖σn∞,h‖2L2(∂Ω)

)
,

(4.45)

for a constant C(T ) > 0 that is independent of h,∆t, α, δ but depends exponentially on T . On noting (4.14),
the right-hand side of (4.45) is bounded uniformly in h,∆t, α, δ. This proves the result.

4.4 Existence of regularized discrete solutions

In the next theorem, we apply a strategy based on Brouwer’s fixed point theorem [28, Chap. 8.1.4, Thm. 3]
in order to prove existence of discrete solutions to (PPP∆t

α,δ,h). Here, one of the main difficulties is to construct
specific mappings on a finite dimensional Hilbert space such that Brouwer’s fixed point theorem can be
applied in the right way. It turns out that the testing procedure of Lemma 4.7 is very helpful. However, we
need to deal with similar difficulties as in Lemma 4.7, which explains the minor constraint on the time step
size.

Theorem 4.8 (Existence). Let (A1)–(A5) hold true and let δ ∈ (0, 1
2 ]. Suppose that the discrete initial

and boundary data satisfy (4.14) and assume that ∆t < ∆t∗, where ∆t∗ is defined in (4.43). Then, for all
n ∈ {1, ..., NT }, there exists at least one solution (ϕnh, µ

n
h, σ

n
h , p

n
h,vvv

n
h,Bnh) ∈ (Sh)4 × Vh ×Wh to the problem

(PPP∆t
α,δ,h) which is stable in the sense of (4.29).

Proof. We prove existence of solutions to the discrete problem (PPP∆t
α,δ,h) with the combination of the stability

result (4.29) and a fixed point argument. However, we can not directly show existence for solutions (ϕnh, µnh,
σnh , pnh, vvvnh, Bnh) ∈ (Sh)4 × Vh ×Wh as we have no control over the pressure pnh. Therefore, we first prove
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existence of functions (ϕnh, µnh, σnh , vvvnh, Bnh) ∈ (Sh)3 ×Vh,div ×Wh which solve (PPP∆t
α,δ,h) with (4.23e) replaced

by (4.25). Afterwards, we reconstruct the discrete pressure pnh and show that ϕnh, µnh, σnh , pnh, vvvnh, Bnh solve
the problem (PPP∆t

α,δ,h).

First, we define the following inner product on the Hilbert space (Sh)3 × Vh,div ×Wh

((ϕh, µh, σh,vvvh,Bh), (ζh, %h, ξh,wwwh,Ch)) :=

∫
Ω

Ih
[
ϕhζh + µh%h + σhξh + Bh : Ch

]
+ vvvh ·wwwh dx,

for all (ϕh, µh, σh,vvvh,Bh), (ζh, %h, ξh,wwwh,Ch) ∈ (Sh)3 × Vh,div ×Wh.
For some given (ϕn−1

h , σn−1
h ,vvvn−1

h ,Bn−1
h ) ∈ (Sh)2 × Vh,div ×Wh, let the mapping

Hh : (Sh)3 × Vh,div ×Wh −→ (Sh)3 × Vh,div ×Wh

be such that for any (ϕh, µh, σh,vvvh,Bh) ∈ (Sh)3 × Vh,div ×Wh(
Hh(ϕh, µh, σh,vvvh,Bh), (ζh, %h, ξh,wwwh,Ch)

)
:=

∫
Ω

Ih
[(ϕh − ϕn−1

h

∆t
− Γnϕ,h

)
ζh

]
+ Ih[m(ϕn−1

h )]∇µh · ∇ζh − ϕn−1
h vvvh · ∇ζh dx

+

∫
Ω

Ih
[(
− µh +Aψ′1(ϕh) +Aψ′2(ϕn−1

h )− χϕσh
)
%h

]
+B∇ϕh · ∇%h dx+

∫
∂Ω

Ih
[
K
(
σh − σn∞,h

)
ξh

]
dHd−1

+

∫
Ω

Ih
[(σh − σn−1

h

∆t
+ Γnσ,h

)
ξh

]
+ Ih[n(ϕn−1

h )]∇(χσσh − χϕϕh) · ∇ξh − σn−1
h vvvh · ∇ξh dx

+

∫
Ω

vvvh − vvvn−1
h

∆t
·wwwh +

1

2

((
vvvn−1
h · ∇

)
vvvh
)
·wwwh −

1

2
vvvh ·

((
vvvn−1
h · ∇

)
wwwh

)
dx

+

∫
Ω

2Ih[η(ϕn−1
h )]D(vvvh) : D(wwwh) + κIh

[
βδ(Bh)− I

]
: ∇wwwh +

(
ϕn−1
h ∇µh + σn−1

h ∇(χσσh − χϕϕh)
)
·wwwh dx

+

∫
Ω

Ih
[(Bh − Bn−1

h

∆t
+

κ

τ(ϕn−1
h )

(Bh − I)
)

: Ch
]
− 2∇vvvh : Ih

[
Chβδ(Bh)

]
dx

+

∫
Ω

α∇Bh : ∇Ch −
d∑

i,j=1

[vvvn−1
h ]iΛδ,i,j(Bh) : ∂xjCh dx,

for all (ζh, %h, ξh,wwwh,Ch) ∈ (Sh)3 ×Vh,div ×Wh. A wanted solution to our problem, if it exists, corresponds
to a zero of Hh. On noting the definition of Λδ,i,j , it follows that the mapping Hh is continuous.

Let R > 0 be given. Let us assume that the continuous mapping Hh ◦ f−1 has no zero which lies in the
ball

BhR := {(ζh, %h, ξh,wwwh,Ch) ∈ (Sh)3 × Vh,div ×Wh : |||(ζh, %h, ξh,wwwh,Ch)||| ≤ R},

where

|||(ζh, %h, ξh,wwwh,Ch)|||2 := ((ζh, %h, ξh,wwwh,Ch), (ζh, %h, ξh,wwwh,Ch)) ,

and where the linear transformation f : (Sh)3 × Vh,div × Wh −→ (Sh)3 × Vh,div × Wh and its inverse are
given by

f : (ϕh, µh, σh,vvvh,Bh) 7→
(
µh,

ϕh
∆t
− 2µh, χσσh − χϕϕh, vvvh, Bh

)
,

f−1 : (ζh, %h, ξh,wwwh,Ch) 7→
(

∆t(%h + 2ζh), ζh,
χϕ
χσ

∆t(%h + 2ζh) +
1

χσ
ξh, wwwh, Ch

)
.

Then for such R > 0, we define a continuous mapping GhR : BhR → ∂BhR by

GhR(ζh, %h, ξh,wwwh,Ch) := −R (Hh ◦ f−1)(ζh, %h, ξh,wwwh,Ch)

|||(Hh ◦ f−1)(ζh, %h, ξh,wwwh,Ch)|||
∀ (ζh, %h, ξh,wwwh,Ch) ∈ BhR,
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We deduce from Brouwer’s fixed point theorem [28, Chap. 8.1.4, Thm. 3] that there exists at least one fixed
point (ζh, %h, ξh,wwwh,Ch) = f(ϕh, µh, σh,vvvh,Bh) ∈ BhR of the mapping GhR satisfying

|||f(ϕh, µh, σh,vvvh,Bh)||| = |||(ζh, %h, ξh,wwwh,Ch)||| = |||GhR(ζh, %h, ξh,wwwh,Ch)||| = R. (4.46)

On noting (4.8), (4.9), (4.6) and (4.46), we have∥∥Ih[ |Bh| ]∥∥2

L∞
≤
∥∥∥Ih[ |Bh|2 ]∥∥∥

L∞
≤ Ch−d‖Ih

[
|Bh|2

]
‖L1 = Ch−d‖Bh‖2h ≤ Ch−dR2,

which, on noting (3.29g), leads to∫
Ω

Ih
[

Tr
(
Bh −Gδ(Bh)

)]
dx ≥ Ch d2R−1

∥∥Ih[ |Bh| ]∥∥L1

∥∥Ih[ |Bh| ]∥∥L∞ ≥ Ch d2R−1‖Bh‖2h. (4.47)

Hence, analogously to the proof of (4.29), we get together with (4.47) that(
Hh(ϕh, µh, σh,vvvh,Bh),

(
µh,

ϕh
∆t
− 2µh, χσσh − χϕϕh,vvvh,

κ

2

(
I−G′δ(Bh)

)))
≥ C

( 1

∆t
− 1

∆t∗

)(
‖ϕh‖2H1 + ‖σh‖2L2 + ‖vvvh‖2L2 +

∫
Ω

Ih
[

Tr
(
Bh −Gδ(Bh)

)]
dx
)

+ C
(
‖µh‖2H1 + ‖∇σh‖2L2 + ‖σh‖2L2(∂Ω) + ‖D(vvvh)‖2L2

)
− C(ϕn−1

h , σn−1
h ,vvvn−1

h ,Bn−1
h , σn∞,h)

≥ C min
{

1, h
d
2R−1

( 1

∆t
− 1

∆t∗

)}
|||(ϕh, µh, σh,vvvh,Bh)|||2 − C(ϕn−1

h , σn−1
h ,vvvn−1

h ,Bn−1
h , σn∞,h),

where C(ϕn−1
h , σn−1

h ,vvvn−1
h ,Bn−1

h , σn∞,h) denotes a constant that depends on ϕn−1
h , σn−1

h , vvvn−1
h , Bn−1

h , σn∞,h
but not on ϕh, µh, σh,vvvh,Bh. We remark that both ||| · ||| and |||f(·)||| define norms on (Sh)3 ×Vh,div ×Wh.
Hence, due to norm equivalence in finite dimensions, there exist constants c1(h), c2(h) > 0 (which can depend
on h in general) such that

c1(h)|||(ϕh, µh, σh,vvvh,Bh)||| ≤ |||f(ϕh, µh, σh,vvvh,Bh)||| ≤ c2(h)|||(ϕh, µh, σh,vvvh,Bh)|||.

Hence, with (4.46) and with R > 0 large enough, we obtain(
Hh(ϕh, µh, σh,vvvh,Bh),

(
µh,

ϕh
∆t
− 2µh, χσσh − χϕϕh,vvvh,

κ

2

(
I−G′δ(Bh)

)))
> 0.

On the other side, as (ζh, %h, ξh,wwwh,Ch) = f(ϕh, µh, σh,vvvh,Bh) ∈ BhR is a fixed point of GhR, it holds(
Hh(ϕh, µh, σh,vvvh,Bh),

(
µh,

ϕh
∆t
− 2µh, χσσh − χϕϕh,vvvh,

κ

2

(
I−G′δ(Bh)

)))
= −|||H

h(ϕh, µh, σh,vvvh,Bh)|||
R

·
(

(GhR ◦ f)(ϕh, µh, σh,vvvh,Bh),
(
µh,

ϕh
∆t
− 2µh, χσσh − χϕϕh,vvvh,

κ

2

(
I−G′δ(Bh)

)))
= −|||H

h(ϕh, µh, σh,vvvh,Bh)|||
R

·
(
f(ϕh, µh, σh,vvvh,Bh),

(
µh,

ϕh
∆t
− 2µh, χσσh − χϕϕh,vvvh,

κ

2

(
I−G′δ(Bh)

)))
= −|||H

h(ϕh, µh, σh,vvvh,Bh)|||
R

·
(
‖µh‖2h +

∥∥∥ϕh
∆t
− 2µh

∥∥∥2

h
+ ‖χσσh − χϕϕh‖2h + ‖vvvh‖2L2 +

κ

2

∫
Ω

Ih
[
Bh : (I−G′δ(Bh))] dx

)
≤ −C |||H

h(ϕh, µh, σh,vvvh,Bh)|||
R

(
min

{
1, h

d
2R−1

}
|||f(ϕh, µh, σh,vvvh,Bh)|||2 − 1

)
,
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where, in the last step, we used (3.29h) and argued like in (4.47). Therefore, with (4.46) and with R > 0
large enough, we obtain(

Hh(ϕh, µh, σh,vvvh,Bh),
(
µh,

ϕh
∆t
− 2µh, χσσh − χσσh,vvvh,

κ

2

(
I−G′δ(Bh)

)))
< 0,

which yields a contradiction. Hence, if R > 0 is large enough, the mapping Hh ◦ f−1 possesses a zero
(ζh, %h, ξh,wwwh,Ch) in BhR. Moreover, (ϕh, µh, σh,vvvh,Bh) = f−1(ζh, %h, ξh,wwwh,Ch) corresponds to a solution
of our problem.

To obtain the existence of a discrete pressure pnh ∈ Sh and therefore to justify (4.23e), we proceed as
follows. Equation (4.23e) defines a linear functional Vh → R which vanishes on Vh,div. The existence of a
unique pressure pnh ∈ Sh∩L2

0(Ω) follows directly from, e.g., [34, Chap. I, Lem 4.1] or [13, Lem. 4.2] on noting
the discrete LBB stability condition (4.2) of the discrete velocity–pressure spaces.

The stability result (4.29) follows from Lemma 4.7. This proves the theorem.

4.5 Existence of unregularized discrete solutions

Now let us consider a finite element approximation of (PPPα) without the regularization parameter δ and with
a positive definite discrete Cauchy–Green tensor.

Problem (PPP∆t
α,h):

For given discrete initial and boundary data satisfying (4.14) and n ∈ {1, ..., NT }, find the discrete solution
(ϕnh, µ

n
h, σ

n
h , p

n
h,vvv

n
h,Bnh) ∈ (Sh)4×Vh×Wh,PD which satisfies, for any (ζh, %h, ξh, qh,wwwh,Ch) ∈ (Sh)4×Vh×Wh:

0 =

∫
Ω

Ih
[(ϕnh − ϕn−1

h

∆t
− Γnϕ,h

)
ζh

]
+ Ih[m(ϕn−1

h )]∇µnh · ∇ζh − ϕn−1
h vvvnh · ∇ζh dx, (4.48a)

0 =

∫
Ω

Ih
[(
− µnh +Aψ′1(ϕnh) +Aψ′2(ϕn−1

h )− χϕσnh
)
%h

]
+B∇ϕnh · ∇%h dx, (4.48b)

0 =

∫
Ω

Ih
[(σnh − σn−1

h

∆t
+ Γnσ,h

)
ξh

]
+ Ih[n(ϕn−1

h )]∇(χσσ
n
h − χϕϕnh) · ∇ξh − σn−1

h vvvnh · ∇ξh dx

+

∫
∂Ω

Ih
[
K(σnh − σn∞,h)ξh

]
dHd−1, (4.48c)

0 =

∫
Ω

div (vvvnh) qh dx, (4.48d)

0 =

∫
Ω

vvvnh − vvvn−1
h

∆t
·wwwh +

1

2

((
vvvn−1
h · ∇

)
vvvnh
)
·wwwh −

1

2
vvvnh ·

((
vvvn−1
h · ∇

)
wwwh

)
+ 2Ih[η(ϕn−1

h )]D(vvvnh) : D(wwwh) dx

+

∫
Ω

κ(Bnh − I) : ∇wwwh − div (wwwh) pnh +
(
ϕn−1
h ∇µnh + σn−1

h ∇(χσσ
n
h − χϕϕnh)

)
·wwwh dx, (4.48e)

0 =

∫
Ω

Ih
[(Bnh − Bn−1

h

∆t
+

κ

τ(ϕn−1
h )

(Bnh − I)
)

: Ch
]
− 2∇vvvnh : Ih

[
ChBnh

]
+ α∇Bnh : ∇Ch dx

−
∫

Ω

d∑
i,j=1

[vvvn−1
h ]iΛi,j(Bnh) : ∂xjCh dx. (4.48f)

Here, the nonlinear function Λi,j(Ch) for Ch ∈ Wh,PD is defined similarly to Λδ,i,j(C̃h) for C̃h ∈ Wh,
see [6, Rem. 5.1]. Moreover, the analogues of (4.21),(4.22) without δ-regularization follow with the same
arguments. In particular, for k ∈ {1, ..., Nk}, it holds

d∑
j=1

Λi,j(Bh) : ∂xjIh
[
B−1
h

]
= −∂xiIh

[
Tr(lnBh)

]
on Kk, (4.49)

‖Λi,j(Bh)‖L∞(Ω) ≤ C‖Bh‖L∞(Ω) ∀ Bh ∈ Wh,PD. (4.50)
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Here we note that Hδ(G
′
δ(s))→ ln(s−1) = − ln(s) and βδ(s)→ s for all s > 0, as δ → 0.

Now we define the unregularized energy Fh : Sh × Sh × Vh ×Wh,PD → R of the problem (PPP∆t
α,h) by

Fh(ϕh, σh,vvvh,Bh) =

∫
Ω

Ih
[
Aψ(ϕh) +

χσ
2
|σh|2 + χϕσh(1− ϕh) +

κ

2
Tr
(
Bh − ln(Bh)

)]
dx

+

∫
Ω

B

2
|∇ϕh|2 +

1

2
|vvvh|2 dx,

(4.51)

for all (ϕh, σh,vvvh,Bh) ∈ Sh × Sh × Vh ×Wh,PD.
Next, we obtain existence and stability of solutions to the problem (PPP∆t

α,h) by passing to the limit δ → 0 in

the regularized discrete problem (PPP∆t
α,δ,h) and in the a priori bounds (4.29). This can be achieved analogously

to [6, Thm. 5.2]. We remark that the positive definiteness of the discrete Cauchy–Green tensor for the problem
(PPP∆t

α,h) is guaranteed as we can control the negative eigenvalues and the inverse of the discrete Cauchy–Green

tensor from the δ-regularized problem (PPP∆t
α,δ,h), which is due to (4.29). Moreover, as we have no control over

the pressure of the regularized problem (PPP∆t
α,δ,h), the existence of a pressure for the problem (PPP∆t

α,h) can still
be established with the discrete LBB stability condition (4.2).

Theorem 4.9 (Solutions to the unregularized discrete problem). Let (A1)–(A5) hold. Suppose that the
discrete initial and boundary data satisfy (4.14) and assume that ∆t < ∆t∗, where ∆t∗ is defined in (4.43).
Then, for all n ∈ {1, ..., NT }, there exists at least one solution (ϕnh, µ

n
h, σ

n
h , p

n
h,vvv

n
h,Bnh) ∈ (Sh)4×Vh×Wh,PD

to the unregularized discrete problem (PPP∆t
α,h) with Bnh being positive definite. Moreover, all solutions of (PPP∆t

α,h)
are stable in the sense that

max
n=1,...,NT

(
‖ϕnh‖2H1 + ‖σnh‖2L2 + ‖vvvnh‖2L2 +

∥∥Ih[ |Bnh| ]∥∥L1

)
+

NT∑
n=1

(
‖∇ϕnh −∇ϕn−1

h ‖2L2 + ‖σnh − σn−1
h ‖2L2 + ‖vvvnh − vvvn−1

h ‖2L2

)
+ ∆t

NT∑
n=1

(
‖µnh‖2H1 + ‖∇σnh‖2L2 + ‖σnh‖2L2(∂Ω) + ‖∇vvvnh‖2L2 +

∫
Ω

Ih
[

Tr
(
Bnh + [Bnh]−1 − 2I

)]
dx
)

≤ C(T )
(

1 +
∣∣Fh(ϕ0

h, σ
0
h,vvv

0
h,B0

h)
∣∣+ ∆t

NT∑
n=1

‖σn∞,h‖2L2(∂Ω)

)
≤ C(T ),

(4.52)

where the constants C(T ) > 0 are independent of h,∆t, α but depend exponentially on T .

4.6 Improving the regularity results in arbitrary dimensions

In the following, we derive higher order estimates for discrete solution of (PPP∆t
α,h) in arbitrary dimensions

d ∈ {2, 3}. For the next steps, we require the L2 projectors Ph : V → Vh,div and Qh : H1(Ω)→ Sh defined
by ∫

Ω

Phvvv ·wwwh dx =

∫
Ω

vvv ·wwwh dx ∀ wwwh ∈ Vh,div, (4.53)∫
Ω

Ih
[
Qh%ζh

]
dx =

∫
Ω

%ζh dx ∀ ζh ∈ Sh, (4.54)

which fulfill, as Ω is convex and the family {Th}h>0 is quasi-uniform, that

‖Phvvv‖H1 ≤ C‖vvv‖H1 ∀ vvv ∈ V, (4.55)

‖Qhζ‖H1 ≤ C‖ζ‖H1 ∀ ζ ∈ H1(Ω), (4.56)

see, e.g., [6] and references therein. Analogously to (4.54), we also introduce a matrix valued projection
operator Qh : H1(Ω;Rd×dS )→Wh which fulfills a stability estimate corresponding to (4.56), see [6].

Now, we improve the regularity for the order parameter and the nutrient.
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Lemma 4.10. Let (A1)–(A5) hold. Suppose that the discrete initial and boundary data satisfy (4.14) and
let ∆t < ∆t∗, where ∆t∗ is defined in (4.43). Then, in addition to (4.52), all solutions of (PPP∆t

α,h) fulfill for
any l ∈ {1, ..., NT },

∆t

NT∑
n=1

(
‖∆hϕ

n
h‖2L2 +

∥∥∥∥ϕnh − ϕn−1
h

∆t

∥∥∥∥2

(H1)′
+

∥∥∥∥σnh − σn−1
h

∆t

∥∥∥∥4/d

(H1)′

)
≤ C(T ), (4.57a)

∆t

NT−l∑
n=0

‖ϕn+l
h − ϕnh‖2L2 ≤ C(T )l∆t, (4.57b)

where the constants C(T ) are independent of α, h,∆t, but depend exponentially on T .

Proof. The first estimate in (4.57a) can easily be shown by choosing %h = ∆hϕ
n
h in (4.48b) and using (4.15),

(A4), (4.14), (4.52), (4.9) together with Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities.
For the reader’s convenience, we show the third estimate in (4.57a) and we note that the second estimate

in (4.57a) follows with similar arguments. Let ξ ∈ H1(Ω). Then, on choosing ξh = Qhξ ∈ Sh in (4.48c) and
noting (4.54), we obtain∫

Ω

(σnh − σn−1
h

∆t

)
ξ dx =

∫
Ω

Ih
[(σnh − σn−1

h

∆t

)
Qhξ

]
dx =

∫
Ω

σn−1
h vvvnh · ∇Qhξ − Ih

[
Γσ(ϕnh, σ

n
h)Qhξ

]
dx

−
∫

Ω

Ih
[
n(ϕn−1

h )
](
χσ∇σnh − χϕ∇ϕnh

)
· ∇Qhξ dx+

∫
∂Ω

KIh
[
(σn∞,h − σnh)Qhξ

]
dHd−1.

Hence, on noting (4.56), (4.9), (4.10), (A2), Hölder’s inequality and the trace theorem, we get∣∣∣∣∫
Ω

(σnh − σn−1
h

∆t

)
ξ dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(1 + ‖ϕnh‖H1 + ‖σnh‖H1 + ‖vvvnhσn−1
h ‖L2 + ‖σn∞,h‖L2(∂Ω)

)
‖ξ‖H1 .

By Hölder’s inequality, a Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequality and the Sobolev embedding H1(Ω) ↪→ Lq(Ω) with
1 ≤ q ≤ 6 for d ∈ {2, 3}, we receive

‖vvvnhσn−1
h ‖L2

{
≤ C‖σn−1

h ‖L4‖vvvnh‖L4 ≤ C‖σn−1
h ‖1/2L2 ‖σn−1

h ‖1/2H1 ‖vvvnh‖
1/2
L2 ‖vvvnh‖

1/2
H1 , if d = 2,

≤ C‖σn−1
h ‖L3‖vvvnh‖L6 ≤ C‖σn−1

h ‖1/2L2 ‖σn−1
h ‖1/2H1 ‖vvvnh‖H1 , if d = 3.

This leads to

∆t

NT∑
n=1

∥∥∥∥σnh − σn−1
h

∆t

∥∥∥∥
4
d

(H1)′
≤ C∆t

NT∑
n=1

(
1 + ‖ϕnh‖H1 + ‖σnh‖H1 + ‖vvvnhσn−1

h ‖L2 + ‖σn∞,h‖L2(∂Ω)

) 4
d

,

where the right-hand side is bounded due to (4.52), (4.14) and Hölder’s inequality. This shows the third
estimate in (4.57a).

Next, we set ζh = ∆t(ϕm+l
h − ϕmh ) in (4.48a), where m ∈ {0, ..., NT − l} and l ∈ {1, ..., NT }, to obtain

0 =

∫
Ω

Ih
[(
ϕnh − ϕn−1

h −∆tΓnϕ,h

)
(ϕm+l
h − ϕmh )

]
+ ∆t

(
Ih[m(ϕn−1

h )]∇µnh − ϕn−1
h vvvnh

)
· ∇(ϕm+l

h − ϕmh ) dx.

Summing from n = m+ 1, ...,m+ l gives

0 =

∫
Ω

Ih
[ ∣∣ϕm+l

h − ϕmh
∣∣2 ] dx−∆t

m+l∑
n=m+1

∫
Ω

Ih
[
(ϕm+l
h − ϕmh )Γnϕ,h

]
dx

+ ∆t

m+l∑
n=m+1

∫
Ω

(
Ih
[
m(ϕn−1

h )
]
∇µnh · ∇(ϕm+l

h − ϕmh )− ϕn−1
h vvvnh · ∇(ϕm+l

h − ϕmh )
)

dx,
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which yields on noting (4.9), (A2), (A3), Hölder’s inequality, Sobolev embedding H1(Ω) ↪→ Lq(Ω) with
1 ≤ q ≤ 6 for d ∈ {2, 3}, (4.52) and (4.14), that

‖ϕm+l
h − ϕmh ‖2L2 ≤ C∆t

m+l∑
n=m+1

(
‖Γϕ(ϕnh, σ

n
h ,Bnh)‖L2 + ‖∇µnh‖L2 + ‖ϕn−1

h ‖L6‖vvvnh‖L3

)
‖ϕm+l

h − ϕmh ‖H1

≤ C∆t

m+l∑
n=m+1

(
1 + ‖ϕnh‖L2 + ‖σnh‖L2 + ‖∇µnh‖L2 + ‖ϕn−1

h ‖H1‖vvvnh‖H1

)
‖ϕm+l

h − ϕmh ‖H1

≤ C(T )∆t

l∑
k=1

(
1 + ‖∇µm+k

h ‖L2 + ‖vvvm+k
h ‖H1

)
‖ϕm+l

h − ϕmh ‖H1 .

Multiplying both sides by ∆t, summing from m = 0, ..., NT − l, applying Hölder’s inequality and noting
(4.52) and (4.14) leads to

∆t

NT−l∑
m=0

‖ϕm+l
h − ϕmh ‖2L2 ≤ C(T )(∆t)2

l∑
k=1

NT−l∑
m=0

(
1 + ‖∇µm+k

h ‖L2 + ‖vvvm+k
h ‖H1

)
‖ϕm+l

h − ϕmh ‖H1

≤ C(T )∆t

l∑
k=1

1 +

(
∆t

NT−l∑
m=0

‖∇µm+k
h ‖2L2

) 1
2

+

(
∆t

NT−l∑
m=0

‖vvvm+k
h ‖2H1

) 1
2

(∆t

NT−l∑
m=0

‖ϕm+l
h − ϕmh ‖2H1

) 1
2

≤ C(T )l∆t.

This proves the lemma.

4.7 Improving the regularity results in two dimensions

The next result contains ideas of [6, Thm. 7.1]. We provide a regularity result for the left Cauchy–Green
tensor in two space dimensions, supposed that a CFL condition for the time step size is fulfilled. The
restriction to two space dimensions is due to a Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequality for d = 2.

Lemma 4.11. Let (A1)–(A6) hold true. Suppose that the discrete initial and boundary data satisfy (4.14)
and assume

∆t ≤ min{∆t∗, c∗(T )α2h2}, (4.58)

where ∆t∗ is defined in (4.43) and c∗(T ) > 0 is a (probably very small) constant which is independent of
α, h,∆t but can depend on T . Then, in addition to (4.52), (4.57a), (4.57b), the following bound holds for all
solutions of (PPP∆t

α,h):

max
n=1,...,NT

‖Bnh‖2L2 +

NT∑
n=1

(
‖Bnh − Bn−1

h ‖2L2 + ∆t‖∇Bnh‖2L2 + ∆t

∥∥∥∥Bnh − Bn−1
h

∆t

∥∥∥∥4/3

(H1)′

)
≤ C(T, α−1), (4.59)

where the constant C(T, α−1) > 0 is independent of h,∆t, but depends exponentially on T, α−1.

Proof. On choosing Ch = Bnh in (4.48f), it follows from (4.27), (A3), Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities that

1

2
‖Bnh‖2h +

1

2
‖Bnh − Bn−1

h ‖2h + ∆t
κ

2τ1
‖Bnh‖2h + ∆tα‖∇Bnh‖2L2

≤ 1

2
‖Bn−1

h ‖2h + ∆t
κ

4τ1
‖Bnh‖2h + C∆t

(
1 + ‖∇vvvnh‖L2

∥∥∥Ih[ |Bnh|2 ]∥∥∥
L2

+ ‖vvvn−1
h ‖L4 max

i,j=1,2
‖Λi,j(Bnh)‖L4‖∇Bnh‖L2

)
.

(4.60)

A calculation from [6, Thm. 7.1] and a Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequality for d = 2 yield∥∥∥Ih[ |Bnh|2 ]∥∥∥2

L2
+ max
i,j=1,2

‖Λi,j(Bnh)‖4L4 ≤ C‖Bnh‖4L4 ≤ C‖Bnh‖2L2‖Bnh‖2H1 . (4.61)
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It follows from a Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequality for d = 2, (4.52), (4.14c) and the Poincaré inequality that

‖vvvn−1
h ‖L4 ≤ C‖vvvn−1

h ‖1/2L2 ‖vvvn−1
h ‖1/2H1 ≤ C(T )‖∇vvvn−1

h ‖1/2L2 . (4.62)

Combining (4.60)–(4.62) gives together with (4.9), (4.52) and a (generalized) Young’s inequality that

‖Bnh‖2L2 + ‖Bnh − Bn−1
h ‖2L2 + ∆t

κ

2τ1
‖Bnh‖2L2 + 2∆tα‖∇Bnh‖2L2

≤ C‖Bn−1
h ‖2L2 + C(T )∆t

(
1 + ‖∇vvvnh‖L2‖Bnh‖L2‖Bnh‖H1 + ‖∇vvvn−1

h ‖1/2L2 ‖Bnh‖
1/2
L2 ‖Bnh‖

3/2
H1

)
≤ C‖Bn−1

h ‖2L2 + ∆tmin

{
κ

4τ1
, α

}
‖Bnh‖2H1 + C(T )∆t+ C(T )α−2∆t

(
‖∇vvvnh‖2L2 + ‖∇vvvn−1

h ‖2L2

)
‖Bnh‖2L2 .

Summing from n = 1, ...,m, where m ∈ {1, ..., NT } and absorbing the terms with index n = m to the
left-hand side yields(

1− C(T )α−2∆t
(
‖∇vvvmh ‖2L2 + ‖∇vvvm−1

h ‖2L2

))
‖Bmh ‖2L2 +

m∑
n=1

(
‖Bnh − Bn−1

h ‖2L2 + ∆tmin

{
κ

4τ1
, α

}
‖Bnh‖2H1

)
≤ C(T )

(
‖B0

h‖2L2 + 1
)

+ C(T )α−2∆t

m−1∑
n=1

(
‖∇vvvnh‖2L2 + ‖∇vvvn−1

h ‖2L2

)
‖Bnh‖2L2 .

(4.63)

On noting (4.6), (4.52) and (4.14c), we obtain

‖∇vvvmh ‖2L2 + ‖∇vvvm−1
h ‖2L2 ≤ Ch−2

(
‖vvvmh ‖2L2 + ‖vvvm−1

h ‖2L2

)
≤ C(T )h−2.

Hence, if ∆t ≤ min{∆t∗, c∗(T )α2h2} for a (probably very small) constant c∗(T ) > 0 which depends on T but
not on h,∆t, α, then the coefficient of ‖Bmh ‖2L2 on the left-hand side of (4.63) is positive. Then, we deduce
from a discrete Gronwall argument (i.e. Lemma 4.6) that

‖Bmh ‖2L2 +

m∑
n=1

(
‖Bnh − Bn−1

h ‖2L2 + ∆tmin
{ κ

4τ
, α
}
‖Bnh‖2H1

)
≤ C(T )

(
‖B0

h‖2L2 + 1
)

exp
(
C(T )α−2∆t

NT∑
n=1

(
‖∇vvvnh‖2L2 + ‖∇vvvn−1

h ‖2L2

))
.

Applying (4.14c), (4.14d) and (4.52) proves the first three bounds in (4.59).
Let Ch ∈ Wh. Then, a straightforward calculation yields on noting Hölder’s inequality, a Gagliardo–

Nirenberg inequality and (4.59) that∣∣∣∣∫
Ω

∇vvvnh : Ih
[
ChBnh

]
dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C‖Ch‖L4‖Bnh‖L4‖∇vvvnh‖L2 ≤ C‖Ch‖H1‖Bnh‖
1/2
L2 ‖Bnh‖

1/2
H1 ‖vvvnh‖H1

≤ C(T, α−1)‖Ch‖H1‖Bnh‖
1/2
H1 ‖vvvnh‖H1 .

(4.64)

Further, it holds with Hölder’s inequality, (4.61), (4.52), (4.14c), (4.59) and a Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequality
that ∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫
Ω

2∑
i,j=1

[vvvn−1
h ]iΛi,j(Bnh) : ∂xjCh dx

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C‖vvvn−1
h ‖L4 max

i,j=1,2
‖Λi,j(Bnh)‖L4‖∇Ch‖L2

≤ C‖vvvn−1
h ‖1/2L2 ‖vvvn−1

h ‖1/2H1 ‖Bnh‖
1/2
L2 ‖Bnh‖

1/2
H1 ‖Ch‖H1

≤ C(T, α−1)‖vvvn−1
h ‖1/2H1 ‖Bnh‖

1/2
H1 ‖Ch‖H1 .

(4.65)
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Let C ∈ H1(Ω;Rd×dS ). On choosing Ch = QhC ∈ Wh in (4.48f), we obtain on noting (4.54) and Hölder’s
inequality, that∫

Ω

(Bnh − Bn−1
h

∆t

)
: Cdx =

∫
Ω

Ih
[(Bnh − Bn−1

h

∆t

)
: QhC

]
dx =

∫
Ω

Ih
[

κ

τ(ϕn−1
h )

(I− Bnh) : QhC
]

dx

+

∫
Ω

2∇vvvnh : Ih
[
QhCBnh

]
− α∇Bnh : ∇QhC +

d∑
i,j=1

[vvvn−1
h ]iΛi,j(Bnh) : ∂xjQhC dx,

which, on noting (4.56), (4.64) and (4.65), yields∣∣∣∣∫
Ω

(Bnh − Bn−1
h

∆t

)
: C dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(T, α−1)
(

1 + ‖Bnh‖H1 + ‖Bnh‖
1/2
H1 ‖vvvnh‖H1 + ‖vvvn−1

h ‖1/2H1 ‖Bnh‖
1/2
H1

)
‖C‖H1 .

This yields

∆t

NT∑
n=1

∥∥∥∥Bnh − Bn−1
h

∆t

∥∥∥∥4/3

(H1)′
≤ C(T, α−1)∆t

NT∑
n=1

(
1 + ‖Bnh‖

4/3
H1 + ‖Bnh‖

2/3
H1 ‖vvvnh‖

4/3
H1 + ‖vvvn−1

h ‖2/3H1 ‖Bnh‖
2/3
H1

)
On noting (4.52), (4.14c), the first and the third bounds in (4.59) and a Hölder inequality, we obtain the
last bound in (4.59).

Now we have more control over the left Cauchy–Green tensor. This makes it possible to prove a regularity
result for the discrete time derivative for the velocity.

First, we introduce the Helmholtz–Stokes operator S : V′ → V such that Suuu is the unique solution to
the Helmholtz–Stokes problem∫

Ω

(Suuu) ·www +∇(Suuu) : ∇www dx = 〈uuu,www〉V ∀ www ∈ V, (4.66)

where 〈·, ·〉V denotes the duality pairing between V′ and V. We remark that ‖S·‖H1 and ‖·‖V′ are equivalent
norms on V′, see, e.g., [11].

Lemma 4.12. Let (A1)–(A6) hold. Suppose that the discrete initial and boundary data satisfy (4.14) and
that the CFL constraint (4.58) holds. Then, in addition to (4.52), (4.57a), (4.57b), (4.59), all solutions of
(PPP∆t

α,h) fulfill

∆t

NT∑
n=1

∥∥∥∥S (vvvnh − vvvn−1
h

∆t

)∥∥∥∥
4
3

H1

≤ C(T, α−1), (4.67)

where the constant C(T, α−1) > 0 is depending exponentially on T, α−1, but is independent of h,∆t.

Proof. On choosing wwwh = Ph
[
S
(vvvnh−vvvn−1

h

∆t

)]
∈ Vh,div ⊂ Vh in (4.48e), we obtain on noting (4.66), (4.53),

(4.55), Hölder’s inequality and Young’s inequality, that∥∥∥∥S (vvvnh − vvvn−1
h

∆t

)∥∥∥∥2

H1

=

∫
Ω

vvvnh − vvvn−1
h

∆t
· Ph

[
S
(

vvvnh − vvvn−1
h

∆t

)]
dx

=

∫
Ω

−1

2

((
vvvn−1
h · ∇

)
vvvnh
)
· Ph

[
S
(

vvvnh − vvvn−1
h

∆t

)]
+

1

2
vvvnh ·

((
vvvn−1
h · ∇

)
Ph
[
S
(

vvvnh − vvvn−1
h

∆t

)])
dx

−
∫

Ω

2Ih[η(ϕn−1
h )]D(vvvnh) : D

(
Ph
[
S
(

vvvnh − vvvn−1
h

∆t

)])
+ κIh

[
Bnh − I

]
: ∇Ph

[
S
(

vvvnh − vvvn−1
h

∆t

)]
dx

−
∫

Ω

(
ϕn−1
h ∇µnh + σn−1

h ∇(χσσ
n
h − χϕϕnh)

)
· Ph

[
S
(

vvvnh − vvvn−1
h

∆t

)]
dx
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≤ 1

2

∥∥∥∥S (vvvnh − vvvn−1
h

∆t

)∥∥∥∥2

H1

+
(

1 + ‖Bnh‖2L2 + ‖∇vvvnh‖2L2 +
∥∥∣∣vvvn−1

h

∣∣ |vvvnh|∥∥2

L2 +
∥∥∣∣vvvn−1

h

∣∣ |∇vvvnh|
∥∥2

L4/3

+ ‖ϕn−1
h ∇µnh + σn−1

h ∇(χσσ
n
h − χϕϕnh)‖2(H1)′

)
.

With Hölder’s inequality, a Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequality for d = 2, (4.52), (4.14c), the Poincaré inequality
and Young’s inequality, we obtain∥∥∣∣vvvn−1

h

∣∣ |vvvnh|∥∥2

L2 ≤ C‖vvvn−1
h ‖2L4‖vvvnh‖2L4 ≤ C‖vvvn−1

h ‖L2‖vvvn−1
h ‖H1‖vvvnh‖L2‖vvvnh‖H1

≤ C(T )
(
‖∇vvvnh‖2L2 + ‖∇vvvn−1

h ‖2L2

)
,

and, with similar arguments,∥∥∣∣vvvn−1
h

∣∣ |∇vvvnh|
∥∥2

L4/3 ≤ C(T )
(
‖∇vvvn−1

h ‖3L2 + ‖∇vvvnh‖3L2

)
,

which leads to∥∥∥∥S (vvvnh − vvvn−1
h

∆t

)∥∥∥∥2

H1

≤ C(T )
(

1 + ‖Bnh‖2L2 + ‖∇vvvnh‖2L2 + ‖∇vvvn−1
h ‖2L2 + ‖∇vvvnh‖3L2

+ ‖∇vvvn−1
h ‖3L2 + ‖ϕn−1

h ∇µnh + σn−1
h ∇(χσσ

n
h − χϕϕnh)‖2(H1)′

)
.

(4.68)

Next, we need an estimate for the last term in (4.68). Let www ∈ H1(Ω;Rd). On noting Hölder’s inequality,
Sobolev embedding along with a Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequality, (4.52) and (4.14b), we obtain∣∣∣∣∫

Ω

σn−1
h ∇(χσσ

n
h − χϕϕnh) ·www dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C‖σn−1
h ‖L4

(
‖∇σnh‖L2 + ‖∇ϕnh‖L2

)
‖www‖L4

≤ C‖σn−1
h ‖1/2L2 ‖σn−1

h ‖1/2H1

(
‖σnh‖H1 + ‖ϕnh‖H1

)
‖www‖H1

≤ C(T )‖σn−1
h ‖1/2H1

(
‖σnh‖H1 + 1

)
‖www‖H1 .

This yields

∆t

NT∑
n=1

∥∥σn−1
h ∇(χσσ

n
h − χϕϕnh)

∥∥4/3

(H1)′
≤ C(T )∆t

NT∑
n=1

(
‖σnh‖H1 + 1

)2/3‖σn−1
h ‖4/3H1 ,

where the right-hand side is bounded due to a Hölder inequality, (4.52) and (4.14b). From similar arguments,
we deduce

∆t

NT∑
n=1

‖ϕn−1
h ∇µnh‖2(H1)′ ≤ C(T ).

Taking the 2
3 power on both sides of (4.68), multiplying by ∆t and summing from n = 1, ..., NT , we then get

∆t

NT∑
n=1

∥∥∥∥S (vvvnh − vvvn−1
h

∆t

)∥∥∥∥4/3

H1

≤ C(T )∆t

NT∑
n=1

(
1 + ‖Bnh‖

4/3
L2 + ‖∇vvvnh‖

4/3
L2 + ‖∇vvvn−1

h ‖4/3L2 + ‖∇vvvnh‖2L2

+ ‖∇vvvn−1
h ‖2L2 + ‖ϕn−1

h ∇µnh + σn−1
h ∇(χσσ

n
h − χϕϕnh)‖4/3(H1)′

)
.

This leads to (4.67), on noting (4.52), (4.59), (4.14), Hölder’s inequality and the calculations from above.

At this point, we note that the bound (4.67) is not useful to apply common compactness techniques based
on Aubin–Lions. The problem is that the discrete velocity belongs to Vh,div ⊂ H1

0 (Ω;Rd), but Vh,div is no
subspace of V, as the discrete velocity is only divergence-free with respect to the ansatz space Sh. Moreover,
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H1
0 (Ω;Rd) is compactly embedded in L2(Ω;Rd), but there exists no injective mapping from L2(Ω;Rd) into

V′. This is why Aubin–Lions cannot be applied here.
However, there are other techniques one can use for the velocity, see, e.g., [6, 7, 36]. In this work, we

follow the strategy of Metzger [49] which is based on [5] and we introduce the orthogonal Stokes projector
Rh : Vh,div → V by ∫

Ω

∇Rhvvvh : ∇www dx =

∫
Ω

∇vvvh : ∇www dx ∀ www ∈ V. (4.69)

For any vvvh ∈ Vh,div, it holds (cf. [36])

‖Rhvvvh‖H1 ≤ C‖vvvh‖H1 , (4.70a)

‖Rhvvvh − vvvh‖L2 ≤ Ch‖div (vvvh)‖L2 , (4.70b)

‖Rhvvvh‖V′ ≤ C
(
h‖div (vvvh)‖L2 + ‖vvvh‖V′

)
. (4.70c)

The following result is based on the bounds (4.70c), (4.52) and (4.67).

Lemma 4.13. Let (A1)–(A6) hold. Suppose that the discrete initial and boundary data satisfy (4.14) and
that the CFL constraint (4.58) holds. Then, there exists a constant C(T, α−1) > 0 depending exponentially
on T, α−1 but not on h,∆t, such that, in addition to (4.52), (4.57a), (4.57b), (4.59), (4.67), all solutions of
(PPP∆t

α,h) satisfy for all l ∈ {1, ..., NT },

∆t

NT−l∑
n=0

‖Rhvvvn+l
h −Rhvvvnh‖2V′ ≤ C(T, α−1)

(
l
3
4 ∆t+ h2

)
. (4.71)

Proof. It follows from (4.70c) that

∆t

NT−l∑
n=0

‖Rhvvvn+l
h −Rhvvvnh‖2V′ ≤ C∆t

NT−l∑
n=0

(
‖vvvn+l
h − vvvnh‖2V′ + h2‖div

(
vvvn+l
h − vvvnh

)
‖2L2

)
=: I + II.

On applying a Hölder’s inequality, we obtain for the first term

I ≤ C
(

∆t

NT−l∑
n=0

‖vvvn+l
h − vvvnh‖

4
3

V′

) 3
4
(

∆t

NT−l∑
n=0

‖vvvn+l
h − vvvnh‖4L2

) 1
4

,

where the second term on the right-hand side is bounded due to (4.52). By a triangle inequality and (4.67),
we get

∆t

NT−l∑
n=0

‖vvvn+l
h − vvvnh‖

4
3

V′ ≤ C∆t

l∑
m=1

NT−l∑
n=0

(∆t)
4
3

∥∥∥∥vvvn+m
h − vvvn+m−1

h

∆t

∥∥∥∥
4
3

V′
≤ C(T, α−1)l(∆t)

4
3 ,

which yields I ≤ C(T, α−1)l
3
4 ∆t. Moreover, it holds by (4.52) that II ≤ C(T )h2. This shows the result.

4.8 Passage to the limit and convergence to a weak solution

In the following, we prove that there exists a weak solution of (PPPα) in the sense of Definition 3.2 which is
obtained from converging subsequences of discrete solutions of (PPP∆t

α,h) by passing to the limit (h,∆t)→ (0, 0).
For future reference, we recall the following compactness results from [53, Sect. 8, Cor. 4 and Thm. 5].

Let X,Y, Z be Banach spaces with a compact embedding X ↪→↪→ Y and a continuous embedding Y ↪→ Z.
Let 1 ≤ p <∞ and r > 1. Then, the following embeddings are compact:

{η ∈ Lp(0, T ;X) | ∂tη ∈ L1(0, T ;Z)} ↪→↪→ Lp(0, T ;Y ), (4.72a)

{η ∈ L∞(0, T ;X) | ∂tη ∈ Lr(0, T ;Z)} ↪→↪→ C([0, T ];Y ). (4.72b)

46



Moreover, let F be a bounded subset in Lp(0, T ;X) with

lim
θ→0
‖η(·+ θ)− η(·)‖Lp(0,T ;Z) = 0 uniformly for η ∈ F. (4.72c)

Then F is relatively compact in Lp(0, T ;Y ) if 1 ≤ p <∞ and in C([0, T ];Y ) if p =∞, respectively.
Furthermore, we recall the following “compactness by perturbation” result from Azérad and Guillén-

González [5] which provides strong convergence for subsequences of the discrete velocity. Let X,Y, Z be like
before. Let {fε}ε>0 be a family of functions which is bounded in Lp(0, T ;X) with 1 ≤ p <∞ such that

‖fε(·+ θ)− fε(·)‖Lp(0,T ;Z) ≤ g1(θ) + g2(ε), (4.72d)

with g1(θ) → 0 as θ → 0 and g2(ε) → 0 as ε → 0. Then, the family {fε}ε>0 possesses a cluster point in
Lp(0, T ;Y ) as ε→ 0.

Let us introduce the following notation for affine linear and piecewise constant extensions of time discrete
function an(·), n = 0, ..., NT :

a∆t(·, t) :=
t− tn−1

∆t
an(·) +

tn − t
∆t

an−1(·) t ∈ [tn−1, tn], n ∈ {1, ..., NT }, (4.73)

a∆t,+(·, t) := an(·), a∆t,−(·, t) := an−1(·) t ∈ (tn−1, tn], n ∈ {1, ..., NT }. (4.74)

Let us note that we write a∆t,± for results that hold true for both a∆t,+ and a∆t,−, and we write a∆t(,±) for
results that hold true for a∆t, a∆t,+ and a∆t,−, respectively.

Using this notation, we reformulate the problem (PPP∆t
α,h) continuously in time. Multiplying each equation

by ∆t and summing from n = 1, ..., NT , we obtain for any test functions (ζh, %h, ξh, qh, wwwh, Ch) ∈
(L2(0, T ;Sh))4 × L2(0, T ;Vh)× L2(0, T ;Wh) that

0 =

∫
ΩT

Ih
[(
∂tϕ

∆t
h − Γ∆t,+

ϕ,h

)
ζh

]
+ Ih[m(ϕ∆t,−

h )]∇µ∆t,+
h · ∇ζh − ϕ∆t,−

h vvv∆t,+
h · ∇ζh dx dt, (4.75a)

0 =

∫
ΩT

Ih
[(
− µ∆t,+

h +Aψ′1(ϕ∆t,+
h ) +Aψ′2(ϕ∆t,−

h )− χϕσ∆t,+
h

)
%h

]
+B∇ϕ∆t,+

h · ∇%h dxdt, (4.75b)

0 =

∫
ΩT

Ih
[(
∂tσ

∆t
h + Γ∆t,+

σ,h

)
ξh

]
+ Ih[n(ϕ∆t,−

h )]∇
(
χσσ

∆t,+
h − χϕϕ∆t,+

h

)
· ∇ξh − σ∆t,−

h vvv∆t,+
h · ∇ξh dx dt

+

∫ T

0

∫
∂Ω

Ih
[
K
(
σ∆t,+
h − σ∆t,+

∞,h
)
ξh

]
dHd−1 dt, (4.75c)

0 =

∫
ΩT

div
(
vvv∆t,+
h

)
qh dxdt, (4.75d)

0 =

∫
ΩT

∂tvvv
∆t
h ·wwwh +

1

2

((
vvv∆t,−
h · ∇

)
vvv∆t,+
h

)
·wwwh −

1

2
vvv∆t,+
h ·

((
vvv∆t,−
h · ∇

)
wwwh

)
dxdt

+

∫
ΩT

2Ih[η(ϕ∆t,−
h )]D(vvv∆t,+

h ) : D(wwwh) + κ(B∆t,+
h − I) : ∇wwwh − div (wwwh) p∆t,+

h dxdt

+

∫
ΩT

(
ϕ∆t,−
h ∇µ∆t,+

h + σ∆t,−
h ∇

(
χσσ

∆t,+
h − χϕϕ∆t,+

h

))
·wwwh dxdt, (4.75e)

0 =

∫
ΩT

Ih
[(
∂tB∆t

h +
κ

τ(ϕ∆t,−
h )

(B∆t,+
h − I)

)
: Ch

]
− 2∇vvv∆t,+

h : Ih
[
ChB∆t,+

h

]
dx dt

+

∫
ΩT

α∇B∆t,+
h : ∇Ch −

d∑
i,j=1

[vvv∆t,−
h ]iΛi,j(B∆t,+

h ) : ∂xjCh dx dt, (4.75f)

subject to the initial conditions ϕ∆t
h (0) = ϕ0

h, σ∆t
h (0) = σ0

h, vvv∆t
h (0) = vvv0

h and B∆t
h (0) = B0

h, where we write

Γ∆t,+
ϕ,h = Γϕ(ϕ∆t,+

h , σ∆t,+
h ,B∆t,+

h ) and similarly for Γ∆t,+
σ,h .

The following result is a direct consequence of (4.73), (4.74), Theorem 4.9, (4.52), (4.57a), (4.57b), (4.59),
(4.67), (4.71) and (4.14).
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Corollary 4.14. Let (A1)–(A5) hold. Suppose that the discrete initial and boundary data satisfy (4.14).

Moreover, assume that ∆t < ∆t∗, where ∆t∗ is defined in (4.43). Then, there exist functions ϕ
∆t(,±)
h , µ∆t,+

h ,

σ
∆t(,±)
h , p∆t,+

h , vvv
∆t(,±)
h , B∆t(,±)

h solving (4.75a)–(4.75f) and constants C(T ) > 0 depending on T but not on
α, h,∆t, such that

‖ϕ∆t(,±)
h ‖L∞(0,T ;H1) + ‖∆hϕ

∆t(,±)
h ‖L2(0,T ;L2) + ‖∂tϕ∆t

h ‖L2(0,T ;(H1)′) + 1√
∆t
‖ϕ∆t

h − ϕ
∆t,±
h ‖L2(0,T ;H1)

+ ‖µ∆t,+
h ‖L2(0,T ;H1) + ‖σ∆t(,±)

h ‖L∞(0,T ;L2) + ‖σ∆t(,±)
h ‖L2(0,T ;H1) + ‖∂tσ∆t

h ‖L4/d(0,T ;(H1)′)

+ 1√
∆t
‖σ∆t

h − σ
∆t,±
h ‖L2(0,T ;L2) + ‖σ∆t(,±)

h ‖L2(0,T ;L2(∂Ω)) + ‖vvv∆t(,±)
h ‖L∞(0,T ;L2) + ‖vvv∆t(,±)

h ‖L2(0,T ;H1)

+ 1√
∆t
‖vvv∆t
h − vvv∆t,±

h ‖L2(0,T ;L2)

≤ C(T ), (4.76a)

and, for any l ∈ {1, ..., NT },∫ T−l∆t

0

∥∥∥ϕ∆t(,±)
h (·, t+ l∆t)− ϕ∆t(,±)

h (·, t)
∥∥∥2

L2
dt ≤ C(T )l∆t. (4.76b)

Further, if in addition (A6) and the CFL constraint (4.58) hold true, then there exist constants C(T, α−1) > 0
depending on T, α−1 but not on h,∆t, such that

‖S∂tvvv∆t
h ‖L4/3(0,T ;H1) + ‖B∆t(,±)

h ‖L∞(0,T ;L2) + ‖B∆t(,±)
h ‖L2(0,T ;H1) + ‖∂tB∆t

h ‖L4/3(0,T ;(H1)′)

+ 1√
∆t
‖B∆t

h − B∆t,±
h ‖L2(0,T ;L2) ≤ C(T, α−1), (4.76c)

and, for any l ∈ {1, ..., NT },∫ T−l∆t

0

∥∥∥Rhvvv∆t(,±)
h (·, t+ l∆t)−Rhvvv∆t(,±)

h (·, t)
∥∥∥2

V′
dt ≤ C(T, α−1)

(
l
3
4 ∆t+ h2

)
. (4.76d)

We now show that there exist subsequences of discrete solutions which converge to some limit functions,
as (h,∆t)→ 0.

Lemma 4.15 (Converging subsequences). Let (A1)–(A5) hold. Suppose that the discrete initial and bound-
ary data satisfy (4.14) and (4.19). Moreover, assume that ∆t < ∆t∗, where ∆t∗ is defined in (4.43).

Then, there exists a (non-relabeled) subsequence of
{
ϕ

∆t(,±)
h , µ∆t,+

h , σ
∆t(,±)
h , p∆t,+

h ,vvv
∆t(,±)
h ,B∆t(,±)

h

}
h,∆t>0

,

such that (4.75a)–(4.75f) is fulfilled, and functions

ϕ ∈ L∞(0, T ;H1) ∩ L2(0, T ;H2) ∩H1(0, T ; (H1)′), µ ∈ L2(0, T ;H1),

σ ∈ L∞(0, T ;L2) ∩ L2(0, T ;H1) ∩W 1, 4d (0, T ; (H1)′), vvv ∈ L∞(0, T ; H) ∩ L2(0, T ; V),

with ϕ(0) = ϕ0 in L2(Ω) and σ(0) = σ0 in L2(Ω) exist, such that, as (h,∆t)→ (0, 0),

ϕ
∆t(,±)
h → ϕ weakly-∗ in L∞(0, T ;H1), (4.77a)

∂tϕ
∆t
h → ∂tϕ weakly in L2(0, T ; (H1)′), (4.77b)

∆hϕ
∆t(,±)
h → ∆ϕ weakly in L2(0, T ;L2), (4.77c)

ϕ
∆t(,±)
h → ϕ weakly in L2(0, T ;W 1,s), (4.77d)

ϕ
∆t(,±)
h → ϕ strongly in L2(0, T ;C0,γ(Ω)), (4.77e)

µ∆t,+
h → µ weakly in L2(0, T ;H1), (4.78)

σ
∆t(,±)
h → σ weakly-∗ in L∞(0, T ;L2), (4.79a)
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σ
∆t(,±)
h → σ weakly in L2(0, T ;H1), (4.79b)

∂tσ
∆t
h → ∂tσ weakly in L4/d(0, T ; (H1)′), (4.79c)

σ
∆t(,±)
h → σ strongly in L2(0, T ;Lq), (4.79d)

vvv
∆t(,±)
h → vvv weakly-∗ in L∞(0, T ; H), (4.80a)

vvv
∆t(,±)
h → vvv weakly in L2(0, T ; V), (4.80b)

where s ∈
[
2, 2d

d−2

)
, γ ∈

(
0, 4−d

2

)
and q ∈

[
1, 2d

d−2

)
, respectively. Moreover, if in addition (A6) and the CFL

constraint (4.58) holds, then additionally vvv ∈W 1, 43 (0, T ; V′) with vvv(0) = vvv0 in H and there exists a function

B ∈ L∞
(
0, T ;L2(Ω;R2×2

SPD)
)
∩ L2

(
0, T ;H1(Ω;R2×2

S )
)
∩W 1, 43

(
0, T ; (H1(Ω;R2×2

S ))′
)

with B(0) = B0 in L2(Ω;R2×2
S ) and B positive definite a.e. in Ω× (0, T ), such that, as (h,∆t)→ (0, 0),

∂tvvv
∆t
h → ∂tvvv weakly in L4/3(0, T ; V′), (4.80c)

vvv
∆t(,±)
h → vvv strongly in L2(0, T ;Lr(Ω;R2)), (4.80d)

B∆t(,±)
h → B weakly-∗ in L∞

(
0, T ;L2(Ω;R2×2

S )
)
, (4.81a)

B∆t(,±)
h → B weakly in L2

(
0, T ;H1(Ω;R2×2

S )
)
, (4.81b)

∂tB∆t
h → ∂tB weakly in L4/3

(
0, T ; (H1(Ω;R2×2

S ))′
)
, (4.81c)

B∆t(,±)
h → B strongly in L2

(
0, T ;Lp(Ω;R2×2

S )
)
, (4.81d)

where r, p ∈ [1,∞), respectively.

Proof. In the first step, we prove the weak(-∗) convergence results. As it is not clear if subsequences of

ϕ∆t
h , ϕ∆t,+

h and ϕ∆t,−
h converge to the same limit function (and similarly for the other discrete functions),

we note that it follows from (4.76a) that

‖ϕ∆t
h − ϕ

∆t,±
h ‖2L2(0,T ;H1) + ‖σ∆t

h − σ
∆t,±
h ‖2L2(0,T ;L2) + ‖vvv∆t

h − vvv∆t,±
h ‖2L2(0,T ;L2) ≤ C(T )∆t, (4.82)

and, if additionally (A6) and (4.58) are satisfied, it follows from (4.76c) that

‖B∆t
h − B∆t,±

h ‖2L2(0,T ;L2) ≤ C(T, α−1)∆t. (4.83)

Therefore, by the denseness of
⋃
h>0 Sh in L2(Ω) and on noting (4.75d), (4.76a), (4.76c) and (4.82), (4.83),

we can choose a (non-relabeled) subsequence of
{
ϕ

∆t(,±)
h , µ∆t,+

h , σ
∆t(,±)
h , p∆t,+

h ,vvv
∆t(,±)
h ,B∆t(,±)

h

}
h,∆t>0

such

that there exist limit functions such that the convergence results (4.77a), (4.77b), (4.78), (4.79a), (4.79b),
(4.79c), (4.80a), (4.80b), (4.80c), (4.81a), (4.81b) and (4.81c) hold under the respective assumptions.

It follows from (4.14a), (4.76a) and (4.9) that

‖∆hϕ
∆t(,±)
h ‖L2(0,T ;L2) ≤ C(T ). (4.84)

Then, the result (4.77c) follows analogously to [10, Lem. 3.1], where the main argument combines (4.82)

and (4.15) to show that ∆hϕ
∆t
h , ∆hϕ

∆t,+
h and ∆hϕ

∆t,−
h have the same limit function. Together with elliptic

regularity, as the domain Ω is convex and polygonal, we obtain in addition that ϕ ∈ L2(0, T ;H2). Moreover,
on extracting a further subsequence, it follows from (4.77c) and (4.16) that (4.77d) holds.

In the next step, we prove the strong convergence results where we apply the compactness results (4.72a)–
(4.72d) which were stated in the beginning of the section. We deduce from (4.72c), (4.76b) and (4.77d) that
(4.77e) holds, as the embedding W 1,s(Ω) ↪→↪→ C0,γ(Ω) is compact and C0,γ(Ω) ↪→ L2(Ω) is continuous,

where s ∈
[
2, 2d

d−2

)
and γ ∈

(
0, 4−d

2

)
.
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The strong convergence result (4.79d) for a subsequence of σ∆t
h holds on noting (4.79c), (4.79b) and

(4.72a), as the embedding H1(Ω) ↪→↪→ Lq(Ω) is compact for q ∈
[
1, 2d

d−2

)
. Combining this with (4.82),

(4.76a) and a Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequality yields the result (4.79d) for a subsequence of σ∆t,±
h . The

convergence result (4.81d) for B follows with similar arguments under the respective assumptions.
To prove (4.80d), we use a similar strategy as in [49]. By a triangle inequality and with r ∈ [1,∞), it

holds

‖vvv∆t(,±)
h − vvv‖L2(0,T ;Lr) ≤ ‖vvv

∆t(,±)
h − vvv∆t,+

h ‖L2(0,T ;Lr) + ‖vvv∆t,+
h −Rhvvv∆t,+

h ‖L2(0,T ;Lr)

+ ‖Rhvvv∆t,+
h − vvv‖L2(0,T ;Lr).

(4.85)

The first two terms in (4.85) converge to zero in the limit (h,∆t)→ (0, 0) on noting (4.82), (4.70b), (4.76a)
and a Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequality. The third term in (4.85) vanishes due to (4.72d), (4.76d), (4.76a),
(4.76c) and a Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequality. Hence, we have proved (4.77a)–(4.81d).

Next, we show that the initial conditions are satisfied. We have from (3.8a) and (4.72b) that ϕ : [0, T ]→
L2(Ω) is weakly continuous, which together with (4.19a) yields ϕ(0) = ϕ0 in the required sense. Similarly,
on noting (3.8d), (4.72b) and as H ↪→ V′ is a continuous injection, it follows from [54, Chap. 3, Lem. 1.4]
that vvv : [0, T ]→ H is weakly continuous. Hence, on noting (4.19c), vvv(0) = vvv0 holds in the stated sense. The
results for σ and B follow analogously.

Finally, it remains to prove the positive definiteness of the left Cauchy–Green tensor B. Since B∆t(,±)
h ∈

L2(0, T ;Wh,PD), it follows from (4.81d) that B is symmetric and positive semi-definite a.e. in Ω × (0, T ).
Together with a contradiction argument, i.e. [6, eq. (6.53)], it follows that B is positive definite a.e. in
Ω× (0, T ). This proves the lemma.

For the main result, we recall the following technical result taken from [6, Lem. 5.3].

Lemma 4.16. For all Kk ∈ Th, and for all Ch ∈ Wh,PD, it holds

max
i,j=1,...,d

∫
Kk

|Λi,j(Ch)− Chδij |2 dx ≤ Ch2

∫
Kk

|∇Ch|2 dx. (4.86)

We also recall the following result from [7, Lem. 6.8].

Lemma 4.17. Let g ∈ C0,1(R) with Lipschitz constant Lg. For all Kk ∈ Th and for all qh ∈ Sh, Ch ∈ Wh,
it holds ∫

Kk

∣∣Ih[g(qh)
]
− g(qh)

∣∣2 dx ≤ CL2
gh

2

∫
Kk

|∇qh|2 dx,∫
Kk

∣∣Ih[g(Ch)
]
− g(Ch)

∣∣2 dx ≤ CL2
gh

2

∫
Kk

|∇Ch|2 dx.

(4.87)

We now pass to the limit (h,∆t)→ (0, 0) in (PPP∆t
α,h) and show that the function tuple (ϕ, µ, σ,vvv,B) from

Lemma 4.15 forms a weak solution to (PPPα) in the sense of Definition 3.2, which finally proves Theorem 3.3.
For the reader’s convenience, we state this result in the following theorem.

Note that in comparison to Lemma 4.15 we need the additional assumption (A7) on the source terms
Γϕ,Γσ, as otherwise the limit passing would not be possible in presence of Ih. However, this assumption is
not strict in practice and can be dropped if, e.g., mass lumping is not considered.

Theorem 4.18 (Limit passing in (PPP∆t
α,h)). Let (A1)–(A7) hold true. Suppose that the discrete initial and

boundary data satisfy (4.14) and (4.19), and that the CFL constraint (4.58) holds. Then the functions
ϕ, µ, σ,vvv,B from Lemma 4.15 form a weak solution to (PPPα) in the sense of Definition 3.2.

Proof. Let ζh = Ihζ, where ζ ∈ C∞0
(
0, T ;C∞(Ω)

)
. The limit passing in the linear terms in (4.75a) can be

established with a straightforward calculation from [32, Thm. 6.3], which is based on (4.11), (4.5), (4.76a)
and the convergence properties from Lemma 4.15.
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We now pass to the limit in the nonlinear terms in (4.75a). On noting the continuity of m(·), (4.77e),
(4.5), (4.7) and applying the generalised Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem [3, Chap. 3], we have∥∥∥Ih[m(ϕ∆t,−

h )
]
∇ζh −m(ϕ)∇ζ

∥∥∥
L2(0,T ;L2)

→ 0,

as (h,∆t) → (0, 0). Then, together with (4.78), we obtain by the product of weak-strong convergence [3,
Chap. 8], that ∫ T

0

∫
Ω

Ih
[
m(ϕ∆t,−

h )
]
∇ζh · ∇µ∆t,+

h dx dt→
∫ T

0

∫
Ω

m(ϕ)∇ζ · ∇µdxdt,

as (h,∆t)→ (0, 0).
In order to pass to the limit in the source term in (4.75a), we proceed as follows:∣∣∣∣∣

∫ T

0

(
Γϕ(ϕ∆t,+

h , σ∆t,+
h ,B∆t,+

h ), ζh

)
h
− (Γϕ(ϕ, σ,B), ζ)L2 dt

∣∣∣∣∣
≤

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0

(
Ih
[
Γϕ(ϕ∆t,+

h , σ∆t,+
h ,B∆t,+

h )
]
, ζh

)
h
−
(
Ih
[
Γϕ(ϕ∆t,+

h , σ∆t,+
h ,B∆t,+

h )
]
, ζh

)
L2

dt

∣∣∣∣∣
+

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0

(
Ih
[
Γϕ(ϕ∆t,+

h , σ∆t,+
h ,B∆t,+

h )
]
− Γϕ(ϕ∆t,+

h , σ∆t,+
h ,B∆t,+

h ), ζh

)
L2

dt

∣∣∣∣∣
+

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0

(
Γϕ(ϕ∆t,+

h , σ∆t,+
h ,B∆t,+

h )− Γϕ(ϕ, σ,B), ζh

)
L2

dt

∣∣∣∣∣+

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0

(Γϕ(ϕ, σ,B), ζh − ζ)L2 dt

∣∣∣∣∣
=: Ia+ Ib+ Ic+ Id.

On noting Hölder’s inequality, (4.11), (4.6), (4.5), (4.9) and (A2), it holds

Ia ≤ Ch
∥∥∥Ih[Γϕ(ϕ∆t,+

h , σ∆t,+
h ,B∆t,+

h )
]∥∥∥
L2(0,T ;L2)

‖ζh‖L2(0,T ;H1)

≤ Ch
(

1 + ‖ϕ∆t,+
h ‖L2(0,T ;L2) + ‖σ∆t,+

h ‖L2(0,T ;L2)

)
‖ζ‖L2(0,T ;H2).

(4.88)

Let us remark that an analogue of (4.87) also holds for Γϕ instead of g(·). Then, we receive on noting
Hölder’s inequality, (4.87), (A7) and (4.5) that

Ib ≤ C
∥∥∥Ih[Γϕ(ϕ∆t,+

h , σ∆t,+
h ,B∆t,+

h )
]
− Γϕ(ϕ∆t,+

h , σ∆t,+
h ,B∆t,+

h )
∥∥∥
L2(0,T ;L2)

‖ζh‖L2(0,T ;L2)

≤ Ch
(
‖∇ϕ∆t,+

h ‖L2(0,T ;L2) + ‖∇σ∆t,+
h ‖L2(0,T ;L2) + ‖∇B∆t,+

h ‖L2(0,T ;L2)

)
‖ζ‖L2(0,T ;H2).

(4.89)

Hence, on noting (4.76a) we obtain that Ia, Ib→ 0, as (h,∆t)→ (0, 0). Moreover, by (A2), (4.77e), (4.79d),
(4.5) and the generalized Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem [3, Chap. 3], we obtain that Ic→ 0, as
(h,∆t)→ (0, 0). Further, it holds that Id→ 0, as (h,∆t)→ (0, 0) by noting (4.5), (3.8a), (3.8c) and (A2).
This leads to ∣∣∣∣∣

∫ T

0

(
Γϕ(ϕ∆t,+

h , σ∆t,+
h ,B∆t,+

h ), ζh

)
h
− (Γϕ(ϕ, σ,B), ζ)L2 dt

∣∣∣∣∣→ 0,

as (h,∆t)→ (0, 0).
It remains to pass to the limit in the convective term in (4.75a). It holds∣∣∣∣∣

∫ T

0

∫
Ω

ϕ∆t,−
h vvv∆t,+

h · ∇ζh − ϕvvv · ∇ζ dx dt

∣∣∣∣∣
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≤

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0

∫
Ω

(
ϕ∆t,−
h − ϕ

)
vvv∆t,+
h · ∇ζh dxdt

∣∣∣∣∣+

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0

∫
Ω

ϕ
(
vvv∆t,+
h − vvv

)
· ∇ζh dxdt

∣∣∣∣∣
+

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0

∫
Ω

ϕvvv ·
(
∇ζh −∇ζ

)
dx dt

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ ‖ϕ∆t,−

h − ϕ‖L2(0,T ;L4)‖vvv∆t,+
h ‖L2(0,T ;L4)‖ζh‖L∞(0,T ;H1)

+ ‖ϕ‖L2(0,T ;L4)‖vvv∆t,+
h − vvv‖L2(0,T ;L4)‖ζh‖L∞(0,T ;H1)

+ ‖ϕ‖L2(0,T ;L4)‖vvv‖L2(0,T ;L4)‖ζh − ζ‖L∞(0,T ;H1),

where the terms on the right-hand vanish in the limit (h,∆t)→ (0, 0) due to Sobolev embeddings, (4.76a),
(4.77e), (4.80d), (3.8a), (3.8d) and (4.5).

Hence, by the denseness of C∞0 (0, T ;C∞(Ω)) in L2(0, T ;H1), we finally obtain that (3.10a) is fulfilled in
the stated sense.

The passage to the limit in (4.75b), (4.75c), (4.75e) and (4.75f) can be established in a similar way.
For example, the passage to the limit in the boundary terms in (4.75c) follows with (4.17), (4.19e), (4.12),
(4.76a), (4.5) and (4.79b). Besides, the nonlinear terms containing ψ′1(·), ψ′2(·) can be treated similarly to
the m(·)-term in (4.75a), and the Γσ-term analogously to the Γϕ-term, respectively. For the term containing
Λi,j(·), the limit passing is based on (4.76c), (4.5), (4.80d), (4.81d) and the error estimate (4.86).

For the reader’s convenience, we show the passage to the limit in the second and the third term of (4.75f).
Let us define Ch = IhC, where C ∈ C∞0

(
0, T ;C∞(Ω;R2×2

S )
)
. It holds∣∣∣∣∣

∫ T

0

∫
Ω

Ih
[

1

τ(ϕ∆t,−
h )

B∆t,+
h : Ch

]
− 1

τ(ϕ)
B : C dx dt

∣∣∣∣∣
≤

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0

∫
Ω

(
Ih − I

)[
B∆t,+
h : Ih

[
1

τ(ϕ∆t,−
h )

Ch
]]

dxdt

∣∣∣∣∣
+

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0

∫
Ω

B∆t,+
h : Ih

[
1

τ(ϕ∆t,−
h )

Ch
]
− 1

τ(ϕ)
B : Cdx dt

∣∣∣∣∣ =: IIa+ IIb,

where I denotes the identity. For the first term, it holds with (4.11), (4.6), (A3), Hölder’s inequality, (4.8)
and (4.9) that

IIa ≤ Ch
∫ T

0

‖B∆t,+
h ‖H1

∥∥∥∥∥Ih
[

1

τ(ϕ∆t,−
h )

Ch
]∥∥∥∥∥

L2

dt ≤ Ch‖B∆t,+
h ‖L2(0,T ;H1)‖Ch‖L2(0,T ;L2),

which yields, on noting (4.76c) and (4.5), that IIa vanishes as (h,∆t) → (0, 0). Moreover, it holds by the
continuity of τ(·), (4.77e), (4.7), a triangle inequality and as IhCh = IhC, that∥∥∥∥∥Ih

[
1

τ(ϕ∆t,−
h )

Ch

]
− 1

τ(ϕ)
C

∥∥∥∥∥
L2(0,T ;L2)

=

∥∥∥∥∥Ih
[

1

τ(ϕ∆t,−
h )

C

]
− 1

τ(ϕ)
C

∥∥∥∥∥
L2(0,T ;L2)

≤

∥∥∥∥∥Ih
[(

1

τ(ϕ∆t,−
h )

− 1

τ(ϕ)

)
C

]∥∥∥∥∥
L2(0,T ;L2)

+

∥∥∥∥Ih [ 1

τ(ϕ)
C
]
− 1

τ(ϕ)
C
∥∥∥∥
L2(0,T ;L2)

≤ C

∥∥∥∥∥
(

1

τ(ϕ∆t,−
h )

− 1

τ(ϕ)

)
C

∥∥∥∥∥
L2(0,T ;L∞)

+ C

∥∥∥∥Ih [ 1

τ(ϕ)
C
]
− 1

τ(ϕ)
C
∥∥∥∥
L2(0,T ;L∞)

→ 0,

as (h,∆t) → (0, 0). We finally obtain IIb → 0, as (h,∆t) → (0, 0), by using (4.81d) and the product of
weak-strong convergence [3, Chap. 8].

Moreover, we have∣∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0

∫
Ω

∇vvv∆t,+
h : Ih

[
ChB∆t,+

h

]
−∇vvv : (CB) dxdt

∣∣∣∣∣
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≤

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0

∫
Ω

∇vvv∆t,+
h : (Ih − I)

[
ChB∆t,+

h

]
dx dt

∣∣∣∣∣+

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0

∫
Ω

∇vvv∆t,+
h : (ChB∆t,+

h )−∇vvv : (CB) dx dt

∣∣∣∣∣
=: IIIa+ IIIb.

Similarly to (4.87), it holds for all k ∈ {1, ..., Nk} and Kk ∈ Th, that∥∥∥(Ih − I)
[
ChB∆t,+

h

]∥∥∥2

L2(Kk)
≤ Ch2

(
‖Ch‖2L∞(Kk)‖∇B

∆t,+
h ‖2L2(Kk) + ‖B∆t,+

h ‖2L∞(Kk)‖∇Ch‖
2
L2(Kk)

)
. (4.90)

It follows with (4.6) and the Sobolev embedding H1(Ω) ↪→ Ls(Ω), where s ∈ (2,∞) for d = 2, that∥∥∥(Ih − I)
[
ChB∆t,+

h

]∥∥∥2

L2(Kk)
≤ Ch2− 4

s

(
‖Ch‖2Ls(Kk)‖∇B

∆t,+
h ‖2L2(Kk) + ‖B∆t,+

h ‖2Ls(Kk)‖∇Ch‖
2
L2(Kk)

)
≤ Ch2− 4

s ‖Ch‖2H1(Kk)‖B
∆t,+
h ‖2H1(Kk).

(4.91)

Summing over all k = 1, ..., Nk and integrating with respect to the time variable yield∥∥∥(Ih − I)
[
ChB∆t,+

h

]∥∥∥2

L2(0,T ;L2)
≤ Ch2− 4

s ‖Ch‖2L∞(0,T ;H1)‖B
∆t,+
h ‖2L2(0,T ;H1). (4.92)

Then, with Hölder’s inequality, (4.92), (4.76c) and (4.5), we obtain that IIIa → 0, as (h,∆t) → (0, 0).

Furthermore, on noting (4.5) and (4.81d) we obtain that ChB∆t,+
h → CB strongly in L2(0, T ;L2(Ω;R2×2)),

as (h,∆t) → (0, 0). Hence, by the product of weak-strong convergence [3, Chap. 8] and (4.80b), we receive
that IIIb→ 0, as (h,∆t)→ (0, 0).

By the denseness of C∞0 (0, T ;C∞(Ω;R2×2
S )) in L4(0, T ;H1(Ω;R2×2

S )), we finally obtain that (3.10e) is
fulfilled in the stated sense. This proves the theorem.

5 Numerical results

In this section, we present numerical results for the scheme (PPP∆t
α,h) that was analyzed in Section 4.

5.1 Computational aspects

5.1.1 Description of the solution algorithm

Before presenting the numerical results, we first discuss the solution strategy. On one side, one could think
of applying Newton’s method to solve the nonlinear system of equations (PPP∆t

α,h) as it can provide good error
reduction rates. However, Newton’s method would be too expensive and would require too much memory, as
the coupled system of equations (PPP∆t

α,h) is very large, and is hence not useful in practice. On the other side,

making use of a fixed point iteration allows to decouple the system of equation (PPP∆t
α,h) into linear subsystems

(4.48a)–(4.48b), (4.48c), (4.48d)–(4.48e) and (4.48f) that can be solved separately. But here, a very small
time step size ∆t is required such that the fixed point iteration can converge. Therefore, a fixed point
iteration would need too much computing time in practice. Moreover, numerical experiments indicate that
the subsystem (4.48a)–(4.48b) requires additional consideration and the most precision which is because of
the scaling with B = βε and A = β

ε with ε > 0 very small.
For these reasons, we propose an inner-outer type algorithm to solve the nonlinear coupled scheme

(PPP∆t
α,h). For the outer iteration, we apply a fixed point-like strategy, where (PPP∆t

α,h) is decoupled into the sub-
systems (4.48a)–(4.48b), (4.48c), (4.48d)–(4.48e) and (4.48f), where all nonlinear terms are treated explicitly
except of Aψ′1(ϕnh) in (4.48b) which is treated implicitly. Hence, we first solve the nonlinear subsystem
(4.48a)–(4.48b) with Newton’s method, where the resulting linear systems are solved with a preconditioned
BICGSTAB-method. After that, we solve the linear subsystems (4.48c), (4.48d)–(4.48e) and (4.48f) sep-
arately with an AMG-preconditioned MINRES-solver, an AMG-preconditioned GMRES-method and an
AMG-preconditioned MINRES-solver, respectively. The algorithm is implemented with the finite element
toolbox FEniCS [45] which also provides the iterative linear solvers and the preconditioners.
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However, due to limited computational possibilities with the finite element toolbox FEniCS, we consider
(4.48f) with

∑d
i,j=1[vvvn−1

h ]iΛi,j(Bnh) : ∂xjCh replaced by Bnh : ((vvvn−1
h · ∇)Ch), which however is a good

approximation due to (4.86), and, we replace ∇vvvnh : Ih
[
ChBnh

]
by ∇vvvnh : (ChBnh). To increase the accuracy

of our numerical solutions, we make use of a mesh refinement strategy, similarly to [32], where the mesh
is locally refined near the interface where

∣∣ϕn−1
h

∣∣ ≤ 1 − δ, for a small δ > 0, where the local mesh size

corresponds to a uniform Nf × Nf grid. Away from the interface, where
∣∣ϕn−1
h

∣∣ > 1 − δ, a coarse mesh is
used with a local mesh size corresponding to a uniform Nc ×Nc grid.

5.1.2 Specification of the parameters, model functions and initial data

Now we specify the parameters, model functions and initial data, where our choices are motivated by, e.g.,
[23, 31]. We perform the calculations on the domain Ω = (−5, 5)2 ⊂ R2 and we use the model functions

Γϕ(ϕ, σ,B) = h(1.1ϕ)
(
Pσf(B)−A

)
, Γσ(ϕ, σ) = Ch(ϕ)σ, m(ϕ) = 2 (h(ϕ))

2
+m0,

η(ϕ) = η−1h(−ϕ) + η1h(ϕ), τ(ϕ) = τ−1h(−ϕ) + τ1h(ϕ), n(ϕ) = n0,

where the interpolation function with cut-offs h(·) is defined in (3.6a) and f(·) is defined in (3.6c). Unless
otherwise stated, we choose the parameters

Nc = 32, Nf = 1024, δ = 0.075, ∆t = 5 · 10−4, ε = 0.01, β = 0.1,

P = 2, A = 0, C = 10, χσ = 500, χϕ = 10, α = 10−3,

m0 = 10−12, n0 = 0.002, K = 1000, η1 = 5000, η−1 = 5000, κ = 104,
τ1
κ

= 1,
τ−1

κ
= 1.

(5.1)

Therefore, hmax = 10 ·2−5 = 0.3125 is the maximal diameter and hmin = 10 ·2−10 ≈ 0.009766 is the minimal
diameter of all triangular elements. Moreover, note that the assumptions (A2)–(A3) are fulfilled with these
choices. Actually, the (modified) potential with quadratic growth from (3.7) should be used such that the
growth assumptions in (A4) are fulfilled. However, for simplicity, we use the (unmodified) potential

ψ(ϕ) = 1
4 (1− ϕ2)2, where ψ′(ϕ) = ψ′1(ϕ) + ψ′2(ϕ) = ϕ3 − ϕ,

as the order parameter ϕ always stays very close to the interval [−1, 1] in our numerical experiments. Also
note the scaling with 1.1ϕ in the source term Γϕ, as ϕ ≈ −1 in practice in the pure healthy phase and we
want to exclude proliferation effects there.

For the initial tumour profile, we set ϕ0
h = Ihϕ0, where ϕ0 ∈ C(Ω) is a slightly perturbed sphere given

by

ϕ0(x) = − tanh
(r(x)√

2ε

)
, where r(x) = |x| − 5

12
(2 + 0.2 cos(2θ)), (5.2)

where x = |x| (cos(θ), sin(θ))T ∈ Ω. We choose σ0
h ∈ Sh as the solution of the quasi-static equation∫

Ω

n0

(
χσ∇σ0

h − χϕ∇ϕ0
h

)
· ∇ξh + Ih

[
Γσ(ϕ0

h, σ
0
h)ξh

]
dx+

∫
∂Ω

Ih
[
K(σ0

h − σ∞)ξh

]
dHd−1 = 0, (5.3)

for all ξ ∈ Sh, where σ∞ := 1 in the numerical experiments unless otherwise stated. Moreover, we assume
no initial velocity and no initial elastic stresses. More precisely, we start with

vvvh0 (x) = (0, 0)T , Bh0 (x) = diag(1, 1), (5.4)

where x ∈ Ω. The initial profile ϕ0
h, the initial nutrient σ0

h and the initial mesh are shown in Figure 4. It is
easy to verify that the initial and boundary values satisfy the assumptions (4.14).
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Figure 4: Initial tumour (left), initial nutrient (center) and initial mesh (right).

In the following, we will systematically interpret the influence of different parameters in our model. The
influence of the parameters ε, β,P,A, C, χϕ, χσ and the mobility m(·) in related models has been extensively
studied, see, e.g., [23, 31, 32], and we observed similar behaviour for our model. For that reason, we focus
the presentation of the numerical tests on the effects arising from viscoelasticity.

The main difficulty is to find a good choice of parameters. To observe an unstable growth, i.e. the
development of fingers, the chemotaxis parameter χϕ has to be in the same scale as β

ε . Choosing χϕ too
large or β too small reduces the forming of the pure phases ϕ = ±1. On the other side, we observe a jump
of the nutrient σ along the interface which is proportional to χ−1

σ χϕ, hence χσ is chosen large compared to
χϕ. However, this can result in very large velocities if the viscosities η1, η−1 are not large enough.

5.2 Comparison with the fully viscous model

We now investigate the time evolution in the viscoelastic model and compare it to the fully viscous model
where B = I. The parameters are chosen as in (5.1) and the goal is to observe an unstable growth. In absence
of initial elastic stresses, i.e. B0 = I, any changes in the left Cauchy–Green tensor B are induced by the velocity
field vvv, see (4.48f). As the viscosities η1, η−1 are chosen very large, we can expect small velocities and hence
B ≈ I, such that the elastic stress tensor is approximately zero, i.e. Tel(B) = κ(B − I) ≈ 0. Therefore, we
expect that the qualitative behaviour of both models is very similar, which can be observed in Figure 5.
Here, we show the numerical solutions for both models at time t = 2. In the first row from left to right,
we show the order parameter ϕ, the nutrient σ, the velocity magnitude |vvv| and the final mesh for the fully
viscous model. In the second row from left to right, the order parameter ϕ, the nutrient σ, the velocity
magnitude |vvv| and the magnitude of the elastic stress tensor |Tel(B)| of the viscoelastic model are visualized.
Indeed, the qualitative behaviour for both models is very similar, as |Tel(B)| ≈ 0 is close to machine precision
for the viscoelastic model. In both cases, the tumour has developed fingers showing towards regions with
higher concentration of the nutrient which can be interpreted as the chemotaxis effect, i.e. the cell movement
in response to an extracellular chemical gradient. This behaviour has also been observed for other models
[23, 31, 32]. After that, in Figure 6, we show the time evolution of the tumour for the viscoelastic model at
the times t ∈ {0.5, 1, 1.5, 2}.
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Figure 5: Comparison of the fully viscous model (first row) to the viscoelastic model (second row) at time
t = 2. In the first three columns, ϕ, σ and |vvv| are visualized. In the last column, the final mesh and |Tel(B)|
are shown.

Figure 6: Time evolution of the tumour ϕ for the viscoelastic model at times t ∈ {0.5, 1, 1.5, 2}.

5.3 Influence of the viscosity

In the next experiment, we illustrate how the choice of the viscosity function η(·) can affect the elastic stress
tensor and hence the evolution of the tumour. We increase the proliferation rate, i.e. P = 5, and decrease the
chemotactic sensitivity, i.e. χϕ = 7.5. Moreover, we increase the relaxation times such that τ1

κ = τ−1

κ = 100
and choose the viscosities η1 = 2000 and η−1 ∈ {500, 1000, 1500}. The numerical solutions ϕ (first row) and
|Tel(B)| (second row) at time t = 1.6 are visualized in Figure 7 for the cases η−1 ∈ {500, 1000, 1500}. From
left to right, the elastic stresses decrease and the size of the tumours increase with increasing viscosity η−1.
However, note that the elasticity parameter κ = 104 is chosen very large in order to see the influence of the
elastic stresses.
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Figure 7: From left to right: η−1 ∈ {500, 1000, 1500}, first row: ϕ, second row: |Tel| at time t = 1.6.

5.4 Mechanical stresses generated by growth

Now we consider a variant of the model with an additional source term in the equation of B like in (2.71).
For this reason we replace (4.48f) by

0 =

∫
Ω

Ih
[(Bnh − Bn−1

h

∆t
+

κ

τ(ϕn−1
h )

(Bnh − I)
)

: Ch
]
− 2∇vvvnh : (ChBnh) + α∇Bnh : ∇Ch dx

+

∫
Ω

Ih
[
γ(ϕn−1

h , σn−1
h )Bnh : Ch

]
− Bnh : ((vvvn−1

h · ∇)Ch) dx, (5.5)

where γ(ϕ, σ) = Gσh(ϕ) with a constant G ≥ 0.
For the first numerical test, the parameters are chosen as in (5.1) but with P = 5, χϕ = 7.5, η1 = 2000,

η−1 = 1500, τ1
κ = τ−1

κ = 0.01 and G ∈ {0, 0.1, 0.5, 1}. In Figure 8, we visualize the tumour (upper row)
and the magnitude of the elastic stress tensor (lower row) where G ∈ {0, 0.1, 0.2, 0.5} from left to right at
time t = 2.25. From left to right, the size of the tumours decrease as the elastic stresses become larger
with increasing G. Moreover, we observe that the elastic stresses are particularly large in the fingers of the
tumour.
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Figure 8: From left to right: G ∈ {0, 0.1, 0.2, 0.5}. First row: ϕ, second row: |Tel| at time t = 2.25.

Next, we present the influence of the relaxation times τ−1, τ1 on the growth behaviour in presence of
source terms for B. On one side, we expect the elastic stresses to vanish if the relaxation time is small
enough. On the other side, large elastic stresses can build up if the relaxation time is large, which then
reduces the proliferation effect. Therefore, the parameters are chosen as in (5.1) but with P = 5, χϕ = 7.5,
G = 0.2 and with τ1

κ = τ−1

κ ∈ {10−4, 10−2, 1}. In Figure 9, we visualize the tumour (upper row) and the
magnitude of the elastic stress tensor (lower row) at time t = 2.4, where τ1

κ = τ−1

κ ∈ {10−4, 10−2, 1} from
left to right. Here, no elastic stresses occur if the relaxation time is very small, and the elastic stresses can
become very large if the relaxation time is large.

Figure 9: From left to right: τ1
κ = τ−1

κ ∈ {10−4, 10−2, 1}. First row: ϕ, second row: |Tel| at time t = 2.4.
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5.5 Numerical results for a phase-dependent elastic energy density

In the following, we want to illustrate the impact of a phase-dependent elastic energy density on the evolution
of the tumour. In particular, we now consider the phase-dependent elasticity parameter function κ(ϕ) =
1
2κ1(1 + ϕ) + 1

2κ−1(1− ϕ), which leads to the elastic energy density W (ϕ,B) = 1
2κ(ϕ) Tr(B− lnB). Hence,

we adapt the system of equations (4.48a)–(4.48e), (5.5) as follows. First, we replace κ with κ(ϕnh) in
(4.48e), (5.5) and in the source term Γϕ. To be consistent with (1.1b), we add the term +

∫
Ω

1
4 (κ1 −

κ−1)Ih [Tr(Bnh − lnBnh)%h] dx to the right-hand side of (4.48b). Lastly, due to (2.43), we include the term
−
∫

Ω
1
4 (κ1 − κ−1)ϕn−1

h ∇Tr(Bnh − lnBnh) ·wwwh dx on the right-hand side of (4.48e).
The goal is now to study the growth behaviour of the tumour. In particular, it is of main interest

whether the chemotactic development of fingers is intensified, weakened or completely changed. Now, as
the term W,ϕ = 1

4 (κ1 − κ−1) Tr(B − lnB) enters the equation for the chemical potential µ, we vary the
elasticity parameters κ1, κ−1 and we make sure that Tr(B− lnB) changes near the tumour region. For these
reasons, the parameters in the following experiments are chosen as in (5.1) but with χϕ = 7.5, G = 10,
τ1
κ1

= 10, τ−1

κ−1
= 0.1 and with varying κ1, κ−1.

First, we show the time evolution of the tumour with matched elasticity parameters κ1 = κ−1 = 1 at
times t ∈ {1, 1.5, 2.3} and the magnitude of the elastic stress tensor at the final time. Here, the tumour
growths and develops four thick fingers.

Figure 10: Numerical solution ϕ with κ1 = κ−1 = 1 at times t ∈ {1, 1.5, 2.3}, and |Tel| at the final time.

Now, we visualize the tumour with unmatched elasticity parameters, where κ1 = 1, κ−1 = 2 and
t ∈ {1, 2, 3} in Figure 11, and κ1 = 1, κ−1 = 5 and t ∈ {1, 2, 3} in Figure 12. In comparison to the
case with matched elasticity parameters, we observe that the invasive growth of the tumour needs more time
when κ−1 is large. In addition, the shapes of the tumours are more elongated and the development of fingers
is barely recognizable.

Figure 11: Numerical solution ϕ with κ1 = 1, κ−1 = 2 at times t ∈ {1, 2, 3}, and |Tel| at the final time.

59



Figure 12: Numerical solution ϕ with κ1 = 1, κ−1 = 5 at times t ∈ {1, 2, 3}, and |Tel| at the final time.

Next, we show the tumour with unmatched elasticity parameters, where κ1 = 2, κ−1 = 1 and t ∈
{0.5, 1, 1.5} in Figure 13, and κ1 = 5, κ−1 = 1 and t ∈ {0.5, 0.75, 1} in Figure 14. Here we observe that the
invasive growth of the tumour takes less time when κ1 is large and the development of fingers increases.

Figure 13: Numerical solution ϕ with κ1 = 2, κ−1 = 1 at times t ∈ {0.5, 1, 1.5}, and |Tel| at the final time.

Figure 14: Numerical solution ϕ with κ1 = 5, κ−1 = 1 at times t ∈ {0.5, 0.75, 1}, and |Tel| at the final time.
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[5] P. Azérad and F. M. Guillén-González. “Mathematical justification of the hydrostatic approximation in the primitive equa-
tions of geophysical fluid dynamics”. In: SIAM J. Math. Anal. 33.4 (2001), pp. 847–859. doi: 10.1137/S0036141000375962.

[6] J. W. Barrett and S. Boyaval. “Existence and approximation of a (regularized) Oldroyd-B model”. In: Math. Models
Methods Appl. Sci. 21.9 (2011), pp. 1783–1837. doi: 10.1142/S0218202511005581.

[7] J. W. Barrett and S. Boyaval. “Finite element approximation of the FENE-P model”. In: IMA J. Numer. Anal. 38.4
(2018), pp. 1599–1660. doi: 10.1093/imanum/drx061.

[8] J. W. Barrett, S. Langdon, and R. Nürnberg. “Finite element approximation of a sixth order nonlinear degenerate
parabolic equation”. In: Numer. Math. 96.3 (2004), pp. 401–434. doi: 10.1007/s00211-003-0479-4.
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