arXiv:1902.05842v1 [math.AP] 15 Feb 2019

A bulk—surface reaction—diffusion system for cell polarization

B. Niethammer M. Roger J. J. L. Velazquez

February 18, 2019

Abstract

We propose a model for cell polarization as a response to an external signal which results
in a system of PDEs for different variants of a protein on the cell surface and interior
respectively. We study stationary states of this model in certain parameter regimes in which
several reaction rates on the membrane as well as the diffusion coefficient within the cell are
large. It turns out that in suitable scaling limits steady states converge to solutions of some
obstacle type problems. For these limiting problems we prove the onset of polarization if
the total mass of protein is sufficiently small. For some variants we can even characterize
precisely the critical mass for which polarization occurs.
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1 Introduction

Cell polarization in response to external chemical gradients plays a crucial role in many biolog-
ical processes that involve the motion of eukaryotic cells (cf. [24]). During the process of cell
polarization the concentrations of several chemicals, some of them attached to the cell mem-
brane and others contained in the cytoplasm, are rearranged significantly. One of the basic issues
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that corresponding models must address is the mechanism by which relatively weak chemical
gradients yield large spatial changes of the concentrations of chemicals at the cellular level.

A significant number of the models used to describe cell polarization rely on the local exci-
tation, global inhibition (LEGI) mechanism which was suggested in the seminal paper about
cell polarization [20]. Different forms in which the chemical pathways might be arranged in a
way consistent with this mechanism, and yield the specific chemical patterns associated to cell
polarization, are described in [2§]. Typically polarization is achieved by the combination of an
internal pattern forming system, a response to an external signal that imposes some directional
preference to the pattern, and the amplification of small concentration differences.

In this paper we study a minimal model for this amplification step and examine when polariza-
tion patterns appear. These are characterized by the onset of clearly distinct regions in which
the concentrations of some chemicals have different orders of magnitude. The most remarkable
feature of the proposed model is that for a suitable choice of parameters it is possible to approxi-
mate the model by a generalized obstacle problem. This asymptotic reduction yields a clean and
analytically tractable characterization of polarized states and allows for a rigorous investigation
of the onset of polarization patterns.

The bio-chemical model that we study in this paper is a system of PDEs that is motivated
by the GTPase cycle model presented in [25 26]. We consider two versions of one protein
on the cell surface which is either in an active or in an inactive state. We denote the first
surface concentration as u and the second as v. Furthermore the inactive proteins can move to
the interior of the cell and vice versa. We denote the volume concentration in the cytosol by
w. Our model contains three types of activation processes of the proteins which all take place
on the cell membrane. First there is an intrinsic activation with rate a;. Second there is an
activation by a positive feedback mechanism and a rate law given by a Michaelis-Menten law.
Third, there is an activation induced by an external (or internal) chemical signal. We assume
here that this signal has already been processed and has lead to a concentration field ¢ on the
membrane of a chemical that catalyzes the activation (the function ¢ could be also interpreted as
the surface concentration of some activated receptors). For the deactivation we again prescribe
a Michaelis-Menten rate law. The use of Michaelis-Menten laws stems from the fact that the
corresponding processes require some catalyzation, as the intrinsic activation and deactivation
of GTPase proteins is typically very slow [2].

To introduce our mathematical model, let  C R? denote the cell and I' := 95 the cell membrane.
The assumptions described above give rise to the following bulk-surface reaction diffusion system.

asu asu
Ou=A - I'x (0, T 1
U u—|—<a1—|—a3+u+a7c>v T+ onI'x (0,7), (1)
O = Av — <a1 + a;@fu + a7c> v+ % — asv + agw onI'x (0,7), (2)
Ow = DAw in Qx(0,7), (3)
0
—Da—w = —asv + agw onI'x (0,7). (4)
n

Here ¢: I'x (0,7") — R is the (processed) external stimulus, with some abuse of notation Awu and
Av denote the Laplace-Beltrami operator on the surface I'; while Aw is the usual Laplacian.
We complement the system with initial conditions

w(,0)=wy inQ, wu(,0)=w onl, ov(,0)=1v onl, (5)



where wg: €2 — R and ug,vy: I' = R are given nonnegative data.
Solutions of ([d)-(B]) satisfy the mass conservation property

/Qw(a:,t) da:+/r(u(y,t)+v(y,t))d7—l2(y) = /Qwo da:+/r(uo+v0)d7-[2 for all t > 0. (6)

In this paper we will mainly study for given ¢ = ¢(x) the stationary solutions of (I)-(@). Po-
larization patterns arise here under the assumption that several of the reaction rate parameters
ai,as, ..., a7, the diffusion coefficient D and the total mass of proteins are large. This will be
parametrized by a large parameter e ! > 0. The most remarkable feature of the patterns is that
a suitably rescaled version of u converges as ¢ — 0 to the solution of a variational inequality
which is closely related to the classical obstacle problem [17]. Responsible for this is the presence
of the inhibitory Michaelis-Menten reaction term ;, whereas the intrinsic activation term a;v

and the positive feedback activation term 22 do not contribute to the limit. Let us give a
u

simple heuristic explanation for the impact L(l;ertuhe Michaelis-Menten reaction term R(u) = T
In the parameter regimes that we consider it will be convenient to introduce the rescaled concen-
tration U = eu in order to account for the large values of u in some regions. Then, the function
R(g) converges in a suitable sense to the maximal monotone graph £(U) such that £(0) = [0, 1],
EU)=1if U > 0. It is well known that several variational inequalities, for instance the one
associated to the obstacle problem, can be reformulated in terms of maximal monotone graphs

5], [7, Sec.2.2], compare the Remark [3.4] below.

Actually, in this paper we will consider two different types of scaling limits for stationary so-
lutions of ([I)-(@). In the first one we will assume that D = oo before taking the limit ¢ — 0,
which is motivated by the fact that the cytosolic diffusion is typically much larger than lateral
diffusion over the membrane [16]. Then the stationary version of equation (B]) becomes just the
formula w = M — fr(u +v), where M is the total amount of protein, and the system reduces to
two coupled surface PDEs that include, as a remnant of the bulk-surface coupling, a nonlocal
term. Taking then the limit € — 0 we obtain that the limit satisfies a variational inequality
for a suitable PDE. In the second scaling limit we will take D large but finite (finite cytosolic
diffusion case). The limit e — 0 will then yield a variational inequality for an operator which
contains, in addition to partial derivatives, the concatenation of the Neumann to Dirichlet map
(cf. Appendix [£4]) and the Laplace-Beltrami operator.

One particular advantage of the limiting obstacle-type problems is that they allow for an easy
characterization of polarized states: these are described by the property that the rescaled con-
centration of the active proteins takes the value zero on a set of positive measure and it takes a
positive value on the complement, which has also positive measure. We will prove in this paper
the onset of polarization patterns, for both cases, if the total (rescaled) mass of protein m is
sufficiently small. In addition, we show that patterns are localized in regions, where the signal
c is large. We will also prove that in the case D = oo, for given concentration ¢, there exists a
critical mass of protein m, such that polarization takes place for m < m, and it does not for
m > my. In the case D < oo due to the presence of the nonlocal contributions, it is not clear if
the critical mass m, exists with the same degree of generality concerning the domain €2 and the
concentration c¢. However, in the case of spherical domains 2 the nonlocal operator reduces to
the Dirichlet to Neumann operator (cf. Appendix[4.4]) and we will be able to prove the existence
of the critical mass m, if D < oo for these particular domains and general concentrations c.

The model ([II)-( ) is different from LEGI-type models and rather describes the signal amplifi-
cation following a first polarization of the cell, expressed by a heterogeneous distribution c¢. In



the scaling limits under consideration solutions of (II)-(@) do not exhibit spontaneous patterns
if ¢ is constant unlike the classical Gierer-Meinhardt models (cf. [13]).

The system (I)-(@)) is closely related to models for spontaneous cell polarization (in absence of
an external signal) considered in [20] [I5]. There, more general reaction kinetics but spatially
homogeneous rate constants are assumed. The model ())-(B]) belongs to the class of bulk-surface
partial differential equations that appears in a variety of different applications and has attracted
quite some attention over the last years, see for example [I8] 21], 24], []] and the references therein
for applications to cell biology and [27], 3| @] [IT], 15] for recent well-posedness results and rigorous
asymptotic limits. In [9], for a different bulk-surface system where the nonlinearity is contained
in the Robin boundary condition, a fast-reaction limit was derived that also takes the form of
an obstacle-type problem involving the Dirichlet to Neumann map. However, compared to our
contribution the asymptotic analysis and the limiting obstacle-type problems are different. The
convergence of elliptic PDEs with suitably rescaled Michaelis-Menten reactions to a classical
obstacle model has already been observed in [4]. There the motivation was an approximation
of the obstacle problem by a bounded penalty method suitable for numerical simulations. No
investigation of pattern forming properties in the sense of our analysis has been done in [4], [I].
For an investigation of axially symmetric cap-like patterns in a related but different model see
8]

The plan of the paper is the following. In Section 2] we will briefly review the well-posedness
of the initial value problem ({l)-(E) and establish the existence of stationary states (cf. ([IT)-
@ID)). In Section [l we will first investigate the limit of infinite cytosolic diffusion D — oo for
stationary solutions. In this limit w converges to a constant and the model ()-(G) becomes a
nonlocal elliptic system (cf. [23)-(28])) containing the nonlocal term [i. (u + v). Next, we prove
that in some suitable scaling limit the solution u of the rescaled system (27))-([29]) converges to the
unique solution of an obstacle problem for the Laplace operator (cf. Theorem B.2). In Section
we derive precise conditions for the onset of polarization and characterize the positivity set
of u for small mass in Section [3.4l In Section [ we consider the analogous problems for finite
cytosolic diffusion coefficients D. We derive in a scaling limit analogous to the case D = oo a
generalized obstacle problem in Theorem 2] containing the Dirichlet to Neumann operator. We
can prove also prove polarization for small mass for the resulting model (cf. Subsection E.2]).
We obtain a more precise description of the localization property, as well as the existence of a
critical mass in the case of spherical domains €2 in Subsections and [4.41

2 Well-posedness and existence of steady states

Let us state the main assumptions that we impose in the following.

Assumption 2.1. Let Q C R3 be an open, bounded, connected set with C®-reqular boundary
' = 0Q. Assume ai,a2 > 0, as,aq,as,a6,a7 > 0 and D > 1. Furthermore we assume that
c: I' = Ry is continuous and strictly positive. This in particular implies that there exists co > 0
such that

c(x) >co>0 forallzel. (7)

Remark 2.2. Throughout the paper we will denote by WFP(Q) the usual Sobolev spaces over
Q and by WFP(T') the corresponding Sobolev spaces on the manifold T. For T > 0 we set
Qpr:=Qx(0,T) and T'r :=T x (0,T). For a Banach space X we consider the Bochner spaces



L?(0,T; X) and the spaces H'(0,T; X) of functions in L?(0,T; X) with weak time derivative in
L2(0,T; X).

The relevant diffusion operator on I' is the corresponding Laplace-Beltrami operator, see for
example [23]. For simplicity we just write A if there is no reason for confusion. We remark that
classical elliptic LP- and Schauder-reqularity results [1]], Sec. 6.1, Sec. 9.5] and a partition of
unity argument yield the corresponding LP-regularity properties for elliptic equations involving
the Laplace—Beltrami operator on I'. In fact, in local coordinates the Laplace—Beltrami operator
corresponds to an elliptic operator in divergence form (with C%-reqular coefficients in our case).
Similarly one deduces parabolic L*-regularity in analogy to [10, Theorem 7.1.5] for evolution
problems on I' involving the Laplace—Beltrami operator.

For simplicity we will often neglect dx and dH? in the corresponding integrals if there is no
reason for confusion.

For a function ¢ : T — R we let p := fr o = ﬁfpgp.

We first quote an existence and uniqueness result for the full evolution problem that was shown
in [I5], Proposition 3.3 (there uniformly bounded initial data were assumed and only the case
of constant ¢ is covered, but inspecting the proof we see that the result remains valid under the
present assumptions).

Theorem 2.3. Let T > 0 and let nonnegative initial data ug,vg € L*(T), wy € L*(Q) be
given with fr (uo + vo) + fQ wo = M. Under Assumption [21] the system ([)-([E) has a unique
nonnegative weak solution (u,v,w) with u,v € L?(0,T; HYT)) N H*(0,T; HY(T')*) and w €
L2(0,T; HY(Q) n HY(0,T; H'()*).

The following a-priori estimate will be useful to prove the existence of steady states as well as
to pass to the limit D — oo.

Proposition 2.4. Assume that (w,u,v) is a nonnegative solution of ([@)-[@) with [ (uo+vo)+
Jowo =M. Define L:[0,T] =R by

L(t) ::/Q%uﬁ(x,t) dm—l—/ré(uQ—l—%vz)(y,t) dH?(y).

There exist constants Cv, Cy only depending on €2, ¢ and a4, ..., a7, and for any o > 0 a constant
Cs that in addition depends on o, such that for L(0) < C1(M + M?) the following properties
hold:

L(t) < C1(M + M?)  for anyt € [0,T), (8)
1
Jwll oo 0722 () + VDIV 2000y + ﬁ”atw”Lz(O,T;Hl(Q)*)

+ [lu, v[| Los (0,722 ()N L2 (0,711 (1)) + 100w, Opvl| L2 0,111 (1)) < Ca(1 + M), 9)

lwll g o, 2(0)) + 1wl 2 (0,1 52(02)) + 1w Ul 1 (0,10 22(0)) + [ V]| L2072 (07)) < C3(1 + M).
(10)



Proof. We test (I)-@B]) with u,v and w, respectively, to obtain

d
dtL( )+ /aﬁD\Vw\2 —i—/ (\Vu]Q +a5\Vv\2)
r

+ azc)v — qat ))

:/F <(a6w — a5v)(asv — agw) + (u — asv)((a1 + P T+

SC/(v+u2+v2)
T

S—LQ%+C£&H%P+#)+%iLw% (11)

where here and in the following C only depends on €2, ¢ and aq,..., a7, unless additional de-
pendencies are indicated. We now use interpolation estimates, Sobolev embedding and Poincaré
inequality to obtain, with @ = fu

/F W = /F w(u =) + JullZa

< lu =@ oyl 20y + el 2y

<lu— ﬂ”%zt(p)““ - ﬂ”él(F)Hu”LQ(F) + HUH2L1(F)
< OVl 2ol = T3 o el 2y + Nl
< LIVl + gl + OOl

Together with the mass conservation property (@) and analogous calculations for v, w we deduce
that

/ u2galuwuiawwcwwM% [ < 80l + ClEIM
I I

[ 0 <&IVula + CoM

Q

Using this in (II]) with appropriate choices of d1, 2, d3 yields

d 1 1
—L(t) + / agD|Vw|® + —/ (IVul* + as|Vv[?) < —L(t) + C1 (M + M?). (12)
dt 2 /g 2 Jr

Since L(0) < C1(M + M?) this implies by an invariant region principle (8) and the L>°(L?)
bounds in ([@). We also deduce from (I2)) the L?(L?) bounds for the gradients. Then, using the
equations, this yields the required bounds for the time derivatives in ().

To prove ([I0) we fix o > 0 and a cut-off function ¢ € C*°(R) with ¢ =0 on [0,§], ¢ =1 on
[0,00) and 0 < ¢ < 1,0 < ¢/ < 2. Then the functions a(-,t) = @(t)u(-,t), 3(-,t) = @(t)v(-, 1),

w(-,t) = p(t)w(,t) are solutions of
di— A= f+¢u on T x (0,7) (13)
O — AD = —f — a5t + agw + ¢'v on T x (0,7) (14)
O — DAW = ¢'w in Qx(0,7) (15)

O

pZ¥_ asv — agw onI'x (0,T) (16)

on



with zero initial conditions and with f = (a1 +-2 ey +a7c)v - 1+—u We deduce from (@) that the
right-hand sides of (3], (I4), (I6) are all bounded in L?(I'r) and that the right-hand side of
(@) is bounded in L?(Q27) by constants that only depends on M,o, T, 2, ¢ and ay,...,a7. By
L?-regularity theory we obtain L?(0,7; H*(T')) N H'(0,T; L*(T'))-bounds for @,? and then an
L2(0,T; H?(Q))NH' (0,T; L?(2))-bound for 1 that only depends on M, o, T, Q, cand a1, ..., ar.
Since ¢ =1 on [0, T| the estimates for @, 0, w yield (I0J). O

We next prove the existence of stationary states using Theorem and the a-priori estimates
from Proposition 241

Theorem 2.5. For any M > 0 there exists a nonnegative solution (u,v,w), such that u,v €
C?(I'), w € C%(Q), of the system

aqsu

asu
0=A — T 17
u—|—<a1+a3+u+a7c>v T+ on (17)
asu asu
0=Av— —_— = I 18
v <a1+a3+u+a7c>v+1+u asv + agw on (18)
0= DAw in 2 (19)
0
—D—w = —asv + agw onT" (20)
M = /w +/ u+v). (21)
Moreover,
[, 0l () + w22y + DIIVw||F2g) < C(M). (22)
Proof. Denote by X the set of all (ug,vo,wo) € L?(I')2 x L?(2) such that
a 1
/wo—l—/(u0+v0):M and 26 %+/2(u3+a5v3)§01(M—|—M2),
Q r Q

with Cy from Proposition 24l Fix 7" > 3. By Theorem 23] for any (ug, vg, wo) € X there exists
a unique weak solution (u,v,w) to the evolution problem in (0,7"). By Proposition 24] and
by the mass conservation property (6 we deduce that (u(t),v(t),w(t)) € X for all t € (0,7).
Moreover, the bounds (@), (I0) are satisfied for any o > 0. In particular (see e.g. [10], Theorem
3, Section 5.9) w € C°([0,7]; L*(?)) and u,v € C°([0,T]; L*(T")). Similarly, for any o > 0 we
deduce w € C%([o, T); H'(Q)) and u,v € C°([o, T]; H*(I')) with bounds that depend only on &
and the data.

In particular, for any 7 € (0,1) the map

S(r): X = X, (uo,v0,wp) — (u(7),v(T), w(r))

is well-defined, and by Sobolev embedding compact. Considering differences of two solutions
with initial data (wp,ug,vg) and (g, 4o, Up), respectively, we obtain by similar calculations as
in Proposition [2.4] that

1S(7) (o, vo, wo) — S(7) (o, Vo, Wo) |l 2 (ry2x £2() < Cll(u0, vo, wo) — (o, Vo, Wo) |l £2(ry2 x L2(02)-

Therefore S(7) is continuous for any 0 < 7 < T'.



By Schauders fixed point theorem for any 7 € (0,1), 7 = 1/N, there exists a fixed point
(u™,v",w") € X of S(r). Since the system (II)-([@) is autonomous and solutions are unique we
obtain a solution (u,,v,,w;) of this system on (0,7") with the property that

(ur(k7), v (kT), w (k7)) = (0,07, w") for all k£ € N.
By Proposition 2.4] we obtain for any N € N uniform bounds

lwr | e ((1,2):22@)ne2 (1,20 22Q)) + e vell v (a,2)220)nce(a,2)m2 )y < Cs(1 + M).
Therefore there exists a subsequence N — oo (not relabeled), hence 7 = 7(N) — 0, such that

wy — win HY((1,2); L(Q)) N L*((1,2); H*(Q)),
ur = win H((1,2); L3() N L2((1,2); H*(T)),
v, — v in HY((1,2); L)) N L*((1,2); H*(T)).

It is easy to show that (u, v, w) is a solution to ({)-([@]) on the time interval (1,2). Moreover, by the
Aubin-Lions lemma, we have strong L?(I" x (1,2))? x L?(€2 x (1, 2))-convergence of (u,,v,,w;) to
(u,v,w) and for aset R C [1,2] of full measure and all t € R strong convergence in L*(T")%x L?(Q)
of (ur(t),vr(t), wr(t)) to (u(t), v(t), w(t)).

Next, since by [10], Chapter 5.9, we have uniform bounds in C°([1,2]; H}(T')? x H(Q)) we
in addition have L?-convergence of (u”,v™,w") = (u,(1),v,(1),w,(1)) to a limit (us,vs,ws) €
XNHY )2 x HY(Q).

Now choose ¢ € R arbitrary. Then there exists a sequence ty such that ¢ty € N7 and ty — t.
We then compute that in L?(T")

[u(t) = wel| < flu(t) = ur (O] + [Jur(t) = ur(tN)H +lJur(tn) = us

< Jlu(®) = ur ()] + Clt — 2 Jur g +u" — . =0,

O ([1,2:L2(2))
where we have used that u, is uniformly bounded in H'((1,2); L?(Q)) — ok ([1,2]; L?(Q)). This
shows u(t) = u, for all ¢t € R. Similarly we deduce v(t) = v, and w(t) = w, for all ¢t € R. Since
(u,v,w) € CO([1,2]; HY(I"))? x C°([1,2]; H'(Q)) we have (u,v,w) = (us, vy, w,) on [1,2].

We therefore have obtained a time-independent solution of ([II)-(#]) on (1,2) that satisfies the
mass constraint. This gives the required solution of the stationary system.

Starting from the H! regularity of the solution and the Sobolev embeddings H(I') < LP(T)
for any 1 < p < oo, and H'(Q) — L*(I") we deduce from classical regularity that v € W?2P(I'),
v € W24T). Since W24(I') — C’l’%(I‘) we deduce from [I4] Theorem 6.31] that w € 02’%(5).
Standard Schauder regularity then implies higher regularity for v, u.

The estimate ([22) is obtained from (u,v,w) € X and (@). O

3 The limit of infinite cytosolic diffusivity: D = oo

3.1 Passage to the limit D — oo

In biological cells the diffusion in the cytosol is typically much faster than the lateral diffusion on
the membrane. This means in our rescaling that D > 1 and motivates to consider an asymptotic
reduction D — oo. We obtain a system of two surface PDEs for u, v, whereas the variable w
becomes spatially constant and is determined by the prescribed total amount of protein in the
cell. This introduces a nonlocal term in the PDE system for u, v.



Theorem 3.1. For any M > 0 there exist u,v € C%(T'), and a nonnegative constant w, such

that
02Au—|—<a1+ a2t +a7c>v— a4t onl, (23)
as +u 14+u
asu asu
0=Av— e r 24
v <a1—|—a3+u+a7c>v+1+u asv + agw onT', (24)

w:M—/F(u—i—v). (25)

Proof. Consider a sequence (Dy)g with Dy — 0o as k — oo and let (ug, vk, wg) be a solution to
([[7)-@I) with D replaced by Dy. By the bound [22]) and standard compactness arguments we
deduce the existence of a subsequence (not relabeled) Dy — oo such that (ug, vk, wy) converges
weakly in H'(T')2 x H'(Q) to some limit (u,v,w). Moreover, by the Rellich theorem and the
compactness of the trace mapping H*(€2) — L?(I") we have strong convergence in L?(I')%2x L%(Q).
This allows to pass to the limit in the equations (I7), (I8)) and (2I)) and to deduce (23)-(23).
The higher regularity of the solution is deduced from standard regularity results as above. [

3.2 Derivation of the obstacle problem

Our goal in this section is to consider a suitable scaling limit of the system (23])-(25). More
precisely, we introduce the following rescalings

a4w%, CL5W%, CLGW%, (],7«"—>ﬂ (26)

€ € € €

and assume that the coefficients a1, as, ag are kept of order one and that a4, as, ag, a7 > 0. Upon
redefining ¢, without loss of generality we can assume that a; = 1. Moreover, in order to obtain
a nontrivial limit we also need to assume that the total number of proteins M rescales like
%, more precisely M = = for some fixed m > 0. Denoting by (ue,ve,w:) the solution of the
rescaled system (23])-(25]) an asymptotic expansion shows that we should expect that Us := eu,,
Ve, we are of order one. We therefore rewrite the rescaled system as

casU, aqUs
0 =AU, _ — T 27
54—(saﬁ—mg_H]E4—c>v6 7 on T, (27)

easU, aqU,
0=cAv, — (5&1 + &1327-1-;]5 + c> Ve + 644-755 — a5 + agWe on T, (28)
EWs =M — (UE + E’UE) . (29)

We continue to assume that w. > 0, hence fF (U€ + 6215) < m.
For convenience we state our results mainly in terms of a function g : I' — (0, 1) instead of ¢,

)
g( )_C(

_—, el 30
x) +as ’ (30)

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that {(Us, vz, we)} .~ s a family of nonnegative solutions of ([27)-(29)
and fiz an arbitrary sequence (€5)jen with lim; o e; = 0.
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Then, there exist a subsequence £; — 0 (not relabeled), u € W*P(T) for any 1 < p < oo, and a
measurable function £: T — [0,1] such that with j — oo

U, > u in LY(T),

U&‘j *
— - kly* in L>°(T),
S 13 weakly* in L°°(T")

and such that &u = u almost everywhere on I.
Moreover, there exists o € R such that the functions u and £ satisfy almost everywhere on I’

—Au=ag —as(l—g)¢ (31)

and we have

/F "= m. (32)

Proof. Integrating (27)) and (28]) over ' we obtain

Then, using that ¢ > ¢y > 0, U: >0, v. > 0 and 64[—]?]5 < 1in 33) it follows

/ve <My (35)
I Co

and (34) implies that w. < 2425 Moreover, since w. > 0, we obtain from (29) that

0a6

/F U. <m (36)

Using (34]) we can rewrite (28]) as

a2el; ayUs ][
0=cAv. — (age + —257¢ - , er. 37
Vg <a1 + v + c> ve + U asve + as g Vg T (37)

Let ¢ € C%(T') an arbitrary test function. Multiplying (37) by ¢ and integrating over I' we
obtain, after integrating by parts

0—5/1)A —/ az—:+LUE+C v+ a Ue —a/ Ve + a ][v /
— Fe P - 1 a3€+U5 =P 4I‘€+U€(p 5F906 5 Fe I‘(p

(38)

Notice that 0 < Ef@g <land 0 < a3€UjUE < 1. Due to (B3] and (36]) we obtain that there exists
a subsequence €; — 0 of the given sequence such that
U..

Ve, = U, Us; = u, 5 N as j — 0o (39)
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where v,u € M (I'). The convergence of the sequences (v, );, (U:,); takes place in the weak

U
topology of measures and the convergence of 5 +U takes place in the weaks topology of L*>(T").

Taking the limit in (B8] we obtain

0= /cv90+a4/£90—a5/90v+a5<]£ ></Fso>
/(c+a5)vg0—a4/cp§+a5][ /

where ¢ is an arbitrary test function in C?(I'). In particular this implies that (c + a5)v is an
absolutely continuous measure with can be written in terms of a bounded density, more precisely

as§ as
- 40
v + ﬁ v (40)

c+as c+as

Letting a = a5 v we arrive at

po & @ (41)
c+as cHas

We now consider the limit of (Z7)). Multiplying this equation by ¢ where ¢ € C?(I") and using
([B9) we obtain the limit equation

Au+cv—asf =0,
which is satisfied in the sense of distributions. Using (4] we obtain
Au+ag—as(l—g)¢=0. (42)

Due to the boundedness of g and £ classical regularity theory implies that w is bounded in
W2P(T') for any p < oo. This gives ([BI). On the other hand, taking the limit of ([29), using (B9)
and the uniform boundedness of w. we obtain (32I).

It remains to prove {u = u. Using ([27), (35]) and applying classical regularity arguments [29]
Proposition 4.3], (see also [12]), we obtain uniform estimates for Ue; in W4(T') for all 1 < ¢ < 2.
Then U.; — u in L4(T") and for any test function ¢ € CO(T")

U.. U..
/ (§u —u) = lim @(i — 1) UEJ = lim —€5p £ =0.
T T gj

j—ro0 + U, j—oo Jp gj + U,
This implies {u = u. O

We remark that by an integration of (42)) first over I and then over {u > 0} (and using the
W2P(I')-regularity of u) we deduce that

LY )L SN (13)

Jrg Jtus0y 9

Moreover, by Stampacchia’s lemma [IZ, Proposition 3.23] and the W?2P(I')-regularity of u one
obtains Au = 0 almost everywhere in {u = 0}, which yields the representation formula

g:{l in {u> 0},

. 44
iy nle=0) Y

In particular, from the second equality in (@3] and ([@4]) we deduce that &, « are determined by
u.
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3.3 Critical mass for polarization.

Without loss of generality, rescaling v and « accordingly, we set in the following ay = 1. Thus,
we consider a solution (u, &, «) of the problem

—Au=—-(1-g)§+ag onT, u>0,uec W»P(') forall 1 <p < oo, (45)
§€ [07 1]7 §=1 on {u > 0}7 (46)

/Fu:m, (47)

Here ¢ is as in ([B0) and we also recall the compatibility condition (@3] for «, which by (@) in
particular yields

a < = % (48)

We have a variational principle for the problem 5, (40).

Proposition 3.3. Fizx 0 < a < ay and consider the minimization problem

u= argmin{%/ |Vo? +/(1 —g)v—agv |ve HY(I), v > O} . (49)
r r
Then the following properties hold.
1. For any 0 < a < ai,. a minimizer of (49) exists.
2. Minimizers are unique for a < ay and unique up to additive constants for o = .

3. u € HY () with v > 0 is a minimizer of @) if and only if u is a solution of the variational
inequality

/Vu-V(u—v)—l—/((1—9)—@9)(u—v)§0 for allv e HY(T), v > 0. (50)
r r

4. uw € HYT) with u > 0 is a minimizer in @) if and only if
—Au+(1—g)—ag>0 inT, —Au+(1—-g)—ag=0 in{u>0}.  (51)

5. Ifue W2P(I'), 1 <p< oo withu >0 solves @H), @B) then u is a minimizer of (@9).

6. If u € W2P(I'), 1 < p < oo is a minimizer of [@9) then there emists ¢ € L>(T) with
0 <& <1 such that (40), (E6) are satisfied.

Proof. 1. We use the direct method of the calculus of variations. For any v € HY(T'), v > 0
we have, letting v = ‘—11‘ fF v,

I(v) ::%/F|Vv|2+/r(1—g)v—ozgv
:%/F\V(U—U)P—F/F((l—g)—ag)(v—v)—i—v/((1—g)—ag)

r

> Cllo = 52y — Clas g, T)Jo — Bllaqry + 5las — ) /F g (52)

> Cllo = 9ll2 gy — Clarg,T) + e — @) /F 0
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If 0 < a < ay this shows the coercivity of I and then also the existence of a minimizer.
(We remark that for @ > «, we can take a sequence v, = n such that the functional
converges to —00.)

In the case a = a, we have I(v) = I(v+ ) for any v € R. We then can minimize I in the
class {v € H*(I') : [.v =0} and obtain a minimizer v, for this constrained minimization
problem, which in addition satisfies, since I(v) = I(v — v),

I(v,) <inf {I(v) |[ve H(T), v>0}.

Moreover, v, solves the Euler-Lagrange equation —Av, = —(1 — g) + a.g + A, for some
Lagrange multiplier A (we even find A = 0 by integration over I'). By elliptic regularity,
v, is bounded. But then u := v, — minr v, is nonnegative and satisfies (49]).

. Consider two different minimizer u,us of @J). We deduce that for v = $(uj + us)

I I
OSI(U)_M:_%/F‘V?”_VWP’

hence u; — ug is constant. In the case av < o, we further obtain from I(u;) = I(u2), using
the second line in (B2]), that uy = us.

. (B0) is the weak form of the Euler-Lagrange inequality and holds for any solution of (49]).
Vice versa, for a nonnegative solution u € H*(T") of (B0) and any other v € HY(T'), v > 0
we deduce from (B0) that

1 1 1
I(u) — I(v) §/—|Vu|2——|Vv|2—Vu-V(u—v):——/|V(u—v)|2§0.
2 2 2 /L

Therefore, u is a minimizer in ([@9).

. (B0) implies that u is a weak solution of (BI). Vice versa, if u € H*(T), u > 0 satisfies
GI) and v € HY(T'), v > 0 then

/FVu-V(u—v)+/((1—9)—@9)(u—v)

I
_ /F (Vu- V(u—v); + ((1—g)— ag)(u—0v),)

N /F (Vu-V(u—v)_+ ((1—g) —ag)(u—0v)_)

Since u > 0 in {u > v} the first integral on the right hand side is zero by the equation
in (BI). The inequality in (5II) gives that the second integral is nonpositive. Hence, (B0)
holds.

. ([@3), {6l immediately yield ().

. Consider a solution u € W2P(T'), u > 0 of @J). We then can choose £ = 1 in {u > 0} and
& = f‘Tg in {u = 0}. Using that by Stampacchia’s lemma Au = 0 almost everywhere in
{u = 0? we deduce first from the inequality in (BI) that & € [0,1], and second that (45])
holds.

U
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We have not yet shown that the assumption u € W2P(I'), 1 < p < oo for a minimizer u of (@3
that appears in item 6 of the previous proposition is always satisfied. This however will follow
from Proposition together with Theorem [B.7 below.

Remark 3.4. The variational inequality [BQ) is equivalent to the following variational inequality
without constraints: uw € HY(T) is a solution of B0) with u > 0 if and only if

/ Vu-V(u—v)+(1—gluy — (1 —gvg < / ag(u—v)  forallv e HYI). (53)
r r

Note in particular that the latter property implies uw > 0 by choosing v = uy. In fact, this gives
f{u<0} |Vu|? < 0 which implies 0 = f{u<0} [Vu|?> < — fﬁ/ agu_ <0 and hence u_ = 0.
Introducing the functional J: HY(T') — R,

3w = [ (=g

B3) is equivalent to
—Au+090J(u) > ag. (54)

We further obtain that 0J(u) = (1—g)0p(u), forp: R — R, p(r) = r4. In particular, for u,§ as
in {@3), [@6) we find (1 — g)§ € dJ(u). Hence @), Q) is equivalent to the partial differential
inclusion (B4l) for a maximal monotone graph.

We will say that a solution to ([@3]), (@Gl exhibits polarization if the measure of both of the two
regions {u > 0} and {u = 0} is positive. It turns out that it is possible to give a necessary and
sufficient condition for polarization in this model. To this end we define an auxiliary function
Use.

Definition 3.5. Let g be defined as in (30) and o, as in [@8)). We define u. as the unique
solution of the equation
—Au, = —(1—g) + aug, zel (55)

such that minp u, = 0.

Equation (BI) has infinitely many solutions due to the definition of «,, which implies
fr [—(1 = g) + axg] = 0. The solutions differ by a constant and they are continuous in I'. Then,
if u is any solution of (B5]) we obtain that u, = v — minp u and u, is unique. We define

My = Malg] = /Fu* (56)

In the following we denote gma.x = maxrg and ay = u;fT”‘jx). Notice that ag < a, and strict

inequality holds if g is not constant. In case that ¢ is constant no polarization occurs. More
precisely we have the following equivalence.

Proposition 3.6. Consider a solution (u,&, «) of ([@D)-{T) with m > 0. Then u is constant if
and only if g is constant. In this case we have u, =0 and o = ap = Q.

Proof. Let u > 0 be constant. Since m > 0 we have v > 0 and £ = 1. Then (3] implies that g
is constant. This yields u, = 0 and a = ay = .

Vice versa assume that g is constant. By m > 0 the set {u > 0} has positive measure and ({3])
yields that a = 1_79 and £ = 1. But then (3] implies Au = 0 and u is constant. O
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Our main results concerning the onset of polarized states is contained in the following theorem,
see also the remark below.

Theorem 3.7. Let g be as in (30) and m, as in (50).
a) For any m > 0, there exists a unique solution (u,&, o) to (45)-@TD).

b) For any a € [0, o] there exists a solution (u,§) to ([ER), (@EQ).
For o < a, this solution is unique. For o = a, we have & = 1 and u is unique up to an
additive constant.
The map o — (u,§) is monotone increasing.
For 0 < a < ag we have u = 0. If g is not constant this also holds for a = «y.

c) If m > my the solution (u,&, o) of [AD)-{ETD) satisfies u > 0 and £ =1 in T, a = oy and
U= Uy + 1 — My

d) If m < my the solution (u,&,«) of [AB)-[T) satisfies |{u =0} >0 and o < .

Proof. 1. Solvability of ([{#&)-T) for given m > 0 follows from Theorem 23] Theorem [B1]
and Theorem

2. Solvability of the variational inequality and monotonicity. The variational inequality (B0Q)
can be solved for each a < ay, see Proposition B3] and yields a unique solution for o < i,
and a solution that is unique up to additive constants if o = a.

Suppose that a3 < ag and let (u1,a1), (ug,a2) be solutions of (BO). We use vy =

min{uy,uz} in (B0) for w; and vy = max{uj,us} in (BU) for uy and observe that
up — vy = (ug —ug)y, ug — vg = —(ug — ug)4. Adding the resulting inequalities yields
/ IV (u1 — ug)+|* + /(Ozz —ap)g(ur —uz)4+ <0. (57)
r r

Hence, we find u; < us.

3. Solutions of (BQ) are trivial for subcritical .

We next show that solutions for 0 < a < «q are trivial, unless & = ag and g is constant.
Consider a = a and the unique solution u of the variational inequality (B0). Assume that
u Z 0. We note that

(1_9)_a0921_g_a09max:1_9_1+gmax:gmax_gzo-

Using v = 0 in (B0) yields

L1908+ [ G =g < [ 96+ [ (1= 9) ~ cug)u <o,

which gives a contradiction, unless g = gmax and u is a constant.

Now for all 0 < o < o by the monotonicity property and comparing u with the trivial
solution for o« = g we deduce that the solution of (B0]) vanishes identically, also in the
case that g is constant.

By Proposition this proves the claim.
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4. Uniqueness of solution for given m. Consider oy < a3 < ag and two solutions (uq, aq),
(ug, ap) of the variational inequality (B0) with fr = fF u9. Then by monotonicity
u1 < uo and the equality fr(ul — ug) = 0 implies u; = uy. Assume now that oy < ao.
Then as > ag and u; = uy #Z 0 by ([B0). We then can use the equality in (&I to deduce
that a1 = aw, a contradiction. Hence (u1, 1) = (u2, ag).

This in particular shows that for any m > 0 the solution (u,&,«) of ({@H)-([@T) is unique
(here we use that £ is determined by u, a through the representation formula (44])).

Furthermore, consider the map « — m that assigns to « the total mass m of the solution
of the variational inequality (50]). By the monotonicity and uniqueness properties proved
above o +— m is strictly increasing on [ag, o).

5. Equivalence of ([AB),[6) and (B0). From [@J) we already know that a < a is necessary
for any solution of (45]),(4]).

We now remove the additional regularity assumption in Proposition [3.3] item 6 and show
that a solution (u,«) of the variational inequality (B0) solves (4H),[ 8] for a suitable £
(determined by ([@4])). In fact let (u, ) be a solution of (B0). Then there exists a solution
(@,€, @) of @L)-ED) with m = [ u. In particular, (@, d) solves (BU) and the uniqueness
property above shows that (u,a) = (@, &). Therefore (u,§, ) solve (E3),([0]).

This equivalence together with the monotonicity property shown above proves that m —
(o, u) is strictly monotone. Finally, by (44]) then also the map m +— £ is monotone.

6. Proof of items c) and d). Therefore, for each m € [0,m,) we obtain a unique solution
(u, &, ), a € [ap, ) of [@B)-{ET). For a < ae we deduce from [A3]) that £ < 1 in a set of
positive measure. Therefore [{u = 0} > 0.

If m > m, we must have necessarily a = a,. Since a = : we obtain that £ =1 for

JI
a.e. € I', whence u solves (B5]). Thus u and u, only differ by a constant A and using
([B6) we obtain A = m — m,, whence item c) in Theorem B.7] follows.

[r(1—9)¢
[rg

O

Remark 3.8. The previous theorem shows that polarization, in the sense specified above, occurs
if 0 < m < my and that there is no polarization for m > m,.

In the case m = my polarization may occur or not. We give an example for a function g that
yields a polarized solution w with m = my., i.e. with [{u, = 0}| > 0:

Fiz oo, = 3 and choose any u, € C*(I') with u, >0, |[{u, =0} >0, and |Au,| < 3. We define

1 — Au,
gi=——1
1+ 3

)

then g is continuous with values in (0,1). Moreover, by construction

_ fr(l —-9)
Jrg

A sufficient condition for the property |{u. = 0}| =0 (i.e. no polarization occurs) for m = m.

18
I Tvan [~

In fact, almost everywhere in {u, = 0} we have Au, =0 and hence g =

1
—Au, = 59 —(1- g)7 Qly

_1
14+ax *
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3.4 Localization of {u > 0} if m — 0.

By the results of the previous section, for non-constant g and sufficiently small mass polarization

occurs. We can say a bit more about the patterns that arise if we consider the limit of vanishing

mass: in a well-defined sense the polarized region concentrates on the set where g (and hence

also c)1 takes its maximal value. To give a precise statement, let S = {z € I'| g(z) = gmax} and
—Y9max

Qp = e as above.

Proposition 3.9. Consider a sequence m, \, 0 and denote the corresponding solution to ({5))-
@) by (un,&nyan). Then the following holds

1. (7% \ Qap.
2. Assume that uy, attains a maximum in x,. Then g(z,) — Gmax-
3. ”UnHWZ,p(r) =0 forall 1 <p< .

4. Let Q= {u,, > 0}. Then

1 _
—/ (1— I )= as n — oo. (58)
’Qn’ Qn Imax 1 + Qp

5. For any § > 0 there exists ng such that if dist(x,S) > 0 then u,(x) =0 for all n > ny.

Proof. 1. We multiply (@3] by a positive test function ¢ and integrate by parts to obtain

OZ/FunAsD—/F(l—g)fnsDJran/rgso-

< M. We now take a sequence
Jrge

()¢ of test functions such that spt(¢r) C {g > gmax — 7}

Now | [ unAp| < Cmy, — 0. Hence limsup,, ., o,

2. Since m > 0 we have uy,(x,) > 0 and u,, > 0 in some neighborhood of x,,. Then &, =1
in this neighborhood and wu, is C%regular in z,,. We therefore have —Au,(x,) > 0,

&n(xy) = 1 and hence 0 < —(1—g(zy)) + ang(zy), which implies o, > 1;((;(:;) > ap. Since

oy, — ap it follows that g(z,) — gmax-

3. By @31, a < o and since (my,), is bounded we deduce that (), is uniformly bounded
in W2P(T') for any 1 < p < co. Since u,, — 0 in L!(T") the result follows by interpolation.

4. Integrate (@H) over ,, and recall that &, = 1in €,,. Since u,, € W?P?(I') we have an Au,, =

0 and we find
0:_/ (1_9)‘1'0%/9
n Q’!L

= (1 o) / (0 — gunae) + G (1 + ) [0

n

= —(1+ay) / (gmax — 9) + (an — @0) gmax|n]

and (B8] follows.
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5. It is sufficient to prove the claim for all 0 < § < g, where §y > 0 is an arbitrary fixed
number, to be chosen below. By continuity of g there exists § > 0, § = 6(dg), such that
0

g < gmax —0 in{xel :dist(z,S) >r}, r=g

This implies, for sufficiently large n, that
ang — (1 - g) = Qng — (1 - g) — @0Ymax + (1 - gmax) < (an - aO)gmaX - (an + 1)9
2

in {z el : dist(z,S) > r}.

Now fix an arbitrary zg € I" with dist(zg, S) > § and assume u, (o) > 0. Then g < gmax—0
on D(zg,r) := B(zg,7) NT.

Next define @ : D(xg,r) = R, u(x) := WL’E — xg|2. For & > 0 sufficiently small, only

depending on the geometry of I', we then have

—4—2H(z) (z — 0)) > _lam +1)6 on D(xo,7),

an—l—l)ﬁ(
- 2

o
—Al= e

where H denotes the mean curvature vector of . On the other hand, since D(zg,r) C

{dist(-,S) > r}
~Aup =ang—(1—g) < —g(an +1)0 on D(xg,r)N{u, > 0}.

In addition 0 < wu, < %7;1)97‘2 for n > ng for some ng € N sufficiently large, only
depending on 6,7 (thus only depending on 0), since u,, — 0 uniformly by item 3. Then

(o, +1)0
2

%;21)97"2 - ((1711;61)9702 <0 on dD(xg,r)N{u, > 0},

up, — 0 <0 on D(xg,r)No{u, > 0}.

—Auy, — 1) < —(an +1)0 + <0 on D(xg,7)N {u, >0},

<

I3

Up —

By the weak maximum principle it follows that
Up, — 0 <0 in D(zg,r) N {u, > 0},

which yields u,(z¢) < @, (xg) = 0, a contradiction.

This shows that u,(z¢) = 0 for n > ng, ng = ng(d). Since xg € {dist(-,S) > 0} was
arbitrary this proves the claim.
]

4 Finite cytosolic diffusion D < oo

In this section we now deal with the case of finite cytosolic diffusion D < oo and the fully coupled
system. Using a similar rescaling as in the case D = oo we derive an asymptotic limit in the
form of a bulk-surface obstacle problem. In the case of spherical cell geometry we characterize
polarized states in terms of this limit problem and in terms of the total amount of proteins in
the cell.



19

4.1 Derivation of a nonlocal obstacle problem

For finite D we use a similar rescaling of the steady-state equation (I7)-(2I]) as in the previous
section but consider in addition to (26]) that D becomes large with ¢ — 0, more precisely
D ~~ %D with D of order one. This yields the following bulk-surface system.

CLQUE CL4U5
0= AU, e — T 59
€+<€a1+6a35+U€+C>U€ " on (59)
aqU,
0=cAv. — <a16 + eﬁ + c> Ve + 644-755 — asvs + agWe on I (60)
0 = DAw, in Q (61)
0
_pLe _ —asv: + agwe on I'. (62)
on

and

/F(Ua + ev.) +/ cwe = m. (63)

B

By Theorem for given m > 0 there exists a nonnegative solution of this system. We first
prove some uniform bounds.

Theorem 4.1. For any 0 < m < mg and any nonnegative solution (we, Us,v:) of (BI)-(G3]) we
have
|Uell2(ry + lvellL2(ry + lwell ) < Claa, as, ag, mo, ¢, §2). (64)

Proof. Integrating (B9) over I" we deduce that
1
/UE < Loy (65)
r Co
Similarly, by taking the sum of (59) and (60]), integrating and using (G5) we also obtain
1
/ we < ——agas|T. (66)
r a6Co

We next test (60)),([GI) with asv. and agwe, respectively. Summing up the resulting equations
gives

/ <€a5|Vv5|2 + ca5v§) + / a6D|Vw€|2 < / <a4a5v6 — (asve — a6w€)2)
r Q r
< C(a47a57007 Q)7 (67)

and in particular a uniform L?(T")-bound for v..
Applying the Poincaré inequality in {w € H'(Q) : [, w = 0} we deduce that

2 2
e ey = e = o7 e, o + Ao ([ )
| Jr “lleze) T2\ Jp

gcmmwm@@+0@NA

2
we) < C((I4, as, a6, €, Q)7

and therefore obtain the required bound for |[wel| g1 (q)-
Finally, by L2-regularity theory for (59), the mass bound (63]) and interpolation we conclude

(©4). O
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With these uniform estimates we can pass to the limit ¢ — 0. We then obtain a generalized
obstacle type problem.

Theorem 4.2. Consider a sequence (we, Uz, v:) of nonnegative solutions to (B9)-([62]) with total
mass 0 < m < mg. Then there ezists a subsequence ¢ — 0 and functions (w,u,v) such that

U.—wu in HYT), ve = v in L*(T), w, —w in HY(Q).

Moreover there exists § € L>®(T") with 0 < & < 1 such that

0=Au+cv —as€ on T, (68)

0= —cv+ as€ — asv + agw on T, (69)

0= DAw in Q, (70)

—Da—w = —asv + agw onT (71)
on

and such that ué = u and fru = m hold. Moreover, w,u and v are all nonnegative and
u € W2P(T) for any 1 < p < oo, w € C®(Q) N C%Q), and v € L=(T'), with

[ullwzer) + [[wllcog) + vllLe@) < Clp, as, as, a6, D, Q2,mo). (72)

Proof. By the uniform bounds provided by Theorem 1] we obtain a subsequence and functions
w, u, v, & such that

w, —w in HY(Q),

U. —~u in H*(T), (73)
ve — v in L*(T),
Ug * .
— L>(T).
e+ U. & in ()

In particular we obtain from Sobolev embedding that U. — w in L?(I") and by the compactness
of the trace map H'(Q) — L*(T) that w. — w in L?*(I'). We then pass easily in the weak
formulations of (59)-(G2) to the limit and deduce (G8)-(ZI]). Moreover, we have for any n € C°(T")

U, eU.
/F(ﬁu—u) glg(lJ 77(»S—I—UU U)_il—% Fns—l—U =0

which proves u = w. Finally by the uniform bounds (64)), (65]) on v.,w. we have

/z—:veJr/ ews — 0
r Q
and (63)), () yield that m = [ u

Since 0 < a—[‘,-][E]E < 1 the corresponding bounds for ¢ follow. Moreover, by (64) and (73]) we

deduce that

lull 20y + vl L2y + w0l g1@) < Clag, as, ag, mo, ¢, Q2).
For p > 2 we test (T0) with (k,w)P~ !, K, = o as Well as (69) with vP~!. This yields

¢
14 coP — aqoP~ 1) < 20 v 4+ C(co, as,p,T),

/ D(p —1)Kb~ LwP=2|Vw|? + / < asv — agw) ( /ipw)p_l - vp_l) —c? +a4£vp_1)

/F<a5(v — rpw) [P —

T
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and hence v is bounded in LP(T") for any 1 < p < oc.
By [22, Theorem 3.14] we then obtain that w € C%7(Q) for some v > 0, with

lwllcor @) < C(Q, co)as||v]l L3y, (74)

which in particular proves the desired maximum bound for w. As a harmonic function, w is
smooth in the open set €.

The maximum bound for w and ([69) yield v € L*(T"), with a corresponding bound.

By standard LP-regularity for (G8) we finally deduce that u € W2P(T') for any 1 < p < oo and

lullw2r@) < C(a,as, ag, mo, ¢, 2, p).
Ol

We can express the system above as an equation for w only, but involving a non-local (pseudo-
differential) operator given by the Neumann to Dirichlet operator T' applied to the Laplace—
Beltrami operator on I'. For properties of the Neumann to Dirichlet (and the Dirichlet to
Neumann) operators see the appendix.

Proposition 4.3. Let (u,v,w, ) be nonnegative functions with the same regularity as in The-
orem[{.2 Then the following statements are equivalent.

1. (u,v,w,&) satisfies (G8))-{7T).
2. (u,w,§) satisfies

0= Au — ay(1 — g)§ + aggw, ué=u a.e onl, (75)
0=Aw in €, DZ—ZZ =a4(l — g)§ —aggw on T (76)
and v is given by
v =" (agw + asf). (77)
as
3. There exists w € R such that
1

0=Au—ay(1 —g)£+aﬁg(w—|—BTAu), ué=u a.e onl, (78)

and v,w are given by ({1 and

1

w = 1w+ 5TAU’ (79)

Moreover, w is determined by

w = ]{110 = %7}1%7/1“ <a4(1 —g9)§ — %gTAu). (80)

Proof. We first observe that (69) is equivalent to ({7]). Using this we see that (GS), (7Q), (71
are equivalent to ({70, (76). We then have that (73], (76) is equivalent to ({73l) and

DAw =0 in§, D— = Aru,
on

which gives the equivalence to (8], ([{9). Finally, (80) follows by integrating (78]) over I. O
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4.2 Localization of {u > 0} if m — 0.

For simplicity we set a4 = 1 in the following. As above let S = {x € T'|g(z) = gmax} and

CYO — l_gmax

gmax

Proposition 4.4. Consider a sequence my — 0 of positive numbers and for k € N any nonneg-
ative solution (uy, vy, wy, &) of @F)-) with [y = my. Then the following holds

1. ||ugllw2pry — 0 for any 1 < p < occ.
2. Wy, — %Oé().
3. Assume that uy attains a mazimum in x. Then g(zr) — Gmax-

4. Let Qy := {uy > 0}. Then

1
lim — (1— J ):0 as k — oc.
k—o0 ‘Qk‘ Qy, Jmax

5. For any § > 0 there exists ko such that if dist(x,S) > 0 then ug(x) =0 for all k > k.

Proof. 1. By (2)) the sequence (uy)y is uniformly bounded in W2P?(T) for any 1 < p < oo.
Using that u; — 0 in L'(I") interpolation gives uj, — 0 in any W2P?(T'), 1 < p < oo, hence
also in C17(T) for any 0 < v < 1.

By (@), the Neumann to Dirichlet operator T : LP(T') — WYP(T') is continuous for any
1 < p < co. Using (T9) this implies that wy — W), — 0 in every W1P(T).

2. We multiply (75)) by a positive test function ¢ and integrate by parts to obtain
0= / upAp — (1~ 9)&k — asgwy)p
r

> /FUkA(P_/F((l_g) —aag(wk—m))soJraam/gcp

Using mj — 0 and the properties from the first item, we deduce that lim sup,_, . Wi <

{56(1]7_?3;0. We now take a sequence (i) of test functions such that spt(p¢) C {g > gmax—73}
T
and obtain )
limsupw, < —ag.
k—o0 ae

3. Since uy, is locally C%regular in {uy > 0} we have —Auy(zg) > 0 and £(xy,) = 1 and hence

0< —(1 = g(zx)) + asg(@r) (e — (wi — ) (21))-
It follows together with item 2 of this proof that

1-— 1
—aqqp > limsupwy > liminf wy > liminf M > —ag.
ag k—00 k—o0 k—o0 CLGQ(xk) ag

It follows that w, — %ao and that g(zx) = gmax-
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4. Integrate ([75)) over € and recall that &, = 1 in Q. Since u, € W2P(I') we have ka Auy =
0. This yields

—][ agg(wy — W) = —][ (1 —g)+mk][ asg

=—-1+ (1 + aﬁmk) ][ (g - gmax) + gmax(l + CLGEk)

Qp

— — 9 — 9max
= Gmax [(—ao + agwy) + (1 + aﬁwk)][ 7ma]
Q,  Ymax

and the claim follows by item 2 and since wy, — W), — 0 in CO(T").

5. We argue as in Proposition Consider 0 < § < &g, where dy > 0 is chosen below. Then

there exists 6 > 0, 8 = 0(dp), such that in {x € T : dist(z,S) >r}, r= g

g < Gmax — 0, —(1—g)+ apg < —(ag + 1)6,

We deduce that in {x € T : dist(z,S) > r} for all k > ko sufficiently large

1 1
—(1—g) + aggwp < —(ao + 1)0 + agg(wy, — a—Oéo) < —5(010 +1)0,
6

where we have used item 2.

Moreover, by item 1, ([@8) and the Sobolev embedding T'Auj, — 0 in WP(T') for all
1 < p < 0o and uniformly on I'. Then, possibly after increasing kg, we deduce

1 1
—(1—g) + agg(wr + BTAuk) < —Z(Oéo +1)

Now fix an arbitrary xg € I" with dist(zo, S) > § and assume uy(xo) > 0. We let D(xg,r) =
B(zo,r) NT and define @ : D(zg,r) — R, a(x) := (0‘03%1)9]33 — x0/|?. For dy > 0 sufficiently
small, only depending on the geometry of I', we then have

(g +1)0

“AG> —
6

on D(xg,T).
On the other hand, since D(xq,r) C {dist(-,S) > r}
1
—Auy, < —Z(ao +1)0  on D(xg,7) N {ur > 0}.
In addition 0 < up < W?ﬂ for k > ko for kg € N sufficiently large, only depending

on ¢, since ux — 0 uniformly by item 3. Then as in Proposition the weak maximum

principle yields a contradiction.
O

4.3 Refined analysis for the case of spherical cell shapes

In the following we restrict ourselves to the case of a spherical cell and let 2 = B(0,1) C R3. This
allows us to characterize the system (G8)-(7I]) as a generalized obstacle problem that involves
the Dirichlet to Neumann operator N (see the appendix for a definition). In order to reduce the

number of parameters we define £ = 5.
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Proposition 4.5. Let (u,v,w, &) be nonnegative functions with the same regularity as in The-
orem [ Then (u,v,w,§) satisfies (63)-(TT) if and only if u solves for some a € R

0=Au—(1-g)¢+ag—gl[N(u)+ (u—-")], u>0, (81)
0<€E<, ué = u almost everywhere on T, (82)

and if in addition w is given by agw = o — Lg[N(u) + (u —7u)| and v by (D). The number o is
then determined by

a:ﬁ/r((1—g)§+€g[N(u)+(u—U)]>. (s3)

Proof. By Proposition (see in particular (78))) it is sufficient to prove that for Q = B(0,1)
and any u € H?(T') we have TAru = —Nu — (u — 7).
Let F' denote the solution of

AF =0 in (), F=u onl,

hence 0,F = Nu on S?, and let G denote the solution of

AG=0 in Q, 3G:Apu on I', /GzO,
(971 T

hence G = TAru on S2.
We now consider the position vector field, n(z) = = for z € B(0,1). We observe that

0=A(G+n-VF+F) inB(0,1)
and that on T' = S2

O(G+n-VF+F) :%G—I—n-D2Fn—|—2n-VF

= Aru + 0°F + 20,F = AF =0,

where in the last step we have used that u = F on I and that A = 92 +20, + T%A 52 in spherical
coordinates. Hence G +n- VF + F' is constant and since fF G = fF n-VF =0 we deduce

TAru=G=-n-VF - (F—F)=—Nu— (u—7),
which proves the claim. O

In the sequel we do not make any further use of the particular geometry, the following analysis
applies to any solution of ([8I]), (82)) and any Q,T" = 9 as before. However, equivalence between

the systems (G8)-(71I) and (RI)), (82) requires spherical symmetry.
Proposition 4.6. Let (u,&, a) be a solution of BI), 82). Then for almost every z € T’
1 if u(z) >0,
§(z) = {g<a—e[zv<u>+<u—a>1>(x) if u(z) = 0. (84)

1-g

Proof. Let ¥ = {u = 0}. Then by Stampacchia’s Lemma Vu = 0 in ¥ and D?u = 0 almost
everywhere in {Vu = 0} D X. In particular, by the pointwise almost everywhere equality (81)
we deduce the characterization of £ in 3. On the other hand, by u§ = u we conclude that £ =1
inl'\ X. O
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Proposition 4.7 (Monotonicity). Let (u1,&1,aq), (ug,&2, ) be two solutions of (8Il), (82I).
1. If aq < ag then uy < ug holds. Moreover, we have fr Uy < fF uy unless uy = ug = 0.

2. If ax = ag then either uy = uo or uyi,us differ by a nonzero constant. In the latter case
61 = 52 =1 holds.

Proof. Let a1 < ag. The difference U := uq — uo satisfies

0=AU— (1 —g)(& — &) + glan —az) — gl[N(U) + (U - U)]. (85)

We assume that the maximum of U is positive and argue by a maximum principle. By [I] (see
also [19]) for any maximum point 2y of U there exists a sequence (zj)r in I' with xp — xo
and limg_,, AU(x;) < 0. By assumption and continuity of U we can assume without loss of
generality that U(xg) > 0 for all £ € N. Hence & (zr) = 1 > &a(xy) and the second term in
(B3] as well as the third term are nonpositive in z;. We next consider the term involving the
Dirichlet to Neumann operator: Let F' be the solution of

AF=0 inQ,  Flp=U,

hence N(U) = VF - v. By assumption and the weak maximum principle F' attains a positive
maximum in xg and by the Hopf boundary point lemma and the strong maximum principle we
have N(U)(xg) = (VF - v)(xg) > 0 unless U is constant. By (@5]) the Dirichlet to Neumann

1 1
map N : W27 »?(I') — W' %P(I') is continuous for any 1 < p < co. By Sobolev embedding we
deduce that N(U) is continuous and, unless U is constant,

lim —g(zx)N(U)(xy) < 0.

k—o0

Finally, in 2o the term U —U is also nonnegative. Therefore, from (85) we deduce a contradiction
unless U is a positive constant. Hence, u; < us or u; = ug + v for some positive constant ~.

1. First assume a1 < ag. If U = 7 is positive then & > & and (8O gives a contradiction.
Therefore u; < ug holds. We now assume that fF Uy = fF uo. This immediately gives
up = ug. If now 3 := {ug; > 0} = {uy > 0} is not empty we obtain by integrating (§Tl), for
uy and for us, over 3 and deduce, since fF N(u) =0, that

041/9_042/9207
> M

2. Next consider a; = ao. If U is not constant then u; < us, but interchanging the roles of
u1, us also gives uo < uq and hence equality.

On the other hand, if U is constant, then (85]) implies that & = &. But now u; > 0 or
ug > 0 and we deduce from (82)) that { = & = 1.

hence a1 = as, a contradiction.

O

Corollary 4.8 (Existence, uniqueness and monotonicity). For any m > 0 there ezists exactly
one solution (u,&, ) of BL), B2) with [u = m. Moreover, the map m + « is monotone
1NCTeasing.
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Proof. Fix m > 0. By Theorem 2.5 Theorem and Proposition there exists a solution
(u,&, a) of [BI), B2) with [ u =m. Consider two solutions (u1,&1, o), (u2, &2, ) with [ ug =
fr us = m. Without loss of generality we may assume that a7 < as. Proposition [£.7] implies
that vy < us and since fr(ul —ug) = 0 that u; = ug. By our assumption m > 0 Proposition 7]
further gives a; = ag, which by ([84)) finally shows that (uq,&1, 1) = (ug, &2, as).

Again by Proposition .7, « is a monotonically increasing function of m. O

We draw some first conclusions on the polarization properties of the model.

Corollary 4.9. Let u € W2?P(T) for any 1 <p < oo and £ € L") with 0 < £ <1, éu=u on
I be given such that BI), B2) are satisfied. Assume m := [u > 0. Then u is constant if and
only if g is constant. In that case we have £ =1 on I.

Proof. Assume g is constant and let £ = fr ¢. Testing ([BI) with u — @, using that g constant
implies [ ag(u —u) =0, [@4) yields

- 2 - u—1 u u—71u)|(u—1u
o_/r|w|+<1 g>/F5< >+ge/F[N<>+< )] (u — )

> [ ek + -9 [@=80= [ 1P+ (=008 [ v

Since £ < 1 we deduce that u is constant and £ = 1.
Assume vice versa that u is constant. Then v > 0 and { = 1, moreover N(u) + (v — @) = 0.
Then (BI) immediately gives that also g is constant. O

4.4 Spherical shell shapes: Existence of a critical mass for polarization.

Also in the present case of a finite cytosolic diffusion rate we would like to give criteria for the
onset of polarized states, i.e. the occurrence of configurations u such that both {u = 0} and
{u > 0} have positive measure.

As in the case D = oo we first look for solutions (u,§, «) of [&I), (82) such that v > 0. Then
& =1 and

0=Au—(1—g)+ag—~Lg[N(u)+ (u—1)], (86)

for some suitable a. We will prove that there exists a unique value a for which (B€) can be
solved and characterize this critical value a = a,. In the following we let N denote the mapping
u+ N(u) + (u—u). We then write the problem as

— Au+LgN(u) = ag — (1 — g) (87)

We claim that the operator —A + £gN has a simple zero eigenvalue (alternatively, the kernel
is one-dimensional). Indeed, it is clear that the constants are elements of the kernel of this
operator. Vice versa, any element U of the kernel of —A + (gN satisfies ([®5) with oy = g and
&1 = &9, hence the arguments in the proof of Proposition .7 imply that U is constant.

We proceed to characterize the solvability of (87) by using Fredholm theory. We first obtain by

[@6]) that

| [ovo)e| < Comxadlieliom el | [ (o= 006 <c@ [ &
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which implies the estimate
(= Ap+LlgN(p),¢) > /F Ve|* — Cl(maxg) (HcpHm(r)HcpHHl(r) + HcpH%zm)
1
> 5 [IV6P = Cltg. Dol
I

Therefore, there exists A > 0 such that the operator —A + £gN + \id is coercive on H YT) and,
by the Lax-Milgram Theorem, bijective and continuous from H'(I') to H'(I')* with continuous
inverse.

Therefore, Ky := (—A+{gN + Xid)~" defines a compact operator from L?(T') to L2(T). For an
arbitrary f € L?(I") we deduce from [I0, Theorem D.5] first that

— Au+lgN(u) = f (88)

is solvable if and only if
K\f € R(id —\Ky) = N(id =AK3)*, (89)

and second that N (id —AKY) is one-dimensional. We further compute K} = (—A + ((gN)* +
Aid)~! and claim that (¢N)* = N(g-). In fact, for any ¢,v € L*(T') we deduce by ([@3) that

/Fgw[N(sO) +(p—9)] = AN(gw)w+gww— %/FQT/J/FCPZ /F [N (g¥) + g — gv] e
Similarly as above, we then see that ¢ € N'(id —AK7Y) if and only if
— Ay + IN(gy)) = 0. (90)
In order to characterize the critical value of a, below we need that [ g # 0.

Lemma 4.10. Let ¢ € L*(T') be a nontrivial solution of @0). Then ¢» € HY(T') and either
PY>0o0ryY <0onl.

Proof. By ([@0) and ([@T) we first obtain from ¢ € L*(T) that ¢» € H'(T'). Hence v € LP(T)
for any 1 < p < oo, and a further application of (@7) implies v» € W'P(I') and in particular
gy € COT). Hence there exists a unique classical solution F' € C*(Q) N CY(Q) of

AF =0 in Q, F=gyponl.

In particular, we have N(g¢) = 0, F.
We now integrate AF over the set {F > 0}N€2. We remark that VF-vyp.oy < 0on QNO{F > 0}
and that V1 - vyy~0y < 0 on 9{¢p > 0}. Therefore, the Gauss Theorem yields

0= / AF = VF - vpsoy dH? + / OnF

{F>0} H{F>0}NQ {F>0}nT"

1 _

<[ Nen-7[ av-[ (-5
{y>0} {y>0} {y>0}

>0 >0

S—/ ngrl{zDF }|/gw§<—1+|{¢ }I)/ g < 0.
(>0} | r | {v>0}

We therefore deduce that [{¢) > 0}| is either zero or coincides with |I'|, hence ¢y < 0 on IT" or
¥ >0onl. O
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In the following let us fix any nontrivial nonnegative solution v of ([@0). By the argument from
above a solution of (B6) exists if and only if

/w[ag —(1—g)] =0,
I

whence if
o L fp 1/}(1 -9 )
a=q, = =—r—"7
Jrbg
(Note that « is well-defined by Lemma I0l) Then all solutions (u,«) of (86 have a = «
and can be written as © = u, + ¢, where c¢ is constant and wu, is the unique solution with

(91)

min u, = 0.
T

We now argue exactly as in the case £ = 0. We define the critical mass as

o ::/Fu* (92)

and obtain the following characterization for the onset of polarized states.

Theorem 4.11. Let g be as in (30). Consider m, as defined in (O2) and for m > 0 the solution
(u,&, ) of @BI), B).

a) The map m — « is strictly monotone increasing on (0,m.]. If m > 0 then a > «.

b) If m > m, we have that u > 0 in ' and o = .. Moreover u = u, + (m — m*)m

¢) If m < m, we have |{u =0} >0 and o < .

Proof. a) We know from Corollary [4.8] that m +— « is monotone increasing. Consider m; <
mo and assume that a; = as. Since u; = us gives a contradiction Proposition [£7] yields
that uq, ug only differ by a nonzero constant and that & = & = 1. But then uq,us are
solutions of (Bl), which implies ; = ag = aw and my > my, my > m,. Therefore, m — «
is strictly monotone increasing on (0, m.].

To prove the second claim, let & := f‘%g. Then 0 < § < 72922 =1 hence (0,o, ap) is a

solution of (BIl), (82). By monotonicity there are no solutions with o < ag and [ u > 0.

b) Assume first that @ < a,.. By Proposition [£7] we deduce that u < u,, hence m < m,, a
contradiction. Next assume that o > au.. Again by monotonicity we have u > u, + ¢ for
any constant ¢ > 0, which again is impossible. Hence @ = «, and u = u, + ¢. We further
conclude that ¢[I'| = [(u — u,) = m — m, which gives the claimed characterization of u.

c) By part a) for any solution (u,§, ) with m < m, we have @ < .. If @ = a, then we
would have u = u, + ¢ with ¢ < 0, a contradiction to v > 0. This shows o < a,. Finally, if
u > 0 almost everywhere then £ = 1 almost everywhere and we deduce that u is a solution
of (Ba). But this requires a = a.
O
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A The Dirichlet to Neumann operator

Here we briefly introduce the Dirichlet to Neumann and the Neumann to Dlrlchlet operators and
state the properties that have been used in our arguments. We set H, ( ) ={feH __(I‘)

1
(f,1) = 0}, the subspace H?(I") is defined correspondingly. With a slight abuse of notation we
write in the following [, fg for f € H_%(I‘), g e H%(I‘) and the duality product (f,g).

For fe H %(F), let F' € H'(Q) denote the weak solution of the Dirichlet problem

AF =0 inQ, F=f onl

and let Nf := %F be the Neumann data on I'. This defines a continuous map N : H%(F) —

_1
H, *(T).

_1 .
Similarly, for f € H, ?(T'), let F' € H'(2) denote the weak solution of the Neumann problem
_ . B
AF =0 in (), —F=f onT, f=0
on T
_ _1

and let T'f := F be the Dirichlet data on I". This defines a continuous map 7 : H, ?(T") —

1 1
HZ (). We extend T to a continuous map 7T : H_%(F) — HZ(T) by setting T'c = 0 for any

constant function c.

Proposition A.1. The following properties hold.

[ @ng= [ g for all f.g € H3() (93)
r r

J s - / VEP for any o € H3(T) (99)

N :W? P’p(F) ’p(F) is continuous for any 1 < p < oo, (95)

N : Wlp(F) — Lp( ) is continuous for any 1 < p < oo, (96)

LP(T) — Le(r) is continuous for any 1 < p < oo, (97)

T: LP(F) — Wl’p( ) is continuous for any 1 < p < 0. (98)

Proof. The properties (@3)), ([4) follow easily from the definition of N and F. To prove (@3] we
1
first remark that the trace space of W*P(Q) is WhpP (T), see [0, Theorem 3.67]. Given f €

1
W2~ »?(T') by [14, Theorem 9.14,Theorem 9.15] there exists a harmonic function F € W2P(Q)
with boundary data f and || F'[ly2.s ) < C/f]| By the continuity of the trace operator

” fH 77P(F)

We deduce ([@6]) from [30, Proposition I11.4.9]. By duality we infer ([@7)). In fact, let ¢ = p%l.
For an arbitrary ¢ € W14(T") we deduce by (@8] that

27l N N
()
< C||Fllw2r ) and the conclus1on follows.

/F(NSDW = /FQD(JW) < lelr @ INYlLary < Cliellzemllvlwrar

hence || Nlly1.amy < Clloll Lo
For (O8)) see the proof of [30, Proposition I11.4.11]. O
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