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Abstract

The main motivation behind this paper stems from a notable gap in the existing literature: the absence of
a discrete counterpart to the Laplace-Beltrami operator on Riemannian manifolds, which can be effectively
used to solve PDEs. We consider that the natural approach to pioneer this field is to first explore one of the
simplest non-trivial (i.e., non-Euclidean) scenario, specifically focusing on the 2-dimensional hyperbolic
space H2. To this end, we present two variants of discrete finite-difference operator tailored to this constant
negatively curved space, both serving as approximations to the (continuous) Laplace-Beltrami operator
within the L2 framework. Moreover, we prove that the discrete heat equation associated to both aforesaid
operators exhibits stability and converges towards the continuous heat-Beltrami Cauchy problem on H

2.
Eventually, we illustrate that a discrete Laplacian specifically designed for the geometry of the hyperbolic
space yields a more precise approximation and offers advantages from both theoretical and computational
perspectives.

1 Introduction

Our aim is to produce a discrete Laplacian on the curved space H
2. But what is the essential job that

this operator should perform? Perhaps one of the most important one is also one of the simplest: to properly
approximate the heat equation, preferably with source. Namely, this equation:

{
∂tu(t,x) = ∆gu(t,x) + f(t,x) , t ∈ (0, T ], x ∈ H

2 ,

u(0,x) = u0(x) , x ∈ H
2 ,

(1.1)

where T > 0 is any fixed time, u0 ∈ L2(H2) is the initial data, ∆g is the Laplace-Betrami operator on H
2

and f ∈ C([0, T ],L2(H2)) is the source term. Having defined our purpose, let us see what are the main
ingredients used to build a discrete Laplacian:

i) First, we need a grid, that is a discrete set of points well arranged in the space, somehow evenly dispersed
in H

2, whilst bearing in mind that it must be efficiently implemented on a computer. Notice that the
curvature may influence the distribution of the grid points.

ii) Then, we need a means to transfer information between the entire continuous space and the discrete
grid. Since we focus on the L2 settings, the transfer procedure should be compatible with both discrete
and continuous L2 norms.

∗E-mail: mihai.bucataru@fmi.unibuc.ro; ORCID ID: 0000-0002-6503-2084
†Corresponding author. E-mails: dmanea28@gmail.com, dmanea@imar.ro; ORCID ID: 0000-0003-4085-226X. D. M. was par-

tially supported by CNCS-UEFISCDI Romania, Grant no. 0794/2020 “Spectral Methods in Hyperbolic Geometry” PN-III-P4-
ID-PCE-2020-0794 and by the PNRR-III-C9-2023-I8 grant CF 149/31.07.2023 “Conformal Aspects of Geometry and Dynamics”.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2409.01211v1
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6503-2084
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4085-226X


iii) Once these tasks are accomplished, we can fashion our discrete Laplacian. Much like in the Euclidean
plane, it emerges as a linear combination of the values of our function in five adjacent points, their
weights meticulously mirroring the even diffusion of heat across the curved space we study.

iv) Subsequently, we justify the stability of both semi-discrete and fully discrete numerical schemes corre-
sponding to the discrete Laplacian. Additionally, we assess the order of error relative to the continuous
solution of the heat-Beltrami problem with source.

v) Finally, our discrete framework grants us an additional perk – the restoration of the L2 exponential
stability akin to the continuous homogeneous heat problem. To achieve this, we prove a discrete Poincaré
inequality tailored for our Laplace operator. This inequality resembles the Poincaré inequality in the
entire space H

2, together with its optimal constant derived from the inherent negative curvature.

A good starting point is to focus on one of the models of the hyperbolic space that is most suited to a
finite-difference approach. Among the isometrically equivalent models briefly summarised in [25] we have
chosen the Poincaré upper half-plane H

2 ≃ R
2
+ := {x = (x1, x2)| x1, x2 ∈ R, x2 > 0} , in which the

hyperbolic metric reads

gx :=
(dx1)2 + (dx2)2

x2
2

. (1.2)

Given that the model’s support set in this instance is a subset of R
2, the initial straightforward yet

effective approach involves employing the standard uniform Euclidean grid confined to the upper half-plane.
However, a pertinent question naturally arises: Could an alternative approach that significantly considers
the geometry of the space yield more precise results while concurrently enhancing resource utilisation?

In the present paper, we aim to address the above question by formulating two versions of the discrete
Laplacian. One relies on the uniform Euclidean grid, while the other is tailored to the specificity of curved
space. Both fit into the framework i)-v), however, as anticipated, the latter variant yields more precise
results, all the while optimising memory usage for grid construction and associated functions.

Our approach finds its place in a vast series of attempts to numerically approximate the solutions
of differential equations on Riemannian manifolds. Starting from zero-order equations [2], going through
ODEs describing curves on manifolds [13, 7, 15, 14] and arriving to dynamical systems and other PDEs [22,
3, 17], various methods were used to tackle this approximation problem. Especially for ODEs, one of the
most preferred method is to compute the solution iteratively using normal geodesic coordinates around the
current point, whilst, in the case of PDEs, finite element [22], finite volume [3, 17] and Monte Carlo [11] are
employed.

However, none of the methods enumerated above does literally construct a discrete counterpart of the
differential operator they analyse. Even though the finite element method (FEM) transforms the continuous
differential operator into a discrete one, it does so by restricting the space of the functions it acts on.
In contrast, our finite difference approach introduces a discrete operator that resembles more clearly the
infinitesimal behaviour of diffusion on a geometrically suited grid.

Another category of scientific literature our approach aims to extend refers to integral inequalities on
Riemannian manifolds, especially negatively curved ones. As seen in the point v) above, integral inequalities
serve, among others, to derive well-posedness, stability and decay properties of PDEs and also to estimate
eigenvalues of differential operators. Far from pretending an exhaustive survey, we mention the works [27,
26, 29, 28] pertaining to sharp Sobolev and Poincaré - type inequalities on the hyperbolic space, [8] for
the Hardy inequality on the same space and [24] for estimates of the first eigenvalue of the Laplacian in
negatively curved spaces.

Among the works regarding the approximation of the Laplace-Beltrami operator on manifolds by defining
discrete operators, we mention [9] which recovers the eigenvalues of the Laplace-Beltrami operator on a
manifold by constructing a discrete operator on a graph embedded in the manifold. As far as we know, this
is the only attempt in the literature to construct a discrete counterpart of the Laplace operator on manifolds,
however without attempting to study (both theoretical and experimentally) its suitability to approximate
solutions of PDEs.
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The literature pertaining to the heat equation on the hyperbolic space of any dimension is also well-
developed. The corresponding heat kernel was computed and estimated uniformly in [12, 19] and the
asymptotic behaviour and the existence of long-time profiles for the heat equation on the hyperbolic space
was analysed in [35]. We refer to [4] for the study of the long-time asymptotic behaviour of the heat equation
in a more general setting, that of symmetric spaces. Moreover, the approximation of the solutions of the
heat equation on the hyperbolic space with a non-local problem was studied in [5], whereas the papers [6]
and [32] are dedicated to the Schrödinger and wave equations on the hyperbolic space, respectively.

One instrument that plays an important role role in the study of the Laplace-Beltrami operator on the
hyperbolic space is the so-called Fourier-Helgason transform, that can be defined in the more general setting
of symmetric spaces (see, for example [21, 34]). This integral transform was successfully employed, for
example, in the aforementioned works [32, 6, 5], whereas in [31] the authors introduced a discrete version
of it and managed to build approximations of L2 functions with discrete counterparts. However, due to the
rather cumbersome form of this transform, we prefer to use more direct methods in the construction of our
discrete Laplace operators.

Another aspect worth mentioning is that, since in the present paper we aim to solve the heat equation
posed in the whole space H

2 on a computer with limited resources – finite memory and processing speed –
we need to restrict ourselves to a bounded subset of H

2, while taking care of the boundary conditions so
that the reduced problem can still approximate the continuous problem on the entire space. In this sense,
we simultaneously employ two types of refinement of the approximation: along with the reduction of the
parameter h accounting for the step size of the finite difference grid itself, we enlarge the bounded domain

H
2
D := [−D,D]× [1/D,D] ⊂ H

2 , (1.3)

on which we pose the actual discrete heat equation. In particular, in our analysis, we choose the variable D
describing the size of the discrete domain to depend polynomially on h,

Dh,γ,ζ := ζh−γ , with ζ > 2 , γ > 0. (1.4)

Fortunately, since the heat equation in H
2 decays quickly enough as the spatial variable tends to infinity,

we can impose zero Dirichlet artificial boundary conditions to the reduced discrete problem and obtain, for
a properly chosen source term, convergence to the solution of (1.1). Refer to Sections 2.3 and 4.2 for more
details on the aforementioned spatial approximation. We also note that in the literature pertaining to the
heat equation in unbounded domains of the Euclidean space there exist more accurate ways to choose the
artificial boundary conditions [36, 30, 38].

The paper is organised as follows. In Section 2 a brief introduction of the main tools used in this article
is presented, namely the hyperbolic space, the semigroup theory and the finite-difference method. Several
properties regarding the heat equation associated to the Laplace-Beltrami operator on the hyperbolic space,
such as the exponential stability and tail control, are presented in detail in Section 3. Further on, the con-
struction of the first and second discrete Laplacians are presented in Sections 4 and 5, respectively, together
with consistency estimates of the order O(h2).

The main results of the paper concern the convergence of order O(h2) of the semi-discrete scheme
associated with both variants of discrete Laplace operators defined in the aforementioned sections and the
convergence of order O(h2 + τ2) of the corresponding fully-discrete Crank-Nicolson scheme. The detailed
proofs of this result can be consulted in Sections 6 and 7, respectively. This convergence order is sharp,
as seen from the numerical experiments performed in Section 8. We finish our paper by drawing some
conclusions and suggesting further research directions in Section 9.
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 The hyperbolic space

We start our preliminary section with a basic introduction into the geometry of the n-dimensional
hyperbolic space H

n, together with the differential operators that are necessary for our study. From a
geometric point of view, the hyperbolic space is defined as a complete Riemannian manifold with constant
curvature −1. This abstract definition makes sense, since all the manifolds satisfying the aforementioned
properties are isometric. Therefore, it is enough to work on a model of the hyperbolic space, and the
Riemannian properties that we obtain can be transferred to any other model through isometries.

In the sequel, we will drive our attention to the seemingly most appropriate model of the hyperbolic
geometry for employing numerical methods, that is the half-space model, suggesting to the interested reader
to consult [25] for a survey of the most used models that exist in the literature. Thus, throughout this
paper, H

n will denote the half-space model of n-dimensional hyperbolic geometry. Its support set is the
upper half-space of Rn:

H
n ≃ R

n
+ := {x = (x′, xn)| x′ ∈ R

n−1, xn > 0},
endowed with the metric:

gx :=
(dx1)2 + (dx2)2 + · · · (dxn)2

x2
n

.

We remark that, as opposed to the Euclidean metric on the half-space, the hyperbolic distances approach
infinity near the base hyperplane ∂Hn ≃ R

n−1 and decrease as xn goes to infinity. More precisely, one can
compute the hyperbolic distance in this model in the following manner:

dg(x,y) = acosh

(
1 +
‖x− y‖2e

2xnyn

)
,

where ‖ · ‖e denotes the Euclidean norm of a vector. As an early disclosure, this behaviour of the hyperbolic
distance towards the extremities of the xn axis will inspire the construction of our second grid (in Section
5.2), the one more tailored to this specific geometry.

Since it is a way of measuring distances, every Riemannian metric induces a measure (from a geometric
point of view, a volume form) on the underlying manifold, together with differential operators, which are
counterparts of the gradient, divergence and Laplacian operators on R

n. For a detailed discussion of those
operators in a general setting, one could consult [18, Section 2.1]. Here, we will only provide the form of the
hyperbolic measure µ:

∫

Hn
v(x) dµ(x) =

∫

Rn
+

v(x)
1

xnn
dx,

and the differential operators on the particular model we are working on (following [18, Section 2.2]):

∇gv = x2
n∇ev, divg(Y ) = xnn dive

(
1

xnn
Y

)
, ∆gv = xnn dive

(
1

xn−2
n
∇ev

)
,

where the indices ”g” and ”e” indicate that the operator corresponds to the hyperbolic and Euclidean
metrics, respectively. One should pay attention that we have chosen the sign of ∆g according to the analysts’
convention, for which the Laplacian is a non-positive operator.

The operator of interest in this study is the 2-dimensional Laplace-Beltrami operator on the half-plane
model of H2:

∆gv(x) = x2
2(∂2

x1
v + ∂2

x2
v), for x = (x1, x2) ∈ H

2 ≃ R
2
+. (2.1)
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2.2 A hint of semigroup theory

Before entering our proper study, we also need some basics of semigroup theory, a field of analysis that
forms the basis for the rigorous study of evolution equations. For a detailed introduction in this theory, the
interested reader could consult [10].

Let X be a Hilbert space and A an unbounded operator with domain D(A). We are interested in the
rigorous formulation and sufficient conditions for the well-posedness of the abstract parabolic problem:

{
∂tu(t) = Au(t), t ≥ 0;

u(0) = u0 ∈ X.
(2.2)

In order to achieve this, we introduce the so-called m-dissipativity property of the operator A:

Definition 2.1 (Refer to [10, Theorem 2.4.5]). An unbounded operator A with dense domain D(A) ⊆ X is
called m-dissipative if all three conditions below are satisfied:

i) 〈Av, v〉X ≤ 0, ∀v ∈ D(A);

ii) if A∗ is the adjoint operator of A, then 〈A∗v, v〉X ≤ 0, ∀v ∈ D(A∗);

iii) the graph G(A) = {(v,Av) : v ∈ D(A)} of the operator A is closed in X ×X.

Remark 2.2 ([10, Corollary 2.4.8]). If the operator A is self-adjoint i.e., D(A) = D(A∗) and A = A∗, then
A is m-dissipative if and only if A is non-positive, namely:

〈Av, v〉X ≤ 0, ∀v ∈ D(A).

With these definition in mind, we can state the theorem about the well-posedness of the initial-value
problem (2.2):

Theorem 2.3 ([10, Theorems 3.1.1 and 3.2.1]). Let A be an m-dissipative operator with domain D(A)
dense in the Hilbert space X. Then, for every u0 ∈ D(A), the problem (2.2) has a unique solution u ∈
C([0,∞),D(A)) ∩ C1([0,∞),X). Moreover, the following properties hold:

i) ‖u(t)‖X ≤ ‖u0‖X , ∀t ∈ [0,∞).

ii) d
dt‖u(t)‖2X = 2〈Au(t), u(t)〉X , ∀t > 0 (see also [33, Chapter III, Lemma 1.2]).

iii) if Au0 ∈ D(A), then Au is the solution of (2.2) with initial data Au0.

In addition, if A is a self-adjoint operator, we can relax the condition regarding the initial data and
only require that u0 ∈ X. In this case, there exists a unique solution u ∈ C([0,∞),X) ∩ C((0,∞),D(A)) ∩
C1((0,∞),X) to the initial-value problem (2.2) and it satisfies the properties i) and ii).

Remark 2.4. The form of the linear equation (2.2) suggests the following notation, that is compatible, for
example, with the case when X is finite-dimensional and A is a non-positive matrix:

etAu0 := u(t), ∀u0 ∈ D(A) (or u0 ∈ X, if A is self-adjoint),

where u is the solution of (2.2) given by Theorem 2.3. An uniqueness argument and the property iii) of the
theorem above, respectively, imply that:

i) e(t+s)Au0 = etA(esAu0), for every admissible initial data u0;

ii) etAAu0 = A(etAu0), for u0 ∈ D(A) and Au0 ∈ D(A) unless A is self-adjoint.

These two properties mean that the solution of (2.2) describes a semigroup which commutes with the
operator A. Moreover, property i) in Theorem 2.3 implies that the semigorup (etA)t≥0 is a contraction
semigroup.
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In the sequel, we provide a short introduction into the study of inhomogenous problems using semigroup
theory. Let us consider the abstract parabolic problem with source term:

{
∂tu(t) = Au(t) + f(t), t ∈ [0, T ],

u(0) = u0 ∈ X,
(2.3)

where T > 0, A is an m-dissipative operator with domain D(A) dense in the Hilbert space X (see Definition
2.1) and f ∈ C([0, T ],X). Following [10], we state two versions of sufficient conditions for the well-posedness
of (2.3), together with an integral characterisation of the solution:

Theorem 2.5 ([10, Proposition 4.1.6]). Let u0 ∈ D(A) and f ∈ C([0, T ],X), satisfying at least one of the
following properties:

i) f ∈ L1((0, T ),D(A));

ii) f ∈W 1,1((0, T ),X).

Then, the Cauchy problem (2.3) has a unique solution u ∈ C([0, T ],D(A)) ∩C1([0, T ],X). Moreover, u has
the following form (known as Duhamel’s formula) in terms of the exponential operator introduced in Remark
2.4:

u(t) = etAu0 +

∫ t

0
e(t−σ)Af(σ)ds. (2.4)

If we assume further that A is self-adjoint, then we obtain well-posedness and the same formula (2.4)
for an initial data u0 ∈ X. In this case, the regularity of the solution is u ∈ C([0, T ],X)∩C((0, T ),D(A))∩
C1((0, T ),X)).

Proof. Referring to [10, Proposition 4.1.6], we only need to justify the aspect related to a self-adjoint
operator. This is accomplished by applying Theorem 2.3 (second part) during Step IV of the proof of [10,
Proposition 4.1.6].

2.3 Finite-Difference Method: General Notions

We conclude this preliminary section with some general notions concerning the finite-difference method
(FDM). Allowing an easy set up and, when applied on a coarse mesh, delivering a rapid calculation that
provides a comprehensive overview of the solution function, the FDM is a versatile numerical approach widely
used for solving boundary value problems. We will employ this method to discretise (1.1) and provide an
expression for the discrete Laplacian on the curved space H

2. For a thorough introduction in this method,
we refer the reader to [20] and [23].

To briefly illustrate this approach, we consider the following example. Suppose we are interested in
approximating the solution to the homogeneous heat equation on the Euclidean space R

2:
{
∂tu(t,x) = ∆eu(t,x) , t ∈ (0,∞), x ∈ R

2 ,

u(0,x) = u0(x) , x ∈ R
2 .

(2.5)

When employing a finite difference method to numerically address partial differential equations, such as (2.5),
the continuous solution transforms into an approximation using grid functions. These functions are exclu-
sively defined at a finite set of grid points, usually taken to be equidistant, situated within the domain. The
grid points of our example, depicted in Figure 1, are defined as

(ih, jh), ∀ i, j ∈ Z, (2.6)

where h is the stepsize of the discrete grid. The space of grid functions is denoted by ℓ2h, consists of bilateral
sequences (vhi,j)i,j∈Z and is endowed with the following norm

‖vh‖2ℓ2
h

:= h2
∑

i,j

(
vhi,j

)2
.
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Motivated by the L2 framework that we use, the information is transferred between the continuous and
discrete settings using the following integral projection on the discretisation cell associated to each grid
node, Ci,jh := [ih− h/2, ih + h/2]× [jh − h/2, jh + h/2]:

(Πhv)i,j :=
1

|Ci,jh |e

∫

Ci,j
h

v(x)dx =
1

h2

∫

Ci,j
h

v(x)dx. (2.7)

x

y

h

h

Figure 1: The equidistant discretisation of the whole space R
2.

In this preliminary section, we will only focus on the approximation of the Laplacian, leading to what is
called a semi-discrete numerical scheme. Thus, the main concern is to approximate the spatial derivatives
in the partial differential equation (2.5) via divided differences of function values at the selected grid points.
Using two Taylor expansions, we obtain the following finite-difference approximations in any point (x1, x2) ∈
R

2

∂2
x1
v(x1, x2) =

1

h2
[v(x1 + h, x2) + v(x1 − h, x2)− 2v(x1, x2)] +O(h2), (2.8)

∂2
x2
v(x1, x2) =

1

h2
[v(x1, x2 + h) + v(x1, x2 − h)− 2v(x1, x2)] +O(h2). (2.9)

Using these formulas, we obtain the following discrete euclidean Laplacian defined on ℓ2h:

(
∆hv

h
)
i,j

:=
1

h2

(
vhi+1,j + vhi−1,j + vhi,j+1 + vhi,j−1 − 4vhi,j

)
∀ i, j ∈ Z . (2.10)

Utilising the Taylor expansions referenced in (2.8)–(2.9), it becomes evident that the FDM scheme given
by the discrete Laplacian (2.10) exhibits consistency of order 2. Namely, for every time T > 0:

‖∆hΠhu(t)−Πh∆eu(t)‖ℓ2
h
≤ CT,u0h

2, ∀t ∈ [0, T ]. (2.11)

Since the domain where the problem is posed is unbounded (i.e., the entire space R
2), the aforementioned

FDM grid is only locally finite, thus impossible to be implemented on a computer. To overcome this issue,
we rely on certain properties of the continuous heat equation, we restrict ourselves to a large bounded subset
R

2
D := [−D,D] × [−D,D] ⊂ R

2 and impose appropriate artificial boundary conditions at the boundary of
R

2
D. Since the solution of the heat equation decays relatively fast as the space variable tends to infinity,

in order to achieve the finite discretisation one can impose zero Dirichlet artificial boundary conditions at
the boundary of R2

D. Thus, the operator ∆h,D is obtained from the operator ∆h defined in (2.10), taking
into account the artificial boundary conditions uh−N,j = uhN,j = uhi,−N = uhi,N = 0, i, j ∈ −N,N , where

7



N = ⌊D/h⌋. Now, the discrete solution approximates the values of u(t) only in the grid nodes that lie in
R

2
D. Therefore, the accuracy of the approximation grows with the size of R2

D.
More precisely, the semi-discrete problem that we solve numerically is the following system of ODEs:




∂tu

h(t) =
(
∆hu

h
)
i,j
, t ∈ (0,∞) , i, j ∈ −N + 1, N − 1 ,

uh−N,j = uhN,j = uhi,−N = uhi,N = 0 , i, j ∈ −N,N .
(2.12)

Thus, observing that the off-diagonal elements of the discrete matrix associated with the discrete FDM
system (2.12) are all negative, the ODE system is described by an L0-type matrix. Following the argument
in [20], it can be demonstrated that the FDM approximation is stable, thereby confirming the convergence
of the FDM solution uh ∈ L∞([0, T ], ℓ2h) to its continuous counterpart with an order of at least O(h2).

3 The continuous case

The aim of this section is to emphasize some of the properties of the heat equation associated to the
Laplace-Beltrami operator on H

2 that will be useful for its approximation with a finite-difference numerical
scheme.

Hypothesis 3.1. Throughout this paper, we will impose the following regularity for the initial datum u0

and the source, depending on the exact choice of the parameter γ > 0 in (1.4). For the initial datum, we
assume:

u0 ∈Mγ :=




v ∈ C6(H2) : ‖v‖Mγ

:=
∑

α,β∈N

α+β≤6

∥∥∥emax{18,4+4/γ}dg (O,x)∂αx1
∂βx2

v(x)
∥∥∥

L2(H2)
<∞




, (3.1)

where O ∈ H
2 is an arbitrary fixed point, assumed for simplicity to be O := (0, 1) ∈ H

2, as the set Mγ

is invariant to the choice of this point. We note that by L2(H2) we mean the Lebesgue Hilbert space
corresponding to the measure µ induced by the metric g on H

2.
For the source term, we assume that the norm defined above is continuous is time:

f ∈ C([0, T ],Mγ), for a fixed time T > 0. (3.2)

Remark 3.2. The C6(H2) regularity in Hypothesis 3.1 is only used to prove the order of convergence
O(h2 + τ2) for the discrete Crank-Nicolson scheme in Theorem 7.1. For all the other convergence results, it
is sufficient to impose C4(H2) regularity on u0 and f .

Furthermore, the exponential weighting of the L2 norm of the derivatives in ‖·‖Mγ is essential in order to
obtain the tail decay estimates in Section 3.2, which in turn lead to the approximation of the heat problem
on the whole space H

2 with a numerical scheme on the bounded domain (1.3).

Remark 3.3. One can replace Hypothesis 3.1 with a condition which is independent of the model of H2,
as follows:

u0 ∈ M̃γ :=

{
v ∈ C6(H2) : ‖v‖M̃γ

:=
6∑

α=0

∥∥∥emax{24,10+4/γ}dg (O,x)|∇αg v|g
∥∥∥

L2(H2)
<∞

}
,

where by ∇αg we understand the Riemannian covariant derivative applied α times to the function v and
| · |g stands for the extension of the metric g to the space of (0, α)-type tensors on TH2. Indeed, standard
calculations in the half-plane model lead to the following inequality:

‖v‖Mγ . ‖v‖M̃γ
, ∀v ∈ C6(H2).

Similarly, we can impose f ∈ C([0, T ], M̃γ) to have also for the source term a condition independent of the
hyperbolic model.

We further note that, for two expressions E and F , we write E . F to account for the existence of a
universal constat C > 0 such that E ≤ C F .
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3.1 Poincaré inequality and exponential stability

In contrast to the Euclidean spaces R
n, the negative curvature of the hyperbolic spaces induces a

Poincaré-type inequality on the whole space, which, in turns, leads to the exponential decay of the so-
lution of the homogeneous heat equation in L2(H2). In the particular case of the 2-dimensional space H

2,
the sharp Poincaré inequality reads as:

Proposition 3.4 (Sharp Poincaré inequality on H
2, see, for instance, [29]). Let v ∈ H1(H2). Then the

following inequality holds true: ∫

H2
|∇gv|2gdµ ≥

1

4

∫

H2
|v|2dµ (3.3)

and the constant 1
4 cannot be improved.

A direct consequence of this inequality is the following exponential L2 stability estimate for the solutions
of the homogeneous heat equation on H

2 (i.e., the case f ≡ 0 and T =∞). We note that, since, by definition
(see, for example, [18, Section 2.1]), the Laplace-Beltrami operator is a non-positive self-adjoint unbounded
operator on L2(H2), the solution of the heat equation is given by a contractions semigroup as in Remark
2.4:

u(t,x) =
(
et∆gu0

)
(x), t ∈ [0,∞),x ∈ H

2. (3.4)

Proposition 3.5. Let u0 ∈ L2(H2). Then, the following L2 exponential decay holds true:

∥∥∥et∆gu0

∥∥∥
L2(H2)

≤ e− t
4 ‖u0‖L2(H2).

Proof. An integration by parts (refer again to [18, Section 2.1]) in the Poincaré inequality (3.3) implies that

−
〈

∆ge
t∆gu0, e

t∆gu0

〉
L2(H2)

≥ 1

4

∥∥∥et∆gu0

∥∥∥
2

L2(H2)
.

Then, the desired inequality follows by Theorem 2.3 ii).

3.2 Heat kernel estimates

In addition to the study of the heat equation on H
n solely by means of semigroup theory, one can dive

deeper into a more explicit form of the solutions via an integral kernel, similarly to the Euclidean setup.
More precisely, for any n ≥ 2, there exists a function Kn : (0,∞) × [0,∞) → [0,∞) such that the solution
of the homogenous heat equation on H

n can be given as the following integral expression:

(
et∆gu0

)
(x) =

∫

Hn
Kn(t, dg(x,y))u0(y) dµ(y), ∀x ∈ H

2. (3.5)

We refer to [12, 19] for more insight about the heat kernel on H
n. For the purpose of our study, we will need

a uniform estimate of the kernel from [12], which is summarised in the next proposition:

Proposition 3.6 ([12, Theorem 3.1]). For any n ≥ 2, there exist two constants m,M > 0 depending on n
such that:

mhn(t,ρ) ≤ Kn(t,ρ) ≤M hn(t,ρ), ∀ (t,ρ) ∈ (0,+∞)× [0,+∞) , (3.6)

where
hn(t,ρ) = t−n/2 e−(n−1)2t/4−ρ

2/(4t)−(n−1)ρ/2 (1 + ρ + t)(n−3)/2 (1 + ρ) . (3.7)

With the help of the proposition above, one can prove that the derivatives of the heat semigroup(
et∆gu0

)
t≥0

multiplied by xs2 can be controlled in the L2 norm by a weighted L2 norm of the derivatives of

the initial datum u0. This behaviour is outlined in the following lemma which will be useful to derive the
consistency of the discrete Laplace operators:
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Lemma 3.7. Let u0 ∈ C6(H2) ∩ L2(H2) and s ∈ R. If we denote et∆gu0 the solution of the homogeneous
heat equation on H

2 with initial datum u0, then, for every time T > 0, there exists a constant Cs,T > 0,
such that:

∑

α,β∈N

α+β≤6

‖xs2∂αx1
∂βx2

et∆gu0‖L2(H2) ≤ Cs,T
∑

α,β∈N

α+β≤6

∥∥∥e(7+max{|s−1|,|s−7|})dg(O,x)∂αx1
∂βx2

u0(x)
∥∥∥

L2(H2)
, ∀t ∈ [0, T ],

(3.8)
where O is a fixed point in H

2.

The proof of this Lemma can be consulted in Appendix B.1

Corollary 3.8. Actually, in this paper, we only encounter values of the parameter s that belong to the
set [−4, 6]. Therefore, Lemma 3.7 implies that, for every time T > 0, there exists a constant CT > 0 such
that, if the initial datum of the homogeneous heat equation u0 ∈ C6(H2)∩L2(H2), then the heat semigroup(
et∆gu0

)
t≥0

satisfies:

∑

α,β∈N

α+β≤6

‖xs2∂αx1
∂βx2

et∆gu0(x)‖L2(H2) ≤ CT
∑

α,β∈N

α+β≤6

‖e18dg(O,x)∂αx1
∂βx2

u0(x)‖L2(H2) ≤ CT ‖u‖Mγ , ∀t ∈ [0, T ], (3.9)

regardless of s ∈ [−4, 6] and γ > 0.

In the following, we establish the regularity of the solutions of the heat equation with source (1.1), based
on the regularity of the initial datum and of the source function.

Lemma 3.9. Let T > 0, u0 and f satisfy Hypothesis 3.1 for γ > 0 and s ∈ [−4, 6]. Then, there exists a
constant CT > 0 such that the solution u of (1.1) satisfies, for every t ∈ [0, T ] the following inequalities:

∑

α,β∈N

α+β≤6

‖xs2∂αx1
∂βx2

u(t,x)‖L2(H2) ≤ CT
(
‖u0‖Mγ + ‖f‖C([0,T ],Mγ)

)
. (3.10)

∥∥∥emax{18,4+4/γ}dg (O,x)u(t,x)
∥∥∥

L2(H2)
≤ CT

(
‖u0‖Mγ + ‖f‖C([0,T ],Mγ)

)
. (3.11)

Proof. The form of the solution u is given by Duhamel’s formula (2.4):

u(t) = et∆gu0 +

∫ t

0
e(t−σ)∆gf(σ)dσ. (3.12)

For the first inequality, we apply the operator xs2∂
α
x1
∂βx2

to (3.12), and making use of Corollary 3.8, we obtain

∑

α,β∈N

α+β≤6

‖xs2∂αx1
∂βx2

u(t,x)‖L2(H2) ≤ CT ‖u0‖Mγ + CT

∫ t

0
‖f(σ)‖C([0,T ],Mγ)dσ ≤ CT

(
‖u0‖Mγ + T‖f‖C([0,T ],Mγ)

)
.

The second inequality is tackled similarly, by multiplying (3.12) with emax{18,4+4/γ}dg(O,x) and employing
Lemma B.2.

The following corollary describing the L2 tail control of the solution u is an immediate consequence of
Lemma B.4 and inequality (3.11). It will be used to estimate the error between the solution of the numerical
scheme – which is defined on the bounded domain H

2
D in (1.3) – and the solution of the continuous problem

(1.1).

Corollary 3.10. Let D := Dh,γ,ζ chosen as in (1.4), α ∈ {0, 2}, β ∈ {2, 4} and u0 and f satisfying
Hypothesis 3.1 for γ > 0. Then, for every time T > 0, there exists a constant Cγ,ζ,T > 0 such that the
solution u of (1.1) satisfies:

Dα

hβ
‖u‖L2(H2\H2

D) ≤ Cγ,ζ,T
(
‖u0‖Mγ + ‖f‖C([0,T ],Mγ)

)
, (3.13)

for every t ∈ [0, T ] and h > 0.
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4 The first discrete Laplacian

4.1 Finite difference grid

x

y

−4h −3h −2h 2h 3h 4h−h h

2h

3h

4h

h

Figure 2: The grid corresponding to the first discrete Laplacian on H
2.

We shall construct a numerical approximation, uh, to the solution of the problem (1.1) on an equidistant
spatial grid defined on H

2 by the following nodes:

(ih, jh) ∈ H
2 i ∈ Z, j ∈ N

∗ , (4.1)

where h > 0 is the uniform stepsize of the FDM grid, see Figure 2.

Finite difference cell. Around each spatial point of the discrete FDM grid, (ih, jh) ∈ H
2, we define the

following cells:

Ci,jh :=

[
ih− h

2
, ih+

h

2

]
×
[
jh− h

2
, jh+

h

2

]
,

with the hyperbolic area of

∣∣∣Ci,jh
∣∣∣
g

:=

∫

Ci,j
h

dµ =

∫ ih−h/2

ih−h/2

∫ jh+h/2

jh−h/2

1

x2
2

dx =
1

j − 1
2

− 1

j + 1
2

=
1

j2 − 1
4

.

Space of grid functions. In order to represent the value of the approximated solution uh in each of the
cells above, we introduce the following space of grid functions:

ℓ2h :=

{(
vhi,j

)
i∈Z, j∈N∗

: ‖vh‖ℓ2
h

:= 〈vh, vh〉1/2

ℓ2
h
< +∞

}
,

where the aforementioned scalar product is defined as:

〈uh, vh〉ℓ2
h

:=
∑

i∈Z, j∈N∗

∣∣∣Ci,jh
∣∣∣
g
uhi,jv

h
i,j =

∑

i∈Z, j∈N∗

1

j2 − 1
4

uhi,jv
h
i,j ,
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Projection on the space of grid functions. Next, we define the projection of a function v ∈ L2(H2)
on the space of grid functions, ℓ2h as:

Πh : L2(H2) −→ ℓ2h, (Πhv)i,j :=
1∣∣∣Ci,jh
∣∣∣
g

∫

Ci,j
h

v(x)dµ(x) =

(
j2 − 1

4

)∫

Ci,j
h

v(x1, x2)
1

x2
2

dx. (4.2)

Proposition 4.1. The projection Πh given by (4.2) is contractive.

Proof.

‖Πh(v)‖2h =
∑

i∈Z, j∈N∗

1∣∣∣Ci,jh
∣∣∣
g

[∫

Ci,j
h

v(x)dµ(x)

]2

≤
∑

i∈Z, j∈N∗

1∣∣∣Ci,jh
∣∣∣
g

[∫

Ci,j
h

|v(x)|2dµ(x)

] [∫

Ci,j
h

1dµ(x)

]

︸ ︷︷ ︸
|Ci,j

h |g

=

∫

H2\(R×(0,h
2 ))
|v(x)|2dµ(x) ≤ ‖v‖2L2(H2).

We also note that

(Πh1)i,j =
∣∣∣Ci,jh

∣∣∣
g

∫

Ci,j
h

1dµ(x) = 1.

4.2 Discrete Laplace operator

Using suitable finite-difference approximations for the Laplace-Beltrami operator ∆g involved in equa-
tion (1.1), at the nodes on the FDM grid (4.1), the following discrete Laplacian is obtained:

(
∆

(1)
h vh

)
i,j

:=

(
j2 − 1

4

)(
vhi+1,j + vhi−1,j + vhi,j+1 + vhi,j−1 − 4vhi,j

)
∀ i ∈ Z, j ∈ N

∗ , (4.3)

where we employ the convention vhi,0 = 0, ∀ i ∈ Z. We note that, even though the weight j2 − 1/4 in (4.3)
does not directly depend on the grid parameter h, it automatically increases as the grid gets refined, i.e.
when h decreases (see estimate (4.8) below).

Further, motivated by the fact that the operator ∆
(1)
h is not dissipative on the entire grid, we introduce

the both theoretical and numerically suited bounded domain H
2
D defined in (1.3), for a fixed D > 0 which

will be later chosen as in (1.4). Similarly to the Euclidean setting presented in Section 2.3, taking into
account the decay of the solution for large x, we approximate the solution of (1.1) with the solution of the
discrete version of the following homogeneous Dirichlet initial-boundary value problem:





∂tu(t,x) = ∆gu(t,x) + f(t,x) , t ∈ (0, T ], x ∈ H
2
D ,

u(t,x) = 0 , t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ ∂H2
D ,

u(0,x) = u0(x) , x ∈ H
2
D .

(4.4)

Accordingly, we denote the space of grid functions restricted to this domain by

ℓ2h,D :=
{

(vhi,j)i∈Z1,j∈Z2 ∈ ℓ2h,where Z1 = −N,N ,Z2 = 1,M
}
,

where N =
⌊
D
h

⌋
and M =

⌊
1
h

(
D − 1

D

)⌋
+ 1. As ℓ2h,D ⊂ ℓ2h, we equip it with the same norm, whilst, for a

function v ∈ L2(H2), we define the projection on the space of grid functions ℓ2h,D as the corestriction of (4.2):

Πh,D : L2(H2) −→ ℓ2h,D, (Πh,Dv)i,j := (Πhv)i,j .

12



Finally, we define the discrete Laplacian restricted to H
2
D as

∆
(1)
h,Dv

h := ∆
(1)
h vh ,

together with the convention that vhi,j = 0 for (i, j) /∈ Z1 × Z2.
The following proposition provides an integration by parts formula for the discrete Laplace operator

∆
(1)
h :

Proposition 4.2. For any compactly supported sequence vh ∈ ℓ2h (i.e., only a finite number of elements are
not null), the following equality holds true:

〈∆(1)
h vh, vh〉 = −

∑

i∈Z,j∈N

[(
vhi+1,j − vhi,j

)2
+
(
vhi,j+1 − vhi,j

)2
]
, (4.5)

with the convention vhi,0 = 0, ∀ i ∈ Z.

Proof.

〈∆(1)
h vh, vh〉 =

∑

i∈Z,j≥1

(
vhi±1,j±1v

h
i,j − 4|vhi,j |2

)

Since i ∈ Z, it can be seen that for fixed j ≥ 1 the following relations hold

∑

i∈Z

|vhi+1,j|2 =
∑

i∈Z

|vhi,j |2 and
∑

i∈Z

vhi−1,jv
h
i,j =

∑

i∈Z

vhi+1,jv
h
i,j.

Next, since j ≥ 1 and vhi,0 = 0, ∀ i ∈ Z, for fixed i ∈ Z the following relations hold

∑

j≥0

|vhi,j|2 =
∑

j≥0

|vhi,j+1|2 and
∑

j≥1

vhi,j−1v
h
i,j =

∑

j≥1

vhi,j+1v
h
i,j .

Thus,

〈∆(1)
h vh, vh〉 = −

∑

i∈Z,j∈N

[
−2vhi+1,jv

h
i,j − 2vhi,j+1v

h
i,j + |vhi,j |2 + |vhi+1,j|2 + |vhi,j |2 + |vhi,j+1|2

]

= −
∑

i∈Z,j∈N

[(
vhi+1,j − vhi,j

)2
+
(
vhi,j+1 − vhi,j

)2
]

4.3 Poincaré inequality

In this section, we will show that the numerical scheme corresponding to the aforementioned discrete
Laplace operator preserves the asymptotic decay of the continuous homogeneous heat equation on H

2. More
precisely, we will show that the Poincaré inequality corresponding to this discrete Laplacian has the same
optimal constant as its continuous counterpart in Section 3.1:

Proposition 4.3 (Poincaré inequality for the first discrete Laplacian). Assume that v := vh ∈ ℓ2h has
compact support. Then, the following inequality holds true:

−〈∆(1)
h v, v〉ℓ2

h
≥ 1

4
‖v‖2ℓ2

h
. (4.6)

Moreover, the constant 1
4 is sharp, meaning that it cannot be improved.

The detailed proof is presented in Appendix C.1.
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4.4 Accuracy

Prior to establishing the accuracy result, we present an estimate for zero average functions defined on
small domains in R

2. This estimate will subsequently be employed to derive the precise order of error, O(h2),
for the numerical schemes under investigation:

Lemma 4.4. Let Ω ⊂ R
2 a convex bounded domain with Euclidean area |Ω|e and diameter diame(Ω).

Assume that ϕ ∈ L∞(Ω) has zero average, i.e.
∫

Ω ϕdx = 0. Then, for every v ∈ C1(Ω), the following
estimate holds true: ∣∣∣∣

∫

Ω
ϕv

∣∣∣∣ ≤ π
(diame(Ω))3

|Ω|
1
2
e

‖ϕ‖L∞(Ω)‖∇ev‖L2
e(Ω),

where by L2
e(Ω) we understand the Lebesgue space corresponding to the Euclidean measure dx and ∇e :=

(∂x1 , ∂x2) stands for the Euclidean gradient operator.

The proof of this lemma can be found in Appendix A.2. Furthermore, we require certain estimates
establishing the connection between the continuous and discrete variables within the numerical grid defined
on H

2.

Lemma 4.5. Let j ≥ 2, i ∈ Z and σ,σ′ ∈ [−1, 1]. Then, the following estimates hold for x = (x1, x2) ∈ Ci,jh :

jh

(x2 + σh)
∈
[

4

7
, 4

]
; (4.7)

h2
(
j2 − 1

4

)

(x2 + σh)2
∈
[

15

49
, 15

]
; (4.8)

|jh− (x2 + σh)| ≤ 3

2
h; (4.9)

∣∣∣∣∣∣

(
j2 − 1

4

)
h2

(x2 + σh)2
− 1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ 15h

2(x2 + σh)
+

h2

4(x2 + σh)2
; (4.10)

x2 + σh

x2 + σ′h
∈
[

1

7
, 7

]
. (4.11)

Lemma 4.6. For any i ∈ Z, j ≥ 2 and v ∈ C1(Ci,jh ), the following estimates hold:

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Ci,j
h




(
j2 − 1

4

)
h2

x2
2

− 1


 v(x1, x2)dx

∣∣∣∣∣∣
. ‖x−1

2 ∇ev‖L2
e(Ci,j

h
)
h3 + ‖x−2

2 ∇ev‖L2
e(Ci,j

h
)
h4 , (4.12)

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
(jh − x2)v(x1, x2)dx

∣∣∣∣ . ‖∇ev‖L2
e(Ci,j

h
)
h3. (4.13)

Proof. We note that for any i ∈ Z, j ≥ 2, the function x →

(
j2 − 1

4

)
h2

x2
2

− 1 has zero Euclidean average on

the hyperbolic cell Ci,jh , and thus Lemma 4.4 can be applied in order to obtain the following estimate for any

v ∈ C1(Ci,jh ):

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Ci,j
h




(
j2 − 1

4

)
h2

x2
2

− 1


 v(x1, x2)dx

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ π

(
diame(Ci,jh )

)3

∣∣∣Ci,jh
∣∣∣

1
2

e

∣∣∣∣∣∣

(
j2 − 1

4

)
h2

x2
2

− 1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
L∞(Ci,j

h
)

‖∇ev‖L2
e(Ci,j

h
)
.
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Furthermore, since diame(Ci,jh ) = h
√

2,
∣∣∣Ci,jh

∣∣∣
e

= h2 and by employing Lemma 4.5, for any fixed x∗ =

(x∗
1, x

∗
2) ∈ Ci,jh ,

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Ci,j
h




(
j2 − 1

4

)
h2

x2
2

− 1


 v(x1, x2)dx

∣∣∣∣∣∣
. h2‖∇ev‖L2

e(Ci,j
h

)

(
h

x∗
2

+
h2

(x∗
2)2

)
.

Estimate (4.12) follows now from (4.11). Estimate (4.13) is obtained analogously by applying Lemma 4.4
to the zero average function x→ jh− x2 on the hyperbolic cell Ci,jh .

Theorem 4.7. For every γ > 0 and v ∈ Mγ there exists a universal constant C such that for every
h ∈ (0, h0), h0 = 1, it holds that:

Errh(v) := ‖∆(1)
h Πhv −Πh∆gv‖ℓ2

h
≤ Cv h2 + C

[
‖v(x)‖L2(H2\H2

2
5h

) + ‖∆gv(x)‖L2(H2\H2
2

5h

)

]
, (4.14)

where

Cv := C
{
‖x2∂

3
x1
v(x)‖L2(H2) + ‖x2∂

2
x1
∂x2v(x)‖L2(H2) + h‖∂3

x1
v(x)‖L2(H2) + h‖∂2

x1
∂x2v(x)‖L2(H2)

+‖x2
2∂

4
x1
v(x)‖L2(H2) +

4∑

k=0

‖xk−3
2 ∂kx2

v(x)‖L2(H2) +
2∑

k=0

‖xk−2
2 ∂x1∂

k
x2
v(x)‖L2(H2) + h

4∑

k=0

‖xk−4
2 ∂kx2

v(x)‖L2(H2)

}
.

We note that Cv is controlled from above by the ‖ · ‖Mγ norm of v.

Proof. Using the definition of the discrete norm ‖ · ‖ℓ2
h

and of the discrete Laplace operator (4.3), we obtain:

Errh(v)2 =
∑

i∈Z,j∈N∗

1

j2 − 1
4

[(
j2 − 1

4

)
(Πhv)i±1,j +

(
j2 − 1

4

)
(Πhv)i,j±1 − 4

(
j2 − 1

4

)
(Πhv)i,j − (Πh∆gv)i,j

]2

Since the estimates in Lemma 4.5 only work for j ≥ 2, we split the above quantity as follows:

Errh(v)2 = Errh,1(v)2 + Errh,2(v)2

:=
∑

i∈Z,j≥2

1

j2 − 1
4

[(
j2 − 1

4

)
(Πhv)i±1,j +

(
j2 − 1

4

)
(Πhv)i,j±1 − 4

(
j2 − 1

4

)
(Πhv)i,j − (Πh∆gv)i,j

]2

+
3

4

∑

i∈Z

[
(Πhv)i±1,1 + (Πhv)i,2 − 4(Πhv)i,1 −

4

3
(Πh∆gv)i,1

]2

(4.15)
Next, using the definition (4.2) of the projection operator, we process the first term above:

Errh,1(v)2 =
∑

i∈Z,j≥2

1

j2 − 1
4

[(
j2 − 1

4

)2 ∫

Ci±1,j
h

v(x)

x2
2

dx +

(
j2 − 1

4

)(
(j ± 1)2 − 1

4

)∫

Ci,j±1
h

v(x)

x2
2

dx

−4

(
j2 − 1

4

)2 ∫

Ci,j
h

v(x)

x2
2

dx−
(
j2 − 1

4

)∫

Ci,j
h

(
∂2
x1
v(x) + ∂2

x2
v(x)

)
dx

]2
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Employing a change of variables x1 ← x1 ± h, x2 ← x2 ± h we obtain:

Errh,1(v)2 =
∑

i∈Z,j≥2

(
j2 − 1

4

)[(
j2 − 1

4

)∫

Ci,j
h

v(x1 ± h, x2)

x2
2

dx +

(
(j ± 1)2 − 1

4

)∫

Ci,j
h

v(x1, x2 ± h)

(x2 ± h)2
dx

−4

(
j2 − 1

4

)∫

Ci,j
h

v(x)

x2
2

dx−
∫

Ci,j
h

(
∂2
x1
v(x1, x2) + ∂2

x2
v(x1, x2)

)
dx

]2

≤ 2
∑

i∈Z,j≥2

(
j2 − 1

4

){∫

Ci,j
h

[(
j2 − 1

4

)
v(x1 ± h, x2)

x2
2

− 2

(
j2 − 1

4

)
v(x1, x2)

x2
2

− ∂2
x1
v(x1, x2)

]
dx

}2

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Ix

+ 2
∑

i∈Z,j≥2

(
j2 − 1

4

){∫

Ci,j
h

[(
(j ± 1)2 − 1

4

)
v(x1, x2 ± h)

(x2 ± h)2
− 2

(
j2 − 1

4

)
v(x1, x2)

x2
2

− ∂2
x2
v(x1, x2)

]
dx

}2

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Iy

Next, we estimate each of the terms Ix and Iy above using the Taylor expansion in Lemma A.1 vi),
together with the estimates (4.8) and (4.12).

Ix =
∑

i∈Z,j≥2

(
j2 − 1

4

)


∫

Ci,j
h




(
j2 − 1

4

)
h2

x2
2

− 1


 ∂2

x1
v(x1, x2)dx

+

∫

Ci,j
h

(
j2 − 1

4

)
h4

x2
2

∫ 1

−1
∂4
x1
v(x1 + σh, x2)

(1 − |σ|)3

6
dσdx





2

.
∑

i∈Z,j≥2

(
j2 − 1

4

){∫

Ci,j
h

(h6x−2
2 + h8x−4

2 )
[
∂3
x1
v(x1, x2) + ∂2

x1
∂x2v(x1, x2)

]2
dx

+h4

[∫

Ch
i,j

∫ 1

−1
∂4
x1
v(x1 + σh, x2)

(1 − |σ|)3

6
dσdx

]2


 .

The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (4.8) further imply that:

Ix .
∑

i∈Z,j≥2

{∫

Ci,j
h

(h4 + h6x−2
2 )

[
∂3
x1
v(x1, x2) + ∂2

x1
∂x2v(x1, x2)

]2
dx + h4

∫

Ch
i,j

∫ 1

−1

[
x2∂

4
x1
v(x1 + σh, x2)

]2
dσdx

}

. h4
∫

H2

[
(x2∂

3
x1
v(x))2 + (x2∂

2
x1
∂x2v(x))2 + h2(∂3

x1
v(x))2 + h2(∂2

x1
∂x2v(x))2 + (x2

2∂
4
x1
v(x))2

]
dµ(x).

(4.16)
Next, in order to estimate the term Iy we taking into account the following identity

∂2
x2
v(x1, x2) = ∂2

x2

(
v(x1, x2)

x2
2

x2
2

)
= x2

2∂
2
x2

[
v(x1, x2)

x2
2

]
+ 4x2∂x2

[
v(x1, x2)

x2
2

]
+ 2

v(x1, x2)

x2
2

. (4.17)

and write:

Iy =
∑

i∈Z,j≥2

(
j2 − 1

4

){∫

Ci,j
h

{(
j2 − 1

4

)[
v(x1, x2 ± h)

(x2 ± h)2
− v(x1, x2)

x2
2

]
− x2

2∂
2
x2

[
v(x1, x2)

x2
2

]

+2j

[
v(x1, x2 + h)

(x2 + h)2
− v(x1, x2 − h)

(x2 − h)2

]
− 4x2∂x2

[
v(x1, x2)

x2
2

]}
dx

}2

.
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Then, we apply the Taylor expansions in Lemma A.1 vi)-vii) for the function ϕ(σ) = v(x1, x2 +σ)(x2 +σ)−2

and obtain:

Iy =
∑

i∈Z,j≥2

(
j2 − 1

4

){∫

Ci,j
h

{[(
j2 − 1

4

)
h2 − x2

2

]
∂2
x2

[
v(x1, x2)

x2
2

]
+ 4(jh − x2)∂x2

[
v(x1, x2)

x2
2

]

+
2

3
jh3∂3

x2

[
v(x1, x2)

x2
2

]
+ h4

∫ 1

−1
∂4
x2

[
v(x1, x2 + σ)

(x2 + σ)2

] [(
j2 − 1

4

)
+ 2j sgn(σ)

]
(1− |σ|)3

6
dσ

}
dx

}2

=
∑

i∈Z,j≥2

(
j2 − 1

4

)


∫

Ci,j
h




(
j2 − 1

4

)
h2

x2
2

− 1


 x2

2∂
2
x2

[
v(x1, x2)

x2
2

]
dx + 4

∫

Ci,j
h

(jh− x2)∂x2

[
v(x1, x2)

x2
2

]
dx

+
2h2

3

∫

Ci,j
h

jh

x2
x2∂

3
x2

[
v(x1, x2)

x2
2

]
dx + h4

∫

Ci,j
h

∫ 1

−1
∂4
x2

[
v(x1, x2 + σ)

(x2 + σ)2

]
 1

h2

(
j2 − 1

4

)
h2

(x2 + σh)2
(x2 + σh)2

+
2

h

jh

(x2 + σh)
(x2 + σh) sgn(σ)

]
(1− |σ|)3

6
dσdx

}2

Next, we apply Lemma 4.6 to estimate the first two terms above and Lemma 4.5, together with the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality for the latter two:

Iy .
∑

i∈Z,j≥2

{∫

Ci,j
h

(
j2 − 1

4

)
(h6x−2

2 + h8x−4
2 )

(
∂x1

[
x2

2∂
2
x2

[
v(x1, x2)

x2
2

]]
+ ∂x2

[
x2

2∂
2
x2

[
v(x1, x2)

x2
2

]])2

dx

+

∫

Ci,j
h

(
j2 − 1

4

)
h6
(
∂x1∂x2

[
v(x1, x2)

x2
2

]
+ ∂2

x2

[
v(x1, x2)

x2
2

])2

dx

+h4
∫

Ci,j
h

(
x2

2∂
3
x2

[
v(x1, x2)

x2
2

])2

dx + h4
∫

Ci,j
h

∫ 1

−1

{
∂4
x2

[
v(x1, x2 + σ)

(x2 + σ)2

] [
(x2 + σh)3 + h(x2 + σh)2

]}2

dσ

}
dx.

Applying (4.8) for the first two terms, we are lead to:

Iy .
∑

i∈Z,j≥2

{∫

Ci,j
h

(h4 + h6x−2
2 )

(
∂x1

[
x2

2∂
2
x2

[
v(x1, x2)

x2
2

]]
+ ∂x2

[
x2

2∂
2
x2

[
v(x1, x2)

x2
2

]])2

dx

+

∫

Ci,j
h

h4x2
2

(
∂x1∂x2

[
v(x1, x2)

x2
2

]
+ ∂2

x2

[
v(x1, x2)

x2
2

])2

dx

+h4
∫

Ci,j
h

(
x2

2∂
3
x2

[
v(x1, x2)

x2
2

])2

dx + h4
∫

Ci,j
h

∫ 1

−1

{
∂4
x2

[
v(x1, x2 + σ)

(x2 + σ)2

] [
(x2 + σh)3 + h(x2 + σh)2

]}2

dσ

}
dx.

Since the grid cells (Ci,jh )i∈Z,j≥2 do not overlap, we sum up and get:

Iy . h4
∫

H2

{
(1 + h2x−2

2 )

[(
x2

2∂x1∂
2
x2

[
v(x1, x2)

x2
2

])2

+

(
x2

2∂
3
x2

[
v(x1, x2)

x2
2

])2

+

(
x2∂

2
x2

[
v(x1, x2)

x2
2

])2

+

(
x3

2∂
4
x2

[
v(x1, x2)

x2
2

])2
]

+

(
x2∂x1∂x2

[
v(x1, x2)

x2
2

])2

+

(
x2∂

2
x2

[
v(x1, x2)

x2
2

])2

+

(
x2

2∂
3
x2

[
v(x1, x2)

x2
2

])2
}

dx.

Therefore, we arrive at the following estimate:

Iy . h4
∫

H2

{
4∑

k=0

(
xk−3

2 ∂kx2
v(x)

)2
+

2∑

k=0

(
xk−2

2 ∂x1∂
k
x2
v(x)

)2
+ h2

4∑

k=0

(
xk−4

2 ∂kx2
v(x)

)2
}

dx (4.18)

Finally, to estimate the second term of (4.15), we employ again the definition (4.2) of the projection,
together with the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and obtain:

Errh,2(v)2 ≤ 81

2

∫

R×[h
2
, 5h

2 ]

[
v2(x) + (∆gv(x))2

]
dµ(x). (4.19)

17



The conclusion follows by (4.16)-(4.19).

Remark 4.8. In the setting of the bounded domain H
2
D, the consistency estimate above has the following

form: For every γ > 0 and v ∈Mγ and every h ∈ (0, h0), with h0 = 1,

‖∆(1)
h,DΠh,Dv −Πh,D∆gv‖ℓ2

h,D
≤ Cv h2 + C

[
D2

h2
‖v(x)‖L2(H2\H2

D) + ‖∆gv(x)‖L2(H2\H2
D)

+‖v(x)‖L2(H2\H2
2

5h

) + ‖∆gv(x)‖L2(H2\H2
2

5h

)

]
,

where C is a universal constant and Cv is defined as in Theorem 4.7.

Remark 4.9. Applying Remark 4.8 to u, the solution of (1.1) with u0 and f satisfying Hypothesis 3.1,
while choosing D := Dh,γ,ζ as in (1.4), we note that:

‖∆(1)
h,DΠh,Du(t)−Πh,D∆gu(t)‖ℓ2

h,D
≤ h2Cγ,ζ,T

(
‖u0‖Mγ + ‖f‖C([0,T ],Mγ)

)
.

Proof. By Corollary 3.10, taking into account equations (B.6) and (B.16), we arrive at the desired consistency
estimate.

5 The second discrete Laplacian

5.1 Finite difference grid

x

y

ρ(−4h) ρ(−3h) ρ(−2h) ρ(2h) ρ(3h) ρ(4h)ρ(−h) ρ(h)

e−2h

e2h

e3h

e−h

1

eh

Figure 3: The grid corresponding to the second discrete Laplacian on H
2.
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The design of the second variant of discrete Laplacian on H
2 aims to balance between alignment to

the hyperbolic geometry and the computational simplicity of finite differences. The primary feature of the
grid is that, along each vertical and horizontal line, the hyperbolic width of the divisions remains constant.
However, while the division width is consistent across different vertical lines, the horizontal lines still retain a
subtle influence from Euclidean geometry: the grid points on the same horizontal line become hyperbolically
far apart as the horizontal line approaches the baseline. More precisely, this grid, depicted in Figure 3, is
defined by the nodes:

(iρ(h), ejh) ∈ H
2 , i, j ∈ Z , (5.1)

where

ρ(h) = 2 sinh

(
h

2

)
, h > 0 . (5.2)

The particular choice of ρ(h) in (5.2) is justified by the fact that, on the horizontal line x2 = 1, the
hyperbolic distances between consecutive points is exactly h. We also remark, that, as h approaches zero,
ρ(h) ∼ h. Furthermore, the hyperbolic distance between any consecutive nodes on a vertical line of this grid
is h.

Finite difference cell. The choice of the discretisation (5.1) induces the partition of H2 into cells, similar
to the ones in Section 4.1:

Ci,jh :=

[(
i− 1

2

)
ρ(h),

(
i+

1

2

)
ρ(h)

]
×
[
ejh− h

2 , ejh+ h
2

]
. (5.3)

The hyperbolic area of this cell is then:

∣∣∣Ci,jh
∣∣∣
g

:=

∫ iρ(h)+ρ(h)/2

iρ(h)−ρ(h)/2

∫ ejh+h/2

ejh−h/2

1

x2
2

dx = (ρ(h))2e−jh. (5.4)

Scalar product, norm and projection on grid Similar to Section 4.1, this newly defined grid induces
a scalar product, a Hilbert space norm and a projection on the space of grid functions:

ℓ2h :=

{(
vhi,j

)
i,j∈Z

: ‖vh‖2ℓ2
h

:= 〈vh, vh〉ℓ2
h
< +∞

}
,

where the scalar product is defined as:

〈uh, vh〉ℓ2
h

:=
∑

i,j∈Z

(ρ(h))2e−jhuhi,jv
h
i,j.

In this setting, the projection operator takes the following form:

Πh : L2(H2) −→ ℓ2h, (Πhv)i,j :=
ejh

(ρ(h))2

∫

Ci,j
h

v(x1, x2)
1

x2
2

dx. (5.5)

The contractivity of the projection Πh also holds in this case, with a proof similar to that of Proposition 4.1:

‖Πhv‖l2
h
≤ ‖v‖L2(H2)

and one has the preservation of constant functions through the projections:

Πh(1) = 1.

Remark 5.1. We have chosen to adapt this grid only partially to the geometry of the half-plane model of H2

for both theoretical and practical reasons, because, unlike the Euclidean space, the hyperbolic space expands
exponentially as the distance to any fixed point increases. We refer to [37, Figure 2] for the behaviour of
distances towards the infinity boundary x2 = 0 of the half-plane model and note that, in an equidistant
grid, each node on one row would require two nodes on the row below. Because of that, it is impossible
to construct a hyperbolic equidistant grid both axes’ direction and to index it by Z × Z, such that the
neighbours have consecutive indexes.
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5.2 Discrete Laplace operator.

The form of the discrete FDM Laplace operator corresponding to this grid is:

(∆
(2)
h vh)i,j :=

1

(ρ(h))2

[
e2jh(vhi+1,j + vhi−1,j − 2vhi,j) +

2

eh + 1
vhi,j+1 +

2eh

eh + 1
vhi,j−1 − 2vhi,j

]
. (5.6)

Remark 5.2. Regarding the choice of the weights of this discrete Laplace operator, we note that:

1) Both the horizontal and vertical weights of the discrete Laplace operator resemble the curvature-driven
behaviour of diffusion in that particular cell.

2) The weights corresponding to the vertical direction of the half-space model do not depend on the particular
place in space where the operator is applied (i.e., do not depend on i and j), thus emphasising a universal
capture of the curvature of H2 on this particular direction. Moreover, the space invariance of the weights
implies that the part of (5.6) corresponding to the vertical direction is a dissipative operator on the whole
grid, i.e., on ℓ2h.

However, the operator (5.6) is not dissipative on the whole grid and thus, similar to the construction in

Section 4.1, we denote the space of grid functions corresponding to ∆
(2)
h restricted to H

2
D by

ℓ2h,D :=
{

(vhi,j)i∈Z1,j∈Z2 ∈ ℓ2h,with Z1 = −N,N ,Z2 = 1,M
}
,

where N =
⌊
D
ρ(h)

⌋
and M =

⌊
log(D)
h

⌋
. We remark that the presence of the logarithm in the vertical direction

leads to a significant reduction of the number of nodes employed in the numerical computation and thus
optimising both computation speed and memory. For more details, see Tables 1 and 2.

But first, let us prove that this variant of discrete Laplace operator is indeed dissipative in the case of
compactly supported sequences:

Proposition 5.3. Let vh ∈ ℓ2h be a compactly supported double sequence (i.e. vhi.j vanishes except for a
finite number of indices (i, j) ∈ Z× Z). Then, the following identity holds true:

〈∆(2)
h vh, vh〉ℓ2

h
= −

∑

i,j∈Z

ejh(vhi+1,j − vhi,j)2 − 2

eh + 1

∑

i,j∈Z

1

ejh
(vhi,j+1 − vhi,j)2

Proof. From the definition of the 〈·, ·〉ℓ2
h

scalar product and (5.6), we get:

〈∆(2)
h vh, vh〉ℓ2

h
=
∑

i.j∈Z

ejh(vhi+1,jv
h
i,j+v

h
i−1,jv

h
i,j−2|vhi,j |2)+

∑

i.j∈Z

1

ejh

[
2

eh + 1
vhi,j+1v

h
i,j +

2eh

eh + 1
vhi,j−1v

h
i,j − 2|vhi,j |2

]
.

(5.7)
Using that

∑
i∈Z v

h
i−1,jv

h
i,j =

∑
i∈Z v

h
i+1,jv

h
i,j and

∑
i∈Z |vhi,j |2 =

∑
i∈Z |vhi+1,j |2, we obtain the conclusion re-

garding the first sum in (5.7). Concerning the second sum, similar series translations lead to:

∑

i.j∈Z

1

ejh

[
2

eh + 1
vhi,j+1v

h
i,j +

2eh

eh + 1
vhi,j−1v

h
i,j − 2|vhi,j |2

]

=
∑

i.j∈Z

2

eh + 1

[
1

ejh
vhi,j+1v

h
i,j +

1

e(j−1)h
vhi,j−1v

h
i,j −

1

ejh
|vhi,j|2 −

1

e(j−1)h
|vhi,j |2

]

=
∑

i.j∈Z

2

eh + 1

[
2

ejh
vhi,j+1v

h
i,j −

1

ejh
|vhi,j |2 −

1

ejh
|vhi,j+1|2

]
.

The conclusion follows.
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5.3 Poincaré inequality

In the sequel, we will prove a Poincaré-like inequality for the discrete Laplace operator (5.6), with the
optimal constant converging to 1

4 (i.e. the constant in the continuous setting) as h approaches zero:

Proposition 5.4 (Poincaré inequality for the second discrete Laplacian). Let v := vh ∈ ℓ2h be compactly
supported. Then, the following inequality holds true:

−〈∆(2)
h v, v〉ℓ2

h
≥ Ch‖v‖2ℓ2

h
, (5.8)

where the constant Ch := 2eh

(eh+1)(1+eh/2)2 is optimal and satisfies:

lim
h→0

Ch =
1

4
.

The detailed proof is presented in Appendix C.2.

5.4 Accuracy

This section is dedicated to the proof of the following accuracy result for the the second variant of discrete
Laplacian (5.6) on H

2:

Theorem 5.5. (Accuracy for the second discrete Laplacian) Let γ > 0 and v ∈ Mγ . Then there exists a
universal constant C > 0 such that, for every h ∈ (0, h0), with h0 = 1/2, the following estimate holds:

Errh(v) := ‖∆(2)
h Πhv −Πh∆gv‖ℓ2

h
≤ Cv h2, (5.9)

where

Cv :=C





∑

k∈{1,4}
‖xk2∂3

x1
v(x)‖L2(H2) +

∑

k∈{1,4}
‖xk2∂2

x1
∂x2v(x)‖L2(H2) + ‖x2

2∂
4
x1
v(x)‖L2(H2)

+ ‖x3
2∂

3
x2
v(x)‖L2(H2) + ‖x4

2∂
4
x2
v(x)‖L2(H2)

}
.

We note that Cv is controlled from above by the ‖ · ‖Mγ norm of v.

In order to prove the aformentioned result, we need the following estimates regarding the relations
between the continuous and discrete variables in the grid (5.1).

Lemma 5.6. Let the point x = (x1, x2) ∈ Ci,jh , where the grid cell is defined in (5.1). Then, the following
estimates hold true:

e2jh

x2
2

∈
[
e−h, eh

]
; (5.10)

∣∣∣∣∣
e2jh

x2
2

− 1

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ e
h − 1. (5.11)

To obtained the desired rate O(h2), we also need to instantiate Lemma 4.4 in the context of this second
grid:

Lemma 5.7. Let i, j ∈ Z and v ∈ C1(Ci,jh ). Then the following estimate holds:

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Ci,j
h

(
e2jh

x2
2

− 1

)
v(x1, x2)dx

∣∣∣∣∣ . h3
(∥∥∥x−1/2

2 ∇ev
∥∥∥

L2
e(Ci,j

h
)

+
∥∥∥x5/2

2 ∇ev
∥∥∥

L2
e(Ci,j

h
)

)
, (5.12)

uniformly for h ∈ (0, 1).
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Proof. Since the function x → e2jh/x2
2 − 1 has zero Euclidean mean on Ci,jh , we can apply Lemma 4.4 and,

taking into account (5.11), we arrive at:

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Ci,j
h

(
e2jh

x2
2

− 1

)
v(x1, x2)dx

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ π(eh − 1)

(
diam(Ci,jh )

)3

∣∣∣Ci,jh
∣∣∣

1
2

‖∇ev‖L2
e(Ci,j

h
)
.

Next, taking into account that diame(C
i,j
h ) ≤ ρ(h)(1 + ejh) and

∣∣∣Ci,jh
∣∣∣
e

= (ρ(h))2ejh, we arrive at:

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Ci,j
h

(
ejh

x2
2

− 1

)
v(x1, x2)dx

∣∣∣∣∣ . (ρ(h))2(eh − 1)
(1 + ejh)3

ejh/2
‖∇ev‖L2

e(Ci,j
h

)
.

The conclusion follows by (5.10), taking into account that, for h ∈ (0, 1), ρ(h) = e−h/2(eh − 1) and eh − 1 ∈
(0, he).

We are now able to prove the consistency result:

Proof of Theorem 5.5. Using the definition of the ℓ2h norm and the form (5.6) of the discrete Laplacian, we
write:

Errh(v)2 =
∑

i,j∈Z

1

ejh(ρ(h))2

{
{e2jh [(Πhv)i±1,j − 2(Πhv)i,j]

+
2

eh + 1
(Πhv)i,j+1 +

2eh

eh + 1
(Πhv)i,j−1 − 2(Πhv)i,j − (ρ(h))2(Πh∆gv)i,j

}2

.

Next, using the definition (5.5) of the projection operator, we arrive to:

Errh(v)2 =
∑

i,j∈Z

1

ejh(ρ(h))2

{
e3jh

(ρ(h))2

[∫

Ci±1,j
h

v(x1, x2)
1

x2
2

dx− 2

∫

Ci,j
h

v(x1, x2)
1

x2
2

dx

]

+
2e(j+1)h

(ρ(h))2(eh + 1)

∫

Ci,j+1
h

v(x1, x2)
1

x2
2

dx +
2ejh

(ρ(h))2(eh + 1)

∫

Ci,j−1
h

v(x1, x2)
1

x2
2

dx

− 2ejh

(ρ(h))2

∫

Ci,j
h

v(x1, x2)
1

x2
2

dx− ejh
∫

Ci,j
h

(
∂2
x1
v(x) + ∂2

x2
v(x)

)
dx

}2

.

Using the change of variables x1 ← x1 ± ρ(h) and x2 ← x2 e
±h, we further obtain:

Errh(v)2 =
∑

i,j∈Z

ejh

(ρ(h))6

{∫

Ci,j
h

[
e2jhv(x1 ± ρ(h), x2)− 2e2jhv(x1, x2)− (ρ(h))2x2

2∂
2
x1
v(x1, x2)

] 1

x2
2

dx

+

∫

Ci,j
h

[
2

eh + 1
v(x1, x2e

h) +
2eh

eh + 1
v(x1, x2e

−h)− 2v(x1, x2)− (ρ(h))2x2
2∂

2
x2
v(x1, x2)

]
1

x2
2

dx

}2

.

≤ 2
∑

i,j∈Z

ejh

(ρ(h))6

{∫

Ci,j
h

[
e2jhv(x1 ± ρ(h), x2)− 2e2jhv(x1, x2)− (ρ(h))2x2

2∂
2
x1
v(x1, x2)

] 1

x2
2

dx

}2

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Ix

+ 2
∑

i,j∈Z

ejh

(ρ(h))6

{∫

Ci,j
h

[
2

eh + 1
v(x1, x2e

h) +
2eh

eh + 1
v(x1, x2e

−h)− 2v(x1, x2)− (ρ(h))2x2
2∂

2
x2
v(x1, x2)

]
1

x2
2

dx

}2

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Iy

.

(5.13)
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Next, we treat the two terms above Ix and Iy, using Taylor expansions tailored for each of them. For
Ix, we apply Lemma and A.1 vi) and obtain:

Ix =
∑

i,j∈Z

ejh

(ρ(h))6

{∫

Ci,j
h

(
e2jh

x2
2

− 1

)
(ρ(h))2∂2

x1
v(x1, x2)dx

+(ρ(h))4
∫

Ci,j
h

e2jh

x2
2

∫ 1

−1
∂4
x1
v(x1 + σρ(h), x2)

(1− |σ|)3

6
dσdx

}2

.

To estimate the first term above we use Lemma 5.7 and for the second one we utilise the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality, together with (5.10). We obtain, uniformly for h ∈ (0, 1):

Ix . h4
∑

i,j∈Z

{∫

Ci,j
h

ejh
[([

x
−1/2
2 + x

5/2
2

]
∂3
x1
v(x1, x2)

)2
+
([
x

−1/2
2 + x

5/2
2

]
∂2
x1
∂x2v(x1, x2)

)2
]

dx

+

∫

Ci,j
h

∫ 1

−1
(x2∂

4
x1
v(x+ σρ(h), x2))2dx

}

Using the estimate (5.10) again, we obtain:

Ix . h4
∫

H2

{[
(x2 + x4

2)∂3
x1
v(x)

]2
+
[
(x2 + x4

2)∂2
x1
∂x2v(x)

]2
+
[
x2

2∂
4
x1
v(x)

]2
}

dµ(x). (5.14)

To treat Iy, we apply Lemma A.2 for the function ϕ(σ) := v(x1, x2 + σx2) and obtain:

2

eh + 1
v(x1, x2e

h) +
2eh

eh + 1
v(x1, x2e

−h)− 2v(x1, x2)− (ρ(h))2x2
2∂

2
x2
v(x1, x2)

= (ρ(h))4

[
1

3
x3

2∂
3
x2
v(x1, x2) +

eh/2

eh + 1

∫ 1

0

∑

±
e±3h/2x4

2∂
4
x2
v(x1, x2 + σ(e±h − 1)x2)

(1 − σ)3

3
dσ

]
.

We now employ this approximation to rewrite the term Iy and then use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality:

Iy =
∑

i,j∈Z

ejh(ρ(h))2

{∫

Ci,j
h

[
1

3
x2∂

3
x2
v(x1, x2) +

eh/2

eh + 1

∫ 1

0

∑

±
e±3h/2x2

2∂
4
x2
v(x1, x2 + σ(e±h − 1)x2)

(1 − σ)3

3
dσ

]
dx

}2

≤ (ρ(h))4
∑

i,j∈Z

∫

Ci,j
h

[
1

3
x2

2∂
3
x2
v(x1, x2) +

eh/2

eh + 1

∫ 1

0

∑

±
e±3h/2x3

2∂
4
x2
v(x1, x2 + σ(e±h − 1)x2)

(1− σ)3

3
dσ

]2

dx

. h4
{∫

H2

[
x2

2∂
3
x2
v(x1, x2)

]2
dx +

∫

H2

∫ 1

0

[
x3

2∂
4
x2
v(x1, x2 + σ(e±h − 1)x2)

]2
dσdx

}
,

uniformly for h ∈ (0, 1/2). Finally, using the change of variables x2 ←
[
1 + σ(e±h − 1)

]
x2 and noting that,

since h ∈ (0, 1/2) and σ ∈ (0, 1), it holds that
[
1 + σ(e±h − 1)

]−1
≤ 1

2−√
e
, we obtain:

Iy . h4
{∫

H2

[
x3

2∂
3
x2
v(x)

]2
dµ(x) +

∫

H2

[
x4

2∂
4
x2
v(x)

]2
dµ(x)

}
.

. h4
{∫

H2

[
x3

2∂
3
x2
v(x)

]2
dµ(x) +

∫

H2

[
x4

2∂
4
x2
v(x)

]2
dµ(x)

}
,

(5.15)

uniformly for h ∈ (0, 1/2). The conclusion follows from (5.13)-(5.15).

Remark 5.8. In the setting of the bounded domain H
2
D, the consistency estimate above has the following

form: For every γ > 0 and v ∈Mγ and every h ∈ (0, h0), with h0 = 1/2,

‖∆(2)
h Πhv −Πh∆gv‖ℓ2

h
≤ Cvh2 + C

{
D2

h2
‖v‖L2(H2\H2

D
) + ‖∆gv‖L2(H2\H2

D
)

}
,

where C is a universal constant.
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Remark 5.9. Similarly to Remark 4.9, we obtain the desired consistency estimate:

‖∆(2)
h,DΠh,Du(t)−Πh,D∆gu(t)‖ℓ2

h,D
≤ h2Cγ,ζ,T

(
‖u0‖Mγ + ‖f‖C([0,T ],Mγ)

)
,

where D := Dh,γ,ζ is chosen according to (1.4).

6 Convergence of semi-discrete and discrete finite-difference schemes

The aim of this section is twofold. First, we collect the properties of the two discrete Laplace operators on
H

2 that will lead to the convergence of the finite-difference numerical scheme to the solution of the continuous
problem (1.1). In the second part, we delve into the proof of the convergence result for the semi-discrete
scheme corresponding to an abstract discrete Laplacian satisfying the aforementioned properties. We chose
to consider this general setting since it provides sufficient conditions for the convergence of the semi-discrete
numerical scheme associated to other discrete grids and Laplace operators one might further develop.

6.1 An abstract semi-discrete numerical scheme for the heat equation on H
2 with source

Let (Ci,jh )(i,j)∈Z1×Z2
the cells of a numerical grid with parameter h > 0 on the half-plane model of H2,

where Z1, Z2 ⊆ Z might depend on h. We also introduce the function space ℓ2h and projection operator
Πh corresponding to this abstract grid, as in Section 4.1. For functions in ℓ2h we also consider an abstract
discrete finite-difference Laplace operator ∆h and assume that the following properties are satisfied:

(L1) (Contractivity of the projection) For every v ∈ L2(H2), ‖Πhv‖ℓ2
h
≤ ‖v‖L2(H2).

(L2) (Dissipativity) The operator ∆h is self-adjoint on the Hilbert space ℓ2h, with dense domain D(∆h) =
{v ∈ ℓ2h : ∆hv ∈ ℓ2h}. Moreover, ∆h is a m-dissipative operator in the sense of Definition 2.1.

(L3) (Consistency) There exists h0 > 0 such that for every u0 and f satisfying Hypothesis 3.1, and every
time span T > 0, there exists a constant Cu0,f,T > 0, such that the solution u the equation (1.1)
satisfies the following:

‖∆hΠhe
t∆gu(t)−Πh∆ge

t∆gu(t)‖ℓ2
h
≤ Cu0,f,T h

2, ∀h ∈ (0, h0), t ∈ [0, T ]. (6.1)

Remark 6.1. For u0 and f satisfying Hypothesis 3.1, let us consider the semi-discrete approximation
of (1.1):

{
∂tu

h
i,j(t) = (∆hu

h(t))i,j + (Πh(f(t)))i,j , t ∈ (0, T ], (i, j) ∈ Z1 × Z2;

uhi,j(0) = (Πh(u0))i,j , (i, j) ∈ Z1 × Z2 ,
(6.2)

where the initial data is projected on ℓ2h. Theorem 2.5, alongside properties (L1) and (L2) of the abstract
discrete finite-difference Laplace operator implies that the Cauchy problem stated above is well-posed and
the solution takes the form:

uh(t) = et∆hu0 +

∫ t

0
e(t−s)∆hΠhf(s)ds. (6.3)

Remark 6.2. The results in Sections 4 and 5 imply that the two variants of restricted discrete Laplace

operators ∆
(1)
h,D and ∆

(2)
h,D defined on the corresponding finite-dimensional ℓ2h,D spaces satisfy the properties

(L1)-(L3), for the particular choice of D := Dh,γ,ζ as in (1.4).
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6.2 Convergence of the semi-discrete scheme and error estimates

The following theorem characterise the approximation error between the semi-discrete scheme (6.2) and
the heat equation with source (1.1).

Theorem 6.3 (Convergence of the FDM scheme). Let (Ci,jh )(i,j)∈Z1×Z2
a grid on H

2 and ∆h a discrete finite-
difference operator associated to it, satisfying properties (L1)-(L3) above. Then, for every initial datum u0

and f satishying Hypothesis 3.1, there exists a constant Cu0,f,T > 0 such that, for every h ∈ (0, h0) and
t ∈ [0, T ],

‖uh(t)−Πhu(t)‖ℓ2
h
≤ Cu0,f,T h

2,

where uh is the solution of (6.2) and u is the solution of (1.1).

Proof. We take the time derivative of the ℓ2h norm of the error

Eh(t) := uh(t)−Πhu(t)

and, using the form of the equations satisfied by u and uh, we obtain:

d

dt
‖Eh(t)‖2ℓ2

h
= 2

〈
uh(t)−Πhu(t),∆hu

h(t) + Πhf(t)−Πh(∆gu(t) + f(t))
〉
ℓ2

h

= 2
〈
uh(t)−Πhu(t),∆hu

h(t)−Πh∆gu(t)
〉
ℓ2

h

= 2
〈
uh(t)−Πhu(t),∆hu

h(t)−∆hΠhu(t)
〉
ℓ2

h

+ 2
〈
uh(t)−Πhu(t),∆hΠhu(t)−Πh∆gu(t)

〉
ℓ2

h

= 2 〈Eh(t),∆hEh(t)〉ℓ2
h

+ 2 〈Eh(t),∆hΠhu(t)−Πh∆gu(t)〉ℓ2
h
.

The dissipativity of the operator ∆h (hypothesis (L2)) implies that the first term above is non-positive.
Moreover, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain:

d

dt
‖Eh(t)‖2ℓ2

h
≤ 2‖Eh(t)‖ℓ2

h
‖∆hΠhu(t)−Πh∆gu(t)‖ℓ2

h
,

which immediately leads to:

‖Eh(t)‖ℓ2
h
≤ ‖Eh(0)‖ℓ2

h
+

∫ t

0
‖∆hΠhu(s)−Πh∆gu(s)‖ℓ2

h
ds.

By the choice of initial data uh(0) of the numerical scheme, Eh(0) = 0. This fact, combined with the
consistency estimate (L3) implies:

‖Eh(t)‖ℓ2
h
≤
∫ t

0
‖∆hΠhu(s)−Πh∆gu(s)‖ℓ2

h
ds . Cu0,f,Th

2,

which finishes the proof.

7 Fully discrete θ-scheme for discrete Laplacians on H
2

This section is dedicated to the study of the actual algorithm (Algorithm 1) that can be implemented
on a computer in order to approximate the solution of the heat equation on the whole hyperbolic space
H

2. Throughout this section, the tuple ((Ci,jh )(i,j)∈Z1×Z2
, ℓ2h,Πh,∆h) is either of the two finite grids, i.e.

Ci,jh ⊂ H
2
D, functions spaces, i.e. ℓ2h := ℓ2h,D, projections, i.e. Πh := Πh,D, and discrete Laplace operators,

i.e. ∆h := ∆h,D, in Sections 4 or 5, respectively, for D := Dh,γ,ζ as in (1.4). The novel aspect is that
the time is also discretised at a uniform time step equal to τ > 0 that will be chosen according to the
space grid parameter h. Eventually, we will prove that the convergence rate of the resulting θ-scheme for
θ ∈ (1/2, 1] is O(h2 + τ), whereas, in the particular case θ = 1

2 corresponding to the Crank-Nicolson scheme,
the convergence rate is O(h2 + τ2). In consequence, we select the time step τ according to θ, on the lines 5-8
of Algorithm 1, in order to ensure a convergence rate of O(h2) for our θ-scheme, regardless of θ ∈ [1/2, 1].

The next theorem provides the convergence of Algorithm 1:
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Algorithm 1: θ-scheme for the heat equation on H
2

Input: u0, f , T , h, θ, γ, ζ, ξi,j as in Lemma 7.3
Output: U ∼ u(t)

1 Initialisation: D ← ζh−γ

2 Z1 × Z2 ←
{
(i, j) ∈ Z

2 : ξi,j ∈ [−D,D]× [1/D,D]
}

3 Ui,j ← u0(ξi,j) , ∀ (i, j) ∈ Z1 × Z2

4 k ← 0
5 if θ = 1

2 then

6 τ ← h
7 else

8 τ ← h2

9 repeat

10 Update U:
11 U ← (id − τθ∆h)−1 [(id + τ(1− θ))U + τf((k + θ)τ, ξi,j)]
12 k ← k + 1

13 until kτ > T

Theorem 7.1. Let T > 0, u0 and f satisfy Hypothesis 3.1 and assume furthermore that ∂tf, ∂
2
t f, ∂t∆gf ∈

C([0, T ],L2(H2)). Let also γ > 0, ζ > 2, θ ∈ [1/2, 1], h ∈ (0, h0), where h0 = 1/2, and D as defined
in (1.4). Then, there exists a constant CT,u0,f,γ,ζ > 0 such that, regardless of the choice of the tuple

((Ci,jh )(i,j)∈Z1×Z2
, ℓ2h,Πh,∆h) as in the beginning of this section, the following estimate holds:

‖U −Πh(u(T ))i,j‖ℓ2
h
≤ CT,u0,f,γ,ζ(h

2 + τ),

where U is the output vector of Algorithm 1.
Moreover, if θ = 1

2 (i.e., when we use the Crank-Nicolson scheme) and T is an integral multiple of τ ,
then the order of the convergence above is O(h2 + τ2).

Remark 7.2. The operator (id− τθ∆h) is invertible, so the line 11 of Algorithm 1 makes sense.

Proof. The matrix corresponding to the operator (id−τθ∆h) has only 5 nonzero entries per row: the diagonal
and the columns corresponding to the 4 neighbouring nodes. From the definitions of the discrete Laplacians,
(4.3) and (5.6), the sum of the coefficients for ∆h, and thus for τθ∆h, is zero. Adding the identity operator
makes the matrix of (id− τθ∆h) strictly diagonally dominant and therefore invertible.

Before proving the convergence theorem, we state a lemma which allows us to transfer the initial datum
and source via pointwise evaluations (as on line 3 of Algorithm 1), instead of using the integral projection
operators Πh in (4.2) and (5.5).

Lemma 7.3. Let v ∈Mγ for γ > 0 and the tuple ((Ci,jh )(i,j)∈Z1×Z2
, ℓ2h,Πh) be any of the two grids, functions

spaces and projections in Sections 4 or 5. Then, there exists a universal constant C > 0 such that, uniformly
in h ∈ (0, 1), the following estimate holds:

‖Πhv − v(ξi,j)‖ℓ2
h
≤ Ch2

∑

k,l∈N

2≤k+l≤4

[
‖∂kx1

∂lx2
v(x)‖L2(H2) + ‖x4

2∂
k
x1
∂lx2

v(x)‖L2(H2)

]
, (7.1)

where the point ξi,j ∈ Ci,jh satisfies: ∫

Ci,j
h

(x− ξi,j)dµ(x) = 0. (7.2)
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More precisely, for the first discrete Laplace operator (Section 4),

ξ
(1)
i,j =

(
ih, h

(
j2 − 1

4

)
log

(
j + 1

2

j − 1
2

))

and for the second discrete Laplacian (Section 5),

ξ
(2)
i,j =

(
iρ(h),

h

ρ(h)
ejh
)
.

Proof of the lemma. By the definition of the discrete norm ‖ · ‖ℓ2
h

and of the projection operator we write:

‖Πhv − v(ξi,j)‖2ℓ2
h

=
∑

i,j

1∣∣∣Ci,jh
∣∣∣
g

(∫

Ci,j
h

[v(x)− v(ξi,j)]
1

x2
2

dx

)2

.

Expanding v around ξi,j, we arrive at:

|v(x)− v(ξi,j)−∇ev(ξi,j)(x− ξi,j)| ≤ |x− ξi,j|2e‖∇2
ev‖L∞(Ci,j

h
)
,

where ∇2
ev stands for the Euclidean Hessian matrix of v. Combining the two relations above and taking into

account (7.2), we obtain:

‖Πhv − v(ξi,j)‖2ℓ2
h
≤
∑

i,j

∣∣∣Ci,jh
∣∣∣
g

(
diame(Ci,jh )

)4
‖∇2

eu‖2L∞(Ci,j
h

)
.

The Sobolev estimate in Lemma A.3 implies that there exists a universal constant C > 0 such that:

‖Πhv − v(ξi,j)‖2ℓ2
h
≤ C

∑

i,j

(
diame(Ci,jh )

)4

∣∣∣Ci,jh
∣∣∣
g∣∣∣Ci,jh
∣∣∣
e

max

{
1,
(

diame(Ci,jh )
)4
}
‖∇2

ev‖2H2
e(Ci,j

h
)
.

Next, we split our analysis in two parts, according to each particular discrete framework (grid and Laplace
operator):

For the setting in Section 4,
∣∣∣Ci,jh

∣∣∣
e

= h2, diame(Ci,jh ) = h
√

2 and

∣∣∣Ci,jh
∣∣∣
g

=
1

j2 − 1
4

.
h2

|x∗
2|2
,

with x = (x∗
1, x

∗
2) arbitrary in Ci,jh . The last inequality is obtained as in Lemma 4.5. Therefore, in this

framework, we obtain that, uniformly in h ∈ (0, 1),

‖Πhv − v(ξi,j)‖2ℓ2
h
≤ Ch4

∑

i,j

1

|x∗
2|2
‖∇2

ev‖2H2
e(Ci,j

h
)

and the conclusion follows by Lemma 4.5.

For the setting in Section 5, we have diame(Ci,jh ) ≤ ρ(h)(1 + ejh) and
|Ci,j

h |g
|Ci,j

h |e
= e−2jh, so, for h ∈ (0, 1):

(
diame(Ci,jh )

)4

∣∣∣Ci,jh
∣∣∣
g∣∣∣Ci,jh
∣∣∣
e

max

{
1,
(

diame(Ci,jh )
)4
}
≤ (ρ(h))4e−2jh(1+ejh)8 . h4

(
e−2jh + e6jh

)
. h4

(
1

|x∗
2|2

+ |x∗
2|6
)
,

where the last inequality is a result of Lemma 5.6. The conclusion follows.
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Proof of Theorem 7.1. Let Uk stand for the solution computed at the step k of the algorithm (U0 is the
projected initial datum). We also denote the error term for any k ≥ 0

Ek := Uk −Πhu(kτ)

Making use of the update rule for Uk on line no. 11 of Algorithm 1 and of the fact that u is a solution of
the continuous equation (1.1), we obtain the following relation for the error term Ek:

Ek+1 − Ek
τ

= (1− θ)∆hE
k + θ∆hE

k+1 − Πhu((k + 1)τ)−Πhu(kτ)

τ
+ (1− θ)∆hΠhu(kτ) + θ∆hΠhu((k + 1)τ) + f((k + θ)τ, ξi,j)

= (1− θ)∆hE
k + θ∆hE

k+1 − Πhu((k + 1)τ)−Πhu(kτ)

τ
+ (1− θ)∆hΠhu(kτ) + θ∆hΠhu((k + 1)τ) + Πhf((k + θ)τ) + f((k + θ)τ, ξi,j)−Πhf((k + θ)τ)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
ψk+θ

Further on, by expressing the source f((k + θ), ·) using (1.1), we get:

f((k + θ), ·) = ∂tu((k + θ), ·)−∆gu((k + θ), ·) (7.3)

we arrive at the following expression regarding the error term

Ek+1 − Ek
τ

= ∆h

[
(1− θ)Ek + θEk+1

]
+ ψk+θ

+

{
∆hΠh [(1− θ)u(kτ) + θu((k + 1)τ)] + Πh

[
∂tu((k + θ))− u((k + 1)τ) − u(kτ)

τ
−∆gu((k + θ))

]}

︸ ︷︷ ︸
ϕk+θ

Taking the ℓ2h inner product between the relation above and

Ek+θ := (1− θ)Ek + θEk+1,

we obtain:
〈Ek+1 − Ek, Ek+θ〉ℓ2

h
= τ〈∆hE

k+θ, Ek+θ〉ℓ2
h

+ τ〈ϕk+θ + ψk+θ, Ek+θ〉ℓ2
h
.

In the right-hand side above, we use the dissipativity of ∆h (property (L2)) in the first term and the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in the second one to obtain:

〈Ek+1 − Ek, Ek+θ〉ℓ2
h
≤ τ‖ϕk+θ + ψk+θ‖ℓ2

h
‖Ek+θ‖ℓ2

h
. (7.4)

Next, we remark that, on one hand, the term Ek+θ can be written as:

Ek+θ =
1

2
(Ek+1 + Ek) +

(
θ − 1

2

)
(Ek+1 −Ek)

and, on the other hand,
‖Ek+θ‖ℓ2

h
≤ ‖Ek+1‖ℓ2

h
+ ‖Ek‖ℓ2

h
.

Using this information in (7.4), we obtain:

〈Ek+1 − Ek, Ek+1 + Ek〉ℓ2
h

+ (2θ − 1)‖Ek+1 −Ek‖ℓh ≤ 2τ‖ϕk+θ + ψk+θ‖ℓ2
h
(‖Ek+1‖ℓ2

h
+ ‖Ek‖ℓ2

h
)

Then, taking into account that θ ≥ 1/2 and

〈Ek+1 − Ek, Ek+1 +Ek〉ℓ2
h

= ‖Ek+1‖2ℓ2
h
− ‖Ek‖2ℓ2

h
= (‖Ek+1‖ℓ2

h
− ‖Ek‖ℓ2

h
)(‖Ek+1‖ℓ2

h
+ ‖Ek‖ℓ2

h
)
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we arrive at:
‖Ek+1‖ℓ2

h
≤ ‖Ek‖ℓ2

h
+ 2τ‖ϕk+θ + ψk+θ‖ℓ2

h
.

Summing up these relations for k ∈ 0, (kτ,T − 1), where kτ,T =
⌊
T
τ

⌋
, we arrive at:

‖Ekτ,T ‖ℓ2
h
≤ ‖E0‖ℓ2

h
+ T max

{
‖ϕk+θ + ψk+θ‖ℓ2

h
: k ∈ 0, (kτ,T − 1)

}
.

The initialisation step of the algorithm, together with Lemma 7.3 implies that the initial error term satisfies:

‖E0‖ℓ2
h
. h2‖u0‖Mγ .

Therefore, we arrive at:

‖Ekτ,T ‖ℓ2
h
≤ Cu0h

2 + T max
{
‖ϕk+θ‖ℓ2

h
+ ‖ψk+θ‖ℓ2

h
: k ∈ 0, (kτ,T − 1)

}
. (7.5)

First, we employ Lemma 7.3 for f ∈ C([0, T ],Mγ ) and we obtain that:

‖ψk+θ‖ℓ2
h
≤ Ch2

∑

k,l∈N

2≤k+l≤4

[
‖∂kx1

∂lx2
f((k + θ),x)‖L2(H2) + ‖x4

2∂
k
x1
∂lx2

f((k + θ),x)‖L2(H2)

]
. h2‖f‖C([0,T ],Mγ).

(7.6)
In what follows, we will estimate the last term in the right-hand side above, using the consistency error

bound, together with Taylor expansions in time. Namely, we rewrite the term ϕk+θ as follows:

ϕk+θ = (1− θ) [∆hΠhu(kτ)−Πh∆gu(kτ)] + θ [∆hΠhu((k + 1)τ) −Πh∆gu((k + 1)τ)]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

ϕk+θ
1

+ Πh [(1− θ)∆gu(kτ) + θ∆gu((k + 1)τ)−∆gu((k + θ)τ)]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

ϕk+θ
2

+ Πh

[
∂tu((k + θ))− u((k + 1)τ) − u(kτ)

τ

]

︸ ︷︷ ︸
ϕk+θ

3

.

The consistency estimates in Remarks 4.9 and 5.9 allow us to estimate the first line above:

‖ϕk+θ
1 ‖ℓ2

h
≤ CT,u0,f,γ,ζh

2. (7.7)

To deal with the second and the third lines, we use the fact that the projection operator Πh is contractive
to obtain:

‖ϕk+θ
2 ‖ℓ2

h
≤ ‖ϕ̃k+θ

2 ‖L2(H2), ϕ̃k+θ
2 := (1− θ)∆gu(kτ) + θ∆gu((k + 1)τ)−∆gu((k + θ)τ) (7.8)

‖ϕk+θ
3 ‖ℓ2

h
≤ ‖ϕ̃k+θ

3 ‖L2(H2), ϕ̃k+θ
3 := ∂tu((k + θ))− u((k + 1)τ)− u(kτ)

τ
(7.9)

Next, we employ several Taylor expansions in the variable τ around the point
(
k + 1

2

)
τ (see Lemma A.1)

29



and obtain:

∆gu((k + 1)τ)−∆gu

([
k +

1

2

]
τ

)
=
τ

2
∂t∆gu

([
k +

1

2

]
τ

)
+
τ2

4

∫ 1

0
∂2
t ∆gu

([
k +

1

2
+
σ

2

]
τ

)
(1− σ)2dσ

(7.10)

∆gu(kτ)−∆gu

([
k +

1

2

]
τ

)
= −τ

2
∂t∆gu

([
k +

1

2

]
τ

)
+
τ2

4

∫ 1

0
∂2
t ∆gu

([
k +

1

2
− σ

2

]
τ

)
(1− σ)2dσ

(7.11)

∆gu((k + θ)τ)−∆gu

([
k +

1

2

]
τ

)
=

(
θ − 1

2

)
τ∂t∆gu

([
k +

1

2

]
τ

)

+

(
θ − 1

2

)
τ2
∫ 1

0
∂2
t ∆gu

([
k +

1

2
+

(
θ − 1

2

)
σ

]
τ

)
(1− σ)dσ (7.12)

u((k + 1)τ)− u(kτ)

τ
= ∂tu

([
k +

1

2

]
τ

)
+
τ2

16

∫ 1

−1
∂3
t u

([
k +

1

2
+
σ

2

]
τ

)
(1− |σ|)2dσ (7.13)

∂tu((k + θ)τ) = ∂tu

([
k +

1

2

]
τ

)
+

(
θ − 1

2

)
τ∂2

t u

([
k +

1

2

]
τ

)

+

(
θ − 1

2

)2

τ2
∫ 1

0
∂3
t u

([
k +

1

2
+

(
θ − 1

2

)
σ

]
τ

)
(1− σ)2dσ. (7.14)

Subtracting (7.12) from the convex combination of (7.10) and (7.11) with parameter θ, we obtain that:

‖ϕ̃k+θ
2 ‖L2(H2) . τ2 sup

t∈[0,T ]
‖∂2

t ∆gu(t)‖L2(H2). (7.15)

Further, subtracting (7.14) from (7.13), we obtain that:

‖ϕ̃k+θ
3 ‖L2(H2) .

(
θ − 1

2

)
τ

∥∥∥∥∂
2
t u

([
k +

1

2

])∥∥∥∥
L2(H2)

+ τ2 sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖∂3
t u(t)‖L2(H2). (7.16)

The next step consist in estimating the right-hand side terms of (7.15) and (7.16), using Duhamel’s
formula (3.12) and the regularity of u0 and f . Indeed differentiating in time and applying the operator ∆g

to (3.12), we obtain:

∂tu(t) = et∆g ∆gu0 + f(t) +

∫ t

0
e(t−σ)∆g ∆gf(σ)dσ (7.17)

∂2
t u(t) = et∆g ∆2

gu0 + ∂tf(t) + ∆gf(t) +

∫ t

0
e(t−σ)∆g ∆2

gf(σ)dσ (7.18)

∂3
t u(t) = et∆g ∆3

gu0 + ∂2
t f(t) + ∂t∆gf(t) + ∆2

gf(t) +

∫ t

0
e(t−σ)∆g ∆3

gf(σ)dσ (7.19)

∂2
t ∆gu(t) = et∆g ∆3

gu0 + ∂t∆gf(t) + ∆2
gf(t) +

∫ t

0
e(t−σ)∆g ∆3

gf(σ)dσ (7.20)

The contractivity of the semigroup (et∆g )t≥0 implies that:

‖∂tu(t)‖L2(H2) + ‖∂2
t u(t)‖L2(H2) + ‖∂3

t u(t)‖L2(H2) + ‖∂2
t ∆gu(t)‖L2(H2)

.
3∑

k=1

‖∆k
gu0‖L2(H2) +

∑

k,l∈N

k+l≤2

‖∂kt ∆l
gf(t)‖L2(H2) + T

3∑

k=1

sup
σ∈[0,t]

‖∆k
gf(σ)‖L2(H2).

Next, using the estimate (B.16), we arrive at:

‖∂tu(t)‖L2(H2) + ‖∂2
t u(t)‖L2(H2) + ‖∂3

t u(t)‖L2(H2) + ‖∂2
t ∆gu(t)‖L2(H2)

.
∑

δ∈0,6,k,l∈N

k+l≤6

[
‖xδ2∂kx1

∂lx2
u0‖L2(H2) + T sup

σ∈[0,t]
‖xδ2∂kx1

∂lx2
f(σ)‖L2(H2)

]

+ ‖∂tf(t)‖L2(H2) + ‖∂2
t f(t)‖L2(H2) + ‖∂t∆gf(t)‖L2(H2),

(7.21)
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which is bounded by Corollary 3.8 and Hypothesis 3.1 and the assumptions of Theorem 7.1. Therefore, from
(7.5)-(7.9), (7.15)-(7.16) and (7.21), there exists a constant CT,u0,f,γ,ζ such that:

‖U −Πhu(kτ,T τ)‖ℓ2
h
≤ CT,u0,f,γ,ζ(h

2 + τ), if θ >
1

2
and

‖U −Πhu(kτ,T τ)‖ℓ2
h
≤ CT,u0,f,γ,ζ(h

2 + τ2), if θ =
1

2
.

Therefore, the conclusion follows in the case where kτ,tτ = T , which means that T is an integral multiple of
τ . If this is not the case, we note that T − kτ,T ∈ (0, τ), so a Taylor expansion implies that:

‖Πhu(T )−Πhu(kτ,T τ)‖ℓ2
h
≤ ‖u(T ) − u(kτ,T τ)‖L2(H2) ≤ τ sup

t∈[0,T ]
‖∂tu(t)‖L2(H2)

and the conclusion follows by (7.21).

8 Numerical resuls: A compared study of the two discrete Laplacians

This section is dedicated to the experimental study of the two variants of numerical scheme developed
in this article, as an illustration for their practical use and also to demonstrate the sharpness of the con-
vergence rate O(h2). Additionally, we will compare the numerical results obtained using these two schemes,
emphasising the advantages of employing a grid specifically tailored to the geometry of the byperbolic space.

8.1 Example setup

We consider the heat equation (1.1) on the entire space H
2 with the following specified heat source:

f(t,x) := −e−t−x2
1−x2

2−x−2
2

[
2x2

2

(
2x2

1 − 1
)

+ 2
2x8

2 − x6
2 − 4x4

2 − 3x2
2 + 2

x4
2

+ 1

]
, t ∈ (0,+∞), x ∈ H

2 ,

(8.1)
and the following initial temperature distribution:

u0(x) := e−x2
1−x2

2−x−2
2 , x ∈ H

2 . (8.2)

It can be easily proved that the analytical solution of the heat equation (1.1) corresponding to the previously
defined heat source (8.1) and initial condition (8.2) is given by

u(ex)(t,x) = e−t−x2
1−x2

2−x−2
2 , t ∈ (0,+∞), x ∈ H

2 . (8.3)

This exact solution serves as the benchmark we aim to approximate using our proposed numerical schemes.
This study will proceed as follows: for various values of the spatial grid parameter, specifically h ∈

{1/16, 1/32, 1/64}, we will numerically solve the investigated problem with the prescribed heat source (8.1)
and initial condition (8.2). Subsequently, we will assess and compare the ℓ2h,D norms of the errors in the
numerical approximation of the exact solution (8.3) obtained using both numerical schemes.

Regarding the choice of the bounded aprroximation domain H
2
D for our specific example, one might

choose ζ = 6 and γ = 1
6 resulting in the following values of D ∈ {9.52, 10.69, 12} corresponding to each

spatial discretization parameter h ∈ {1/16, 1/32, 1/64}. See Figure 5.

8.2 Convergence of the FDM. Convergence Order of the FDM

Let U
(ℓ)
h be the output vector obtained using the θ-scheme given by Algorithm 1, where ℓ = 1, 2 denotes

the discrete Laplacian employed in the numerical approximation and h > 0 the step size of the spatial grid.
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To study the convergence of the aforementioned schemes towards the exact solution, we denote, for a fixed
time T = 1, the following convergence errors with respect to the ℓ2h,D norm

E
(ℓ)
h :=

∥∥∥U (ℓ)
h − u(T, ξi,j)

∥∥∥
ℓ2

h,D

, ℓ = 1, 2.

In Tables 1 and 2 we present the values of the convergence errors E
(ℓ)
h (ℓ = 1, 2), the number of FDM

nodes needed to discretise H
2
D, i.e. N ×M , the memory usage and the CPU time1 required by Algorithm 1

with θ = 1/2 and θ = 1, respectively, for various spatial step sizes, h ∈ {1/16, 1/32, 1/64}. The following
conclusions can be drawn from these tables:

(i) For each discrete Laplacian and each choice of θ, the convergence errors E
(ℓ)
h (ℓ = 1, 2) decrease by

a factor of 4 as the mesh size h is halved and the number of FDM nodes N × M increases. This
indicates that the θ-scheme in Algorithm 1 is convergent with a sharp order of O(h2) with respect to
the refinement of the finite difference grid.

(ii) For each discrete Laplacian and each h, we observe that the θ-scheme corresponding to θ = 1
2 is much

faster than the one corresponding to θ = 1, as expected, since in the former case we were able to chose
the time step τ = h, in contrast to τ = h2 as in the latter case.

(iii) For each h and each choice of θ, the convergence errors E
(ℓ)
h (ℓ = 1, 2) associated with the second

discrete Laplacian are significantly smaller than their counterparts obtained using the first discrete
Laplacian, illustrating the advantage of using a grid that is specifically tailored to the geometry of H2.

(iv) For each h and each choice of θ, the second discrete Laplacian requires significantly fewer FDM nodes
compared to the first discrete Laplacian, resulting in substantial improvements in memory usage and
CPU time.

∆h h E
(ℓ)
h N ×M Memory usage (MB) CPU Time (s)

∆
(1)
h

1/16 2.3153e−04 46360 108 0.29
1/32 5.4069e−05 233585 430 3.40
1/64 1.3314e−05 1174268 2206 43.75

∆
(2)
h

1/16 1.2119e−04 22265 24 0.14
1/32 3.0210e−05 103435 144 1.31
1/64 7.5480e−06 489665 792 16.86

Table 1: Values of the convergence errors, E
(ℓ)
h (ℓ = 1, 2), the corresponding number of FDM nodes used in

the discretisation of H2
D, i.e. N ×M , the memory usage and the CPU time, corresponding to Algorithm 1

with θ = 1/2 and h ∈ {1/16, 1/32, 1/64}.

Further, Figures 4 (a) and (b) display, on a logarithmic scale, the ℓ2h,D norms of the errors in the numerical

approximation of the exact solution (8.3), i.e., E
(ℓ)
h , ℓ = 1, 2, corresponding to the first and second discrete

Laplacian, respectively, obtained using Algorithm 1 with θ = 1
2 and θ = 1, respectively, as functions of the

spatial grid size h, as well as the graph of the function h2. It can be seen from this figure that the three
graphs mentioned above are parallel, meaning that both numerical FDM discretisations of the Laplacian
on H

2 provide us with a numerical approximation for the exact solution with a sharp convergence rate of
O(h2). Moreover, the comparison of the ℓ2h,D-norms of the errors associated with the first and second discrete
Laplace operators reveals that the latter numerical scheme yields a more accurate approximation. This result
underscores the effectiveness of utilising a grid specifically adapted to the geometry of H

2. Although not
presented herein, similar results have been obtained when employing Algorithm 1 for various values for
θ ∈ (1/2, 1], confirming the sharp convergence rate of O(h2) for any choice of θ.

1The computation was performed on an Intel(R) Core(TM) i7-6700HQ CPU @ 2.60GHz processor.
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∆h h E
(ℓ)
h N ×M Memory usage (MB) CPU Time (s)

∆
(1)
h

1/16 2.1438e−04 46360 91 4.06
1/32 5.1647e−05 233585 366 106.48
1/64 1.3193e−05 1174268 1860 2524.66

∆
(2)
h

1/16 1.6205e−04 22265 64 1.89
1/32 4.0443e−05 103435 177 40.87
1/64 1.0108e−05 489665 795 1016.55

Table 2: Values of the convergence errors, E
(ℓ)
h (ℓ = 1, 2), the corresponding number of FDM nodes used in

the discretisation of H2
D, i.e. N ×M , the memory usage and the CPU time, corresponding to Algorithm 1

with θ = 1 and h ∈ {1/16, 1/32, 1/64}.

0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06

10
-5

10
-4

10
-3

(a) θ = 1/2

0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06

10
-4

10
-3

(b) θ = 1

Figure 4: The ℓ2h,D-norms of the errors in the numerical approximation yielded by the first and second
Laplacian, respectively, as functions of the spatial step size h, obtained using Algorithm 1 with (a) θ = 1/2
and (b) θ = 1, respectively, for h ∈ {1/16, 1/32, 1/64}.

8.3 Normalised relative error of the approximation

To investigate the precision of the pointwise approximation of the proposed algorithm, we define the
normalised relative error in the numerically retrieved solution with respect to its analytical counterpart,
namely

e
(ℓ)
h :=

∣∣U (ℓ)
h,i,j − u(ex)(T, ξi,j)

∣∣

max
y∈H2

D

∣∣u(ex)(T,y)
∣∣ , (i, j) ∈ Z1 × Z2 , ℓ = 1, 2, ξi,j as in Lemma 7.3.

Figure 5 displays a comparison between the normalised relative errors obtained by employing the first
discrete Laplacian in the θ-scheme given by Algorithm 1 corresponding to θ = 1

2 , illustrated in Figures 5 (a),
(c) and (e), and their counterparts obtained via the second discrete Laplacian, depicted in Figures 5 (b), (d)
and (f), for various spacial step sizes, h ∈ {1/16, 1/32, 1/64}. From this figures it can be seen that Algorithm 1
provides us with a numerical approximation convergent with respect to refining the finite difference grid for

both discrete Laplacians considered, noting how the normalised relative errors e
(ℓ)
h , ℓ = 1, 2, decrease as h

decreases. Furthermore, by comparing Figures 5 (a) and (b) with Figures 5 (c) and (d), as well as with
Figures 5 (e) and (f), it can be noted that the computational domain H

2
D increases as the stepsize h decreases.
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(a) e
(1)
h : First discrete Laplacian, h = 1/16, D = 9.52 (b) e

(2)
h Second discrete Laplacian, h = 1/16, D = 9.52.

(c) e
(1)
h : First discrete Laplacian, h = 1/32, D = 10.69 (d) e

(2)
h : Second discrete Laplacian, h = 1/32, D = 10.69

(e) e
(1)
h : First discrete Laplacian, h = 1/64, D = 12 (f) e

(2)
h : Second discrete Laplacian, h = 1/64, D = 12

Figure 5: The normalised relative errors e
(1)
h , corresponding to the numerical approximation obtained using

the first discrete Laplacian are displayed on the left-hand side above, whereas the error terms e
(2)
h , corre-

sponding to the numerical approximation obtained using the second discrete Laplacian are on the right-hand
side. The results were obtained using Algorithm 1 with θ = 1/2 and h ∈ {1/16, 1/32, 1/64}.
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9 Conclusion and further research directions

9.1 Concluding remarks

In this paper, we have constructed two discrete finite-difference approximations of the Laplace-Beltrami
operator on the 2-dimensional hyperbolic space H

2, providing us with consistent, stable and thus convergent
numerical schemes approximating the heat equation (1.1).

The consistency order of the aforementioned approximations has been proven to be O(h2), see Re-
marks 4.9 and 5.9, for the first and second discrete Laplacians, respectively. By employing a θ-scheme to
discretise the time variable, we propose Algorithm 1 to provide us with a numerical approximation of the
solution of (1.1) with a convergence order of O(h2) for both discrete Laplacians, see Theorem 7.1.

The sharpness of this theoretical results is clearly illustrated by the numerical experiments conducted
in Section 8, see Figure 4. Moreover, the suitability of the second discrete Laplace to the geometry of the
hyperbolic space is emphasised from both a theoretical and a numerical point of view, see Remark 5.2 and,
Tables 1–2, respectively.

It is worth noting that the numerical solution provided by Algorithm 1 is an approximation to its exact
counterpart on the entire space H

2. This has been achieved by defining the bounded domain H
2
D in terms

of the mesh size, h, see (1.3), resulting in the enlargement of H2
D with respect to the decrease of h, as it can

be seen in Figure 5.
We also remark that, due to the consistency estimates in Sections 4 and 5, the results in this paper can

be adapted in a classical way to the more straightforward cases of the stationary and the initial boundary
value heat problems on bounded domains in H

2.

9.2 Future work directions

We consider that this paper opens new research directions related to the problem of constructing a
discrete counterpart to the Laplace-Beltrami operator on Riemannian manifolds. Some further research
ideas related to the subject of this article are listed below in a synthetic manner.

I) Extend the analysis of FDM schemes for the heat equation to higher-dimensional hyperbolic spaces,
H
n, n ≥ 3.

II) Produce other grids and corresponding discrete Laplacians better suited to the hyperbolic geometry,
possibly using other models of the hyperbolic space. This is indeed a challenging problem, see Remark
5.1.

III) Study whether the discrete Laplace operator constructed in [9] using embedded graphs does fit into
the framework of Sections 6 and 7, in terms of yielding a convergent numerical scheme.

IV) Use the ideas in [37] to represent more accurately the numerical values of the grid functions in the
computer’s memory and analyse whether there is a significant improvement in the accuracy of the
approximation of (1.1) using the FDM schemes developed in the present paper.

V) Produce more accurate artificial conditions at the boundary of the bounded domian H
2
D using the

explicit solution of the heat equation on H
2, following the ideas in [30].
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A Technical lemmata

A.1 Taylor estimates

For the sake of completion, we recall here some Taylor expansion formulas with integral reminder up to
fourth order, for a real-valued function. They will be useful for proving the consistency estimates in this
paper:

Lemma A.1. Let h, ε > 0 and ϕ : (−h − ε, h + ε) → R a Ck function, k ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}. Then, the following
identities hold true:

i) For k = 1,

ϕ(h) = ϕ(0) + h

∫ 1

0
ϕ′(hσ)dσ;

ii) For k = 2,

ϕ(h) = ϕ(0) + hϕ′(0) + h2
∫ 1

0
ϕ′′(hσ)(1 − σ)dσ;

iii) For k = 3,

ϕ(h) = ϕ(0) + hϕ′(0) +
h2

2
ϕ′′(0) +

h3

2

∫ 1

0
ϕ′′′(hσ)(1 − σ)2dσ;

iv) For k = 3, summing up iii) and the instance of iii) for −h, we get:

ϕ(h) + ϕ(−h) − 2ϕ(0) = h2ϕ′′(0) +
h3

2

∫ 1

−1
ϕ′′′(hσ)(1 − |σ|)2sgn(σ)dσ;

v) For k = 4,

ϕ(h) = ϕ(0) + hϕ′(0) +
h2

2
ϕ′′(0) +

h3

6
ϕ′′′(0) +

h4

6

∫ 1

0
ϕ(4)(hσ)(1 − σ)3dσ.

vi) For k = 4, summing up v) and the instance of v) for −h, we get:

ϕ(h) + ϕ(−h)− 2ϕ(0) = h2ϕ′′(0) +
h4

6

∫ 1

−1
ϕ(4)(hσ)(1 − |σ|)3dσ;

vii) For k = 4, subtracting v) and the instance of v) for −h, we get:

ϕ(h) − ϕ(−h) = 2hϕ′(0) +
h3

3
ϕ′′′(0) +

h4

6

∫ 1

−1
ϕ(4)(hσ)(1 − |σ|)3sgn(s)dσ;

Lemma A.2. Let ϕ : (e−h − 1− ε, eh − 1 + ε)→ R a C4 function. Then,

ϕ(eh − 1) + ehϕ(e−h − 1)− (eh + 1)ϕ(0) =
1

2
(eh − 1)2(1 + eh)e−hϕ′′(0) +

1

6
(eh − 1)4(1 + eh)e−2hϕ′′′(0)

+
1

6
(eh − 1)4e−3h/2

∫ 1

0

∑

±
e±3h/2ϕ(4)((e±h − 1)σ)(1 − σ)3dσ;

Proof. From Lemma A.1,

ϕ(eh−1) = ϕ(0)+(eh−1)ϕ′(0)+
(eh − 1)2

2
ϕ′′(0)+

(eh − 1)3

6
ϕ′′′(0)+

(eh − 1)4

6

∫ 1

0
ϕ(4)((eh−1)σ)(1−σ)3dσ;

Adding to the above Taylor expansion its instance for −h, multiplied by eh, the conclusion follows.
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A.2 Proof of Lemma 4.4

Taking into account the zero average property of ϕ, one obtains that, for every y ∈ Ω,

I :=

∫

Ω
v(x)ϕ(x)dx =

∫

Ω
(v(x)− v(y))ϕ(x)dx.

Integrating this relation with respect to y ∈ Ω, we recast I as

I =
1

|Ω|

∫

Ω

∫

Ω
(v(x)− v(y))ϕ(x)dxdy =

1

|Ω|

∫

Ω
ϕ(x)

∫

Ω

∫ 1

0
∇ev(x + σ(y− x)) · (x − y)dσdydx =

=
1

|Ω|

∫

Ω
ϕ(x)

∫

Ω

∫ 1

0
∇ev(x + σ(y− x)) · (x − y) χ{x+σ(y−x)∈Ω} dσdy dx,

where the last equality follows from the convexity of the domain Ω. By employing the following change of
variable z := y− x and taking into account that |x− y| ≤ diam(Ω) we obtain:

|I| ≤ 1

|Ω|

∫

Ω
ϕ(x)

∫ 1

0

∫

B(0,diam(Ω))
|∇ev(x + σz) · z|χ{x+σz∈Ω} dz dσdx

≤ diam(Ω)

|Ω| ‖ϕ‖L∞(Ω)

∫ 1

0

∫

B(0,diam(Ω))

∫

Ω
|∇ev(x + σz)|χ{x+σz∈Ω} dx dz dσ.

Employing the change of variables ω := x + σz in the inner integral, we obtain:

|I| ≤ diam(Ω)

|Ω| ‖ϕ‖L∞(Ω)

∫ 1

0

∫

B(0,diam(Ω))

∫

Ω
|∇ev(ω)| dω dz dσ = π

(diam(Ω))3

|Ω| ‖ϕ‖L∞(Ω)

∫

Ω
|∇ev(ω)| dω.

The conclusion follows by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.

A.3 Sobolev inequality on Euclidean rectangles

Lemma A.3. Let Ω = [y1, y1 + l1]× [y2, y2 + l2] a non-degenerate rectangle in R
2 with sides parallel with

the axes. Then, there exists a universal constant C > 0 such that, for any v ∈ H2(Ω),

‖v‖L∞(Ω) ≤ C |Ω|−
1
2

e max
{

1, (diame(Ω))2
}
‖v‖H2(Ω).

Proof. Let Ω0 = [0, 1]2 be the unit square. By the Sobolev Inequality [1, Theorem 4.12], there exists a
constant C such that, for ṽ ∈ H2(Ω0),

‖ṽ‖L∞(Ω0) ≤ C‖ṽ‖H2(Ω0).

Next, let T be the affine transformation between Ω0 and Ω:

T (x1, x2) = (y1 + x1l1, y2 + x2l2).

Next, for an arbitrary v ∈ H2(Ω), we take ṽ = v ◦ T ∈ H2(Ω0). Since det(T ) = l1l2 = |Ω|e, the change of
variables formula leads to the following estimate:

‖∂αx1
∂βx2

ṽ‖L2(Ω0) = |Ω|−
1
2

e lα1 l
β
2 ‖∂αx1

∂βx2
v‖L2(Ω) ≤ |Ω|−

1
2

e (diame(Ω))α+β ‖∂αx1
∂βx2

v‖L2(Ω).

As a result,

‖v‖L∞(Ω) = ‖ṽ‖L∞(Ω0) ≤ C‖ṽ‖H2(Ω0) ≤ C |Ω|−
1
2

e max
{

1, (diame(Ω)) , (diame(Ω))2
}
‖v‖H2(Ω).

The conclusion follows.
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B Regularity and integrability of the solution of the heat equation on

H
2

Lemma B.1. Let D > 2 and rD := log(D/2). Let also O = (0, 1) ∈ H
2. Then, the hyperbolic ball Bg(O, rD)

is contained inside the domain H
2
D = [−D,D]× [1/D,D].

Proof. We recall that the hyperbolic distance from the point O in the half-space model is given by:

dg(O,x) = acosh

(
1 +

x2
1 + (x2 − 1)2

2x2

)
. (B.1)

Therefore, if x ∈ B(O, rD), then:

x2
1 + (x2 − 1)2

2x2
≤ cosh(log(D/2)) − 1 =

D

4
+

1

D
− 1.

Expanding the left-hand side term, we obtain:

x2
1

x2
+ x2 +

1

x2
≤ D

2
+

2

D
,

from which we deduce that:

x2 ∈
[

2

D
,
D

2

]
⊂
[

1

D
,D

]
and x2

1 ≤
D2

4
+ 1 ≤ D2.

Lemma B.2. Let α > 0, O = (0, 1) ∈ H
2 and u0 ∈ L2(H2). We denote by et∆gu0 the solution of the

homogeneous heat equation on H
2 (see (3.4)). Then, for every time T > 0 there exists a constant Cα,T > 0

such that following inequality holds:
∥∥∥eαdg(O,x)et∆gu0(x)

∥∥∥
L2(H2)

≤ Cα,T
∥∥∥eαdg(O,x)u0(x)

∥∥∥
L2(H2)

, ∀t ∈ [0, T ].

To prove the lemma, we recall the version of Young’s convolution inequality for integral kernels:

Proposition B.3 (Young’s inequality for integral kernels). Let (X,µX) and (Y, µY ) be measure spaces and
κ : X × Y → R a measurable kernel. If p, q, r ≥ 1 satisfy

1

r
+ 1 =

1

p
+

1

q

and there exists a constant M > 0 such that κ satisfies:
∫

Y
|κ(x,y)|pdµY(y) ≤Mp,∀x ∈ X

and ∫

X
|κ(x,y)|pdµX(x) ≤Mp,∀y ∈ Y

then, for every measurable function f : Y → R,

∫

X

∣∣∣∣
∫

Y
κ(x,y)f(y)dµY(y)

∣∣∣∣
r

dµX(x) ≤M r
(∫

Y
|f(y)|qdµY(y)

) r
q

.

Proof of Lemma B.2. We recall that the solution of the homogeneous heat equation on H
2 is given by the

integral kernel representation (3.5), so the triangle inequality implies that:

eαdg(O,x)et∆gu0(x) ≤
∫

H2
eαdg(x,y)K(t, dg(x,y))eαdg (O,y)u0(y)dµ(y)
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Therefore, we apply Young’s inequality for κ(x, y) = eαdg(x,y)K(t, d(x,y)), p = 1 and q = r = 2.
Since the kernel is non-negative and it only depends on the distance between x and y, the quantity M in
Proposition B.3 is given as:

M :=

∫

H2
eαdg(x,y)K(t, d(x,y))dµ(y), ∀x ∈ H

2. (B.2)

We recall that the integration of radial functions on the hyperbolic space has the following form:

∫

H2
f(dg(x, y))dy =

∫ ∞

0
f(ρ) sinh(ρ)dρ,

so we rewrite (B.2) as:

M =

∫ ∞

0
eαρK(t,ρ) sinh(ρ)dρ. (B.3)

We are left to show that M can be bounded from above by a constant Cα,T depending only on α and T .
Indeed, Proposition 3.6 implies that:

M . t−1
∫ ∞

0
e− t

4
−ρ

2

4t
+(α− 1

2)ρ 1 + ρ√
1 + ρ + t

sinh(ρ)dρ,

which, by the change of variables ρ = s
√
t and taking into account that sinh(ρ) ≤ ρeρ leads to:

M .

∫ ∞

0
e− t

4
− s2

4
+(α+ 1

2)s
√
t s(1 + s

√
t)√

1 + s
√
t+ t

ds

≤
∫ ∞

0
e− t

4
− s2

4
+(α+ 1

2)s
√
ts

√
1 + s

√
t ds.

Since s2

4 −
(
α+ 1

2

)
s
√
t+

(
α+ 1

2

)2
t =

(
s
2 −

(
α+ 1

2

)√
t
)2

, we obtain:

M . eα(α+1)t
∫ ∞

0
e−( s

2
−(α+ 1

2)
√
t)

2

s

√
1 + s

√
t ds.

Changing the variables σ = s
2 −

(
α+ 1

2

)√
t, we obtain:

M . eα(α+1)t
∫ ∞

−∞
e−σ

2
[
2σ + 2

(
α+

1

2

)√
t

]√
1 +

[
2σ + 2

(
α+

1

2

)√
t

]√
t dσ

≤ eα(α+1)T
∫ ∞

−∞
e−σ

2
[
2σ + 2

(
α+

1

2

)√
T

]√
1 +

[
2σ + 2

(
α+

1

2

)√
T

]√
T dσ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Cα,T

.

The conclusion follows.

Lemma B.4. Let D := Dh,γ,ζ chosen as in (1.4), α ∈ {0, 2}, β ∈ {2, 4}. Then, there exists a constant
Cγ,ζ > 0 such that, for any v ∈ L2(H2) and any h > 0,

Dα

hβ
‖v‖L2(H2\H2

D) ≤ Cγ,ζ
∥∥∥∥e
(

2+ 4
γ

)
dg(O,x)v(x)

∥∥∥∥
L2(H2)

. (B.4)

Proof. The particular choice of D enables us to rewrite:

Dα

hβ
= ζ− β

γDα+ β
γ .
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Further, Lemma B.1 implies that, if x ∈ H
2 \H2

D, then dg(O,x) ≥ log(D/2). In other words,

D ≤ 2edg(O,x),

so we can estimate the left-hand side term in (B.4) as follows:

(
Dα

hβ

)2 ∫

H2\H2
D

(v(x))2dx ≤ 22
(
α+ β

γ

)
ζ− 2β

γ

∫

H2\H2
D

e2
(
α+ β

γ

)
dg(O,x)(v(x))2dx

and obtain the conclusion.

B.1 Proof of Lemma 3.7

The first ingredient of the proof is the estimate for α = β = 0, with an extra term |x1|q, q > 0:

‖|x1|qxs2v(x)‖L2(H2) ≤ Cq,s‖e(q+|s|)dg(O,x)v(x)‖L2(H2), v ∈ L2(H2) , (B.5)

where we take, without losing generality, O = (0, 1) ∈ H
2. To prove the above inequality, we use Lemma

B.1 to deduce that, if x ∈ H
2 satisfies that Dx := max{|x1|, x2,

1
x2
} is greater than two, then, since x is on

the boundary of H2
Dx

, it follows that dg(O,x) ≥ log(Dx/2), which is equivalent to

|x1|, x2,
1

x2
≤ 2edg(O,x). (B.6)

We note that if Dx ≤ 2, the inequality (B.6) is trivially true. The estimate (B.5) follows immediately from
(B.6). Next, we apply it for et∆gu0 and use Lemma B.2 to obtain:

‖|x1|qxs2et∆gu0‖L2(H2) ≤ Cq,s,T‖e(q+|s|)dg(O,x)u0(x)‖L2(H2), ∀u0 ∈ L2(H2). (B.7)

In the next step, we recall the form of the Laplace-Beltrami operator in the half-plane model of the
2-dimensional hyperbolic space:

∆g = x2
2(∂2

x1
+ ∂2

x2
). (B.8)

Since the left-hand side term of (3.8) contains the differential operator ∂αx1
∂βx2

applied to the semigroup
(et∆g )t≥0 and we need to bound it by a similar expression at the initial time t = 0 (i.e. an expression that
depends only on u0), we should, in some sense, commute the differential operator with the semigroup. This
cannot be done directly, due to the extra term x2

2 in the semigroup generator (B.8), so we will make use of
several operators that do commute with ∆g to obtain our desired result. These operators are:

∂x1 – corresponds to the translation in the x1 direction, which is an isometry of H2; (B.9)

x1∂x1 + x2∂x2 – corresponds to the Euclidean dilation centred in (0, 0), which is an isometry of H2;
(B.10)

∆g – the Laplace-Beltrami operator itself. (B.11)

As a consequence,
T u(t) = et∆gT u0, (B.12)

where T is any of the operators above (or any combination – sums and compositions – of them). Our aim is
to bound the operator |∂αx1

∂βx2
| form above with a combination (possibly weighted with powers of x1 and x2)

of the aforementioned operators. Since ∂x1 commutes with ∆g, then we are left to process the term ∂βx2
. We

will do this recursively depending on the order β using the following identity, which is a direct consequence
of (B.8):

∂2
x2

= x−2
2 ∆g − ∂2

x1
.
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Indeed, if β ≥ 2, applying ∂β−2
x2

to the identity above implies:

∂βx2
=

β−2∑

k=0

(−1)k
(
β − 2

k

)
(k + 1)!x−2−k

2 ∂β−2−k
x2

∆g − ∂β−2
x2

∂2
x1
.

Iterating this procedure, we arrive at:

∣∣∣∂βx2

∣∣∣ ≤ Cβ
∑

σ∈{0,1} τ,δ∈N

σ+τ+2δ≤β
k∈0,β

x−k
2

∣∣∣∂σx2
∂τx1

∆δ
g

∣∣∣ . (B.13)

If σ = 0, we are done, since the operator ∂τx1
∆δ
g commutes with ∆g. For the case σ = 1, we make use of the

operator (B.10) and write:
∂x2 = x−1

2 (x1∂x1 + x2∂x2)− x1x
−1
2 ∂x1.

Plugging this into (B.13), we obtain:

∣∣∣∂βx2

∣∣∣ ≤ Cβ





∑

k∈0,β, τ,δ∈N

τ+2δ≤β

x−k
2

∣∣∣∂τx1
∆δ
g

∣∣∣+
∑

k∈0,β, τ,δ∈N

1+τ+2δ≤β

x−k−1
2

∣∣∣(x1∂x1 + x2∂x2)∂τx1
∆δ
g

∣∣∣+
∑

k∈0,β, τ,δ∈N

1+τ+2δ≤β

|x1|x−k−1
2

∣∣∣∂τ+1
x1

∆δ
g

∣∣∣




.

(B.14)
Further, we use (B.12) and (B.7) to obtain:

∑

α,β∈N

α+β≤6

‖xs2∂αx1
∂βx2

et∆gu0‖L2(H2) ≤ Cs,T





∑

k∈0,6, τ,δ∈N

τ+2δ≤6

∥∥∥e|s−k|dg(O,x)∂τx1
∆δ
gu0(x)

∥∥∥
L2(H2)

+
∑

k∈0,6, τ,δ∈N

1+τ+2δ≤6

∥∥∥e|s−k−1|dg(O,x)(x1∂x1 + x2∂x2)∂τx1
∆δ
gu0(x)

∥∥∥
L2(H2)

+
∑

k∈0,6, τ,δ∈N

1+τ+2δ≤6

∥∥∥e(1+|s−k−1|)dg(O,x)∂τ+1
x1

∆δ
gu0(x)

∥∥∥
L2(H2)





≤ Cs,T





∑

k∈0,6, τ,δ∈N

τ+2δ≤6

∥∥∥e(1+|s−k−1|)dg(O,x)∂τx1
∆δ
gu0(x)

∥∥∥
L2(H2)

+
∑

k∈0,6, τ,δ∈N

1+τ+2δ≤6

∥∥∥e(1+|s−k−1|)dg(O,x)∂τx1
∂x2∆δ

gu0(x)
∥∥∥

L2(H2)




.

(B.15)
In the end, taking into account the expression (B.8) for ∆g, we obtain that:

∣∣∣∆δ
g

∣∣∣ ≤
∑

k∈0,2δ σ,τ∈N

σ+τ≤2δ

xk2
∣∣∂τx1

∂σx2

∣∣ . (B.16)

Together with (B.15) and (B.5), this inequality implies that:

∑

α,β∈N

α+β≤6

‖xs2∂αx1
∂βx2

et∆gu0‖L2(H2) ≤ Cs,T
∑

k∈0,6, τ,σ∈N

τ+σ≤6

∥∥∥e(7+|s−k−1|)dg(O,x)∂τx1
∂σx2

u0(x)
∥∥∥

L2(H2)
.

The conclusion follows by the triangle inequality in the exponential above.
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C Proof of discrete Poincaré inequalities

C.1 Proof of Poincaré inequality for the first Laplacian (Proposition 4.3)

According to Proposition 4.2, we need to prove the following inequality:

∑

i∈Z,j∈N

[
(vi+1,j − vi,j)2 + (vi,j+1 − vi,j)2

]
≥ 1

4

∑

i∈Z,j∈N

1

j2 − 1/4
|vi,j|2, (C.1)

with the convention vi,0 = 0, ∀i ∈ Z. Since the weights involved in the right-hand side term above only
depend on the second variable (i.e. j ∈ N), we consider first a single-variable sequence (wj)j∈N∗ and claim
that: ∑

j∈N

(wj+1 − wj)2 ≥ 1

4

∑

j∈N

1

j2 − 1/4
|wj |2, (C.2)

of course, employing the convention w0 = 0. The proof of this claim is inspired by the study of a discrete
Hardy inequality on the line [16]. Indeed, taking into account that

∑
j≥0w

2
j =

∑
j≥0w

2
j+1, we write the

left-hand side term above as:

∑

j∈N

(wj+1 − wj)2 =
∑

j∈N∗

(
2−

√
j − 1

j
−
√
j + 1

j

)
|wj |2 +

∑

j∈N∗

(
4

√
j + 1

j
wj − 4

√
j

j + 1
wj+1

)2

. (C.3)

Therefore, in order to prove (C.2) it is sufficient to show that, for every j ≥ 1,

2−
√
j − 1

j
−
√
j + 1

j
≥ 1

4(j2 − 1/4)
. (C.4)

Indeed, we transform the left-hand side of (C.4) and obtain:

2−
√
j − 1

j
−
√
j + 1

j
=

√
j −√j − 1√

j
−
√
j + 1−√j√

j
=

1√
j(
√
j +
√
j − 1)

− 1√
j(
√
j + 1 +

√
j)

=

√
j + 1−√j − 1√

j(
√
j +
√
j − 1)(

√
j + 1 +

√
j)

=
2√

j(
√
j +
√
j − 1)(

√
j + 1 +

√
j)(
√
j + 1 +

√
j − 1)

(C.5)

The mean inequality implies that:

√
j +

√
j + 1 ≤

√
2(2j + 1) and

√
j +

√
j − 1 ≤

√
2(2j − 1),

therefore (C.5) leads to:

2−
√
j − 1

j
−
√
j + 1

j
≥ 1

2
√
j2 − 1/4

· 1√
j(
√
j + 1 +

√
j − 1)

.

We are now left to prove the following high-school level inequality:

√
j(
√
j + 1 +

√
j − 1) ≤ 2

√
j2 − 1/4,

which is left as an exercise to the reader. Therefore, the inequality (C.2) is proven. To obtain the desired
inequality (C.1), all we need to do is to sum up the instances of (C.2) for every sequence (vi,j)j∈N∗ as i ∈ Z.

To prove the sharpness of the constant 1
4 , first we will construct a minimizing sequence for the one-

dimensional quantity:

I(w) :=

∑

j∈N

(wj+1 −wj)2

∑

j∈N

1

j2 − 1/4
|wj |2

. (C.6)
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Since a minimizing sequence should annihilate the last term of (C.3), we will consider wj =
√
j, but at the

same time we properly cut it off in order to become compactly supported. More precisely, for every n ∈ N
∗,

n ≥ 2, we define (see [16, Section 2.2]):

wnj :=
√
j ·





1, 1 ≤ j < n;
2 logn−log j

logn , n ≤ j ≤ n2;

0, j > n2.

(C.7)

From (C.2) and (C.3) we obtain that:

0 ≤ I(wn)− 1

4
=

∑

j∈N∗

(
4

√
j + 1

j
wnj − 4

√
j

j + 1
wnj+1

)2

+
∑

j∈N∗

(
2−

√
j − 1

j
−
√
j + 1

j
− 1

4j2 − 1

)
|wnj |2

∑

j∈N

1

j2 − 1/4
|wnj |2

.

(C.8)
Next, we will analyse both sums at the numerator above:

∑

j∈N∗

(
4

√
j + 1

j
wnj − 4

√
j

j + 1
wnj+1

)2

=
n2∑

j=n

√
j(j + 1)

(
log(j + 1)− log(j)

log n

)2

=
n2∑

j=n

√
j(j + 1)




log
(
1 + 1

j

)

log n




2

≤ 1

log2 n

n2∑

j=n

√
j(j + 1)

j2
.

1

log2 n

n2∑

j=n

1

j
.

Then, standard properties of the harmonic series imply that:

∑

j∈N∗

(
4

√
j + 1

j
wnj − 4

√
j

j + 1
wnj+1

)2

.
1

log n
. (C.9)

Next, accounting to the second sum in the numerator of (C.8), we use (C.5) to write:

2−
√
j − 1

j
−
√
j + 1

j
− 1

4j2 − 1
=

8j2 − 2−√j(√j +
√
j − 1)(

√
j + 1 +

√
j)(
√
j + 1 +

√
j − 1)

(4j2 − 1)
√
j(
√
j +
√
j − 1)(

√
j + 1 +

√
j)(
√
j + 1 +

√
j − 1)

.

Using that
√
j − 1 <

√
j <
√
j + 1, we deduce that:

2−
√
j − 1

j
−
√
j + 1

j
− 1

4j2 − 1
≤ 8j2 − 2− 8j(j − 1)

8(4j2 − 1)j(j − 1)
=

8j − 2

8(4j2 − 1)j(j − 1)
.

1

j3

By the construction (C.7) of the sequence (wnj )j∈N∗ , we have that:

∑

j∈N∗

(
2−

√
j − 1

j
−
√
j + 1

j
− 1

4j2 − 1

)
|wnj |2 .

∑

j≥1

j

j3
=
π2

6
. (C.10)

Similarly, we can estimate the sum at the denominator of (C.8):

∑

j∈N

1

j2 − 1/4
(wnj )2 &

n∑

j=1

1

j
> log n (C.11)

Combining (C.8)-(C.11), we deduce that:

0 ≤ I(wn)− 1

4
.

1
logn + π2

6

log n
.

1

log n
n→∞−−−→ 0, (C.12)
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which means that (wn)n≥2 is a minimizing sequence for the functional I, thus proving the sharpness of the
constant 1

4 for the one-dimensional Poincaré-type inequality (C.2).
Based on the one-dimensional minimising sequence (wn)n≥2, we now construct a minimizing double

sequence (vm,n)m,n≥2 for the functional:

J (v) :=

∑

i∈Z,j∈N

[
(vi+1,j − vi,j)2 + (vi,j+1 − vi,j)2

]

∑

i∈Z,j∈N

1

j2 − 1/4
v2
i,j

, (C.13)

which, in turn, will prove the optimality of the constant 1
4 in (C.1). Indeed, let us define (vm,ni,j )i∈Z,j∈N∗ in

the following way:

vm,ni,j :=

{
wnj

(
1− |i|

m

)
, |i| ≤ m

0, otherwise

The construction of (vm,ni,j )i∈Z,j∈N∗ , together with the inequality (C.1), implies that:

0 ≤ I(vm,n)− 1

4
=


∑

j∈N

(wnj+1 −wnj )2 − 1

4

∑

j∈N

1

j2 − 1/4
|wnj |2


 ∑

|i|≤m

(
1− |i|

m

)2

+
∑

j∈N

|wnj |2
m−1∑

i=−m

1

m2

∑

j∈N

1

j2 − 1/4
|wnj |2

∑

|i|≤m

(
1− |i|

m

)2 .

Making use of (C.12), we deduce that:

0 ≤ I(vm,n)− 1

4
.

1

log n
+

∑

j∈N

|wnj |2

∑

j∈N

1

j2 − 1/4
|wnj |2

·

m−1∑

i=−m

1

m2

∑

|i|≤m

(
1− |i|

m

)2

≤ 1

log n
+

∑

j∈N

|wnj |2

∑

j∈N

1

j2 − 1/4
|wnj |2

· 6

2m2 + 1
.

In the conclusion, for a fixed ε > 0, we choose n small enough such that 1
logn ≤ ε

2 and then pass m to infinity

to get that the constant 1
4 is sharp for (C.1).

C.2 Proof of Poincaré inequality for the second Laplacian

(Proposition 5.4)
First, we write the inequality that we aim to prove:

∑

i,j∈Z

ejh(vi+1,j − vi,j)2 +
2

eh + 1

∑

i,j∈Z

1

ejh
(vi,j+1 − vi,j)2 ≥ Ch (ρ(h))2

∑

i,j∈Z

1

ejh
|vi,j|2. (C.14)

As in the case of the first Laplacian (Proposition 4.3), we prove a Poincaré-type inequality for an one-
dimensional sequence (wj)j∈Z:

2

eh + 1

∑

j∈Z

1

ejh
(wj+1 − wj)2 ≥ Ch (ρ(h))2

∑

j∈Z

1

ejh
|wj |2, (C.15)
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which, by direct computation, is equivalent to:

∑

j∈Z

1

ejh
(wj+1 − wj)2 ≥ (eh/2 − 1)2

∑

j∈Z

1

ejh
|wj|2, (C.16)

Indeed, this inequality is provd by noticing that the following identity holds:

∑

j∈Z

1

ejh
(wj+1 − wj)2 = (eh/2 − 1)2

∑

j∈Z

1

ejh
w2
j +

∑

j∈Z

(
1

ejh/2−h/4
wj −

1

ejh/2+h/4
wj+1

)2

. (C.17)

Eventually, to finish the proof of inequality (C.14), we sum the instances of (C.15) for wj = vi,j over i ∈ Z.
In the sequel, we prove the optimality of the constant Ch for the Poincaré inequality (C.14). In this

sense, we construct a family of compactly supported double sequences (vm,ni,j )i,j∈Z indexed over the integer
parameters m,n ≥ 2:

vm,ni,j =

{ (
1− |i|

m

)
ejh/2, |i| ≤ m, |j| ≤ n;

0, otherwise.
(C.18)

We note that the part depending on j (i.e. ejh/2) was chosen as to annihilate the terms of the last sum in
(C.17). We finish our proof by showing that the sequence constructed in (C.18) is a minimizing sequence
for:

I(v) =

∑

i,j∈Z

ejh(vi+1,j − vi,j)2 +
2

eh + 1

∑

i,j∈Z

1

ejh
(vi,j+1 − vi,j)2

∑

i,j∈Z

1

ejh
v2
i,j

.

Indeed, by direct computation,

I(vm,n) =

m−1∑

i=−m

1

m2

∑

|j|≤n
e2jh +

2

eh + 1

∑

|i|≤m

(
1− |i|

m

)2


n−1∑

j=−n

1

ejh
ejh

(
eh/2 − 1

)2
+ 1 +

e−nh

e−(n+1)h




∑

|i|≤m

(
1− |i|

m

)2

(2n + 1)

=

2

m

∑

|j|≤n
e2jh +

2

eh + 1

2m2 + 1

3m

[
2n
(
eh/2 − 1

)2
+ 1 + eh

]

2m2 + 1

3m
(2n + 1)

=
6

2m2 + 1

∑

|j|≤n
e2jh

2n+ 1
+

2

eh + 1

[
2n

2n+ 1

(
eh/2 − 1

)2
+

1 + eh

2n+ 1

]

Taking n large enough and then m→∞, we obtain that the above quantity approaches:

2

eh + 1

(
eh/2 − 1

)2
= Ch(ρ(h))2

and the conclusion follows.
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Beygelzimer, F. d’Alché-Buc, E. Fox, and R. Garnett. Vol. 32. Curran Associates, Inc., 2019.

[38] C. Zheng and J. Xie. “Fast artificial boundary method for the heat equation on unbounded domains
with strip tails”. In: J. Comput. Appl. Math. 425 (2023), Paper No. 115032, 17.

47


	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	The hyperbolic space
	A hint of semigroup theory
	Finite-Difference Method: General Notions

	The continuous case
	Poincaré inequality and exponential stability
	Heat kernel estimates

	The first discrete Laplacian
	Finite difference grid
	Discrete Laplace operator
	Poincaré inequality
	Accuracy

	The second discrete Laplacian
	Finite difference grid
	Discrete Laplace operator.
	Poincaré inequality
	Accuracy

	Convergence of semi-discrete and discrete finite-difference schemes
	An abstract semi-discrete numerical scheme for the heat equation on H2 with source
	Convergence of the semi-discrete scheme and error estimates

	Fully discrete -scheme for discrete Laplacians on H2
	Numerical resuls: A compared study of the two discrete Laplacians
	Example setup
	Convergence of the FDM. Convergence Order of the FDM
	Normalised relative error of the approximation

	Conclusion and further research directions
	Concluding remarks
	Future work directions

	Technical lemmata
	Taylor estimates
	Proof of Lemma 4.4
	Sobolev inequality on Euclidean rectangles

	Regularity and integrability of the solution of the heat equation on H2
	Proof of Lemma 3.7

	Proof of discrete Poincaré inequalities
	Proof of Poincaré inequality for the first Laplacian (Proposition 4.3)
	Proof of Poincaré inequality for the second Laplacian


