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Abstract

The discrete-time implementation of the super-twisting sliding mode controller for a plant with disturbances with bounded
slope, zero-order hold actuation, and actuator constraints is considered. Motivated by restrictions of existing implicit or
semi-implicit discretization variants, a new proper implicit discretization for the super-twisting controller is proposed. This
discretization is then extended to the conditioned super-twisting controller, which mitigates windup in presence of actuator
constraints by means of the conditioning technique. It is proven that the proposed controllers achieve best possible worst-case
performance subject to similarily simple stability conditions as their continuous-time counterparts. Numerical simulations and
comparisons demonstrate and illustrate the results.
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1 Introduction

Sliding mode control (SMC) is a robust control tech-
nique for systems that contain uncertainties. In contin-
uous time, SMC manages to completely reject distur-
bances that fulfill certain requirements after a finite con-
vergence time, see e.g. (Shtessel et al., 2013). However,
implementing SMC in practice is not straightforward
and often leads to chattering due to discretization and
measurement noise, as shown by Levant (2011). One ap-
proach to reduce chattering effects is higher-order SMC.
A popular second-order sliding mode controller that re-
jects disturbances with bounded derivative is the Super-
Twisting Controller (STC) introduced by Levant (1993).

In (Koch and Reichhartinger, 2019) the authors pro-
posed a discretization of the super-twisting algorithm,
i.e., the closed-loop system with the STC, on the basis
of an eigenvalue mapping from continuous- to discrete-
time. They applied an implicit and an exact mapping
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yielding an implicit and a matching discretization,
respectively, mitigating chattering to some extent.
Hanan et al. (2021) proposed a low-chattering dis-
cretization of SMC that is based on an explicit discretiza-
tion and significantly reduces chattering effects. An im-
plicit discretization of the STC that avoids discretization
chattering based on ideas from (Acary and Brogliato,
2010) was proposed by Brogliato et al. (2020). Another
discrete-time representation of the STC that is based
on a semi-implicit discretization and also avoids dis-
cretization chattering was developed by Xiong et al.
(2022). More recently, a modified implicitly discretized
STC was proposed by Andritsch et al. (2023), where the
authors also performed detailed comparisons between
existing discretizations of the STC.

Apart from the need for a discrete-time implementation,
real-life plants in practice also often have limitations
regarding the control input that can be applied. The
STC includes controller dynamics, which in combina-
tion with a saturated control input can lead to windup
effects in the controller. This may diminish the con-
trol performance, e.g. by increased convergence times
or large overshoot of the system states. A method to
avoid windup is the so-called conditioning technique
by Hanus et al. (1987). For the case of saturated con-
trol, the conditioning technique was applied to the
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continuous-time STC by Seeber and Reichhartinger
(2020). Reichhartinger et al. (2023) applied anti-windup
schemes directly to discrete-time realizations of the STC,
e.g. (Koch and Reichhartinger, 2019). In Yang et al.
(2023) the authors applied the semi-implicit discretiza-
tion by Xiong et al. (2022) to the conditioned STC,
obtaining a discrete-time implementation of the STC
with windup mitigation.

Compared to the continuous-time STC, the discussed
discrete-time implementations without and with actua-
tor saturation exhibit various restrictions. In particular,
the discrete-time STC by Brogliato et al. (2020) can
handle a smaller class of disturbances; this will be for-
mally demonstrated later on and is also shown in the
comparative results in (Andritsch et al., 2023). The
latter comparisons also show that the discretization
by Xiong et al. (2022) is harder to tune, because certain
parameter selections result in a significantly increased
convergence time. These shortcomings are avoided
by Andritsch et al. (2023); however, their discretization
lacks a proof of global closed-loop stability in the pres-
ence of a disturbance, as do the discrete-time controllers
with saturation studied in (Reichhartinger et al., 2023).
The conditioned discrete-time STC by Yang et al.
(2023), finally, has similar drawbacks as the uncondi-
tioned semi-implicitly discretized STC by Xiong et al.
(2022) and additionally does not necessarily achieve
the best possible worst-case error, as shown in (Seeber,
2024).

The present paper derives a novel discretization of
the STC that does not have the disadvantages of
previously proposed discretizations and is shown to
yield the best possible worst-case control error. Fur-
thermore, a complete stability proof and simple sta-
bility conditions are provided, extending those given
by Brogliato et al. (2020), in addition to extending the
class of perturbations. For the case of saturated ac-
tuation, the conditioning technique is applied to the
proposed discrete-time STC, yielding an implicit dis-
cretization of the conditioned STC. Also for this case,
stability conditions are derived that are very similar to
those obtained in (Seeber and Reichhartinger, 2020) for
the continuous-time case. Moreover, explicit controller
realizations are derived, in a similar fashion as recently
noted by Brogliato (2023) for the first-order controllers
by Haddad and Lee (2020).

The paper is structured as follows. Section 2 introduces
and motivates the problem statement based on existing
approaches in literature. Sections 3 and 4 present the
main results: implementations and formal guarantees for
the implicit STC in absence and presence of actuator
saturation, respectively. Sections 5 and 6 then present
the corresponding derivations, with the derivation of ex-
plicit control laws being contained in the former and the
stability analysis being performed in the latter. Section 7
demonstrates the effectiveness of the proposed discrete-

time controllers by means of simulations and compar-
isons. Section 8, finally, concludes the paper.

Notation:R, R≥0, R>0, Z, N, andN0 denote reals, non-
negative reals, positive reals, integers, positive integers,
and nonnegative integers. For y, p ∈ R, p 6= 0, the ab-
breviation ⌊y⌉p = |y|p sign(y) is used with sign(0) = 0,

and ⌊y⌉0 denotes the set-valued sign function defined

as ⌊y⌉0 = {sign(y)} for y 6= 0 and ⌊0⌉0 = [−1, 1]. The
real-valued mod-operator a mod b = r, where a, b ∈ R,
b 6= 0, is the unique r ∈ [0, |b|) fulfilling a = r + kb with
k ∈ Z. The set of all subsets of a set S is denoted by 2S .

2 Motivation and Problem Statement

2.1 Zero-Order Hold Sampled Sliding Mode Control

Consider a scalar sliding variable x ∈ R governed by

ẋ = u+ w (1)

with a control input u : R≥0 → R generated by a zero-
order hold element with sampling time T ∈ R>0 from a
control input sequence (uk), k ∈ N0, according to

u(t) = uk for t ∈ [kT, (k + 1)T ) (2)

and an unknown disturbance w : R≥0 → R whose slope
and amplitude are bounded by |ẇ(t)| ≤ L ∈ R≥0 almost
everywhere and |w| ≤ W ∈ R≥0 ∪ {∞} for all t ∈ R≥0.
The control goal is to drive the sliding variable to a vicin-
ity of the origin that is as small as possible, considering
that the disturbance is unknown. To that end, consider
the samples xk = x(kT ) with k ∈ N0 and define

wk =
1

T

∫ (k+1)T

kT

w(τ) dτ (3)

to obtain the zero-order hold discretization of (1) as

xk+1 = xk + T (uk + wk). (4)

It is easy to verify that the disturbance wk therein sat-
isfies |wk+1 − wk| ≤ LT and |wk| ≤ W for all k ∈ N0.

The following motivating proposition shows a lower
bound on the worst-case disturbance rejection. It is
proven in Appendix A.1.

Proposition 2.1. Let L ∈ R≥0, T ∈ R>0, W ≥ 3LT
2

and consider the continuous-time plant (1) with zero-
order hold input (2) and sampled output xk = x(kT ).
Then, for every initial condition x0 ∈ R, for every causal
control law, i.e., for every sequence (hk) of functions
hk : R

k+1 → R such that uk = hk(xk, xk−1, . . . , x0),
and for every K ∈ N there exists a Lipschitz continuous

2



Fig. 1. Example for a disturbance signal w(t) and correspon-
sing wk limiting the worst-case error as in Proposition 2.1.

disturbance w : R≥0 → R satisfying |w(t)| ≤ W and
|ẇ(t)| ≤ L almost everywhere such that

sup
t≥KT

|x(t)| ≥ sup
k≥K

|xk| ≥ LT 2 (5)

holds for the corresponding closed-loop trajectory.

Remark 2.2. Fig. 1 shows a disturbance w(t) obtained
from the proof of Proposition 2.1 with K = 4 and corre-
sponding wk that leads to the state xk reaching the best
possible worst-case bound LT 2.

In continuous time, a well-known sliding mode controller
for the plant (1) is the super-twisting controller

u = −k1 ⌊x⌉
1
2 + v, v̇ = −k2 sign(x) (6)

proposed by Levant (1993), with positive parame-
ters k1, k2 and trajectories understood in the sense of
Filippov (1988). The goal of the present paper is to
obtain a discrete-time implementation of this controller
for the sampled control problem such that

• the optimal worst-case performance from Proposi-
tion 2.1 is attained in finite time, i.e., such that
|x(t)| ≤ LT 2 holds after a finite time, and

• this optimal performance is maintained also in the
presence of actuator saturation while, additionally,
controller windup is mitigated.

Arguably, the most promising approaches for achiev-
ing these goals are the implicit or semi-implicit dis-
cretization techniques due to Brogliato et al. (2020);
Xiong et al. (2022) in combination with the condi-
tioning technique for windup mitigation proposed by
Hanus et al. (1987). In the following, the state-of-the-
art solutions in that regard are discussed to motivate
the present work.

2.2 State-of-the-Art Implicit Super-Twisting Control

Brogliato et al. (2020) propose an implicit super-
twisting controller given by the generalized equations

uk = −k1 ⌊xk + Tuk⌉
1
2 + vk+1 (7a)

vk+1 ∈ vk − k2T ⌊xk + Tuk⌉0 . (7b)

However, they perform the discretization considering
only the unperturbed case. As a consequence, this

controller—unlike the continuous-time super-twisting
controller—is not capable of rejecting unbounded dis-
turbances with bounded slope. To see this, note that
with abbreviationsw−2 := w0, w−1 := w0 the trajectory
xk = Twk−1, uk = −wk−1, vk = −wk−2 is always a so-
lution of the closed loop (4), (7), provided that k2 > L.
As a consequence, the controller (7) can only guarantee
that |xk| ≤ WT holds after a finite number of steps.

2.3 Semi-Implicit Conditioned Super-Twisting Control

Consider now the case of actuator saturation, i.e., the
case that the control input u is bounded by some control
input bound U ∈ R>0 with U > W . In this case, the
classical super-twisting controller (6) may suffer from a
windup effect that deteriorates control performance.

A continuous-time control law that mitigates this
windup effect is the conditioned super-twisting con-
troller proposed by Seeber and Reichhartinger (2020).
Its control law is obtained by applying the conditioning
technique by Hanus et al. (1987) to (6) and is given by

ū = −k1 ⌊x⌉
1
2 + v (8a)

u = satU (ū) :=

{

ū |ū| ≤ U

U sign(ū) |ū| > U
(8b)

v̇ = −k2 sign(v − u). (8c)

Yang et al. (2023) propose a semi-implicit discretization
of this controller. However, as shown in (Seeber, 2024),
that discretization may suffer from limit cycles which
deteriorate the achievable performance compared to the
unsaturated case.

The present paper proposes new, proper implicit dis-
cretizations of both, the super-twisting controller and
the conditioned super-twisting controller, such that the
best possible worst-case performance shown in Proposi-
tion 2.1 is achieved in either case.

3 Implicit Super-Twisting Control
without Actuator Saturation

In the following, a new implicit discretization of the
super-twisting controller with best possible worst-case
disturbance rejection is derived. First, note that (7)
drives the modified sliding variable x̃k = xk − Twk−1

to zero, i.e., the variable x̃k defines the discrete-time
sliding mode. This variable satisfies

x̃k+1 = xk + Tuk (9a)

= x̃k + T (uk + wk−1). (9b)

In (Brogliato et al., 2020), this variable was chosen such
that (9a) does not depend on wk, because otherwise the
unknown quantity wk would be needed to compute uk.
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From (9b), one may see that vk+1 in (7a) eventually
compensates for wk−1. Using this intuition and the fact
that the difference of two successive disturbance values
satisfies |wk−1 − wk−2| ≤ LT , an alternative modified
sliding variable is proposed as

zk = xk − T (wk−2 + vk)− T (wk−1 − wk−2)

= xk − T (wk−1 + vk). (10)

If zk and vk +wk−2 are driven to zero, then xk satisfies
the desired bound |xk| ≤ T |wk−1 − wk−2| ≤ LT 2. By
combining (4) and (10) to

zk+1 = xk + T (uk − vk+1) (11a)

= zk + T (uk + wk−1 + vk − vk+1), (11b)

one can see that the proposed modified sliding vari-
able zk also has the property that the prediction (11a)
does not depend on the unknown quantity wk. The con-
troller (7) contains the term vk+1 to compensate for
wk−1 in (9b). This suggests that the control law that
drives zk in (11b) to zero should contain the term 2vk+1−
vk to compensate for wk−1 + vk − vk+1. The proposed
proper implicit discretization of the super-twisting con-
troller without actuator saturation is hence given by

uk = −k1 ⌊zk+1⌉
1
2 + 2vk+1 − vk (12a)

vk+1 ∈ vk − Tk2 ⌊zk+1⌉0 . (12b)

The next two theorems show how to implement this con-
trol law in explicit form and give closed-loop stability
conditions. Their proofs are given in Sections 5.1 and 6.1.

Theorem 3.1. Let k1, k2, T ∈ R>0 and define the ab-

breviation λ = k2− k2
1

4 . Then, the explicit form of the im-
plicit control law (12), i.e., the unique solution uk, vk+1

of the system of generalized equations (11a) and (12), is
given by

uk =

{

vk −
(

2λT + k1
√

|xk| − λT 2
)

sign(xk)
|xk|
T 2 > k2

vk − 2xk

T

|xk|
T 2 ≤ k2
(13a)

vk+1 =

{

vk − Tk2 sign(xk)
|xk|
T 2 > k2

vk − xk

T

|xk|
T 2 ≤ k2

(13b)

for every given xk, vk ∈ R.

Remark 3.2. It is worth noting that the proposed ex-
plicit control law (13) coincides with the discrete-time
controller proposed by Andritsch et al. (2023). However,
the presented derivation provides an intuitive motiva-
tion that allows for a complete stability proof.

Remark 3.3. It is remarkable that for k1 = 2
√
k2, the

proposed implicit discretization of the super-twisting

controller has the particularly simple form

uk = −k1 ⌊xk⌉
1
2 + vk, vk+1 = vk −Tk2 sign(xk) (14)

for |xk| > k2T
2, which corresponds to the super-

twisting controller with explicit Euler discretization.
Also, it becomes a second-order dead-beat controller for
|xk| ≤ k2T

2 regardless of k1.

Theorem 3.4. Let L ∈ R≥0, T ∈ R>0 and consider the
interconnection of the control law (13), the zero-order
hold (2), and the continuous-time plant (1). Suppose that
the disturbance w : R≥0 → R is Lipschitz continuous,
fulfilling |ẇ(t)| ≤ L almost everywhere, and that the con-
troller parameters k1, k2 ∈ R>0 satisfy

k1 >
√

k2 + L, k2 > L. (15)

Define xk = x(kT ) and wk as in (3). Then, an integer K
exists such that vk = −wk−2, xk = T (wk−1−wk−2) hold
for all k ≥ K, and |x(t)| ≤ LT 2 holds for all t ≥ KT .

4 Implicit Conditioned Super-TwistingControl
with Actuator Saturation

In order to obtain an implicit discretization of the con-
ditioned super-twisting controller, note that, in contin-
uous time, its construction is based on the fact that in
(8c)

sign(v − u) = sign(k1 ⌊x⌉
1
2 ) = sign(x) (16)

holds for k1 > 0 in the unsaturated case u = ū. Apply-
ing a similar modification to (12) yields the proposed
implicit conditioned super-twisting controller as

ūk = −k1 ⌊zk+1⌉
1
2 + 2vk+1 − vk (17a)

uk = satU (ūk) (17b)

vk+1 ∈ vk − Tk2 ⌊2vk+1 − vk − uk⌉0 . (17c)

The next two theorems show how to implement this con-
trol law in explicit form and give closed-loop stability
conditions. Their proofs are given in Sections 5.2 and 6.2.

Theorem 4.1. Let k1, k2, T, U ∈ R>0 and define the

abbreviation λ = k2 − k2
1

4 . Then, an explicit form of the
implicit conditioned super-twisting controller (17), i.e.,
a solution uk, vk+1 of the system of generalized equations
(11a) and (17), is given by

ûk =

{

vk −
(

2λT + k1
√

|xk| − λT 2
)

sign(xk)
|xk|
T 2 > k2

vk − 2xk

T

|xk|
T 2 ≤ k2
(18a)

uk = satU (ûk) (18b)

vk+1 =

{

vk − Tk2 sign(vk − uk) |vk − uk| > 2k2T
vk+uk

2 |vk − uk| ≤ 2k2T

(18c)

4



for every given xk, vk ∈ R.

Remark 4.2. Formally setting U = ∞ in (18) yields (13).

Remark 4.3. Note that the auxiliary variable ûk in the
explicit form (18) is not necessarily equal to the auxiliary
variable ūk in the implicit form (17) when |uk| = U .

Theorem 4.4. Let L,W ∈ R≥0, T ∈ R>0. Consider
the interconnection of the control law (18), the zero-
order hold (2), and the continuous-time plant (1) with a
bounded, Lipschitz continuous disturbance w : R≥0 → R

satisfying |ẇ(t)| ≤ L and |w(t)| ≤ W almost everywhere.
Suppose that the control input bound U ∈ R>0 and the
parameters k1, k2 ∈ R>0 satisfy U > W + k2T and

k1 >

√

2k2
U +W

U −W − k2T
, k2 > L. (19)

Define xk = x(kT ) and wk as in (3). Then, an integerK
exists such that vk = −wk−2, xk = T (wk−1−wk−2) hold
for all k ≥ K, and |x(t)| ≤ LT 2 holds for all t ≥ KT .

5 Derivation of Explicit Control Laws

This section formally derives the explicit forms of the
control laws in Sections 3 and 4.

5.1 Unsaturated Control Input

The explicit control law (13) of the proposed implicit
super-twisting controller is obtained in a similar fashion
as in (Brogliato et al., 2020), using the following auxil-
iary lemma. Its proof is given in Appendix A.2.

Lemma 5.1. Let k1, k2, T ∈ R>0, define λ = k2 − k2
1

4 ,
and let xk, vk ∈ R. Then, the unique solution zk+1 of
(11a), (12) is given by

zk+1 =

{(

√

|xk| − λT 2 − Tk1

2

)2

sign(xk) |xk| > k2T
2

0 |xk| ≤ k2T
2.

(20)

Remark 5.2. Alternatively, the framework of mono-
tone operators and their resolvents (cf. Bauschke and Combettes,
2011, Chapter 23) could be used to solve for zk+1 in
(11a), (12). In this case, the resolvent has the same
structure as obtained in (Mojallizadeh et al., 2021) for
the implicit super-twisting differentiator.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Using the unique solution zk+1

from Lemma 5.1, distinguish the two cases in (20). In the

first case, sign(zk+1) = sign(xk) and (12b) yield (13b),
and from (12a) one obtains

uk − vk = −k1 ⌊zk+1⌉
1
2 + 2vk+1 − 2vk

=

(

Tk21
2

− k1
√

|xk| − λT 2 − 2Tk2

)

sign(xk)

= −
(

2λT + k1
√

|xk| − λT 2
)

sign(xk). (21)

In the second case, 0 = zk+1 = xk +T (vk+1 − vk) yields
(13b), and (12a) yields uk = 2vk+1 − vk = vk − 2xk

T
.

5.2 Saturated Control Input

Obtaining the explicit form of the implicit conditioned
super-twisting controller (17) requires solving the sys-
tem of generalized equations (11a), (17) containing the
nonlinear saturation function. The following lemma re-
duces this problem to the solution of the unsaturated
equations (11a), (12) with variables zk+1, vk+1, uk re-
named to ẑk+1, v̂k+1, ûk. The proof is in Appendix A.3.

Lemma 5.3. Let k1, k2, T, U ∈ R>0 and xk, vk ∈ R.
Consider the unique solution ûk of the system of gener-
alized equations

ẑk+1 = xk + T (ûk − v̂k+1) (22a)

ûk = −k1 ⌊ẑk+1⌉
1
2 + 2v̂k+1 − vk (22b)

v̂k+1 ∈ vk − Tk2 ⌊ẑk+1⌉0 . (22c)

Then, uk = satU (ûk) is a solution of the generalized
system of equations (11a), (17).

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Apply Theorem 3.1 to system
(22) to see from (13a) that (18a) is its unique solu-
tion. Lemma 5.3 then yields (18b). To show, finally,
that (18c) is the unique solution of (17c), define
ak+1 = 2vk+1 − vk − uk, bk = vk − uk and rewrite (17c)

as ak+1 ∈ bk − 2Tk2 ⌊ak+1⌉0 . Its unique solution is
ak+1 = bk − 2Tk2 sign(bk) for |bk| > 2k2T and ak+1 = 0
otherwise, from which (18c) follows.

6 Stability Analysis

The stability analysis is performed by proving forward
invariance and finite-time attractivity of certain sets ac-
cording to the following definition.

Definition 6.1. Consider trajectories of a discrete-time
system, i.e., sequences (xk) with xk ∈ R

n. A set Ω ⊆ R
n

is called

• forward invariant along the trajectories, if for all tra-
jectories (xk), xk ∈ Ω implies xk+1 ∈ Ω for all k ∈ N0

5



• finite-time attractive along the trajectories, if for each
trajectory (xk), there exists K ∈ N0 depending only
on x0 such that xk ∈ Ω holds for all k ≥ K.

6.1 Unsaturated Control Input

Consider the closed loop formed by interconnecting the
plant (4) without actuator constraints and the proposed
control law (12). To investigate its stability properties,
consider the state variables zk and qk defined as, cf. (10),

zk = xk − T (wk−1 + vk), qk = vk + wk−2, (23)

with the definition w−k := w0 for k ∈ N. According to
(11b) and (12), these are governed by

zk+1 = zk − Tk1 ⌊zk+1⌉
1
2 + Tqk+1 (24a)

qk+1 ∈ qk − Tk2 ⌊zk+1⌉0 + Tδk+1 (24b)

with the abbreviation

δk =
wk−2 − wk−3

T
satisfying |δk| ≤ L. (24c)

Similar to (Brogliato et al., 2020), the stability analysis
is based on the fact that (24) may be interpreted as
the implicit discretization of the continuous-time closed-
loop system, understood in the sense of Filippov (1988),

ż = −k1 ⌊z⌉
1
2 + q (25a)

q̇ = −k2 sign(z) + δ, |δ| ≤ L (25b)

obtained by applying the continuous-time super-
twisting controller (6) to (1) with z = x and q = v + w.

Stability properties of the discrete-time closed loop
may hence be analyzed using a Lyapunov function
that is quasiconvex, i.e., that has convex sublevel sets.
The next lemma, proven in Appendix A.4, general-
izes (Brogliato et al., 2020, Lemma 5) to quasiconvex
Lyapunov functions which are only locally Lipschitz
continuous and may hence be analyzed using Clarke’s
generalized gradient, cf. e.g. (Polyakov and Fridman,
2014, Section 5.4).

Lemma 6.2. Let F : Rn → 2R
n

be upper semicontinu-
ous and F(x) be nonempty and compact for all x ∈ R

n.
Let V : Rn → R≥0 be continuous, quasiconvex, positive
definite, and locally Lipschitz continuous on R

n \ {0}.
Denote by ∂V : Rn \ {0} → 2R

n

its Clarke generalized
gradient. Suppose that, for each x ∈ R

n \ {0},

max
h∈F(x)
ζ∈∂V (x)

ζTh < 0 (26)

holds. Then, for each T ∈ R>0 there exists a negative
definite, upper semicontinuous function QT : Rn → R≥0

such that V (xk+1) − V (xk) ≤ QT (xk+1) holds for all
solutions of the inclusion xk+1 ∈ xk + TF(xk+1).

Remark 6.3. Condition (26) essentially means that V̇
is negative along trajectories of the system ẋ ∈ F(x),
i.e., that V is a strict Lyapunov function for that system.

The Lyapunov function from (Seeber and Horn, 2017) is
now used; it is shown to be quasiconvex in the following
lemma, which is proven in Appendix A.5.

Lemma 6.4. Let L ∈ R≥0, k1, k2 ∈ R>0 and consider
the function Vα : R2 → R defined as

Vα(z, q) =











2
√

q2 + 3α2k21z − q z > 0, q < αk1 ⌊z⌉
1
2

2
√

q2 − 3α2k21z + q z < 0, q > αk1 ⌊z⌉
1
2

3|q| otherwise
(27)

with α ∈ (0, 1). Then, Vα is continuous and positive def-
inite, locally Lipschitz continuous except in the origin,
and its sublevel sets Ωα,c = {(z, q) ∈ R

2 : Vα(z, q) ≤ c}
are convex for all c ≥ 0, i.e., it is quasiconvex. Moreover,
if k1 > 1

α

√
k2 + L, k2 > L, then Vα is a strict Lyapunov

function for the continuous-time closed loop (25), i.e., it
satisfies (26) for the corresponding Filippov inclusion.

Using this Lyapunov function Vα and Lemma 6.2, the
following lemma shows forward invariance and finite-
time attractivity of its sublevel sets Ωα,c Moreover, the
origin is shown to be finite-time attractive by virtue of
another forward invariant set Ω. The proof is given in
Appendix A.6.

Lemma 6.5. Let k1, k2, T ∈ R>0, L ∈ R≥0, and let the
function Vα be defined as in Lemma 6.4 with α ∈ (0, 1).
Suppose that k2 > L. Consider the closed loop formed by
the interconnection of (4) and (12) with wk satisfying
|wk −wk−1| ≤ LT , and consider the trajectories (zk, qk)
of zk and qk defined in (23). Then, the following sets are
forward invariant and finite-time attractive along closed-
loop trajectories:

(a) Ωα,c = {(z, q) ∈ R
2 : Vα(z, q) ≤ c} for all c ∈ R>0,

if k1 >
√
k2+L
α

,

(b) Ω = {(z, q) ∈ R
2 : max{|z|, |z+Tq|} ≤ (k2−L)T 2},

if k1 >
√
k2 + L.

Moreover, (zk, qk) ∈ Ω implies zk+2 = qk+2 = 0 for all
k ∈ N0.

Remark 6.6. Item (a) of this lemma implies asymptotic
stability of the origin of (24), and item (b) implies its
finite-time attractivity, for all admissible disturbances.

Proof of Theorem 3.4. From Lemma 6.5, item (b), there

exists K̃ ∈ N0 such that (zk, qk) ∈ Ω, and consequently
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zk+2 = qk+2 = 0 for all k ≥ K̃. Thus, vk−wk−2 = 0 and
xk = zk+Tqk+T (wk−1−wk−2) = T (wk−1−wk−2) are

obtained from (10), (23) for all k ≥ K = K̃ + 2. Noting
that |ẇ(t)| ≤ L implies |wk+1 − wk| ≤ LT , the bound
|xk| ≤ LT 2 for all integers k ≥ K follows.

To prove |x(t)| ≤ LT 2 for all t ∈ [KT,∞), suppose to the
contrary—without restricting generality—that k ≥ K,
t ∈ (kT, (k+1)T ) exist with x(t) > LT 2. Continuity and
xk ≤ LT 2 then guarantees existence of τ ∈ (kT, t) with
x(τ) ≥ LT 2 and 0 < ẋ(τ) = uk+w(τ). Now, modify the
disturbance w after τ such that it is kept constant on the
interval [τ, (k+1)T ]. After this modification, |ẇ(t)| ≤ L
still holds and ẋ(t) is a positive constant on that interval,
yielding the contradiction xk+1 > x(τ) ≥ LT 2.

6.2 Saturated Control Input

Consider now the closed loop formed by interconnect-
ing the plant (4) and the proposed conditioned control
law (17). In this case, it is more convenient to write the
closed-loop dynamics using the variables zk and vk as
well as the auxiliary unsaturated control input ūk as

zk+1 = zk + T
(

satU (ūk)− vk+1 + vk + wk−1

)

(28a)

vk+1 ∈ vk − Tk2 ⌊2vk+1 − vk − satU (ūk)⌉0 (28b)

ūk = −k1 ⌊zk+1⌉
1
2 + 2vk+1 − vk. (28c)

If the saturation is inactive, i.e., if |ūk| ≤ U , then this
closed loop reduces to the unsaturated closed loop and
may be written as (24) with state variables zk and qk.

The next lemma establishes forward invariance and
global finite-time attractivity of a hierarchy of three sets
M1 ⊃ M2 ⊃ M3. It allows to conclude that |ūk| ≤ U
is established and maintained indefinitely after a finite
time as trajectories enter M3.

Lemma 6.7. Let k1, k2, T, U, δ ∈ R>0 and L,W ∈ R≥0.
Suppose that U > W + k2T and k2 > L. Consider the
closed loop formed by the interconnection of (4) and (17),
with wk satisfying |wk| ≤ W and |wk+1 − wk| ≤ LT for
all k ∈ N0, and consider the trajectories (zk, vk, ūk) of zk
defined in (23), vk as in (17c), and ūk defined in (17a).
Then, the following sets are forward invariant and finite-
time attractive along closed-loop trajectories:

(a) M1 = {(z, v, ū) ∈ R
3 : |v| ≤ U},

(b) M2 = {(z, v, ū) ∈ M1 : |z| ≤ (U+W+δ)2

k2
1

},
(c) M3 = {(z, v, ū) ∈ M2 : |ū| ≤ U}, if k1 additionally

satisfies

k1 >

√

2k2
U +W + δ

U −W − k2T
. (29)

The proof of the lemma is given in Appendix A.7.

Fig. 2. Results of the discrete-time STC without actuator
saturation. Parameters: k2 = 10, k1 = 27.

Proof of Theorem 4.4. Choose δ ∈ R>0 sufficiently
small such that (29) is satisfied. From Lemma 6.7,

item (c), there then exists K̃1 ∈ N0 such that |ūk| ≤ U

holds for all k ≥ K̃1. Then, the saturation in (17b) be-

comes inactive, i.e., uk = ūk holds for all k ≥ K̃1. Noting
that uk then satisfies (12a), that vk+1 then fulfills

vk+1 ∈ vk−Tk2 ⌊2vk+1 − vk − ūk⌉0 = vk−Tk2 ⌊zk+1⌉0 ,
(30)

i.e., (12b), and that k1 >
√
2k2 >

√
k2 + L holds, the

claim then follows from Theorem 3.4.

7 Simulation Results

In order to demonstrate the effectiveness of the pro-
posed discrete-time STC as well as the discrete-time
conditioned STC, the following simulations were per-
formed. In all simulations, the disturbance signal
w(t) = Wη( L

W
(t− T )− 1) was applied, with the nor-

malized sawtooth-function η : R → R defined as

η(t) = |(t mod 4)− 2| − 1, (31)

L = 5, W = 0.25, and the sampling time T = 0.01. The
corresponding discrete-time disturbance wk according
to (3) is depicted as well. This disturbance w(t) fulfills
|ẇ(t)| ≤ L and |w(t)| ≤ W . Note that the discrete-time
disturbance wk fulfills the corresponding discrete-time
bounds |wk+1 − wk| ≤ LT and |wk| ≤ W .

Fig. 2 shows the results of the STC without actuator
saturation. The proposed controller is compared with
the semi-implicitly discretized STC by Xiong et al.
(2022) and with the original implicit discretization
by Brogliato et al. (2020). It can be observed that the
original implicit discretization does not manage to
drive the state xk into the best worst-case error band
|xk| ≤ LT 2 from Proposition 2.1. Instead, the remain-
ing control error is proportional to the disturbance wk

itself. For the selected controller gains, k2 = 10 and
k1 = 27, the semi-implicitly discretized STC shows a
significantly larger convergence time compared to the
implicit discretizations.
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Fig. 3. Results of the discrete-time STC in case of saturated
actuation. Parameters: k2 = 10, k1 = 16, U = 1.5. Top:
plant state x, bottom: control signal u.

Fig. 3 shows the results of the discrete-time STC in the
case of an actuator saturation. The saturation was set
to U = 1.5. The proposed algorithms are compared to
the conditioned STC by Yang et al. (2023). The condi-
tioned STC stops the integration within the controller
state when it is in the saturation, which the uncon-
ditioned controller does not. This leads to a reduced
convergence time of the conditioned controller com-
pared to the unconditioned controller and to a largely
reduced undershoot of the conditioned controller com-
pared to the unconditioned STC. The conditioned con-
troller by Yang et al. (2023) also stops the integration
of the controller state, which leads to a reduced con-
vergence time as well compared to the unconditioned
controller. However, for the selected parameters k2 = 10
and k1 = 16, the conditioned controller by Yang et al.
(2023) does not yield the same accuracy as the proposed
controllers. This result contradicts (Yang et al., 2023,
Theorem 1), and was already addressed in (Seeber,
2024) in a counterexample. Also, upon the zero-crossing
of the state x, the control signal of the conditioned con-
troller by Yang et al. (2023) exhibits a high-frequency
switching behavior.

8 Conclusion

A new implicit discretization of the super-twisting con-
troller was proposed. In contrast to existing approaches,
the proposed controller can handle the same class of
disturbances as its continuous-time counterpart while
also achieving best possible worst-case performance
and being intuitive to tune. For the case of constrained
actuators, the proposed discretization was extended to
the conditioned super-twisting controller. The resulting
implicit conditioned super-twisting controller mitigates
windup by means of the conditioning technique and
features similarily simple stability conditions as its

continuous-time counterpart. Numerical simulations
demonstrated the superior performance of the proposed
approach in comparison to existing approaches, as well
as the proven stability and performance guarantees.
Future work may study extensions of the proposed dis-
cretization to other higher order sliding-mode control
laws.

A Proofs

The following auxiliary lemma is used in the proofs.

LemmaA.1. LetZ ∈ R>0 and zk, zk+1 ∈ [−Z,Z]. Sup-

pose that zk+1 ≥ zk. Then, ⌊zk+1⌉
1
2 ≥ ⌊zk⌉

1
2 + zk+1−zk

2
√
Z

.

Proof. Let αk = zk+1 − zk ≥ 0 and define the function

h : R≥0 → R as h(α) = ⌊zk + α⌉
1
2 − α/(2

√
Z). Then,

for all α ∈ [0, αk] its derivative fulfills dh
dα ≥ 0, since

|zk + α| ≤ Z. Thus, h(αk) ≥ h(0).

A.1 Proof of Proposition 2.1

For M ∈ N, define an auxiliary Lipschitz continuous
function ηM : R≥0 → R as

ηM (t) =







η(t) if t ∈ [0, 2M)

(−1)M [1 + (t− 2M)] if t ∈ [2M, 2M + 2)

3(−1)M if t ∈ [2M + 2,∞)
(A.1)

with the sawtooth function η defined as in (31). It is easy
to verify that ηM is Lipschitz continuous, and satisfies
the inequalities |ηM (t)| ≤ 3 and |η̇M (t)| ≤ 1 almost

everywhere. Moreover,
∫ 2ℓ+2

2ℓ η(τ) dτ = 0 holds for all

integers ℓ ∈ [0,M − 1] and
∫ 2M+2

2M ηM (τ) dτ = (−1)M4.

Now, define w(t) = − qLT

2 ηK+1(
2t
T
) with q ∈ {−1, 1} to

be specified. Then, wk = 0 for k = 0, . . . ,K regardless
of q, and wK+1 = (−1)KqLT according to (3). Thus,
x0, . . . , xK+1 and hence also u0, . . . , uK+1 are indepen-
dent of q. Let

q =

{

(−1)K if 2xK+1 − xK + T (uK+1 − uK) ≥ 0

(−1)K+1 otherwise.
(A.2)

Then, (4) implies

xK+2 = 2xK+1 − xK + T (uK+1 − uK + wK+1 − wK)

=
(−1)K

q
(|2xK+1 − xK + T (uK+1 − uK)|+ LT 2)

(A.3)

which yields |xK+2| ≥ LT 2, concluding the proof.
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A.2 Proof of Lemma 5.1

Substituting (12) into (11a) yields the generalized equa-
tion

zk+1 ∈ xk − Tk1 ⌊zk+1⌉
1
2 − T 2k2 ⌊zk+1⌉0 . (A.4)

If |xk| ≤ k2T
2, then its unique solution is zk+1 = 0. Oth-

erwise, zk+1 and xk have the same sign, and multiplying
(A.4) by sign(xk) = sign(zk+1) yields the equation

|zk+1| = |xk| − Tk1 |zk+1|
1
2 − T 2k2 (A.5)

whose unique solution is

|zk+1|
1
2 = −Tk1

2
+

√

T 2k21
4

− T 2k2 + |xk|. (A.6)

Substituting k2 = λ+
k2
1

4 yields (20).

A.3 Proof of Lemma 5.3

Distinguish cases |ûk| ≤ U and |ûk| > U . In the first
case, ūk = uk = ûk, zk+1 = ẑk+1, vk+1 = v̂k+1 may
be verified to be a solution of (11a), (17) by using (22).
In the second case, suppose that ûk > U ; the proof for
ûk < −U is obtained analogously. Set uk = U , and let
vk+1, ūk, and zk+1 be uniquely defined by (17c), (17a),
and (11a). It will be shown that ūk > U , proving that
also (17b) holds. To that end distinguish the two cases
v̂k+1 ≤ vk+1 and v̂k+1 > vk+1. In the first case,

zk+1 = xk + T (uk − vk+1) ≤ xk + T (ûk − v̂k+1) = ẑk+1

(A.7)
follows from (11a), (22a), and thus (17a), (22b) yield

ūk = −k1 ⌊zk+1⌉
1
2 + 2vk+1 − vk

≥ −k1 ⌊ẑk+1⌉
1
2 + 2v̂k+1 − vk = ûk > U. (A.8)

For the second case, use (22b) and
⌊

k1 ⌊x⌉
1
2

⌉0

= ⌊x⌉0

to rewrite (22c) as v̂k+1 ∈ vk − Tk2 ⌊2v̂k+1 − vk − ûk⌉0,
and note that the expression ⌊2vk+1 − vk − uk⌉0 in (17c)
exceeds the one in that inclusion due to v̂k+1 > vk; hence

2vk+1 − vk − uk ≥ 0 ≥ 2v̂k+1 − vk − ûk (A.9)

holds. Substituting (22b) yields 0 ≥ ẑk+1, and (A.9)
along with v̂k+1 > vk+1 further implies

uk−vk+1 ≤ vk+1−vk < v̂k+1−vk ≤ ûk− v̂k+1. (A.10)

Thus, zk+1 < ẑk+1 ≤ 0 is concluded as in (A.7). Then,

ūk > 2vk+1 − vk ≥ uk = U (A.11)

follows from (17a), (A.9), concluding the proof.

A.4 Proof of Lemma 6.2

Define QT (x) = maxh∈F(x) V (x) − V (x − Th),
which is well-defined due to compactness of F(x) and
continuity of V . To see upper semicontinuity, con-
sider a sequence (xi) with limit x̄ and corresponding
hi ∈ F(xi) such that QT (xi) = V (xi) − V (xi − Thi)
and limi→∞ QT (xi) = lim supx→x̄QT (x). Then, hi con-
verges to the compact set F(x̄) due to upper semiconti-
nuity of F ; thus, select subsequences such that (hi) con-
verges to some h̄ ∈ F(x̄). Upper semicontinuity then fol-
lows from limi→∞ QT (xi) = V (x̄)−V (x̄−T h̄) ≤ QT (x̄).

To prove negative definiteness of QT , suppose to the
contrary that there exist x ∈ R

n \ {0} and h ∈ F(x)
such that V (x)−V (x−Th) ≥ 0. Since V is locally Lip-
schitz at x, ∂V (x) is nonempty and compact and ∂V
is upper semicontinuous at x. Hence, ζ ∈ ∂V (x) ex-
ists such that ζT(−Th) > 0. Since V is quasiconvex,
application of (Daniilidis and Hadjisavvas, 1999, Theo-
rem 2.1) yields V (x − λ1Th) ≤ V (x − λ2Th) for all
0 ≤ λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ 1. Consequently, V (x) = V (x−λTh) for
all λ ∈ [0, 1], i.e., V is constant on the line segment from
x to x − Th. Thus, (Daniilidis and Hadjisavvas, 1999,
Lemma 2.1) yields ζTh = 0 for all ζ ∈ ∂V (x − λTh)
and all λ ∈ (0, 1). Choose any sequence (λi) tending to
zero and converging ζi ∈ ∂V (x − λiTh). Due to upper
semicontinuity of ∂V , then ζ̄ = limi→∞ ζi ∈ ∂V (x), but
ζ̄Th = limi→∞ ζT

i h = 0, contradicting (26).

A.5 Proof of Lemma 6.4

Continuity and positive definiteness of Vα as well as the
fact that it is a strict Lyapunov function 2 for (25) under
the stated conditions are shown in (Seeber and Horn,
2017, Section 3). Local Lipschitz continuity outside the
origin is obvious from the fact that the square root is
zero only if z = q = 0. From the definition of Vα and
its continuity, one can see that (z, q) ∈ Ωα,c if and only
if the inequalities |12α2k21z − 2cq| ≤ c2 − 3q2, |q| ≤ c

3
hold (cf. also Seeber and Horn, 2017, Fig. 1). Since both
inequalities are convex in (z, q), the set Ωα,c is convex by
virtue of being the intersection of two convex sets.

A.6 Proof of Lemma 6.5

For item (a), denote x = [z q]T and define compact
sets Λb = {x ∈ R

2 : Vα(x) ∈ [b, 2b]}. For each b > 0,
existence of εb > 0 will be shown such that xk+1 ∈ Λb

implies Vα(xk+1) ≤ Vα(xk) − εb, which implies finite-
time attractivity and forward invariance of Ωα,c. To that
end, first relax (24) to xk+1 ∈ xk + TF(xk+1) with

F(z, q) =

[

−k1 ⌊z⌉
1
2 + q

−k2 ⌊z⌉0 + [−L,L]

]

. (A.12)

2 To verify condition (26) at points where Vα is not differen-
tiable, note that Clarke’s generalized gradient is the convex
hull of adjacent (classical) gradients at such points.
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From Lemma 6.4, Vα is a strict Lyapunov function for
ẋ ∈ F(x), i.e., condition (26) of Lemma 6.2 is satisfied.
Since also the other conditions of the latter lemma are
fulfilled, Vα(xk+1) − Vα(xk) ≤ maxx∈Λb

QT (x) = −εb
holds whenever xk+1 ∈ Λb; this maximum is well-defined
due to upper semicontinuity of QT and negative due to
its negative definiteness. This proves item (a).

For item (b), chooseα ∈ (0, 1) sufficiently large such that

k1 >
√
k2+L
α

. Finite-time attractivity of Ω is then clear
from the fact that it contains a finite-time attractive
set Ωα,c with sufficiently small c > 0. To show forward
invariance of Ω, it will be shown that (zk+1, qk+1) /∈ Ω
implies (zk, qk) /∈ Ω. Distinguish the cases zk+1 6= 0 and
zk+1 = 0. In the first case, the contradiction

|zk + Tqk|
= |zk+1 + Tk1 ⌊zk+1⌉

1
2 + T 2k2 sign(zk+1)− T 2δk+1|

> (k2 − L)T 2. (A.13)

is obtained by substituting zk and qk using (24). In the
second case, |zk+1 + Tqk+1| > (k2 − L)T 2 implies

|zk| = |zk+1 − Tqk+1 + Tk1 ⌊zk+1⌉
1
2 |

= |Tqk+1| > (k2 − L)T 2. (A.14)

Finally, (zk, qk) ∈ Ω implies zk+2 = qk+2 = 0, because
then (zk+1, qk+1) ∈ Ω, yielding zk+2 = 0 as shown above,

and thus Tqk+2 = zk+2 + Tk1 ⌊zk+2⌉
1
2 − zk+1 = 0.

A.7 Proof of Lemma 6.7

For item (a), it is first shown that M1 is forward in-
variant. This is seen from the fact that |vk+1| > U
and |vk| ≤ U imply the contradiction |vk| = |vk+1 +
Tk2 sign(vk+1)| > U from (17c), because sign(2vk+1 −
vk − uk) = sign(vk+1). To show finite-time attractivity,
note that vk cannot change sign without entering M1,
because U > k2T . Hence, without restriction of general-
ity, it is sufficient to show that the assumption vk > U for
all k ∈ N0 leads to a contradiction. Under this assump-
tion, vk is strictly decreasing, because vk+1 ≥ vk and
(17c) imply the contradiction vk+1 ≤ vk −k2T . Since vk
is also bounded from below, there exists κ ∈ N such that
|vk+1−vk| ≤ k2T

2 for all k ≥ κ. Then, the right-hand side
of (17c) is truly multivalued, i.e., 2vk+1 − vk − uk = 0.

Thus, 0 < U− k2T
2 ≤ vk+1+(vk+1−vk) = uk ≤ ūk and,

using (11b), zk is seen to strictly increase according to

zk+1 − zk = T (uk + wk−1 − vk+1 + vk) (A.15)

= T (vk+1 + wk+1) ≥ T (U −W ) ≥ k2T,

eventually leading to the contradiction ūk < 0 in (17a)
for sufficiently large k > κ, proving item (a).

For item (b), since M2 ⊂ M1 and due to item (a), it is
sufficient to consider trajectories in M1, i.e., to assume

|vk| ≤ U for all k. Let ε = min{δ, U − W − k2T }. It
will be shown that k21zk+1 > (U +W + δ)2 implies zk ≥
zk+1+εT , from which the claim follows due to ε > 0 and
symmetry reasons. Distinguish the cases ūk > U , ūk <
−U , and |ūk| ≤ U . The first case cannot occur, because,
using (17a) and |vk+1 − vk| ≤ k2T , the contradiction

2W + k2T < U +W < k1 ⌊zk+1⌉
1
2 = 2vk+1 − vk − ūk

< 2vk+1 − vk − U ≤ vk+1 − vk ≤ k2T (A.16)

is obtained. In the second case, uk = −U and hence

zk = zk+1 − T (uk + wk−1 + vk − vk+1)

≥ zk+1 − T (−U +W + k2T ) ≥ zk+1 + Tε. (A.17)

is obtained from (11b). And in the third case,

zk = zk+1 − T (ūk + wk−1 + vk − vk+1) (A.18)

= zk+1 − T (−k1 ⌊zk+1⌉
1
2 + wk−1 + vk+1)

≥ zk+1 + T (U +W + δ −W − U) ≥ zk+1 + Tε,

follows from uk = ūk and (17a), proving item (b).

To show item (c), sinceM3 ⊂ M2, it is again sufficient to
consider trajectories in M2, i.e., to use the assumptions
k21 |zk| ≤ (U + W + δ)2 and |vk| ≤ U for all k. Let

ε =
k2
1

2
U−W−k2T
U+W+δ

−k2 > 0. It will be shown that ūk > U
implies ūk−1 ≥ ūk + Tε; the claim then follows due to
symmetry reasons. To see this, use uk = satU (ūk) = U
and (11b) to obtain zk+1 ≥ zk+T (U−W −k2T ). Then,

max{|zk|
1
2 , |zk+1|

1
2 } ≤ U+W+δ

k1
and Lemma A.1 imply

⌊zk+1⌉
1
2 ≥ ⌊zk⌉

1
2 +

k1T

2

U −W − k2T

U +W + δ
. (A.19)

Thus, evaluating ūk−1 and ūk using (17a) yields

ūk−1 = ūk − k1(⌊zk⌉
1
2 − ⌊zk+1⌉

1
2 )

− 2(vk+1 − vk) + (vk − vk−1)

≥ ūk +
k21T

2

U −W − k2T

U +W + δ
− k2T

− (vk+1 − vk) + (vk − vk−1)

= ūk + Tε+ γk (A.20)

with the abbreviation γk = (vk − vk−1) − (vk+1 − vk).
Consequently, ūk−1 ≥ U − 2k2T . Distinguish cases
vk−1 < U − 2k2T and vk−1 ≥ U − 2k2T . In the first
case, it will be shown that vk − vk−1 ≥ k2T , which
implies γk ≥ 0 and allows to conclude ūk−1 ≥ ūk + Tε
from (A.20). To see this, suppose to the contrary
that vk − vk−1 = ck2T with some c < 1. Then,
ūk−1 ≥ U− (1−c)k2T and 2vk−vk−1−uk−1 ≥ 0 follow
from (A.20) and (17c), respectively. The former implies
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uk−1 = satU (ūk−1) ≥ U − (1 − c)k2T and the latter
yields vk ≥ (uk−1+vk−1)/2, leading to the contradiction

vk − vk−1 ≥ uk−1 − vk−1

2
≥ −(1− c)k2T + 2k2T

2

=
1 + c

2
k2T > ck2T. (A.21)

In the second case, the relation ūk−1 ≥ U − 2k2T im-
plies uk−1 ≥ U − 2k2T , and (18c) yields the inequal-
ity vk ≥ min{vk−1, uk−1} ≥ U − 2k2T . Since uk = U
and uk−1, vk, vk−1 ∈ [U − 2k2T, U ], one may conclude
|vk−1−uk−1| ≤ 2k2T and |vk−uk| ≤ 2k2T . By applying
(18c) three times, γk may then be bounded as

γk =
uk−1 − vk−1

2
− uk − vk

2
=

uk−1 − U

2
+

vk − vk−1

2

=
uk−1 − U

2
+

uk−1 − vk−1

4
≥ 3

4
(uk−1 − U).(A.22)

If uk−1 = U , then γk ≥ 0 and ūk−1 ≥ ūk + Tε follows
from (A.20). Otherwise, uk−1 = ūk−1, leading to

ūk−1 ≥ ūk + Tε+
3

4
ūk−1 −

3

4
U ≥ ūk

4
+ Tε+

3

4
ūk−1.

(A.23)
in (A.20); solving for ūk−1 yields ūk−1 ≥ ūk + 4Tε.
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