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In this paper, we consider the following PDE-ODE system modelling cancer invasion
with slow diffusion and ECM remodelling,⎧⎪⎨⎪⎩

ut = Δum − χ∇ · (u∇v) − ξ∇ · (u∇ω) + μu(1 − u − ω),

vt = Δv + u − v,

ωt = −vω + ηω(1 − u − ω).

For the special case η = 0, fruitful results have been achieved since Tao and
Winkler’s work in 2011. However, there is no any progress for the general case η > 0
in the past ten years. In this paper, we analysed some commonly used research
methods when η = 0, and found that these methods are completely unsuitable for
situations where η > 0. By introducing some new forms of functionals, we
reconstruct the relationship between the haptotactic term and the nonlinear
diffusion term, and ultimately prove the global existence of weak solutions. This
result improves and perfects a series of works previously presented in the literature.
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1. Introduction

As a major disease threatening human life safety, cancer has always been the focus
of social attention. The combination of mathematical models and various medi-
cal data will help people turn cancer research into a quantitative and predictable
science. The mathematical modelling of tumour growth and its theoretical research
have always been the concern of biologists and mathematicians. Generally speak-
ing, the growth of a tumour usually goes through two stages: vascular phase and
vascularization. That is, if there are no blood vessels to provide enough nutrients,
the tumour will stop growing when it grows to a certain size. In order to continue
to grow, some tumours will secrete a chemical substance, which is called urokinase
Plasminogen Activator (uPA), to recruit vascular factors, and to build a vascular
network around themselves to meet the growing nutritional needs. At the same
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2 C. Jin

time, blood vessels also provide a way for tumours to travel to other parts of the
body, which is called metastasis. In recent years, some reaction-diffusion-taxis mod-
els are proposed to characterize the process of tumour growth and invasion [1, 3,
4, 17]. In particular, the following model proposed by Chaplain and Lolas [4] has
attracted extensive attention of mathematicians in recent years.⎧⎪⎨⎪⎩

ut = ∇ · (D(u)∇u) − χ∇ · (u∇v) − ξ∇ · (u∇ω) + μu(1 − u − ω),

vt = Δv + u − v,

ωt = −vω + ηω(1 − u − ω),

(1.1)

which describes the invasion and diffusion process of solid tumours during the vascu-
lar growth stage. In this system, u, v, ω represent the cancer cell density, urokinase
Plasminogen Activator (uPA) concentration, and the extracellular matrix (ECM)
density respectively. D(u) denotes the mobility of cells, the positive constants
χ, ξ denote the uPA-mediated chemotaxis, ECM-mediated haptotaxis coefficients
respectively, μu(1 − u − ω) denotes the proliferation or death of cancer cells. In the
second equation, +u represents the production of uPA by cancer cells, −v repre-
sents decay of uPA. As for the ECM density ω, it is known that it does not diffuse,
therefore, one can omit the random motion. −vω denotes the degradation of ECM,
ηω(1 − u − ω) represents the remodelling of ECM components.

In the past ten years, this model has been widely studied. When D(u) ≡ 1, η = 0,
we refer to [5, 13, 18, 23] for the study of global existence of bounded solutions,
and refer to [6, 20, 22] for the study of large time behaviour. While, if the remod-
elling of ECM is considered, the calculation of the haptotaxis term will bring some
essential difficulties. Therefore, the following transformation is introduced to avoid
the estimation of the haptotaxis term

ρ = ue−ξω,

and the first equation of (1.1) is transformed into

eξωρt − div(eξω∇ρ) = −χdiv(ρeξω∇v) + ξρvωeξω + ρeξω(1 − ω − ρeξω)(μ − ξηω).
(1.2)

Noticing that ω is bounded, then ‖u‖Lp ∼ ‖ρ‖Lp . Using this method, the global
existence and boundedness of classical solution for any initial datum in two dimen-
sional space is proved [10, 15]. While in three dimensional space, only a small
global classical solution is established [11, 16]. In fact, even for the haptotaxis-only
system, the global bounded solution for any μ, η > 0 in dimension 3 is still open.

Considering the mechanism of avoiding crowding between individual cells, the
mobility of cells should be related to density, so a model with nonlinear diffusion is
also very practical, and the most representative one is the porous medium diffusion
model. For example, in [1, 2], the authors use porous medium diffusion to describe
the process of trophoblast cells invading the uterine tissue, that is,⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

ut = Du∇ · (um−1∇u) − ξ∇ · (u∇v) + k1u(1 − u − ω),

nt = Δn + k2nu(1 − u) − k3nv,

vt = DvΔv + k4nω − k3nv,

ωt = −δnω + ηω(1 − u − ω).

(1.3)
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Global solvability of a cancer invasion model 3

In 2011, Tao and Winkler [19] first studied the global solvability of (1.1) by ignoring
the remodelling of ECM, that is, for⎧⎪⎨⎪⎩

ut = Δum − χ∇ · (u∇v) − ξ∇ · (u∇ω) + μu(1 − u − ω),

vt = Δv + u − v,

ωt = −vω,

(1.4)

they proved the global existence of weak solutions when

m > m∗ =

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎩
2N2 + 4N − 4

N(N + 4)
, if N � 8,

2N2 + 3N + 2 −√8N(N + 1)
N(N + 1)

, if N � 9.

After that, the global existence of weak solutions to this problem began to be widely
studied, see for example [7, 12, 21, 24] etc. For this case, from the third equation
of (1.4), one observed that

ω = ω0e
− ∫ t

0 v(x,s)ds. (1.5)

At this time, there are two commonly used methods to assist in dealing with the
haptotactic term.

Method I: A direct calculation from (1.5) leads to

|∇ω(x, t)|2 � 2|∇ω0(x)|2e−2
∫ t
0 v(x,s)ds + 2|w0(x)|2e−2

∫ t
0 v(x,s)ds

∣∣∣ ∫ t

0

∇v(x, s)ds
∣∣∣2.

Therefore,∫
Ω

|∇ω(x, t)|2dx � C + C

∫
Ω

e−2
∫ t
0 v(x,s)ds

∣∣∣ ∫ t

0

∇v(x, s)ds
∣∣∣2dx

= C − C

2

∫
Ω

∇e−2
∫ t
0 v(x,s)ds ·

(∫ t

0

∇v(x, s)ds
)
dx

= C +
C

2

∫
Ω

e−2
∫ t
0 v(x,s)ds ·

(∫ t

0

Δv(x, s)ds
)
dx

= C +
C

2

∫
Ω

e−2
∫ t
0 v(x,s)ds ·

(∫ t

0

(vt + v − u)ds
)
dx

� C +
C

2

∫
Ω

e−2
∫ t
0 v(x,s)ds ·

(
v(x, t) +

∫ t

0

v(x, s)ds
)
dx

� C̃ +
C

2

∫
Ω

v(x, t)dx.

Similarly, one can use iteration to sequentially obtain ‖∇ω(·, t)‖L4 , ‖∇ω(·, t)‖L6 ,
‖∇ω(·, t)‖L2n · · · .
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Method II: A direct calculation from (1.5) leads to

−Δω(x, t) = −Δω0e
− ∫ t

0 v(x,s)ds + 2e−
∫ t
0 v(x,s)ds∇ω0 ·

∫ t

0

∇v(x, s)ds

− ω0e
− ∫ t

0 v(x,s)ds

∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

∇v(x, s)ds

∣∣∣∣2 + ω0e
− ∫ t

0 v(x,s)ds

∫ t

0

Δv(x, s)ds

= −Δω0e
− ∫ t

0 v(x,s)ds − ω0e
− ∫ t

0 v(x,s)ds

(∇ω0

ω0
−
∫ t

0

∇v(x, s)ds

)2

+
|∇ω0|2

ω0
e−

∫ t
0 v(x,s)ds + ω0e

− ∫ t
0 v(x,s)ds

∫ t

0

(vt + v − u)ds

� ‖Δω0‖L∞ + 4‖∇√
ω0‖2

L∞ + ‖ω0‖L∞(1 + v(x, t))

� ‖ω0‖L∞v(x, t) + K

where K only depends on ω0 [19]. Therefore, the above two methods can make
the haptotactic term easy to handle, however, the two methods are obviously not
suitable for situations where η > 0. In fact, if the remodelling of ECM is considered,
that is, the third equation of (1.4) is replaced with

ωt = −vω + ηω(1 − u − ω),

the problem becomes much more complex since the regularity of ω completely
depends on the regularity of u. Actually, due to that the ODE has no regularization
effect, the regularity of ω is greatly reduced by −ηuω in remodelling term. Therefore,
although a lot of results for the case η = 0 have been achieved in the past ten years,
there is no any progress in the case of η > 0.

In the present paper, we consider the initial and boundary value problem for the
system (1.1) with nonlinear diffusion, that is⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

ut = Δum − χ∇ · (u∇v) − ξ∇ · (u∇ω) + μu(1 − u − ω), in Q,

vt = Δv + u − v, in Q,

ωt = −vω + ηω(1 − u − ω), in Q,

∂um

∂n
− χu

∂v

∂n
− ξu

∂ω

∂n

∣∣∣∣
∂Ω

= 0, ∂v
∂n

∣∣
∂Ω

= 0,

u(x, 0) = u0(x), v(x, 0) = v0(x), ω(x, 0) = ω0(x), x ∈ Ω,

(1.6)

where Q = Ω × R
+, m > 1, Ω ⊂ R

N (N � 2) is a smooth bounded domain. χ, ξ, μ,
η are positive constants.

According to previous research experience for some chemotaxis mod-
els, the larger m is, the easier it is to prove the uniform boundedness
of the solution, but this experience seems to be invalid for the cur-
rent model. On the one hand, due to the existence of remodelling term
ηω(1 − u − ω), the methods (Method I and Method II) used in the study
of equations (1.4) is completely invalid. On the other hand, due to the
lack of a good coupling structure similar to the linear diffusion case
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Global solvability of a cancer invasion model 5

between the diffusion term and the haptotactic term, the method used
for the linear diffusion case (see (1.2)) is also not suitable for the current
nonlinear diffusion model. Therefore, we have to try new methods. Fortunately,
we found a complex relationship between the haptotactic term and the nonlinear
diffusion term. In addition to constructing classical functional such as

F (u, ω) =
∫

Ω

(
u ln u +

|∇ω|2
ω

)
dx,

we also construct the following new form of functionals

F1(u, ω) =
∫

Ω

(
1

m − 1
(u + ε)m − ξuω

)
dx,

Gk(u, ω) =
(

m

m − 1

)2k+1 2k+1∑
i=0

(−m−1
m ξ)iCi

2k+1

(m − 1)(2k + 1 − i) + 1

×
∫

Ω

(u + ε)(m−1)(2k+1−i)+1ωidx,

which allows us to reconstruct the relationship between nonlinear diffusion term and
haptotactic term. In particular, by taking the derivative of the above functional, we
can use the diffusion term to neutralize the ‘bad’ effect brought by the haptotactic
term. That is (see lemma 3.6)

d
dt

Gk(u, ω) + (2k + 1)
∫

Ω

(u + ε)
(

m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)2k

×
∣∣∣∣∇( m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)∣∣∣∣2 dx · · · .

However, this also reduces the original good effect of the diffusion term. Fortunately,
we have the logistic term, with the help of this term, we can finally get the Lp-norm
(∀ p > 1)uniform estimation of u and the W 1,∞-norm estimation of v. However, it
is hard to get the L∞-norm estimation of u since the Moser’s iteration technique is
no longer applicable due to the diffusion term is not working.

Although the haptotactic term caused the main difficulties in the proof, we prove
that the chemotaxis still plays a leading role in determining whether the solution can
exist globally. More precisely, we prove that the weak solution will exists globally
for any m > 2N

N+2 if χ > 0, while for the haptotaxis-only model, that is the case
χ = 0. We prove that for any m > 1, the solution always exists globally. This work
obviously improves the results in references[12, 19, 21, 24], in which, only the
special case η = 0 is studied.

In what follows, we give the assumptions of this paper.

(H)

⎧⎪⎨⎪⎩
u0, ω0 ∈ L∞(Ω),∇√

ω0 ∈ L2(Ω),
v0 ∈ W 1,∞(Ω) ∩ W 2,p(Ω), for any p > 1,

u0, v0, ω0 � 0 .

We state the main results as follows.
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6 C. Jin

Theorem 1.1. Assume that (H) holds, μ > 0 and m > 2N
N+2 . Then the problem (1.6)

admits a global nonnegative weak solution (u, v, ω) ∈ X1 ×X2 ×X3. In particular,
u, v, ω are bounded uniformly in the following sense

sup
0<t<∞

(‖v(·, t)‖W 1,∞ + ‖ω(·, t)‖L∞ + ‖u(·, t)‖Lr ) � Cr, for any r > 1 , (1.7)

where Cr only depends on r, χ, ξ, m, μ, η, u0, v0, ω0, Ω. Here

X1 =
{

u ∈ L∞(R+;Lr(Ω)) for any r > 1;∇um ∈ Lp
loc(R

+;Lp(Ω)),

ut ∈ L2
loc(R

+;W−1,p(Ω)),

for any p ∈ (1, 2),∇um− 1
2 ∈ L2

loc(R
+;L2(Ω))

}
;

X2 = {v ∈ L∞(R+;W 1,∞(Ω)); vt,D
2v ∈ Lp

loc(R
+;Lp(Ω)) for any p > 1};

X3 = {ω ∈ L∞(Q);∇√
ω ∈ L∞

loc(R
+;L2(Ω)),

√
u∇√

ω ∈ L2
loc(R

+;L2(Ω)),

ωt ∈ Lr
loc(R

+;Lr(Ω)) for any r > 1}.

Although the haptotactic term caused the main difficulties in the proof, the
requirement of this index m > N+2

2N was still caused by the chemotactic term. In
fact, if χ = 0, we have the global existence result for any slow diffusion case m > 1.

Theorem 1.2. Assume χ = 0, μ > 0, m > 1 and (H) holds. Then the problem (1.6)
admits a global nonnegative weak solution (u, v, ω) ∈ X1 ×X2 ×X3. In particular,
u, v, ω are bounded uniformly in the following sense

sup
0<t<∞

(‖v(·, t)‖W 1,∞ + ‖ω(·, t)‖L∞ + ‖u(·, t)‖Lr ) � Cr, for any r > 1, (1.8)

where Cr only depends on r, χ, ξ, m, μ, η, u0, v0, ω0, Ω.

Remark 1.3. As for the stability of the equilibrium points, the local stability of
equilibrium point (1, 1, 0) is easy to obtain by linear stability analysis, see for
example [11]. However, the research on global asymptotic stability of the equilib-
rium point is a very challenging problem. In fact, this problem is still unsolved even
for linear diffusion case m = 1.

2. Preliminaries

We first give the definition of weak solutions.
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Global solvability of a cancer invasion model 7

Definition 2.1. (u, v, ω) is called a nonnegative weak solution of (1.6), if
(u, v, ω) ∈ X1 ×X2 ×X2, such that for any T > 0,

−
∫∫

QT

uϕ1tdxdt −
∫

Ω

u(x, 0)ϕ1(x, 0)dx +
∫∫

QT

(∇um − χu∇v − ξu∇ω)∇ϕ1dxdt

= μ

∫∫
QT

u(1 − u − ω)ϕ1dxdt,

−
∫∫

QT

vϕ2tdxdt −
∫

Ω

v(x, 0)ϕ2(x, 0)dx +
∫∫

QT

∇v∇ϕ2dxdt

=
∫∫

QT

(u − v)ϕ2dxdt,

−
∫∫

QT

ωϕ3tdxdt −
∫

Ω

ω(x, 0)ϕ3(x, 0)dx +
∫∫

QT

vωϕ3dxdt

= η

∫∫
QT

ω(1 − u − ω)ϕ3dxdt,

for any ϕ1, ϕ2, ϕ3 ∈ C∞(QT ) with ϕi(x, T ) = 0.

As a preparation, we introduce the following inequalities [8, 9, 14], which is useful
in the calculation of energy estimation.

Lemma 2.2. Assume that Ω is bounded with smooth boundary, and let ω ∈ C2(Ω)
satisfies ∂ω

∂ν

∣∣∣
∂Ω

= 0. Then we have

∂|∇ω|2
∂ν

� 2κ|∇ω|2 on ∂Ω, (2.1)

where κ > 0 is an upper bound for the curvatures of Ω. In particular, we have the
following inequalities∫

Ω

|∇ω|4
ω3

dx � (2 +
√

N)2
∫

Ω

ω|D2 ln ω|2dx, (2.2)∫
Ω

|∇ω|r+2dx � (
√

N + r)2‖ω‖2
L∞

∫
Ω

|∇ω|r−2|D2ω|2dx, for any r � 2, (2.3)

and ∫
∂Ω

1
ω

∂

∂n
|∇ω|2dS � δ

∫
Ω

ω|D2 ln ω|2dx + Cδ, (2.4)

where δ > 0 is an arbitrary small constant, and Cδ is a constant depending on δ.

Using Neumann heat semigroup theory, we prove the following lemma.
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Lemma 2.3. Let Ω ⊂ R
N be a bounded domain with smooth boundary. Assume that

u ∈ Lq(Ω × (0, T )), v0 ∈ W 2,q(Ω) with q � 2. Then the following problem admits⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

vt − Δv + v = u, (x, t) ∈ Ω × (0, T )

∂v

∂n

∣∣∣∣
∂Ω

= 0

v(x, 0) = v0(x), x ∈ Ω

admits a unique strong solution v ∈ W 2,1
q (Ω × (0, T )), such that for any r <

Nq
(N+2−q)+

,

sup
t∈(0,T )

‖∇v(·, t)‖Lr � C1 + C2

(
sup

t∈(τ,T )

∫ t

t−τ

‖u(s)‖q
Lqds

) 1
q

, (2.5)

and

sup
t∈(τ,T )

∫ t

t−τ

‖∇v‖q+ rq
N

Lq+ rq
N

ds � C3

(
sup

t∈(τ,T )

∫ t

t−τ

‖u(s)‖q
Lqds

) r
N +1

+ C4, (2.6)

where τ = min
{
1, T

2

}
, Ci(i = 1, 2, 3, 4) are constants depending only on v0, Ω.

Proof. By Duhamel’s principle, v can be expressed as follows

v = e−tetΔv0 +
∫ t

0

e−(t−s)e(t−s)Δu(s)ds,

where {etΔ}t�0 is the Neumann heat semigroup in Ω. For any r ∈ (1, +∞), we have

‖∇v(·, t)‖Lr � e−t‖∇v0‖Lr +
∫ t

0

e−(t−s)
(
1 + (t − s)−

N
2 ( 1

q − 1
r )− 1

2

)
‖u(s)‖Lqds

� e−t‖∇v0‖Lr +
(∫ t

0

e−(t−s)
(
1 + (t − s)−(N

2 ( 1
q − 1

r )+ 1
2 ) q

q−1

)
ds

) q−1
q

×
(∫ t

0

e−(t−s)‖u(s)‖q
Lqds

) 1
q

� e−t‖∇v0‖Lr +
(∫ t

0

e−s
(
1 + s−(N

2 ( 1
q − 1

r )+ 1
2 ) q

q−1

)
ds

) q−1
q

×
(∫ t

0

e−(t−s)‖u(s)‖q
Lqds

) 1
q

.

A direct calculation gives(
N

2
(
1
q
− 1

r
) +

1
2

)
q

q − 1
< 1 ⇔ 1

r
>

N + 2 − q

Nq
.
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Global solvability of a cancer invasion model 9

Then when r < Nq
(N+2−q)+

,

‖∇v(·, t)‖Lr � e−t‖∇v0‖Lr + C

(∫ t

0

e−(t−s)‖u(s)‖q
Lqds

) 1
q

.

We also note that for any t > 0, there exists an integer N such that t = Nτ + σ
with 0 < σ < τ . Therefore, we have∫ t

0

e−(t−s)‖u(s)‖q
Lqds = e−t

(
N∑

k=1

∫ kτ

(k−1)τ

es‖u(s)‖q
Lqds +

∫ Nτ+σ

Nτ

es‖u(s)‖q
Lqds

)

� e−t

(
N∑

k=1

ekτ

∫ kτ

(k−1)τ

‖u(s)‖q
Lqds + et

∫ t

Nτ

‖u(s)‖q
Lqds

)

� e2τ

eτ − 1
sup

τ<a<t

∫ a

a−τ

‖u(s)‖q
Lqds,

which implies that (2.5). By Lp theory of linear parabolic equations, we obtain

sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

‖D2v(·, t)‖q
Lq � C3 + C4 sup

τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

‖u(s)‖q
Lqds, for any q > 1.

(2.7)
From Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation inequality, we infer that

‖∇v‖q+ rq
N

Lq+ rq
N

� C5‖∇v‖
rq
N

Lr‖D2v‖q
Lq + C6‖∇v‖q+ rq

N

Lr . (2.8)

Using (2.5), (2.7) and (2.8), we derive (2.6). �

3. Uniform energy estimations and global solvability of
chemotaxis-haptotaxis system

In order to prove the existence of the weak solution of problem (1.6), some prior
estimates are necessary. Since problem (1.6) is degenerate at u = 0, in order to
facilitate us to obtain various prior estimates later, we first use the standard method
to build a framework, that is, consider its regularization problem⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

ut = m∇ · ((u + ε)m−1∇u) − χ∇ · (u∇v) − ξ∇ · (u∇ω) + μu(1 − u − ω), in Q,

vt = Δv + u − v, in Q,

ωt = εΔω − vω + ηω(1 − u − ω), in Q,

∂u

∂n

∣∣∣∣
∂Ω

= 0,
∂v

∂n

∣∣∣∣
∂Ω

= 0,
∂ω

∂n

∣∣∣∣
∂Ω

= 0,

u(x, 0) = uε0(x), v(x, 0) = vε0(x), ω(x, 0) = ωε0(x), x ∈ Ω,

(3.1)

for any ε ∈ (0, 1), and (uε0, vε0, ωε0) is smooth approximation of (u0, v0, ω0) with
(uε0, vε0, ωε0) sufficiently smooth. By standard fixed point method, it is easy to
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obtain the local existence of classical solutions to the above problem, see for example
[19]. That is

Lemma 3.1. Assume B, m > 1, ε ∈ (0, 1). Then there exists Tmax ∈ (0, +∞] such
that the problem (3.1) admits a classical solution (uε, vε, ωε) ∈ C2,1(QTmax) ∩
C0(Ω × [0, Tmax)) with

uε > 0, vε > 0, ωε > 0 for all (x, t) ∈ Ω × (0, Tmax).

Moreover, we have the following dichotomy: Either Tmax = ∞, or

lim sup
t↗Tmax

(‖uε(·, t)‖L∞ + ‖vε‖W 1,∞ + ‖ωε‖W 1,∞) = ∞.

Throughout this paper, we denote

τ := min
{

1,
Tmax

2

}
� 1.

In what follows, we focus on the uniform energy estimates of (uε, vε, ωε).
For simplicity, we omit the subscript ε of the approximate solutions
(uε, vε, ωε) in the subsequent energy estimate calculations.

Firstly, it is easy to obtain the following estimates.

Lemma 3.2. Let (u, v, ω) be the classical solution of (3.1) in [0, Tmax). Then

sup
t∈(0,Tmax)

‖u(·, t)‖L1 + μ sup
t∈(τ,Tmax)

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

(u2 + uω)dxds � C1, (3.2)

sup
t∈(0,Tmax)

(‖ω‖L∞ + ‖v(·, t)‖2
H1

)
+ sup

t∈(τ,Tmax)

∫ t

t−τ

‖v(·, s)‖2
H2ds � C2, (3.3)

where the constants C1, C2 only depend on μ, u0, v0, ω0 and Ω.

Proof. By comparison lemma, it is easy to see that

ω � max{1, ‖ωε0‖L∞} � max{1, 2‖ω0‖L∞}.
By direct integration over Ω for the first equation of (3.1), (3.2) is easy to be
obtained. By L2 theory of linear parabolic equations, (3.3) is arrived. �

Lemma 3.3. Let (u, v, ω) be the classical solution of (3.1) in [0, Tmax). Then for
any T < Tmax,

sup
0<t<T

∫
Ω

(
u ln u +

|∇ω|2
ω

)
dx

+
∫ T

0

∫
Ω

(
(u + ε)m−1

u
|∇u|2 +

|∇ω|2
ω

(u + v) + u2| ln u|
)

dxdt

+ ε

∫ T

0

∫
Ω

ω|D2 ln ω|2dxdt � CT , (3.4)

where CT is independent of ε, it depends only on χ, ξ, m, μ, η, u0, v0, ω0, Ω, and T .
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In particular, we also have

sup
0<t<Tmax

∫
Ω

(
u ln u +

|∇ω|2
ω

)
dx

+ sup
t∈(τ,Tmax)

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

(
(u + ε)m−1

u
|∇u|2 +

|∇ω|2
ω

(u + v) + u2| ln u|
)

dxdt

+ ε sup
t∈(τ,Tmax)

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

ω|D2 ln ω|2dxdt � C

ε
, (3.5)

where C is independent of ε and Tmax, it depends only on χ, ξ, m, μ, η, u0, v0,
ω0, Ω.

It should be noted that the estimation (3.4) is time-dependent, but (3.5) is not
time-dependent. Although (3.5) depends on ε, it is useful for us to obtain uniform
estimations independent of time and ε.

Proof. By direct calculation,

1
2

d
dt

∫
Ω

|∇ω|2
ω

dx =
∫

Ω

∇ω

ω
∇ωtdx − 1

2

∫
Ω

|∇ω|2
ω2

ωtdx

= −
∫

Ω

ωt

(
Δω

ω
− |∇ω|2

ω2

)
dx − 1

2

∫
Ω

|∇ω|2
ω2

ωtdx

=
1
2

∫
Ω

|∇ω|2
ω2

ωtdx −
∫

Ω

Δω

ω
ωtdx

=
1
2

∫
Ω

|∇ω|2
ω2

(εΔω − vω + ηω(1 − u − ω))dx

−
∫

Ω

Δω

ω
(εΔω − vω + ηω(1 − u − ω))dx

=
ε

2

∫
Ω

( |∇ω|2
ω2

Δω − 2
|Δω|2

ω

)
dx −

∫
Ω

∇ω∇vdx − η

∫
Ω

∇ω∇udx

+
1
2

∫
Ω

|∇ω|2
ω

(η − 3ηω − ηu − v)dx.

Similar to the proof of lemma 2.6 in [8], we have

ε

2

∫
Ω

( |∇ω|2
ω2

Δω − 2
|Δω|2

ω

)
dx = −ε

∫
Ω

ω|D2 ln ω|2dx +
ε

2

∫
∂Ω

1
ω

∂

∂n
|∇ω|2dS.

Putting the above two equalities together, we get the following conclusion

1
2

d
dt

∫
Ω

|∇ω|2
ω

dx + ε

∫
Ω

ω|D2 ln ω|2dx +
1
2

∫
Ω

|∇ω|2
ω

(3ηω + ηu + v)dx

= −
∫

Ω

∇ω∇vdx − η

∫
Ω

∇ω∇udx +
η

2

∫
Ω

|∇ω|2
ω

dx +
ε

2

∫
∂Ω

1
ω

∂

∂n
|∇ω|2dS.

(3.6)
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Multiplying both sides of the first equation of (3.1) by 1 + lnu, and integrating the
resultant equation over Ω yields

d
dt

∫
Ω

u ln udx + m

∫
Ω

(u + ε)m−1

u
|∇u|2dx

= χ

∫
Ω

∇v∇udx + ξ

∫
Ω

∇ω∇udx + μ

∫
Ω

u(1 + lnu)(1 − u − ω)dx. (3.7)

The combination of (3.6) and (3.7) leads to

d
dt

∫
Ω

(
ηu ln u +

ξ

2
|∇ω|2

ω

)
dx + ηm

∫
Ω

(u + ε)m−1

u
|∇u|2dx + ξε

∫
Ω

ω|D2 ln ω|2dx

+
ξ

2

∫
Ω

|∇ω|2
ω

(3ηω + ηu + v)dx + μη

∫
Ω

u(1 + lnu)(u + ω)dx

=
εξ

2

∫
∂Ω

1
ω

∂

∂n
|∇ω|2dS +

ξη

2

∫
Ω

|∇ω|2
ω

dx + χη

∫
Ω

∇v∇udx

− ξ

∫
Ω

∇ω∇vdx + μη

∫
Ω

u(1 + lnu)dx

=
εξ

2

∫
∂Ω

1
ω

∂

∂n
|∇ω|2dS +

ξη

2

∫
Ω

|∇ω|2
ω

dx − χη

∫
Ω

uΔvd

+ ξ

∫
Ω

ωΔvdx + μη

∫
Ω

u(1 + lnu)

� εξ

2

∫
∂Ω

1
ω

∂

∂n
|∇ω|2dS +

ξη

2

∫
Ω

|∇ω|2
ω

dx +
∫

Ω

(χ2η2u2 + ξ2ω2

+ |Δv|2)dx +
μη

4

∫
Ω

u2 ln udx + C. (3.8)

Recalling (2.4), we have

εξ

2

∫
∂Ω

1
ω

∂

∂n
|∇ω|2dS � εξ

2

∫
Ω

ω|D2 ln ω|2dx + Cε. (3.9)

We substitute (3.9) into (3.8) to obtain

d
dt

∫
Ω

(
ηu ln u +

ξ

2
|∇ω|2

ω

)
dx + ηm

∫
Ω

(u + ε)m−1

u
|∇u|2dx +

ξε

2

∫
Ω

ω|D2 ln ω|2dx

+
ξ

2

∫
Ω

|∇ω|2
ω

(3ηω + ηu + v)dx +
μη

2

∫
Ω

u2(1 + | ln u|)dx

� ξη

2

∫
Ω

|∇ω|2
ω

dx +
∫

Ω

(χ2η2u2 + ξ2ω2 + |Δv|2)dx + Ĉ. (3.10)

Using (3.2) and (3.3), by direct calculation, we complete the proof of (3.4).

https://doi.org/10.1017/prm.2024.70 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/prm.2024.70


Global solvability of a cancer invasion model 13

On the other hand, we note that

ξ(η + 1)
2

∫
Ω

|∇ω|2
ω

dx = −ξ(η + 1)
2

∫
Ω

ωΔln ωdx � εξ

4

∫
Ω

ω|D2 ln ω|2dx +
C1

ε
,

(3.11)

which together with (3.10) yields

d
dt

∫
Ω

(
ηu ln u +

ξ

2
|∇ω|2

ω

)
dx + ηm

∫
Ω

(u + ε)m−1

u
|∇u|2dx +

ξε

2

∫
Ω

ω|D2 ln ω|2dx

+
ξ

2

∫
Ω

|∇ω|2
ω

(3ηω + ηu + v + 1)dx +
μη

2

∫
Ω

u2(1 + | ln u|)dx

� ξ(η + 1)
2

∫
Ω

|∇ω|2
ω

dx +
∫

Ω

(χ2η2u2 + ξ2ω2 + |Δv|2)dx + Ĉ

� ξε

4

∫
Ω

ω|D2 ln ω|2dx +
∫

Ω

(χ2η2u2 + ξ2ω2 + |Δv|2)dx +
C̃

ε
, (3.12)

where C̃ is independent of ε. Denote

f(t) =
∫

Ω

(
ηu lnu +

ξ

2
|∇ω|2

ω

)
dx,

clearly,

ηm

∫
Ω

(u + ε)m−1

u
|∇u|2dx +

ξε

4

∫
Ω

ω|D2 ln ω|2dx

+
ξ

2

∫
Ω

|∇ω|2
ω

(3ηω + ηu + v + 1)dx

+
μη

2

∫
Ω

u2(1 + | ln u|)dx � min{μ, ξ}
4

f(t) − C.

Then (3.12) implies that

f ′(t) +
min{μ, ξ}

4
f(t) �

∫
Ω

(χ2η2u2 + ξ2ω2 + |Δv|2)dx +
C̃

ε
+ C.

Then the uniform boundedness of f is derived from (3.2) and (3.3). Furthermore,
(3.5) is obtained by integrating (3.12) from t − τ to t. �

Next, our purpose is to continuously improve the regularity of the solution. In this
process, the key is to deal with the haptotaxis term. We try to offset the influence of
the haptotaxis term with the diffusion term. First, we can get the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.4. Let (u, v, ω) be the classical solution of (3.1) in [0, Tmax), and assume
m > 2N

N+2 . Then

sup
0<t<Tmax

∫
Ω

umdx + sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

(
(u + ε)

∣∣∣∣∇( m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)∣∣∣∣2 + um+1

)
dxds � C, (3.13)

where C is independent of ε and Tmax, and it depends only on χ, ξ, m, μ, η, u0,
v0, ω0, Ω.

In addition, we also have∫ T

0

∫
Ω

(u + ε)2m−3|∇u|2dxdt � CT , (3.14)

and for any 1 < p < 2, ∫ T

0

∫
Ω

|∇(u + ε)m|pdxdt � CTp, (3.15)

where CT , CTp are independent of ε, and CT depends on T , CTp depends on T
and p.

Proof. Noticing that

ω|D2 ln ω|2 =
|D2ω|2

ω
+

|∇ω|4
ω3

− 2
∇ωD2ω∇ω

ω2

� |D2ω|2
ω

+
|∇ω|4

ω3
− 1

2
|D2ω|2

ω
− 2

|∇ω|4
ω3

,

that is
|D2ω|2

ω
� 2ω|D2 ln ω|2 + 2

|∇ω|4
ω3

.

Recalling (2.2), we conclude∫
Ω

|D2ω|2
ω

dx � 2
∫

Ω

ω|D2 ln ω|2dx + 2
∫

Ω

|∇ω|4
ω3

dx

�
(
2 + 2(2 +

√
N)2

)∫
Ω

ω|D2 ln ω|2dx. (3.16)

Noticing that

m∇ · ((u + ε)m−1∇u) − ξ∇ · (u∇ω)

= ∇ ·
(

m

m − 1
(u + ε)∇(u + ε)m−1 − ξ(u + ε)∇ω

)
+ ξεΔω

= ∇ ·
(

(u + ε)∇
(

m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

))
+ ξεΔω, (3.17)
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multiplying both sides of the first equation of (3.1) by m
m−1 (u + ε)m−1 − ξω, and

using (3.17), (3.5) and lemma 3.2, we arrive at

d
dt

∫
Ω

(
1

m − 1
(u + ε)m − ξuω

)
dx +

∫
Ω

(u + ε)
∣∣∣∣∇( m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)∣∣∣∣2 dx

= −εξ

∫
Ω

∇ω∇
(

m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)
dx

+ χ

∫
Ω

u∇v∇
(

m

m − 1
um−1 − ξω

)
dx

+
∫

Ω

μu(1 − u − ω)
(

m

m − 1
um−1 − ξω

)
dx

+ ξ

∫
Ω

u(−εΔω + vω − ηω(1 − u − ω))dx

� εξ2‖ω‖L∞

2

∫
Ω

|∇ω|2
ω

dx +
ε

2

∫
Ω

∣∣∣∣∇( m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)∣∣∣∣2 dx

+
χ2

2

∫
Ω

u|∇v|2dx +
1
2

∫
Ω

u

∣∣∣∣∇( m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)∣∣∣∣2 dx

− 3mμ

4(m − 1)

∫
Ω

um+1dx + ε2

∫
Ω

|Δω|2dx + C

� 1
2

∫
Ω

(u + ε)
∣∣∣∣∇( m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)∣∣∣∣2 dx

− mμ

2(m − 1)

∫
Ω

um+1dx + C

∫
Ω

|∇v| 2(m+1)
m dx + Nε2

∫
Ω

|D2ω|2dx + C̃,

namely,

d
dt

∫
Ω

(
1

m − 1
(u + ε)m − ξuω

)
dx

+
1
2

∫
Ω

(u + ε)
∣∣∣∣∇( m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)∣∣∣∣2 dx

+
mμ

2(m − 1)

∫
Ω

um+1dx � C

∫
Ω

|∇v| 2(m+1)
m dx + Nε2

∫
Ω

|D2ω|2dx + C̃. (3.18)

Taking advantage of Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation inequality and (3.3), we
have

‖∇v‖
(N+2)(m+1)

N

L
(N+2)(m+1)

N

� C1‖∇v‖
2(m+1)

N

L2 ‖D2v‖m+1
Lm+1 + C2‖∇v‖

(N+2)(m+1)
N

L2

� C3‖D2v‖m+1
Lm+1 + C4. (3.19)
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Noticing that (N+2)(m+1)
N > 2(m+1)

m when m > 2N
N+2 , we infer from (3.18), (3.19),

d
dt

∫
Ω

(
1

m − 1
(u + ε)m − ξuω

)
dx +

1
2

∫
Ω

(u + ε)
∣∣∣∣∇( m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)∣∣∣∣2dx

+
mμ

2(m − 1)

∫
Ω

um+1dx � σ

∫
Ω

|D2v|m+1dx + Nε2

∫
Ω

|D2ω|2dx + Cσ (3.20)

for any small constant σ > 0, with Cσ depending on σ. Noticing that

∫
Ω

um+1dx �
∫

Ω

(
1

m − 1
(u + ε)m − ξuω

)
dx − C,

and using Lp theory of linear parabolic equations, we conclude that

sup
0<t<Tmax

∫
Ω

(u + ε)mdx +
1
2

sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

(u + ε)

×
∣∣∣∣∇( m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)∣∣∣∣2 dxds

+
mμ

2(m − 1)
sup

τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

um+1dxds

� C5σ sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

|D2v|m+1dxds

+ C6ε
2 sup

τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

|D2ω|2dxds + C̃σ

� C7σ sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

|u|m+1dxds

+ C6ε
2 sup

τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

|D2ω|2dxds + Ĉσ.

Here, all these constants Ci, Ĉ, C̃ are independent of ε. By the arbitrariness of σ,
using (3.5), (3.16), and (3.13) is proved by taking σ appropriately small in the above
inequality.

In addition, using (3.3), (3.4) and (3.13), and noticing that

(u + ε)
∣∣∣∣∇( m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1

)∣∣∣∣2 � 2(u + ε)
∣∣∣∣∇( m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)∣∣∣∣2
+ 2ξ2(u + ε) |∇ω|2 ,

we arrive at (3.14).
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For any 1 < p < 2, we also notice that

‖∇(u + ε)m‖p
Lp = ‖m(u + ε)

1
2 (u + ε)m− 3

2∇u‖p
Lp

� ‖m(u + ε)m− 3
2∇u‖p

L2‖u + ε‖
p
2

L
p

2−p

� ‖m(u + ε)m− 3
2∇u‖2

L2 + Cp.

Then (3.15) is derived from (3.14) and the above inequality. �

To improve the regularity of u, we need the following estimate on ω. Although
this estimation does not depend on Tmax, it depends on ε. In order to obtain some
subsequent uniform estimates that does not depend on ε, we need to the exact order
of its dependence on ε.

Lemma 3.5. Let (u, v, ω) be the classical solution of (3.1) in [0, Tmax). Then for
any r > 2,

sup
0<t<Tmax

∫
Ω

|∇ω|rdx + sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

ε|∇ω|r+2dxds

� C̃

ε
r
2

sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

(ur + vr + 1)dxds, (3.21)

where C̃ is independent of ε and Tmax, it depends only on χ, ξ, m, μ, η, u0, v0,
ω0, r, Ω.

Proof. Applying ∇ to the third equation of (3.1), multiplying both sides of the
resultant equation by |∇ω|r−2∇ω for any r > 2, and using lemma 2.2, we obtain

1
r

d
dt

∫
Ω

|∇ω|rdx + ε

∫
Ω

|∇ω|r−2|∇2ω|2dx

+ (r − 2)ε
∫

Ω

|∇ω|r−2(∇|∇ω|)2dx +
∫

Ω

|∇ω|rdx

=
∫

Ω

(vω − ηω(1 − u − ω))∇ · (|∇ω|r−2∇ω)dx

+
ε

2

∫
∂Ω

∂(|∇ω|2)
∂n

|∇ω|r−2dS +
∫

Ω

|∇ω|rdx

� ε

4

∫
Ω

|∇ω|r−2|∇2ω|2dx +
(r − 2)ε

4

∫
Ω

|∇ω|r−2(∇|∇ω|)2dx

+
C1

ε

∫
Ω

|∇ω|r−2(u2 + v2)dx +
∫

Ω

|∇ω|rdx + κε

∫
∂Ω

|∇ω|rdS. (3.22)

Recalling (2.3), and noticing that ω is bounded, then there exists a constant ρ such
that

ε

4

∫
Ω

|∇ω|r−2|∇2ω|2dx � ρε

∫
Ω

|∇ω|r+2dx. (3.23)
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By the boundary trace embedding inequalities, we conclude that for any small
δ > 0,

κε

∫
∂Ω

|∇ω|rdS � (r − 2)ε
4

∫
Ω

|∇ω|r−2(∇|∇ω|)2dx + C2

∫
Ω

|∇ω|rdx. (3.24)

The combination of (3.22)–(3.24) leads to

1
r

d
dt

∫
Ω

|∇ω|rdx +
ε

2

∫
Ω

|∇ω|r−2|∇2ω|2dx +
(r − 2)ε

2

∫
Ω

|∇ω|r−2(∇|∇ω|)2dx

+
∫

Ω

|∇ω|rdx + ρε

∫
Ω

|∇ω|r+2dx

� C1

ε

∫
Ω

|∇ω|r−2(u2 + v2)dx + (C2 + 1)
∫

Ω

|∇ω|rdx

� C3

∫
Ω

|∇ω|rdx +
C4

ε
r
2

∫
Ω

(ur + vr)dx

� ρ

2
ε

∫
Ω

|∇ω|r+2dx +
C4

ε
r
2

∫
Ω

(ur + vr)dx +
C5

ε
r
2
. (3.25)

It implies that

sup
0<t<Tmax

∫
Ω

|∇ω|rdx � C6

ε
r
2

sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

(ur + vr + 1)dxds. (3.26)

Using (3.26), and integrating (3.25) directly, we arrive at

sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

ε|∇ω|r+2dxds � C7

ε
r
2

sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

(ur + vr + 1)dxds. (3.27)

Here these constants Ci are independent of ε. Then (3.21) is derived from (3.26)
and (3.27). �

Based on the above lemmas, we can improve the regularity of the solution, and
obtain the following result.

Lemma 3.6. Let (u, v, ω) be the classical solution of (3.1) in [0, Tmax). Assume
that m > 2N

N+2 . Then for any positive integer k, we have

sup
0<t<Tmax

∫
Ω

(u + ε)(m−1)(2k+1)+1dx + sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

u(2k+1)(m−1)+2dxds

+ sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

(u + ε)
(

m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)2k

×
∣∣∣∣∇( m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)∣∣∣∣2 dxds � C, (3.28)

where C is independent of ε and Tmax, it depends only on k, χ, ξ, m, μ, η, u0, v0,
ω0, Ω.
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Proof. For any given positive integer k, multiplying both sides of the first equation
of (3.1) by ( m

m−1 (u + ε)m−1 − ξω)2k+1, recalling (3.17), and noticing that ω is
bounded, then we arrive at

∫
Ω

(
m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)2k+1

utdx

+ (2k + 1)
∫

Ω

(u + ε)
(

m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)2k

×
∣∣∣∣∇( m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)∣∣∣∣2 dx

= −εξ(2k + 1)
∫

Ω

(
m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)2k

×∇
(

m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)
∇ωdx

+ χ(2k + 1)
∫

Ω

(
m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)2k

× u∇v∇
(

m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)
dx

+
∫

Ω

μu(1 − u − ω)
(

m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)2k+1

dx

� 2k + 1
2

∫
Ω

(u + ε)
(

m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)2k

×
∣∣∣∣∇( m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)∣∣∣∣2 dx

+ εξ2(2k + 1)
∫

Ω

(
m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)2k

|∇ω|2dx

+ χ2(2k + 1)
∫

Ω

(
m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)2k

u|∇v|2dx

− 3μ

4

(
m

m − 1

)2k+1 ∫
Ω

u(2k+1)(m−1)+2dx + C1.

That is

∫
Ω

(
m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)2k+1

utdx +
3μ

4

(
m

m − 1

)2k+1 ∫
Ω

u(2k+1)(m−1)+2dx

+
2k + 1

2

∫
Ω

(u + ε)
(

m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)2k
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×
∣∣∣∣∇( m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)∣∣∣∣2 dx

� εξ2(2k + 1)
∫

Ω

(
m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)2k

|∇ω|2dx

+ χ2(2k + 1)
∫

Ω

(
m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)2k

u|∇v|2dx + C1

= I + II + C1. (3.29)

We first calculate the first term on the left of the above inequality.

∫
Ω

(
m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)2k+1

utdx

=

∫
Ω

2k+1∑
i=0

(−ξ)iCi
2k+1

(
m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1

)2k+1−i

ωiutdx

=

(
m

m − 1

)2k+1 ∫
Ω

2k+1∑
i=0

(−m−1
m ξ)iCi

2k+1

(m − 1)(2k + 1 − i) + 1

(
(u + ε)(m−1)(2k+1−i)+1

)
t
ωidx

=

(
m

m − 1

)2k+1 2k+1∑
i=0

(−m−1
m ξ)iCi

2k+1

(m − 1)(2k + 1 − i) + 1

(
d

dt

∫
Ω

(u + ε)(m−1)(2k+1−i)+1ωidx

−i

∫
Ω

(u + ε)(m−1)(2k+1−i)+1ωi−1ωtdx

)

=

(
m

m − 1

)2k+1 2k+1∑
i=0

(−m−1
m ξ)iCi

2k+1

(m − 1)(2k + 1 − i) + 1

d

dt

∫
Ω

(u + ε)(m−1)(2k+1−i)+1ωidx

−
(

m

m − 1

)2k+1 2k+1∑
i=1

i(−m−1
m ξ)iCi

2k+1

(m − 1)(2k + 1 − i) + 1

∫
Ω

(u + ε)(m−1)(2k+1−i)+1ωi−1ωtdx

�
(

m

m − 1

)2k+1 2k+1∑
i=0

(−m−1
m ξ)iCi

2k+1

(m − 1)(2k + 1 − i) + 1

d

dt

∫
Ω

(u + ε)(m−1)(2k+1−i)+1ωidx

− C

∫
Ω

(
u2k(m−1)+2 + |ωt|2k(m−1)+2 + 1

)
dx

�
(

m

m − 1

)2k+1 2k+1∑
i=0

(−m−1
m ξ)iCi

2k+1

(m − 1)(2k + 1 − i) + 1

d

dt

∫
Ω

(u + ε)(m−1)(2k+1−i)+1ωidx

− μ

8

(
m

m − 1

)2k+1 ∫
Ω

u(2k+1)(m−1)+2dx − C2

∫
Ω

(
|ωt|2k(m−1)+2 + 1

)
dx.

(3.30)

https://doi.org/10.1017/prm.2024.70 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/prm.2024.70


Global solvability of a cancer invasion model 21

In what follows, we calculate I, II respectively. Using Young’s inequality and
recalling (3.5), it is not difficult to see that

I � C3

∫
Ω

u2k(m−1)+2 + εk(m−1)+1

∫
Ω

|∇ω|2k(m−1)+2dx + C4ε

∫
Ω

|∇ω|2dx

� μ

8

(
m

m − 1

)2k+1 ∫
Ω

u(2k+1)(m−1)+2dx + εk(m−1)+1

∫
Ω

|∇ω|2k(m−1)+2dx + C5.

(3.31)

Noticing that ω is bounded, and using (3.3) gives

II � μ

8

(
m

m − 1

)2k+1 ∫
Ω

u(2k+1)(m−1)+2dx + C6

∫
Ω

|∇v| 4k(m−1)+2(m+1)
m dx + C7.

(3.32)

Next, we estimate the second term C6

∫
Ω

|∇v| 4k(m−1)+2(m+1)
m dx in (3.32). From

Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we infer that

‖∇v‖p
Lp � C‖D2v‖pα

Lq1 ‖∇v‖p(1−α)
Lq2 + C‖∇v‖2

L2 , with
1
p

=
(

1
q1

− 1
N

)
α +

1 − α

q2
.

(3.33)
By direct calculation, it is easy to obtain

pα < q1 ⇔ p

q1
< 1 +

q2

N
.

When N = 2, take

p =
4k(m − 1) + 2(m + 1)

m
, q1 = 2k(m − 1) + m + 1, q2 = 2

in (3.33). Then pα < q1. Using (3.3), we infer from (3.33) that for any small constant
ρ > 0,

C6

∫
Ω

|∇v| 4k(m−1)+2(m+1)
m dx � C8‖D2v‖pα

L2k(m−1)+m+1 + C9

� ρ

∫
Ω

|D2v|2k(m−1)+m+1dx + Cρ, when N = 2,

(3.34)

since pα < q1.
When N � 3. By (2.5) and (3.13), we see that

sup
0<t<Tmax

‖∇v‖r
Lr � C, ∀r <

N(m + 1)
(N + 1 − m)+

. (3.35)

We take

p =
4k(m − 1) + 2(m + 1)

m
, q1 = 2k(m − 1) + m + 1,

q2 =
N(m + 5

2N )
(N + 1 − m)+

(N � 3)
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in (3.33). Then ‖∇v‖Lq2 is uniformly bounded by (3.35), and

pα < q1 ⇔ p

q1
< 1 +

q2

N
⇔ 2

m
< 1 +

m + 5
2N

(N + 1 − m)+
(N � 3).

By direct verification, the above inequality 2
m < 1 + m+ 5

2N

(N+1−m)+
holds when m >

2N
N+2 . Then

C6

∫
Ω

|∇v| 4k(m−1)+2(m+1)
m dx � ρ

∫
Ω

|D2v|2k(m−1)+m+1dx + C̃ρ, when N � 3

(3.36)

for any small constant ρ > 0.
Substituting (3.34) and (3.36) into (3.32) yields

II � μ

8

(
m

m − 1

)2k+1 ∫
Ω

u(2k+1)(m−1)+2dx + ρ

∫
Ω

|D2v|2k(m−1)+m+1dx + Ĉρ

(3.37)

for any small constant ρ > 0 with Ĉρ depending on ρ.
By substituting the inequalities (3.30), (3.31) and (3.37) into (3.29) yields

(
m

m − 1

)2k+1 2k+1∑
i=0

(−m−1
m ξ)iCi

2k+1

(m − 1)(2k + 1 − i) + 1
d
dt

∫
Ω

(u + ε)(m−1)(2k+1−i)+1ωidx

+
2k + 1

2

∫
Ω

(u + ε)
(

m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)2k

×
∣∣∣∣∇( m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)∣∣∣∣2 dx

+
μ

8

(
m

m − 1

)2k+1 ∫
Ω

u(2k+1)(m−1)+2dx

� C2

∫
Ω

|ωt|2k(m−1)+2dx + εk(m−1)+1

∫
Ω

|∇ω|2k(m−1)+2dx

+ ρ

∫
Ω

|D2v|2k(m−1)+m+1dx + Ĉρ. (3.38)

Noticing that

2k+1∑
i=0

(−m−1
m ξ)iCi

2k+1

(m − 1)(2k + 1 − i) + 1

∫
Ω

(u + ε)(m−1)(2k+1−i)+1ωidx

� μ

8

∫
Ω

u(2k+1)(m−1)+2dx + C
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and for any small constant ρ > 0, there exists a constant Cρ such that∫
Ω

|v|2k(m−1)+2dx � ρ

∫
Ω

|D2v|2k(m−1)+2dx + Cρ

∫
Ω

|v|2dx

� ρ̃

∫
Ω

|D2v|2k(m−1)+m+1dx + C̃ρ,

combining (3.21), and using Lp theory of linear parabolic equations, from (3.38) we
derive(

m

m − 1

)2k+1 2k+1∑
i=0

(−m−1
m ξ)iCi

2k+1

(m − 1)(2k + 1 − i) + 1
sup

0<t<Tmax

∫
Ω

(u + ε)(m−1)(2k+1−i)+1ωidx

+
2k + 1

2
sup

τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

(u + ε)
(

m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)2k

×
∣∣∣∣∇( m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)∣∣∣∣2 dxds

+
3μ

8

(
m

m − 1

)2k+1

sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

u(2k+1)(m−1)+2dxds

� C10 sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

|ωt|2k(m−1)+2dxds + C11ε
k(m−1)+1

× sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

|∇ω|2k(m−1)+2dxds

+ C12ρ sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

|D2v|2k(m−1)+m+1dxds + Mρ

� C13 sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

(
|u|2k(m−1)+2 + |v|2k(m−1)+2 + 1

)
dxds

+ C14 sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

(
|u|2k(m−1) + |v|2k(m−1) + 1

)
dxds

+ C12ρ sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

|D2v|2k(m−1)+m+1dxds + Mρ

� μ

8

(
m

m − 1

)2k+1

sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

u(2k+1)(m−1)+2dxds

+ C15ρ sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

|D2v|(2k+1)(m−1)+2dxds + M̃ρ

� μ

8

(
m

m − 1

)2k+1

sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

u(2k+1)(m−1)+2dxds

+ C16ρ sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

|u|(2k+1)(m−1)+2dxds + M̃ρ.
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Take ρ appropriately small in the above inequality, such that C16ρ < μ
8 ( m

m−1 )2k+1.
Then we finally arrive that(

m

m − 1

)2k+1 2k+1∑
i=0

(−m−1
m ξ)iCi

2k+1

(m − 1)(2k + 1 − i) + 1
sup

0<t<Tmax

∫
Ω

(u + ε)(m−1)(2k+1−i)+1ωidx

+
2k + 1

2
sup

τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

(u + ε)
(

m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)2k

×
∣∣∣∣∇( m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)∣∣∣∣2 dxds

+
μ

8

(
m

m − 1

)2k+1

sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

u(2k+1)(m−1)+2dxds � C,

which implies (3.28). �

By (3.28), there exists k sufficiently large such that (m − 1)(2k + 1) + 1 > N ,
then by Neumann heat semigroup theory, it is easy to obtain the L∞ estimation of
∇v. By Lp theory of linear parabolic equations, we also have W 2,1

p estimation of v
and Lp estimation of ωt.

Lemma 3.7. Let (u, v, ω) be the classical solution of (3.1) in [0, Tmax). Assume
that m > 2N

N+2 . Then

sup
0<t<Tmax

‖v(·, t)‖W 1,∞ < C,

and for any p > 1,

sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

(‖vt‖p
Lp + ‖ωt‖p

Lp + ‖D2v‖p
Lp

)
dxds � C̃,

where C, C̃ are independent of ε and Tmax, it depends only on k, χ, ξ, m, μ, η,
u0, v0, ω0, Ω.

In addition, by (3.28), and combining with Neumann heat semigroup theory,
it is also easy to obtain the L∞ estimation of ∇ω (depending on ε). Further-
more, by (3.28) and Lemma 3.7, using standard Morser iterative technique, the L∞

estimation of u is also easy to obtain.

Lemma 3.8. Let (u, v, ω) be the classical solution of (3.1) in [0, Tmax). Assume
that m > 2N

N+2 . Then

sup
0<t<Tmax

(‖u(·, t)‖L∞ + ‖ω(·, t)‖W 1,∞) < Cε,

where Cε depends on ε, and is independent of Tmax.

Using lemmas 3.1, 3.7, and 3.8, the solution of the regularized problem (3.1)
exists globally for any ε > 0, and these estimations in lemma 3.2-Lemma 3.7 are
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independent of ε. To obtain the global solution to the original problem (1.6), we
also need to make some a priori estimates for ut.

Lemma 3.9. Let (u, v, ω) be the classical solution of (3.1) in [0, Tmax). Assume
that m > 2N

N+2 . Then for any 1 < r < 2, and any T > 0,

‖ut‖L2((0,T );W−1,r(Ω)) � CT,r, (3.39)

where CT,r depends on T , r, and it is independent of ε.

Proof. For any ϕ ∈ C∞(QT ), we see that∫ T

0

∫
Ω

utϕdxdt = −
∫ T

0

∫
Ω

(u + ε)∇
(

m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)
∇ϕdx

+ χ

∫ T

0

∫
Ω

u∇v∇ϕdxdt + μ

∫ T

0

∫
Ω

u(1 − u − ω)ϕdxdt.

Then for any q > 2, using (3.13), (3.28) and lemma 3.7, we derive that∣∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0

∫
Ω

utϕdxdt

∣∣∣∣∣ �
∫ T

0

∥∥∥∥√u + ε∇
(

m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)∥∥∥∥
L2

× ‖u + ε‖ 1
2

L
q

q−2
‖∇ϕ‖Lqdt

+ χ

∫ T

0

‖u‖L2‖∇v‖L∞‖∇ϕ‖L2dt + μ

∫ T

0

‖u(1 − u − ω)‖L2(QT )‖ϕ‖L2dt

� C

(∫ T

0

∥∥∥∥√u + ε∇
(

m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)∥∥∥∥2

L2

dt

) 1
2
(∫ T

0

‖∇ϕ‖2
Lqdt

) 1
2

+ χ

(∫ T

0

‖u‖2
L2‖∇v‖2

L∞dt

) 1
2
(∫ T

0

‖∇ϕ‖2
L2dt

) 1
2

+ μ

(∫ T

0

‖u(1 − u − ω)‖2
L2dt

) 1
2
(∫ T

0

‖ϕ‖2
L2dt

) 1
2

� C

(∫ T

0

‖ϕ‖2
W 1,qdt

) 1
2

,

namely for any q > 2,

‖ut‖
L2

(
(0,T );W

−1,
q

q−1 (Ω)

) � Cq,

which implies (3.39). �

Combining lemmas 3.1 -3.8, and noticing (3.16), we have the following proposi-
tion.
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Proposition 3.10. Assume that m > 2N
N+2 . For any ε ∈ (0, 1), the problem (3.1) in

[0, Tmax) admits a unique positive global classical solution (uε, vε, ωε) ∈ C2,1(Q) ∩
C0(Ω × [0, ∞)) such that

sup
0<t<∞

(‖vε(·, t)‖W 1,∞ + ‖ωε(·, t)‖L∞ + ‖uε(·, t)‖Lr ) � Cr, for any r > 1, (3.40)

and for any T > 0,

sup
0<t<T

∫
Ω

( |∇ωε|2
ωε

)
dx +

∫ T

0

∫
Ω

(
(uε + ε)2m−3|∇uε|2

+
uε|∇ωε|2

ωε
+ ε|D2ωε|2

)
dxdt � CT , (3.41)∫ T

0

∫
Ω

(|D2vε|r + |∂tvε|r + |∂tωε|r
)
dxdt � CTr, for any r > 1, (3.42)

‖∇(uε + ε)m‖Lp(QT ) + ‖∂tuε‖L2((0,T );W−1,p(Ω)) � CTp, for any 1 < p < 2,

(3.43)

where Cr, CT , CTp, and CTr are independent of ε, they depend on χ, ξ, m, μ, η,
u0, v0, ω0, Ω, Cr depends on r, CT depends on T , CTp depends on T , p, and CTr

depends on T , r.

Proof of theorem 1.1. Since (uε, vε, ωε) are classical solutions of (3.1), they obvi-
ously satisfy the equations (3.1) in the sense of distribution. By proposition 3.10,
using Aubin-Lions lemma, and Sobolev compact embedding theorem, there exists
a subsequence of {(uε, vε, ωε)}, which we still remember as itself for convenience,
such that as ε → 0,

uε, ωε → u, ω in Lr(QT ) for any r > 1,

∇(uε + ε)m ⇀ ∇um, in Lp(QT ) for any 1 < p < 2,

εΔω → 0, in L2(QT ),

vε ⇀ v, in W 2,1
r (QT ) for any r > 1,

∇vε → ∇v, in Lr(QT ) for any r > 1,

vε → v, uniformly.

Letting ε → 0 and utilizing the above convergence results, we can ultimately verify
that (u, v, ω) satisfies definition 2.1, that is, (u, v, ω) ∈ X1 ×X2 ×X3 is a weak
solution. Theorem 1.1 is proved. �
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4. Global solution to the haptotaxis-only system

In this section, we consider the haptotaxis-only system. Similar to § 2, to prove the
existence of weak solutions, we consider the following regularized problem⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

ut = m∇ · (u + ε)m−1∇u − ξ∇ · (u∇ω) + μu(1 − u − ω), in Q,

vt = Δv + u − v, in Q,

ωt = εΔω − vω + ηω(1 − u − ω), in Q,

∂u

∂n

∣∣∣∣
∂Ω

= 0,
∂v

∂n

∣∣∣∣
∂Ω

= 0,
∂ω

∂n

∣∣∣∣
∂Ω

= 0,

u(x, 0) = uε0(x), v(x, 0) = vε0(x), ω(x, 0) = ωε0(x), x ∈ Ω.

(4.1)

Similar to § 3, in the subsequent energy estimate calculations, we omit
the subscript ε of the approximate solutions (uε, vε, ωε) in the subsequent
energy estimate calculations.

It is clear that lemmas 3.1, 3.2, and 3.3 also hold for χ = 0. Similar to lemma
3.4, we also have

Lemma 4.1. Let (u, v, ω) be the classical solution of (4.1) in [0, Tmax). Then

sup
0<t<Tmax

∫
Ω

umdx + sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

(
(u + ε)

×
∣∣∣∣∇( m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)∣∣∣∣2 + um+1

)
dxds � C, (4.2)

where C is independent of ε and Tmax, it depends only on χ, ξ, m, μ, η, u0, v0,
ω0, Ω. In addition, we also have∫ T

0

∫
Ω

(u + ε)2m−3|∇u|2dxdt � CT , (4.3)

and for any 1 < p < 2, ∫ T

0

∫
Ω

|∇(u + ε)m|pdxdt � CTp, (4.4)

where CT , CTp are independent of ε, and CT depends on T , CTp depends on T
and p.

Proof. Similar to the proof of (3.18), we see that

d
dt

∫
Ω

(
1

m − 1
(u + ε)m − ξuω

)
dx +

∫
Ω

(u + ε)
∣∣∣∣∇( m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)∣∣∣∣2 dx
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= −εξ

∫
Ω

∇ω∇
(

m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)
dx

+
∫

Ω

μu(1 − u − ω)
(

m

m − 1
um−1 − ξω

)
dx

+ ξ

∫
Ω

u(−εΔω + vω − ηω(1 − u − ω))dx

� εξ2‖ω‖L∞

2

∫
Ω

|∇ω|2
ω

dx +
ε

2

∫
Ω

∣∣∣∣∇( m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)∣∣∣∣2 dx

− 3mμ

4(m − 1)

∫
Ω

um+1dx + ε2

∫
Ω

|Δω|2dx + C

� ε

2

∫
Ω

∣∣∣∣∇( m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)∣∣∣∣2 dx − 3mμ

4(m − 1)

∫
Ω

um+1dx

+ Nε2

∫
Ω

|D2ω|2dx + C̃,

that is

d
dt

∫
Ω

(
1

m − 1
(u + ε)m − ξuω

)
dx +

1
2

∫
Ω

(u + ε)
∣∣∣∣∇( m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)∣∣∣∣2 dx

+
3mμ

4(m − 1)

∫
Ω

um+1dx � Nε2

∫
Ω

|D2ω|2dx + C̃. (4.5)

Then completely similar to the proof of lemma 3.4, we complete the proof. �

Completely similar to lemma 3.5, we also have that

Lemma 4.2. Let (u, v, ω) be the classical solution of (4.1) in [0, Tmax). Then for
any r > 2,

sup
0<t<Tmax

∫
Ω

|∇ω|rdx + sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

ε|∇ω|r+2dxds

� C̃

ε
r
2

sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

(ur + vr + 1)dxds, (4.6)

where C̃ is independent of ε and Tmax, it depends only on χ, ξ, m, μ, η, u0, v0,
ω0, r, Ω.
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Then similar to lemma 3.6, we also have that

Lemma 4.3. Let (u, v, ω) be the classical solution of (4.1) in [0, Tmax). Then for
any positive integer k, we have that

sup
0<t<Tmax

∫
Ω

(u + ε)(m−1)(2k+1)+1dx + sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

u(2k+1)(m−1)+2dxds

+ sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

(u + ε)
(

m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)2k

×
∣∣∣∣∇( m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)∣∣∣∣2 dxds � C, (4.7)

where C is independent of ε and Tmax, it depends only on k, χ, ξ, m, μ, η, u0, v0,
ω0, Ω.

Proof. For any given positive integer k, multiplying both sides of the first equation
of (4.1) by ( m

m−1 (u + ε)m−1 − ξω)2k+1, and noticing that ω is bounded, then we
arrive at

∫
Ω

(
m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)2k+1

utdx

+ (2k + 1)
∫

Ω

(u + ε)
(

m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)2k

×
∣∣∣∣∇( m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)∣∣∣∣2 dx

= −εξ(2k + 1)
∫

Ω

(
m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)2k

×∇
(

m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)
∇ωdx

+
∫

Ω

μu(1 − u − ω)
(

m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)2k+1

dx

� 2k + 1
2

∫
Ω

ε

(
m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)2k ∣∣∣∣∇( m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)∣∣∣∣2 dx

+
εξ2(2k + 1)

2

∫
Ω

(
m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)2k

|∇ω|2dx

− 3μ

4

(
m

m − 1

)2k+1 ∫
Ω

u(2k+1)(m−1)+2dx + C1.
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Combining with (3.30), and using (3.31) yields(
m

m − 1

)2k+1 2k+1∑
i=0

(−m−1
m ξ)iCi

2k+1

(m − 1)(2k + 1 − i) + 1
d
dt

∫
Ω

(u + ε)(m−1)(2k+1−i)+1ωidx

+
2k + 1

2

∫
Ω

(u + ε)
(

m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)2k

×
∣∣∣∣∇( m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)∣∣∣∣2 dx +
5μ

8

(
m

m − 1

)2k+1 ∫
Ω

u(2k+1)(m−1)+2dx

� εξ2(2k + 1)
2

∫
Ω

(
m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)2k

|∇ω|2dx

+ C2

∫
Ω

|ωt|2k(m−1)+2dx + C3

� μ

8

(
m

m − 1

)2k+1 ∫
Ω

u(2k+1)(m−1)+2dx + εk(m−1)+1

∫
Ω

|∇ω|2k(m−1)+2dx

+ C2

∫
Ω

|ωt|2k(m−1)+2dx + C4. (4.8)

By (4.6), (2.5), and using Lp theory of linear parabolic equations, we arrive at(
m

m − 1

)2k+1 2k+1∑
i=0

(−m−1
m ξ)iCi

2k+1

(m − 1)(2k + 1 − i) + 1
sup

0<t<Tmax

∫
Ω

(u + ε)(m−1)(2k+1−i)+1ωidx

+
2k + 1

2
sup

τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

(u + ε)
(

m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)2k

×
∣∣∣∣∇( m

m − 1
(u + ε)m−1 − ξω

)∣∣∣∣2 dxds

+
μ

2

(
m

m − 1

)2k+1

sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

u(2k+1)(m−1)+2dxds

� C5 sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

|ωt|2k(m−1)+2dxds + C6ε
k(m−1)+1

× sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

|∇ω|2k(m−1)+2dxds + C7

� C8 sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

(
|u|2k(m−1)+2 + |v|2k(m−1)+2 + 1

)
dxds

+ C9 sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

(
|u|2k(m−1) + |v|2k(m−1) + 1

)
dxds + C10

� μ

8

(
m

m − 1

)2k+1

sup
τ<t<Tmax

∫ t

t−τ

∫
Ω

u(2k+1)(m−1)+2dxds + C11.

Then (4.7) is proved. �

https://doi.org/10.1017/prm.2024.70 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/prm.2024.70


Global solvability of a cancer invasion model 31

Completely similar to lemmas 3.7– 3.9. We have the following results.

Proposition 4.4. For any ε ∈ (0, 1), the problem (4.1) admits a unique positive
global classical solution (uε, vε, ωε) ∈ C2,1(Q) ∩ C0(Ω × [0, ∞)) such that

sup
0<t<∞

(‖vε(·, t)‖W 1,∞ + ‖ωε(·, t)‖L∞ + ‖uε(·, t)‖Lr ) � Cr, for any r > 1, (4.9)

and for any T > 0,

sup
0<t<T

∫
Ω

( |∇ωε|2
ωε

)
dx +

∫ T

0

∫
Ω

(
(uε + ε)2m−3|∇uε|2

+
uε|∇ωε|2

ωε
+ ε|D2ωε|2

)
dxdt � CT , (4.10)∫ T

0

∫
Ω

(|D2vε|r + |∂tvε|r + |∂tωε|r
)
dxdt � CTr, for any r > 1, (4.11)

‖∇(uε + ε)m‖Lp(QT ) + ‖∂tuε‖L2((0,T );W−1,p(Ω)) � CTp, for any 1 < p < 2,

(4.12)

where Cr, CT , CTp, and CTr are independent of ε, they depend on χ, ξ, m, μ, η,
u0, v0, ω0, Ω, Cr depends on r, CT depends on T , CTp depends on T , p, and CTr

depends on T , r.

Letting ε → 0, we complete the proof of Theorem 1.2.
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