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Abstract. In the past decade, there are many works on the finite element methods for the
fully nonlinear Hamilton–Jacobi–Bellman (HJB) equations with Cordes condition. The linearised
systems have large condition numbers, which depend not only on the mesh size, but also on the
parameters in the Cordes condition. This paper is concerned with the design and analysis of auxiliary
space preconditioners for the linearised systems of C0 finite element discretization of HJB equations
[Calcolo, 58, 2021]. Based on the stable decomposition on the auxiliary spaces, we propose both the
additive and multiplicative preconditoners which converge uniformly in the sense that the resulting
condition number is independent of both the number of degrees of freedom and the parameter λ in
Cordes condition. Numerical experiments are carried out to illustrate the efficiency of the proposed
preconditioners.
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1. Introduction. Let Ω be a bounded, open, convex polytopal domain in Rd,
where d = 2, 3 represent the dimension. In this paper, we are interested in the
Hamilton–Jacobi–Bellman (HJB) equations of the following type:

(1.1) sup
α∈Λ

(Lαu− fα) = 0 in Ω, u = 0 on ∂Ω,

where Λ is a compact metric space, and

Lαv := Aα : D2v + bα · ∇v − cαv.

Here, D2u and ∇u denote the Hessian and gradient of real-valued function u, respec-
tively. The coefficient Aα ∈ C(Ω× Λ;Rd×d) is assumed to be uniformly elliptic, i.e.,
there exist constants ν, ν > 0 such that

(1.2) ν|ξ|2 ≤ ξtAα(x)ξ ≤ ν|ξ|2 ∀ξ ∈ Rd, a.e. in Ω, ∀α ∈ Λ.

Further, bα ∈ C(Ω× Λ;Rd) and cα ≥ 0, fα ∈ C(Ω× Λ;R).
The HJB equations arise in many applications including stochastic optimal con-

trol, game theory, and mathematical finance [11]. In [20, 31], the HJB equations are
shown to admit H2 strong solutions under the following Cordes condition.

Definition 1.1 (Cordes condition for (1.1)). The coefficients satisfy that there
exist λ > 0 and ε ∈ (0, 1] such that

(1.3)
|Aα|2 + |bα|2/2λ+ (cα/λ)2

(trAα + cα/λ)2
≤ 1

d+ ε
a.e. in Ω, ∀α ∈ Λ.

In the past decade, several studies have been taken on the finite element ap-
proximation of H2 strong solutions of the HJB equations with Cordes coefficients
(1.3). The first discontinuous Galerkin (DG) method was proposed in [31], which has
been extended to the parabolic HJB equations in [32]. The C0-interior penalty DG
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methods were developed in [22]. A mixed method based on the stable finite element
Stokes spaces was proposed in [12]. Recently, the C0 (non-Lagrange) finite element
method with no stabilization parameter was proposed in [34], where the element is
required to be C1-continuous at (d − 2)-dimensional subsimplex, e.g., Pk-Hermite
family (k ≥ 3) in 2D and Pk-Argyris family (k ≥ 5) [21, 9] in 3D. The above dis-
cretizations can be naturally applied to the linear elliptic equations in non-divergence
form [30, 17, 22, 12, 34]. Other related topics include the unified analysis of DGFEM
and C0-IPDG [18], and the adaptivity of C0-IPDG [7, 19].

For all these discretizations, the discrete well-posedness is analysed under the bro-
ken H2-norm with possible jump terms across the boundary. This, after linearization,
leads to the ill-conditioned systems with condition number O(h−4) on quasi-uniform
meshes, where h represents the mesh size. Due to the similar performance to the
discrete system for fourth-order problems, it is conceivable that the linearised system
from HJB equations can be effectively solved by the solvers for fourth-order problems,
e.g., geometric multigrid [25, 5, 3, 33, 8] or domain decomposition [38, 6]. In [29], the
nonoverlapping domain decomposition preconditioner was studied for the DGFEM
discretization of HJB equations.

Traditional geometric multigrid methods depend crucially on the multilevel struc-
tures of underlying grids. On unstructured grids, the more user-friendly option is the
algebraic multigrid method (AMG) that have been extensively studied for the second-
order equations. In [24], the first biharmonic equation was converted to a Poisson
system based on the boundary operator proposed in [13]. Under the framework of
auxiliary space preconditioning [35], Zhang and Xu [37] proposed a class of optimal
solvers based on the auxiliary discretization of mixed form for the fourth-order prob-
lems. As a generalization of [25, 24, 26], it works for a variety of conforming and
nonconforming finite element discretizations on both convex and nonconvex domains
with unstructured triangulation.

The propose of this work is to study the auxiliary space preconditioner to the C0

finite element discretization of HJB equations. More specifically, the numerical scheme
for fully nonlinear HJB equations leads to a discrete nonlinear problem that can be
solved iteratively by a semi-smooth Newton method [31, 22, 34]. The linear system
obtained from the semi-smooth Newton linearization are generally non-symmetric
but coercive. To handle the non-symmetry, the existing GMRES theory [10] will
lead to a guaranteed minimum convergence rate with a symmetric FOV-equivalent
preconditioner Pλ,h that satisfies (3.7). The construction of Pλ,h under the auxiliary
preconditioning framework follows two steps:

1. Construct appropriate auxiliary spaces and corresponding transfer operators
mapping functions from original space to the auxiliary spaces;

2. Devise solvers on auxiliary spaces so that the bounds in (3.7) are uniform
with respect to both h and the parameter λ in the Cordes condition.

Based on the stable decomposition for auxiliary spaces, both additive and multiplica-
tive preconditoners are shown to be efficient and λ-uniform for the linearised system.
Further, the precondtioners only involve the Poisson-like solver which can be efficiently
solved by AMG with nearly optimal complexity.

In general cases, the auxiliary space preoconditioner is additive [35, 37, 14], which
usually leads to a stable but relatively large condition number in practical applications.
The first contribution of this work is the construction and analysis of a multiplicative
preconditioner based on the specific structure of auxiliary spaces. Having a coarse
subspace, the symmetrized two-level multiplicative precondition was shown to be
positive definite provided that the smoother on the fine level has contraction property
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[16]. The condition number estimate of multiplicative precondition at the matrix level
can be found in [23]. In this work, we show that the contracted smoother together
with the stable decomposition for auxiliary spaces leads to a robust multiplicative
precondititoner, which is also numerical verified with better performance than the
additive version.

The parameter λ in the Cordes condition balances the diffusion and the constant
term. We emphasis that this parameter is not involved in the monotonicity con-
stant (2.1), which makes it possible to consider the preconditioner with uniformity
on λ. In this work, we carefully define the norm on the auxiliary space so that the
induced preconditioner is uniform with respect to λ. Although the preconditioner is
designed for the C0 finite element approximation, a similar idea can be applied to
other discretizations.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we establish the
notation and state some preliminaries results. In Section 3, we apply the FOV-
equivalence preconditioner for the linear system, which can be used to solve non-
symmetric systems appearing in applications to the HJB equations. In Section 4, we
construct both the additive and multiplicative auxiliary space preconditioners. We
also show that the condition numbers of the preconditioned systems are uniformly
bounded with the stable decomposition assumption, which is verified in Section 5.
Several numerical experiments are presented in Section 6 to illustrate the theoretical
results.

For convenience, we use C to denote a generic positive constant which may depend
on Ω, share regularity of mesh and polynomial degree, but is independent of the mesh
size h. The notation X . Y means X ≤ CY . X ' Y means X . Y and Y . X.

2. Preliminaries. In this section, we first review the H2 strong solutions to the
HJB equations (1.1) under the Cordes condition (1.3). Then we give a brief statement
about the C0 finite element scheme in [34].

Given an integer k ≥ 0, let Hk(Ω) and Hk
0 (Ω) be the usual Sobolev spaces,

‖ · ‖Hk(Ω) and | · |Hk(Ω) denote the Sobolev norm and semi-norm. We also denote
V = H2(Ω)∩H1

0 (Ω). For any Hilbert space X, we denote X ′ for the dual space of X,
and 〈·, ·〉 for the corresponding dual pair. We also denote | · | as the Euclidian norm
for vectors and the Frobenius norm for matrices.

2.1. H2 strong solutions to the HJB equations. We now invoke the theory
of H2 strong solutions of the HJB equations. In view of the Cordes condition (1.3),
for each α ∈ Λ, define

(2.1) γα :=
trAα + cα/λ

|Aα|2 + |bα|2/2λ+ (cα/λ)2
.

And for λ as in (1.3), define a linear operator Lλ : H2(Ω)→ L2(Ω) by

(2.2) Lλu := ∆u− λu u ∈ H2(Ω).

Next, we define the operator Fγ : H2(Ω)→ L2(Ω) by

(2.3) Fγ [u] := sup
α∈Λ
{γαLαu− γαfα}.

Note that the continuity of data implies γα ∈ C(Ω × Λ;R). As a consequence, it is
readily seen that the HJB equation (1.1) is equivalent to the problem Fγ [u] = 0 in
Ω, and u = 0 on ∂Ω. The Cordes condition leads to the following lemma; See [31,
Lemma 1] for a proof.
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Lemma 2.1 (property of Cordes condition). Under the Cordes condition (1.3),
for any open set U ⊂ Ω and w, v ∈ H2(U), z = w − v, the following inequality holds
a.e. in U :

(2.4) |Fγ [w]− Fγ [v]− Lλz| ≤
√

1− ε
√
|D2z|2 + 2λ|∇z|2 + λ2z2.

Another key ingredient for the well-posedness of (1.1) is the Miranda-Talenti
estimate stated as follows.

Lemma 2.2 (Miranda-Talenti estimate, [15, 20]). Suppose Ω is a bounded convex
domain in Rd. Then, for any v ∈ V = H2(Ω) ∩H1

0 (Ω),

(2.5) |v|H2(Ω) ≤ ‖∆v‖L2(Ω) ≤ C|v|H2(Ω),

where the constant C depends only on the dimension.

Let the operator M : V → V ′ be

(2.6) 〈M [w], v〉 :=

ˆ
Ω

Fγ [w]Lλvdx.

By using Miranda-Talenti estimate (2.5) and Cordes condition (1.3), one can show
the strong monotonicity of M ,

〈M [v], v〉 ≥ (1−
√

1− ε)‖v‖2λ ∀v ∈ V,

where ‖v‖2λ := ‖D2v‖2L2(Ω) + 2λ‖∇v‖2L2(Ω) + λ2‖v‖2L2(Ω). Together with the Lipschitz

continuity of M , the compactness of Λ and the Browder-Minty Theorem [27, Theorem
10.49], one can show the existence and uniqueness of the following problem: Find
u ∈ V such that

(2.7) 〈M [u], v〉 = 0 ∀v ∈ V.

We refer to [31, Theorem 3] for a detailed proof.

2.2. C0 finite element approximations of the HJB equations. Let Th be
a conforming shape regular simplicial triangulation of polytope Ω and Fh be the set
of all faces of Th. F ih := Fh\∂Ω and F∂h := Fh∩∂Ω. Let Nh be the set of all the nodes
of Th. Here h = maxT∈Th hT , where hT is the diameter of T ∈ Th. We also denote
hF as the diameter of F ∈ Fh. For F ∈ Fh and T ∈ Th, we use (·, ·)T , respectively
〈·, ·〉F , to denote the L2-inner product over T , respectively F .

Following [34], we adopt the Pk-Hermite finite elements (k ≥ 3) in 2D and Pk-
Argyris finite elements in 3D to solve the HJB equations (1.1). Define the finite
element spaces Vh as

1. For d = 2, with k ≥ 3 (cf. Fig. 1),

Vh := {v ∈ H1
0 (Ω) : v|T ∈ Pk(T ),∀T ∈ Th, v is C1 at all vertices},

2. For d = 3, with k ≥ 5 (cf. Fig. 2),

Vh := {v ∈ H1
0 (Ω) : v|T ∈ Pk(T ),∀T ∈ Th, v is C1 on all edges,

v is C2 at all vertices},
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(a) 2D Hermite element,
k = 3

(b) 2D Hermite element,
k = 4

Fig. 1: Degrees of freedom of 2D Pk Hermite elements, in the case of k = 3 and k = 4

+4

(a) 3D Argyris elements, k = 5

+10

(b) 3D Argyris elements,
k = 6

Fig. 2: Degrees of freedom of 3D Pk Argyris elements, in the case of k = 5 and k = 6

where Pk(T ) denotes set of the polynomials of degree k on T .
For each F ∈ F ih, we define the tangential Laplace operator ∆T : Hs(F ) →

Hs−2(F ) as follows, where s ≥ 2. Let {ti}d−1
i=1 be a orthogonal coordinate system on

F . Then, for w ∈ Hs(F ) define

∆Tw =

d−1∑
i=1

∂2

∂t2i
w.

Next, we define the jump of a vector function v on an interior face F = ∂T+ ∩ ∂T−
as follows:

JvK|F := v+ · n+|F + v− · n−|F ,

where v± = v|T± and n± is the unit outward normal vector of T±, respectively. For
scaler function w we define

JwK := w|T+ − w|T− .

The following lemma is critical in the design and analysis of finite element approxi-
mation of HJB equations (1.1).

Lemma 2.3 (discrete Miranda-Talenti identity, [34]). Let Ω ⊂ Rd be a convex
polytopal domain and Th be a conforming triangulation. For each vh ∈ Vh, it holds
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that ∑
T∈Th

‖∆vh‖2L2(T ) =
∑
T∈Th

‖D2vh‖2L2(T ) + 2
∑
F∈Fih

〈J∇vhK,∆T vh〉F .

In light of (2.6), we define the operator Mh : V + Vh → V ′h by

〈Mh[w], vh〉 :=
∑
T∈Th

(Fγ [w], Lλvh)T

− (2−
√

1− ε)
∑
F∈Fih

〈J∇wK,∆T vh − λvh〉F .

The following finite element scheme is proposed to approximate the solutions to the
HJB equations (1.1): Find : uh ∈ Vh such that

(2.8) 〈Mhuh, vh〉 = 0 ∀vh ∈ Vh.

We refer to [34] for the well-posedness and approximation property of discrete systems
(2.8).

2.3. Semi-smooth Newton method. It is shown in [31] that the discretized
nonlinear system (2.8) can be solved by a semi-smooth Newton method, which leads
to a sequence of discretized linear systems. We summarized the main ideas on semi-
smooth Newton here and refer [31] for more detials.

Following the discuss in [31], we define the admissible maximizers set for any
v ∈ Vh + V ,

Λ[v] :=

{
α(·) : Ω→ Λ
measurable

∣∣∣∣∣ α(x) ∈ arg max
α∈Λ

(Aα : D2
hv+bα ·∇v−cαv−fα)

for almost every x ∈ Ω

}
,

where D2
hv denotes the broken Hessian of v. As shown in [31, Lemma 9 & Theorem

10], the set Λ[v] is not empty for any v ∈ V + Vh.
The semi-smooth Newton method is now stated as follows. Start by choosing

an initial iterate u0
h ∈ Vh. Then, for each nonnegative integer j, given the previous

iterate ujh ∈ Vh, choose an αj ∈ Λ[ujh]. Next the function fαj : Ω 7→ R is defined by
fαj : x→ fαj(x)(x); the functions Aαj , bαj , cαj and γαj are defined in a similar way.
Then find the solution uj+1

h ∈ Vh of the linearised system

(2.9) bjλ,h(uj+1
h , vh) =

∑
T∈Th

(γαjfαj ,∆vh)T ∀vh ∈ Vh,

where the bilinear form bjλ,h : Vh × Vh → R is defined by

bjλ,h(wh, vh) :=
∑
T∈Th

(γαjLαjwh, Lλvh)T

− (2−
√

1− ε)
∑
F∈Fih

〈J∇whK,∆T vh − λvh〉F .

Following [34], we define inner product on Vh as

(wh, vh)λ,h :=
∑
T∈Th

(D2wh, D
2vh)T + 2λ(∇wh,∇vh)Ω + λ2(wh, vh)Ω,
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and the norm ‖vh‖2λ,h := (vh, vh)λ,h. It is also shown in [34] that the bilinear forms

bjλ,h are uniformly coercive and bounded on Vh with norm ‖ · ‖λ,h, with constants
independent of iterates. Since the preconditioners in this work take advantage on the
coercivity and boundedness of bjλ,h, we summarize the relevant results in the following
lemma (see [34, Lemmas 4.1 & 4.2] for a detailed proof).

Lemma 2.4 (coercivity and boundedness of bilinear form). For every wh, vh ∈ Vh,
we have

bjλ,h(vh, wh) ≤ C‖vh‖λ,h‖wh‖λ,h,

bjλ,h(vh, vh) ≥ (1−
√

1− ε)‖vh‖2λ,h.

Here, the constant C depends only on Ω, shape regularity of the grid and polynomial
degree k.

3. FOV-equivalent preconditioners for GMRES methods. The precondi-
tioned GMRES (PGMRES) methods are among the most effective iterative methods
for non-symmetric linear systems arising from discretizations of PDEs. Our study
will start by discussing PGMRES methods in an operator form. Let G : X → X ′
be a linear operator which may be non-symmetric or indefinite, defined on a finite
dimensional space X , and g be a given functional in its dual space X ′. The linear
equation considered here is of the following form

(3.1) Gx = g.

Let (·, ·)M be an inner product on X , and P : X ′ → X be the preconditioner. The
PGMRES method for solving (3.1) is stated as follows: Begin with an initial gauss
x0 ∈ X and denote r0 = g − Gx0 the initial residual, the k-th steps of PGMRES
method seeks xk such that

xk = argmin
x̃k∈Kk(PG,Pr0)+x0

‖PG(x− x̃k)‖M ,

where Kk(PG,Pr0) is the Krylov subspace of dimension k generated by PG and Pr0.
In the semi-smooth Newton steps, the discrete linear equations (2.9) have a com-

mon form: Find uh ∈ Vh such that

(3.2) bλ,h(uh, vh) = fh(vh) ∀vh ∈ Vh,

where we shall omit to denote independence of the bilinear form bλ,h and of the right-
hand side fh on the iteration number of the semi-smooth Newton method. Define the
operator Bλ,h : Vh → V ′h by

(3.3) 〈Bλ,huh, vh〉 := bλ,h(uh, vh) ∀uh, vh ∈ Vh,

then the discrete system (3.2) can be written in an operator form, namely

(3.4) Bλ,huh = fh.

Moreover, a general operator Pλ,h : V ′h → Vh is used to denote the preconditioner.
Given an inner product (·, ·)Mλ,h

, we can estimate the convergence rate of the PGM-
RES method. It is proved in [10, 28] that if umh is the m-iteration of PGMRES method
and uh is the exact solution of (3.4), then

‖Pλ,hBλ,h(uh − umh )‖Mλ,h

‖Pλ,hBλ,h(uh − u0
h)‖Mλ,h

≤
(

1− γ2

Γ2

)m/2
,
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where

(3.5) γ ≤
(vh, Pλ,hBλ,hvh)Mλ,h

(vh, vh)Mλ,h

,
‖Pλ,hBλ,hvh‖Mλ,h

‖vh‖Mλ,h

≤ Γ ∀vh ∈ Vh.

Therefore, we conclude that as long as we find an operator Pλ,h and a proper in-
ner product (·, ·)Mλ,h

such that condition (3.5) is satisfied with constants γ and Γ
independent of the discretization parameter h and the Cordes condition parameter
λ, then Pλ,h is a uniform preconditioner for GMRES method. Such preconditioners
are usually referred to as FOV-equivalent preconditioners. In what follows, we always
take

Pλ,h to be an SPD operator, and Mλ,h = P−1
λ,h.

Next, we give a general principle for constructing Pλ,h. Define an SPD operator
Aλ,h : Vh → V ′h by

(3.6) 〈Aλ,hwh, vh〉 := (wh, vh)λ,h ∀wh, vh ∈ Vh.

Recalling Lemma 2.4 (coercivity and boundedness of bilinear form), bλ,h(·, ·) is coer-
cive and bounded on Vh with the inner product (·, ·)λ,h. It is therefore that an efficient
preconditioner for Aλ,h can also be used as an FOV-preconditioner for the GMRES
algorithm applied to Bλ,h, which is shown in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1 (FOV-equivalent preconditioner). Let Aλ,h and Bλ,h be the oper-
ators defined in (3.6) and (3.3), respectively. If an SPD operator Pλ,h : V ′h → Vh
satisfies that

(3.7) α〈P−1
λ,hvh, vh〉 ≤ 〈Aλ,hvh, vh〉 ≤ β〈P

−1
λ,hvh, vh〉 ∀vh ∈ Vh,

with constants α, β independent of both λ and h, then Pλ,h is a uniform FOV-
equivalent preconditioner of Bλ,h.

Proof. From (3.3), (3.6) and Lemma 2.4 (coercivity and boundedness of bilinear
form), we see that for any uh, vh ∈ Vh

(1−
√

1− ε)〈Aλ,huh, uh〉 ≤ 〈Bλ,huh, uh〉(3.8a)

〈Bλ,huh, vh〉 ≤ C〈Aλ,huh, uh〉1/2〈Aλ,hvh, vh〉1/2,(3.8b)

where C is independent of both ε and λ.
Recalling Mλ,h := P−1

λ,h, then for any uh ∈ Vh, we have

‖Pλ,hBλ,huh‖P−1
λ,h

= sup
vh∈Vh,vh 6=0

(Pλ,hBλ,huh, vh)P−1
λ,h

(vh, vh)
1/2

P−1
λ,h

≤ β1/2 sup
vh∈Vh,vh 6=0

〈Bλ,huh, vh〉
〈Aλ,hvh, vh〉1/2

(by (3.7))

≤ Cβ1/2〈Aλ,huh, uh〉1/2 (by (3.8b))

≤ Cβ‖uh‖P−1
λ,h
, (by (3.7))
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which yields the second inequality of (3.5) with Γ = Cβ. On the other side, we have

(uh, Pλ,hBλ,huh)P−1
λ,h

= 〈Bλ,huh, uh〉

≥ (1−
√

1− ε)〈Aλ,huh, uh〉 (by (3.8a))

≥ (1−
√

1− ε)α(uh, uh)P−1
λ,h
, (by (3.7))

which yields the first inequality of (3.5) with γ = (1−
√

1− ε)α.

4. Fast auxiliary space preconditioners. In this section, we construct both
additive and multiplicative auxiliary space preconditioners for SPD operator Aλ,h.
From Lemma 3.1 (FOV-equivalent preconditioner), those preconditioners can be ap-
plied to the discrete linearised systems (2.9) arising from each semi-smooth Newton
step of solving the HJB equations.

4.1. Space decomposition. For the purpose of constructing auxiliary space
preconditioners, we give the following space decomposition of Vh as

Vh = Vh + Π0V0,

where the auxiliary space V0 ⊂ H1
0 (Ω) denotes the continuous piecewise linear element

space on Th with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition, and Π0 : V0 → Vh is
a linear injective map which will be defined later. As a result, the induced operator
A0 := Π′0Aλ,hΠ0 : V0 → V ′0 is also SPD, and hence we define ‖ · ‖2A0

:= 〈A0·, ·〉 on V0.
We also introduce a projection P0 : Vh → V0 by

〈A0P0vh, wh〉 := (vh,Π0wh)λ,h ∀vh ∈ Vh, wh ∈ V0.

A direct calculation shows the following identity

(4.1) Π′0Aλ,h = A0P0.

Smoother and norm on V0. Define the discrete Laplacian operator −∆h : V0 → V0

by

(4.2) (−∆hwh, vh)Ω := (∇wh,∇vh)Ω ∀wh, vh ∈ V0.

Then, the smoother on V0, denoted by R0 : V ′0 → V0, is defined by

(4.3) 〈R−1
0 uh, vh〉 = (λuh −∆huh, λvh −∆hvh)Ω ∀uh, vh ∈ V0.

Note that for any given fh ∈ V ′0 , uh = R0fh ∈ V0 can be obtained by solving the
following two discrete Poisson-like equations

〈fh, vh〉 = λ(zh, vh)Ω + (∇zh,∇vh)Ω ∀vh ∈ V0,(4.4a)

(zh, wh)Ω = λ(uh, wh)Ω + (∇uh,∇wh)Ω ∀wh ∈ V0.(4.4b)

It can be shown that the above two equations can be solved within O(N logN) op-
erations, where N denotes the number of degrees of freedom. We will give a detailed
explanation in Remark 4.10 (computational complexity). The smoother R0 induces a
norm on V0, i.e., ‖ · ‖2

R−1
0

:= 〈R−1
0 ·, ·〉. By using (4.2) and (4.3), it is straightforward

to show that

‖vh‖2R−1
0

=‖∆hvh‖2L2(Ω) + 2λ‖∇vh‖2L2(Ω) + λ2‖vh‖2L2(Ω).
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The relationship between ‖ · ‖R−1
0

and ‖ · ‖A0
is shown in the following lemma, whose

proof is postponed to Section 5.

Lemma 4.1 (spectral equivalence of R0). Let R0 be the operator defined in (4.3)
and A0 = Π′0Aλ,hΠ0. Then,

‖v0‖R−1
0
' ‖v0‖A0

∀v0 ∈ V0,

with hidden constants independent of both λ and h.

Smoother on Vh. Let Rh denote the Gauss-Seidel smoother for Aλ,h and R̄h be
the symmetric Gauss-Seidel smoother, i.e.,

I − R̄hAλ,h = (I −R′hAλ,h)(I −RhAλ,h).

We also define ‖ · ‖2
R̄−1
h

:= 〈R̄−1
h ·, ·〉 as a norm on Vh. Note that Aλ,h is an SPD

operator, thus Rh has the following contraction property

(4.5) ‖I −RhAλ,h‖λ,h < 1.

Transfer operator. We now give the definition of Π0 : V0 → Vh. To this end, we
first give some notation on the degrees of freedom of finite element space Vh. We
denote the degrees of freedom as

Nα(ϕ) =

 
Dα

∇kα(ϕ)(t1, . . . , tkα)

where Dα is the domain of the integral with respect to the degree of freedom,
ffl
Dα

denotes the integral average on Dα. In general, Dα is a subsimplex of the triangula-
tion. When Dα is a point, the average of the integral is reduced to the evaluation on
the point. t1, · · · , tkα are kα identical or different unit vectors to denote the direction
of the derivative where kα = 0, 1, 2. When kα = 1 only one direction is involved
for the derivative, and the direction is denoted by tα. Let ϕα be the nodal basis
function corresponding to Nα. Define ωα :=

⋃
{T : T̊ ∩ supp(ϕα) 6= ∅, T ∈ Th},

#ωα := #{T : T̊ ∩ supp(ϕα) 6= ∅, T ∈ Th} and hα = maxT⊂ωα hT . We are now ready
to give the definition of Π0 as follows: For any ph ∈ V0

(4.6)

Nα(Π0ph) =
1

#ωα

∑
T⊂ωα

 
Dα

∂n(ph|T )(n · tα)

when Dα ⊂ ∂Ω and kα = 1,

Nα(Π0ph) =
1

#ωα

∑
T⊂ωα

Nα(ph|T ), else,

where n is the unit outer normal vector of ∂Ω. We note that the degrees of freedom
corresponding to the second-order derivative vanish since ph is piecewise linear.

The general theory of auxiliary space preconditioning simplifies the analysis of
preconditioners to the verification of the following two key assumptions.

Assumption 4.2 (stable decomposition). There exists a uniform constant c0 in-
dependent of both λ and h, such that for any v ∈ Vh, there exist vh ∈ Vh and v0 ∈ V0

satisfy

v = vh + Π0v0,(4.7a)

‖vh‖2R̄−1
h

+ ‖v0‖2R−1
0
≤ c20‖v‖2λ,h.(4.7b)
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Assumption 4.3 (boundedness). There exist uniform constants c1 and c2 inde-
pendent of both λ and h such that

‖v0‖A0
≤ c1‖v0‖R−1

0
∀v0 ∈ V0,(4.8a)

‖vh‖λ,h ≤ c2‖vh‖R̄−1
h
∀vh ∈ Vh.(4.8b)

4.2. Additive preconditioner. Firstly, we introduce the additive precondi-
tioner Pa : V ′h → Vh as

(4.9) Pa := R̄h + Π0R0Π′0.

The following theorem plays a fundamental role in the theory of auxiliary space pre-
conditioning [35].

Theorem 4.4 (spectral equivalence of additive preconditioner). Let Pa : V ′h →
Vh be the preconditioner defined in (4.9). If Assumption 4.2 (stable decomposition)
and Assumption 4.3 (boundedness) hold, then we have

c−2
0 (vh, vh)λ,h ≤ (PaAλ,hvh, vh)λ,h ≤ (c21 + c22)(vh, vh)λ,h ∀vh ∈ Vh,

That is, Pa is a uniform spectral equivalence preconditioner of Aλ,h.

In light of the above theorem and Lemma 3.1 (FOV-equivalent preconditioner),
one can see that Pa is a uniform FOV-equivalent preconditioner of Bλ,h as long as As-
sumption 4.2 (stable decomposition) and Assumption 4.3 (boundedness) are verified.
We postpone those verifications to Section 5.

Remark 4.5 (additive preconditioner with Jacobi smoother). Let D−1
h be the

Jacobi smoother of Aλ,h. From the norm equivalence between R̄h and D−1
h [36,

Lemma 4.6], the additive preconditioner

P̃a := D−1
h + Π0R0Π′0

is also a uniform spectral equivalence preconditioner of Aλ,h.

Remark 4.6 (additive preconditioner with scaled parameter). When implement-
ing the additive preconditioners, a positive parameter ω is usually introduced to bal-
ance the two components, namely,

(4.10) Pa := R̄h + ωΠ0R0Π′0.

A proper choice of ω may lead to a better preconditioning performance of Pa in
practice.

4.3. Multiplicative preconditioner. We introduce the multiplicative precon-
ditioner Pm : V ′h → Vh by

(4.11) I − PmAλ,h := (I −RhAλ,h)(I −Π0R0Π′0Aλ,h)(I −R′hAλ,h).

Let R̂0 = A−1
0 be the exact solver on V0. To analyse the multiplicative precon-

ditioner Pm, we introduce an auxiliary multiplicative preconditioner P̂m : V ′h → Vh
by

(4.12) I − P̂mAλ,h := (I −RhAλ,h)(I −Π0R̂0Π′0Aλ,h)(I −R′hAλ,h).
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We emphasis that P̂m is never computed but is useful for theoretical purposes in
Theorem 4.8 (spectral equivalence of multiplicative preconditioner), which can be
divided into two steps: (i) The spectral equivalence between PmAλ,h and P̂mAλ,h by

using Lemma 4.1 (spectral equivalence of R0); (ii) Estimate of P̂mAλ,h by two-level

convergence results. For the second step, let E := (I −RhAλ,h)(I −Π0R̂0Π′0Aλ,h) be

the error propagation operator the two-level method corresponding to P̂m. Since the
solver on V0 is exact, the convergence rate can be obtained in the following theorem.
We refer to [36, Theorem 5.3] for more details.

Theorem 4.7 (two-level convergence rate, [36]). The following identity holds

‖E‖2λ,h = 1− 1

K(V0)
,

where

K(V0) := max
v∈Vh

min
v0∈V0

‖v −Π0v0‖2R̄−1
h

‖v‖2λ,h
.

Note that the identity (4.1) implies that R̂0Π′0Aλ,h = P0. For any vh, wh ∈ Vh,
we have

(Π0P0vh, wh)λ,h = 〈P0vh,Π
′
0Aλ,hwh〉 = 〈P0vh, A0P0wh〉 = (vh,Π0P0wh)λ,h,

(R′hAλ,hvh, wh)λ,h = 〈Aλ,hvh, RhAλ,hwh〉 = (vh, RhAλ,hwh)λ,h,

which means that I − Π0P0 and I − R′hAλ,h are respectively the dual operators of
I −Π0P0 and I −RhAλ,h under the inner product (·, ·)λ,h. As a consequence,

(4.13) ‖E‖2λ,h = ‖(I −RhAλ,h)(I −Π0P0)‖2λ,h = ‖(I −Π0P0)(I −R′hAλ,h)‖2λ,h.

Moreover, under the Assumption 4.2 (stable decomposition), we have K(V0) ≤ c20 and

hence ‖E‖2λ,h ≤ 1− 1

c20
, which leads to the following theorem.

Theorem 4.8 (spectral equivalence of multiplicative preconditioner). Let Rh be
the Gauss-Seidel smoother for Aλ,h. Under the Assumption 4.2 (stable decomposi-
tion), the multiplicative preconditioner Pm defined in (4.11) satisfies

(PmAλ,hvh, vh)λ,h ' (vh, vh)λ,h ∀vh ∈ Vh,

with hidden constants independent of both λ and h. That is, Pm is a uniform spectral
equivalence preconditioner of Aλ,h.

Proof. Step (i): For any v ∈ Vh, denote w = (I −R′hAλ,h)v. By the definition of
Pm (4.11), we have

(PmAλ,hv, v)λ,h = (v, v)λ,h − ((I −Π0R0Π′0Aλ,h)w,w)λ,h

= ‖v‖2λ,h − ‖w‖2λ,h + (Π0R0Π′0Aλ,hw,w)λ,h

= ‖v‖2λ,h − ‖w‖2λ,h + (R0A0P0w,P0w)A0 ,

where we use the identity (4.1) in the last step. Similarly, for P̂m defined in (4.12),
we have

(P̂mAλ,hv, v)λ,h = ‖v‖2λ,h − ‖w‖2λ,h + (P0w,P0w)A0
,
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since R̂0 = A−1
0 . Invoking Lemma 4.1 (spectral equivalence of R0), we have

(4.14) C1(P0w,P0w)A0
≤ (R0A0P0w,P0w)A0

≤ C2(P0w,P0w)A0
,

where C1, C2 are constants independent of λ and h. Then,

(4.15) min{1, C1}(P̂mAλ,hv, v)λ,h ≤ (PmAλ,hv, v)λ,h ≤ max{1, C2}(P̂mAλ,hv, v)λ,h.

Here, we use the contraction property of Rh, namely ‖v‖2λ,h − ‖w‖2λ,h ≥ (1 − ‖I −
R′hAλ,h‖2λ,h)‖v‖2λ,h = (1− ‖I −RhAλ,h‖2λ,h)‖v‖2λ,h > 0.

Step (ii): In light of (4.15), we only need to show

(P̂mAλ,hv, v)λ,h ' (v, v)λ,h ∀v ∈ Vh,

with hidden constants independent of λ and h. From the identity (4.1), we see that
(I − Π0P0) = (I − Π0P0)2 since P0Π0 = A−1

0 Π′0Aλ,hΠ0 = I. Then, we obtain the

upper bound of P̂mAλ,h:

(P̂mAλ,hv, v)λ,h = ‖v‖2λ,h − ((I −Π0P0)w,w)λ,h

= ‖v‖2λ,h − ((I −Π0P0)w, (I −Π0P0)w)λ,h ≤ ‖v‖2λ,h.

Next, we estimate the lower bound of P̂mAλ,h by Theorem 4.7 (two-level convergence
rate) and Assumption 4.2 (stable decomposition),

(P̂mAλ,hv, v)λ,h = ‖v‖2λ,h − ‖(I −Π0P0)(I −R′hAλ,h)v‖2λ,h
≥
(

1− ‖(I −Π0P0)(I −R′hAλ,h)‖2λ,h
)
‖v‖2λ,h

=
(

1− ‖(I −RhAλ,h)(I −Π0P0)‖2λ,h
)
‖v‖2λ,h (by (4.13))

=
(

1− ‖E‖2λ,h
)
‖v‖2λ,h

=
1

K(V0)
‖v‖2λ,h ≥ c−2

0 ‖v‖2λ,h.

Combining Step (i) and Step (ii), we obtain

min{1, C1}c−2
0 ‖v‖2λ,h ≤ (PmAλ,hv, v)λ,h ≤ max{1, C2}‖v‖2λ,h.

The proof is thus complete.

Remark 4.9. In the proof of Theorem 4.8 (spectral equivalence of multiplicative
preconditioner), Assumption 4.3 (boundedness) is not directly used. That is because
Lemma 4.1 (spectral equivalence of R0) leads to the boundedness on coarse space
(4.8a), and the boundedness on fine space (4.8b) is a direct consequence of the con-
traction property (4.5) of Gauss–Seidel smoother Rh.

Remark 4.10 (computational complexity). We now discuss the computational
complexity of the action of preconditioner Pa (4.9) and Pm (4.11). Let Nh be the
number of degrees of freedom, Np be the number of interior points of the grids. Since
the transfer operator Π0 (4.6) is local, the action except R0 can be done within O(Nh)
operations.

Invoking the definition of R0 in (4.3), we can see for any given fh ∈ V ′0 , uh = R0fh
can be obtained by solving two discrete Poisson-like equations (4.4). The computa-
tional complexity of (λI−∆h)−1 with classic geometric multigrid methods was shown
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to be optimal for λ = O(1) [2] and for arbitrary λ > 0 [1]. For unstructured shape-
regular grids with λ = O(1), the computational complexity turns to be O(Np logNp)
by constructing of an auxiliary coarse grid hierarchy where the geometric multigrid
can be applied [14]. Therefore, the nearly optimal computational complexity for ar-
bitrary λ > 0 on unstructured grids is to be expected by combining the techniques
from [1] and [14].

Remark 4.11 (Implement of action R0). Let {ψi}
Np
i=1 be the nodal basis functions

of V0. Denote A = ((∇ψj ,∇ψi)Ω) ∈ RNp×Np , M = ((ψj , ψi)Ω) ∈ RNp×Np as the
stiffness and mass matrix, respectively. For any fh ∈ V ′0 , let f ∈ RNp be its vector
representation, i.e., (f)i = 〈fh, ψi〉. Then uh = R0fh can be obtain by solving the
following two linear systems successively.

f = (λM + A)z,

Mz = (λM + A)u,

where u ∈ RNp is the vector representation of uh, i.e., uh =
∑Np
i=1(u)iψi.

5. Analysis of the auxiliary space preconditioners. In this section, we shall
verify Assumption 4.2 (stable decomposition) and Assumption 4.3 (boundedness),
then show the proof of Lemma 4.1 (spectral equivalence of R0). For this propose, we
first show some properties about the space V0 introduced in Section 4. We refer to
[4, 37] for details on those results.

Lemma 5.1 (see [37], Lemma 3.6 and [4]). Let Π0 : V0 → Vh be the interpolation
operator defined in (4.6). For any ph ∈ V0 , it holds that

(5.1) ‖Π0ph‖L2(Ω) . ‖ph‖L2(Ω) and |Π0ph|H1(Ω) . |ph|H1(Ω).

Moreover, we have

(5.2)
∑
T∈Th

h−4
T ‖ph −Π0ph‖2L2(T ) .

∑
F∈Fih

h−1
F

ˆ
F

J
∂ph
∂nF

K2ds ∀ph ∈ V0.

Lemma 5.2. Suppose Ω ⊂ Rd is a convex polytopal domain. Let ∆h be the discrete
Laplacian operator defined in (4.2). Then it holds that

(5.3) ‖∆hph‖2L2(Ω) '
∑
F∈Fih

h−1
F

ˆ
F

J
∂ph
∂nF

K2ds ∀ph ∈ V0.

Proof. (5.3) can be obtained by combining a similar technique in [37, Lemma 3.1]
and the elliptic regularity in convex polytopal domain in Rd [15, Chapter 3].

For any vh ∈ Vh, define nodal interpolation Ih : Vh → V0 as

(5.4) Ihvh(x) = vh(x) ∀x ∈ Nh.

According to standard polynomial approximation theory [4], we have the following
lemma.

Lemma 5.3 (see [4]). For any vh ∈ Vh, it holds that

(5.5) ‖Ihvh‖L2(Ω) . ‖vh‖L2(Ω) and |Ihvh|H1(Ω) . |vh|H1(Ω).

Moreover, for any T ∈ Th we have

(5.6) ‖vh−Ihvh‖L2(T ) . h2
T |vh|H2(T ) and ‖∂(vh − Ihvh)

∂n
‖L2(∂T ) . h

1/2
T |vh|H2(T ).
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Lemma 5.4. For any v ∈ Vh, it holds that

(5.7)
∑
T∈Th

(h−2
T + λ)2‖v −Π0Ihv‖2L2(T ) .

∑
T∈Th

(1 + λh2
T )2‖D2v‖2L2(T ).

Proof. It suffics to show:∑
T∈Th

h−2`
T ‖v −Π0Ihv‖2L2(T ) .

∑
T∈Th

h−2`+4
T ‖D2v‖2L2(T ),

for ` = 0, 1, 2. The case when ` = 2 is proved in [37, Lemma 3.7]. When ` = 0, 1, it
can be proved by the same arguments in [37, Lemma 3.7].

Next lemma gives a equivalence form of ‖ · ‖R̄−1
h

which will be used in the verifi-

cation of Assumption 4.2 (stable decomposition) and Assumption 4.3 (boundedness).

Lemma 5.5 (norm equivalence of R̄h). Let Th be a conforming shape regular
triangulation of Ω. Let D−1

h and Rh be the Jacobi and Gauss-Seidel smoother for
Aλ,h, respectively. Then, we have

(5.8) ‖vh‖2R̄−1
h

' ‖vh‖2Dh '
∑
T∈Th

(h−2
T + λ)2‖vh‖2L2(T ) ∀vh ∈ Vh.

Proof. By classical theory of iterative method [36, Lemma 4.6], the symmetric
Gauss-Seidel smoother and the Jacobi smoother are spectral equivalent for sparse
SPD operator, namely ‖vh‖2R̄−1

h

' ‖vh‖2Dh . Standard scaling argument [4] gives that

‖vh‖2L2(T ) '
∑
ωα⊃T

h2kα+2
T (Nα(vh))2 ∀T ∈ Th, vh ∈ Vh,(5.9a)

∑
T∈Th

ˆ
T

|Djϕα|2dx ' h2kα+2−2j
α j = 0, 1, 2,(5.9b)

where ϕα is the nodal basis function corresponding to the degree of freedom Nα(·).
Combining (5.9a) and (5.9b), we have

(5.10)

∑
T∈Th

h−4
T ‖vh‖

2
L2(T ) '

∑
T∈Th

h−4
T

∑
ωα⊃T

h2kα+2
T (Nα(vh))2

'
∑
α

(#ωα)h2kα−2
α (Nα(vh))2

'
∑
α

(∑
T∈Th

ˆ
T

|D2ϕα|2dx

)
(Nα(vh))2.

A similar argument leads to

(5.11)
∑
T∈Th

h−2
T ‖vh‖

2
L2(T ) '

∑
α

(
‖∇ϕα‖2L2(Ω)

)
(Nα(vh))2,

and

(5.12)
∑
T∈Th

‖vh‖2L2(T ) '
∑
α

(
‖ϕα‖2L2(Ω)

)
(Nα(vh))2.
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Multiplying (5.10), (5.11) and (5.12) respectively by 1, 2λ and λ2, then summing
these equations, we obtain∑

T∈Th

(h−2
T + λ)2‖vh‖2L2(T )

'
∑
α

(∑
T∈Th

ˆ
T

|D2ϕα|2 + 2λ|∇ϕα|2 + λ2ϕ2
αdx

)
(Nα(vh))2 = ‖vh‖2Dh ,

which yields the norm equivalence (5.8).

With the help of above lemmas, we are now ready to verify of Assumption 4.2
(stable decomposition) and Assumption 4.3 (boundedness).

Theorem 5.6 (verification of boundedness). There exist constants c1, c2 inde-
pendent of λ and h, such that

‖v0‖A0 ≤ c1‖v0‖R−1
0

∀v0 ∈ V0,(5.13a)

‖vh‖λ,h ≤ c2‖vh‖R̄−1
h

∀vh ∈ Vh.(5.13b)

Proof. (5.13b) follows from the standard inverse estimate and Lemma 5.5 (norm
equivalence of R̄h),

‖vh‖2λ,h =
∑
T∈Th

‖D2vh‖2L2(T ) + 2λ‖∇vh‖2L2(Ω) + λ2‖vh‖2L2(Ω)

.
∑
T∈Th

(h−4
T + 2λh−2

T + λ2)‖vh‖2L2(T )

=
∑
T∈Th

(h−2
T + λ)2‖vh‖2L2(T ) ' ‖vh‖

2
R̄−1
h

.

Now turn to (5.13a), by combining Lemma 5.1, Lemma 5.2 and inverse estimate, we
have

(5.14)

∑
T∈Th

‖D2Πhv0‖2L2(T ) =
∑
T∈Th

‖D2(Πhv0 − v0)‖2L2(T )

.
∑
T∈Th

h−4
T ‖Πhv0 − v0‖2L2(T ) (by inverse estimate)

.
∑
F∈Fih

h−1
F

ˆ
F

J
∂v0

∂nF
K2ds (by Lemma 5.1)

. ‖∆hv0‖2L2(Ω). (by Lemma 5.2)

Then, (5.13a) follows from (5.14) and boundedness of Π0 in Lemma 5.1

(5.15)

‖v0‖2A0
=
∑
T∈Th

‖D2Π0v0‖2L2(T ) + 2λ‖∇Π0v0‖2L2(Ω) + λ2‖Π0v0‖2L2(Ω)

. ‖∆hv0‖2L2(Ω) (by (5.14))

+ 2λ‖∇v0‖2L2(Ω) + λ2‖v0‖2L2(Ω) (by Lemma 5.1)

= ‖v0‖2R−1
0
.

This completes the proof.
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Theorem 5.7 (verification of stable decomposition). For any v ∈ Vh, there exist
vh ∈ Vh and v0 ∈ V0 such that

v = vh + Π0v0,(5.16a)

‖vh‖2R̄−1
h

+ ‖v0‖2R−1
0
≤ c20‖v‖2λ,h,(5.16b)

where c0 is a constant independent with λ and h.

Proof. Recall the nodal interpolation Ih : Vh → V0 defined in (5.4). For any
v ∈ Vh, take v0 = Ihv and vh = v −Π0Ihv so that (5.16a) is satisfied. It follows from
Lemma 5.4, Lemma 5.5 (norm equivalence of R̄h) and inverse estimate that

‖vh‖2R̄−1
h

'
∑
T∈Th

(h−2
T + λ)2‖vh‖2L2(T )

=
∑
T∈Th

(h−2
T + λ)2‖v −Π0Ihv‖2L2(T )

.
∑
T∈Th

(1 + λh2
T )2‖D2v‖2L2(T ) (by Lemma 5.4)

.
∑
T∈Th

‖D2v‖2L2(T ) + 2λ‖∇v‖2L2(Ω) + λ2‖v‖2L2(Ω) (by inverse estimate)

= ‖v‖2λ,h.

On the other hand, combining Lemma 5.2 and the approximation property of Ih
in Lemma 5.3, we have

(5.17)

‖∆hIhv‖2L2(Ω) .
∑
F∈Fih

h−1
F

ˆ
F

J
∂Ihv

∂nF
K2ds

.
∑
F∈Fih

h−1
F

ˆ
F

J
∂(Ihv − v)

∂nF
K2ds+

∑
F∈Fih

h−1
F

ˆ
F

J
∂v

∂nF
K2ds

.
∑
T∈Th

‖D2v‖2L2(T ).

Here, in the last step, the standard scaling argument [4] gives that

h−1
F

ˆ
F

J
∂v

∂nF
K2ds .

∑
T∈{T+,T−}

‖D2v‖2L2(T ),

holds for any interior face F = ∂T+ ∩ ∂T−, where the C0-continuity at face and
C1-continuity at (d − 2)-dimensional subsimplex guarantee that the piecewise linear
function on ωF = T+ ∪ T− has to be a linear function on the ωF .

Combining the boundedness of Ih in Lemma 5.2 and (5.17), we get

‖v0‖2R−1
0

= ‖∆hIhv‖2L2(Ω) + 2λ‖∇Ihv‖2L2(Ω) + λ2‖Ihv‖2L2(Ω)

.
∑
T∈Th

‖D2v‖2L2(T ) (by (5.17))

+ 2λ‖∇v‖2L2(Ω) + λ2‖v‖2L2(Ω) (by (5.5))

= ‖v‖2λ,h.



18 G. GAO, S. WU

The proof is thus complete.

By the similar arguments in Theorem 5.6 (verification of boundedness) and The-
orem 5.7 (verification of stable decomposition), we are now ready to give the proof of
Lemma 4.1 (spectral equivalence of R0).

Proof of Lemma 4.1 (spectral equivalence of R0). Note that v0 = IhΠhv0 for any
v0 ∈ V0, then

‖v0‖2R−1
0

= ‖∆hIhΠhv0‖2L2(Ω) + 2λ‖∇IhΠhv0‖2L2(Ω) + λ2‖IhΠhv0‖2L2(Ω)

.
∑
T∈Th

‖D2Πhv0‖2L2(T ) (similar to (5.17))

+ 2λ‖∇Πhv0‖2L2(Ω) + λ2‖Πhv0‖2L2(Ω) (by (5.5))

= ‖Πhv0‖2λ,h = ‖v0‖2A0
.

The other direction has been proved in (5.15), whence we obtain the spectral equiva-
lence ‖v0‖A0

' ‖v0‖R−1
0

.

6. Numerical experiments. In this section, we present numerical experiments
to illustrate the performance of PFMRES preconditioners for solving both linear and
nonlinear problems.

Denote κ(·) for the condition number of operator or matrix, and DOF for the
number of degrees of freedom. On the fine level, we use Gauss-Seidel method for Aλ,h
with three iterations as the smoother on Vh, which shares the similar properties as
the Gauss-Seideal smoother Rh. For the actor of subspace smoother R0, we apply
algebraic multigrid method (AMG) with stop criterion ‖b−Ax‖2/‖b‖2 ≤ 10−8 for a
linear sytem Ax = b.

6.1. Preconditioning effect of Pa and Pm for Aλ,h. We test the theoretical
results in Theorem 4.4 (spectral equivalence of additive preconditioner) and Theorem
4.8 (spectral equivalence of multiplicative preconditioner) by examining the condition
number of PmAλ,h and PaAλ,h. To showcase the flexibility of the preconditioner on
non-uniform girds, we illustrate the performance of preconditioners on a sequence of
graded bisection grids {T`}`∈N0

with grading factor 1/2 on Ω = (−1, 1)2, see Fig. 3.
More specifically, we mark the elements which satisfy |T | > C(‖xT ‖`2 − 1/2)2/#T`,
where xT is barycenter of the element T , #T` is the number of elements in T`. In
the experiment, we set C = 1000. Further, in the case of additive preconditioners,
we apply the scaled form (4.10) in Remark 4.6 (additive preconditioner with scaled
parameter) with ω = 1/10.

The resulting condition numbers for additive and multiplicative preconditioners
at different bisection levels are listed respectively in Table 1 and Table 2. We ob-
serve that both Pm and Pa are uniform preconditioners with respect to both λ and
DOF, which is in agreement with the theoretical results in Theorem 4.8 (spectral
equivalence of multiplicative preconditioner) and Theorem 4.4 (spectral equivalence
of additive preconditioner). We also observe that the multiplicative preconditioners
perform better than additive ones.

6.2. Uniform preconditioning for the linearised problems. In the second
experiment, we consider the linearised problems in the semi-smooth Newton steps,
i.e., elliptic equations in non-divergence form:

(6.1) A : D2u+ bθ · ∇u− cθu = fθ,
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(a) Level 3: DOF = 2,387 (b) Level 5: DOF = 4,467 (c) Level 7: DOF = 10,027

Fig. 3: Graded grids at different levels for Experiment 6.1, initial grid size h0 = 1/8.

Table 1: Condition number of additive preconditioning for Experiment 6.1.

DOF
κ(PaAλ,h)

λ = 10−3 λ = 10−2 λ = 10−1 λ = 1 λ = 10 λ = 102 λ = 103

3,147 1.64e2 1.64e2 1.60e2 1.40e2 9.41e1 5.43e1 2.48e1
4,467 1.65e2 1.64e2 1.60e2 1.40e2 9.49e1 6.43e1 3.42e1
6,587 1.61e2 1.60e2 1.57e2 1.35e2 9.22e1 7.09e1 4.52e1
10,027 1.61e2 1.61e2 1.57e2 1.36e2 9.62e1 8.04e1 5.49e1
15,927 1.62e2 1.62e2 1.58e2 1.36e2 9.95e1 8.78e1 6.46e1

Table 2: Condition number of multiplicative preconditioning for Experiment 6.1.

DOF
κ(PmAλ,h)

λ = 10−3 λ = 10−2 λ = 10−1 λ = 1 λ = 10 λ = 102 λ = 103

3,147 5.76 5.76 5.76 5.75 5.65 5.21 4.16
4,467 5.76 5.76 5.75 5.75 5.68 5.42 4.77
6,587 5.63 5.63 5.63 5.62 5.56 5.39 4.99
10,027 6.03 6.03 6.03 6.03 6.02 5.94 5.59
15,927 6.07 6.07 6.07 6.07 6.06 6.00 5.75

on the domain Ω = (−1, 1)2. The coefficients are set to be

(6.2) A =

 2
x1x2

|x1x2|
x1x2

|x1x2|
2

 bθ =
√
θ(x1, x2)T cθ = 3θ,

where θ is a parameter so that the λ in Cordes condition differs with varying θ. Let
exact solution be

(6.3) u(x1, x2) = (x1e1−|x1| − x1)(x2e1−|x2| − x2),

the right hand side fθ is directly calculated from the equation (6.1). For any given
θ > 0, we may set λ = θ, which yields

(6.4)
|A|2 + |bθ|2/2λ+ (cθ/λ)2

(TrA+ cθ/λ)2
=

10 + 1/2(x2
1 + x2

2) + 9

(4 + 3)2
≤ 20

49
,
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which means that the Cordes condition is satisfied for ε = 9/20. The PGMRES
method is applied to solve the linear system arising from the discretization of (6.1)
with varying parameter θ > 0. We stop the iteration when the relative residual is
smaller than 10−6. The iteration numbers for PGMRES are shown in Tables 3 and
4. Similarly, a better performance of multiplicative preconditioner is observed.

Table 3: The iteration steps of additive preconditioning for Experiment 6.2.

DOF
λ = 10−3 λ = 10−2 λ = 10−1 λ = 1 λ = 101 λ = 102 λ = 103

steps steps steps steps steps steps steps
5,055 120 119 116 117 99 71 36
20,351 133 132 132 130 114 95 59
81,663 137 137 136 134 118 109 72
32,7167 138 137 135 135 118 117 80

Table 4: The iteration steps of multiplicative preconditioning for Experiment 6.2.

DOF
λ = 10−3 λ = 10−2 λ = 10−1 λ = 1 λ = 101 λ = 102 λ = 103

steps steps steps steps steps steps steps
5,055 28 28 28 28 28 27 24
20,351 26 26 26 26 25 25 29
81,663 25 24 24 24 23 23 28
32,7167 23 23 23 22 21 21 26

6.3. Application to the HJB equations. In this experiment, we solve the
nonlinear HJB equations (1.1) on the domain Ω = (0, 1)2. Following [31], we take
Λ = [0, π/3] × SO(2), where SO(2) is the set of 2 rotation matrices. The coefficients
are given by bα = 0, cα = π2, and

(6.5) Aα =
1

2
σα(σα)T , σα = RT

(
1 sin θ
0 cos θ

)
, α = (θ,R) ∈ Λ.

We choose fα =
√

3 sin2 θ/π2 + g, g independent of α such that the exact solution of
the HJB equations (1.1) is u(x1, x2) = exp(x1x2) sin(πx1) sin(πx2). That is

(6.6) g = sup
α∈Λ
{Aα : D2u− cαu−

√
3 sin2 θ/π2}.

In the semi-smooth Newton algorithm, the initial guess is u0
h = 0. For the discrete

linearised systems arising from each Newton step, the multiplicative preconditioners
is applied. We compute the average number of PGMERS iterations of per Newton
step which require to reduce the residual norm below a relative tolerance of 10−4.
Convergence of the Newton method was determined by requiring a step-increment
L2-norm below 10−6. These tolerances are chosen to balance the different sources of
error originating from discretization.

The numbers of semi-smooth Newton iterations and average PGMRES iterations
are listed in Table 5. As can be observed from [31, 34], the semi-smooth Newton
algorithm convergences fast (within eight iterations in the numerical experiment). In



AUX SPACE PRECONDITIONERS FOR PDES WITH CORDES COEFFICIENTS 21

Table 5: Average PGMRES iterations (Newton steps)

DOF h Average PGMRES iterations (Newton steps)
71 1/4 14 (6)
303 1/8 18 (6)

1,247 1/16 18 (6)
5,055 1/32 18 (7)
20,351 1/64 18 (8)

each Newton step, we apply the PGMRES with multiplicative preconditioner due to
its better performance than the additive one. Based on the results shown in the Table
5, we can conclude that our multiplicative preconditioner is also effective and robust
in the application to the HJB equations.

Acknowledgments. The authors would like to express their gratitude to Prof.
Jun Hu in Peking University for his helpful discussions.
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[32] I. Smears and E. Süli, Discontinuous Galerkin finite element methods for time-dependent
Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equations with Cordes coefficients, Numerische Mathematik, 133
(2016), pp. 141–176.

[33] R. Stevenson, An analysis of nonconforming multigrid methods, leading to an improved
method for the Morley element, Mathematics of computation, 72 (2003), pp. 55–81.

[34] S. Wu, C0 finite element approximations of linear elliptic equations in non-divergence form
and Hamilton–Jacobi–Bellman equations with Cordes coefficients, Calcolo, 58 (2021).

[35] J. Xu, The auxiliary space method and optimal multigrid preconditioning techniques for un-
structured grids, Computing, 56 (1996), pp. 215–235.

[36] J. Xu and L. Zikatanov, Algebraic multigrid methods, Acta Numerica, 26 (2017), pp. 591–721.
[37] S. Zhang and J. Xu, Optimal solvers for fourth-order PDEs discretized on unstructured grids,

SIAM Journal on Numerical Analysis, 52 (2014), pp. 282–307.
[38] X. Zhang, Multilevel Schwarz methods for the biharmonic Dirichlet problem, SIAM Journal

on Scientific Computing, 15 (1994), pp. 621–644.


	1 Introduction
	2 Preliminaries
	2.1 H2 strong solutions to the HJB equations
	2.2 C0 finite element approximations of the HJB equations
	2.3 Semi-smooth Newton method

	3 FOV-equivalent preconditioners for GMRES methods
	4 Fast auxiliary space preconditioners
	4.1 Space decomposition
	4.2 Additive preconditioner
	4.3 Multiplicative preconditioner

	5 Analysis of the auxiliary space preconditioners
	6 Numerical experiments
	6.1 Preconditioning effect of Pa and Pm for A
	6.2 Uniform preconditioning for the linearised problems
	6.3 Application to the HJB equations

	References

