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On a Completely Discrete Discontinuous Galerkin Method for Incompressible
Chemotaxis-Navier-Stokes Equations

Bikram Bir* Harsha Hutridurga! and Amiya K. Panit

Abstract

This paper deals with a fully discrete numerical scheme for the incompressible Chemotaxis(Keller-
Segel)-Navier-Stokes system. Based on a discontinuous Galerkin finite element scheme in the spatial
directions, a semi-implicit first-order finite difference method in the temporal direction is applied to
derive a completely discrete scheme. With the help of a new projection, optimal error estimates in
L? and H'-norms for the cell density, the concentration of chemical substances and the fluid velocity
are derived. Further, optimal error bound in L?-norm for the fluid pressure is obtained. Finally, some
numerical simulations are performed, whose results confirm the theoretical findings.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, a completely discrete method is applied to the following time-dependent Chemotaxis-Navier-
Stokes system in Q x (0,T]:

ot —pAp+u-Vp+ BV - (pVe) =0, in Q x (0,7T],
¢t —kAc+u-Ve+vypc=0, inQx(0,T],

ur —vAu+u-Vu+ Vp=pVP, inQx(0,7],
V-u=0, inQx(0,7T],

Vp-n=0, Ven=0, wu=0, ondQx(0,T],
p(+,0) = po, ¢(-,0) =co, u(-,0)=mwup, in .
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Here, € is a bounded polygonal domain in R? with boundary 99Q. p(z,t), c(z,t), w(z,t) and p(x,t) denote
the cell density, the concentration of chemical substances, the fluid velocity and the pressure of the fluid,
respectively. The constants g > 0,k > 0,5 > 0,7 > 0 and v > 0 represent the diffusion constant of the
cell, the diffusion constant of the chemical substances, the consumption rate of the chemical substances,
the Chemotactic coefficient and the kinematic coefficient of viscosity of the fluid, respectively. The term
V& represents the effect due to the density variation caused by cell aggregation. Further, the initial data
Po, Co, o are given functions in their respective domains of definition.

The above-mentioned model is proposed by Tuval et. al. [34] in the context of modeling the movement
of cells towards the concentration gradient in the fluid region. An experimental observation reveals that the
mechanism is a chemotactic movement of the swimming bacteria in the direction of a higher concentration
of oxygen that they consume, a gravitational effect on the motion of the fluid by the heavier bacteria, and
a convective transport of both cells and oxygen through the water (see [27] and [34]). Due to the presence
of the coupling between incompressible Navier-Stokes equation and the Chemotaxis system, the existence
and uniqueness of the solution of (1.1)-(1.6) are quite challenging. However, numerous researchers have
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dedicated their efforts to demonstrating the existence, uniqueness, regularity, and qualitative properties
of the continuous solutions of the above system. For an extensive exploration of these aspects, we refer
to [4,11,26,36,38,39] and the references, therein.

In literature, only a limited number of numerical studies are available pertaining to this model. For
instance, Chertock et al. [6] have presented a high-resolution, vorticity-based hybrid finite volume finite
difference scheme designed for the examination of the nonlinear dynamics inherent in a two-dimensional
chemotaxis-fluid system. Lee and Kim [23] have investigated numerically falling bacterial plumes caused by
bioconvection in a three-dimensional chamber by solving the full chemotaxis—fluid coupled system using an
operator splitting-type Navier—Stokes solver such as the advection term is addressed using a semi-Lagrangian
method, while the diffusion term is tackled using the backward Euler method. A fully discrete mixed finite
element method by introducing a new variable by the gradient of the chemical concentration to the nonlinear
chemo-attraction term in the cell-density equation has been analyzed by Duarte-Rodriguez et. al. [12]. In
the work by Caucao et. al. [5], a Banach-spaces-based fully-mixed finite element method has been examined
for a stationary Chemotaxis-Navier-Stokes system. In [25], Li et. al. have discussed a continuous Galerkin
finite element method with a semi-implicit first-order backward Euler approach for the model described
above. A numerical study with an upwind finite element method to investigate the pattern formation and
the hydrodynamical stability of the system for our model has been discussed by Deleuze et. al. [8] and a
time scale analysis has been performed. In [32], a linear, decoupled fully discrete unconditional energy stable
finite element method combined with scalar auxiliary variable (SAV) approach, implicit-explicit (IMEX)
scheme, and pressure-projection method has been discussed for the chemo-repulsion-Navier-Stokes system
with linear production term. A fully discrete discontinuous Galerkin finite element method with an implicit
explicit approach for nonlinear and coupling term and a pressure correction method for the Navier-Stokes
equation is applied for the chemo-repulsion-Navier-Stokes system by Wang et. al. [35].

In this paper, we have analyzed a fully discrete scheme based on the discontinuous Galerkin finite element
method in the spatial directions along with a first-order semi-implicit finite difference scheme (backward Euler
method) in the temporal direction. The discontinuous Galerkin finite element method, initially introduced
in the 1970s by Douglas and Dupont [10], Wheeler [37], Arnold [2], and Reed and Hill [30] for the elliptic,
parabolic and hyperbolic problems, has gained significant popularity in the numerical approximation of a
diverse range of mathematical problems. Its widespread adoption can be attributed to its versatility and
notable characteristics, including local mesh adaptivity, local mass conservation, arbitrary order accuracy,
and a relatively straightforward implementation when compared to alternative methods such as the finite
volume technique. A substantial body of research has been dedicated to the application of the discontinuous
Galerkin method to problems involving the Stokes and the Navier-Stokes equations, with notable references
available in the literature [3,17,18,28] and references, therein. On the other hand, the use of the discontinuous
Galerkin approach in the context of the Keller-Segel system has received a growing interest now-a-days,
see, [13-15,24,29]. Nevertheless, and up to our knowledge, there is no work based on discontinuous Galerkin
finite element methods for the coupled chemotaxis-Navier-Stokes equations (1.1)-(1.6). Although, in [35], a
discontinuous Galerkin method has been employed for the chemo-repulsion-Navier-Stokes system the error
bounds are sub-optimal in L?-norm. As mentioned earlier, the goal of this paper is to find optimal error
estimates in L2-norm for the incompressible coupled time-dependent chemotaxis-Navier-Stokes system. Also,
for the Keller-Segel model, there are no optimal error bounds in L?-norm in the literature except [24]. In [24],
a local discontinuous Galerkin finite element has been applied to the chemotaxis Keller-Segel model and an
optimal error estimate has been derived under the assumption of high regularity of the exact solution and
using the special finite element spaces (for Qg-polynomial spaces).

Due to the presence of chemotactic term (SV - (pVe)) in the equation (1.1), a use of the standard
elliptic projection operator shows a sub-optimal results in the error estimates with respect to space variable
(see, [25, Lemma 6]). We can derive optimal estimates with the help of a modified version of the elliptic
projection in the discontinuous space using a linearized form of the chemotactic term.

The main contributions of this work are as follows:

(i) Discrete mass conservation of the cell density

(ii) Introduce a modified version of the elliptic projection operator in the discontinuous space which helps
to find optimal error estimates

(iii) Optimal a priori error estimates in L? and H'-norms for the fully discrete cell density, concentration
and fluid velocity, and in L?-norm for the fluid pressure



(iv) Numerical experiments with known solutions to verify the rate of convergence. Another example is to
show the movement of the swimming bacteria toward the concentration in a fluid medium.

Although optimal L? error estimates are derived for the discontinuous Galerkin methods, this present
analysis can easily extended to classical finite element method for deriving optimal L? error estimates. The
rest of the paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we define some functional spaces, broken Sobolev
spaces and associated norms, bilinear and trilinear forms, continuous trace inequalities, and some regularity
assumptions. Section 3 contains finite element spaces, discrete formulation, some properties of the bilinear
and trilinear forms, discrete trace inequalities, and projection operators and their properties. A priori error
estimates are discussed in Section 4. In Section 5, we present a few numerical examples for validating our
findings. Finally, the conclusion part is given in Section 6.

Throughout the paper, we will use C' as a generic constant which does not depend on the discretizing
parameter h and At but may depend on the given data. Let a < b denotes a < Cb.

2 Preliminaries

We begin this section by introducing some standard functional spaces. For a non-negative integer m and
p with 0 < p < oo, we denote by W"P(Q) and LP(Q2) the usual Sobolev spaces and the Lebesgue spaces
with associated norms || - |wm.» and || - ||1», respectively [1]. If p = 2, W™2(Q2) = H™(Q) is the Hilbert
spaces equipped with norm || - ||g=. We define (-,-) as the L2-inner product equipped with norm || - ||.
Let H™ /R be the quotient space of equivalent classes of functions in H™ () differ by constant with norm
||| zrm /r = infeer ||¢ + ¢||gm. On the other way, one can define H™ /R as

HW/R{wEHm(Q):/Qw(s)dSO}.

For m = 0, it is denoted by L?/R. Further, Hg(Q) is defined as a subspace of H!(2) whose elements vanish
on 99 in the sense of trace. For simplicity, we denote H™ () as H!.
For our subsequent analysis, we denote the vector-valued function spaces by boldface letters such as

H™ =[H™Q), Hj=[H;Q) and L*=[L*Q)"

For dG formulation, we consider a shape regular family of triangulations &, of Q [7], consisting of triangles
or quadrilaterals of maximum diameter h. Let hg denote the diameter of a triangle £’ and wg the diameter
of its inscribed circle. Then, the shape regular triangulation means there exists a constant m; > 0 such that

h
£ <m, VEEcE&,. (2.1)
TR

We denote by I'Y the set of all interior edges of &, and set I'y, = I') U 9. With each edge e, we associate a
unit normal vector n.. If e is on the boundary 92, then n. is taken to be the unit outward vector normal
to 02. Let e be an edge shared by two elements E; and E; of £,; we associate with e, once and for all, a
unit normal vector n. directed from E; to E;. We define the jump [/] and the average {1} of a function
on e by

W= @ls) ~ (le), 40} =5 ((s) + Wls).

If e is adjacent to 02, then the jump and the average of 1) on e coincide with the value of ¥ on e. Similar
definitions are considered for vector-valued functions.
We consider the following discontinuous spaces [17] (broken Sobolev spaces) for our analysis.

X:{wGLQ:MEGWQ’%(E) VEEEh},

x € L2/R: x|p € W23 (E) VEeEh},

x0={

2
\% {v€L2zv|E€(W2’§(E)) VEG&L}’
M=

—{ge’/R: gy e W3 (E) VEGEh}.



We also define the associated norms of the above spaces as follows:

g
lIxl, = <Z IVl Zem) + > h—pl[xlliz(@) v xeX’

Eecg), ecl'y,

N

=

e = (Z 1960220 + 3 %nwn%ae)) Ve X,
Ee&y, ¢

eel’y,

NI

Oy
o]l = <Z IVl fem + h—ell[v]H%z(e)) VveV,

EcEy ecl’y,

where h. = |e| : length of edge and o,, o¢, 0y, > 0 are the penalty parameters.

We define the bilinear forms: aq : X x X = Rwith a = {p,c}, a, : VXV 2R andd: V x M — R as

wald) = Y [ Vo Vods— 3 [(90}-nildas

Ec&y eel—‘% €

=3 [avep ngulds+ Y 5 [llelds Voo x,

e€ry ¢ ecl)

ay (v, w) = Z /EVv :Vwdz — Z {Vvln. - [w]ds

Eecé&y, ecly, V€

— Z /{Vw}ne-[v]]ds—i— Z Z—:/[v]]-[w]]ds Vo,weV,

ecl'y, ecl'y,

d(v,q) = Z [Eqv-vdx— Z {a}n. - [v]ds

Ecéy, ecll, V€
=— Z /’l}'qu:CJrZ {v} n.gds YVveV,ge M.
E

Ecéy, ecly, V€

The trilinear forms b1 : V X X x X - Rand by : V xV x V — R are defined as follows:

o)=Y [ voodetg 3 [ (7 vusds

Eeg), Ecé&y

=3 [toh ndetebds - 5 3 [l nfvords VoeViwoex.

eel) ¢ eel') ¢

b (v, w, P) = Z /E(U.V)w-(]bdqu% Z /E(V.v)w.(pdz

Eegy, Ee&n

fZ/{v}~ne|[w]]~{{¢}dsf%Z/[v]]~ne{{w~¢}ds Vo,w,¢peV.

eel’y, eel’y, e
We also define another trilinear form for the chemotaxic term g: X x X x X — R as

906 0) = > /Esz/wVédsf > /{wi}}'neﬂaﬂlds

Ec&y eel—‘% €

-3 [fxveh nlias ¥xwoex.

oJe
eely)

(2.2)

(2.4)

(2.5)

(2.7)

Now, the dG formulation of (1.1)-(1.6) reads as: Find (p,c,u,p) € X° x X x V x M such that for all

t>0

(ﬁt?X) +Nap(ﬁaX) + bl(uaﬁax) - ﬂg(ﬁ+m07ca X) =0V X S XO)
(ct,¥) + Kac(c,¥) + bi(u, c,¥) +v((p+mo)e, ) =0 Vip € X,

(2.8)
2.9



(e, v) + vay,(u, v) + bo(u,u,v) — d(v,p) = ((p +mo)VP,v) YveV, (2.10)
du,q) =0 Vg€ M, (2.11

where p = p — mg is a new variable with mg = \f_lll Jo poda.
For our subsequence analysis, we will use the following standard trace inequalities ( [31, Section 2.1.3]).

Lemma 2.1. For each element E € &, with diameter hg, there exists a constant C' independent of hg such
that the followings hold:

_1 1
160120y < C (hpt I8llzacy + hEIVSlam)) V6 € HA(E),
[Vollr2e) < C (h;HVQbHLZ(E) + h?;HV%HN(E)) V¢ € H*(E),
where e is an edge of the element E. These results are also valid for vector-valued function ¢ € V.

We will subsequently use the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality [20]

Igllze < ClOI>PIIVS|' 2/ ¥ ¢ € H'(E), (2.12)
where 2 < p < oo and C = C(p, E). Also, we will consider the Agmon’s inequality [20]

léllze < CllOII*IV26]' v ¢ € H*(E), (2.13)

where C' = C(E).
Let us take the assumption on the exact solution.
(A1) Suppose the exact solutions satisfy the following regularity assumptions:

we L®0,T; H*) N L*(0,T; H*™), u, € L*(0,T; H*™), w;y € L?(0,T; L?),
pe L®0,T; H*)NL*(0,T; H*), p, € L*(0,T; H**Y), py € L*(0,T; L?),
ce L®(0,T; H*) N L*(0,T; H**1), ¢, € L*(0,T; H*™Y), ¢y € L?(0,T; L?),

p € L*0,T; H), p; € L*(0,T; H*), ® € L>=(0,T; WH4(Q)?).

3 Discrete Formulation

In this section, we first define discrete finite element spaces, semidiscrete weak formulation, and some proper-
ties of bilinear and trilinear operators. Then, we define a few projection operators and prove their properties.
Finally, we discuss the fully discrete weak formulation.

3.1 Semidiscrete dG Formulation

For the semidiscrete formulation, we first consider the non-conforming finite element spaces X,OL X Xp x Vp, x
My, € X% x X x V x M, which are defined as follows: For any integer k > 1,

Xn={vn € L* : ¢p|g € PR(E) V E € &r},

Xp={xn € L*/R: xp|p €P(E) VE €&},
Vi = {on € L* s vili € (Pu(E))® VE€&},
My = {an € L*/R : gn|5 € Pr—1(E) V E € &},

where Py (F) is the polynomial space of order less or equal to k over E.
Further, we will assume that the meshes are quasi-uniform and the following inverse hypothesis holds for
all discrete ¢y, € X}, or X,? or Vy, see [7, Theorem 3.2.6)

lpnllwmr(mye < chrm G lPnllwn.a(mya, (3.1)

where 0 <n <m <1,0 < ¢ < p< oo, hbe the diameter of the mesh cell E € &, and || - [[yym.r(g)a is the
norm in Sobolev space W™P(E)<¢. In our case d = 2.



The semidiscrete dG formulation of (2.8)-(2.11) is given as: Find (pn, ¢, un,pn) € X5 x X, x Vi, x Mj,
such that for all ¢ > 0

(Pnts xn) + 1ap(Pry Xn) + b1(wh, pny xn) — Bg(Pn + mo, cnxn) =0V xi € X)), (3.2)
(cht, ¥n) + Kac(cn, Yn) + bi(wn, cn, ¥n) +y((pn +mo)en, ¥n) =0 YV 4y, € Xy, (3.3)
(Uht, V1) + vay (un, vp) + ba(up, up,vp) — d(vp, pn) = ((prn + mo)VO,v) YV vp € Vi, (3.4)

d(un,qn) =0 VY qn € My, (3.5)

with initial data pp,(0), ¢} (0), u? (0) are the appropriate approximation of g, cp, uo respectively.
To show the well-posedness of the above discrete system, first, we discuss the following properties:

Lemma 3.1 (Discrete coercivity [9, Lemma 4.12]). For some sufficiently large positive constant o7, with
On > 0%, @ = p,c,u, there exists some v* > 0 independent of h such that the following hold

ap(xnxn) =Y Ixnlll xn € X3,
ac(ns ) > Y Unll? ¥ € X,
ay (Vp, vp) > W*thﬂi v, € Vj,.

Additionally, for any C > 0 independent of h, the following continuity properties [9, Lemma 4.16] hold:

ap(xn> 1) < Clixnllollonll,  xns én € X3,
ac(Vn,&n) < Cllnllcllénlle  ¥n,én € X,
aw(vn, wr) < Cllop|lullwnllu Vi, wh € Vi

We also state below the discrete inf-sup condition [31, Theorem 6.8]:

Lemma 3.2. There exists a constant 5* > 0, independent of h such that

d
inf sup (Uhaqh) > ﬂ*;

an€Mn 7, lvnllullgnll

where

Vh:{thVhiﬂthe'ne:O VGGFh}.

We now state the positivity property and the boundedness properties of trilinear forms in the following
lemmas. For proof, we refer to [9, Lemma 6.39, Lemma 6.40].

Lemma 3.3 (Skew-symmetric property). Using integration by parts, the trilinear forms by (-, -,-) and ba(-,-,-)
defined in (2.5) and (2.6) satisfy the followings:

bi(vh, Yn, on) = —b1(vn, dn,n) and  by(vi,whn, @) = —ba(vn, @y, wh). (3.6)

In particular, if ¥p, = ¢n, then by(vn, ¥n,¥n) =0 and if wy, = ¢y, then ba(vn, wh, wy) = 0.

Lemma 3.4 (Boundedness of trilinear terms). There exists a positive constant C such that the nonlinear

terms b1(-,+,-) and ba(-,-,+) defined in (2.5) and (2.6) satisfy the followings:

by (vn,n, on) < Cllonllullenllollénll, ¥ vn € Vi, v, én € X)), (3.7)
bi(vn, ¥n, on) < CllvnllullVnllellénlle ¥ vi € Vi, ¥n, ¢n € X, (3.8)
ba(vn, wh, @p,) < Cllopllul|willull@dplle ¥ vr, wh, @) € V. (3.9)

Lemma 3.5 (Boundedness of chemotactic term). There ezxists a positive constant C' such that the chemo-
tactic term g(-,-,-) defined in (2.7) satisfy the following:

9(Xns Yns dn) < Clixulloelvnllelonll, ¥ xn,dn € X, ton € X (3.10)

From the discrete coercivity (Lemma 3.1), discrete inf-sup condition (Lemma 3.2), boundedness of non-
linear and chemotactic terms (Lemmas 3.4, 3.5), one can easily prove the existence and uniqueness of the
semidiscrete dG solution of (3.2)-(3.5) following the similar argument as [22].

Now we state an approximation property of an interpolation operator. For a proof, see [9, pp. 31, (1.46)].



Lemma 3.6 (Optimal approximation property). For all E € &, and all polynomial degree r, there is a
linear interpolation operator Iy, : L?>(E) — Py such that for all s € {0,...,k+ 1} and for all $ € H*(E) the
following relation holds

¢ = Znollame) < Chy "llasmy ¥V me€{0,...,s},
where C' is independent of both h and E.

Projection Operator: First we introduce the orthogonal L?-projections Py, : L? — X9, Py, : L? — X}, and
P, : L? — V}, satisfying for any function ¢ € L?, ¢ € L?

(fbfphfﬁ,)(h) =0 Vxu€Xy,

(¢ — Prp,on) =0 YV ahy, € Xp,
(¢ — Pup,vp) =0 Y vy, €V

The orthogonal projections satisfy the following approximation properties:

Lemma 3.7. There exists a positive constant C independent of h such that the followings hold for all
s€{0,1,...,k+1}:

¢ — Pudl +hll¢ — Pudll, < Cho|Igllzs ¥ ¢ € H”,
¢ — Proll + hll¢ — Prolle < Ch*|[¢|la- ¥ ¢ € H,
¢ — Pl + hll¢p — Prop|lu < Ch°|pll- ¥V ¢ € H”.

We define broken elliptic projection operator Ryc € X, for a given c as
ac(c— Rpe,p) =0 Voo, € Xp, with (¢ — Rpe,1) =0. (3.11)

One can easily derive the following approximation properties for the above-mentioned operator. For a proof,
see [18, (1.34)].

Lemma 3.8. There exists a positive constant C' independent of h such that the followings hold for all
s€{0,1,...,k+1}:

llc = Ruc|| + hllc — Rpe|lc < Ch||cl|lgs ¥V c€ H®.

We now define a modified elliptic projection operator Qnp € X of the solution p of (2.8) for a given ¢ and
Rpc, satistying

pa, (5 — Qup, xn) — Bg(p+ mo, ¢ — Rue,xn) =0V xn € X}, (3.12)
The following approximation properties hold for the above-mentioned operator.

Lemma 3.9. There exists a positive constant C independent of h such that the followings hold for all
s€{0,1,...,k+1}:

16 = Qnpll + hllp = Qupll, < CR* (ol e + llellas) Y p,c e H”.
Proof. Let £, = p— Qup and &. = ¢ — Rpe. Choose x5, = Pr€, = €, — (p — Pup) in (3.12) to obtain
Map(gpagp) = ,uap(gpa p— Phﬁ) + Bg(p + mao, &, Phgp)- (3.13)
A wuse of Lemma 3.1 with p = p — mg shows

pllENIE < 1lléollollp — Pupllp + Bg(p, ey Pakp)- (3.14)

From the definition of g(-,-,-), it follows that

Jtovec nibiglas - 3 [169Pg}-nielas

€

g(p)€Caph§p): Z /EPVEC'Vthpdw— Z

E€g, e€ly © ¢ e€l?



= A + Ay + As. (3.15)

An application of the Holder inequality with the Young’s inequality yields

N - [
1AL < > ol I VEN L2 IV Paboll 2y < llpllios €ellel Paéollp < Cllpl e lI€NI2 + Slélls (3.16)
Ee&y

We use the Holder inequality with the Young’s inequality and Lemma 2.1 to bound A, as

[A2] < Mol o) I VEel 2o TP & L2(e)

0
eel’y

=
|

g ~
Slollze= | D lellIVElla () > P Ze o)

eel) eeF%|e|
i
< Cllpll- < (A h2E||V2§C||%2(E))> + 1—6||§p||,23- (3.17)
Ecéy,

To estimate ||V2£C||%2( > We apply the triangle inequality and the inverse inequality with Lemma 3.6 to
derive

IV2€cl2m) = I92(c = B [
< V2= Zu) 2 + V2 (Ene = Bno) 3 e
< V2(c = Zu) 2 ) + Chz? IV (Zne = Buo)ll 3y
< V2 = a0 32y + Chz? (I9(e = Tuo) 3y + V(e = Bad) 32 )
S hQEk72||C||§{k+1(E)- (3.18)

With the help of the Holder inequality, the Young’s inequality and Lemma 3.12, one can bound As as follows:

[4s] < > ol () IV Paboll 2oyl £2e)
eel)

g ~
Sliollz= | Y- T lEdIZ D lelllVEE I

eEF0|e| ecl?
h h

1
< Cllollz=lgele + 1516115 (3.19)

=
=

A use of (3.15) with (3.18) and the Lemma 3.7, 3.8 in (3.14) yields
gl < CRZ* (1111 Fss + llelFpers) - (3.20)
To find the L? estimate, we consider the following dual problem: Consider w € H?> N H'/R as a solution of
—pAw =¢, inQ, (3.21)
which satisfy the following regularity result
pllwll gz S (1€l (3.22)
Now, multiply (3.21) by &, and take integration over €2 to obtain
16117 = u(=Aw, &) = pay(w,&,). (3.23)
Take xj, = Pyw in (3.12) and combine with the above equation to find

1611 = pa,(w — Pow, &) + Bg(p + mo, &, Prw). (3.24)



An application of the Lemma 3.7 helps to bound the first term on the right-hand side of (3.24) as
ap(w — Phw,ép) < Cllw — Phw||p||§p”p < Chj|wl 2([&pllo- (3.25)
We rewrite the last term of (3.24) in two parts and use p + mg = p which implies
9(p, &e, Prw) = g(p, &e, Paw — w) + g(p, &e, ). (3.26)

First, we proceed similar way of (3.15)-(3.19) by replacing Phép by Ppw —w and without using the Young’s
inequality. Then, we use (3.18) and Lemma 3.8 to find

N[
N

~ ~ o ~
9(p, Eer Prw — w) S [lpll = l1€elle| Prw — wil, + ol | D lell V|72 > |—€’J|H|IPhw —ull7z(e)

eEF?L eEl"?L

2

W=

~ Oc
Hllpllze | D2 el V(Brw — w)l|Za ) | [

eel) eel') |€|

3
< hllpllmzlEcllcllwl = + 1ol 3o ( > (Ve Zas + h2E|v2§C|%2(E))> [ Phw — wl|,
Eeé&y,

1

+ llol7e ( > IV (Prw = w)l[72 ) + BBV (Prw — w)||2L2(E))> [l
Ee&y,

S B ol 2wl e llell s (3.27)

For the second term of (3.26), a use of integration by parts yields

9(p,&c,w) = Z /EPV§C -Vwdr — Z /({pv&} : ne'[w]] + {pVw} - ne'[ C]D ds

Eegy, ecr9 V¢
==Y [ (&5 Vot ptu) o
Ee€é&y, E
S B ol gz wll a2 el v - (3.28)

Combining all the estimates from (3.25)-(3.28) and using (3.20), we finally conclude that

I€p11* < W ol rzllwllzrz (18] wss + llelles) - (3.29)
Now, a use of (3.22) completes the rest of the proof. O
We also define the modified Stokes operator (Spu, Spp) € Vi, x M), for the weak solution (w(t),p(t)) of
(2.10)-(2.11) satisfying

(3.30)

va,(u — Spu,vp) —d(vp,p— Spp) =0 YV vy € Vy,
d(u — Spu,qn) =0 Vg € My.

One can easily derive the following approximation properties for the above-mentioned operator. For a proof,
see [16].

Lemma 3.10. There exists a positive constant C independent of h such that the followings hold for all
se{l,2,... . k+1}:

lu = Shull +h(|u = Shullu + [p = Skpll) < CB* ([ullas + [|pl 1) -



3.2 Fully Discrete dG Formulation

For time discretization, we take a uniform partition of the time interval [0,T] as 0=ty <t1 < - <tp, =T

with time step At =t; —t;-1,1 < i < n and ¢, = nAt. For a finite sequence {¢"}1<n<c0, we define the

backward difference quotient 9,¢™ = =;(¢™ —¢"~1). For a continuous function v(t), we set v" = v(t,). The
fully discrete semi-implicit dG formulation of (2.8)-(2.11) reads as:

Step I: Seek (o7, ¢, uft, pit) € X)) x X, x Vi, x My, such that for all n > 0
(atﬁT}Zth)+uap(ﬁ7}z,xh)+bl(u25ﬁ27xh)7/89(&2_1+mOacZaXh) =0 VXh GX}?) ( )
(Oecit,bn) + Kac(cl, vn) + bi(ul, et vn) + (A1 +mo)er, vn) =0 Y by € X, (3.32)
(Opuly, vp) + vay(ull, vy) + ba(ul, ull, vp) — d(vn, py) = (A" +mo)VE™, v;) Y vy € Vi, (3.33)
d(up,qn) =0 Y qn € Mp, (3.34)

with (ﬁ?],? C?Lv u%) = (Qh[)Oa RhCO; Shuo)'

Step II: Set pj = py + my.

It is clear that, (3.31)-(3.34) is a finite dimensional algebraic system. Using Lemmas 3.1-3.5, one can

easily show that there exists a unique solution (g, ¢, ull, p7') € X x X, x V3, x M), satisfying (3.31)-(3.34).
Now, one can easily prove the following qualitative property.

Lemma 3.11. The fully discrete solution pj satisfies the following mass conservation property:
> [ o= [ pola)de=molgl, (3.5)
Beg, 7 E Bee, ' E

For our subsequence analysis, we will use the following standard discrete versions of the trace inequalities
( [9, Lemma 1.46]), the Ladyzhenskaya’s inequality [33], and the Agmon’s inequality [21, Lemma 2.2].

Lemma 3.12. For each element E € &, with diameter hg, there exists a constant C independent of hg
such that the followings hold: For all ¢5, € X or X)) or V,

_1 _1
onllrze) < Chg?1dnllemy,  and  [[Vonllreey < Chp?IVonllLz(x),

where e is an edge of the element E. The non-Hilbertian version of the discrete trace inequality is as
follows [9, Lemma 1.52]: For 1 <p < oo,

lénllzece) < Chp” | onllLe(m)-

Lemma 3.13. For each edge E € &, there exists a constant C > 0, independent of hg, such that the
followings hold

lénllom) < ClonllEs o IV6n] 2y
IV6nllacs) < CIVénlEm V20012 -
lnll ) < CllonllEs i IV2001 22,

for all ¢y, € Xy, or X,g or Vj,.

4 A Priori Error Analysis

In this section, we will analyze the error due to space and temporal discretization. We define any continuous
in time function ¢(t) at a time level ¢, as ¢™ = ¢(t,). We denoted the errors as

n n

_ n n __ ~n ~n n__.n n
€y =U — Uy, ep*p — Ph> €c =C — Cp. (41>

From (2.8)-(2.11) and (3.31)-(3.34), the error equations are written as:

(Drely, xn) + pay(ep, xn) = Ep(xn) + Ap(xn) + BFp(xn) ¥ xn € X, (42)
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(Orel, ¥n) + K acled, ¥n) +ymoled, Yn) = Ec(¥n) + Ac(¥n) + vFe(Yn) V¥ tbn € Xa, (4.3)
(Orey, vn) + v auley,vn) — d(vn, ey) +d(ey, qn) = Eu(vn) + Au(vn) + Fu(vn) ¥ vn € Vi, qn € My, (4.4)

where

By = @ =) == [ (5=t (utthon) . (4.5)

AP(Xh) = bl(u’Za ﬁZth) - bl(’u’na ﬁanh) = b1(625 627)(]1) - bl(unv 67;5 Xh) - bl(eZa ﬁnv)(h)v
FP(Xh) = g(ﬁna cna Xh) - g(ﬁzila CZ, Xh) + g(m07 e?vxh)v

and
I
Eelbn) = @ = coim) =~ [ (5= tama) (eut) ) (45)
tn—1
Ac(7/1h) = bl(uZacZawh) - bl(u , C 71/)h) - bl( €u> cv’l/)h) - bl( ) ca¢h) - bl( €y C awh)a (49>
E.(¥n) = (B e on) — (p"c™, )
= (ep el wn) — (P el wn) — (ep ™ e n) — (6" = 6" 1)e™ ), (4.10)
and
I
Eu(vn) = (O™ — ul', o) = _E/ (5 — tn_1) (wss(£), vn) dt, (4.11)
tn—1
Ay(vp) = ba(up, up,vp) — ba(u”, u”, vp) = ba(el, en, vy) — ba(u”, er, vn) — ba(el, u”, vp), (4.12)
Fy(vn) = (55" 4 mo) VO™, vp) — (5" + mo) V", vy)
= — (e} V" vp) — ((p" = ") VO, vp) (4.13)

Using the projection operators, we split the errors as

ey =u" —up =u" — Spu’ + Spu” —up, ey =p" —py=p" — Spp" + Sup" — pj,
- o 134 on
n n n n 5 n n ) n n ~n ~n ~n ’ ~n .,np ~n (414)
eq =c" —cy =c" — Rpc” + Rypc" — ¢, e, =p"—pp=p"—Qunp" +Qnp" — py -
S——— ———
34 o & oy

Since the estimates of &,,&., €, and &, are known from the Lemmas 3.8, 3.9 and 3.10, it is enough to
estimate 60,, 6., 6;, and 6,. A use of the elliptic projection (3.11), the modified elliptic projection (3.12) and

the Stokes projection (3.30) with (4.14) help us to find the equations for 6,, 6., 6, and 6, as follow: For all
(XhVh,Vh, qn) € XP) x Xjy X Vi, X M,

(0405, xn) + pay(0y, xn) = — (0, Xn) + Ep(xn) + Ap(xn) + BGp(xn), (4.15)

(0407, bn) + K ac(07,¥n) +ymo(0s, ¥n) = — (08, Yn) — ymo(&r s ¥n) + Ee(¥n) + Ae(¥n) + Fe(n), (4.16)

(0103, v1) + v au(0y,v1) — d(vp, 0)) + d(07, qn) = —(0:&y, vn) + Eu(vn) + Au(vn) + Fu(vn), (4.17)
where

Go(xn) == Fyp(xn) — g(p" +mo, &, xn) =g(e) " Ruc™, xn) + g(p" 1,02, xn) — g(el ", 07, xn)
+ g(ﬁn - ﬁn_la Rhc axh) + g(mOa 9(; ) Xh) (418)

4.1 [L*-Error Estimates

In this section, we obtain optimal L2-error estimates for the fluid velocity, the concentration and the cell
density. First, we prove a couple of lemmas to conclude the final result.
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Lemma 4.1. Under the regularity assumption (A1), the following holds true

N N
03117 +vAt Y (103115 S (B2 + (A1) + Ay (10,711 + 116717) - (4.19)
n=1

n=1

Proof. Choose vy, = 0}, and g, = 0 in (4.17) and use the fact (0,0}, 67,) > 19,]67|* to obtain

1 3 3 n n 3 n n
SOOI + vIIOTI < —(0i&3, 03) + Eu(07) + Au(67) + Fu(67). (4.20)
First term on the right hand side of (4.20) can be bounded as

C tn

1 tn v
e < — n < — 2 —107|3. 4.21

A wuse of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the Young’s inequality with (4.11) helps to bound the second
term on the right hand side of (4.20) as

1 [t tn v
|Eu<ez>|s(ﬂ / <s—tn_1>||utt<t>||dt> ezl <cae [ JunlPat+ ol (422)

tn—1 tn—1
Using (4.14) in (4.12), we rewrite the third term on the right hand side of (4.20) as
—bo(u", &,,0;) — ba(u", 0,,,0,) — ba(&,u", 0;,) — b (0, u", 07). (4.23)

ur Y u YU u

The second, fourth, and sixth terms of (4.23) are zero due to Lemma 3.3. For the first term, we use Lemma
3.4 to bound

n n 3 n 3 n v 3
[b2(€5. €0, 00| < ClENNENOL Il < ClEN + Elleulli- (4.24)

From the definition of the trilinear form (2.6), an application of the Holder inequality yields

n &n o gn n n 1 n n n
[b2(07, €5, 00 < > V&L L2(m) 103174y +3 > V-0l 1€0 ] e m) 167 | L2y
Ecé&y, Ecéy

n n 1 n n n
=+ Z ||0u||i4(e)|m€u]”|[z2(e) + 5 Z H'Ieu]]HLZ(E)H&uHLZ(E)||0u||L°°(e) ds
ecl’y, ecly,
=L+DL+ 1+ 1, (4.25)

A use of the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (2.12) with Lemma 3.13 and the Young’s inequality shows

; nid gry nid
L+5 S Y (IVE e 1022 V82 am) + €00 1o IVEM 22y 10 22 ) | VO o i) )

Eeé&y,
n n n n v n
<C Y (IV€em) + 16 e I VMR ) ) 192032 e) + 55 D IIVOL ey
Ecé&y, Ecéy
n n n 4 n
<O (L+ €012 I€RI21020° + 5110312 (4.26)

We apply the Young’s inequality and Lemmas 2.1, 3.12 and 3.13 with (3.1) to derive

2
n Iu m
I +1s 5 (Z |e|||eu||i4<e>> (Z g|ﬂ€u]”2ﬂ<e>>

ecl'y, ecl'y,

+ (Z |€||£Z||2L2<e>|03|iao<e>> <

eel'y,

1
2

o . :
Z HHI@u]HQL%e))

eel'y,
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S <Z hE1|03|2Lz(E>|VGZIIQL2<E>> 1€ 1

Ecé&y,

1
+ ( Z (HﬁZHiz(E) + h%I\VEZIIi2<E>) hEBHBZ'%Z(E)) 1651

Ecg&y,

— n — n n v n
< C(hNIELN7 + P IERIE) 103117 + S5 10T (4.27)

Using Lemma 3.3 with (2.6), we rewrite the fifth term of (4.23) as

b €6,00) = ~ba(w 0L € = = 3 [ vier s -3 Y [ (Vouner-gias

Eecé&y, Ecéy

+ 3 [ty ndo g€ as+ 5 > [l nodel ipas (429)

ecly, € ecl'y, €

The last term on the above equality becomes zero due to [u™] - n. = 0. The other terms can be bounded
by applying the Holder inequality, Young’s inequality with the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (2.12), the
Agmon’s inequality (2.13) and Lemmas 3.13, 2.1, 3.12 by

n n n n mn n v n
[b2(w”, &5, 001 < C (I€211° + P2II€LN) 1" 17 + 7 16uI1: (4.29)

From (2.6), we write the seventh term of (4.23) as below:

b o) = Y [ €V otde s 3 [ (veedun ol

Eecéy, Ee&y

-3 Jtey ndwl qoppas - 3 Y [l ngur oipds. (430)

ecl', V¢ ecl', V¢
An application of the integration by parts in the second term of the above equation shows

33 [vawoiar——5 3 [ orar-3 Y [ € vier s

Ecé&y, FEeé&y, Eeé&y,

+% 3 /E(SZ-nE)u"-Ode. (4.31)

Eeé&y,

One can transfer the last sum of (4.31) from each element to each edge. Let e be the common edge of two
elements E; and F, with normal n; and n,, respectively. Then, thanks to [ab] = [a]{b} 4+ {a}[b]

1 1
3 3 € e otar= 5 Y ([l mutle - olle ot [(€le, nuls, 02l d )

Eeé&y ecly, € €

=5 > [l nou -7 a

ecl'y, €

:% > /([&Z]] nefu -0, } + {&0} - nefu"- £0L} + {€L} - nefu} - [03]) dz. (4.32)

eel'y, €

Combining the estimates (4.30)-(4.32) follows

bz(EZ,u”,BZ):% 3 /E(gz.V)u”.Ode—% 3 [E(gg.v)eg.u”dx

Ee&y Ecé&),
—% 2 /{{EZ}-neI[U"]]-{GZ}dH% Y [ fe - nefuy ol ds. (4.33)
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Applying the Holder inequality, Young’s inequality with the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (2.12), the Ag-
mon’s inequality (2.13) and Lemmas 3.13, 2.1, 3.12 and the fact [u"] - n. = 0, we arrive at

[b2(&0,w™, 0 < C (11017 + R2IERIT) w7 + 1—1/6||0le3- (4.34)
For the last term of (4.23), one proceed similar to (4.25)-(4.27) to find
[b2(67, ", 0,)] < Cllu” |7 1051 + I—VGIIGZIIi- (4.35)
From (4.13) and (4.1), a use of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the Young’s inequality yields

[EO)] < (lep ™+ 115" = ") IV ]| a0 [ 2o
n— n— ~n ~n— v n
<Ol 1P+ 1657 P + 15" = 2" P) IV @Ize + 6 l10%I1
tn
n— n— ~ 14 n
<C <||§p P llep T + At/ ||Pt(t)||2dt> IV[Z: + s 0] (4.36)
Inserting all the estimates (4.21)-(4.36) in (4.20) to obtain

n n 1 tn tn ~ n
aul6r? + 672 < = / €0 (®)] dt + At / (laee®I + 15OV B]Z4) dt + €7
tn—1

u Ay .
+ [ =l [E0 11 + B2 u" [ F= €0 N1T + IV Zalley H IP + IVl Zall6) 12
+(I€aE + NERIPNERNE + hT2IERNP + RHIERIE + 1w 12) 105117 (4.37)

Now, we first use Lemma 3.8 and 3.10 with the regularity assumptions (A1). Then, multiply the resulting
inequality by At and take summation from n = 1 to N with the fact At Zgzl o101 = 1|6 ? and
6% = 0 to derive

N tN
103117 +vAL Y |61 < h%”/o (@) gers + lp@lme + lwe@ e + el e + 150 o) dt
n=1

tn N
+ (At)2/0 (e 17 + 15:)I17) de + ALY (165~ 1+ 16517) . (4.38)

n=1
A use of regularity assumptions (A1) completes the rest of the proof. O

Lemma 4.2. Under the assumption of Lemma /.1, the following inequality holds true

N N N
1617 + wAAE > 62117 +ymoAt Y 116717 S (h*F2 + (A1) + Ae Y (165~ 17 + 1621 + 1631%)
n=1 n=1 n=1
N
+ Aty llept P, (4.39)
n=1
Proof. We choose ¢, = 07 in (4.16) to obtain
1
SOOI + sI16Z 12+ ymol|6211% < —(9&2, 62) — ymo(&2, 02) + Ee(07) + Ae(67) + Fe(07). (4.40)

Processed similarly to (4.21) and (4.22), one can bound the first and third term on the right hand side of
(4.40) as
c [t b K
@€z, o] + B < 7 [ Ia®IP e+ Cat [ eaP e Sloz (4

thn—1 tn—

An application of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the Young’s inequality in the second term of (4.40)
yields

mol€r, 02)] < CER> + 152 o . (442)
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We first use (4.14) to rewrite the nonlinear terms and then apply Lemma 3.3 which gives

Ac(07) =b1(&y, &85 08) + br(0y, &, 00) — ba(u™, &2, 07) — b1 (&, €™, 07) — b1 (6, ", 07). (4.43)

cr’c cr”c u?

One can consider the similar argument (4.24)-(4.35) to bound the above nonlinear terms as

[Ac(02)] < C (6212 + lle™ 1 72) €011 + P2 €I Ne™ 17
— n — n n n K n
+ (PPNENP + hTHIEEIE + et 17=) 10317) + gllez e (4.44)

From (4.10) and (4.14), we rewrite the last term on the right hand side of (4.41) as

Fo(07) = (€776, 02) + (§57100,00) + (05,7762, 02) + (0,102, 00) — (5" '€, 02)

cr’c c cr”c

= (p"T108,00) — (71, 00) — (07 e 00) — (7" = )", 0). (4.45)

crvc

A use of the Holder inequality and the Young’s inequality yields

[Fe(02)] <C (&g P2 NEE e + VA" MR + Ve IP1gs 1P + (e = 1% + 116"~ H1I%) oz 1>
n n 7 n— n— 13 K 3
+ (€2 M Nle + 17e™117) 165711 + 105~ IPI02117) + S0z 1Ie

+C (At / " ||m(t>||2dt> Iver|2. (4.46)

tn—1

Combining all the estimates from (4.41)-(4.46) and put it in (4.40) to obtain

1 tn tn tn _ N
OBEI? + w021 S 57 [ el ae+ At [ ||ctt<t>||2dt+<m / ||pt<t>||2dt>||w §

tn—1 tn—1 tn—1

+ (12112 + ™ l7=) €N + h2HERITe™ 1 + gy I g e
+ @IV TP NI + Ve 12lep = 1P + (2l + A7 IS + Nl (72 100112
+ (Il =P+ 1AM 10212 + (e Iz e + Ive™ (1) 10~ 1 + lop~HIPlloe (1. (4.47)

Now, we first use Lemma 3.8 and 3.10 with the regularity assumptions (A1). Then, multiply the resulting
inequality by At and take summation from n = 1 to N with the fact At 25:1 o)|07]12 = 10N |? to derive

N tN
X1 + At > (s]|62 12 +ymoll621%) S h2k+2/0 (@ Fpees + [lp@ ) x + o) || rr) dt
n=1
tn
1 [ (el + e Fynen) e
0
tN tN
@07 [ a0 ae+ @07 [ po)Par
N
HAEY (0571 1027+ 1O + 10, P10 %) - (4.48)
n=1
A use of regularity assumptions (A1) completes the rest of the proof. O

Lemma 4.3. Under the assumption of Lemma j.1, the following inequality holds true

N N
165717 + pt Y 16515 < (h*F2 4 (A0)2) + At Y (105711 + 10217 + 116511 + A= ll6p =12 10211%) -

n=1 n=1

Proof. Choose xj, = 0} in (4.15) to obtain

1
FONOGI® + plO511 < —(uE5,67) + E,(67) + A, (67) + BG,(6) + Bmoac (67, 67). (4.49)

pr7p crrp
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First three terms on the right hand side of (4.49) can be bounded exactly similar to (4.41)-(4.44) as

1 tn tn n n
@63 01+ B0+ 100 < (5 [ New@IPat+at [ (ol ar+ 202

to to

~n n n ~Nn — n — n ~Nn n M n
HIp™ 1z 160117 + P2IERIRNA" e + (R2HEp I + ARG + 112" =) ||9u||2) + 16512
We rewrite the fourth term of the right hand of (4.49) using (4.7) and (4.14) as

Go(0) = g(&§ ™1, Buc™, 0;) + g(0, 7", Rc™, 0,) + g(p" ", 0¢,0)) — 9(65 7,02, 6))

yYerYp
= g(0;71,00,05) + g(7" = 5", Ruc”, 0) + g(mo, 07, 67).

From the definition of g(-,-,-), it follows that
g(& ™" Ruc™,00) = / §TIVRL" - VO ds — Y /{gg—lw%hc"}} -n[07]ds
E€e&y, B eeF(})z e

- Z /{E:}*lVGZ} - ne[Rpc"]ds = G11 + Gi2 + Gis.

eel') €
One can bound G717 by using the Holder inequality and the Young’s inequality as

n— n n n n— M 3
Gl ST VR 1216711, < CIV RRe 2116571 + 25165115

(4.50)

(4.51)

(4.52)

(4.53)

A use of the Holder inequality with the Young’s inequality, the inverse inequality and Lemma 2.1 yields

G1al < 16 2@ IV RRC™ | oo (o) 103 2 e

ecl')
2 3
< |V Ry ™ H n—1)2 & [l 2
SIVE e | 3 g Mo | | 2 T
eel') L eel')
n — n— n H n
< C|I VR D he(hp' €] Hzge) + bl VERIP) + 21116715
Eeé&y,

n n— n— l'l/ 3
< CIVRR 2= (1717 + P2 THIE) + 5710515,
and using the fact [Rpc"] = [Rrc™ — "] = —[¢"], we find that

Gl < Y 1€ L2 IV oo (o) I[RRC™ = "l 2(e)

0
ecl’)

W=
N

|€| n— n Oc "
S 1 e VO o) > Tz

eel') Tp eel) |€|

%
S € e ( > he(hp 16 e + hE||V€,’JIIQ)hEQIIWZII%aE))

Ee&y
— n n— n— ILL n
< ORIz e (&5~ 1% + R2IE5HIE) + g7 195115
The term ||VRpc"™|| 1 located in (4.53) and (4.54) can be bounded as below

||VRhcn||%°°(E) S ||vcn||2L°°(E) +[[V(e" = Rhcn)||2L°°(E)
S IV i + 1V = Ruc™)L2e) V(" = Ruc™) | m2(e)

SN s gy + PPN ms ) (IV (€ = Tue™) g2y + IV (Zne™ — Ric™) | m2(m))
(E)

< ||Cn||?q3(E),

16
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where 7, : L?(E) — P,41(F) is the optimal polygonal approximation defined in Lemma 3.6. In a similar
way to (4.52) with the inverse inequality, we can bound the second term on the right hand side of (4.51) as

n— n o an n n— Koo
9(057" Rie™, 07) < Cle™ |5 105 711 + 15165 15 (4.57)

For the third term of (4.51), a use of the Holder inequality with the Young’s inequality and the Agmon’s
inequality (2.13) shows

2 2
~N— n n ~Nn— n n ~N— |e| n g mn
95", 02.03) S 15" IVOINVOI 4 17 e | 32 V0Ll | | 2 TR
eer9 P eer?
1 1
2 2
~n—1 H vor 2 2 (1g 2
L o P D W=\ o B [ W16
eGF?l ¢ eGF?l
~N— n M n
< Ol allon I + 223112 (458)

From the definition of g(-,-, ), the fourth term of (4.51) can be write as

gt om0 =Y /E e-ivor verds— Y / en190" - nfo7] ds

Ec&y eel—‘% €
— Z /{E;_IVGZ} ‘nf0]ds = Ga1 + Gaz + Gas. (4.59)
ecry ©°¢

An application of the Holder inequality with the Young’s inequality and the inverse hypothesis helps to
bound Gy4; as

n— 13 n - n— n l'l/ 3
(Garl < IEGTHINIVOEN = 10511, < CRZIEGTHPI0Z 1+ 7165115 (4.60)

To bound the G2 term, we use the Holder inequality, the Young’s inequality, the inverse hypothesis (3.1),
Lemma 2.1 and the Agmon’s inequality (2.13) to derive

|Gzl < D 15 a2 I VO ow (o) 6111 22

0
eel)

NI
N

n lel  on Tp in
S92 | 3 S0 e | | X
eel—‘% P eel—‘%

S IVOE e (Z he(hg 16~ 17 2(m) +hE|V§Z|2)> 16511,
Ecéy,

- n— n— n l'l/ 13
< CR2 (Il I + R Eg M IE) 102112 + 7105115 (4.61)
Considering a similar argument as above, one can bound Gy3 as follows

Gasl < D 1€ L2 V03 1 oo o) 102 22(e)

eel')
| | 2 2
n € n— Oc n
5 ||vepHL°° Z 0__”5/) 1||%2(6) Z m”ﬂec]m%?(e)
eEF,U1 ¢ eEF,U1
_ n— n— n K oian
< CR2(IlEp 7P + R2lle M IR) N6211% + @H@plli- (4.62)

Arguing similar as (4.59) (use Lemma 3.12 instead of Lemma 2.1) with the application of inverse inequality
(3.1), fifth term can be estimates as

»YerYp

903, 00,0) < 20 1071 + 0712 < on ot Pl + e jenz (463)
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Sixth term of (4.51) can be bounded similar to the first term of (4.51) by replacing f}j‘l by g% — p" ! as
~n ~Nn— n n n - n ~Nn ~Nn— ~Nn ~N— M n
(" — 5" Rue™, 0,)] < C ([l [Fa + R2(IEXNZ) (16" = 212+ RV (6" = 5" HI1?) + @H%Hi

tn
<cat [ (I + RITa@IP) a+ S0 (4.0
tn—1

n—

Using (2.7), the last term of (4.51), can be bounded as

n an n Ko an
9(mo, 0, 67) < ClIOZIIE + 35116715 (4.65)

crVp
Inserting all the estimates from (4.50)-(4.65) in (4.49) to obtain

n n 1 tn tn ~ ~
PO+ i3IS 57 [ 11t £ A1 [ (oI + 107 + RITAOI) a
-1 tn—1

+ (€515 + 17" 72 ) €I + (R2HERN + R IR 1% + 115" 72) 1601
+ W€ IRNA" 7z + le™ 1 Fs (€517 + R2NER T IR) + lle™ 1 Zs 165~ 117
+hTHO PO + (12" Z + 2l =M + g~ I + 1) 6212 (4.66)

Now, we first use Lemma 3.8 and 3.10 with the regularity assumptions (A1). Then, multiply the resulting
inequality by At and take summation from n = 1 to N with the fact At >N 9,[167]12 = ||6N]? to derive

tn
165711% + MNZ 16117 <h2k+2/0 (@l Fress + @l e + @7 + 1o [ rer + pe(t) || rer) dt

n=1

T (At / " ow®I2 + 1702 + h2IVa0)]2)

N
+ ALY (1057 + 162112 + 105117 + R0y~ 12 [10211%) - (4.67)
n=1
A use of Lemma 4.2 with regularity estimates (A1) completes the rest of the proof. O

Now, we are ready to prove the final result of this section.

Theorem 4.1. Let the assumption (A1) holds true. Suppose (u,c,p) and (u},cy,pl) be the solutions
of the continuous system (2.8)-(2.11) and the fully discrete system (3.31)-(3.34), respectively. Then, with
ey, =u" —up, ey =p" — pp, eg =c" —cy, the following holds

el +llepll + llezll < (! + At) . (4.68)

Proof. Since ey, = &, +6,,, eg = £ +0¢ and e = & + 0. And we have the estimates of &, { and &,. It
is enough to find the estimates for 0;,, 07 and ¢, From Lemmas 4.1, 4.2 and 4.3, it follows that

103711 + 1627117 + 116,711 + At Z v|0511% + BIOZIZ +moy 0712 + pllOplI7) < (h*F2 + (At)?)

n=1
N
ALY (10771 + 10202 + 1107212 + Ao P02 )1%) . (4.69)
n=1

Due to the presence of a multiplication term on the right hand side of the above inequality, we can not use
the discrete Gronwall’s lemma directly. But, with the help of the method of induction, one can proceed as
follows:

Claim: For any finite m, (4.69) implies

0511 + 10217 + 116571 < (h*42 + (At)?) . (4.70)
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For m = 1 with 92 = 0 and dropping the positive term from the left-hand side of (4.69), we deduce
105117 + 1021 + 1011* < C (B2 + (1)) + CAL (1021 + 16..1%) - (4.71)

One can choose Aty in such a way that 0 < At < Aty := % < %, which implies 1 < < 2. Hence,

1-CAt
(4.70) is true for m = 1. Again for m = 2, we obtain
10212+ 102112 + 102]> < C (B*F2 + (A1)?) + CAL ((1 4+ Ch™* (W22 + (A1) 102]> + |162]%) . (4.72)

With the assumption on At < min{Aty, h%}, (4.70) is true for m = 2. In a similar fashion, since results are
known for m < N — 1, it is enough to show m = NN to complete the induction. Hence,

10517 + 167112 + 16,7117 < © (h**F2 + (At)?) + CAt (I\@ff*lll2 + 167117 + 163711 + h*4l\9évflll2ll9ivll2)
< C (P12 4 (A)?) + CAt ((1 + Ch™H (B2 4 (A1)?)) 16N + |\0{LV||2) :
Considering the same assumption on At, we obtain
10N+ 022 + 022 S (b2 + (At)2). (4.73)
A use of Lemmas 3.8, 3.9 and 3.10 with (4.73) completes the rest of the proof. O
Remark 4.1. A use of Lemmas 5.8, 3.9 and 3.10 and Theorem 4.1 with (4.69) yields

N
AtY - (vllenlls + slleg |2 +monlleg I + ullepll7) S (RP42 + (A1) (4.74)

n=1

4.2 H!'-Error Estimates
In this section, we find H!'-errors for the fluid velocity, the cell density and the concentration.

Lemma 4.4. Under the assumption of Lemma 4.1, the following inequality holds true

N
vieM |2+ At oenl® S (% + (A1) . (4.75)

n=1
Proof. To prove (4.75), we first rewrite (4.17)
(0487, 01) + v 0 (67, 01) — (w1, 67) + d(D40, 1) = —(DW€lsv1) + Bu(on) + Aulon) + Fulon).  (4.76)

Here, we change the form of the continuity equation in terms of J; by taking the difference of time level ¢,
and t,_1 and dividing by At. Now, choose vy, = 0,6, and ¢, = g, in (4.76) and use the fact a, (05, 0:07,) >
19,/|07]12 to obtain

10:0711% + 0167115 < —(96&, D107) + Bul:83) + Au(D167) + Fu(0:07). (4.77)

A use of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the Young’s inequality with (4.11) helps to bound the following
terms on the right hand side of (4.77):

O tn tn 1
(@€ 000 + B0 < 7 [ leu@PderCat [ JunlP e+ fploilt. (478)

th—1 tn—1

From (4.12), we rewrite the nonlinear terms on the right hand side of (4.77) as

A, (0,07) =ba(ern, e, 0:0)) — ba(er, u™, 0,0;) — ba(u™, el 0,07). (4.79)

ur u? »u)

For the first term of (4.79), we use the Holder inequality with the Lemmas 2.1 and 3.13, inverse inequality
(3.1) and the Young’s inequality to bound

n n n n n n 1 n n n
b2 (ey, €y, 0:07,)] < E lewllzm) I VeullL (e 100 | Lo () + 5 E IV -eullrzm el 2004 L~
Eegy, Ee&n
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n n n 1 n n n
+ > letllzao ez 1005 e + 5 D etz ledllza @ 10:0% z=

eIy, ecly,

- n n n — n n 1 n
< Ch7lleglllezll 003 < Ch=2[leblPllerlls + 15 106517 (4.80)

A use of the Holder inequality with the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (2.12), the Agmon’s inequality (2.13),
Lemma 3.13 and the Young’s inequality yields

baer, u™, 0:00)| S D llenlam Ve lLamy |00y L2z + Y IV - ebllam lw | Lo e 10:0; | L2 (r)

Ecg), Ecéy,
+ > lemllza o llu L () 10:0% | L2 ey
eel’y,
! !
n n n n Ou n n
S llewllulle™ [z |0:05] + [[u"|[ (Z Hll[[eu]]HQLZ(e)) (Z |€|||5t0u||2y(e)>
eel’y, ecl’y,
n n n n n 1 n
S leillullullm: 10050 < Cllet|illw 7 + 3 10:6051% (4.81)
Arguing similar to (4.81), the third term can be estimated as
n n n n n n n n 1 3
[b2(w”, €7, 0:07)| 5 llellullu™ [ =005 < Cllet|allu 7 + 51065 (4.82)

From (4.13) and (4.1), a use of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality with the Young’s inequality yields

[Fu(8:07)] < (lep™ s + 15" = 5" Hls) IVl £4]0:67
tn ) 1 .
<C (IIeﬁ_llli + At/t IIth(t)IIth> V|7 + §||5t0u||2- (4.83)
n—1

Inserting all the estimates (4.78)-(4.83) in (4.77) to obtain

N N 1 tn tn tn _
VOB + 10017 S 57 [ Il e+ A [ ||utt<t>||2dt+(m / ||th<t>||2dt> [Vl

tn—1 tn—1 tn—1

+ (W7 enll” + llu”1Z2) llek | + lep~ DI Vel Zs. (4.84)

Now, multiply the above inequality by At and take summation from n = 1 to N with ||8%||, = 0 and the
fact At SN 9,072 = (16N (2, we derive

N tN tN
v[0F 15+ ALY 0007 S h%“/o (e @)l zgnrs + llpe(®) | e ) dt + (At)Q/O (eI + IVa)]?) dt
n=1
N
+ ALY (W Nlen ]l + lulFe) lenlls + llep 121Vl (4.85)
n=1

A use of Theorem 4.1, Remark 4.1 with the regularity assumptions (A1) and Lemma 3.10 completes the
rest of the proof. O

Lemma 4.5. Under the assumption of Lemma /.1, the following inequality holds true

N
RlIONNZ +ymol 611 + At Y 1106217 S (h** + (AL)?) .
n=1
Proof. Choose 1, = 0:07 in (4.16) to find

Yo

K
100217 + S0u162 12 + = ull6Z11* < — (D€l 9i02) — ymo(&L, 0u07) + Ee(0n67) + Ac(u07) + Fe(Du07)-

(4.86)
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Processed similarly to (4.78), it is easily bound the following terms as

O tn tn 1
(@, 00| + 100N < 5 [ lea@Pdeoat [ (ol at+ glag? (s
tn—l

tn—l

An application of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the Young’s inequality in the second term of (4.86)
yields

1

[ymo(&2,2:02)] < ClIE I + gllo:02 . (4.88)

One can consider the similar argument (4.80)-(4.82) to bound the nonlinear terms as

3 - n n n n n 1 3
[Ac(@0)] < C (7 lleills + 1™ 152) ez lIE + lezlalie™ ) + 100 1% (4.89)
From (4.10), a use of the Holder inequality and the Young’s inequality yields
n n— n ~N— n n n— ~n ~Nn— 1 13

|Fe(0:02)] <C (e M plleelie + 12" W= lle2 I” + lle™ = (e 17 + 12" = 2" 7H1%)) + g a1, (4.90)

Inserting all the estimates from (4.87)-(4.90) and put it in (4.86) to obtain

1 tn tn B
190211 + 5010212 + ¥mode 0211 S < 1€t ()] dt + At/ (lere 17 + lle™ 1215 ()]7) dt
th—1 tn—1
+lEXN” + (P2 llen s + llwl72) NerllZ + ek Il 13
ez llep =M 1 + (lep =I5 + 12" Iz lle2 2. (4.91)

We multiply the above inequality by At and take summation from n = 1 to N. Then, a use of Theorem 4.1
and remark 4.1 with the regularity assumption (A1) completes the rest of the proof. O

Lemma 4.6. Under the assumption of Lemma /.1, the following inequality holds true

N
pllON 12+ At > 000> S (B + (An)?) .

n=1
Proof. Choose x5 = 0,0, in (4.15) to obtain
3 M n n n 3 3 n

||at9p ||2 + 5675”9/) ||2 < _(atgp ) atep) + Ep(atep) + Ap(atep) + BGP(atep) (492)

First three terms on the right hand side of (4.92) can be bounded exactly similar to (4.87) and (4.89) as
1 tn tn
(@53.00)1+ @) + 8@ < (57 [ lewlPare s [ putePar

n—1 no1

- n n n n ~n 1 13
+(h72llenlls + 1wl z2) lepl” + llek|*ll5 II?Iz) + gllobg 1. (4.93)

Proceed in a similar fashion of Lemma 4.3, one can use of the Holder inequality, the Young’s inequality with
the inverse inequality, Lemmas 3.12, 3.13 and 2.1 to bound all the terms of G,(0:0},) as

Go(0u0y) < C (W22l s + b= I8 I e =M 1 + (215" iz + R lep =M )02 112)

tn ~ 1
e (At / ||th<t>||2dt> I + g 0612 (4.94)

tn—1

Inserting all the estimates from (4.93)-(4.94) in (4.92) and multiply the resulting inequality by At and take
summation from n = 1 to N. A use of Lemmas 4.2, 3.8 and 3.10 with regularity assumptions (A1) complete
the rest of the proof. O

Combining the results from Lemmas 4.4, 4.5 and 4.6, we can prove the following theorem.

Theorem 4.2. Let the assumption (A1) hold true. Suppose (w,c,p) and (u},cy,py) be the solutions
of the continuous system (2.8)-(2.11) and the fully discrete system (3.31)-(3.34), respectively. Then, with

e, =u" —up, ey =p" —py, ef =c" —cp, the following holds

ledlla +llepll + lletlle S (R + At) . (4.95)
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4.3 Error estimate for fluid pressure
In this section, we derive optimal L?-error bound for the fluid pressure.

Theorem 4.3. Let the assumption (A1) hold true. Suppose (u,c,p) and (uy,cp,pr) be the solutions
of the continuous system (2.8)-(2.11) and the fully discrete system (3.31)-(3.34), respectively. Then, with

n o _ N o_

e, =p" —py, the following holds

N 3
(Z ||eZ|2> < (B + At (4.96)
n=1
Proof. From (2.10) and (3.33), one can find the following error equation:

d(vn,ey) = (Orey, vi) + vau(ey, vn) + Eu(vh) + Ay(vn) + Fu(vn), Y vn €V, (4.97)

where E,,, A, and F, are defined on (4.11)-(4.13). A use of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the continuity
property of the bilinear form a,(-,-) yields

|(Orey, vn) + vau(ey, vn)| S ([0ie]l + lleyllu) [lonlu- (4.98)

Arguing similar to Lemma 4.1, the following terms estimates as

1 1
tn 2 tn 2
|Eu(vn)| + [Fuvn)| S <At/ IIutt(t)IIth> lonlla + [ llep =l + (At/ Iﬁt(t)Ith> [V[lzallvnlu-

th—1 tn—1

(4.99)
An application of the boundedness property of the trilinear term ba(-, -, ) help to bound the following:
[Au(on)l S (lenlls + lleblle) [vnlla- (4.100)
Inserting (4.98)-(4.100) in (4.97) with e = £ + 0, we obtain

tn 2
d(on, 0) S | 11€51] + |0rer || + [lexflu + |€Z_1||+<At/ |/3t(t)||2dt> VO L

tn—l
1

tn 2
+lenlls + <At/ ||utt(t)||2dt> [vnllu, (4.101)

tn—1

From the inf-sup condition (Lemma 3.2) and (4.101), we have

n n n n d(vh792)
lepll < N1+ 11051 < lE5 1+ sup Tonl
v EVY vhHu
1

tn 2
S IE T+ [[0req]l + llellu + ||621||+<At/ |ﬁt(t)”2dt> [V

tn—1

- 3
+llenl? + (At / ||utt<t>||2dt> . (4.102)

tn—1

After taking summation from n = 1 to N with Theorem 4.1 and 4.2 and Remark 4.1, we complete the rest
of the proof. O

Remark 4.2. The entire analysis can be extended to the 3D case. To prove the existence and uniqueness of
the discrete solution, one needs the smallness assumptions on the given data. The erorr analysis varies due
to the application of the trace inequality, inverse hypothesis, Sobolev inequality, etc. The main differences
in the 3D case will arise due to the presence of chemotazic term and the nonlinear (trilinear) terms, which
can be handled by using some existing LP estimate in the 38D case. For example, one can use L3 and LS
estimates instead of L* estimate to bound the nonlinear terms.
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5 Numerical Experiments

In this section, we demonstrate a few numerical examples for the fully discrete discontinuous Galerkin
formulation (3.31)-(3.34) of (1.1)-(1.6). We present the first example to verify the convergence rate in both
the space and time directions. We consider the second example to show the behavior of the solutions of
(3.31)-(3.34).

5.1 Convergence test

Due to the unavailability of the exact solutions of the system (1.1)-(1.6), we consider the following modified
system with given source terms (in such a way that we can find the exact solution) to verify the convergence
rate with respect to space and time variables:

Step I: Seek (g}, ¢t uf, pit) € X)) x Xp x Vi, x M), such that for all n > 0

(OuB Xn) + bap(Brs xn) + bi(up, o, xn) — Bg(pr~ " +mo, ¢, xn) = (for Xn), (
(Buchsn) + Kac(cq dn) + bu(up, et n) + (B +mo)eqts dn) = (fethn), (
(Opup,vp) + vay(uy, vy) + ba(uy, up, vy) — d(vp, pp) = ((ﬁ’,z_1 +mo)VO™ vp) + (fu, vn), (
dup,qn) =0, Y (Xn,¥n, Vn,qn) € Xp X Xp X Hp X Mp,. (

Step II: Set pj = p + my.
Now, we consider the following two examples with a known solution.

Example 5.1. For the experiment in 2D, we choose fy, fc, f, in such a way that the solution of (5.1)-(5.4)
becomes as follow:

ui(x,y,t) = —e~* (cos(2mx) sin(2my) — sin(27y)) ,
ua(x,y,t) = e (sin(27x) cos(2my) — sin(27x)),
p(z,y,t) = e~ (cos(2mx) + sin(27y)) ,
p(x,y,t) = e~ (cos(2mz) + cos(2my) + 3),
c(z,y,t) = e~ (cos(2mz) + sin(2my) — 27y + 9) .

For this example, we take the computational domain Q = [0,1] x [0,1]. The discrete velocity space
H), and the discrete pressure space Lj are constructed using stable discontinuous (P, P._1),r = 1,2,3
pairs. On the other hand, the discrete cell density space X7 and the discrete concentration space Xj, are
comprised of discontinuous linear, quadratic, and cubic elements. For the simulation, we set the parameters
v=1lLu=1k=1vy=1,=1and ®(z,y) =z +y.

First, we present the spacial convergence rates where the domain is discretized based on a regular uniform
triangulation with mesh size h = 27%, i = 1,2,...,6. The time discretization parameter At is chosen as
O(h™1) and the final time is to be taken 7' = 1. The Figures 1, 2 and 3 represent the numerical errors of
all the variables with respect to spacial discretizing parameter h for the (P, P._1, Py, P,) pairs r = 1,2, 3,
respectively. From these figures, it can be seen that the spatial rates of convergence for the velocity, the
cell density, and the concentration are O(h"*!) in L?-norm and O(h") in H'-norm. For the pressure, the
convergence rate is O(h") in L?-norm. All these results coincide with the theoretical findings.

To show the convergence rates in temporal direction, we take an uniform partition of the time interval
[0,7] with At = 2¢, i = 3,4,...,7 for the (Py, Py, P, P;) pair and At = 22! i = 1,2,...,6 for the
(P, P._1,P.,P,) pairs r = 2,3. The mesh parameter h has to be fixed as O(At%ﬂ) for L?-norm and
O(At%) for H'-norm. In Figure 4, we present the numerical errors for the velocity, the cell density, and the
concentration in L? as well as H'-norms and L?-norm for the pressure. From this figure, we conclude that
the rate of convergence is linear for all the variables in the temporal direction for the discontinuous finite
element pairs (P, Pr_1, P., P.),r = 1,2, 3, which are consistent with our theoretical results (since we have
applied a first-order scheme in time direction).

Example 5.2. For the experiment in 3D, we choose fy, fc, f, in such a way that the solution of (5.1)-(5.4)
becomes as follow:

ui(z,y, 2, t) = 10 cos(t)w(z) (wy (y)w(z) — w(y)w:(2)),
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Figure 2: Numerical errors with (Ps, Py, Py, P2) pairs for Example 5.1
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Figure 3: Numerical errors with (Ps, P2, P5, P3) pairs for Example

us(,y, z,t) = 10 cos(t)w(y) (w= (2)w(z) — w(z)ws (7)),

uz(,y, z,t) = 10 cos(t)w(z) (w(x)wy (y) — wa(x)wy(y))
p(a,y, 2, t) = 10 cos(t)w(z)w(y)w(z),
C( 7y,2?t) =10 COS(t)’wm (1' Wy (y) (Z)
Pl . %, 1) = 10cos(t) (2 — 1)(2y — 1)(22 — 1),

where w(z) = 2%(1 — x)? and ws(s) is the partial derivatives of w(s) with respect to s.
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Figure 4: Numerical errors with respect to time variable for Example 5.1.

For this example, we take the computational domain © = [0,1]3. The discrete spaces (Hp, Lp, X)), Xp)
are constructed using stable discontinuous (P, P._1, Py, P),r = 1,2, 3 pairs. For the simulation, we set the
parameters v = 1l,u =1,k = 1,y =1, =1 and ®(x,y) = 2 + y + z. The domain is discretized based on
a regular uniform triangulation with mesh size h = 1/(2i), i = 1,2,...,8 for r = 1 and h = 1/(2i), i =
1,2,...,5 for r = 2,3. The time discretization parameter At is chosen as O(h"*1) and the final time is to be
taken T = 0.1. The Figures 5, 6 and 7 represent the numerical errors of all the variables with respect to the
spacial discretizing parameter h for the (P, P._1, P, P.) pairs r = 1,2, 3, respectively. From these figures,
it can be seen that the spatial rates of convergence for the velocity, the cell density, and the concentration
are O(h™*1) in L2-norm and O(h") in H'-norm. For the pressure, the convergence rate is O(h") in L2-norm.
All these results coincide with the theoretical findings.
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Figure 5: Numerical errors with (P, Py, P, P1) pairs for Example 5.2.
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Figure 7: Numerical errors with (P, Py, Ps, P3) pairs for Example 5.2.

5.2 Movement of cells guided by the concentration

We take an example where the numerical experiment is carried out for the system (3.31)-(3.34) (that is, for
no source terms). This example is taken from [12].

Example 5.3. For this simulation, we consider a rectangular domain Q = [0,2] x [0,1] and the initial data
as:

3
po(z,y) = Z T0exp (—8(z — s;)* — 10(y — 1)),

co(z,y) = 30exp (—5(z — 1* — 5(y — 0.5)%)
’U,Q(ZE, y) = 0;
where s1 = 0.2, s = 0.5 and s3 = 1.2.

For the experiment, we set v = 10,y =4,k = 1,7 = 6,8 = 8 and ®(z,y) = —1000y. We choose mesh size
h= % and time step At = 107°. We present the experiment result at time ¢ = 0,0.0002, 0.0005, 0.001, 0.002
and 0.005. For the simulation, we discretize the domain based on (Py, Py, Py, P1) pairs. Figure 8 illustrates
the progression of cell density and concentration, while Figure 9 showcases the velocity vector field and the
pressure contour. Additionally, Figure 10 depicts the evolution of the velocity components.

As stated in the introduction, the system under consideration pertains to the migration of the cells along
a greater concentration. From Figure 8, we observe that initially, the concentration is higher in the center of
the domain, and the cells form two distinct clusters in the upper part of the domain. As time passes, the cells
begin to orient their movement toward higher concentrations. It is observed that the clusters of organisms
form a bridge between them and accumulate in the center of the domain. This is due to the effect of the
cross-diffusion term (chemotaxis term), which is prominent in the early stages of movement. The chemical
concentration decays with time, and the cross-diffusion term loses strength. As a result, cell self-diffusion
becomes dominant, and cells begin to spread uniformly over the region. Finally, the cells migrate downwards
of the domain due to the external forces acting on the fluid equation (V® = (0, —1000)). It is also observed
that, as time progresses, there are some changes in velocity and pressure due to the movement of the cells
as depicted in Figures 9 and 10.

Moreover, in Figure 11, we present the deviation of discrete mass for cell density which prove the global
mass conservation property (Lemma 3.11) . All the numerical simulations have been computed using the
software FreeFem++ [19] and graphs are plotted in Matlab.

6 Conclusion

In this work, we have analyzed a fully discrete discontinuous Galerkin method for the coupled Chemotaxis
(Keller-Segel)-Navier-Stokes system. We have obtained optimal error estimates in L2-norm with O(hF+1 +
At) and in H'-norm with O(h¥ + At) for the fully discrete cell density, concentration and fluid velocity and
in L2-norm with O(h* + At) for the fluid pressure with the help of introducing a new projection for the
chemotaxis term. The numerical simulations are performed which verify our theoretical findings.
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Figure 8: The evolution of the cell density (left) and the concentration of chemical substances (right) at
different time levels ¢ = 0,0.0002,0.0005, 0.001,0.002 and 0.005 (top to down).
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t = 0,0.0002,0.0005, 0.001, 0.002 and 0.005 (top to down).
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