
On a linear DG approximation of chemotaxis models

with damping gradient nonlinearities

Daniel Acosta-Soba†, Alessandro Columbu ‡, J. Rafael Rodŕıguez-Galván§

Abstract

In this work we present a novel linear and positivity preserving upwind discontinuous Galerkin
(DG) approximation of a class of chemotaxis models with damping gradient nonlinearities. In
particular, both a local and a nonlocal model including nonlinear diffusion, chemoattraction,
chemorepulsion and logistic growth are considered. Some numerical experiments in the context
of chemotactic collapse are presented, whose results are in accordance with the previous analysis
of the approximation and show how the blow-up can be prevented by means of the damping
gradient term.
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1 Introduction

Since the early work of E. Keller and L. Segel [22, 23] were published, many different alternatives
have been proposed trying to extend their ideas. While this early work was intended to model the
movement of cells towards high concentration of a chemical signal, other authors have applied this
system to modeling population dynamics where the predators are attracted by high concentrations
of preys, [21].

These models of population dynamics typically include terms describing population growth or
decay in terms of the population size (or density) such as logistic growth terms [3, 26]. In addition,
some works suggest that the population of predators can decrease due to accidental deaths as
a consequence of their displacements in the chase of their preys, which increase their risk to be
decimated by other species that can react to their motion (see [4, 16, 34]). This accidental deaths
have been modeled in terms of the gradient of the predators’ population density, [32].

All the aforementioned effects have been collected in the model presented in [20], where the
authors are more interested in the mathematical analysis of its solution than in its biological interest.
In this sense, the existence and regularity of solutions in chemotaxis models are not clear as, under
certain conditions, the so called chemotaxis collapse can occur (see [8] and the references therein).
In this regard, conditions involving the logistic growth and the gradient nonlinearity terms are
studied in [20] to ensure the existence of a global, in time, and bounded solution and, therefore, the
absence of blow-up.

Regarding the numerical approximation of these models, the literature on positivity preserving
and stable numerical approximations of chemotaxis models have experienced a considerable growth
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during the last years, see, for instance, [1, 6, 7, 9, 17, 18, 28, 31, 35] and the references therein.
Nevertheless, to our best knowledge there is no such numerical scheme for a chemotaxis model
involving a gradient damping term. This term presents an additional remarkable difficulty in the
context of chemotaxis collapse, where very steep gradients of the cell density appear, possibly leading
to spurious oscillations if it is not treated adequately.

This work aims to be complementary to the paper [24], where the authors introduce an even
more general version of the model in [20], including a damping gradient term. In this previous
paper, some numerical experiments in the context of blowing-up solutions are carried out using the
linear, positivity preserving numerical approximation that we are going to develop in the following
sections.

The structure of this document is outlined as follows. In Section 2 we present the two different
extensions of the model in [20] that are studied in [24]. On the one hand, a local model that
additionally includes possibly nonlinear diffusion, chemoattraction and chemorepulsion is described
in (2). On the other hand, a similar model including nonlocal effects of the cell density into
the chemosensitivities can be considered, see (3). Some results regarding the local and global in
time existence and regularity of the solutions of both the local and nonlocal models under certain
constraints on the parameters that have been developed in [24] are stated in Section 3 without
proofs.

Then, in Section 4 we present and analyze the properties of the linear, positivity preserving,
discrete approximation of the models used in the numerical experiments shown in [24]. This numer-
ical approximation is based on the upwind discontinuous Galerkin ideas previously introduced in
[1, 2]. Since the numerical test in [24] were focused on the parabolic-elliptic (τ = 0) local model (2),
in Section 5 we show some complementary numerical experiments for the fully parabolic (τ = 1)
local model (2) and the nonlocal model (3). Similarly to those in [24], these results, which are in
accordance with the previous theoretical analysis, show that the suppression of some of the analyt-
ical conditions on the parameters (and in particular those associated to the gradient nonlinearities
(5)) that ensure global in time existence of the solution may lead to only local solution that exhibit
finite time blow-up.

2 Chemotaxis models with damping gradient nonlinearities

Let Ω ⊂ Rd with d ∈ N be a regular-enough bounded domain, e.g. polygonal, with n its unit normal
vector and T > 0.

The classical Keller-Segel model consists of finding two real valued functions: u = u(x, t), the
cell density, and v = v(x, t), the chemoattractant signal, defined in Ω× [0, T ] satisfying

ut = k0∆u− k1∇ · (u∇v), in Ω× (0, T ), (1a)

τvt = k2∆v − k3v + k4u, in Ω× (0, T ), (1b)

0 = ∇u · n = 0 = ∇v · n = 0, on ∂Ω× (0, T ), (1c)

u(·, 0) = u0, v(·, 0) = v0 if τ > 0, in Ω. (1d)

In this section, first, we consider a more general version of the classical model (1) which intro-
duces nonlinear diffusion, attraction and repulsion, logistic growth and damping gradient nonlin-
earities. In particular, this local model, which has been first introduced in [24], extends the one in
[20] and consists of finding three real valued functions: u = u(x, t), the cell density, v = v(x, t), the
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chemoattractant signal, and w = w(x, t), the chemorepulsive signal, defined in Ω× [0, T ] satisfying

ut =∇ ·
(
(u+ 1)n1−1∇u

)
− χ∇ ·

(
u(u+ 1)n2−1∇v

)
+ ξ∇ ·

(
u(u+ 1)n3−1∇w

)
+ λuρ − µuk − c|∇u|γ in Ω× (0, T ), (2a)

τvt =∆v − av + f1(u) in Ω× (0, T ), (2b)

τwt =∆w − dw + f2(u) in Ω× (0, T ), (2c)

0 =∇u · n = ∇v · n = ∇w · n on ∂Ω× (0, T ), (2d)

u(·, 0) =u0(x), τv(·, 0) = τv0(x), τw(·, 0) = τw0(x) in Ω. (2e)

Moreover, we consider a nonlocal model where the aforementioned variables satisfy

ut =∇ ·
(
(u+ 1)n1−1∇u

)
− χ∇ ·

(
u(u+ 1)n2−1∇v

)
+ ξ∇ ·

(
u(u+ 1)n3−1∇w

)
+ λuρ − µuk − c|∇u|γ in Ω× (0, T ), (3a)

0 =∆v − 1

|Ω|

∫
Ω
f1(u) + f1(u) in Ω× (0, T ), (3b)

0 =∆w − 1

|Ω|

∫
Ω
f2(u) + f2(u) in Ω× (0, T ), (3c)

0 =∇u · n = ∇v · n = ∇w · n on ∂Ω× (0, T ), (3d)

u(·, 0) =u0(x) in Ω, (3e)

0 =

∫
Ω
v(x, t)dx =

∫
Ω
w(x, t)dx in (0, T ). (3f)

Here, τ ∈ {0, 1}, χ, ξ, λ, µ, c ≥ 0, n1, n2, n3 ∈ R and ρ, k, γ ≥ 1.
Notice that the local model (2) is a direct generalization of the classical Keller–Segel model

(1) where v = v(x, t) represents the chemoattractant density and a new variable concerning the
chemorepulsion density, w = w(x, t), has been considered. In particular, equations (2a) or (3a)
coincide with the equation (1a) for n1 = n2 = 1 and ξ = λ = µ = c = 0. In this sense, equations
(2a) or (3a) include possibly nonlinear diffusion and chemoattraction, in the case n1, n2 ̸= 1, and
chemorepulsion if ξ ̸= 0. In addition, a logistic growth term λuρ − µuk and a damping gradient
term −c|∇u|γ have been added to equations (2a) and (3a).

In the considered nonlocal model (3), the unknown v = v(x, t) represents the chemoattractant
deviation and not its density as in the local model (2) or in the classical Keller-Segel model (1).
In particular, since the deviation measures the difference between the observed value of a specific
variable and its mean, we have that v changes sign, contrarily to what occurs to the cell and signal
densities (which are nonnegative). Subsequently, the mean of v is zero, exactly as imposed in the
equation (3f). Naturally, the chemical repellent w behaves similarly. In this sense, we do not make
use of a different symbolism for the deviations, since from the context it is clear to which quantity
we are referring to.

Remark 2.1. Notice that we assume ρ, k, γ ≥ 1 so that the terms involving these parameters in
(2a) or in (3a) are regular when u = 0 or |∇u| = 0.

In this section, given δ ∈ (0, 1), we denote by Ck+δ(Ω) the set of functions that are k-times,
with k ∈ N∪ {0}, continuously differentiable and whose k-th derivative satisfies a Hölder condition
with index δ (see e.g. [15]). Moreover, Ck+δ,m+η(Ω × [0, T ]) is defined for certain δ, η ∈ (0, 1),
k,m ∈ N ∪ {0}, by functions u(x, t) which satisfy u(·, t) ∈ Ck+δ(Ω) and u(x, ·) ∈ Cm+η([0, T ]) for
every t ∈ [0, T ] and x ∈ Ω.

Following [24] the following assumptions are made so that the results in Section 3 hold.
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Hypothesis 1. Here, we assume that Ω is an open bounded domain of class C2+δ for some δ ∈ (0, 1)
(see [15] for details), the sources f1, f2 are such that f1, f2 : [0,∞) → R+, with f1, f2 ∈ C1([0,∞))
and the initial data u0 = u0(x), τv0 = τv0(x) and τw0 = τw0(x) satisfy u0, v0, w0 : Ω → R+, with

u0, v0, w0 ∈ {ψ ∈ C2+δ(Ω) : ∇ψ · n = 0 on ∂Ω}.

Hypothesis 2. We assume that for proper α, β > 0,

f1(s) ≤ k1(s+ 1)α and k2(s+ 1)β ≤ f2(s) ≤ k3(s+ 1)β, (4)

where k1, k2, k3 > 0 are positive constants.

Remark 2.2. The bounds on f1 and f2 in Hypothesis 2 are required for technical reasons in the
proofs of Theorems 3.4 and 3.5 (see [24]). In fact, these bounds can be relaxed to the following:

f1(s) ≤ k1(s+ η)α and k2(s+ η)β ≤ f2(s) ≤ k3(s+ η)β.

for η > 0. Notice that we avoid the case η = 0 to move away from a possible singularity at s = 0 of
the functions f1(s) = sα and f2(s) = sβ as they have to be in C1([0,∞)).

3 Existence and regularity of solutions

Now, we state the conditions that ensure us the global boundedness of the solutions. In particular,
we want to bound solutions which blow up by adding the gradient term −c|∇u|γ to the logistic
and, therefore, we do not focus on the bounding effect that the diffusive term ∇ ·

(
(u+ 1)n1−1∇u

)
has. In order to do that, we establish the following relation involving the parameters in the local
and the nonlocal models, (2) and (3), respectively: for any d ∈ N, τ ∈ {0, 1}, n1, n2, n3 ∈ R and
α, β, χ, ξ, λ, µ, c > 0, 1 ≤ ρ < k and γ ∈ [1, 2] we fix

max

{
1,

d

d+ 1
(n2 + α), τ

d

d+ 1
(n3 + β)

}
< γ ≤ 2. (5)

Remark 3.1. Here, in condition (5), we have assumed that 1 ≤ ρ < k and γ ∈ [1, 2]. These two
assumptions are required for the statements in Theorems 3.4 and 3.5.

On the one hand, 1 ≤ ρ < k implies that λuρ − µuk in (2a) or (3a) is a logistic term so that
the decay becomes stronger than the production when u increases. This assumption, along with the
negative sign of the term −c|∇u|γ, allows us to have a bound on the mass of u as in Proposition 3.2.

On the other hand, we assume γ ∈ [1, 2] for technical reasons concerning the results in Theo-
rems 3.4 and 3.5 when c > 0. Intuitively, the idea of this assumption is that, if γ > 2, the solution
might not be global in time due to ∥∇u∥L∞(Ω)d not being bounded in finite time even though ∥u∥L∞(Ω)

is bounded. However, if γ ∈ [1, 2], the previous case cannot occur and if the solution is only local in
time, i.e, it exists up to some finite time T , then necessarily ∥u∥L∞(Ω) blows up at T .

More details can be consulted in [20, 24] and the references therein.

The succeeding theorems are stated without proofs. The full discussion and proofs of these
results can be found in [24].

Proposition 3.2. Let µ > 0 and 1 ≤ ρ < k. The mass of the cell density u in (2) or (3) is bounded
as follows: ∫

Ω
u ≤ max

{∫
Ω
u0,

(
λ

µ
|Ω|k−ρ

) 1
k−ρ

}
, ∀t ∈ (0, T ), (6)

where T is the upper bound of the time interval where the function u is defined, with T ≤ ∞.
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Theorem 3.3 (Local classical solution of (2) and (3)). For τ ∈ {0, 1} and δ ∈ (0, 1), let Ω,
f1, f2, u0, τv0, τw0 comply with Hypothesis 1. Additionally, let χ, ξ, λ, µ > 0, n1, n2, n3 ∈ R, k, ρ, γ ≥
1. Then there exist T > 0 and a unique triple of functions (u, v, w), with

(u, v, w) ∈ C2+δ,1+ δ
2 (Ω× [0, T ])× C2+δ,τ+ δ

2 (Ω× [0, T ])× C2+δ,τ+ δ
2 (Ω× [0, T ]),

solving problems (2) and (3), where u ≥ 0 in Ω× [0, T ] and, in the case (2), v, w ≥ 0 in Ω× [0, T ].

Theorem 3.4 (Global and bounded classical solution of (2)). For τ ∈ {0, 1}, δ ∈ (0, 1) and α, β > 0,
let Ω, f1, f2, u0 comply with Hypotheses 1 and 2. Additionally, let χ, ξ, λ, µ, c > 0, n1, n2, n3 ∈ R,
1 ≤ ρ < k and condition (5) hold true. Then problem (2) admits a unique solution

(u, v, w) ∈ C2+δ,1+ δ
2 (Ω× [0,∞))× C2+δ,τ+ δ

2 (Ω× [0,∞))× C2+δ,τ+ δ
2 (Ω× [0,∞))

such that u, v, w ≥ 0 in Ω× [0,∞) and u, v, w ∈ L∞(Ω× (0,∞)).

Theorem 3.5 (Global and bounded classical solution of (3)). For δ ∈ (0, 1) and α, β > 0,let Ω,
f1, f2, u0 comply with Hypotheses 1 and 2. Additionally, let α, β, χ, ξ, λ, µ, c > 0, n1, n2, n3 ∈ R,
1 ≤ ρ < k and condition (5) hold true. Then problem (3) admits a unique solution

(u, v, w) ∈ C2+δ,1+ δ
2 (Ω× [0,∞))× C2+δ, δ

2 (Ω× [0,∞))× C2+δ, δ
2 (Ω× [0,∞))

such that u ≥ 0 in Ω× [0,∞) and u, v, w ∈ L∞(Ω× (0,∞)).

Remark 3.6. Notice that the values in the condition (5) are not critical. In fact, the influence of
n1 in this condition has not been taken into consideration in this work. In this sense, it has been
studied in previous works (see, for instance, [11, 12, 25]) how the diffusive term ∇·

(
(u+ 1)n1−1∇u

)
in (2a) or in (3a) affects the global in time existence of solution of similar models.

4 Numerical approximation

We propose a linear, computationally efficient numerical scheme to approximate the local and the
nonlocal models, (2) and (3), that provides a physically meaningful approximation of every variable.

4.1 Notation

We consider a finite element shape-regular triangular mesh Th = {K}K∈Th in the sense of Ciarlet,
[10], of size h over Ω. We denote by Eh the set of the edges of Th (faces if d = 3) with E i

h the set of
the interior edges and Eb

h the boundary edges, thus Eh = E i
h ∪ Eb

h .
Now, we fix the following orientation over the mesh Th:

• For any interior edge e ∈ E i
h we set the associated unit normal vector ne. In this sense, when

refering to edge e ∈ E i
h we will denote by Ke and Le the elements of Th with e = ∂Ke ∩ ∂Le

and so that ne is exterior to Ke pointing to Le.

If there is no ambiguity, to abbreviate the notation we will denote the previous elements Ke

and Le simply by K and L, respectively, with the assumption that their naming is always
with respect to the edge e ∈ E i

h and it may vary if we consider a different edge of E i
h.

• For any boundary edge e ∈ Eb
h , the unit normal vector ne points outwards of the domain Ω.
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Therefore, we can define the average {{·}} and the jump [[·]] of a function v on an edge e ∈ Eh as
follows:

{{v}} :=


vK + vL

2
if e ∈ E i

h, e = K ∩ L,

vK if e ∈ Eb
h , e ⊂ K,

[[v]] :=

{
vK − vL if e ∈ E i

h, e = K ∩ L,
vK if e ∈ Eb

h , e ⊂ K.

We denote by Pcont
k (Th) and Pdisc

k (Th) the spaces of continuous and discontinuous finite element
functions, respectively, which are polynomials of degree k ≥ 0 when restricted to the elements K of
Th. See, for instance, [13, 14].

Moreover, we take an equispaced partition 0 = t0 < t1 < · · · < tN = T of the time domain [0, T ]
with ∆t = tm+1−tm the time step. For any function v depending on time, we denote vm+1 ≃ v(tm+1)
and the discrete backward Euler time derivative operator vt(tm+1) ≃ δtv

m+1 := (vm+1 − vm)/∆t.
In addition, we set the following notation for the positive and negative parts of a function v:

v⊕ :=
|v|+ v

2
= max{v, 0}, v⊖ :=

|v| − v

2
= −min{v, 0}, v = v⊕ − v⊖.

Finally, we define we define the projections Π1 : L
1(Ω) −→ Pcont

1 (Th) and Πh
1 : L

1(Ω) −→
Pcont
1 (Th) as follows:

(Π1g, v) = (g, v) , ∀ v ∈ Pcont
1 (Th), (7)(

Πh
1g, v

)
h
= (g, v) , ∀ v ∈ Pcont

1 (Th), (8)

where (·, ·) denotes the usual scalar product in L2(Ω) and (·, ·)h denotes the mass-lumping scalar
product in Pcont

1 (Th) resulting from using the trapezoidal rule to approximate the scalar product in
L2(Ω) (see, for instance, [27]).

4.2 Fully discrete scheme

In each time step m+ 1, we decouple the equations for the chemical signals (2b)–(2c) or (3b)–(3c)
from the equations for the cell density, (2a) or (3a), respectively. In this way, we first compute a
Pcont
1 (Th)-approximation of v and w treating u explicitly in (2b)–(2c) or in (3b)–(3c), where um ≥ 0

as shown in Section 4.2.1. In fact, we can obtain a linear finite element scheme with a unique
nonnegative solution that approximates v and w in (2) in a mesh of non-obtuse triangles using the
well known mass-lumping technique, see, for instance, [1]. On the other hand, we can compute an
approximation of v and w in (3) using standard finite elements where the constraint (3f) can be
enforced by postprocessing. Therefore, hereafter, we will only focus on the approximation of the
cell density u.

Next, with the approximations that we have obtained for v and w, with vm+1, wm+1 ≥ 0 in
the case (2) or

∫
Ω v

m+1 =
∫
Ωw

m+1 = 0 in the case (3), we compute an approximation of u in the
current time step m+1. Our aim is to develop a linear positive approximation of u using the ideas
previously introduced in [1] where the equation of the cell density is rewritten as gradient flux using
the chemical potential for the particular case of the classical Keller-Segel model. However, although
this is not possible for this chemotaxis variant, we proceed as follows: formally,

∇ log(u) =
1

u
∇u,

so that we can rewrite, for u ≥ 0,

∇ · ((u+ 1)n1−1∇u) = ∇ · (u(u+ 1)n1−1∇ log(u)) and |∇u| = u|∇ log(u)|.
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Hence, regularizing the term log(u) by adding a small parameter ε > 0 and projecting it into the
space Pcont

1 (Th) by means of the projection operator Π1 defined in (7), we propose the following
implicit-explicit linear discrete scheme:

Given um ∈ Pdisc
0 (Th) with um ≥ 0 and vm+1, wm+1 ∈ Pcont

1 (Th), find um+1 ∈ Pdisc
0 (Th) with

um+1 ≥ 0 solving the problem(
δtu

m+1, u
)
+ aupwh (−(um + 1)n1−1∇Π1(log(u

m + ε));um+1, u)

+ aupwh ((um + 1)n2−1∇vm+1;um+1, u)

+ aupwh (−(um + 1)n3−1∇wm+1;um+1, u)

− λ ((um)ρ, u) + µ
(
um+1(um)k−1, u

)
+ c

(
um+1(um)γ−1|∇Π1 log(u

m + ε)|γ , u
)
= 0, (9)

for all u ∈ Pdisc
0 (Th), where

aupwh (β;u, u) :=
∑

e∈Ei
h,e=K∩L

∫
e

(
({{β}} · ne)⊕ uK − ({{β}} · ne)⊖uL

)
[[u]] . (10)

Notice that the bilinear form aupwh (β;u, u) contains no derivative terms because they vanishes due
to the selection of piecewise constant functions, see [1].

The numerical scheme (9) is only one possible linear approach to obtain a positive approximation
of the cell density as shown in the next Section 4.2.1. However, other smart modifications of the
proposed approach might be considered to preserve other properties of the continuous models such
as the mass bound (6).

In Section 4.2.1 we will provide a way of computing the solution of (9) enforcing um+1 ≥ 0.

4.2.1 Properties of the scheme

Consider the following auxiliary truncated scheme: Given um ∈ Pdisc
0 (Th) with um ≥ 0 and

vm+1, wn+1 ∈ Pcont
1 (Th), find um+1 ∈ Pdisc

0 (Th) solving the problem(
δtu

m+1, u
)
+ aupwh (−(um + 1)n1−1∇Π1(log(u

m + ε));um+1
⊕ , u)

+ aupwh ((um + 1)n2−1∇vm+1;um+1
⊕ , u)

+ aupwh (−(um + 1)n3−1∇wm+1;um+1
⊕ , u)

− λ ((um)ρ, u) + µ
(
um+1
⊕ (um)k−1, u

)
+ c

(
um+1
⊕ (um)γ−1|∇Π1 log(u

m + ε)|γ , u
)
= 0, (11)

for all u ∈ Pdisc
0 (Th).

Lemma 4.1 (Local mass bounds). The solution um+1 of (11) satisfies∫
Ω
um+1 ≤

∫
Ω
um +∆tλ

∫
Ω
(um)ρ. (12)

Proof. Just test (11) by u = 1.

Notice that the bound of the mass of the discrete solution (12) is consistent with the bound on
the mass of the continuous solution (6).

Theorem 4.2 (DG scheme (11) preserves positivity). If we assume that um ≥ 0 then any solution
of (11) satisfies that um+1 ≥ 0 in Ω.

7



Proof. To prove that if um ≥ 0 then um+1 ≥ 0 just take the following test function in (11):

u =

{
(um+1

K∗ )⊖ in K∗ ∈ Th,
0 otherwise,

where K∗ = argminK∈Th u
m+1
K .

Therefore, we arrive at(
δtu

m+1, u
)
+ aupwh (−(um + 1)n1−1∇Π1(log(u

m + ε));um+1
⊕ , u)

+ aupwh ((um + 1)n2−1∇vm+1;um+1
⊕ , u)

+ aupwh (−(um + 1)n3−1∇wm+1;um+1
⊕ , u)

≥ λ ((um)ρ, u) ≥ 0,

Now, since the positive part is a non-decreasing function and for all L ∈ Th we have that
um+1
L ≥ um+1

K∗ implies (um+1
L )⊕ ≥ (um+1

K∗ )⊕. Consequently, we deduce that

aupwh (β;um+1
⊕ , u) =

∑
e∈E i

h,e=K∗∩L

∫
e

(
(β · ne)⊕(u

m+1
K∗ )⊕ − (β · ne)⊖(u

m+1
L )⊕

)
(um+1

K∗ )⊖

≤
∑

e∈E i
h,e=K∗∩L

∫
e

(
(β · ne)⊕(u

m+1
K∗ )⊕ − (β · ne)⊖(u

m+1
K∗ )⊕

)
(um+1

K∗ )⊖

=
∑

e∈E i
h,e=K∗∩L

∫
e
(β · ne)(u

m+1
K∗ )⊕(u

m+1
K∗ )⊖ = 0,

for any β ∈ Pdisc
1 (Th).

Hence,

0 ≤
(
δtu

m+1, u
)
= |K∗|

(
δtu

m+1
K∗

)
(um+1

K∗ )⊖ = −|K∗|
∆t

(
(um+1

K∗ )2⊖ + umK∗(um+1
K∗ )⊖

)
≤ 0,

which implies (um+1
K∗ )⊖ = 0.

Thanks to the choice of K∗, we can conclude that um+1 ≥ 0.

Theorem 4.3. There is at least one solution of (11).

Proof. The idea of this proof is to apply the Leray-Schauder fixed point theorem

Theorem 4.4 (Leray-Schauder fixed point theorem). Let X be a Banach space and let
T : X −→ X be a continuous and compact operator. If the set

{x ∈ X : x = αT (x) for some 0 ≤ α ≤ 1}

is bounded (uniformly with respect to α), then T has at least one fixed point.

Given um ∈ Pdisc
0 (Th) with um ≥ 0 and and vm+1, wm+1 ∈ Pcont

1 (Th), we define the map

T : Pdisc
0 (Th) −→ Pdisc

0 (Th)
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such that T (û) = u ∈ Pdisc
0 (Th) is the unique solution of the linear problem:

1

∆t
(u− um, u) =− aupwh (−(um + 1)n2−1∇Π1 log(u

m + ε); û⊕, u)

− aupwh ((um + 1)n2−1∇vm+1; û⊕, u) (13)

− aupwh (−(um + 1)n3−1∇wm+1; û⊕, u)

+ λ ((um)ρ, u)− µ
(
û⊕(u

m)k−1, u
)

− c
(
û⊕(u

m)γ−1|∇Π1 log(u
m + ε)|γ , u

)
, (14)

for every u ∈ Pdisc
0 (Th).

It is straightforward to check that there is a unique solution u of (13) so T is well defined.
Secondly, we will check that T is continuous. Let {ûj}j∈N ⊂ Pdisc

0 (Th) be a sequence such
that limj→∞ ûj = û. Taking into account that all norms are equivalent in Pdisc

0 (Th) since it is
a finite-dimensional space, the convergence ûj → û is equivalent to the elementwise convergence
(ûj)K → ûK for every K ∈ Th (this may be seen, for instance, by using the norm ∥·∥L∞(Ω)).
Taking limits when j → ∞ in (13) (with û := ûj and u := T (ûj)), using the notion of elementwise
convergence, we get that

lim
j→∞

T (ûj) = T (û) = T

(
lim
j→∞

ûj

)
,

hence T is continuous. In addition, T is compact since Pdisc
0 (Th) has finite dimension.

Finally, let us prove that the set

B = {u ∈ Pdisc
0 (Th) : u = αT (u) for some 0 ≤ α ≤ 1}

is bounded (uniformly with respect to α). The case α = 0 is trivial so we will assume that α ∈ (0, 1].
If u ∈ B, then u ∈ Pdisc

0 (Th) is the solution of

1

∆t
(u− αum, u) =− αaupwh (−(um + 1)n2−1∇Π1 log(u

m + ε);u⊕, u)

− αaupwh ((um + 1)n2−1∇vm+1;u⊕, u)

− αaupwh (−(um + 1)n3−1∇wm+1;u⊕, u)

+ αλ ((um)ρ, u)− αµ
(
u⊕(u

m)k−1, u
)

− αc
(
u⊕(u

m)γ−1|∇Π1 log(u
m + ε)|γ , u

)
, (15)

Now, testing (15) with u = 1, we get that∫
Ω
u ≤ α(1 + ∆tλ)

∫
Ω
um,

and, as um ≥ 0 and it can be proved that u ≥ 0 using the same arguments than in Theorem 4.2,
we get that

∥u∥L1(Ω) ≤
∫
Ω
um +∆tλ

∫
Ω
(um)ρ.

Since Pdisc
0 (Th) is a finite-dimensional space where all the norms are equivalent, we have proved

that B is bounded.
Thus, using the Leray-Schauder fixed point theorem, there is a fixed point of (13), therefore, we

can conclude that there is a solution um+1 of (11).
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Since every nonnegative solution of (11) is a solution of (9), the following result is straightfor-
ward.

Corollary 4.5. There is at least one solution um+1 of (9) satisfying um+1 ≥ 0 and∫
Ω
um+1 ≤

∫
Ω
um +∆tλ

∫
Ω
(um)ρ.

Notice that obtaining a nonnegative solution of the linear scheme (9) can be enforced by solving
the truncated nonlinear scheme (11). However, in practice, the linear scheme (9) has provided a
nonnegative approximation of the cell density in every numerical experiment that we have carried
out without explicitly enforcing the nonnegativity constraint um+1 ≥ 0, as shown in Section 5.

Remark 4.6. Showing uniqueness of solution of the linear scheme (9) would imply that, as observed
in the numerical tests, its solution is nonnegative without explicitly imposing the nonnegativity
restriction um+1 ≥ 0. However, this is not straightforward and it might require using inverse and
trace inequalities that would probably involve some kind of restriction on the time step and mesh
size, and this is left to a future work.

5 Numerical experiments

Since the numerical tests shown in [24] were confined to the parabolic-elliptic-elliptic version (τ = 0)
of the problem (2), we will focus in this work on the fully-parabolic version of (2) (τ = 1) and on
the model (3).

In this sense, we provide similar numerical examples to those in [24] which are not only in
accordance to the results in Section 3, but which also show that suppression of the condition (5),
seems to lead to only local solution (i.e., T finite) that blows up at T .

Here, we define f1(u) = uα, f2(u) = uβ and we assume that all the parameters are set to 1,
but k = 1.1, unless otherwise specified. For the sake of clarity, we also indicate in the figures any
different value of the parameters with respect to those already fixed.

Remark 5.1. Notice that the functions f1(u) = uα, f2(u) = uβ do not necessarily satisfy Hypothe-
ses 1 and 2 for every α, β > 0. However, these functions are more physically meaningful than other
similar choices of the type f1(u) = (u+ η)α, f2(u) = (u+ η)β for η > 0 and, ultimately, we expect
the behavior of the solution to be similar to the case η > 0 very small.

It is important to emphasize that the scheme (9) preserves the positivity and that that the
mass of um+1 is bounded for every m ≥ 0, which implies um+1 ∈ L1(Ω) (Corollary 4.5). Then,
since all the norms are equivalent in a finite-dimensional space, we have as a consequence that
um+1 ∈ L∞(Ω) and, therefore, we cannot expect an actual blow-up in the discrete case as it occurs
in the continuous model. However, we observe in the numerical tests how the mass accumulates
in some elements of Th leading to the formation of peaks. In this sense, since an accurate discrete
solution idealizing such blow-up scenario will exhibit a mass accumulation in small regions of the
domain, we establish that blow-up occurs when, after that, the norm ∥·∥L∞(Ω) of the approximated
solutions stabilizes over time (as in [1, 7, 24, 31]).

In order to compute the numerical tests, we have used the Python interface of the open source
library FEniCSx [5, 29, 30] and the open source libraries PyVista [33] and Matplotlib [19] to
generate the plots. The source code for our implementation is hosted on GitHub1.

In practice, in each time step, we have first computed a Pcont
1 (Th) approximation of the chemical

signals vm+1 and wm+1 following the ideas in Section 4. Then, we have used the linear scheme (9)

1https://github.com/danielacos/Papers-src

10

https://github.com/danielacos/Papers-src


without explicitly enforcing the nonnegativity constraint um+1 ≥ 0, obtaining a positive approxi-
mation of the cell density, um+1, for every case below without needing any constraint on the time
step or the mesh size. This strategy has allowed us to carry out the computationally demanding
three-dimensional tests shown in the following section with not much computational effort.

Notice that, for the sake of a better visualization of the cell density in the 3D Figures 1, 5, 6
(first row) and 7 (first row), we have plotted Πh

1u
m+1, i.e. the Pcont

1 (Th)-projection of um+1 using
mass-lumping as defined in (8). This projection preserves the positivity of the variable um+1 but
introduces some diffusion that makes the maximum of Πh

1u
m+1 smaller than the actual maximum

of um+1, compare for instance Figure 1 with Figure 3a in the case c = 0.

5.1 Only attraction local model

In this first example, we are going to carry out a similar test to the first numerical experiment
shown in [24] for (2) with τ = 0, but, in this case, we will take τ = 1. For this test, we take a
three-dimensional domain Ω = {(x, y, z) ∈ R3 : x2+y2+z2 < 1} with the following initial condition
used in [24],

u0(x, y, z) := 500e−35(x2+y2+z2), (16)

plotted in Figure 1a. Moreover, we take χ = 5 and ξ = 0 (no repulsion) and we use a mesh of size
h ≈ 4.4 · 10−2 and a time step ∆t = 10−5, which are the same parameters used in [24]. Since τ = 1,
χ = 5 and ξ = 0 we need to add an initial condition for the chemoattractant density v0, that we
take as

v0(x, y, z) := 10e−35(x2+y2+z2), (17)

which is plotted in Figure 2a.

(a) t = 0 (b) t = 5 · 10−4

(c) t = 10−3 (d) t = 3 · 10−3

Figure 1: Πh
1u

m at different time steps in Test 5.1 (c = 0, χ = 5, ξ = 0)
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(a) t = 0 (b) t = 5 · 10−4

(c) t = 10−3 (d) t = 3 · 10−3

Figure 2: vm at different time steps in Test 5.1 (c = 0, χ = 5, ξ = 0)

To the best of our knowledge, there are no theoretical results providing conditions for blow-up in
the model (2) with τ = 1. Indeed, the existing literature on blow-up phenomena for fully parabolic
chemotaxis models is very limited. While progress has been made in the simplified parabolic-elliptic
cases, the techniques used there do not easily extend to fully parabolic models. In any case, we can
observe in Figure 1 how the mass accumulates in the middle of the domain as in the test in [24].

This mass-accumulation can be prevented using the damping gradient as shown in Theorem 3.4.
In this sense, we show in Figure 3 the evolution of the maximum of um for different choices of c
and γ. In this case, where χ = 0, n1 = α = 1, the condition (5) can be reduced to 2d

d+1 ≤ γ ≤ 2, see
[20]. Hence, as expected, this mass accumulation is prevented for whatever choice of c > 0 (even
for small values like c = 10−3) if 1.5 < γ ≤ 2 (see Figure 3a). For values 1 ≤ γ ≤ 1.5, a sufficiently
big value c > 0 is needed to prevent this mass accumulation, see Figures 3b and 3c. Notice that
these results are similar to those shown in [24] for τ = 0.

5.2 Attraction-repulsion local model

Now, a similar experiment to the previous numerical test is carried out for the model (2) where,
again τ = 1 and χ = 5 but, in this case, we consider the chemorepulsion and take ξ = 1. We keep
the same initial conditions u0 and v0 than in the previous test, (16) and (17), respectively, and the
discrete parameters h ≈ 4.4 · 10−2, ∆t = 10−5. However, in this case, we need to add an initial
condition for the chemorepulsive density w0 that we define as

w0(x, y, z) := 10e−35(x2+y2+z2), (18)

so that w0 = v0 in Ω.
In Figure 4 we have plotted the evolution of the maximum of um. If we compare these results with

those for the previous test in Figure 3, we observe a similar behavior, where a mass accumulation
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appears when c = 0. This mass accumulation is prevented for γ = 1.75 independently of c > 0 as it
satisfies (5), i.e. 1.5 ≤ γ ≤ 2, while for γ = 1.4 and γ = 1.1, a big enough value of c > 0 is needed.
However, in this case, the mass accumulation seems to occur later and be less pronounced than in
the previous test due to the effect of the chemorepulsion.

(a) γ = 1.75

(b) γ = 1.4

(c) γ = 1.1

Figure 3: ∥um∥L∞(Ω) over time for different values of c and γ in Test 5.1 (χ = 5, ξ = 0)
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(a) γ = 1.75

(b) γ = 1.4

(c) γ = 1.1

Figure 4: ∥um∥L∞(Ω) over time for different values of c and γ in Test 5.2 (χ = 5, ξ = 1)

5.3 Attraction-repulsion nonlocal model

Now, we consider the nonlocal model (3) and compute a numerical experiment in the two-dimensional
domain Ω = {(x, y) ∈ R2 : x2 + y2 < 1}. We take the initial condition for the cell density

u0(x, y, z) := 100e−35(x2+y2),
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plotted in Figure 5a, and set α = 1.5 and the discrete parameters ∆t = 10−5 and h ≈ 1.4 · 10−2.
Moreover, since χ, ξ > 0, we need to add an initial condition for the chemical signals v0 and w0 that
we take as

v0(x, y, z) := 10e−35(x2+y2), w0(x, y, z) := 10e−35(x2+y2),

so that v0 = w0 in Ω.

(a) t = 0 (b) t = 5 · 10−4

(c) t = 10−3 (d) t = 3 · 10−3

Figure 5: Πh
1u

m at different time steps in Test 5.3 (c = 0, α = 1.5)

With this choice, we are under the assumptions in [11, Theorem 3], where for χ, ξ, λ, µ, n2 =
n3 > 0, ρ = 1, k > 1 and

α > β and

{
n2 + α > max{n1 + d

2k, k} if n1 ≥ 0,

n2 + α > max{d
2k, k} if n1 < 0,

that guarantee the existence of a blowing-up solution in the case c = 0 for a certain initial condition

that satisfies
∫
Ω u0 ≥

(
λ
µ |Ω|

k−1
) 1

k−1
. In particular, the numerical approximation of the solution,

plotted in Figure 5, exhibits a mass accumulation in the middle of the domain that suggests that a
chemotactic collapse has occurred.

According to Theorem 3.5, if (5) is satisfied, i.e., 1.67 ≈ 5/3 < γ ≤ 2, then the blow-up is
prevented for any value c > 0. In fact, a comparison of the different results obtained for different
values of γ ∈ [1, 2] and c > 0 are shown in Figures 6 and 7. Notice how the mass accumulation does
no longer appear for the value γ = 1.75, which satisfies (5). However, for γ = 1.4 < 5/3 ≈ 1.67, a
big enough value of c > 0 seems to be required to avoid the singularity.
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(a) γ = 1.4 (b) γ = 1.75

Figure 6: Πh
1u

m (first row), vm (second row) and wm (third row) at t = 3 · 10−3 for different values
of γ and c = 10−3 in Test 5.3 (α = 1.5)
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(a) γ = 1.4 (b) γ = 1.75

Figure 7: Πh
1u

m (first row), vm (second row) and wm (third row) at t = 3 · 10−3 for different values
of γ and c = 10−1 in Test 5.3 (α = 1.5)
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