arXiv:2402.13790v1 [math.AP] 21 Feb 2024

Nonlocal-to-Local Convergence for a Cahn–Hilliard Tumor Growth Model

CHRISTOPH HURM & MAXIMILIAN MOSER

Abstract. We consider a local Cahn-Hilliard-type model for tumor growth as well as a nonlocal model where, compared to the local system, the Laplacian in the equation for the chemical potential is replaced by a nonlocal operator. The latter is defined as a convolution integral with suitable kernels parametrized by a small parameter. For sufficiently smooth bounded domains in three dimensions, we prove convergence of weak solutions of the nonlocal model towards strong solutions of the local model together with convergence rates with respect to the small parameter. The proof is done via a Gronwall-type argument and a convergence result with rates for the nonlocal integral operator towards the Laplacian due to Abels, Hurm [AH].

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification: Primary 35K57; Secondary 35B40, 35K61, 35Q92.

Keywords: tumor growth; non-local and local Cahn-Hilliard equation; nonlocal to local convergence.

Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 Preliminaries 3 2.1 Notation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 2.2 Assumptions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 2.3 Inequalities . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 2.4 Existence and Uniqueness Results . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5

3 Convergence Result 6

Bibliography 9

1 Introduction

Let Ω ⊆ R^n , n ∈ {2, 3}, be a bounded domain with C^3-boundary, T > 0 be fixed and Ω_T := Ω×(0, T ) as well as ∂Ω_T := ∂Ω×(0, T ). We consider the following local Cahn-Hilliard model for tumor growth,

∂_tφ = Δμ + (Pσ − A)h(φ) in Ω_T , (1.1) μ = −Δφ + Ψ^′(φ) in Ω_T , (1.2) ∂_tσ = Δσ + B(σ_S − σ) − Cσh(φ) in Ω_T , (1.3) ∂_nφ = ∂_nμ = ∂_nσ = 0 on ∂Ω_T , (1.4) φ(0) = φ_0, σ(0) = σ_0 in Ω. (1.5)

Here, φ : Ω_T → R is an order parameter distinguishing the healthy tissue and tumor phase, μ : Ω_T → R is the chemical potential and σ : Ω_T → R the nutrient concentration. Moreover, Ψ : R → R is a double well potential with wells of equal depth and minima at ±1 and P, A, B, C ≥ 0 are constants representing tumor proliferation rate, tumor apoptosis rate, nutrient supply rate and nutrient consumption rate, respectively. Additionally, h : R → [0, 1] is an interpolation function only present in the tumor phase and the function σ_S : Ω_T → R is a preexisting nutrient concentration. Finally, ∂_n is the derivative in normal direction.

The system (1.1)-(1.5) is a special case of the models derived in Garcke, Lam, Sitka, Styles [GLSS], in particular neglecting chemotaxis and active transport. Moreover, the system in Garcke, Lam, Rocca [GLR] reduces to our model when setting the control to zero there and yields uniqueness and existence of strong solutions, cf. Theorem 2.4 below. The interested reader may also consider the references in [GLSS, GLR] for other Cahn-Hilliard-type models for tumor growth, for example the Cahn-Hilliard-Darcy variant and optimal control problems. Let us just mention the results in [CGH, CGRS1, CGRS2, FGR, GL1, GL2] for similar systems as (1.1)-(1.5).

Next, for ε > 0 small we consider the nonlocal Cahn-Hilliard model for tumor growth,

∂_tφ_ε = Δμ_ε + (Pσ_ε − A)h(φ_ε) in Ω_T , (1.6) μ_ε = L_εφ_ε + Ψ^′(φ_ε) in Ω_T , (1.7) ∂_tσ_ε = Δσ_ε + B(σ_S − σ_ε) − Cσ_εh(φ_ε) in Ω_T , (1.8) ∂_nμ_ε = ∂_nσ_ε = 0 on ∂Ω_T , (1.9) φ_ε(0) = φ_{0,ε}, σ_ε(0) = σ_{0,ε} in Ω. (1.10)

Here, the interpretation of the functions φ_ε, μ_ε, σ_ε and Ψ, h, σ_S as well as the constants P, A, B, C is analogous to the local model (1.1)-(1.5) above. Moreover, for ε > 0 the nonlocal operator L_ε is defined by the following convolution integral,

L_εψ(x) := � Ω J_ε(x − y) (ψ(x) − ψ(y)) dy for all x ∈ Ω, (1.11)

for integrable ψ : Ω → R and suitable convolution kernels J_ε : R^n → R such that L_ε approximates −Δ as ε → 0, cf. Theorem 2.3 below. In this setting, also the variational convergence

E_ε(ψ) := 1 4 � Ω � Ω J_ε(x − y) � �ψ(x) − ψ(y) � �^2 dy dx → 1 2 � Ω |∇ψ|^2 dx

as ε → 0 for all ψ ∈ H^1(Ω) is well-known, cf. the results by Ponce [P1, P2].

The nonlocal system (1.6)-(1.10) was introduced in Scarpa, Signori [SS], where the authors considered a more general model with chemotaxis and active transport as well as relaxation parameters. Their paper yields an existence and uniqueness result for weak solutions of (1.6)- (1.10), cf. Theorem 2.5 below. The motivation to replace −Δ in (1.2) by L_ε in order to obtain (1.7) is to take into account long-range interactions, cf. also [SS]. Here, note that the nonlocal system (1.6)-(1.10) is of second order compared to the fourth order system (1.1)-(1.5), hence there is no boundary condition for φ_ε in (1.9). For references in the direction of nonlocal Cahn- Hilliard-type models we refer to the references in [SS] and Davoli et al. [DRST2].

In this contribution, we apply the results in Abels, Hurm [AH], in order to prove convergence of the weak solution of (1.6)-(1.10) to the strong solution of (1.1)-(1.5) for ε → 0 together with rates of convergence with respect to ε. In the literature there are serveral results for nonlocalto-local convergence. For example, the convergence (without rates) of weak solutions of the nonlocal Cahn–Hilliard equation, i.e. (1.6)–(1.10) with P, A, B, C = 0, to the solution of the local Cahn–Hilliard equation, i.e. (1.1)–(1.5) with P, A, B, C = 0, has already been shown in various settings such as periodic boundary conditions [MRST, DRST1], Neumann boundary conditions [DST2, DST1] and degenerate mobility [ES]. Recently, Davoli et al. [DRST2] proved the nonlocal-to-local limit for a viscous Cahn–Hilliard model for tumor growth. The authors in [AH] also derived precise rates of convergence.

The structure of this work is as follows. In Section 2, we recall some preliminaries and Section 3 contains the main result.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Notation

Let Ω ⊆ R^n , n ∈ N, be open, 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ and k ∈ N. We use the notation L^p(Ω) and W^{k,p}(Ω) for the standard Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces on Ω. The corresponding norms are denoted by ‖.‖_Lp_{(Ω)} and ‖.‖_W k,p_{(Ω)}, respectively. We also write H^k(Ω) := W^{k,2}(Ω).

For any Banach space X over K = R or C , we use the notation X^′ for its dual space. The corresponding dual pairing is denoted by ⟨., .⟩_X : X^′ × X → K .

Moreover, we recall that the inverse of the negative Laplacian −Δ_N with Neumann boundary condition is a well-defined isomorphism

(−Δ_N )^{−1} : {c ∈ H^1(Ω)^′ : c_Ω = 0} → {c ∈ H^1(Ω) : c_Ω = 0}, (2.1)

where c_Ω :=^1_{|Ω|} ⟨c, 1⟩_H1_{(Ω)} with |Ω| denoting the n-dimensional Lebesgue measure of Ω.

2.2 Assumptions

We make the following general assumptions.

(A.1) Let Ω ⊆ R^n , n ∈ {2, 3}, be a bounded domain with C^3-boundary. Moreover, let T > 0 be fixed and Ω_T := Ω × (0, T ) as well as ∂Ω_T := ∂Ω × (0, T ).

(A.2) Let J_ε : R^n → [0, ∞) be a non-negative function given by J_ε(x) =^{ρε(|x|)}_{|x|2} for all x ∈ R^n and J_ε ∈ W^{1,1}(R^n ), where (ρ_ε)_{ε>0} is a family of mollifiers satisfying ρ_ε : R → [0, ∞), ρ_ε ∈ L^1(R), ρ_ε(r) = ρ_ε(−r) for all r ∈ R, ε > 0, ρ_ε(r) = ε^{−n}ρ_1 � r ε � for all r ∈ R, �_∞ 0 ρ_ε(r) r^{n−1} dr = 2 C_n for all ε > 0,

lim_{ε↘0}

�_∞ δ ρ_ε(r) r^{n−1} dr = 0 for all δ > 0,

where C_n := � S^{n−1} |e1 · σ|

2 dH^{n−1}(σ).

(A.3) P, A, B, C are non-negative constants, σ_S ∈ L^∞(Ω_T ) and 0 ≤ σ_S ≤ 1 a.e. in Ω_T . (A.4) The function h : R → [0, 1] is of class C^2, bounded and Lipschitz continuous. (A.5) The potential Ψ : R → [0, ∞) is of class C^3 and satisfies |Ψ^′(s)| ≤ k_0Ψ(s) + k_1, (2.2) Ψ(s) ≥ k_2|s| − k_3, (2.3) |Ψ^{′′}(s)| ≤ k_4(1 + |s|^2), (2.4) |Ψ^′(s) − Ψ^′(t)| ≤ k_5(1 + |s|^2 + |t|^2)|s − t| (2.5) for all s, t ∈ R and some positive constants k_i, i = 0, . . . , 5.

(A.6) There are constants C_1, C_2, C_3 > 0 such that for all s ∈ R Ψ(s) ≥ C_1|s|^4 − C_2 and Ψ^{′′}(s) ≥ −C_3.

Remark 2.1. A typical example for a potential satisfying the assumptions (A.5)-(A.6) is the classical double-well potential Ψ(s) :=^1_4 (1 − s^2)^2 for all s ∈ R.

2.3 Inequalities

Lemma 2.2. For every δ > 0, there exist constants C_δ > 0 and ε_δ > 0 such that for every sequence (f_ε)_{ε>0} ⊂ L^2(Ω) there holds ‖f_{ε1} − f_{ε2} ‖^2_L2_{(Ω)} ≤ δE_{ε1} (f_{ε1} ) + δE_{ε2} (f_{ε2} ) + C_δ‖f_{ε1} − f_{ε2} ‖^2_H1_{(Ω)}′ (2.6) for all ε_1, ε_2 ∈ (0, ε_δ ).

Proof. For a proof, we refer to [DRST1, Lemma 4(2)].

Theorem 2.3. Let Ω ⊂ R^n , n ∈ {2, 3}, be a bounded domain with C^3-boundary. Moreover, let L_ε be defined as in (1.11) and J_ε satisfy (A.2) from Section 2.2. Then for all c ∈ H^3(Ω) with ∂_nc = 0 on ∂Ω it holds for a constant K > 0 independent of ε � � �L_εc + Δc � � �_{L2(Ω)} ≤ K √ ε‖c‖_H3_{(Ω)}. (2.7)

Proof. A proof can be found in [AH, Corollary 4.2].

2.4 Existence and Uniqueness Results

Well-posedness of the local Cahn-Hilliard model (1.1)-(1.5) is available in a slightly more general setting due to [GLR], where the authors considered the problem with an additional control function. In particular, we have the following well-posedness result for the system (1.1)–(1.5). Theorem 2.4 (Well-posedness of the local model). Let the assumptions (A.1), (A.3)-(A.5) hold and let n = 3. Let the initial data (φ_0, σ_0) satisfy φ_0 ∈ H^3(Ω) with ∂_nφ_0 = 0 on ∂Ω and σ_0 ∈ H^1(Ω) with 0 ≤ σ_0 ≤ 1 a.e. in Ω.

Then there is a unique solution (φ, μ, σ) of (1.1)-(1.5) with the regularity φ ∈ L^∞(0, T, H^2(Ω)) ∩ L^2(0, T, H^3(Ω)) ∩ H^1(0, T, L^2(Ω)) ∩ C^0(Ω_T ), μ ∈ L^2(0, T, H^2(Ω)) ∩ L^∞(0, T, L^2(Ω)), σ ∈ L^∞(0, T, H^1(Ω)) ∩ L^2(0, T, H^2(Ω)) ∩ H^1(0, T, L^2(Ω)), 0 ≤ σ ≤ 1 a.e. in Ω_T , such that φ(0) = φ_0, σ(0) = σ_0 and for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ) and all ξ ∈ H^1(Ω) it holds 0 = � Ω ∂_tφξ + ∇μ · ∇ξ − (Pσ − A)h(φ)ξ dx, (2.8) 0 = � Ω μξ − Ψ^′(φ)ξ − ∇φ · ∇ξ dx, (2.9) 0 = � Ω ∂_tσξ + ∇σ · ∇ξ + Ch(φ)ξ + B(σ − σ_S )ξ dx. (2.10) Proof. We refer to [GLR, Theorem 2.1].

Existence of weak solutions of the nonlocal system (1.6)–(1.10) has already been shown in [SS], where the authors considered a more general Cahn-Hilliard system including chemotaxis and active transport, as well as possible relaxation terms for the Cahn-Hilliard equation. The following result is obtained:

Theorem 2.5 (Well-posedness of the non-local model). Let the assumptions (A.1)-(A.6) hold and let n = 3. Moreover, we assume that φ_{0,ε}, σ_{0,ε} ∈ L^2(Ω). Then for ε_0 > 0 small and all ε ∈ (0, ε_0] there exists a unique weak solution (φ_ε, μ_ε, σ_ε) of (1.6)-(1.10) with the regularity φ_ε ∈ H^1(0, T, H^1(Ω)^′) ∩ L^2(0, T, H^1(Ω)), μ_ε ∈ L^2(0, T, H^1(Ω)), σ_ε ∈ H^1(0, T, H^1(Ω)^′) ∩ L^2(0, T, H^1(Ω)), 0 ≤ σ_ε(t) ≤ 1 a.e. in Ω, for all t ∈ [0, T ], such that φ_ε(0) = φ_{0,ε}, σ_ε(0) = σ_{0,ε} and for all ξ ∈ H^1(Ω) and a.e. t ∈ (0, T ) it holds 0 = ⟨∂_tφ_ε, ξ⟩_H1_{(Ω)} + � Ω ∇μ_ε · ∇ξ dx − � Ω (Pσ_ε − A)h(φ_ε)ξ dx, (2.11) μ_ε = L_εφ_ε + Ψ^′(φ_ε), (2.12) 0 = ⟨∂_tσ_ε, ξ⟩_H1_{(Ω)} + � Ω ∇σ_ε · ∇ξ + Ch(φ_ε)ξ + B(σ_ε − σ_S )ξ dx. (2.13)

Proof. This follows from [SS], Theorem 2.14 and Theorem 2.15 by setting F_1 = 0 and χ = 0 there. Here, ε_0 > 0 is such that for some c_0 > 0 it holds

Ψ^{′′}(s) + inf_{x∈Ω} � Ω J_ε(x − y) dy ≥ c_0 for all s ∈ R, ε ∈ (0, ε_0].

The existence of such an ε_0 > 0 follows from

inf_{x∈Ω} � Ω J_ε(x − y) dy ≥ c ε^2 for all ε ∈ (0, 1]

for some c > 0. The latter can be shown by using the regularity of ∂Ω to find uniform sectors pointing inside Ω, by applying the transformation rule and a rescaling argument together with the properties of J_ε from (A.2).

3 Convergence Result

Theorem 3.1. Let the assumptions (A.1)–(A.6) hold, let n = 3 and ε_0 > 0 be as in Theorem 2.5. Moreover, for the initial data (φ_0, σ_0) to the local system (1.1)-(1.5) we assume φ_0 ∈ H^3(Ω) with ∂_nφ_0 = 0 on ∂Ω and σ_0 ∈ H^1(Ω) with 0 ≤ σ_0 ≤ 1 a.e. in Ω. Additionally, for ε ∈ (0, ε_0] let the initial data for the nonlocal system (1.6)-(1.10) satisfy φ_{0,ε}, σ_{0,ε} ∈ L^2(Ω) and

‖φ_{0,ε} − φ_0‖_H1_{(Ω)}′ + ‖σ_{0,ε} − σ_0‖_L2_{(Ω)} + |(φ_{0,ε})_Ω − (φ_0)_Ω| ≤ C √ ε for some constant C > 0 independent of ε ∈ (0, ε_0].

Then there exists a constant K > 0 such that the weak solution (φ_ε, σ_ε, μ_ε) of the nonlocal model (1.6)-(1.10) for ε ∈ (0, ε_0] from Theorem 2.5 and the strong solution (φ, σ, μ) of the local model (1.1)-(1.5) from Theorem 2.4 satisfy for some constant K > 0 independent of ε, sup t∈[0,T ]

‖φ_ε(t) − φ(t)‖_H1_{(Ω)}′ + ‖φ_ε − φ‖_L2_{(0,T ;L}2_{(Ω))} ≤ K √ ε, sup t∈[0,T ]

‖σ_ε(t) − σ(t)‖_L2_{(Ω)} + ‖∇σ_ε − ∇σ‖_L2_{(0,T ;L}2_{(Ω))} ≤ K √ ε. Remark 3.2. We assumed n = 3 in the theorem because this is also the case in [GLR, SS]. However, note that Theorem 2.4, Theorem 2.5 and Theorem 3.1 should also work in the case n = 2 because the required embeddings are improved.

Proof. We denote by (φ_ε, μ_ε, σ_ε) the weak solution to the nonlocal model (1.6)-(1.10) given by Theorem 2.5 and with (φ, μ, σ) the unique solution to the local model (1.1)-(1.5) provided by Theorem 2.4. Then, the functions φ̃ := φ_ε − φ, μ̃ := μ_ε − μ, σ̃ := σ_ε − σ solve the system

∂_tφ̃ = Δμ̃ + (Pσ_ε − A)h(φ_ε) − (Pσ − A)h(φ) in Ω_T , (3.1) μ̃ = L_εφ_ε + Δφ + Ψ^′(φ_ε) − Ψ^′(φ) in Ω_T , (3.2) ∂_tσ̃ = Δσ̃ + B(σ − σ_ε) − Cσ_εh(φ_ε) + Cσh(φ) in Ω_T . (3.3)

in a weak sense. More precisely, the weak formulation is obtained by testing with functions in H^1(Ω), cf. the weak formulations (2.8)-(2.10) and (2.11)-(2.13).

Testing (3.1) with (−Δ_N )^{−1}(φ̃ − φ̃_Ω) ∈ H^1(Ω), cf. the property (2.1) for the inverse Neumann Laplacian above, we obtain 1 2 d dt ‖φ̃ − φ̃_Ω‖^2_H1_{(Ω)}′ = − � Ω μ̃(φ̃ − φ̃_Ω) dx + � Ω � (Pσ_ε − A)h(φ_ε) − (Pσ − A)h(φ) � (−Δ_N )^{−1}(φ̃ − φ̃_Ω) dx. (3.4)

For the second term on the right-hand side of (3.4), we have � Ω � (Pσ_ε − A)h(φ_ε) − (Pσ − A)h(φ) � (−Δ_N )^{−1}(φ̃ − φ̃_Ω) dx = � Ω Pσ_ε(h(φ_ε) − h(φ))(−Δ_N )^{−1}(φ̃ − φ̃_Ω) dx − � Ω A(h(φ_ε) − h(φ))(−Δ_N )^{−1}(φ̃ − φ̃_Ω) dx + � Ω h(φ)Pσ̃(−Δ_N )^{−1}(φ̃ − φ̃_Ω) dx =: I_1 + I_2 + I_3.

Using the Lipschitz continuity of h, cf. assumption (A.4), and |σ_ε| ≤ 1 a.e. in Ω_T due to Theorem 2.5, we obtain the following estimates, where L_h is the Lipschitz constant of h:

|I_1| ≤ PL_h‖φ̃‖_L2_{(Ω)}‖(−Δ_N )^{−1}(φ̃ − φ̃_Ω))‖_L2_{(Ω)}

≤^1_{36} ‖φ̃‖^2_L2_{(Ω)} + PK‖φ̃ − φ̃_Ω‖^2_H1_{(Ω)}′ ,

(3.5)

|I_2| ≤^1_{36} ‖φ̃‖^2_L2_{(Ω)} + AK‖φ̃ − φ̃_Ω‖^2_H1_{(Ω)}′ , (3.6)

|I_3| ≤^1_2 ‖σ̃‖^2_L2_{(Ω)} + PK‖φ̃ − φ̃_Ω‖^2_H1_{(Ω)}′ . (3.7)

In the next step, we test (3.2) with φ̃ − φ̃_Ω. This yields � Ω μ̃(φ̃ − φ̃_Ω) dx = � Ω � L_εφ_ε + Δφ � (φ̃ − φ̃_Ω) dx + � Ω � Ψ^′(φ_ε) − Ψ^′(φ) � (φ̃ − φ̃_Ω) dx.

(3.8)

For the first term on the right-hand side of (3.8), it holds � Ω � L_εφ_ε + Δφ � (φ̃ − φ̃_Ω) dx = � Ω � L_εφ + Δφ � (φ̃ − φ̃_Ω) dx + � Ω L_εφ̃(φ̃ − φ̃_Ω) dx. (3.9)

By symmetry of the interaction kernel J_ε, we observe that � Ω L_ε(φ̃ − φ̃_Ω)(φ̃ − φ̃_Ω) dx = 2E_ε(φ̃ − φ̃_Ω).

For the second term in (3.8), assumption (A.5) yields � Ω � Ψ^′(φ_ε) − Ψ^′(φ) � (φ̃ − φ̃_Ω) dx ≥ −k_4 � Ω φ̃(φ̃ − φ̃_Ω) dx = −k_4‖φ̃ − φ̃_Ω‖^2_L2_{(Ω)}.

Next, we test equation (3.3) with σ̃. Then, we obtain 1 2 d dt ‖σ̃‖^2_L2_{(Ω)} + ‖∇σ̃‖^2_L2_{(Ω)} = � Ω � B(σ_S − σ_ε) − B(σ_S − σ) � σ̃ dx − � Ω � Cσ_εh(φ_ε) − Cσh(φ) � σ̃ dx. (3.10)

For the first term on the right-hand side of (3.10), we have � Ω � B(σ_S − σ_ε) − B(σ_S − σ) � σ̃ dx = − � Ω B|σ̃|^2 dx = −B‖σ̃‖^2_L2_{(Ω)}. (3.11)

For the second term in (3.10), we observe � Ω � Cσ_εh(φ_ε) − Cσh(φ) � σ̃ dx = � Ω Cσ_ε � h(φ_ε) − h(φ) � σ̃ dx + � Ω Ch(φ)|σ̃|^2 dx

≤ KC‖σ̃‖^2_L2_{(Ω)} + 1 36 ‖φ̃‖^2_L2_{(Ω)}, (3.12)

where we again used |σ_ε| ≤ 1 a.e. in Ω_T and the Lipschitz continuity of h. Combining the previous estimates, we obtain 1 2 d dt � ‖φ̃ − φ̃_Ω‖^2_H1_{(Ω)}′ + ‖σ̃‖^2_L2_{(Ω)} � + 2E_ε(φ̃ − φ̃_Ω) + ‖∇σ̃‖^2_L2_{(Ω)} + 1 2 ‖φ̃ − φ̃_Ω‖^2_L2_{(Ω)} ≤ 1 12 ‖φ̃‖^2_L2_{(Ω)} + K‖σ̃‖^2_L2_{(Ω)} − � Ω � L_εφ + Δφ � (φ̃ − φ̃_Ω) dx + k_4‖φ̃ − φ̃_Ω‖^2_L2_{(Ω)}

+ K‖φ̃ − φ̃_Ω‖^2_H1_{(Ω)}′ + 1 2 ‖φ̃ − φ̃_Ω‖^2_L2_{(Ω)}. (3.13)

Finally, we test (3.1) with the mean value φ̃_Ω and obtain |Ω| 2 ∂_t|φ̃_Ω|^2 = � Ω ∂_tφ̃φ̃_Ω dx = � Ω [(Pσ_ε − A)h(φ_ε) − (Pσ − A)h(φ)] φ̃_Ω dx.

With analogous estimates as before, it follows that

∂_t|φ̃_Ω|^2 ≤ 1 12 ‖φ̃ − φ̃_Ω‖^2_L2_{(Ω)} + C(‖σ̃‖^2_L2_{(Ω)} + |φ̃_Ω|^2).

Together with estimate (3.13), this yields 1 2 d dt � ‖φ̃ − φ̃_Ω‖^2_H1_{(Ω)}′ + ‖σ̃‖^2_L2_{(Ω)} + |φ̃_Ω|^2 � + E_ε(φ̃ − φ̃_Ω) + ‖∇σ̃‖^2_L2_{(Ω)} + 1 2 ‖φ̃ − φ̃_Ω‖^2_L2_{(Ω)} ≤ K � ‖φ̃ − φ̃_Ω‖^2_H1_{(Ω)}′ + ‖σ̃‖^2_L2_{(Ω)} + |φ̃_Ω|^2 � + K‖L_εφ + Δφ‖^2_L2_{(Ω)}, (3.14)

where we used inequality (2.6) with δ =^6_{6k4+5} . Finally, the Gronwall inequality and Theorem 2.3 conclude the proof.

Acknowledgments. C. Hurm was partially supported by the Graduiertenkolleg 2339 IntCom- Sin of the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Foundation) – Project-ID 321821685. M. Moser has received funding from the European Research Council (ERC) under the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme (grant agreement No 948819). The support is gratefully acknowledged. Finally, we thank Daniel Böhme and Jonas Stange for careful proofreading.

Bibliography

[AH] ABELS, H., & HURM, C. Strong Nonlocal-to-Local Convergence of the Cahn-Hilliard Equation and its Operator. Preprint arXiv:2307.02264 (2023).

[CGH] COLLI, P., GILARDI, G., & HILHORST, D. On a Cahn–Hilliard type phase field model related to tumor growth. Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 35(6):2423-2442, 2015.

[CGRS1] COLLI, P., GILARDI, G., ROCCA, E. & SPREKELS, J. Vanishing viscosities and error estimate for a Cahn–Hilliard type phase field system related to tumor growth. Nonlinear Anal. Real World Appl. 26:93- 108, 2015.

[CGRS2] COLLI, P., GILARDI, G., ROCCA, E. & SPREKELS, J. Asymptotic analyses and error estimates for a Cahn–Hilliard type phase field system modelling tumor growth. Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. Ser. S 10:37-54, 2017.

[DRST1] DAVOLI, E., RANETBAUER, H., SCARPA, L., & TRUSSARDI, L. Degenerate nonlocal Cahn-Hilliard equations: Well-posedness, regularity and local asymptotics. Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire 37(3):627-651, 2020.

[DRST2] DAVOLI, E., ROCCA, E., SCARPA, L., & TRUSSARDI, L. Local asymptotics and optimal control for a viscous Cahn-Hilliard-Reaction-Diffusion model for tumor growth. Preprint arXiv:2311.10457 (2023).

[DST1] DAVOLI, E., SCARPA, L., & TRUSSARDI, L. Local asymptotics for nonlocal convective Cahn-Hilliard equations with W^{1,1} -kernel and singular potential. J. Differential Equations 289:35–58, 2021.

[DST2] DAVOLI, E., SCARPA, L., & TRUSSARDI, L. Nonlocal-to-Local Convergence of Cahn–Hilliard Equations:

Neumann Boundary Conditions and Viscosity Terms. Arch Rational Mech Anal 239 :117-149, 2021. [ES] ELBAR, C., SKRZECZKOWSKI, J. Degenerate Cahn-Hilliard equation: From nonlocal to local. J. Differential Equations, 364:576–611, 2023.

[FGR] FRIGERI, S., GRASSELLI, M., & ROCCA., E. On a diffuse interface model of tumor growth. European J.

Appl. Math. 26:215-243, 2015.

[GL1] GARCKE, H., LAM, K., F. Well-posedness of a Cahn-Hilliard system modelling tumour growth with chemotaxis and active transport. European J. Appl. Math., 28(2):284–316, 2017.

[GL2] GARCKE, H., LAM, K., F. Analysis of a Cahn–Hilliard system with non zero Dirichlet conditions modelling tumour growth with chemotaxis. Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 37(8):4277-4308, 2017.

[GLR] GARCKE, H., LAM, K. F., & ROCCA, E. Optimal Control of Treatment Time in a Diffuse Interface Model of Tumor Growth. Appl. Math. Optim. 78:495–544, 2018.

[GLSS] GARCKE, H., LAM, K. F., SITKA E., & STYLES, V. A Cahn–Hilliard–Darcy model for tumour growth with chemotaxis and active transport. Math. Models Methods Appl. Sci., 26(6):1095–1148, 2016.

[MRST] MELCHIONNA, S., RANETBAUER, H. SCARPA, L., & TRUSSARDI, L. From nonlocal to local Cahn- Hilliard equation. Adv. Math. Sci. Appl. 28:197-211, 2019.

[P1] PONCE, A., C. An estimate in the spirit of Poincaré’s inequality. Journal of the European Mathematical Society, 6(1):1–15, 2004.

[P2] PONCE, A., C. A new approach to Sobolev spaces and connections to Γ-convergence. Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations, 19(3):229–255, 2004.

[SS] SCARPA, L., & SIGNORI, A. On a class of non-local phase-field models for tumor growth with possibly singular potentials, chemotaxis, and active transport. Nonlinearity 34:3199-3250, 2021.

(C. Hurm) Fakultät für Mathematik, Universität Regensburg, Universitätsstraße 31, D-93053 Regensburg, Germany E-mail address: christoph.hurm@mathematik.uni-regensburg.de

(M. Moser) Institute of Science and Technology Austria, Am Campus 1, AT-3400 Klosterneuburg E-mail address: maximilian.moser@ist.ac.at