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Abstract

In this paper, we prove a Carleman estimate for fully-discrete approximations of parabolic

operators in which the discrete parameters h and △t are connected to the large Carleman

parameter. We use this estimate to obtain relaxed observability inequalities which yield, by

duality, controllability results for fully-discrete linear and semilinear parabolic equations.
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1 Introduction

For L > 0, let us consider the open interval Ω = (0, L). Let ω be a nonempty subset of Ω. We
consider the linear control system given by





yt − yxx = 1ωv in (0, T )× Ω,

y(t, 0) = y(t, L) = 0 n (0, T )

y(0, x) = g(x) in Ω.

(1)

In (1), y = y(t, x) is the state, v = v(t, x) is the control function acting on the system on ω, and
g ∈ L2(Ω) is a given initial data. Here, 1ω stands for the indicator function of the set ω.

It is well-known that for any g ∈ L2(Ω) and v ∈ L2(ω × (0, T )), system (1) has a unique
weak solution such that y ∈ C([0, T ;L2(Ω)]) ∩ L2(0, T ;H1

0 (Ω)). This regularity motivates the
following definition.

Definition 1.1. System (1) is said to be null-controllable at time T if for any g ∈ L2(Ω), there
exists a control v ∈ L2(ω × (0, T )) such that the corresponding solution satisfies

y(T, ·) = 0 in Ω.

It is by now well-known that (1) is indeed null-controllable for any T > 0 and any nonempty
subset ω ⊂ Ω. In fact, this property holds in any dimension. The problem was addressed
independently in the 90’s in the seminal works by Lebeau & Robbiano [LR95] and Fursikov &
Imanuvilov [FI96]. By duality, the null-controllability of (1) is equivalent to the observability of
the adjoint state. In more detail, for each qT ∈ L2(Ω), consider





−qt − qxx = 0 in (0, T )× Ω,

q(t, 0) = q(t, L) = 0 n (0, T )

q(T, x) = qT (x) in Ω.

(2)

Then, system (1) is null-controllable if and only if there exists Cobs > 0 such that the following
observability inequality holds

|q(0)|L2(Ω) ≤ Cobs

(∫∫

ω×(0,T )
|q|2dxdt

)1/2

. (3)

In this paper, our main interest is to study some controllability and observability properties
for fully-discrete approximations of systems (1) and (2), respectively. As it is pointed out
in [Zua05], it is known that controllability/observability and numerical discretization do not
commute well, however we expect to retain some properties.
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1.1 Discrete setting

Hereinafter, we shall use the notation Ja, bK = [a, b] ∩ N for any real numbers a < b.
For given N,M ∈ N∗, we set the space- and time-discretization parameters △t = T/M and

h = L/(N + 1), respectively. We consider the pairs (tn, xi) with tn = n△t, n ∈ J0,MK, and
xi = ih, i ∈ J0, N + 1K. The numerical approximation of a function f = f(t, x) at a grid point
(tn, xi) will be denoted as

fni := f(tn, xi). (4)

We consider the following fully-discrete system




yn+1 − yn

△t
−∆hy

n+1 = 1ωh
vn+1
h n ∈ J0,M − 1K,

yn+1
0 = yn+1

N+1 = 0 n ∈ J0,M − 1K,

y0 = g i ∈ J1, NK,

(5)

where yn =




yn1
...
ynN


 is the state, vn =




vn1
...
vnN


 is the control, g =




g1
...
gN


 stands for the

initial data g(x) sampled at points xi and

∆h =
1

h2




−2 1
1 −2 1

. . . . . . . . .
1 −2 1

1 −2



.

In (5), 1ωh
stands for an approximation of the continuous indicator function 1ω. A natural

choice is for instance the diagonal N ×N matrix with entries

(1ωh
)i,i =

{
1 if xi ∈ ω,

0 if xi /∈ ω.

For simplicity, hereinafter, we simply denote by 1ω this approximation of the indicator function.
Notice that the fully-discrete system (5) is the result of applying a standard centered finite

difference method for the space variable and an implicit Euler scheme for the time variable to
system (1). Obviously, there are many other ways of discretize system (1) but for the sake of
simplicity we have chosen this method.

As in the continuous case, we can introduce a notion of controllability for the fully-discrete
scheme. More precisely, system (5) is said to be null controllable if for any initial datum g ∈ RN

there exists a sequence {vn+1}n∈J0,M−1K such that the corresponding solution satisfies

yM = 0. (6)

Controllability results for discretized systems can be divided into two main categories: space-
discrete and time-discrete results. Below we give a general panorama of the results available in
the literature.

Space-discrete setting. The controllability of semi-discrete (in space) approximations of
parabolic systems has deserved a lot of attention in the recent past, see, for instance, [LZ98,
LT06, BHLR10a, BHLR10b, BLR14, Ngu14, ABM18, BHSdT19, AB20].
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It comes out that when addressing controllability problems for these kind of systems, the
classical notion of null-controllability (6) might be too strong since it may happen that the
discrete problem is not uniformly controllable with respect to the discretization parameter. Ac-
tually, as shown in [Zua05], there are even counter-examples in 2-D for which a time-continuous
variant of (5) is not even approximately controllable for given h. To handle this problem, it
was proposed in [LT06, Boy13] and other related works to relax the controllability requirements
and consider the so-called φ(h)-controllability. This notion roughly consists in constructing uni-
formly bounded controls such that the norm of the space-discrete solution yh(T ) ∼

√
φ(h) for

some function h 7→ φ(h) tending to 0 as h → 0 and amounts to prove a relaxed version of
inequality (3) (cf. eq. (38)).

In this direction, it was shown in [BHLR10a, BLR14, ABM18] (with three different ap-
proaches: Lebeau-Robbiano method [LR95], Carleman estimates [FI96], and moment’s method
[FR75], respectively) that, for a finite-difference scheme in space and a continuous time vari-
able, the uniform φ(h)-controllability property holds for functions φ(h) that do not tend to
zero faster than some exponential h 7→ e−C/h

α
(we refer to [LT06] for a discussion of Galerkin

approximations).

Time-discrete setting. In the case where only time-discretization is used (i.e. the space
variable remains continuous), the controllability results available in the literature are less com-
pared to the previous setting. Most probably, this comes from the fact that, as pointed out by
[Zhe08], system (5) is not even approximately controllable for any given △t > 0, except for the
trivial case ω = Ω. At the light of this negative result and following the spirit of the space-discrete
case, a natural question that arises is whether the controllability constraint (6) can be relaxed.
In this direction, in [Zhe08], the controllability of (5) is addressed by employing a time-discrete
Lebeau-Robbiano strategy and controlling (uniformly with respect to △t) the projections of so-
lutions over a suitable class of low frequency Fourier components. In [EV10], the authors prove
in a quite general framework that any controllable parabolic equation is null-controllable after
time discretization by applying an adequate filtering of high frequencies. Finally, in [BHS20], the
authors establish a Carleman-type estimate for time-discrete approximations of the parabolic
operator −∂t −∆, allowing them to obtain a φ(△t)-controllability result where a small target
is reached, that is,

|yM |L2(Ω) ≤ C
√
φ(△t)|g|L2(Ω), (7)

where C > 0 is uniform with respect to △t and △t 7→ φ(△t) is a suitable function decaying
exponentially as △t→ 0.

Regarding the controllability of fully-discrete approximations of parabolic systems, as far the
author’s knowledge, there are only two works addressing this problem. As we have mentioned,
in [EV10], the authors prove that for any controllable parabolic equation, the discretization in
time preserves some controllability properties (in the sense of (7)) after some filtering process.
In addition, the authors prove that a similar result holds if a suitable discretization in space
is performed. On the other hand, in the work [BHLR11], the authors extend the semi-discrete
Lebeau-Robbiano method used in [BHLR10a, BHLR10b] and look for conditions between the
discretization parameters h and △t to prove controllability results for fully-discrete approxima-
tions of parabolic control problems.

We remark that the above approaches rely on spectral analysis techniques and the results
are thus limited to linear autonomous control systems. For this reason, in this paper we shall
look to directly prove Carleman-type estimates for fully-discrete parabolic operators and employ
them to prove some controllability results. The main goal and novelty of our approach will allow
us to include in the analysis more general time-dependent coefficients, semi-linear systems or
even coupled equations which are generally out of reach for the spectral techniques.
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0 = x0 x1 x2 xN xN+1 = L

x 1
2

x 3
2

xN+ 1
2

M ∪ ∂M = (xi)i∈J0,N+1K

M = (xi+ 1
2
)i∈J0,MK

Figure 1: Discretization of the space variable and its notation.

In what follows, we shall introduce some notation that allow us to represent system (5) in a
more compact way and also will help us to use later a formalism (differentiation, integration by
parts, and so on) as close as possible to the continuous case. In particular, this will help us to
carry out most of the computations in a very intuitive manner and clarify the exposition of our
main results. First, we set the framework of the discretization in the space variable and then
the one for dealing with the discretization in time. Afterwards, we make some comments about
the combination of the settings.

1.1.1 Discretization-in-space

From the discretization points xi introduced above, we define M := {xi : i ∈ J1,MK}. We refer
to this points as the primal mesh (in space). As expected, we define the boundary values as
∂M = {x0, xN+1}. Additionally, we introduce the points xi+ 1

2
:= (xn+1 − xn)/2 for i ∈ J0, NK

(see Figure 1). In what follows, the set of points M := {xi+ 1
2
: i ∈ J0,MK} will be referred as

the dual mesh (in space).
We denote by RM and RM the set of discrete functions defined on M and M, respectively.

If uM ∈ RM (resp. uM ∈ RM), we denote by ui (resp. ui+ 1
2
) its value corresponding to xi (resp.

xi+ 1
2
). For uM ∈ RM, we define the discrete integral

∫

Ω
uM :=

N∑

i=1

hui (8)

and, analogously, for uM ∈ RM we define

∫

Ω
uM :=

N∑

i=0

hui+ 1
2
. (9)

Remark 1.2. Notice that the discrete integrals (8) and (9) are defined with the same symbol.
Later, we will see that most of the time, from the context, we can infer which integral is being
used. For this reason, to ease the notation, we simply write u to denote functions uM or uM.

For some u ∈ RM, we shall need to associate boundary conditions u∂M = {u0, uN+1}. The
set of such discrete functions will be denoted by RM∪∂M. Homogeneous Dirichlet boundary
conditions consist in the choice u0 = uN+1 = 0 and for short with write u∂M = 0 or u|∂Ω = 0.

With the notation above, we define the following L2-inner product on RM (resp. RM)

(u, v)L2(Ω) :=

∫

Ω
u v =

N∑

i=1

hui vi

(
resp. (u, v)L2(Ω) :=

∫

Ω
uv =

N∑

i=0

hui+ 1
2
vi+ 1

2

)
.

(10)
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The associated norms will be denoted by |u|L2(Ω). Analogously, we define the L∞-norm on RM

(resp. RM) as

|u|L∞(Ω) := sup
i∈J1,NK

|ui| (11)

(
resp. |u|L∞(Ω) := sup

i∈J0,NK
|ui+ 1

2
|

)
. (12)

Often times, we shall use functions restricted to (or defined on) subdomains, e.g., ω ⊂ Ω, where
ω is a nonempty open set. Similar definitions and notations to (10)–(12) will be employed for
such functions. For instance, we define the discrete L2(ω)-norm on RM (resp. RM) by

|u|L2(ω) :=


 ∑

i∈J1,NK, xi∈ω

h|ui|
2




1/2


resp. |u|L2(ω) :=




∑

i∈J0,NK, x
i+1

2
∈ω

h|ui+ 1
2
|2




1/2

 .

(13)

In order to manipulate the discrete functions, we define the following translation operator
for indices

(s+u)i+ 1
2
:= ui+1, (s−u)i+ 1

2
:= ui, i ∈ J0, NK.

A first-order difference operator ∂h and an averaging operator mh are then given by

(∂hu)i+ 1
2
:=

ui+1 − ui
h

=
1

h
(s+u− s

−u)i+ 1
2
, (14)

(mhu)i+ 1
2
= ũi+ 1

2
:=

1

2
(s+u+ s

−u)i+ 1
2
. (15)

Both map RM∪∂M into RM.
Likewise, we define on the dual mesh translation operators s̄

±
h as follows

(s̄+u)i := ui+ 1
2
, (s̄−u)i := ui− 1

2
, i ∈ J1, NK. (16)

Then, a difference operator ∂h and mh (both mapping RM into RM) are naturally given by

(∂hu)i :=
ui+ 1

2
− ui− 1

2

h
=

1

h
(s̄+u− s̄

−u)i, (17)

(mhu)i = ui :=
1

2
(s̄+u+ s̄

−u)i. (18)

Observe that there is no need of boundary conditions at this point. Also notice, what with the
above definitions, we can express (∆hu)i as

(
∂h∂hu

)
i
.

A continuous function ψ defined on Ω can be sampled on the primal mesh, that is ψM =
{ψ(xi) : i ∈ J1, NK}, which we identify to

ψM =
N∑

i=1

1[x
i−1

2
,x

i+1
2
]ψi, ψi = ψ(xi), i ∈ J1, NK.

6



0 = t0 t1 t2 tM−1 tM = T

t 1
2

t 3
2

tM− 1
2

tM+ 1
2

P = (tn)n∈J0,MK

D = (tn+ 1
2
)n∈J0,MK

Figure 2: Discretization of the time variable and its notation.

We also set

ψ∂M = {ψ(x0), ψ(xN+1)} = {ψ(0), ψ(L)},

ψM∪∂M = {ψ(xi) : i ∈ J0, N + 1K} .

The function ψ can be sampled also on the dual mesh, more precisely,

ψM =
{
ψ(xi+ 1

2
) : i ∈ J0, NK

}

which we identify to

ψM =
N∑

i=0

1[xi,xi+1]ψi+ 1
2
, ψi+ 1

2
= ψ(xi+ 1

2
), i ∈ J0, NK.

In the remainder of this document, we simply use the symbol ψ for both the continuous function
and its sampling on the primal or dual meshes. As we have mentioned before, from the context,
one is able to identify the appropriate sampling. For instance, for a function u defined on the
primal mesh M, in an expression like ∂h(ρ∂h) where ρ : Ω → R is a continuous given function,
it is clear that ρ is being sampled on the dual mesh M since ∂h is defined on this mesh and the
operator ∂h acts on functions defined on this mesh as well.

All of these definitions, together with the integrals (8) and (9), allow us to obtain a series
of results for handling in a quite natural way the application of the derivatives ∂h and ∂h to
continuous or discrete functions. For convenience, we have summarized in Appendix A the main
tools and estimates for discrete functions (in space). As an example, for functions u ∈ RM∪∂M

and v ∈ RM, we have the following useful formula
∫

Ω
u(∂hv) = −

∫

Ω
(∂hv)u+ uN+1gN+ 1

2
− u0v 1

2
,

which resembles classical integration-by-parts formula.

1.1.2 Discretization-in-time

Here, we devote to introduce some notations and definitions to handle effectively the discretiza-
tion of the time variable. We recall that for given M ∈ N∗, we have set △t = T/M and
consider points tn = n△t, n ∈ J0,MK. We also introduce the points tn+ 1

2
:= (tn+1 − tn)/2 for

n ∈ J0,M − 1K (see Figure 2).
From these, we will denote by P := {tn : n ∈ J1,MK} the (primal) set of points excluding

the first one and we write P := P ∪ {t0}. Analogous to the space variable, to handle the
approximation of time derivatives, we will work with the (dual) points tn+ 1

2
. Its collection will

be defined as D := {tn+ 1
2
: n ∈ J0,M − 1K}. It will be convenient to consider also an extra point

{tM+ 1
2
} which lies outside the time interval [0, T ] (see Figure 2) and to write D := P ∪{TM+ 1

2
}.

Observe that both P and D have a total number of M points.
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We denote by RP and RD the sets of real-valued discrete functions defined on P and D. If
uP ∈ RP (resp. uD ∈ RD), we denote by un (resp. un+

1
2 ) its value corresponding to tn (resp.

tn+ 1
2
). For u ∈ RP we define the time-discrete integral

∫ T

0
uP :=

M∑

n=1

△t un, (19)

and for uD ∈ RD we define

—
∫ T

0
uD :=

M−1∑

n=0

△t un+
1
2 . (20)

Remark 1.3. For the time-discrete case, we have decided to use different symbols to define the
integrals. For this reason, in what follows we shall write u indistinctly to refer to functions uP

or uD.

Let {X, | · |X} be a real Banach space. Obviously, X can be a finite or infinite dimensional
space. We denote by XP and XD the sets of vector-valued functions defined on P and D,
respectively. Using definitions (19) and (20), we denote by LpP(0, T ;X) (resp. LpD(0, T ;X)),
1 ≤ p <∞, the space XP (resp. XD) endowed with the norm

‖u‖Lp
P
(0,T ;X) :=

(∫ T

0
|u|pX

)1/p
(

resp. ‖u‖Lp
D
(0,T ;X) :=

(
—
∫ T

0
|u|pX

)1/p
)
.

We also define the space L∞
P
(0, T ;X) (resp. L∞

D
(0, T ;X)) by means of the norm

‖u‖L∞
P
(0,T ;X) := sup

n∈J1,MK
|un|X

(
resp. ‖u‖L∞

D
(0,T ;X) := sup

n∈J0,M−1K
|un+

1
2 |X

)
. (21)

In the case where p = 2 and X is replaced by a Hilbert space {H, (·, ·)H}, HP (resp. HD)
becomes a Hilbert space for the norm induced by the inner product

∫ T

0
(u, v)H :=

M∑

n=1

△t (un, vn)H

(
resp. —

∫ T

0
(u, v)H :=

M−1∑

n=0

△t (un+
1
2 , vn+

1
2 )H

)
. (22)

To manipulate time-discrete functions, we define translation operators t
+ : XP → XD and

t
− : XP → XD as follows:

(t+u)n+
1
2 := un+1, (t−u)n+

1
2 := un, n ∈ J0,M − 1K.

With this, we can define a difference operator Dt as the map from XP into XD given by

(Dtu)
n+ 1

2 :=
un+1 − un

△t
=

(
1

△t

(
t
+ − t

−
)
u

)n+ 1
2

, n ∈ J0,M − 1K.

In the same manner, we can define the translation operators t̄+ : XD → XP and t̄
− : XD →

XP as follows:
(t̄+u)n := un+

1
2 , (t̄−u)n = un−

1
2 , n ∈ J1,MK, (23)

as well as a difference operator Dt (mapping XD into XP) given by

(Dtu)
n :=

un+
1
2 − un−

1
2

△t
=

(
1

△t

(
t̄
+ − t̄

−
)
u

)n
, n ∈ J1,MK.
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As in the previous section, these definitions allow us to readily handle the evaluation of
continuous functions on the primal and dual meshes P and D. Also, the notation here allow us
to present an integration-by-parts (in time) formula in a natural way. For instance, in the case
of (22), for functions u ∈ HP and v ∈ HDwe have

—
∫ T

0
(Dtu, v)H = −(u0, v

1
2 )H + (uM , vM+ 1

2 )H −

∫ T

0
(Dtv, u)H .

A summary with other useful formulas and estimates are presented in Appendix A.

1.1.3 Combining the effects of time- and space-discretization

With the notation introduced in the time-discrete setting, we can combine easily the effects
of the discretization in space and define the functional spaces we shall work with. Let us set
H = RM (resp. H = RM) endowed with the L2 inner product (10). Observe that (RM)P = RM×P

(resp. (RM)P = RM×P). Then, for fully discrete functions u ∈ RM×P (resp. u ∈ RM×P), we can
combine (10) and (22) to define the L2-inner product

∫∫

Q
uv :=

∫ T

0
(u, u)L2(Ω) =

M∑

n=1

△t
N∑

i=1

huni v
n
i (24)

(
resp.

∫∫

Q
uv :=

∫ T

0
(u, u)L2(Ω) =

M∑

n=1

△t
N∑

i=0

hun
i+ 1

2
vn
i+ 1

2

)
. (25)

As before, from the context, we will deduce which integral is being used for the space variable.
The same idea holds for functions u ∈ RM×D (resp. u ∈ RM×D). In this case, we have

—
∫∫

Q
uv := —

∫ T

0
(u, u)L2(Ω) =

M−1∑

n=0

△t
N∑

i=1

hu
n+ 1

2
i v

n+ 1
2

i (26)

(
resp. —

∫∫

Q
uv := —

∫ T

0
(u, u)L2(Ω) =

M−1∑

n=0

△t
N∑

i=0

hu
n+ 1

2

i+ 1
2

v
n+ 1

2

i+ 1
2

)
. (27)

For short and in accordance with the notation used in the continuous case, we will denote the
Hilbert space L2

P
(0, T ;RM) (resp. L2

P
(0, T ;RM)) induced by the inner product (24) (resp. (25))

as L2
P
(Q). We introduce the analogous notation L2

D
(Q) for functions belonging to the Hilbert

spaces L2
D
(0, T ;RM) and L2

D
(0, T ;RM) with norms induced by (26)–(27).

As we have mentioned, often times we shall work with functions restricted or defined on
subdomains. In this case, we also adopt a standard notation used in the continuous case. For
instance, using (13), we define

∫∫

ω×(0,T )
uv :=

∫ T

0
(u, v)L2(ω) =

M∑

n=1

△t


 ∑

i∈J1,NK, xi∈ω

huni v
n
i


 .

We use analogous notations by changing the integral symbol
∫

for —
∫

. The corresponding spaces
induced by such inner products will be denoted by L2

P
(ω × (0, T )) and L2

D
(ω × (0, T )).

For our purposes, another important functional space to consider is L∞
P
(Q). This space can

be naturally obtained by considering (21) and X = RM (resp. X = RM) endowed with the norm

9



(11) (resp. (12)), this is,

‖u‖L∞
P
(Q) := ‖u‖L∞

P
(0,T ;RM) = sup

n∈J1,MK
sup

i∈J1,NK
|uni |

(
‖u‖L∞

P
(Q) := ‖u‖

L∞
P
(0,T ;RM)

= sup
n∈J1,MK

sup
i∈J0,NK

|un
i+ 1

2

|

)
.

Similar ideas can be used to construct and denote the space L∞
D
(Q).

1.2 Statement of the main results

1.2.1 Carleman estimate

To state one of our main result, we introduce several weight functions that will be used in the
remainder of this paper. We begin by considering a function ψ fulfilling the following assumption.

Assumption 1.4. Let B0 be a nonempty open set of Ω. Let Ω̃ be a smooth open and connected

neighborhood of Ω in RN . The function x 7→ φ(x) is in Ck(Ω̃;R) with k sufficiently large, and
satisfies for some c > 0

ψ > 0 in Ω̃, |∇ψ| ≥ c in Ω̃ \ B0,

and ∂nxψ(x) ≤ −c < 0, for x ∈ V∂Ω,

where V∂Ω is a sufficiently small neighborhood of ∂Ω in Ω̃, in which the outward unit normal nx
is extended from ∂Ω.

The construction of such function in general smooth domains is classical (see e.g. [FI96,
Lemma 1.1]). In our particular one dimensional setting, we can take a point x0 ∈ B0 and
consider ψ(x) = C − (x− x0)

2 for C > 0 large enough.
Let K > ‖ψ‖C(Ω) and consider a parameter λ > 0. We set

ϕ(x) = eλψ(x) − eλK < 0, φ(x) = eλψ(x), (28)

and

θ(t) =
1

(t+ δT )(T + δT − t)
(29)

for some 0 < δ < 1/2. The parameter δ is introduced to avoid singularities at time t = 0 and
t = T .

We state our first result, a uniform Carleman estimate for the fully-discrete backward
parabolic operator formally defined on the dual grid (in time) as follows

(LDq)
n := −(Dtq)

n −∆h(t̄
−q)n, n ∈ J1,MK, (30)

for any q ∈ (RM)D. The result is the following.

Theorem 1.5. Let B0 be a nonempty set of Ω, ψ be a function verifying Assumption 1.4 and
define ϕ according to (28). Let B be another open subset of Ω such that B0 ⊂⊂ B. For the
parameter λ ≥ 1 sufficiently large, there exist C > 0, τ0 ≥ 1, h0 > 0, ǫ0 > 0, depending on B,

10



B0, T and λ such that

τ−1

∫∫

Q
t̄
−(e2τθϕθ−1)

(
|Dtq|

2 + |∆h(t̄
−q)|2

)
+ τ

∫∫

Q
t̄
−(e2τθϕθ)|∂h(t̄

−q)|2

+ τ

∫∫

Q
t̄
−(e2τθϕθ)|∂h(t̄−q)|

2 + τ3
∫∫

Q
t̄
−(e2τθϕθ3)(t̄−q)2

≤ C

(∫∫

Q
t̄
−(e2τθϕ)|LDq|

2 + τ3
∫∫

B×(0,T )
t̄
−(e2τθϕθ3)(t̄−q)2

)

+ Ch−2

(∫

Ω

∣∣∣(eτθϕq) 1
2

∣∣∣
2
+

∫

Ω

∣∣∣(eτθϕq)M+ 1
2

∣∣∣
2
)

(31)

for all τ ≥ τ0(T + T 2), 0 < h ≤ h0, △t > 0 and 0 < δ ≤ 1/2 satisfying the conditions

τ4△t

δ4T 6
≤ ǫ0 and

τh

δT 2
≤ ǫ0, (32)

and q is any fully-discrete function in (RM∪∂M)D with (q|∂Ω)
n− 1

2 = 0, n ∈ J1,MK.

To prove our fully-discrete Carleman estimate, we follow as close as possible the well-known
methodology introduced in [FI96] for the continuous setting. During the proof, we will use some
tools and estimates that have been proved in other related works in the space- and time-discrete
settings (see [BLR14] and [BHS20], respectively), but some results are new and specific to the
fully-discrete case. We clarify this during the proof.

Even though the parameter δ does not appear explicitly in (31) since it is hidden in the
definition of (29), this parameter plays a key role during the proof. We use it to avoid singularities
at time t = 0 and t = T (which correspond to the case δ = 0 and are systematically used in
the continous setting, see [FI96, FCG06], but which are somehow inconvenient at the discrete
level). Here, by taking δ > 0, we are able to obtain time- and space-discrete derivatives of the
Carleman weights and set a suitable change of variable, which is the starting point of the proof.

Remark 1.6. The following remarks are in order.

• We can readily recognize in (31) the structure of the continuous Carleman inequality (cf.
[FCG06, Lemma 1.3]) but, as usual, the last two terms are specific to the discrete case.
These terms appear naturally during the proof and cannot be avoided. Otherwise, we
would have obtained a non-relaxed observability inequality leading to a uniform controlla-
bility result which is not true. Also notice that some conditions connecting the Carleman
parameter τ and the discretization parameters h and △t appear in (91). These basically
state that, unlike the continuous case, we cannot take τ as large as we want without paying
the price of decreasing the size of the discretization parameters. As we will see later, this
is not a limitation for proving controllability results for fully-discrete systems.

• Even if the last two terms of (31) have a factor h−2 in front, we can make them exponen-
tially small by connecting parameter δ and h. Actually, for controllability purposes, we
can take δ of order h1/ϑ for a parameter ϑ ∈ J1, 4K to prove the smallness of these terms.
Note, however, that by doing so, a natural condition relating h and △t should appear.
As we will see later, we have to take △t of order h4/ϑ to prove a controllability result
for our system. A condition like this is expected and similar ones have appeared in other
works addressing the controllability of fully-discrete parabolic systems, see [BHLR11] and
[Boy13].
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1.2.2 Controllability results

For a potential a ∈ L∞
P
(Q), we consider the sequence y = {yn}n∈J0,MK verifying the recursive

formula 



yn+1 − yn

△t
−∆hy

n+1 + an+1yn+1 = 0 n ∈ J0,M − 1K,

yn+1
|∂Ω = 0 n ∈ J0,M − 1K,

y0 = g.

(33)

With the notation introduced previously, we can compactly rewrite (33) as
{
(Dty)

n+ 1
2 −∆h(t

+y)n+
1
2 + (t+ay)n+

1
2 = 0 n ∈ J0,M − 1K,

y0 = g.
(34)

For convenience, we shall not make explicit the boundary conditions in such compact formu-
las since we will devote our analysis only to systems with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary
conditions.

Observe that the equation verified by y is written in the dual (in time) grid D. This motivates
us to look for discrete controls defined on this grid and consider controlled systems of the form

{
(Dty)

n+ 1
2 −∆h(t

+y)n+
1
2 + (t+ay)n+

1
2 = 1ωv

n+ 1
2 n ∈ J0,M − 1K,

y0 = g.
(35)

Of course, we could have used the notation (t+v)n+
1
2 in agreement with the control appearing

in system (5) but, as we will see below, this is a more comfortable and natural approach.
Following the so-called Hilbert Uniqueness Method (see [GLH08]), it is possible to build a

control function by minimizing a quadratic functional defined for the solutions to the adjoint of
(33). The strategy is as follows.

The adjoint equation to (33) is given by recursive formula




qn−
1
2 − qn+

1
2

△t
−∆hq

n− 1
2 + anqn−

1
2 = 0 n ∈ J1,MK,

q
n− 1

2

|∂Ω = 0 n ∈ J1,MK,

qM+ 1
2 = qT ,

(36)

where qT ∈ RM is a given initial datum. With our notation, we can rewrite (36) in the compact
form {

−(Dtq)
n −∆h(t̄

−q)n + an(t̄−q)n = 0 n ∈ J1,MK,

qM+ 1
2 = qT .

(37)

Using the Carleman inequality (31), we can prove a relaxed observability inequality of the
form

|q
1
2 |L2(Ω) ≤ Cobs

(
—
∫∫

ω×(0,T )
|q|2 + e−C2/h1/ϑ |qT |

2
L2(Ω)

) 1
2

, (38)

where ϑ ∈ J1, 4K and the positive constants C2 and Cobs only depend on T , ω and ‖a‖L∞
P
(Q).

Comparing with the results obtained in the time- and space-discrete cases in [BLR14] and
[BHS20], a new parameter ϑ appears here due to the fully-discrete nature of our problem.
Indeed, as we will see in Proposition 3.1, inequality (38) holds for parameters △t and h chosen
sufficiently small and such that △t ≤ T−2h4/ϑ. In this way, as h tends to 0, △t→ 0 as well and
we recover the well-known result in the continuous case. See Section 4.2 for a further discussion.
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With (38) at hand, we can prove that the fully-discrete quadratic functional

Jh,△t(qT ) =
1

2
—
∫∫

ω×(0,T )
|q|2 +

φ(h)

2
|qT |L2(Ω) + (g, q

1
2 )L2(Ω)

has a unique minimizer q̂T . By taking v = 1ω q̂, where q̂ is the solution to (37) with initial datum
q̂T , we can prove that ‖v‖L2

D
(ω×(0,T )) ≤ C uniformly with respect to h and △t and that

|yM |L2(Ω) ≤ C
√
φ(h)|g|L2(Ω), (39)

where h 7→ φ(h) is any given function of the discretization parameter such that

lim inf
h→0

φ(h)

e−C2/h1/ϑ
> 0 (40)

and
△t ≤ T−2h4/ϑ. (41)

This indicates that in fact we reach a small target yM whose size goes to zero as h → 0 at
the prescribed rate

√
φ(h) with controls that remain uniformly bounded with respect to h and

△t.
Our main controllability reads as follows.

Theorem 1.7. Let T > 0, ϑ ∈ J1, 4K and assume that h > 0 is sufficiently small. Then, for
any g ∈ RM, any function φ(h) verifying (40), and any △t > 0 verifying (41), there exists a
fully-discrete control v ∈ L2

D
(ω × (0, T )) such that

‖v‖L2
D
(ω×(0,T )) ≤ C|g|L2(Ω)

and such that the corresponding controlled solution y to (33) satisfies (39), for a positive constant
C only depending on φ, T , ω and ‖a‖L∞

P
(Q).

Remark 1.8. In practice, the rate
√
φ(h) can be chosen in agreement with the accuracy of

the discretization scheme, while the parameter ϑ gives us freedom at the moment of setting the
relation between h and △t (see eq. (41)), which typically amounts to choose △t ≈ h. We refer
to [Boy13, Section 4] and [BHLR11, Section 4] for a more detailed discussion.

One of the main advantages of proving a fully-discrete Carleman estimate is that we can drop
the spectral analysis techniques used in previous works (usually restricted to linear problems)
and we can prove controllability results for semilinear systems. In fact, we can extend the
previous theorem and study the controllability of the fully-discrete system





yn+1 − yn

△t
−∆hy

n+1 + f(yn+1) = 1ωv
n+ 1

2 n ∈ J0,M0 − 1K

yn+1
|∂Ω = 0 n ∈ J0,M0 − 1K,

y0 = g,

(42)

where f ∈ C1(R) is a globally Lipschitz function with f(0) = 0. The result reads as follows.

Theorem 1.9. Let T > 0, ϑ ∈ J1, 4K and assume that h > 0 is sufficiently small. Then, for
any g ∈ RM, any function φ(h) verifying (40), and any △t > 0 verifying (41), there exists
a uniformly bounded fully-discrete control v ∈ L2

D
(0, T ;RM) such that the associated controlled

solution y to (42) verifies |yM |L2(Ω) ≤ C
√
φ(h)|g|L2(Ω), with C > 0 only depending on φ, T , ω

and f .
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The proof of Theorem 1.9 follows other well-known controllability results for semilinear
systems (see, for instance, see e.g. [FPZ95, FCZ00]). First, we prove the existence of a φ(h)-null
control for a linearized version of (42) and then, after a careful analysis on the dependence of the
constants appearing in (38), we can use a standard fixed point argument to deduce the result
for the nonlinear case.

1.3 Outline

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we present the proof of Theorem 1.5.
As in the continuous case, the proof roughly consists in writing a new equation after conjugation
with the Carleman weight, splitting the resulting equation into two parts and then estimating
the L2 product between those two parts. To ease the reading, we have divided the proof in
several parts and indicating clearly the procedure developed in each of them.

Section 3 is devoted to the application of the fully-discrete Carleman estimate to obtain
controllability results. We divide it in two parts: in the first one, using estimate (31), we derive
a relaxed observability inequality, where we will pay special attention to the connection between
the parameters h, △t and δ. Then, this result is used to obtain the φ(h)-controllability results
in Theorems 1.7 and 1.9.

Finally, we devote Section 4 to present additional results and remarks regarding fully-discrete
Carleman estimates as well as the possible applications for handling less traditional control
problems.

2 Fully-discrete Carleman estimate

In this section, we present the proof of Theorem 1.5. For the sake of presentation, we have
divided the proof in various steps and lemmas. The ideas presented here follow as close as
possible the proofs presented in the classical continuous setting (see e.g. [FI96, FCG06]).

As in other related works, we will keep track of the dependence of all constants with respect
to λ, τ and T . Also, in accordance with the discrete nature of our problem, we will pay special
attention of the dependence with respect to the discrete parameters h, △t and δ.

2.1 The change of variable

To abridge the notation, we introduce the following instrumental functions

s(t) = τθ(t), τ > 0, t ∈ (−δT, T + δT ),

r(t, x) = es(t)ϕ(x), ρ(t, x) = (r(t, x))−1, x ∈ Ω̃, t ∈ (−δT, T + δT ).

For q ∈ (RM)D we introduce the change of variables

zn+
1
2 = rn+

1
2 qn+

1
2 , n ∈ J0,MK,

with rn+
1
2 defined as

rn+
1
2 =




r
n+ 1

2
1
...

r
n+ 1

2
N


 .

where we recall notation (4).
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As in [BLR14], the enlarged neighborhood Ω̃ of Ω in Assumption 1.4 allows us to apply
multiple discrete operations such as ∂h, mh on the weight functions. In particular, from the
construction of ψ, we have

(r∂hρ)
n+ 1

2
0 ≤ 0, (r∂hρ)

n+ 1
2

N+1 ≥ 0, n ∈ J0,M − 1K. (43)

Hereinafter, we will simplify the notation in such kind of formulas by omitting the superscript
n and simply write z = rq which implicitly means that the continuous function r is evaluated
on the same time-grid (primal or dual) and at the same time point as the one attached to the
discrete variable q.

Our first task is to obtain an expression of the equation verified by z. From the change of
variables proposed, we have that q = ρz and using Lemma A.1 we readily see

∆h[ρz] = ∂h∂h[ρz] = ∂h(∂hρ)z̃ + ∂h∂h(z)ρ̃+ 2∂hz ∂hρ

= ∆hρz̃ +∆hzρ̃+ 2∂hz ∂hρ. (44)

This clearly resembles the classical Leibniz formula in the continuous case. Then, using the
translation operator (23) we can write the following equality on the primal grid P

t̄
−(∆h[ρz]) = t̄

−(∆hρ z̃) + t̄
−(∆hz ρ̃) + 2t̄−(∂hz ∂hρ). (45)

On the other hand, using (137), we have

Dt(ρz) = (t̄−ρ)Dtz +Dtρ (t̄
+z). (46)

Thus, multiplying (45), (46) by (t̄−r), adding the resulting expressions and using identity
(30), we obtain

Dtz + (t̄−r)Dtρ(t̄
+z) + t̄

−(r∆hρz̃) + t̄
−(r∆hzρ̃) + 2t̄−(r∂hρ ∂hz) = (t̄−r)(LDq). (47)

Using Lemma A.14 in the second term of the above expression yields

Dtz − τ(t̄−θ′)ϕ(t̄+z) +△t

(
τ

δ3T 4
+

τ2

δ4T 6
Oλ(1)

)
(t̄+z) + t̄

−(r∆hρz̃)

+ t̄
−(r∆hzρ̃) + 2t̄−(r∂hρ ∂hz) = (t̄−r)(LDq).

whence, using that △tDtz = (t̄+z)− (t̄−z), we get

Dtz − τϕ t̄−(θ′z) + t̄
−(r∆hρz̃) + t̄

−(r∆hzρ̃) + 2t̄−(r∂hρ ∂hz)

= (t̄−r)(LDq)−△t

(
τ

δ3T 4
+

τ2

δ4T 6

)
Oλ(1)(t̄

+z) + τ△t(t̄−θ′)ϕDtz. (48)

In the spirit of the continuous case, we rearrange (48) and write it in the form

Az +Bz = R, (49)

where Az = A1z +A2z +A3z, Bz = B1z +B2z +B3z with

A1z = t̄
−(rρ̃∆hz), A2z = t̄

−(r∆hρz̃), A3z = −τϕt̄−(θ′z), (50)

B1z = 2t̄−(r∂hρ ∂hz), B2z = −2t̄−(s∂xxφz), B3z = Dtz, (51)
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and

R = (t̄−r)(LDq)−△t

(
τ

δ3T 4
+

τ2

δ4T 6

)
Oλ(1)(t̄

+z) + τ△t(t̄−θ′)ϕDtz − 2t̄−(s∂xxφz). (52)

With the notation introduced in Section 1.1, we take the L2-norm in (49) and obtain

‖Az‖2L2
P
(Q) + ‖Bz‖2L2

P
(Q) + 2(Az,Bz)L2

P
(Q) = ‖R‖2L2

P
(Q) . (53)

As in other works devoted to prove Carleman estimates, the rest of the proof consists on
estimating the term (Az,Bz)L2

P
(Q). For clarity, we have divided it in several steps. Developing

the inner product (Az,Bz)L2
P
(Q), we set Iij := (Aiz,Biz)L2

D
(Q).

2.2 Estimates involving only space-discrete computations

In this step, we provide estimates for the terms Iij with i, j = 1, 2. Such terms can be estimated
by only operating on the discrete variable in space. Indeed, the discrete time variable plays a
very minor role and the proofs can be easily adapted from similar estimates already presented
in [BLR14] for the space-discrete case. However, the computations shown in that work are made
for a more general framework and with a heavier notation. For this reason, we give short and
concise proofs of these estimates on Appendix B.

The first estimate reads as follows.

Lemma 2.1 (Estimate of I11). For △tτ(T 3δ2)−1 ≤ 1 and τh(δT 2)−1 ≤ 1, we have

I11 ≥ −τλ2
∫∫

Q
(t̄−θ)φ|∂xψ|

2|∂h(t̄
−z)|2 + Y h11 −Xh

11,

with

Y h
11 =

∫ T

0
(1 + (t̄−sh)2Oλ(1))

[
t̄
−(r∂hρ)N+1

∣∣∂h(t̄−z)
∣∣2
N+ 1

2
− t̄

−(r∂hρ)0
∣∣∂h(t̄−z)

∣∣2
1
2

]

and

Xh
11 =

∫∫

Q
(t̄−ν11)|∂h(t̄

−z)|2, ν11 = sλO(1) + s(sh)2Oλ(1).

For the term I12, we have the following.

Lemma 2.2 (Estimate of I12). For △tτ(T 3δ2)−1 ≤ 1 and τh(δT 2)−1 ≤ 1, we have

I12 ≥ 2τλ2
∫∫

Q
(t̄−θ)φ|∂xψ|

2|∂h(t̄
−z)|2 −Xh

12,

with

X12 =

∫∫

Q
(t̄−ν12)|∂h(t̄

−z)|2 +

∫∫

Q
(t̄−µ12)(t̄

−z)2,

where µ12 = s2Oλ(1) and ν12 = sλφO(1) + [1 + s(sh)]Oλ(1).

The term I21 is estimated in the following result.

Lemma 2.3 (Estimate of I21). For △tτ(T 3δ2)−1 ≤ 1 and τh(δT 2)−1 ≤ 1, we have

I21 ≥ 3τ3λ4
∫∫

Q
(t̄−θ)3φ3|∂xψ|

4(t̄−z)2 + Y h
21 −Xh

21,
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with

Y h
21 =

∫ T

0
(t̄−sh)2Oλ(1)

{
t̄
−
(
r∂hρ

)
0

∣∣∂h(t̄−z)
∣∣2
N+ 1

2
+ t̄

−
(
r∂hρ

)
N+1

∣∣∂h(t̄−z)
∣∣2
N+ 1

2

}

and

Xh
21 =

∫∫

Q
(t̄−µ21)(t̄

−z)2 +

∫∫

Q
(t̄−ν21)|∂h(t̄

−z)|2,

where µ21 = (sλφ)3O(1) + s2Oλ(1) + s3(sh)2Oλ(1) and ν21 = s(sh)2Oλ(1).

Finally, I22 can be estimate as follows.

Lemma 2.4 (Estimate of I22). For △tτ(T 3δ2)−1 ≤ 1 and τh(δT 2)−1 ≤ 1, we have

I21 ≥ −2τ3λ4
∫∫

Q
(t̄−θ)3φ3|∂xψ|

4(t̄−z)2 −Xh
22,

with

Xh
22 =

∫∫

Q
(t̄−µ22)(t̄

−z)2 +

∫∫

Q
(t̄−ν21)|∂h(t̄

−z)|2,

where µ22 = (sλφ)3O(1) + s2Oλ(1) + s3(sh)Oλ(1) and ν22 = s(sh)2Oλ(1).

2.3 Estimates involving time-discrete computations

In this step, we will estimate the terms I31, I32, and I33. These terms require time-discrete
computations combined with some space-discrete operations but can be done without major
issues. In fact, the effects of both schemes can be manipulated in a separated way and do not
require any major change as compared to the works [BLR14] or [BHS20].

We have the following result.

Lemma 2.5 (Estimate of I31). For △tτ(T 3δ2)−1 ≤ 1 and τh(δT 2)−1 ≤ 1, we have

I31 ≥ −Xh,△t

31 ,

with

Xh,△t

31 =

∫∫

Q
(t̄−µ31)(t̄

−z)2 +

∫∫

Q
(t̄−ν31)|∂h(t̄

−z)|2,

where µ31 = Ts2θOλ(1) and ν31 = T (sh)2θOλ(1).

The proof of this result can be found in Appendix B.2.
For the term I32, we have the following.

Lemma 2.6 (Estimate of I32). For △tτ(T 3δ2)−1 ≤ 1 and τh(δT 2)−1 ≤ 1, we have

I33 ≥ −X△t

32

with

X△t

32 =

∫∫

Q
(t̄−µ32)(t̄

−z)2,

where µ32 = Ts2θOλ(1).

Proof. The proof follows from a direct computation and taking into accout that |θ′| ≤ CTθ2,
‖ϕ‖C(Ω) = Oλ(1) and ‖∂xxφ‖∞ = Oλ(1).
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Lemma 2.7 (Estimate of I33). For △tτ(T 3δ2)−1 ≤ 1 and τh(δT 2)−1 ≤ 1, we have

I33 ≥ −X△t

33 −W△t

33 ,

with

X△t

33 =

∫∫

Q
(t̄−µ33)(t̄

−z)2

and

W△t

33 =

∫∫

Q
(t̄−γ33)(Dtz)

2, (54)

where µ33 = (τT 2θ3 + τ△t
δ4T 5 )Oλ(1) and γ33 = △tτTθ2Oλ(1)

The proof of this result can be found in Appendix B.2.

2.4 A new fully-discrete estimate

Here, we present a result that arises specifically in the fully-discrete case. Indeed, the combined
effect of time- and space-discrete computations is needed and the proof requires of some new
estimates shown in Appendix A. The result reads as follows.

Lemma 2.8 (Estimate of I13+I23). For △tτ2(δ4T 6)−1 ≤ ǫ1(λ) and τh(δT 2)−1 ≤ ǫ1(λ), there
exist constants cλ, c′λ > 0 uniform with respect to △t and h such that

I13 + I23 ≥ c′λ△t

∫∫

Q

(
Dt(∂hz)

)2
− cλ

∫

Ω

∣∣∣(∂hz)M+ 1
2

∣∣∣
2
−Xh,△t

+ −W h,△t

+

−

∫

Ω
(sM+ 1

2 )2Oλ(1)|z
M+ 1

2 |2 −

∫

Ω
(s

1
2 )2Oλ(1)|z

1
2 |2

−

∫

Ω
(sM+ 1

2h)2Oλ(1)|(∂hz)
M+ 1

2 |2 −

∫

Ω
(s

1
2h)2Oλ(1)|(∂hz)

1
2 |2, (55)

with

Xh,△t

+ =

∫∫

Q
(t̄−µ+)(t̄

−z)2 +

∫∫

Q
(t̄−ν+)|∂h(t̄

−z)|2

and

W h,△t

+ =

∫∫

Q
(t̄−γ+)(Dtz)

2, (56)

where

ν+ :=

{
Tθ(sh)2 + s(sh)2 +

(
τ△t

δ3T 4

)(
τh

δT 2

)
+

(
τ2△t

δ4T 6

)
+

(
τ△t

δ3T 4

)(
τh

δT 2

)3
}
Oλ(1),

µ+ :=

{
Ts2θ +

(
τ2△t

δ4T 6

)
+

(
τ△t

δ3T 4

)(
τh

δT 2

)3
}
Oλ(1),

γ+ :=
{
s−1(sh)2 +△ts2

}
Oλ(1).

The proof of this result can be found in Appendix B.3. Although very similar, this result
is new as compared to the works [BLR14] and [BHS20]. Here, we decided to estimate I13 and
I23 together since the first term in the right-hand side of (55) (which is positive) arises in the
estimation of I13 and allows to control similar terms obtained while estimating I23. This comes
at the price of imposing new size constraints on the parameters τ, h and △t.

Remark 2.9. We remark that in the continuous case the estimate of I13+I23 reduces to merely
the first term of µ+. In particular, I23 = 0.
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2.5 Towards the Carleman estimate

In this step, we start to build our fully-discrete Carleman inequality. First, we present the
following estimate for the right-hand side.

Lemma 2.10 (Estimate of the norm of R). For △tτ(T 3δ2)−1 ≤ 1 and τh(δT 2)−1 ≤ 1, there
exists a constant Cλ > 0 uniform with respect to h and △t such that

‖R‖2L2
P
(Q) ≤ Cλ

(∫∫

Q
(t̄−r)2|LDq|

2 +X△t
g +W△t

g

)

+ Cλ

[(
△tτ

δ3T 4

)2

+

(
△tτ2

δ4T 6

)2
](∫

Ω
|zM+ 1

2 |2
)
,

with

X△t
g =

∫∫

Q
(t̄−µg)(t̄

−z)2

and

W△t
g =

∫∫

Q
(t̄−γg)(Dtz)

2,

where µg = s2 +

[(
△tτ
δ3T 4

)2
+
(
△tτ2

δ4T 6

)2]
and γg = T 2(τ△t)2θ4 + τ2(△t)4

δ6T 8 .

The proof of this result follows from successive applications of triangle and Young inequalities
and can be carried out exactly as in [BHS20, Proof of Lemma 2.2], thus we omit the proof.

Using the estimates obtained in Lemmas 2.1 through 2.10 in identity (53), we have that
for 0 < △tτ2(δ4T 6)−1 ≤ ǫ1(λ) and 0 < τh(δT 2)−1 ≤ ǫ1(λ) there exists a positive constant Cλ
uniform with respect to τ and △t such that

‖Az‖2L2
P
(Q) + ‖Bz‖2L2

P
(Q) + 2τλ2

∫∫

Q
(t̄−θ)φ|∂xψ|

2|∂h(t̄
−z)|2

+ 2τ3λ4
∫∫

Q
(t̄−θ)3φ3|∂xψ|

4(t̄−z)2 + 2Y

≤ Cλ

(∫∫

Q
(t̄−r)2|LDq|

2 +

∫

Ω
(sM+ 1

2 )2(zM+ 1
2 )2 +

∫

Ω
(s

1
2 )2(z

1
2 )2 +

∫

Ω
|(∂hz)

M+ 1
2 |2
)

+ Cλ

(∫

Ω
(sM+ 1

2h)2|(∂hz)
M+ 1

2 |2 +

∫

Ω
(s

1
2h)2|(∂hz)

1
2 |2
)
+ 2X + 2W, (57)

where Y := Y h
11 + Y h

21 and

W :=W△t

33 +W h,△t

+ +W△t
g , (58)

X :=

2∑

i,j=1

Xh
ij +Xh,△t

31 +X△t

32 +X△t

33 +Xh,△t

+ +X△t
g . (59)

As in other discrete Carleman works, the term Y can be dropped. In fact, we have

Lemma 2.11. For all λ > 0, there exists 0 < ǫ2(λ) < ǫ1(λ) such that for 0 < τh(δT 2)−1 ≤ ǫ2(λ),
we have Y ≥ 0.
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Proof. The proof of this result is straightforward. Shifting the time integral, we notice that Y
can be written as

Y = —
∫ T

0
(r∂hρ)N+1|∂hz|

2
N+ 1

2
− —
∫ T

0
(r∂hρ)0|∂hz|

2
1
2

+Oλ(1)—
∫ T

0
(sh)2

[
(r∂hρ)N+1|∂hz|

2
N+ 1

2
+ (r∂hρ)0|∂hz|

2
1
2

]
.

Thanks to (43) the first two terms of the above equation are nonnegative. Then, using that
(sh) ≤ τh(δT )−1 the result follows by taking ǫ2(λ) small enough.

Using the above result and recalling that |∂xψ| ≥ C > 0 in Ω \ B0, we obtain from (57)

‖Az‖2L2
P
(Q) + ‖Bz‖2L2

P
(Q) + 2τλ2

∫∫

Q
(t̄−θ)φ|∂h(t̄

−z)|2 + 2τ3λ4
∫∫

Q
(t̄−θ)3φ3(t̄−z)2

≤ Cλ

(∫∫

Q
(t̄−r)2|LDq|

2 + τλ2
∫∫

B0×(0,T )
(t̄−θ)φ|∂h(t̄

−z)|2 + τ3λ4
∫∫

B0×(0,T )
(t̄−θ)3φ3(t̄−z)2

)

+ Cλ

(∫

Ω
(sM+ 1

2 )2(zM+ 1
2 )2 +

∫

Ω
(s

1
2 )2(z

1
2 )2 +

∫

Ω
|(∂hz)

M+ 1
2 |2
)

+ Cλ

(∫

Ω
(sM+ 1

2h)2|(∂hz)
M+ 1

2 |2 +

∫

Ω
(s

1
2h)2|(∂hz)

1
2 |2
)
+ 2X + 2W. (60)

We will use now the third term in the left-hand side of the above expression to generate a
positive term containing |∂h(t̄−z)|

2 and some other terms. The precise result is as follows.

Lemma 2.12. Let h1 = h1(λ) be sufficiently small. Then, for 0 < h ≤ h1(λ) we have

τλ2
∫∫

Q
(t̄−θ)φ|∂h(t̄

−z)|2 ≥ τλ2
∫∫

Q
(t̄−θ)φ|∂h(t̄−z)|

2 +H − X̃ − J, (61)

with

H =
h2τλ2

4

∫∫

Q
(t̄−θ)φ|∆h(t̄

−z)|2,

X̃ = h2
∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)Oλ(1)|∂h(t̄

−z)|2 +

∫∫

Q
(t̄−sh)Oλ(1)|∂h(t̄−z)|

2,

and

J = h4
∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)Oλ(1)|∆h(t̄

−z)|2.

The proof follows the steps of [BLR14, Lemma 3.11], but with some simplifications due to
the 1-D nature of our problem. For completeness, we present a brief proof in Appendix C

Once we reach this point, let us choose λ1 ≥ 1 sufficiently large and let us fix λ = λ1 for the
rest of the proof. Notice that by doing this, some of the lower order terms in the remainders
Xij , i, j = 1, 2, can be absorbed by its counterparts in the left-hand side of (60). Indeed, the
terms of order O(1) can be absorbed as soon as λ1 is large enough.

Let us take ǫ3(λ) = min{ǫ1(λ1), ǫ2(λ1)} and 0 < h ≤ h1(λ1), then from Lemma 2.12, (60) and
the discussion above, we obtain for all 0 < △tτ2(δ4T 6)−1 ≤ ǫ3(λ) and 0 < τh(δT 2)−1 ≤ ǫ3(λ)
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that

‖Az‖2L2
P
(Q) + ‖Bz‖2L2

P
(Q) + τ

∫∫

Q
(t̄−θ)|∂h(t̄−z)|

2

+ τ

∫∫

Q
(t̄−θ)|∂h(t̄

−z)|2 + τ3
∫∫

Q
(t̄−θ)3(t̄−z)2 +H

≤ Cλ1

(∫∫

Q
(t̄−r)2|LDq|

2 + τ

∫∫

B0×(0,T )
(t̄−θ)|∂h(t̄

−z)|2 + τ3
∫∫

B0×(0,T )
(t̄−θ)3(t̄−z)2

)

+ Cλ1

(∫

Ω
(sM+ 1

2 )2(zM+ 1
2 )2 +

∫

Ω
(s

1
2 )2(z

1
2 )2 +

∫

Ω
|(∂hz)

M+ 1
2 |2
)

+ Cλ1

(∫

Ω
(sM+ 1

2h)2|(∂hz)
M+ 1

2 |2 +

∫

Ω
(s

1
2h)2|(∂hz)

1
2 |2
)
+X +W + J, (62)

where

H := h2
∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)|∆h(t̄

−z)|2, X := X1 +X2,

and

X1 =

∫∫

Q
(t̄−µ1)(t̄

−z)2 +

∫∫

Q
(t̄−ν1,b)|∂h(t̄−z)|

2 +

∫∫

Q
(t̄−ν1)|∂h(t̄

−z)|2,

X2 =

{(
τ△t

δ4T 5

)
+

(
τ2△t

δ4T 6

)
+

(
△tτ

δ3T 4

)2

+

(
△tτ2

δ4T 6

)2

+

(
τ△t

δ3T 4

)(
τh

δT 2

)3
}∫∫

Q
(t̄−z)

+

{(
τ2△t

δ4T 6

)
+

(
τ△t

δ3T 4

)(
τh

δT 2

)
+

(
τ△t

δ3T 4

)(
τh

δT 2

)3
}∫∫

Q
|∂h(t̄

−z)|2,

with µ1 :=
[
s2 + Ts2θ + T 2sθ2 + s3(sh)2

]
Oλ1(1), ν1,b := s(sh)Oλ1(1), ν1 := T (sh)2θ + s(sh)2,

and where we recall that W is defined in (58).

Remark 2.13. Here, we have separated the terms in X1 and X2 based on the following criteria.
Notice that in the definition of µ1, the first three terms do not depend on △t or h. Hence, using
the parameter τ we can absorb them in the left-hand side of (62) as in a classical Carleman
estimate. On the other hand, notice that all of the other terms in X1 have a good power of s
as compared to the corresponding ones in left-hand side of (62) but they are multiplied by a
factor of (sh). By taking (sh) small enough, we will absorb them into the left-hand side. Finally,
notice that all the terms in X2 have some power of △t. In a subsequent step, we will see that
we can obtain a general condition for taking △t small enough and control them by the similar
terms in the left-hand side. Similar ideas will be used to absorb the term W .

Let us clean up a little bit more inequality (62) by imposing some conditions on the parameter
h and the product (sh). First, notice that the new term H can control the remainder term J
by considering some 0 < h0 ≤ h1(λ1) small enough. Indeed, for 0 < h ≤ h0, we can drop both
J and H in (62).

As anticipated in Remark 2.13, to absorb the term X1, let us choose some 0 < ǫ4 ≤ ǫ3(λ1)
and some τ1 ≥ 1 sufficiently large. Thus, for τ ≥ τ1(T + T 2) and

τh

δT 2
≤ ǫ4 and

△tτ2

δ4T 6
≤ ǫ3, (63)
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we have

‖Az‖2L2
P
(Q) + ‖Bz‖2L2

P
(Q) + τ

∫∫

Q
(t̄−θ)|∂h(t̄−z)|

2

+ τ

∫∫

Q
(t̄−θ)|∂h(t̄

−z)|2 + τ3
∫∫

Q
(t̄−θ)3(t̄−z)2

≤ Cλ1

(∫∫

Q
(t̄−r)2|LDq|

2 + τ

∫∫

B0×(0,T )
(t̄−θ)|∂h(t̄

−z)|2 + τ3
∫∫

B0×(0,T )
(t̄−θ)3(t̄−z)2

)

+ Cλ1

(∫

Ω
(sM+ 1

2 )2(zM+ 1
2 )2 +

∫

Ω
(s

1
2 )2(z

1
2 )2 +

∫

Ω
|(∂hz)

M+ 1
2 |2
)

+ Cλ1

(∫

Ω
(sM+ 1

2h)2|(∂hz)
M+ 1

2 |2 +

∫

Ω
(s

1
2h)2|(∂hz)

1
2 |2
)
+X2 +W.

To conclude this step, notice that the first term of W h,△t

+ (see Eq. (56)) already have the
good power s−1 and factor (sh)2. Hence, we can absorb this term using (63) and obtain

‖Az‖2L2
P
(Q) + ‖Bz‖2L2

P
(Q) + τ

∫∫

Q
(t̄−θ)|∂h(t̄−z)|

2

+ τ

∫∫

Q
(t̄−θ)|∂h(t̄

−z)|2 + τ3
∫∫

Q
(t̄−θ)3(t̄−z)2

≤ Cλ1

(∫∫

Q
(t̄−r)2|LDq|

2 + τ

∫∫

B0×(0,T )
(t̄−θ)|∂h(t̄

−z)|2 + τ3
∫∫

B0×(0,T )
(t̄−θ)3(t̄−z)2

)

+ Cλ1

(∫

Ω
(sM+ 1

2 )2(zM+ 1
2 )2 +

∫

Ω
(s

1
2 )2(z

1
2 )2 +

∫

Ω
|(∂hz)

M+ 1
2 |2
)

+ Cλ1

(∫

Ω
(sM+ 1

2h)2|(∂hz)
M+ 1

2 |2 +

∫

Ω
(s

1
2h)2|(∂hz)

1
2 |2
)
+X2 +W, (64)

where W stands for

W :=

∫∫

Q
(t̄−γ1)(Dtz)

2, (65)

with γ1 := △t
(
τTθ2 + τ△t

δ3T 4

)
+△ts2 +

(
T 2(τ△t)2θ4 + τ2(△t)4

δ6T 8

)
.

2.6 Adding a term of Dt and ∆h in the left-hand side and absorbing the

remaining terms

Using the equation verified by Az (see eq. (50)) and since rρ̃ = 1 + (sh)2Oλ(1), we have

∆h(t̄
−z) = Az +Oλ(1)(sh)

2∆h(t̄
−z) +Oλ(1)(t̄

−s)2
(
(t̄−z) +

h2

4
∆h(t̄

−z)

)

+Oλ(1)τT (t̄
−θ)2(t̄−z),

where we have also used that r∆hρ = s2Oλ(1), Lemma A.3 and the estimate |θ′| ≤ CTθ2 for
all t ∈ [0, T ]. Multiplying the above equation by (t̄−s)−1/2 and taking the L2

P
(Q)-norm in both

sides yield
∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)−1|∆h(t̄

−z)|2 ≤ Cλ1

(∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)−1|Az|2 +

∫∫

Q
t̄
−
(
s−1[sh]4

)
|∆h(t̄

−z)|2
)

+Cλ1

(∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)3(t̄−z)2 +

∫∫

Q
τT 2(t̄−θ)3(t̄−z)2

)
.
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Notice the the term containing ∆h in the right-hand side of the above inequality has the good
power s−1 and the factor (sh)4. Thus, by recalling condition (63) we can absorb it into the right-
hand side. Furthermore, increasing if necessary the value of τ1 such that τ1 ≥ 1 and s(t) ≥ 1 for
any t, we get

∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)−1|∆h(t̄

−z)|2 ≤ Cλ1

(
‖Az‖2L2

P
(Q) +

∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)3(t̄−z)2

)
. (66)

In a similar way, using the equation verified by Bz (see eq. (51)), it is not difficult to see
that
∫∫

Q
(t̄−s−1)(Dtz)

2 ≤ Cλ1

(∫∫

Q
(t̄−s−1)|Bz|2 +

∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)|∂h(t̄−z)|

2 +

∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)(t̄−z)2

)
,

where we have used that r∂hρ = sOλ(1) (see Proposition A.7(ii)) and ∂xxφ = Oλ(1). Using
again that s(t) ≥ 1 for any t, we have
∫∫

Q
(t̄−s−1)(Dtz)

2 ≤ Cλ1

(
‖Bz‖2L2

P
(Q) +

∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)|∂h(t̄−z)|

2 +

∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)3(t̄−z)2

)
. (67)

By combining estimates (64), (66), and (67), we get
∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)−1

[
(Dtz)

2 + |∆h(t̄
−z)|2

]
+

∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)|∂h(t̄−z)|

2

+

∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)|∂h(t̄

−z)|2 +

∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)3(t̄−z)2

≤ Cλ1

(∫∫

Q
(t̄−r)2|LDq|

2 +

∫∫

B0×(0,T )
(t̄−s)|∂h(t̄

−z)|2 +

∫∫

B0×(0,T )
(t̄−s)3(t̄−z)2

)

+ Cλ1

(∫

Ω
(sM+ 1

2 )2(zM+ 1
2 )2 +

∫

Ω
(s

1
2 )2(z

1
2 )2 +

∫

Ω
|(∂hz)

M+ 1
2 |2
)

+ Cλ1

(∫

Ω
(sM+ 1

2h)2|(∂hz)
M+ 1

2 |2 +

∫

Ω
(s

1
2h)2|(∂hz)

1
2 |2
)
+X2 +W. (68)

With this new inequality at hand, the next result gives us conditions on the parameter △t
such that the terms X2 and W can be absorbed into the left-hand side. The result is as follows.

Lemma 2.14. For any τ ≥ 1, there exists ǫ5 = ǫ5(λ1) such that for

0 <
τ4△t

δ4T 6
≤ ǫ5

the following estimate holds

X2 +W ≤ ǫ5

(
τ3
∫∫

Q
(t̄−θ)3(t̄−z)2 + τ−1

∫∫

Q
(t̄−θ)−1(Dtz)

2

)
.

The proof of this result is similar to that in [BHS20, Lemma 2.3]. For completeness, we
sketch it briefly in Appendix C.

Using Lemma 2.14, we take ǫ5 = 1/2Cλ1 , where Cλ1 > 0 is the constant appearing in (68)
and set ǫ6(λ) = min{ǫ3(λ1), ǫ4(λ1), ǫ5(λ1)}. Whence, for τ ≥ τ1(T + T 2), h ≤ h0, and

τh

δT 2
≤ ǫ6 and

τ4△t

δ4T 6
≤ ǫ6, (69)
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the following estimate holds
∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)−1

[
(Dtz)

2 + |∆h(t̄
−z)|2

]
+

∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)|∂h(t̄−z)|

2

+

∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)|∂h(t̄

−z)|2 +

∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)3(t̄−z)2

≤ Cλ1

(∫∫

Q
(t̄−r)2|LDq|

2 + τ

∫∫

B0×(0,T )
(t̄−θ)|∂h(t̄

−z)|2 + τ3
∫∫

B0×(0,T )
(t̄−θ)3(t̄−z)2 +BT

)
,

(70)

where we have defined

BT :=

∫

Ω
(sM+ 1

2 )2(zM+ 1
2 )2 +

∫

Ω
(s

1
2 )2(z

1
2 )2 +

∫

Ω
|(∂hz)

M+ 1
2 |2

+

∫

Ω
(sM+ 1

2h)2|(∂hz)
M+ 1

2 |2 +

∫

Ω
(s

1
2h)2|(∂hz)

1
2 |2. (71)

As in other discrete Carleman works, the terms collected in BT in the above equation cannot
be absorbed, but only estimated. The result reads as follows.

Lemma 2.15. Assume that (69) holds. Then, there exists some C > 0 uniform with respect to
h and △t such that

BT ≤ C(1 + ǫ26)h
−2

(∫

Ω
(z

1
2 )2 +

∫

Ω
(zM+ 1

2 )2
)
. (72)

Proof. Under the hypothesis of the lemma and recalling that δ ≤ 1/2, we deduce that △t ≤ δT/2,
therefore

max
t∈[0,T+△t]

θ(t) ≤ 2/(δT 2). (73)

With this estimate, we readily see that the first term in BT can be bounded as
∫

Ω
(sM+ 1

2 )2(zM+ 1
2 )2 =

∫

Ω

(
τθM+ 1

2

)2
(zM+ 1

2 )2

≤ 4h−2

∫

Ω

(
τh

δT 2

)2

(zM+ 1
2 )2 ≤ 4ǫ26h

−2

∫

Ω
(zM+ 1

2 )2,

where we have used the first condition in (69). The same is true for the second term in BT . For
the third term, we notice that (∂hz)

2 ≤ Ch−2
{
(s+z)2 + (s−z)2

}
. Thus,

∫

Ω
|(∂hz)

M+ 1
2 |2 ≤ Ch−2

∫

Ω
(zM+ 1

2 )2.

For the fourth term, we argue as in the previous cases to deduce

∫

Ω
(sM+ 1

2h)2|(∂hz)
M+ 1

2 |2 ≤ Ch−2

(
τh

δT 2

)2 ∫

Ω
(zM+ 1

2 )2 ≤ Cǫ26h
−2

∫

Ω
(zM+ 1

2 )2.

Note that the same is true for the last term in BT . Collecting the above estimates gives the
desired result.
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Combining estimates (70) and (72) gives
∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)−1

[
(Dtz)

2 + |∆h(t̄
−z)|2

]
+

∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)|∂h(t̄−z)|

2

+

∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)|∂h(t̄

−z)|2 +

∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)3(t̄−z)2

≤ Cλ1

(∫∫

Q
(t̄−r)2|LDq|

2 +

∫∫

B0×(0,T )
(t̄−s)|∂h(t̄

−z)|2 +

∫∫

B0×(0,T )
(t̄−s)3(t̄−z)2

)

+ Cλ1h
−2

(∫

Ω
(z

1
2 )2 +

∫

Ω
(zM+ 1

2 )2
)

(74)

for all τ ≥ τ1(T + T 2), h ≤ h0, and

τh

δT 2
≤ ǫ6 and

τ4△t

δ4T 6
≤ ǫ6. (75)

2.7 Returning to the original variable and conclusion

To conclude our proof, we will remove the local term containing ∂h in the right-hand side of (74)
and then comeback to the original variable. We argue slightly different to [BLR14] and [BHS20]
since the time and space variables are both discrete, but the overall result is the same.

We present the following.

Lemma 2.16. For any γ > 0, there exists C > 0 uniform with respect to h and △t such that
∫∫

QB0

(t̄−s)|∂h(t̄
−z)|2 ≤ C

(
1 +

1

γ

)∫∫

B×(0,T )
(t̄−s)3(t̄−z)2 + C

∫∫

Q
|∂h(t̄−z)|

2

+

∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)(t̄−z)2 + γ

∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)−1|∆h(t̄

−z)|2

+

∫∫

Q
t̄
−(s−1[sh]2)|∆hz|

2. (76)

The proof of this result can be found in Appendix C. This result mimics the classical proce-
dure used in the continuous setting and tells that we can remove the local term of ∂h(t̄−z) by
paying the cost of increasing a little bit the observation set of the local term of (t̄−z). Notice also
that some lower order terms appear, nonetheless, all of them can be absorbed in the left-hand
side.

With estimate (76) in hand, we can choose γ = 1
2Cλ1

with Cλ1 the constant appearing in

(74) and set τ2 ≥ τ1 ≥ 1 sufficiently large to obtain
∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)−1

[
(Dtz)

2 + |∆h(t̄
−z)|2

]
+

∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)|∂h(t̄−z)|

2

+

∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)|∂h(t̄

−z)|2 +

∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)3(t̄−z)2

≤ Cλ1

(∫∫

Q
(t̄−r)2|LDq|

2 +

∫∫

B×(0,T )
(t̄−s)3(t̄−z)2

)

+ Cλ1h
−2

(∫

Ω
(z

1
2 )2 +

∫

Ω
(zM+ 1

2 )2
)

(77)
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for all τ ≥ τ2(T + T 2) and verifying (75). In this step, we can decrease if necessary the value of
ǫ6 in (75) to absorb the last term in (76) since we recall that (sh) ≤ τh(δT 2)−1. For convinience,
we still call it ǫ6.

Now, we will come back to the original variable. We recall that we have set the change
of variables z = rq. To give appropriate bounds on the gradient terms in (77), we proceed as
follows. A direct computation yields

r∂hq = r∂h(ρz) = rρ̃∂hz + z̃r∂hρ. (78)

Multiplying by s1/2 and taking the L2
D
(Q)-norm (since z and q are naturally defined on the dual

time-grid) gives

—
∫∫

Q
r2s|∂hq|

2 ≤ Cλ1

(
—
∫∫

Q
s|∂hz|

2 + —
∫∫

Q
s1|z̃|2(r∂hρ)

2

)
,

where we have used that rρ̃ = Oλ(1). From Proposition A.7(ii), we have r∂hρ = sOλ(1), hence

—
∫∫

Q
r2s|∂hq|

2 ≤ Cλ1

(
—
∫∫

Q
s|∂hz|

2 + —
∫∫

Q
s3|z̃|2

)

≤ Cλ1

(
—
∫∫

Q
s|∂hz|

2 + —
∫∫

Q
s3|̃z|2

)

= Cλ1

(
—
∫∫

Q
s|∂hz|

2 + —
∫∫

Q
s3|z|2

)
,

where we have used convexity in the second line and formula (136) together with zero boundary
conditions in the third line. Shifting the time integral (see eq. (140)) yields

∫∫

Q
t̄
−(r2s)|∂h(t̄

−q)|2 ≤ Cλ1

(∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)|∂h(t̄

−z)|2 +

∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)3(t̄−z)2

)
. (79)

The same ideas can be used to obtain a term containing ∂hq. Indeed, with Lemmas A.2
and A.3, a straightforward computation gives

∂hq = ∂h(ρz) = ρ̃∂hz + z̃∂hρ

= ρ̃ ∂hz + z̃ ∂hρ+
h2

4

(
∆hz∂h(ρ̃) + ∂h(z̃)∆hρ

)

= ρ̃ ∂hz + z∂hρ+
h2

4

(
2∆hz∂hρ+ ∂hz∆hρ

)
,

where we have used the useful identity ∂hp̃ = ∂hp for p ∈ RM. Arguing as above, we multiply by
rs1/2 the above identity and take the L2

D
(Q)-norm. Proposition A.7 provides the useful estimates

rρ̃ = Oλ1(1), r∂hρ = sOλ1(1) and r∆hρ = s2Oλ1(1). Thus

—
∫∫

Q
r2s|∂hq|

2 ≤ Cλ1

(
—
∫∫

Q
s3|z|2 + —

∫∫

Q
s|∂hz|

2

)

+ Cλ1

(
—
∫∫

Q
s−1(sh)4|∆hz|

2 + —
∫∫

Q
s(sh4)|∂hz|

2

)
.

Note that the last two terms have the corresponding good power of s and a small factor (sh).
By shifting the time integral (see eq. (140)) and recalling condition (75), we get
∫∫

Q
t̄
−(r2s)|∂h(t̄−q)|

2 ≤ Cλ1

(∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)3(t̄−z)2 + —

∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)|∂h(t̄−z)|

2

)

+ Cλ1ǫ
4
6

(
—
∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)−1|∆h(t̄

−z)|2 + —
∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)|∂h(t̄−z)|

2

)
. (80)
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Using similar ideas, we can give an estimate for a term containing ∆h(t̄
−q). To do so, we

recall identity (44) and see that

rs−1/2∆hq = s−1/2r∆hρ

(
z +

h2

4
∆hz

)
+ s−1/2rρ̃∆hz + 2s−1/2r∂hρ ∂hz.

Arguing as we did above, we readily obtain
∫∫

Q
t̄
−(r2s−1)|∆h(t̄

−q)|2

≤ Cλ1

(∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)3(t̄−z)2 +

∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)−1|∆h(t̄

−z)|2 +

∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)|∂h(t̄−z)|

2

)

+ Cλ1ǫ
4
6

∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)−1|∆h(t̄

−z)|2. (81)

Using estimates (79)–(81) in (77) and decreasing (if necessary) the value of ǫ6, we obtain
∫∫

Q
t̄
−(r2s−1)|∆h(t̄

−q)|2 +

∫∫

Q
t̄
−(r2s)|∂h(t̄−q)|

2

+

∫∫

Q
t̄
−(r2s)|∂h(t̄

−q)|2 +

∫∫

Q
t̄
−(r2s3)(t̄−q)2

≤ Cλ1

(∫∫

Q
(t̄−r)2|LDq|

2 +

∫∫

B×(0,T )
t̄
−(r2s3)(t̄−q)2

)

+ Cλ1h
−2

(∫

Ω

∣∣∣(esϕq) 1
2

∣∣∣
2
+

∫

Ω

∣∣∣(esϕq)M+ 1
2

∣∣∣
2
)
, (82)

where we have used that z = rq to change variables in the terms containing (t̄−z). Notice also
that we have dropped the positive term containing Dtz.

To add a term of Dtq, we simply use the equation verified by q. Indeed, we have −Dtq =
LDq +∆h(t̄

−q), hence
∫∫

Q
t̄
−(r2s−1)|Dtq|

2 ≤ 2

∫∫

Q
t̄
−(r2s−1)|LDq|

2 + 2

∫∫

Q
t̄
−(r2s−1)|∆h(t̄

−q)|2

≤ 2

∫∫

Q
(t̄−r)2|LDq|

2 + 2

∫∫

Q
t̄
−(r2s−1)|∆h(t̄

−q)|2, (83)

where we have used that (s(t))−1 ≤ 1 for τ2 ≥ 1 large enough. Combining inequalities (82) and
(83) we obtain

∫∫

Q
t̄
−(r2s−1)

[
|Dtq|

2 + |∆h(t̄
−q)|2

]
+

∫∫

Q
t̄
−(r2s)|∂h(t̄−q)|

2

+

∫∫

Q
t̄
−(r2s)|∂h(t̄

−q)|2 +

∫∫

Q
t̄
−(r2s3)(t̄−q)2

≤ Cλ1

(∫∫

Q
(t̄−r)2|LDq|

2 +

∫∫

B×(0,T )
t̄
−(r2s3)(t̄−q)2

)

+ Cλ1h
−2

(∫

Ω

∣∣∣(esϕq) 1
2

∣∣∣
2
+

∫

Ω

∣∣∣(esϕq)M+ 1
2

∣∣∣
2
)

(84)

for all τ ≥ τ2(T + T 2), h ≤ h0, and

τh

δT 2
≤ ǫ6 and

τ4△t

δ4T 6
≤ ǫ6.

We conclude the proof by setting ǫ0 = ǫ6 and τ0 = τ2 and recalling that r = eτθϕ and s = τθ.
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3 φ(h)-null controllability

In this section, we use the Carleman estimate (31) to deduce control properties for linear and
semilinear fully-discrete parabolic systems.

3.1 A fully-discrete observability inequality

Let us consider the following fully-discrete problem with potential a ∈ L∞
P
(Q)

{
(Dty)

n+ 1
2 −∆h(t

+y)n+
1
2 + (t+ay)n+

1
2 = 1ωv

n+ 1
2 n ∈ J0,M − 1K,

y0 = g.
(85)

To achieve a φ(h)-controllability result for (85), we begin by proving a relaxed observability
estimate for the solutions associated to the adjoint system given by

{
−(Dtq)

n −∆h(t̄
−q)n + an(t̄−q)n = 0 n ∈ J1,MK,

qM+ 1
2 = qT .

(86)

We have the following result.

Proposition 3.1. For any ϑ ∈ J1, 4K, there exist positive constants h0, C0, C1, C2 and CT ,
such that for all T ∈ (0, 1), all potentials a ∈ L∞

P
(Q), under the conditions

h ≤ min{h0, h1} with h1 = C0

(
1 +

1

T
+ ‖a‖

2/3
L∞
P
(Q)

)−ϑ

(87)

and
△t ≤ min{T−2h4/ϑ, (4 ‖a‖L∞

P
(Q))

−1}, (88)

any solution to (86) with qT ∈ RM satisfies

|q
1
2 |L2(Ω) ≤ Cobs

(
—
∫∫

ω×(0,T )
|q|2 + e

−
C2

h1/ϑ |qT |
2
L2(Ω)

)1/2

, (89)

where

Cobs = e
C1(1+

1
T
+‖a‖

2/3

L∞
P

(Q)
+T‖a‖L∞

P
(Q)). (90)

The proof of this result follows as close as possible the continuous case (see e.g. [FCG06])
in a first stage. Nonetheless, in a second part, a careful connection on the different discrete
parameters (in this case, △t, h, and δ) should be done to obtain the uniform constants involved in
(89) (see Section 4.2 for further discussion on this). Similar estimates in the discrete setting have
been obtained in [BLR14, Proposition 4.1] for the space-discrete case and [BHS20, Proposition
3.1] in the time-discrete case.

Proof of Proposition 3.1. For clarity, we have divided the proof in two steps. In what follows,
C denotes a positive constant uniform with respect to h, △t and δ which may change from line
to line.

Step 1. Cleaning up the Carleman estimate. Applying (31) to the solutions (86) with
B = ω, we readily obtain

τ3
∫∫

Q
t̄
−(e2τθϕθ3)(t̄−q)2 ≤ C

(∫∫

Q
t̄
−(e2τθϕ)|a(t̄−q)|2 + τ3

∫∫

ω×(0,T )
t̄
−(e2τθϕθ3)(t̄−q)2

)

+ Ch−2

(∫

Ω

∣∣∣(eτθϕq) 1
2

∣∣∣
2
+

∫

Ω

∣∣∣(eτθϕq)M+ 1
2

∣∣∣
2
)
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for all τ ≥ τ0(T + T 2), 0 < h ≤ h0, △t > 0 and 0 < δ ≤ 1/2 satisfying the condition

τ4△t

δ4T 6
≤ ǫ0 and

τh

δT 2
≤ ǫ0. (91)

The first term in the right-hand side can be controlled by the term on the left-hand side by
choosing τ large enough. Indeed, using that a ∈ L∞

P
(Q) and θ−1 ≤ CT 2 it is standard to see

that by choosing
τ ≥ CT 2 ‖a‖

2/3
L∞
P
(Q) (92)

we have

τ3
∫∫

Q
t̄
−(e2τθϕθ3)(t̄−q)2 ≤ C

(
τ3
∫∫

Qω

t̄
−(e2τθϕθ3)(t̄−q)2

)

+ Ch−2

(∫

Ω

∣∣∣(eτθϕq) 1
2

∣∣∣
2
+

∫

Ω

∣∣∣(eτθϕq)M+ 1
2

∣∣∣
2
)
. (93)

Notice that we can combine (92) with our initial hypothesis for τ by choosing some τ1 ≥ τ0 large
enough and setting

τ ≥ τ1

(
T + T 2 + T 2 ‖a‖

2/3
L∞
P
(Q)

)
.

From (86), we see that qn−
1
2 solves the equation

qn−
1
2 − qn+

1
2 −△t∆hq

n− 1
2 +△tanqn−

1
2 = 0, n ∈ J1,MK. (94)

From this expression, we can take the L2-inner product on RM (see eq. (10)) with qn−
1
2 and use

the identity (a− b)a = 1
2a

2 − 1
2b

2 + 1
2 (a− b)2 to deduce

1

2

(
|qn−

1
2 |2L2(Ω) − |qn+

1
2 |2L2(Ω)

)
+

1

2
|qn−

1
2 − qn+

1
2 |2L2(Ω) +△t

(
−∆hq

n− 1
2 , qn−

1
2

)
L2(Ω)

= −△t
(
anqn−

1
2 , qn−

1
2

)
L2(Ω)

≤ △t|an|L∞(Ω)|q
n− 1

2 |2L2(Ω) ≤ △t ‖a‖L∞
P
(Q) |q

n− 1
2 |2L2(Ω). (95)

Using the following uniform discrete Poincaré-type inequality (which is valid even for non-
uniform meshes)

|y|2L2(Ω) ≤ C (−∆hy, y)L2(Ω) , ∀y ∈ RM∪∂M, y = 0 on ∂M,

we obtain from (95), as soon as 2△t ‖a‖L∞
P
(Q) < 1, that

|qn−
1
2 |2L2(Ω) ≤

1

1− 2△t ‖a‖L∞
P
(Q)

|qn+
1
2 |L2(Ω), n ∈ J1,MK. (96)

From estimate (96) and the useful inequality e2x > 1/(1 − x) for 0 < x < 1/2, we get

|q
1
2 |2L2(Ω) ≤ e

CT‖a‖L∞
P

(Q) |qn+
1
2 |2L2(Ω), n ∈ J1,MK, (97)

for some C > 0 uniform with respect to △t provided

△t ‖a‖L∞
P
(Q) < 1/4. (98)
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Now, we turn our attention to (93). Shifting the integral in time with formula (140) and
since we are adding positive terms, we see that the term in the left-hand side can be bounded
as

τ3 —
∫∫

Q
e2τθϕθ3q2 ≥

∑

n∈JM/4,3M/4K

△t τ3
∫

Ω
(e2τθϕ)n+

1
2 (θ3)n+

1
2 |qn+

1
2 |2.

Recalling that ϕ is negative and independent of time, we deduce that (e2τθϕ)n+
1
2 ≥ e−

25τK0
3T2 ,

n ∈ JM/4, 3M/4K, where K0 := max
x∈Ω̃

{−ϕ(x)}. Moreover, since θ ≥ 1/T 2 for all t ∈ [0, T ],
we get

τ3 —
∫∫

Q
e2τθϕθ3q2 ≥

∑

n∈JM/4,3M/4K

△t τ3e−
25τK0
3T2 T−6|qn+

1
2 |2L2(Ω).

Combining the above estimate with (97) and adding up, we get

τ3 —
∫∫

Q
e2τθϕθ3q2 ≥ (T/2 −△t) τ3e

−Cτ
T2 −CT‖a‖L∞

P
(Q)T−6|q

1
2 |2L2(Ω)

≥ CTe
−Cτ

T2 −CT‖a‖L∞
P

(Q) |q
1
2 |2, (99)

for some C > 0 uniform with respect to △t.
From (73) and estimate (97), we have that

∫

Ω

∣∣∣(eτθϕq) 1
2

∣∣∣
2
+

∫

Ω

∣∣∣(eτθϕq)M+ 1
2

∣∣∣
2
≤ e

−
4k0τ

δT2 +CT‖a‖L∞
P

(Q) |qM+ 1
2 |2L2(Ω), (100)

where we have denoted k0 := min
x∈Ω̃

{−ϕ(x)}. On the other hand, observe that the following
estimate holds

e2τθϕs
3
≤ τ326T−6 exp

(
−
23k0τ

T 2

)
≤ C, ∀(t, x) ∈ (0, T ) ×Ω,

uniformly for τ ≥ 3
8k0
T 2. This, together with estimates (99)–(100), can be used in (93) to obtain

|q
1
2 |2L2(Ω) ≤ CT−1e

Cτ
T2 +CT‖a‖L∞

P
(Q) —
∫∫

ω×(0,T )
|q|2

+ Ch−2e
τ
T2 (C−C′

δ
)+CT‖a‖L∞

P
(Q) |qM+ 1

2 |2L2(Ω).

for any τ ≥ τ2(T+T
2+T 2 ‖a‖L∞

P
(Q)) with τ2 = max{τ1, 3/8k0}. Observe that for 0 < δ ≤ δ1 <

1
2

small enough, we obtain

|q
1
2 |2L2(Ω) ≤ CT−1e

Cτ
T2 +CT‖a‖L∞

P
(Q) —
∫∫

Qω

|q|2

+ Ch−2e
−C τ

δT2 +CT‖a‖L∞
P

(Q) |qM+ 1
2 |2L2(Ω). (101)

Step 2. Connection of the discrete parameters. To conclude the proof, we will connect
the parameters h, △t, and δ. We recall that the following conditions should be met

τh

δT 2
≤ ǫ0 and

τ4△t

δ4T 6
≤ ǫ0 (102)

along with h ≤ h0, δ ≤ δ1 and △t ‖a‖L∞
P
(Q) < 1/4. We fix τ = τ2(T + T 2 + T 2 ‖a‖

2/3
L∞
P
(Q)) and

define

h1 := ǫ0

{
δ1
τ2

(
1 +

1

T
+ ‖a‖

2/3
L∞
P
(Q)

)−1
}ϑ
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and
△̃t := h

4/ϑ
1 . (103)

Notice that such definitions imply that

h1τ
ϑ

δϑ1T
2ϑ

= ǫ0 and
△̃tτ4

δ41T
8
= ǫ

4/ϑ
0 . (104)

We choose h ≤ min{h0, h1} and set

δ =

(
h

h1

)1/ϑ

δ1 ≤ δ1, (105)

whence, we get

ǫ0 =
τϑh

δϑT 2ϑ
≥

τh

δT 2
(106)

for any ϑ ≥ 1, since T , δ are small and τ is large. This verifies the first condition of (102). On
the other hand, from (103) and (105), we have

ǫ
4/ϑ
0 =

△̃tτ4

δ41T
8
=
h4/ϑτ4

δ4T 8
.

So, by choosing △t ≤ min{T−2h4/ϑ, (4 ‖a‖L∞
P
(Q))

−1} we obtain from the above expression

△tτ4

δ4T 6
≤ ǫ

4/ϑ
0 ≤ ǫ0

for any ϑ ≤ 4. This verifies the second condition in (102) and allow us to conclude that ϑ should
belong to J1, 4K to fulfill also (106). Additionally, we notice that the particular selection of △t
implies the stability condition (98).

As τ
δT 2 =

(
ǫ0
h

)1/ϑ
, thanks to (106), we have from (101)

|q
1
2 |2L2(Ω) ≤ CT−1e

C(1+ 1
T
+‖a‖L∞

P
(Q)+T‖a‖L∞

P
(Q)) —
∫∫

ω×(0,T )
|q|2

+ Ch−2e
−C

ǫ
1/ϑ
0

h1/ϑ
+CT‖a‖L∞

P
(Q) |qM+ 1

2 |2L2(Ω),

which yields

|q
1
2 |2L2(Ω) ≤ e

C1(1+
1
T
+‖a‖L∞

P
(Q)+T‖a‖L∞

P
(Q))

(
—
∫∫

ω×(0,T )
|q|2 + e

−
C2

h1/ϑ |qM+ 1
2 |2L2(Ω)

)
.

The proof finishes by recalling the initial condition of system (86).

3.2 The linear case: proof of Theorem 1.7

With the result of Proposition 3.1, we are in position to prove our main φ(h)-null controllability
result.

Let us fix T ∈ (0, 1), ϑ ∈ J1, 4K and choose h > 0 small enough according to Proposition 3.1.
Decreasing if necessary the value of h, we can always assume that △t ≤ T−2h4/ϑ. Under these
conditions, Proposition 3.1 gives the relaxed observability inequality

|q
1
2 |L2(Ω) ≤ Cobs

(
—
∫∫

ω×(0,T )
|q|2 + φ(h)|qT |

2
L2(Ω)

)1/2

, (107)
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valid for all the solutions to (86), with φ(h) = e
−

C2

h1/ϑ .
We introduce the fully-discrete penalized functional

Jh,△t(qT ) =
1

2
—
∫∫

ω×(0,T )
|q|2 +

φ(h)

2
|qT |

2
L2(Ω) + (g, q

1
2 )L2(Ω), ∀qT ∈ RM, (108)

defined for the solutions to (86) and where we recall that g ∈ RM is the initial datum of (85). It
is not difficult to see that J is continuous and strictly convex. Moreover, from Cauchy-Schwarz
and Young inequalities, we have

Jh,△t(qT ) ≥
1

2
—
∫∫

ω×(0,T )
|q|2 +

φ(h)

2
|qT |

2
L2(Ω) −

1

4C2
obs

|q1/2|2L2(Ω) − C2
obs|y0|

2
L2(Ω)

≥
1

4
—
∫∫

ω×(0,T )
|q|2 +

φ(h)

4
|qT |

2
L2(Ω) − C2

obs|y0|
2
L2(Ω),

where we have used inequality (107) in the second line. This allows us to conclude that J is
coercive and thus the existence of a unique minimizer, that we denote by q̂T , is guaranteed.

We consider q̂ the solution to (86) with initial datum q̂T . From the Euler-Lagrange equation
associated to the minimization of (108), we have

—
∫∫

ω×(0,T )
q̂q + φ(h)(q̂T , qT )L2(Ω) = −(g, q

1
2 )L2(Ω) (109)

for any qT ∈ RM. We set the control v = Lh,△t

T ;a (g) = (1ωh
q̂ n+

1
2 )n∈J0,M−1K and consider the

solution y to the controlled problem
{
(Dty)

n+ 1
2 −∆h(t

+y)n+
1
2 + (t+ay)n+

1
2 = 1ωh

q̂ n+
1
2 n ∈ J0,M − 1K,

y0 = g.
(110)

By duality, we deduce from (110) and (86) that

—
∫∫

ω×(0,T )
q̂q = (yM , qT )L2(Ω) − (g, q

1
2 )L2(Ω) (111)

for any qT ∈ RM, whence, from (109) and (111) we conclude

yM = −φ(h)q̂T . (112)

By taking qT = q̂T in (109), we readily obtain

‖q̂‖2L2
D
(ω×(0,T )) + φ(h) |q̂T |

2
L2(Ω) = −(g, q̂

1
2 ) ≤ |g|L2(Ω) |q̂

1
2 |L2(Ω).

Hence, with the observability inequality (107) applied to q̂, we get

‖v‖L2
D
(ω×(0,T )) = ‖q̂‖L2

D
(ω×(0,T )) ≤ Cobs|g|L2(Ω)

and √
φ(h)|q̂T |L2(Ω) ≤ Cobs|g|L2(Ω). (113)

In this way, the linear map

Lh,△t

T ;a : RM → L2
D
(ω × (0, T ))

g 7→ v
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is well-defined and continuous. From the expressions (112) and (113), we finally get

|yM |L2(Ω) ≤ Cobs
√
φ(h)|y0|L2(Ω). (114)

This ends the proof for φ(h) = e−C2/h1/ϑ .
The case of a general function φ follows similarly and only a minor adjustment is required.

For fixed ϑ ∈ J1, 4K and any given φ(h) verifying (40), we see that there exists some h2 > 0 such
that

e−C2/h1/ϑ ≤ φ(h)

for all 0 < h ≤ h2. Decreasing, if necessary, the value of h and setting △t ≤ T−2h4/ϑ we can
see that inequality (107) holds for any function φ(h) verifying (40). In this way, the rest of the
proof follows by the same arguments.

Remark 3.2. To prove the general case T ≥ 1, it is enough to divide the interval [0, T ] in two
parts. First, we choose some T0 < 1 ≤ T and set M0 = ⌊ T0△t⌋. From the previous result, we

know that there exists a fully-discrete control v0 = (v
n+ 1

2
0 )n∈J0,M0−1K with ‖v0‖L2

D
(0,T ;L2(RM)) ≤

CT0obs|g|
L2(Ω) such that y solution to





yn+1 − yn

△t
−∆hy

n+1 + an+1yn+1 = 1ωh
v
n+ 1

2
0 n ∈ J0,M0 − 1K

yn+1
0 = yn+1

N+1 = 0 n ∈ J0,M0 − 1K,

y0 = g,

(115)

verifies
|yM0 |L2(Ω) ≤ CT0obs

√
φ(h)|g|L2(Ω), (116)

where CT0obs is the observability constant corresponding to T0. This defines the state (yn) for all
n ∈ J0,M0K.

Now, we set vn+
1
2 = 0 for n ∈ JM0,M − 1K and consider the uncontrolled system





yn+1 − yn

△t
−∆hy

n+1 + an+1yn+1 = 0 n ∈ JM0,M − 1K,

yn+1
0 = yn+1

N+1 = 0 n ∈ JM0,M − 1K,
(117)

with initial data yM0 coming from the sequence (115). Arguing as we did in Step 1 of the proof
of Proposition 3.1, we can obtain an estimate of the form

|yM |2L2(Ω) ≤ κ|yn|2L2(Ω), n ∈ JM0,M − 1K (118)

for some κ > 0 only depending on ‖a‖L∞
P
(Q), T0, and T . In this way, combining (116) and (118),

we have constructed a sequence y = (yn)n∈J0,MK by means of the auxiliary problems (115) and
(117) such that

|yM |L2(Ω) ≤ C
√
φ(h)|g|L2(Ω),

which is in fact a φ(h)-controllability constraint.
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3.3 The semi-linear case: proof of Theorem 1.9

The proof of this result follows some classical arguments. For this reason, we only give a brief
sketch. We define

g(s) :=

{
f(s)
s if s 6= 0,

f ′(0) if s = 0.

The assumptions on f guarantee that g and f ′ are well defined, continuous and bounded func-
tions. For ζ ∈ L2

P
(Q), we consider the linear system





yn+1 − yn

△t
−∆hy

n+1 + g(ζn+1)yn+1 = 1ωv
n+ 1

2 , n ∈ J0,M − 1K,

yn+1
|∂Ω = 0, n ∈ J0,M − 1K,

y0 = y0.

(119)

We set anζ = g(ζn), so that we have

‖aζ‖L∞
P
(Q) ≤ K, ∀ζ ∈ L2

P
(Q), (120)

where K is the Lipschitz constant of f . In view of Proposition 3.1 and Theorem 1.7, for h and
△t chosen sufficiently small, i.e., h ≤ min{h0, h1}

h1 = C1(1 +
1

T
+K2/3)−ϑ

and
△t ≤ min{T−2h4/ϑ, (4K)−1}, (121)

we can build a control vζ = Lh,△t

T ;aζ
(g) and the associated controlled solution to (119) such that

|yMζ |L2(Ω) ≤ Ce
−

C1

h1/ϑ |g|L2(Ω), ‖vζ‖L2
D
(0,T ;L2(ω)) ≤ C|y0|L2(Ω) (122)

where C1 > 0 and C = exp
[
C(1 + 1

T +K2/3 + TK)
]

are uniform with respect to ζ and the
discretization parameters h and △t. Notice that by selecting the parameter △t as in (121)
guarantees the existence of a solution to (119) and also the stability of the discrete scheme.

Define the map

Λ : L2
P
(Q) → L2

P
(Q)

ζ 7→ yζ ,

where yζ is the solution to (119) associated to anζ = g(ζn), n ∈ J1,MK, and control as in (122).
Arguing as in the proof of Proposition 3.1, we can readily deduce the energy estimate

‖yζ‖L2
P
(Q) ≤ eCT‖aζ‖∞‖vζ‖L2

D
(Q). (123)

Taking into account (120) and (123), we deduce that the image of Λ is bounded, implying that
there exists a closed convex set in L2

P
(Q) which is fixed by Λ. Moreover, it can be easily verified

that Λ is a continuous map from L2
P
(Q) into itself (which follows from an adaptation of [BLR14,

Lemma 5.3]), while the uniform estimate

‖yζ‖L2
P
(Q) ≤ C ′|y0|L2(Ω)

for the solutions to (119) allows to conclude that Λ is a compact map since L2
P
(Q) = L2

P
(0, T ;RM)

is in fact the finite dimensional space (RM)P = RM×P .
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All of the previous properties allow us to to apply Schauder fixed point theorem to deduce
the existence of y ∈ L2

P
(Q) such that Λ(y) = y. Setting v = Lh,△t

T ;ay
(g) we obtain





yn+1 − yn

△t
−∆yn+1 + f(yn+1) = 1ωv

n+ 1
2 , n ∈ J0,M − 1K,

yn+1
|∂Ω = 0, n ∈ J0,M − 1K,

y0 = g,

which concludes the proof as we have found a control v that drives the solution of the semilinear
parabolic system to a final state yM satisfying estimates (122).

4 Further results and remarks

We devote this section to present some concluding remarks regarding the controllability of fully-
discrete systems.

4.1 Some variants on the Carleman estimate

With the notation introduced in Sections 1.1.1 to 1.1.3, we can readily identify and prove some
additional estimates. We enumerate them below.

1. If one considers instead of LD the following forward-in-time operator

(L̃Dq)
n := (Dtq)

n −∆h(t̄
+q)n, n ∈ J1,MK,

for any q ∈ (RM∪∂M)D with (q|∂Ω)
n+ 1

2 , n ∈ J0,M − 1K, then Theorem 1.5 also holds by
replacing all the t̄

− operators by t̄
+.

2. With the tools presented in Appendix A, Theorem 1.5 can adapted without major changes
to fully-discrete parabolic operators acting on primal variables in time. For instance, we
can consider the parabolic operator

(LPy)
n+ 1

2 = (Dty)
n+ 1

2 −∆h(t
+y)n+

1
2 , n ∈ J0,M − 1K,

for all y ∈ (RM∪∂M)P with (y|∂Ω)
n+1 = 0, n ∈ J0,MK. Then, under similar conditions to

Theorem 1.5, we can prove the following estimate

τ−1 —
∫∫

Q
t
+(e2τθϕθ−1)

(
|Dty|

2 + |∆h(t
+y)|2

)
+ τ —

∫∫

Q
t
+(e2τθϕθ)|∂h(t

+y)|2

+ τ —
∫∫

Q
t
+(e2τθϕθ)|∂h(t+y)|

2 + τ3 —
∫∫

Q
t
+(e2τθϕθ3)(t+y)2

≤ C

(
—
∫∫

Q
t
+(e2τθϕ)|LPy|

2 + τ3 —
∫∫

B×(0,T )
t
+(e2τθϕθ3)(t+y)2

)

+ Ch−2

(∫

Ω

∣∣∣(eτθϕy)0
∣∣∣
2
+

∫

Ω

∣∣∣(eτθϕy)M
∣∣∣
2
)
. (124)

As in the previous remark, we can adapt the result for the backward-in-time operator

(L̃Py)
n+ 1

2 = −(Dty)
n+ 1

2 −∆h(t
−y)n+

1
2 , n ∈ J0,M − 1K.
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3. All of the methodology presented here can be extended to deal with more general problems.
On the one hand, estimate (31) and the variants presented above hold in a more general
multi-dimensional setting. Using the notation introduced in [BLR14, Section 1.1], we can
work in any dimension as soon as we restrict to finite difference schemes on Cartesian grids.
On the other, by mixing the tools in [BLR14, Section 2] for the space-discrete case and
the tools for the time- and fully-discrete settings presented in Appendix A, it is possible
to prove Carleman estimates for parabolic operators where the Laplacian is replaced by
a general operator of the form −div(γ∇•) where x 7→ γ(x) is a nicely behaved function.
Notice that in the 1-D setting presented here, this amounts to consider a discrete operator
of the form −∂h(γ∂h•). However, to focus on the fully-discrete nature of our problem, we
avoided these approaches since the notation and computations increase heavily.

4. Lastly, we shall mention that more general non-uniform meshes for the space discretization
can be taken into account by following the discussion presented in [BHLR10a, Section 5].
These non-uniform meshes are obtained as the smooth image of a uniform grid and then
used to deduce controllability results in a more general setting. Thanks to the procedure
presented in [BHLR10a], we expect that this can be extended also to consider smooth
non-uniform meshes for the discretization of the time variable but the details remain to
be given.

4.2 On the connection between h and △t

Looking at the proof of the relaxed observability inequality of Proposition 3.1, we see that
a natural condition connecting h and △t appears and roughly states that we have to choose
△t ∼ h4/ϑ for ϑ ∈ J1, 4K. In turn, this condition comes from (91) which allows to control some
remainder terms during the proof of our fully-discrete Carleman estimate.

The introduction of the parameter ϑ gives an extra degree of freedom while fixing h and △t
without altering too much the best decay rate we can achieve for the target, that is, (114) with
φ(h) = e−C/h

1/ϑ
for some uniform C > 0.

By selecting ϑ = 1, we impose a very restrictive condition on △t, i.e. △t ∼ h4, but allows
to recover the best decay |yM |L2(Ω) = O(e−C/h). This is comparable to the result obtained in
[BLR14] in the semi-discrete case. On the other hand, by choosing ϑ = 4, we relax the condition
to △t ∼ h but at the price of modifying the size of the target and obtaining |yM |L2(Ω) =

O(e−C/h
1/4

) which in turn resembles the convergence obtained for the time-discrete case in
[BHS20]. We point out that in any case, the size of the target remains exponentially small and
allows to prove a more practical result for any function φ(h) verifying (40).

In the fully-discrete case, conditions connecting h and △t for controllability purposes have
also appeared in [BHLR11, Theorem 3.5]. Indeed, by employing a Lebeau-Robbiano type strat-
egy, the authors prove a controllability result for (35) with a = {an}n∈J1,MK ≡ 0 in which

|yM |L2(Ω) ≤ Ce−C/h
γ
|g|L2(Ω)

for some γ > 0 provided △t ≤ CTh
γ with CT > 0. This obviously yields a better result in the

linear case (without potential) and impose less restrictive conditions between h and △t.
Nonetheless, due to the spectral nature of the Lebeau-Robbiano technique (see [LR95]), the

case of a space-and-time-dependent potential a or more general results for the semilinear case
or coupled systems discussed below are out of reach.
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4.3 Some perspectives

The approach presented in this paper can be used to deal with other less standard control
problems for coupled systems in which Carleman estimates are at the heart of the proofs. We
present a brief discussion on a couple of open problems that can be addressed with the tools
presented here.

Insensitizing controls. Let O ⊂ Ω be an observation subset and consider the functional

Ψ(y) =
1

2

M∑

n=1

△t |yn|2L2(O)

and the control system




yn+1 − yn

△t
−∆hy

n+1 = 1ωv
n+ 1

2 + ξn+
1
2 , n ∈ J0,M − 1K,

yn+1
0 = yn+1

N+1 = 0, n ∈ J0,M − 1K,

y0 = g + σw,

(125)

where g ∈ L2(Ω) and ξ ∈ L2
D
(Q) are given functions and the data of equation (125) is incomplete

in the following sense: w ∈ L2(Ω) is unknown while |w|L2(Ω) = 1 and σ ∈ R is unknown and

small enough. The idea is to look for a control v = (vn+
1
2 )n∈J0,M−1K such that

∂Ψ(y)

∂σ

∣∣∣∣
σ=0

= 0, ∀w ∈ L2(Ω). (126)

This is the so-called insensitizing problem (see the seminal work [Lio90]) and has been thoroughly
studied in different contexts.

The insensitizing control problem is equivalent to study the null-controllability of a cascade
system of parabolic PDEs (see, e.g., [dT00, Theorem 1]). At the discrete level, (126) translates
into finding a control v such that

q
1
2 = 0, (127)

where q = (qn+
1
2 )n∈J0,M−1K can be found from the following forward-backward cascade system





yn+1 − yn

△t
−∆hy

n+1 = 1ωv
n+ 1

2 + ξn+
1
2 , n ∈ J0,M − 1K,

yn+1
|∂Ω = 0, n ∈ J0,M − 1K,

y0 = y0,



qn−
1
2 − qn+

1
2

△t
−∆hq

n− 1
2 = 1Oy

n, n ∈ J1,MK,

q
n− 1

2

|∂Ω = 0, n ∈ J1,MK,

qM+ 1
2 = 0.

(128)

Of course, we cannot expect to obtain such kind of result for (125) but rather a relaxed
condition. In view of previous results for space-discrete insensitizing problems (see [BHSdT19,
Theorem 1.4]), we think that it is possible to obtain, by means of the Carleman inequalities (31)
and (124), a fully-discrete observability for the coupled system (128) (see [BHSdT19, Section
4]), thus giving a relaxed notion of φ(h)-insensitizing control for (125). Nevertheless, details
remain to be given.
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Hierarchic control. The notion of hierarchic control, introduced in [Lio94], looks for a
systematic way to combine the notions of optimal control and controllability. To fix ideas, let
us consider the system





yn+1 − yn

△t
−∆hy

n+1 = 1ωu
n+ 1

2 + 1Ov
n+ 1

2 , n ∈ J0,M − 1K,

yn+1
0 = yn+1

N+1 = 0, n ∈ J0,M − 1K,

y0 = g,

(129)

where u and v are controls exerted on the sets ω,O ⊂ Ω with ω ∩ O = ∅. The original idea in
the work [Lio94] is to find controls satisfying simultaneously the following control objectives

(P1) Find v such that

min
v∈L2

D
(0,T ;RM)

{
1

2

M∑

n=1

△t|yn − Y n|2L2(Ω) +
β

2

M−1∑

n=0

△t|vn+
1
2 |2L2(O)

}
. (130)

where Y = (Y n)n∈J1,MK is a given function and β > 0. Intuitively, solving (130) amounts
to find the less-energy control such that y remains close to the target Y and is analogous
to a classical optimal control problem.

(P2) Find u solving the null-controllability problem





min
u∈L2

D
(0,T ;RM)

1

2

M−1∑

n=0

△t|un+
1
2 |2L2(ω),

subject to yM = 0.

(131)

Following the methodology proposed in [Lio94], (P1)–(P2) can be solved by employing a
Stackelberg strategy and a hierarchy of controls. The first step amounts to look for v (the
follower control) assuming that u (the leader control) is fixed. Using classical optimal control
tools (see e.g. [Lio71]) adapted to the discrete setting, we can prove that there exists v solving
(P1) and can be characterized by the optimality system





yn+1 − yn

△t
−∆hy

n+1 = 1ωu
n+ 1

2 −
1

β
qn+

1
21O, n ∈ J0,M − 1K,

yn+1
|∂Ω = 0, n ∈ J0,M − 1K,

y0 = y0,



qn−
1
2 − qn+

1
2

△t
−∆hq

n− 1
2 = yn − Y n, n ∈ J1,MK,

q
n− 1

2

|∂Ω = 0, n ∈ J1,MK,

qM+ 1
2 = 0.

(132)

Notice that solving (P1) amounts to add an extra equation to the original system (129). Once
this is done, according to (P2) it remains to obtain a control h such that yM = 0. However,
as in the insensitizing case, it is not reasonable to expect this but rather the weaker notion of
φ(h)-controllability.

Following the spirit of the continuous case (see, for instance, [AFCS15] for a similar problem
in a slightly more general framework), by duality, we should obtain a relaxed observability
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inequality like

|z
1
2 |2L2(Ω) +

M∑

n=1

△t|Ξnpn|2L2(Ω) ≤ C

(
M−1∑

n=0

△t|1ωz
n+ 1

2 |2L2(Ω) + e−
C
h |zT |

2
L2(Ω)

)
(133)

for the the solutions to the adjoint system




zn−
1
2 − zn+

1
2

△t
−∆hz

n− 1
2 = pn, n ∈ J1,MK,

z
n− 1

2

|∂Ω = 0, n ∈ J1,MK,

zM+ 1
2 = zT ,




pn+1 − pn

△t
−∆hp

n+1 = −
1

β
zn+

1
21O, n ∈ J0,M − 1K,

pn+1
|∂Ω = 0, n ∈ J0,M − 1K,

pM+ 1
2 = 0,

where Ξ = (Ξn)n∈J1,MK is a suitable exponential weight function, typically related to the Car-
leman weights. As in the insensitizing controls, we believe that this is doable by using the
Carleman estimates (31) and (124) and some of the procedures introduced here.

Of course, (133) will only yield a φ(h)-controllability result instead of the null-controllability
constraint in (131). Nonetheless, obtaining the relaxed inequality (133) and performing an
analysis for the fully-discrete case similar to [BHSdT19, Section 4] will complement nicely the
very recent results on numerical hierarchic control developed in [dCFC20].

A Discrete calculus results

A.1 Results for space-discrete variables

The goal of this first section is to provide a self-contained summary of calculus rules for space-
discrete operators like ∂h, ∂h, and to provide estimates for the successive applications of such
operators on the weight functions. We present the results without a proof and refer the reader
to [BHLR10a] (see also [BLR14]) for a complete discussion.

To avoid introducing cumbersome notation, we introduce the following continuous difference
and averaging operators

s
+
h f(x) := f(x+ h

2 ), s
−
h f(x) = f(x− h

2 ),

dhf :=
1

h

(
s
+
h − s

−
h

)
f, mhf = f̂ :=

1

2

(
s
+
h + s

−
h

)
f.

With this notation, the results given below will be naturally translated to discrete versions.
More precisely, for a function f continuously defined on R, the discrete function ∂hf is in fact
dhf sampled on the dual mesh M, and ∂hf is dhf sampled on the primal mesh M. Similar
meanings will be used for the averaging symbols f̃ and f (see (15) and (18), respectively) and

for more intricate combinations: for instance, ∆̃hf = ∂̃h∂hf is the function d̂hdhf sampled on
M.

A.1.1 Discrete calculus formulas

Lemma A.1. Let the functions f1, f2 be continuously defined over R. We have

dh(f1f2) = dh(f1)f̂2 + f̂1dh(f2).
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The translation of the result to discrete functions f1, f2 ∈ RM (resp. g1, g2 ∈ RM) is

∂h(f1f2) = ∂h(f1)f̃2 + f̃1∂h(f2),
(
resp. ∂h(g1g2) = ∂h(g1) g2 + g1 ∂h(g2)

)
. (134)

Lemma A.2. Let the functions f1, f2 be continuously defined over R. We have

f̂1f2 = f̂1f̂2 +
h2

4
dh(f1)dh(f2).

The translation of the result to discrete functions f1, f2 ∈ RM (resp. g1, g2 ∈ RM) is

f̃1f2 = f̃1f̃2 +
h2

4
∂h(f1)∂h(f2),

(
resp. f1f2 = f1 f2 +

h2

4
∂h(f1)∂h(f2))

)
.

Lemma A.3. Let the function f be continuously defined over R. We have

m
2
hf :=

ˆ̂
f = f +

h2

f
dhdhf.

The following result provides a discrete integration-by-parts formula and a related identity
for averaged functions.

Proposition A.4. Let f ∈ RM∪∂M and g ∈ RM. Then
∫

Ω
f(∂hg) = −

∫

Ω
(∂hf)g + fN+1gN+ 1

2
− f0g 1

2
, (135)

∫

Ω
fg =

∫

Ω
f̃g −

h

2
fN+1gN+ 1

2
−
h

2
f0g 1

2
. (136)

Lemma A.5. Let f be a sufficiently smooth function defined in a neighborhood of Ω. We have

(i) s
±
h f = f ±

h

2

∫ 1

0
∂xf(· ± σh/2)dσ, (ii) m

j
hf = f + Cjh

2

∫ 1

−1
(1− |σ|)∂2xf(·+ ljσh)dσ,

(iii) d
j
hf = ∂jxf + Cjh

2

∫ 1

−1
(1− |σ|)j+1∂j+2

x f(·+ ljσh)dσ, j = 1, 2, l1 = 1
2 , l2 = 1.

A.1.2 Space-discrete computations related to Carleman weights

We present here a summary of results related to space-discrete operations performed on the
Carleman weigh functions. The estimates presented below are at the heart of our fully-discrete
Carleman estimate. The proof of such results can be found on [BHLR10a].

We set r = esϕ and ρ = r−1. The positive parameters s and h will be large and small,
respectively. We highligh the dependence on s, h and λ in the following results. We always
assume that s ≥ 1 and λ ≥ 1.

Lemma A.6. Let α, β ∈ N. We have

∂βx (r∂
α
x ρ) = αβ(−sφ)αλα+β(∂xψ)

α+β

+ αβ(sφ)αλα+β−1O(1) + α(α − 1)sα−1Oλ(1) = sαOλ(1).

Let σ ∈ [−1, 1]. We have

∂βx (r(t, ·)(∂
α
x ρ)(t, · + σh)) = Oλ(s

α(1 + (sh)β))eOλ(sh).

Provided τh
δT 2 ≤ 1, we have ∂βx (r(t, ·)(∂αx ρ)(t, ·+ σh)) = sαOλ(1). The same expressions hold

with r and ρ interchanged if we replace s by −s everywhere.
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Proposition A.7. Let α ∈ N. Provided τh
δT 2 ≤ 1, we have

(i) rmj
h∂

α
x ρ = r∂αx ρ+ sα(sh)2Oλ(1) = sαOλ(1), j = 1, 2,

(ii) rmj
hdhρ = r∂xρ+ s(sh)2Oλ(1), j = 1, 2,

(iii) rd2hρ = r∂2xρ+ s2(sh)2Oλ(1) = s2Oλ(1).

The same estimates hold with ρ and r interchanged.

Proposition A.8. Let α ∈ N. For k = 0, 1, 2, j = 0, 1, 2, and provided τh
δT 2 ≤ 1 we have

(i) d
k
h(rd

2
hρ) = ∂kx(r∂

2
xρ) + s2(sh)2Oλ(1) = s2Oλ(1),

(ii) d
k
h(rm

2
hρ) = (sh)2Oλ(1).

The same estimates hold with ρ and r interchanged.

Proposition A.9. Let α, β ∈ N and k, j = 0, 1, 2. Provided τh
δT 2 ≤ 1, we have

(i) m
j
hd
k
h∂

α
x

(
r2d̂hρ d

2
hρ
)
= ∂kx∂

α
x (r

2(∂xρ)∂
2
xρ) + s3(sh)2Oλ(1) = s3Oλ(1),

(ii) m
j
hd
k
h∂

α
x

(
r2d̂hρm2

hρ
)
= ∂kx∂

α
x (r∂xρ) + s(sh)2Oλ(1) = sOλ(1).

The same estimates hold with ρ and r interchanged.

Remark A.10. We set dh2 := ((s+h )
2 − (s−h )

2)/2h = mhdh and mh2 := ((s+h )
2 + (s−h )

2)/2. The
estimates presented in the previous results are then preserved when we replace some of the dh

by dh2 and some of the mh by mh2.

A.2 Results for time-discrete variables

Following the spirit of the previous section, here we devote to provide a summary of calculus
rules manipulating the time-discrete operators Dt and Dt, and also to provide estimates for the
application of such operators on the weight functions.

As we did before, to avoid introducing additional notation, we present the following contin-
uous difference operator. For a function f defined on R, we set

t
+f(t) := f(t+ △t

2 ), t
−f(t) := f(t− △t

2 ),

Dtf :=
1

△t
(t+ − t

−)f.

As for the the space variable, we can obtain discrete versions of the results presented below
quite naturally. Indeed, for a function f continuously defined on R, the discrete function Dtf
amounts to evaluate Dtf at the mesh points D and Dtf is Dtf sampled at the mesh points P.

A.2.1 Time-discrete calculus formulas

Lemma A.11. Let the functions f1 and f2 be continuously defined over R. We have

Dt(f1f2) = t
+f1 Dtf2 + Dtf1 t

−f2.

The same holds for
Dt(f1f2) = t

−f1 Dtf2 + Dtf1 t
+f2.

From the above formulas, if f1 = f2 = f , we have the useful identities

t
+f Dtf =

1

2
Dt

(
f2
)
+

1

2
△t(Dtf)

2, t
−f Dtf =

1

2
Dt

(
f2
)
−

1

2
△t(Dtf)

2.
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The translation of the result to discrete functions f, g1, g2 ∈ HD is

Dt(g1g2) = (t̄+g1)Dtg2 +Dtg1(t̄
−g2),

Dt(g1g2) = (t̄−g1)Dtg2 +Dtg1(t̄
+g2),

(137)

and

(t̄+f)Dtf =
1

2
Dt

(
f2
)
+

1

2
△t(Dtf)

2, (138)

(t̄−f)Dtf =
1

2
Dt

(
f2
)
−

1

2
△t(Dtf)

2. (139)

Of course, the above identities also hold for functions f, g1, g2 ∈ HP and their respective trans-
lation operators and difference operator t± and Dt.

The following result covers discrete integration by parts and some useful related formulas.

Proposition A.12. Let {H, (·, ·)H} be a real Hilbert space and consider u ∈ HP and v ∈ HD.
We have the following:

—
∫ T

0

(
t
+u, v

)
H

=

∫ T

0

(
u, t̄−v

)
H
, (140)

—
∫ T

0

(
t
−u, v

)
H

= △t(u0, v
1
2 )H −△t(uM , vM+ 1

2 )H +

∫ T

0

(
u, t̄+v

)
H
. (141)

Moreover, combining the above identities, we have the following discrete integration by parts
formula

—
∫ T

0
(Dtu, v)H = −(u0, v

1
2 )H + (uM , vM+ 1

2 )H −

∫ T

0

(
Dtv, u

)
H
. (142)

Remark A.13. If we consider two functions f, g ∈ HD, we can combine (140) and (142) to
obtain the formula

∫ T

0

(
Dtf, t̄

−g
)
H

= −(f
1
2 , g

1
2 )H + (fM+ 1

2 , gM+ 1
2 )H −

∫ T

0

(
t̄
+f,Dtg

)
H
. (143)

Analogously, for f, g ∈ HP , the following holds

—
∫ T

0

(
Dtf, t

+g
)
H

= −(f0, g0)H + (fM , gM )H − —
∫ T

0

(
t
−f,Dtg

)
H
. (144)

Observe that in these formulas, the integrals are taken over the same discrete points. These will
be particularly useful during the derivation of the Carleman estimates (31) and (124).

A.2.2 Time-discrete computations related to Carleman weights

We present some lemmas related to time-discrete operations applied to the Carleman weights.
The proof of these results can be found in [BHS20, Appendix B]. We recall that r = esϕ and
ρ = r−1. We highlight the dependence on τ , δ, △t and λ in the following estimates.

Lemma A.14 (Time-discrete derivative of the Carleman weight). Provided △tτ(T 3δ2)−1 ≤ 1,
we have

t
−(r)Dtρ = −τ t

−(θ′)ϕ+△t

(
τ

δ3T 4
+

τ2

δ4T 6

)
Oλ(1).
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Lemma A.15 (Discrete operations on the weight θ). There exists a universal constant C > 0
uniform with respect to △t, δ and T such that

(i) |Dt(θ
ℓ)| ≤ ℓT t−(θℓ+1) + C △t

δℓ+2T 2ℓ+2 , ℓ = 1, 2, . . .

(ii) Dt(θ
′) ≤ CT 2t−(θ3) + C △t

δ4T 5 .

In addition to the results presented above, since we are dealing with a fully-discrete case,
we need to give an additional lemma concerning the effect of the time-discrete operator Dt over
some discrete operations in the space variable. This is a new result as compared to [BLR14] and
[BHS20] but follows the arguments there. The result reads as follows.

Lemma A.16 (Mixed derivatives). Provided τh(δT 2) ≤ 1 and σ is bounded, we have

(i) ∂βt (r(t, x)∂
α
x (t, x+ σh)) = T βsα(t)θβ(t)Oλ(1), β = 1, 2 and α ∈ N.

If in addition △tτ
T 3δ2 ≤ 1

2 , the following estimates hold

(ii) Dt(rm2
hρ) = T t−(θ[sh]2)Oλ(1) +

(
τ△t
δ3T 4

) (
τh
δT 2

)
Oλ(1).

(iii) Dt(r d
2
hρ) = T t−(s2θ)Oλ(1) +

(
τ2△t
δ4T 6

)
Oλ(1) +

(
τ△t
δ3T 4

) (
τh
δT 2

)3
Oλ(1).

Proof. For β = 1, the proof of item (i) can be found on [BLR14, Proof of Proposition 2.14]. For
β = 2, the proof follows exactly as in that work just by noting that ∂2t (r∂

α
x ρ) = T 2sαθ2Oλ(1).

To prove item (ii), we shall exploit that the weights ρ and r can be written in separated
variables. Indeed, by Lemma A.5(ii), we have

r(t, x)m2
hρ(t, x) = 1 + Ch2

∫ 1

−1
(1− |σ|)r(t, x)∂2xρ(t, x+ σh)dσ. (145)

hence

r(t+△t, x)m2
hρ(t+△t, x)− r(t, x)m2

hρ(t, x)

△t

= ∂t(r(t, x)m
2
hρ(t, x)) +△t

∫ 1

0
(1− γ)∂2t

(
r(t+ γ△t, x)m2

hρ(t+ γ△t, x)
)
dγ

= A1 +A2. (146)

by a first order Taylor formula in the time variable. Differentiating with respect to t in (145)
and item (i) yield

A1 = T [s(t)h]2θ(t)Oλ(1). (147)

For estimating A2, we use the change of variable t 7→ t + γ△t for γ ∈ [0, 1] in item (i) and
observe that provided △tτ

T 3δ2
≤ 1

2 , we have maxt∈[0,T+△t] θ(t) ≤
2
δT 2 . Therefore,

A2 = △tT 2s2(t+△t)θ2(t+△t)h2Oλ(1) =

(
τ△t

δ3T 4

)(
τh

δT 2

)
Oλ(1), (148)

where we have used that h ≪ 1 to remove one power of h. Putting together (146)–(148) and
performing the change of variable t 7→ t− △t

2 yield the desired result.
Finally, to prove item (iii), we have from Lemma A.5(iii) that

r(t, x)d2hρ(t, x) = r(t, x)∂2xρ(t, x) + Ch4
∫ 1

−1
(1− |σ|)3r(t, x)∂4xρ(t, x+ σh)dσ. (149)
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Therefore, arguing as above

r(t+△t, x)d2hρ(t+△t, x)− r(t, x)d2hρ(t, x)

△t

= ∂t(r(t, x)d
2
hρ(t, x)) +△t

∫ 1

0
(1− γ)∂2t

(
r(t+ γ△t, x)d2hρ(t+ γ△t, x)

)
dγ

= B1 +B2. (150)

Differentiating with respect to t in (149) and using item (i) yield

B1 = Ts(t)2θ(t)Oλ(1) + h4
[
Ts(t)4θ(t)Oλ(1)

]
.

Using that τh
δT 2 ≤ 1 and h≪ 1, we can adjust some powers in the above expression and obtain

B1 = Ts(t)2θ(t)Oλ(1). (151)

For the term B2, we argue as for A2. We use the change of variable t 7→ t+ γ△t, γ ∈ [0, 1], in
item (i) and observe that provided △tτ

T 3δ2
≤ 1

2 , we have maxt∈[0,t+△t] θ(t) ≤
2
δT 2 . In this way, we

get

B2 = △tT 2s2(t+△t)θ2(t+△t)Oλ(1) +△tT 2h4s4(t+△t)θ2(t+△t)Oλ(1)

=
τ2△t

δ4T 6
Oλ(1) +

(
τ△t

δ3T 4

)(
τh

δT 2

)3

Oλ(1). (152)

Collecting the estimates (151)–(152) in (150) and setting the change of variable t 7→ t− △t
2 gives

the desired result.

B Estimates of the cross product in the Carleman estimate

B.1 Estimates that only require space discrete computations

Proof of Lemma 2.1

The proof is straightforward. First, using (140), we can relax a little bit the notation by hiding
the operator t̄−. More precisely we have

I11 = 2

∫∫

Q
t̄
−(r2ρ̃∆hz∂hρ ∂hz) = 2—

∫∫

Q
r2ρ̃∆hz∂hρ ∂hz.

Now, we can focus on the space variable. Noting that ∆h = ∂h∂h and ∂h([∂hz]2) = 2∂h(∂hz)∂hz
thanks to Lemma A.1, we can integrate by parts (see formula (135)) and obtain

I11 = 2—
∫∫

Q
r2ρ̃∆hz∂hρ ∂hz

= −—
∫∫

Q
∂h
(
r2 ρ̃ ∂hρ

)
|∂hz|

2 + —
∫ T

0

(
r2ρ̃ ∂hρ

)
N+1

|∂hz|
2
N+ 1

2

− —
∫ T

0

(
r2ρ̃ ∂hρ

)
0
|∂hz|

2
1
2
.
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Using that ∂h(r2 ρ̃ ∂hρ) = −sλ2(∂xψ)
2φ+sλφO(1)+s(sh)2Oλ(1) (obtained from Lemma A.9(ii)

and Lemma A.6) and rρ̃ = 1 + (sh)2Oλ(1) (see Lemma A.7(i)), we get

I11 = —
∫∫

Q
sλ2(∂xψ)

2φ|∂hz|
2 − —

∫∫

Q
(sλφO(1) + s(sh)2Oλ(1)) |∂hz|

2

+ —
∫ T

0
(1 + (sh)2Oλ(1))

[(
r∂hρ

)
N+1

|∂hz|
2
N+ 1

2
−
(
r∂hρ

)
0
|∂hz|

2
0

]
.

The result follows by shifting back the time integral with formula (140).

Proof of Lemma 2.2

We proceed as in the previous proof. First, we shift the time integral and then using integration
by parts in space, we obtain

I12 = −2—
∫∫

Q
s∂xxφrρ̃z∆hz

= 2—
∫∫

Q
s ∂h(rρ̃∂xxφ)z̃∂hz + 2—

∫∫

Q
s ˜(rρ̃∂xxφ)|∂hz|

2. (153)

Here, we have used that (z|∂Ω)
n− 1

2 = 0 for n ∈ J1,MK so no boundary conditions appear.

Using Lemma A.5(iii), we see that ∂̃xxφ = ∂xxφ+ hOλ(1), thus from Proposition A.7(i), we
get

˜(rρ̃∂xxφ) = ∂xxφ+
[
h+ (sh)2

]
Oλ(1). (154)

On the other hand, by Propositions A.7(i) and A.8(ii), we get

∂h(rρ̃∂xxφ) =
[
1 + (sh)2

]
Oλ(1). (155)

Using estimates (154)–(155) in (153), we see that I12 can be written as

I12 = 2—
∫∫

Q
s∂xxφ|∂hz|

2 +R12, (156)

where

R12 := —
∫∫

Q

[
(sh) + s(sh)2

]
Oλ(1) |∂hz|

2 + —
∫∫

Q
[s+ s(sh)2]Oλ(1)z∂hz.

Using that
∂xxφ = λ2|∂xψ|

2φ+ λφO(1) (157)

in expression (156), the result follows by Cauchy-Schwarz and Young inequalities and shifting
the time integral. Notice that we have adjusted some powers of the product (sh) by using that
s ≥ 1 and (sh) ≤ τh(δT 2)−1 ≤ 1.

Proof of Lemma 2.3

Define p := r2∆hρ∂hρ. From (140) and noting that ∂hz = ∂h(z̃) we see that

I21 = 2—
∫∫

Q
p ∂hz z̃ = —

∫∫

Q
p ∂h(|z̃|

2),
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where we have used Lemma A.1. Integrating by parts in space, we get

I21 = −—
∫∫

Q
(∂hp)|z̃|

2

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:I

(1)
21

+—
∫ T

0
pN+1|z̃N+ 1

2
|2 − —

∫ T

0
p0|z̃ 1

2
|2

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:I

(2)
21

.

We observe that z̃ 1
2
= h

2 (∂hz) 1
2

and z̃N+ 1
2
= −h

2 (∂hz)N+ 1
2
. Thanks to Lemma A.6 and Proposi-

tion A.9(i) notice that p =
[
s2Oλ(1) + s2(sh)2Oλ(1)

]
r∂hρ . Thus,

I
(2)
21 = —

∫ T

0

[
(sh)2 + (sh)4

]
Oλ(1)

{(
r∂hρ

)
0
(∂hz)

2
N+ 1

2
+
(
r∂hρ

)
N+1

(∂hz)
2
N+ 1

2

}

= —
∫ T

0
(sh)2Oλ(1)

{(
r∂hρ

)
0
(∂hz)

2
N+ 1

2
+
(
r∂hρ

)
N+1

(∂hz)
2
N+ 1

2

}
(158)

by using that sh ≤ τh(δT 2)−1 ≤ 1.

From Lemma A.2, formula (136) and recalling that (z|∂Ω)
n− 1

2 for n ∈ J1,MK, we have that

I
(1)
21 = −—

∫∫

Q
(∂hp)|̃z|2 +

h2

4
—
∫∫

Q
(∂hp)|∂hz|

2

= −—
∫∫

Q
∂hp |z|

2 +
h2

4
—
∫∫

Q
(∂hp)|∂hz|

2. (159)

We claim the following.

Claim B.1. Provided τh(δT 2)−1 ≤ 1, we have

∂hp = s3Oλ(1) + s3(sh)2Oλ(1),

∂hp = −s3λ4φ3(∂xψ)
4 + (sλφ)3Oλ(1) + s2Oλ(1) + s3(sh)2Oλ(1).

Proof. From Proposition A.9(i), we have ∂hp = ∂x(r
2(∂xρ)∂xxρ) + s3(sh)2Oλ(1). On the other

hand, a straightforward computation gives

∂x(r
2(∂xρ)∂xxρ) = −3s3λ4(∂xψ)

4φ3 + (sλφ)3O(1) + s2Oλ(1). (160)

Thus, the first result follows immediately.
For the second one, we note that ∂hp = ∂h2p (see Remark A.10), whence ∂hp = ∂h2(r

2∆hρ∂hρ)
and using Proposition A.9(i) the results follows from (160).

Using Claim B.1 to estimate in (159) and recalling (158) we readily get

I21 = 3—
∫∫

Q
s3λ4φ3(∂xψ)

4|z|2 − —
∫∫

Q
µ21|z|

2 − —
∫∫

Q
ν21|∂hz|

2

+ —
∫ T

0
(sh)2Oλ(1)

{(
r∂hρ

)
0
(∂hz)

2
N+ 1

2
+
(
r∂hρ

)
N+1

(∂hz)
2
N+ 1

2

}
,

where
µ21 = (sλφ)3O(1) + s2Oλ(1) + s3(sh)2Oλ(1), ν21 = s(sh)2Oλ(1).

As before, we have adjusted some powers of (sh) in ν21 by recalling that (sh) ≤ τh(δT 2)−1 ≤ 1
and h≪ 1. The desired result then follows by shifting the integral in time.
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Proof of Lemma 2.4

By Lemma A.3, we have that z̃ = z + h2

4 ∆hz. Thus

I22 = −2—
∫∫

Q
r∆hρs∂xxφz

2 −
h2

2
—
∫∫

Q
r∆hρs∂xxφz∆hz =: I

(1)
22 + I

(2)
22 . (161)

From Proposition A.7(iii) and Lemma A.6, we readily have

r∆hρ = r∂xxρ+ s2(sh)2Oλ(1) = s2λ2(∂xψ)
2φ2 + sOλ(1) + s2(sh)2Oλ(1) (162)

whence, combining with (157), we obtain that

I
(1)
22 = −2—

∫∫

Q
s3λ4φ3(∂xψ)

4|z|2 − —
∫∫

Q
µ|z|2, (163)

where µ = s3λ3φ3O(1) + s2Oλ(1) + s3(sh)2Oλ(1).

For the term I
(2)
22 , we proceed as follows. We set pφ := r∆hρ∂xxφ and by using that

(z|∂Ω)
n− 1

2 = 0 for n ∈ J1,MK, we get after integration by parts in space

I
(2)
22 =

h2

2
—
∫∫

Q
sp̃φ|∂hz|

2 +
h2

2
—
∫∫

Q
s∂hpφ∂hzz̃.

Noting that ∂h(z2) = 2z̃∂hz, we can integrate once again in the last term of the above to obtain

I
(2)
22 =

h2

2
—
∫∫

Q
sp̃φ|∂hz|

2 −
h2

4
—
∫∫

Q
s∆hpφz

2 =: J1 + J2. (164)

Let us estimate J1 and J2. For the first term, we have from (157) that ∂xxφ = Oλ(1) and
from estimate (162), we have pφ = s2Oλ(1) + s2(sh)2Oλ(1). The same estimate holds for p̃φ.
From this fact and adjusting some powers of (sh) yields

J1 = —
∫∫

Q
s(sh)2Oλ(1)|∂hz|

2. (165)

For estimating J2, we claim the following

Claim B.2. Provided τh(δT 2)−1 ≤ 1 we have h2∆hpφ = s2(h+ h2)Oλ(1) + (sh)4Oλ(1).

Proof. From (157), notice that

‖∂xxφ‖∞ = Oλ(1), ‖∂h(∂xxφ)‖∞ = Oλ(1), ‖h∆h(∂xxφ)‖∞ = Oλ(1). (166)

On the other hand, a direct computation gives

h2∆hpφ = h2∆h(∂xxφ)r̃∆hρ+ 2h2∂h∂xxφ∂h(r∆hρ) + h∂̃xxφ∆h(r∆hρ).

From Propositions A.7(i) and A.8(i), estimates (166), and the fact that (r∂xxφ) = ∂x(r∂xxφ) =
∂xx(r∂xxφ) = s2Oλ(1), we obtain the desired result.

Using Claim B.2, we readily see that

J2 = —
∫∫

Q

[
s3(h+ h2) + s(sh)4

]
Oλ(1)|z|

2 = —
∫∫

Q
s2(sh)Oλ(1)|z|

2. (167)

Putting together (161), (163)–(164), (165), and (167), the desired result follows by adjusting
some powers of (sh).
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B.2 Estimates involving time-discrete computations

Proof of Lemma 2.5

We begin by shifting the integral in time, hence

I31 = −2—
∫∫

Q
τϕθ′zr∂hρ ∂hz = −2—

∫∫

Q
τθ′ ˜(ϕr∂hρz)∂hz, (168)

where we have used formula (136) in the second equality. Observe that no boundary conditions

appear since z
n− 1

2

|∂Ω = 0 for n ∈ J1,MK. Noting that

˜(ϕr∂hρz) =
˜(ϕr∂hρ) z̃ +

h2

4
∂h(ϕr∂hρ)∂hz

thanks to Lemma A.2, we rewrite (168) as

I31 = −2—
∫∫

Q
τθ′ ˜(ϕr∂hρ)z̃(∂hz)−

h2

2
—
∫∫

Q
τθ′∂h(ϕr∂hρ)(∂hz)

2

= −—
∫∫

Q
τθ′ ˜(ϕr∂hρ)∂h(z

2)−
h2

2
—
∫∫

Q
τθ′∂h(ϕr∂hρ)(∂hz)

2.

Integrating by parts in space the first term in the above expression and using that ∂hp̃ = ∂hp
for p ∈ RM, we have

I31 = —
∫∫

Q
τθ′∂h(ϕr∂hρ)z

2 −
h2

2
—
∫∫

Q
τθ′∂h(ϕr∂hρ)(∂hz)

2.

Using that ‖∂hϕ‖∞ = Oλ(1) and ∂x(r∂xρ) = sOλ(1), we can prove as in Claim B.1 that

∂h(ϕr∂hρ) = ∂h(ϕr∂hρ) = sOλ(1) + s(sh)2Oλ(1).

Notice that since (sh) ≤ τh(δT 2)−1 ≤ 1, we can further simplify the above estimate and obtain
that both derivatives are of order sOλ(1). Thus, from this remark, we have

I31 =

∫∫

Q
τ(t̄−sθ′)Oλ(1)(t̄

−z)2 + h2
∫∫

Q
τ(t̄−sθ′)Oλ(1)|∂h(t̄

−z)|2.

Using that θ′ = (2t− T )θ2 for t ∈ [0, T ], we obtain

I31 =

∫∫

Q
T t̄−(s2θ)Oλ(1)(t̄

−z)2 +

∫∫

Q
T t̄−(θ[sh]2)Oλ(1)|∂h(t̄

−z)|2.

This ends the proof.

Proof of Lemma 2.7

The proof of this term can be carried out exactly as in [BHS20], since the space variable does
not play any major role. For completeness, we sketch it briefly.

Using formula (139), we write

I33 = −

∫∫

Q
τϕ(t̄−θ′)(t̄−z)Dtz = −

1

2

∫∫

Q
τϕ(t̄−θ′)Dt(z

2) +
△t

2

∫∫

Q
τϕ(t̄−θ′)(Dtz)

2,
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and integrating by parts in time using (143), we get

I33 =
1

2

∫

Ω
τϕ(θ′)

1
2 (z

1
2 )2 −

1

2

∫

Ω
τϕ(θ′)M+ 1

2 (zM+ 1
2 )2

+
1

2

∫∫

Q
τϕDt(θ

′)(t̄−z)2 +
△t

2

∫∫

Q
τϕ(t̄−θ′)(Dtz)

2. (169)

By definition, we have that
θ′ = (2t− T )θ2, (170)

thus (θ′)
1
2 < 0 and (θ′)M+ 1

2 > 0. Therefore, recalling that ϕ < 0 for all x ∈ Ω, we see that the
first two terms in (169) are positive and therefore can be dropped. A further computation using
(170) and Lemma A.15(ii) and yields

I33 ≥ −

∫∫

Q
(t̄−µ33)(t̄

−z)2 −

∫∫

Q
(t̄−γ33)(Dtz)

2

with µ33 = (τT 2θ3 + τ△t
δ4T 5 )Oλ(1) and γ33 = △tτTθ2Oλ(1), where we have used that ϕ = Oλ(1).

B.3 A new estimate

Proof of Lemma 2.8

This is the most delicate and cumbersome estimate since it combines the action of both space
and time discrete results. For clarity, we have divided the proof in three steps.

Step 1. An estimate for I13. Using integration by parts in space, we get

I13 =

∫∫

Q
t̄
−
(
rρ̃∆hz

)
Dtz

= −

∫∫

Q
Dt(∂hz)∂h(t̄

−z)t̄−(̃rρ̃)−

∫∫

Q
t̄
−
(
∂h
[
rρ̃
])
∂h(t̄

−z)Dt (z̃)

=: I
(1)
13 + I

(2)
13 , (171)

where we have used that Dt commutes with ∂h and mh in the first and second terms, respectively.
Using formula (139), we have that the I(1)13 can be written as

I
(1)
13 = −

1

2

∫∫

Q
t̄
−(̃rρ̃)Dt

(
|∂hz|

2
)
+

△t

2

∫∫

Q
t̄
−(̃rρ̃)

(
Dt(∂hz)

)2

and integrating by parts in time in the first integral, we get

I
(1)
13 =

∫∫

Q
|∂h(t̄

+z)|2Dt(̃rρ̃)−

∫

Ω
(̃rρ̃)

M+ 1
2
∣∣∣(∂hz)M+ 1

2

∣∣∣
2

+

∫

Ω
(̃rρ̃)

1
2
∣∣∣(∂hz)

1
2

∣∣∣
2
+

△t

2

∫∫

Q
t̄
−(̃rρ̃)

(
Dt(∂hz)

)2
.

From Proposition A.7(i), we observe that for 0 < (sh) ≤ τh
δT 2 < ǫ1(λ) with ǫ1(λ) small enough,

we have that
(
rρ̃
)
≥ cλ > 0, thus the last three terms of the above equation have prescribed

signs (we remark that the extra average does not affect the form of that estimate). That is

I
(1)
13 ≥ K − cλ

∫

Ω

∣∣∣(∂hz)M+ 1
2

∣∣∣
2

+ cλ

∫

Ω

∣∣∣(∂hz)
1
2

∣∣∣
2
+ cλ△t

∫∫

Q

(
Dt(∂hz)

)2
, (172)

and where K :=
∫∫
Q |∂h(t̄

+z)|2Dt(̃rρ̃). We claim the following.
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Claim B.3. Provided △tτ
δ2T 3 ≤ 1

2 , we have

Dt(̃rρ̃) = T t̄−(θ[sh]2)Oλ(1) +

(
τ△t

δ3T 4

)(
τh

δT 2

)
Oλ(1). (173)

Proof. Notice that we can write 2Dt(̃rρ̃) = (s+ + s
−)Dt(rρ̃). The result follows by applying

Lemma A.16(ii).

Observe that the condition on △t of Claim B.3 is in agreement with our initial hypothesis.
Actually, the assumption of Lemma 2.8 is stronger than this condition. Using that |∂h(t̄+z)|2 ≤
C|∂h(t̄

−z)|2 + C(△t)2(Dt(∂hz))
2 and (180) we get

K ≥ −

∫∫

Q
|∂h(t̄

−z)|2(t̄−νK)− Cλ△t

∫∫

Q

(
τ△t

δ3T 4

)(
τh

δT 2

)(
Dt(∂hz)

)2
, (174)

for some Cλ > 0 uniform with respect to △t and where νK := Tθ(sh)2Oλ(1)+
(
τ△t
δ3T 4

) (
τh
δT 2

)
Oλ(1).

Notice that taking ǫ1(λ) small enough in our initial hypothesis the last term of (172) controls

the last term of (174). So, overall, I(1)13 can be bounded as

I
(1)
13 ≥ −cλ

∫

Ω

∣∣∣(∂hz)M+ 1
2

∣∣∣
2
−

∫∫

Q
|∂h(t̄

−z)|2(t̄−νK) + c̃λ△t

∫∫

Q

(
Dt(∂hz)

)2
, (175)

for a constant c̃λ > 0 uniform with respect to △t.
Let us comeback to the term I

(2)
13 . From Proposition A.8(ii), we have that ∂h[rρ̃] = (sh)2Oλ(1)

and using Cauchy-Schwarz and Young inequalities, we get

|I
(2)
13 | ≤ C

(∫∫

Q
t̄
−
(
s−1[sh]2

)
|Dt(z̃)|

2 +

∫∫

Q
t̄
−(s[sh]2)|∂h(t̄

−z)|2
)
,

for some C > 0 only depending on λ. A direct computation shows that |Dt(z̃)|
2 = |(̃Dtz)|

2 ≤

(̃Dtz)2 by convexity. This, together the fact that z
n− 1

2

|∂Ω = 0 for n ∈ J1,MK, we can use (136) to
deduce

|I
(2)
13 | ≤ C

(∫∫

Q
t̄
−
(
s−1[sh]2

)
|Dt(z)|

2 +

∫∫

Q
t̄
−(s[sh]2)|∂h(t̄

−z)|2
)
. (176)

Combining (175) and (176) will provide a lower bound for I13. This concludes Step 1.

Step 2. An estimate for I23. Using that z̃ = z + h2

4 ∂h∂hz, we can rewrite I23 as

I23 =

∫∫

Q
t̄
−
(
r∆hρz̃

)
Dtz

=

∫∫

Q
t̄
− (r∆hρ z)Dtz +

h2

4

∫∫

Q
t̄
− (r∆hρ)∆h(t̄

−z)Dtz =: I
(1)
32 + I

(2)
32 .

Let us estimate I(1)23 . Using identity (139) and the integration-by parts formula in (143), we
see that

I
(1)
23 =

1

2

∫∫

Q
t̄
− (r∆hρ)Dt(|z|

2)−
△t

2

∫∫

Q
t̄
− (r∆hρ) (Dtz)

2

= −
1

2

∫∫

Q
Dt(r∆hρ)(t̄

−z)2 +
1

2

∫

Ω
(r∆hρ)

M+ 1
2 |zM+ 1

2 |2 −
1

2

∫

Ω
(r∆hρ)

1
2 |z

1
2 |2−

−
△t

2

∫∫

Q
t̄
− (r∆hρ) (Dtz)

2.
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To estimate the last three terms of the above expression we can use that

r∆hρ = s2Oλ(1) + sλφO(1) + s2(sh)2Oλ(1) = s2Oλ(1). (177)

For the first one we can use directly Lemma A.16(iii) sampled on the primal mesh P. Thus,

I
(1)
23 =

∫∫

Q
(t̄−µP )(t̄

−z)2 +

∫

Ω
(sM+ 1

2 )2Oλ(1)|z
M+ 1

2 |2 +

∫

Ω
(s

1
2 )2Oλ(1)|z

1
2 |2

+△t

∫∫

Q
(t̄−s2)Oλ(1)(Dtz)

2, (178)

where µP = Ts2θOλ(1) +
(
τ2△t
δ4T 6

)
Oλ(1) +

(
τ△t
δ3T 4

) (
τh
δT 2

)3
Oλ(1).

We focus now on the term I
(2)
23 . Using that ∆hz = ∂h(∂hz), we can integrate by parts in

space and get

I
(2)
23 =

h2

4

∫∫

Q
t̄
− (r∆hρ)∆h(t̄

−z)Dtz

= −
h2

4

∫∫

Q
t̄
− ˜(r∆hρ)∂h(t̄

−z)Dt(∂hz)−
h2

4

∫∫

Q
t̄
− (∂h(r∆hρ)) ∂h(t̄

−z)Dt (z̃)

=: J1 + J2, (179)

where we have used once again that Dt commutes with the space-discrete operations ∂h and mh.
Arguing as we did for I(1)12 , we see that

J1 = −
h2

8

∫∫

Q
t̄
− ˜(r∆hρ)Dt(|∂hz|

2) +△t
h2

8

∫∫

Q
t̄
− ˜(r∆hρ)|Dt(∂hz)|

2

= −
h2

8

∫

Ω

˜(r∆hρ)
M+ 1

2
|(∂hz)

M+ 1
2 |2 +

h2

8

∫

Ω

˜(r∆hρ)
1
2
|(∂hz)

1
2 |2

+
h2

8

∫∫

Q
Dt

˜(r∆hρ)|∂h(t̄
+z)|2 +△t

h2

8

∫∫

Q
t̄
− ˜(r∆hρ)|Dt(∂hz)|

2.

We have the following.

Claim B.4. Provided △tτ
δ2T 3 ≤ 1

2 , we have

Dt
˜(r∆hρ) = T t

−(s2θ)Oλ(1) +

(
τ2△t

δ4T 6

)
Oλ(1) +

(
τ△t

δ3T 4

)(
τh

δT 2

)3

Oλ(1). (180)

The proof is exactly as in Claim B.3 but taking into account the estimate in Lemma A.16(iii).
Using (177) (and noting that the estimate does not change with the extra average in space),

Claim B.4 and the fact that |∂h(t̄+z)|2 ≤ C|∂h(t̄
−z)|2 +C(△t)2(Dt(∂hz))

2, we compute after a
long but straightforward computation that

|J1| ≤ C

∫

Ω
(sM+ 1

2h)2|(∂hz)
M+ 1

2 |2 + C

∫

Ω
(s

1
2h)2|(∂hz)

1
2 |2

+ C

∫∫

Q
T t̄−θ[sh]2|∂h(t̄

−z)|2 + C

∫∫

Q

[(
τ2△t

δ4T 6

)
+

(
τ△t

δ3T 4

)(
τh

δT 2

)3
]
|∂h(t̄

−z)|2

+ C△t

∫∫

Q

(
τ△t

δ2T 3

)(
τh

δT 2

)
|Dt(∂hz)|

2 + C△t

∫∫

Q

(
τh

δT 2

)2

|Dt(∂hz)|
2

+ C△t

∫∫

Q

[(
τ2△t

δ4T 6

)
+

(
τ△t

δ3T 4

)(
τh

δT 2

)3
]
|Dt(∂hz)|

2, (181)
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for some positive C only depending on λ. Above we used that h ≪ 1 to adjust some powers
of h. We also notice that in the above equation, all of the terms containing |Dt(∂hz)|

2 can be
made small enough by the initial hypothesis of the lemma. This will be important in the next
step since those terms will be absorbed by the corresponding one in (175).

We turn our attention to the term J2. Estimate (177) and a quick computation yield

|J2| ≤ C

(∫∫

Q
t̄
−
(
s[sh]2

)
|∂h(t̄

−z)|2 +

∫∫

Q
t̄
−
(
s−1[sh]2

)
|Dt(z̃)|

2

)

≤ C

(∫∫

Q
t̄
−
(
s[sh]2

)
|∂h(t̄

−z)|2 +

∫∫

Q
t̄
−
(
s−1[sh]2

)
|Dtz|

2

)
, (182)

where the second inequality is obtained by arguing exactly as for the term I
(2)
13 .

Step 3. Conclusion. Now, we are in position to find a lower bound for I13 + I23. First,
we shall notice that the last three terms of (181) can be controlled by the last term of (175) by
decreasing (if necessary) the parameter ǫ1(λ) in our initial hypothesis. Then, we just need to
combine (175), (176), (178), (179), (181), and (182) to obtain

I13 + I23 ≥ −cλ

∫

Ω

∣∣∣(∂hz)M+ 1
2

∣∣∣
2
−

∫∫

Q
(t̄−µ+)(t̄

−z)2 −

∫∫

Q
(t̄−ν+)|∂h(t̄

−z)|2

+ c′λ△t

∫∫

Q

(
Dt(∂hz)

)2
−

∫∫

Q
(t̄−γ+)|Dtz|

2

−

∫

Ω
(sM+ 1

2 )2Oλ(1)|z
M+ 1

2 |2 −

∫

Ω
(s

1
2 )2Oλ(1)|z

1
2 |2

−

∫

Ω
(sM+ 1

2h)2Oλ(1)|(∂hz)
M+ 1

2 |2 −

∫

Ω
(s

1
2h)2Oλ(1)|(∂hz)

1
2 |2,

for some cλ, c′λ > 0 uniform with respect to h and △t and where

ν+ :=

{
Tθ(sh)2 + s(sh)2 +

(
τ△t

δ3T 4

)(
τh

δT 2

)
+

(
τ2△t

δ4T 6

)
+

(
τ△t

δ3T 4

)(
τh

δT 2

)3
}
Oλ(1),

µ+ :=

{
Ts2θ +

(
τ2△t

δ4T 6

)
+

(
τ△t

δ3T 4

)(
τh

δT 2

)3
}
Oλ(1),

γ+ :=
{
s−1(sh)2 +△ts2

}
Oλ(1).

This ends the proof.

C Some intermediate lemmas

C.1 Proof of Lemma 2.12

By shifting the integral in time (see eq. (140)) and then using (136), we have

τλ2
∫∫

Q
(t̄−θ)|∂h(t̄

−z)|2 = λ2 —
∫∫

Q
sφ|∂hz|2

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:D

+
h

2
—
∫ T

0
sλ2(φ|∂hz|

2) 1
2
+
h

2
—
∫ T

0
sλ2(φ|∂hz|

2)N+ 1
2
,

(183)
where we recall that s = τθ. Since φ is a positive function, notice that the last two terms of the
above expression are positive.
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Let us focus on the term D. From Lemma A.2, we get

D = λ2 —
∫∫

Q
sφ |∂hz|2 +

h2

4
—
∫∫

Q
sλ2∂h(φ)∂h

(
|∂hz|

2
)
=: D1 +D2.

For the term D1, using once again Lemma A.2 gives

D1 = λ2 —
∫∫

Q
sφ|∂hz|

2 +
h2λ2

4
—
∫∫

Q
sφ(∆hz)

2,

where we have used that ∂h∂h = ∆h. On the other hand, integrating by parts in the space
variable, from D2, we get

D2 = −
h2

4
—
∫∫

Q
sλ2∂h(∂hφ)(∂hz)

2 +
h2

4
—
∫∫

Q
sλ2(∂hφ)N+1(∂hz)

2
N+ 1

2
−
h2

4
—
∫∫

Q
sλ2(∂hφ)0(∂hz)

2
1
2
.

(184)
Notice that ∂h(φ) = ∂xφ + h2Oλ(1) = Oλ(1) thanks to Lemma A.5(iii). Thus, once the

parameter λ is fixed, we can choose h sufficiently small such that the last two terms of (183)
control the last two terms of (184). Moreover, using items (ii) and (iii) of Lemma A.5, we see
that ∂h(∂hφ) = ∂2xφ+ h2Oλ(1) = Oλ(1) and φ = φ+ hOλ(1). From these and putting together
(183)–(184) we obtain

τλ2
∫∫

Q
(t̄−θ)|∂h(t̄

−z)|2 ≥ λ2 —
∫∫

Q
sφ|∂hz|

2 + —
∫∫

Q
(sh)Oλ(1)|∂hz|

2

+
λ2h2

4
—
∫∫

Q
sφ(∆hz)

2 + h4 —
∫∫

Q
sOλ(1)(∆hz)

2

+ h2 —
∫∫

Q
sOλ(1)(∂hz)

2.

Shifting the integrals in time in the right-hand side of the above expression yields the desired
result.

C.2 Proof of Lemma 2.14

We begin by increasing, if necessary, the parameter τ1 such that τ1 ≥ 1 and τ ≥ 1. Notice that

1 ≤ τ1
(
1
T + 1

)
≤ τθ(t) = s(t), t ∈ [0, T ]. (185)

We repeat the definition of X2 for convenience. We have

X2 =

{(
τ△t

δ4T 5

)
+

(
τ2△t

δ4T 6

)
+

(
△tτ

δ3T 4

)2

+

(
△tτ2

δ4T 6

)2

+

(
τ△t

δ3T 4

)(
τh

δT 2

)3
}∫∫

Q
(t̄−z)

+

{(
τ2△t

δ4T 6

)
+

(
τ△t

δ3T 4

)(
τh

δT 2

)
+

(
τ△t

δ3T 4

)(
τh

δT 2

)3
}∫∫

Q
|∂h(t̄

−z)|2. (186)

We remark that at this point, we have the condtion τh
δT 2 ≤ ǫ3 for some ǫ3 = ǫ3(λ) small enough

(see eq. (63)). Recalling that δ ≤ 1/2, 0 < T < 1 and (185) allows us to see that provided

τ2△t

δ4T 6
≤ κ1 (187)
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for some κ1 > 0 small enough, the term X2 can be bounded as

X2 ≤
(
2κ1 + 2κ21 + κ1ǫ

2
3

) ∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)3(t̄−z)2 ≤ 5κ1

∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)3(t̄−z)2. (188)

Notice that in the first inequality we have the product of the small parameters κ1 and ǫ3. Since
ǫ3 has been already chosen small we can bound it uniformly by 1.

On the other hand, from definition (65) and rewriting it as W =
∑3

i=1W
(i), we proceed to

bound each of the terms. For the first one, using that maxt∈[0,T ] θ ≤ (δT 2)−1 we get

W (1) =

∫∫

Q
△t

(
τT (t̄−θ)2 +

τ△t

δ3T 4

)
(Dtz)

2

≤

{
△tτ2

δ3T 5
+

(
τ△t

δ2T 3

)2
}∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)−1(Dtz)

2

≤ (κ1 + κ21)

∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)−1(Dtz)

2. (189)

For W (2), we have

W (2) =

∫∫

Q
△t(t̄−s)2(Dtz)

2 =

∫∫

Q
△t(t̄−s)3(t̄−s)−1(Dtz)

2

≤ κ2

∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)−1(Dtz)

2, (190)

where the condition
τ3△t

δ3T 6
≤ κ2 (191)

holds for some κ2 > 0 small enough. Finally, using (185), we see that

W (3) =

∫∫

Q

(
T 2(τ△t)2θ4 +

τ2(△t)4

δ6T 8

)
(Dtz)

2

≤ τ4(△t2)T 2

∫∫

Q
(t̄−θ)6(t̄−s)−1(Dtz)

2 +

(
τ△t

δ3T 4

)4 ∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)−1(Dtz)

2

≤

{(
τ2△t

δ3T 5

)2

+

(
τ△t

δ3T 4

)4
}∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)−1(Dtz)

2

≤
(
κ21 + κ41

) ∫∫

Q
(t̄−s)−1(Dtz)

2. (192)

Since δ ≤ 1/2, τ ≥ 1 and 0 < T < 1, we can combine conditions (187) and (191) into a single
one verifying

τ4△t

δ4T 6
≤ ǫ5

for some ǫ5 = ǫ5(λ) small enough. Collecting estimates (189), (190), and (192) gives the desired
result.

C.3 Proof of Lemma 2.16

We adapt the procedure used in the continuous setting. In particular, we follow [FCG06, pp.
1409]. Let us consider η ∈ C∞

c (Ω) such that

0 ≤ η ≤ 1 in Ω, η = 1 in a neighborhood of B0, supp η ⊂⊂ B. (193)
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By the properties of discretization, we can ensure the additional property

∂h(η)

η1/2
∈ L∞(Ω) (194)

uniformly with respect to h. Obviously, the above function is supported within B.
By shifting the time integral and the definition of the function η, we have

—
∫∫

QB0

s|∂hz|
2 ≤ —

∫∫

Q
sη|∂hz|

2 = −—
∫∫

Q
s∂h(η∂hz)z

= −—
∫∫

Q
s∂h(η)∂hzz − —

∫∫

Q
sη∆hzz =: L1 + L2. (195)

For the first term in the above expression, we have by using (194) and Cauchy-Schwarz and
Young inequalities

|L1| ≤
1

2
—
∫∫

Q

∣∣∣∣
∂h(η)

η1/2

∣∣∣∣
2

|∂hz|
2 +

1

2

∫∫

Q
s2η|z|2

≤ C—
∫∫

Q
|∂hz|

2 + C—
∫∫

Q
s3η|z|2, (196)

where we have used that s(t) ≥ 1 for all t to adjust the power of s in the last term of the above
equation.

For the term L2, using that η = η + hO(1) together with Cauchy-Schwarz and Young
inequalities

|L2| ≤ γ—
∫∫

Q
s−1η|∆hz|

2 + Cγ —
∫∫

Q
s3η|z|2

+
1

2
—
∫∫

Q
s−1(sh)2|∆hz|

2 +
1

2
—
∫∫

Q
s|z|2 (197)

for any γ > 0.
Using estimates (196)–(197) in (195) and recalling the properties of η in (193) gives the

desired result after shifting the integral in time.
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