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Abstract

We introduce Algorithm MGB (Multi Grid Barrier) for solving
highly nonlinear convex Euler-Lagrange equations. This class of prob-
lems includes many highly nonlinear partial differential equations, such
as p-Laplacians. We prove that, if certain regularity hypotheses are
satisfied, then our algorithm converges in Õp1q damped Newton it-
erations, or Õpnq FLOPS, where the tilde indicates that we neglect
some polylogarithmic terms. This the first algorithm whose running
time is proven optimal in the big-Õ sense. Previous algorithms for the
p-Laplacian required Õp?

nq damped Newton iterations or more.

1 Introduction

Let Ω Ă R
d be an open domain. Let Λ : Rd Ñ R be continuous and convex.

Let W k,ppΩq and W k,p
0 pΩq denote the usual Sobolev spaces. Let fpxq be an

integrable forcing. Consider the Euler-Lagrange problem

inf
uPW 1,8

0
pΩq

Jpuq where Jpuq “
ż

Ω
fpxqupxq ` Λp∇upxqq dx. (1)

Problem (1) is our model convex optimization problem in function space. We
are using homogeneous Dirichlet conditions to streamline our presentation.

In convex optimization, for a given convex function Λpqq, one defines the
epigraph

Q “ tpq, sq P R
d ˆ R : s ě Λpqqu. (2)

To the convex d ` 1-dimensional set Q, one may associate the infinite di-
mensional convex set Q defined by

Q “ tpqpxq, spxqq P L8pΩ;Rdq ˆ L8pΩq : spxq ě Λpqpxqq a.e. x P Ωu.
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Denote by D the differential operator (and D˚ its adjoint)

D “
„
∇

1


and D˚ “

„
´∇¨

1


. (3)

Here, ∇ denotes the gradient with respect to x P Ω, and ∇¨ denotes the
divergence. Note that if upxq P W 1,8

0 pΩq, then ∇upxq is uniformly bounded
on Ω, and hence Λp∇upxqq is also uniformly bounded on Ω since Λ is con-
tinuous. Thus, denoting zpxq “ ruT pxq, spxqsT , problem (1) is equivalent
to

inf
zPW 1,8

0
pΩqˆL8pΩq

DzPQ

ż

Ω
cpxqrzpxqs dx where cpxq “

„
fpxq
1


. (4)

Here and elsewhere, we use the notation f rus, f ru, vs, f ru, v, ws, etc... for
the application of a k-form f to arguments u, v, . . . and we identify a vector
v with the corresponding form, so that vrxs “ vTx. In a similar fashion, if
M is a matrix, then M ru, vs is identified with uTMv.

A barrier for Q is a convex function F pwq “ F pq, sq that is finite on the
interior Q˝ of Q and such that F pwq “ `8 for any w P BQ. If F pwq is a
barrier for Q, then

Fpwq “
ż

Ω
F pwpxqq dx, (5)

is a barrier for Q.1 To the problem (4), one associates the central path

z˚pt, xq, defined by:

z˚pt, xq “ argmin
wpxqPW 1,8

0
pΩqˆL8pΩq

fpt, wq where (6)

fpw, tq “
ż

Ω
tcpxqrwpxqs ` F pDwpxqq dx.

We shall denote z˚pt, xq “ ru˚pt, xq, s˚pt, xqsT . Equation (6) can be regarded
as an “energy minimization formulation” for the central path. The corre-
sponding weak formulation2 is obtained by a formal computation of the
first variation of (6):

ż

Ω
tcrws ` F 1pDz˚qrDws “ 0 for all w P W 1,8

0 pΩq ˆ L8pΩq. (7)

1Because function spaces have multiple inequivalent topologies, there are many different

possible definitions of BQ. One such definition is to say that z P BQ if z P Q and Fpzq “ 8.

This definition of BQ clearly depends on the choice of barrier.
2Because our equations are highly nonlinear, it is not immediately obvious what is the

most appropriate set of test functions twpzqu. For simplicity, we use w P W
1,8
0

ˆ L
8.
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The strong formulation is obtained by formal integration by parts:

#
tcpxq `D˚pF 1pDz˚pt, xqqq “ 0 for x P Ω and

u˚pt, xq “ gpxq for x P BΩ.
(8)

The PDE portion of (8) is a nonlinear algebraic-elliptic system, as is revealed
by the componentwise equations:

tfpxq ´ ∇ ¨ Fup∇upt, xq, spt, xqq “ 0, (9)

t` Fsp∇upt, xq, spt, xqq “ 0. (10)

To obtain a concrete solver for the problem (1), we introduce a quasi-uniform

triangulation Th of Ω. We shall denote by
şphq
Ω a quadrature rule that ap-

proximates
ş
Ω on the triangulation Th. We further introduce a piecewise

polynomial finite element space Vh on Th such that DVh has degree α ´ 1.
Define

fhpw, tq “
ż phq

Ω
tcrws ` F pDwq and (11)

z˚
hpt, xq “ argmin

zPVh

fhpz, tq. (12)

A basic algorithm for solving (1) is to approximately follow the central
path z˚

hpt, xq at discrete values of t “ tk “ ρkt0, where ρ ą 1 is the “step
size”. Concretely, given the (approximate) value of z˚

hptk´1, xq, one finds
z˚
hptk, xq by damped Newton iterations on the optimization problem (12).
This is called the “return to the central path” or simply “return to the
center”.

This strategy was first analyzed in Loisel [2020] for the p-Laplacian,
where it was shown that it converges in Õp?

nq damped Newton itera-
tions; the tilde indicates that polylogarithmic terms are neglected. Here,
n “ Oph´dq is the number of grid points. In that paper, it was also men-
tioned that if one uses an Õpnq FLOPS linear solver for the damped Newton
steps, then one obtains an Õpn1.5q FLOPS solver for the p-Laplacian. In the
present paper, we introduce a multigrid algorithm for solving the nonlinear
problem (1) in Õpnq FLOPS, which is optimal in the Õ-sense, since it takes
at least Õpnq operations simply to write out a solution to main memory.

Note that each damped Newton iteration requires the solution of a lin-
ear system whose structure is that of a moderately heterogeneous elliptic
problem. In dimension d “ 1, this system is tridiagonal, so we may in fact
perform each damped Newton step in Opnq FLOPS. In dimension d “ 2, on
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the one hand, it is known that direct solvers cannot run faster than Opn1.5q
FLOPS [Hoffman et al., 1973]. Despite this “negative” result, it is folk-
loric that, for the finite values of n encountered on laptop computers, direct
solvers effectively scale like Opnq FLOPS, see e.g. Loisel [2021]. Although
direct solvers do not appear to achieve Opnq performance in dimension d ě 2,
H-matrix-based solvers can indeed be used in all regimes and run in Õpnq
FLOPS, see Bebendorf [2016] and references therein. We also mention do-
main decomposition preconditioners, e.g. Loisel et al. [2015], Loisel [2013],
Subber and Loisel [2014], Loisel et al. [2010], Karangelis and Loisel [2015],
Greer and Loisel [2015], Loisel and Nguyen [2017], Loisel et al. [2008]. For
nonlinear problems, see also Berninger et al. [2014]. Such methods are also
related to subspace correction methods [Tai and Xu, 2002].

In Loisel [2020], the theoretically optimal step size is found to be the well-
known “short step” of convex optimization, which here is ρ ´ 1 „ n´0.5 „
hd{2. In convex optimization, one often prefers to use a step size ρ that is
independent of n, this is called a “long step”, for example ρ “ 2. If, by
luck, each return to the center requires Op1q damped Newton iterations,
then the long step approach is a clear winner. Unfortunately, the theory of
convex optimization predicts that long-stepping schemed may need as many
as Opnq damped Newton steps to return to the center. In Loisel [2020], it
was revealed that the p-Laplacian triggers this worst-case behavior in long-
stepping schemes. In order to obtain the “best of both worlds”, an adaptive
algorithm was devised in that paper, but the theoretical performance esti-
mate is still governed by the short-step scheme.

In the present paper, we introduce Algorithm MGB, which converges to
the solution in Õp1q Newton steps, and Õpnq FLOPS. This is clearly optimal
in the big-Õ sense since it takes time Õpnq to simply write out the solution
to main memory. Algorithm MGB achieves this performance by returning
to the center in Õp1q damped Newton steps, and the t step size is long,
in the sense that pρ ´ 1q´1 “ Õp1q. Although the theory says that the t
step size may depend polylogarithmically on n, we found in our numerical
experiments that the t step sizes were completely independent of n.

Iterative numerical algorithms are often parametrized in terms of the
problem size n and the tolerance tol ą 0 used to stop the iteration. However,
in our case, the number tol can be expressed in terms of n, as we now
describe.

Although the function Jpuq in (1) is unlikely to be globally twice dif-
ferentiable, it often happens that J2pu˚qrv2s is indeed well defined near a
minimizer u˚ of (1), provided the test function v is sufficiently regular.
When this happens, then Jpvhq ´ Jpu˚q „ h2α if vh ´u˚ „ hα. If vh “ u˚

h is
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z *
h(1)

z *
h(2)

z *
h(L)

Naïve algorithm

z *
h (t1)

z *
h (t0) z *

h, t0, h(1)(t1)
z *
h, t0, h(2)(t1)

z *
h, t0, h(3)(t1)

z *
h (t2)

z *
h (t3)

Algorithm MGB

Figure 1: The näıve algorithm (left) shrinks the grid parameter h “as
needed” as t increases, converging in Õp?

nq damped Newton steps (marked
by circles), mostly on the fine grid. Our Algorithm MGB (right) requires
Õp1q damped Newton steps.

obtained by a central path, i.e. z˚
hpt, xq “ ru˚

hpt, xq, s˚
hpt, xqs, then we have

Jpu˚
hpt, xqq ´ Jpu˚pxqq “ Jpu˚

hpt, xqq ´ Jpu˚
hp8, xqq ` Jpu˚

hp8, xqq ´ Jpu˚pxqq
“ Opt´1 ` h2αq, (13)

see Lemma 4.1. Equilibrating the error terms produces a termination crite-
rion for the central path: t´1 „ h2α.

In the multigrid method, we have a sequence of grid parameters 1 ě
hp1q ą . . . ą hpLq ą 0 and corresponding quasi-uniform triangulations
Thpℓq . To simplify our exposition, the grid Thpℓ`1q is obtained by bisect-
ing the edges of Thpℓq so that hpℓ`1q “ 0.5hpℓq and the grids are automati-
cally quasi-uniform. To each grid Th, we associate the finite element space
Vh Ă W 1,8pΩq ˆ L8pΩq, and we have that Vhp1q Ă Vhp2q Ă . . . Ă VhpLq .

Definition 1.1 (Näıve multigrid algorithm). Let t0 “ Op1q and h0 “ hp1q

be the coarsest grid parameter. Assume Vh is a piecewise polynomial finite
element space, and the degree of DVh is α´ 1. Assume that α ě d. Assume
zp0q P g`Vh0

. For j “ 1, 2, . . ., given ptj´1, hj´1q, define inductively ptk, hkq
using, at each step, either t-refinement or h-refinement, as follows.

• t refinement: set ptj, hjq “ pρjtj´1, hj´1q, where ρj ą 1 is a t-step
size.

• h refinement: set ptj, hjq “ ptj´1,
1
2hj´1q, where the factor 1{2 is

imposed by the grid subdivision scheme.
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Then, zpjq is found by damped Newton iterations so as to minimize fhpz, tjq
over z P g ` Vhj

with initial guess z “ zpj´1q. The stopping criterion is

tj ą Cstoph
´2k.

The schedule is the choice of the order of h and t refinements, i.e.
the sequence ptj , hjq. The “h-then-t” schedule is t0 “ . . . “ tL´1 “ t0 and
thjuL´1

j“0 “ thp1q, . . . , hpLqu (i.e. h refinements), followed by hL “ hL`1 “
. . . “ hpLq and tj “ ρjtj´1 for j “ L,L` 1, . . . (i.e. t refinements). In other
words, the h-then-t schedule performs all h refinements first, and then all t
refinements are done on the finest grid level h “ hpLq.

The “näıve multigrid algorithm” is depicted in Figure 1, left. This
method is similar to the method described by Schiela and Günther [2011],
where the authors write that “This allows to perform most of the required
Newton steps on coarse grids, such that the overall computational time is
dominated by the last few steps.” Unfortunately, we have found this not to
be the case, as we now explain with our first main theorem.

Theorem 1.2 (Newton iterations of näıve multigrid). Assume pTh, c, F q
is regular, as per Definition 4.4. Let t0 “ Op1q. The “h-then-t” schedule
converges in

Õph´0.5dq “ Õpn0.5q damped Newton iterations, (14)

where n is the number of grid points in Th.
For an arbitrary schedule of h and t refinements, we estimate the number

of damped Newton iterations on the finest grid. The best possible theoreti-
cal estimate is Õpn0.5q iterations. In other words, the h-then-t schedule is
optimal in the big-Õ sense.

We delay the proof of our main theorems to later sections.
We also mention that there is seemingly no satisfactory analysis of multi-

grid algorithms for nonlinear problems in the literature. Indeed, Brabazon
et al. [2014] write that “To the best of our knowledge there exists no valid
theory for the convergence of FAS for the case where the nonlinearity is in
the highest order term” (see also references therein). This is despite the
methods in [Hackbusch, 2013, Chapter 13].

In order to describe our algorithm, we introduce the notion of shifted
central paths. For given H ě h and t0 ą 0, define

z˚
h,t0,H

ptq “ argmin
zPz˚

h
pt0q`VH

fhpz, tq. (15)

As before, the parameter x P Ω omitted in the notation is implied.
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Definition 1.3 (Algorithm MGB). Let t0 “ Op1q, zp0q P Vhp1q XQ be given.
Let h “ hpLq be the fine grid. We define zpkq inductively as follows.

Given an approximation zpkq « z˚
hptkq, compute zpk`1q « z˚

hptk`1q as
follows, where tk`1 “ ρktk and ρk ą 1 is some step size.

• For ℓ “ 1, . . . , L, find an approximation zpk` ℓ
L

q of z˚
h,tk,h

pℓqptk`1q by

damped Newton iterations on (15), starting with the initial guess z “
zpk` ℓ´1

L
q.

Stop when tj ą Cstoph
´2α.

Our second main result shows that Algorithm MGB converges in Õp1q
Newton iterations.

Theorem 1.4 (Newton iterations of Algorithm MGB). Assume pTh, c, F q
is regular, as per Definition 4.4. There is a long step size ρk “ tk`1{tk ą 1
(i.e. pρ´ 1q´1 “ Õp1q) such that Algorithm MGB converges in

Õp1q damped Newton iterations. (16)

Using an Õpnq FLOPS linear solver for the damped Newton steps, our
algorithm thus requires Õpnq FLOPS to solve (1), which is optimal in the
big-Õ sense.

We also mention that in the convex optimization literature, long-stepping
schemes generally require Opnq iterations per centering step, which is often
thought to be optimal for long-stepping schemes for general convex opti-
mization problems. Within that framework, our result can be interpreted as
a description of a wide class of convex optimization problems, for which re-
turn to the center in a long-stepping scheme can be achieved in Õp1q damped
Newton steps. We are not aware of any other long-stepping scheme that has
this extremely fast convergence property.

Our regularity hypotheses are described in Definition 4.4. It says in part
that Dz˚

0 pτ´1, xq should be sufficiently smooth as a function of τ “ t´1

and x P Ω. Such smoothness hypotheses are commonplace in the analysis
of PDEs. Mathematicians are usually comfortable with regularity hypothe-
ses of a well-known type; solutions of PDEs are expected to be smooth.

However, one of the requirements of Definifion 4.4 is that
b
F 2pDz˚

h,t0,H
ptqq

should be in some uniform reverse Hölder class.
We are not aware of any other algorithm that uses reverse Hölder classes

as a regularity hypothesis. In order for such a class to be suitable as a reg-
ularity hypothesis, these functions should somehow be plentiful, especially
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as solutions of PDEs. The reverse Hölder classes are studied in the context
of classical Fourier analysis [Grafakos, 2008], [Cruz-Uribe and Neugebauer,
1995] and have applications to the analysis of nonlinear PDEs [Kinnunen
and Lewis, 2000].

In this paper, the symbol C shall be used to denote a generic constant
that may depend on Ω, c, F or the regularity parameter of Th or the degree
α´ 1 of the piecewise polynomial functions DVh, but is otherwise indepen-
dent of h and t. The constant C may not represent the same number from
one equation to the next. If multiple constants are involved, we may use the
notation C1, C2, . . . to distinguish them.

Our paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we briefly review the
theory of self-concordant calculus in finite dimensions, and collect some es-
sential results for the special case of the epigraph Q. In Section 3, we
introduce the quadrature rules that we will be using. In Section 4, we
give a abstract theory of self-concordance in function spaces, culminating
with the notion of “reverse Hölder continuation”. In Section 5, we use this
theory to analyze the behavior of the näıve algorithm, while in Section 6,
we analyze Algorithm MGB. In section 7, we give an “a priori estimate”
for the reverse Hölder inequality that is part of our regularity hypotheses.
This shows that the reverse Hölder inequality can be obtained from some
smoothness conditions on the solution and on the barrier. In Section 8, we
discuss the practical MGB algorithm, which introduces some optimizations
and methods for handling floating point inaccuracies. We have some numer-
ical experiments in Section 9, and we end with some conclusions in Section
10.

2 Self-concordance in finite dimensions

If } ¨ }` is any norm on R
n, then for each k “ 1, 2, 3, . . ., there is an in-

duced norm on homogeneous polynomials of degree k, defined by ~P~` “
sup |P ruks|{}u}k`, where the supremum is taken over u ‰ 0. If } ¨ }` is a
Hilbertian norm, then Banach [1938] showed that ~ ¨ ~` is also given by
~P~` “ sup |P rup1q, . . . , upkqs|{ ś

j }upjq}`, with the supremum taken over
nonzero vectors, see also Loisel [2001].

Let F pzq be a strictly convex thrice-differentiable barrier function on
Q. In particular, Hpzq “ F 2pzq is symmetric positive definite (SPD) for
every z P Q˝, and thus pQ˝,Hq is a Riemannian manifold. The norm at
z P Q˝ is denoted }u}z “ }u}F 2pzq “

a
uTF 2pzqu. Recall that F is said to

8



be standard self-concordant if

|F3pzqru3s| ď 2}u}3z. (17)

Equation (17) says that the induced norm ~F3pzq~z is at most 2.
A standard self-concordant function is further said to be a self-concordant

barrier with parameter 1 ď ν ă 8 if

|F 1pzqrus| ď
?
ν}u}z. (18)

Equation (18) says that the induced norm ~F 1pzq~z is at most
?
ν. The

dual norm is }u}˚
z “

a
uT rF 2pzqs´1u and satisfies the “Cauchy-Schwarz”

type inequality |uT v| ď }u}˚
x}v}x. The Newton decrement is λF pzq “

}F 1pzq}˚
x “

a
F 1pzqT rF 2pzqs´1F 1pzq and one checks that (18) is equivalent

to λ2F pzq ď ν.
In order to avoid repeating the well-known theory, we shall frequently

quote results from the book of Nesterov and Nemirovskii [1994], e.g. [NN,
Theorem 2.5.1] states that there exists a ν-self-concordant barrier for the
convex set Q, with ν “ Opdq, and the equation (NN2.5.1) is a formula for
the “universal barrier”.

On the value of ν in dimension n, [NN, Section 2.3.4] states that “gen-
erally speaking, the parameter cannot be less than n”. As a result, even
if F pzq is a self-concordant barrier, still Fpwq will not be a self-concordant
barrier, since its domain Q is infinite dimensional, and hence the parameter
of F would have to be 8.

Even though F is not a self-concordant barrier for Q, still a variant of
[Nesterov, 2013, Theorem 4.2.7] holds for our central path z˚pt, xq, provided
F pzq is a ν-self-concordant barrier on Q. As we shall see in Lemma 4.1, our
central path z˚pt, xq satisfies

crz˚s ´ c˚ ď |Ω|ν
t

where crws “
ż

Ω
cpxqrwpxqs dx. (19)

As usual, |Ω| is the Lebesgue measure of Ω, and we have denoted by c˚ the
infimum in (4). The bound (19) shows that z˚pt, ¨q is a minimizing filter in
Q for the functional c. In other words, the central path can also be used in
infinite dimensions to solve convex optimization problems.

Self-concordant functions satisfy the following explicit bounds.

Lemma 2.1. Let Gpzq be a standard self-concordant function on Q. Define

ψpαq “ α ´ logp1 ` αq. (20)

9



Denote }u}2v “ G2pvqru2s. For y, z P Q,

}y ´ z}2z
p1 ` }y ´ z}zq2 ď }y ´ z}2y and (21)

Gpzq `G1pzqry ´ zs ` ψp}y ´ z}zq ď Gpyq. (22)

Furthermore, if }y ´ z}z ă 1, then

}y ´ z}2y ď }y ´ z}2z
p1 ´ }y ´ z}zq2 and (23)

Gpyq ď Gpzq `G1pzqry ´ zs ` ψp´}y ´ z}zq (24)

Proof. The following argument is standard. Let φptq “ Gpz ` thq with
h “ y ´ z. Thus, φ2ptq “ G2pz ` thqrh2s and

|φ3ptq| “ |G3pz ` thqrh3s| (25)

ď 2pG2pz ` thqrh2sq1.5 “ 2φ2ptq. (26)

Solving the extremal differential equations φ3ptq “ ˘2φ2ptq1.5 for the un-
known φ2ptq yields ´t ď φ2ptq´0.5 ´ φ2p0q´0.5 ď t, and hence

φ2p0q
p1 ` tφ2p0q0.5q2 ď φ2ptq ď φ2p0q

p1 ´ tφ2p0q0.5q2 . (27)

The lower bound is valid for t ě 0 and the upper bound is valid for all
0 ď t ă φ2p0q´0.5. Integrating twice, we find that

ψptφ2p0qq ď φptq ´ φp0q ´ φ1p0qt ď ψp´tφ2p0qq. (28)

The results follow by substituting t “ 1.

We now collect several basic properties from the literature.

Lemma 2.2. Assume that Λpqq is convex and satisfies Λpqq ě α}q}2 ` β

for some α ą 0, β P R and all q P R
d; in other words, the graph of Λ lies

above some cone. Denote z “ pq, sq P Q. For any q and t ą 0 let sptqpqq
satisfy Fspq, sptqpqqq ` t “ 0. Then, sptqpqq is uniquely defined for any q and
any t ą 0. Furthermore, let K Ă R

d be compact. Let t0 ą 0. There is a
constant C “ CpK,F, t0q, 1 ď C ă 8, such that the following are true:

1. Fspq, sq is a monotonically increasing function of s.

2. For ǫ ą 0, ´ν
ǫ

ď Fspq,Λpqq ` ǫq ď ´1
ǫ
.

10



3. 1
t

ď sptqpqq ´ Λpqq ď ν
t
.

4. Let q P K and ǫ :“ s ´ Λpqq. If 0 ă ǫ ď ν
t0

then σpF 2pq, sqq Ă
rC1, C2ǫ

´2s, where σp¨q denotes the spectrum of a matrix.

5. F pzq “ ´ log Φpzq with ´Φ
1

ν pzq convex and tz : Φpzq ą 0u is the
interior of Q.

6. For x P Q and y P R
d`1, put r “ }x ´ y}x. If r ă 1 then y P Q and

also

p1 ´ rq2F 2pxq ĺ F 2pyq ĺ
1

p1 ´ rq2F
2pxq. (29)

Proof. Recall the function πypxq [NN] defined by

πypxq “ inftt ě 0 :

whkkkkkkkikkkkkkkj
y ` t´1px´ yq P Qu. (30)

The fact that sptqpqq is uniquely defined for any t ą 0 follows from properties
1–3. We now show all the numbered properties in order.

1. Fs is a monotonically increasing function of s because F is strictly
convex.

2. Put z “ pr,Λprqq and x “ pr,Λprq ` ǫq (note that πzpxq “ 0) into
(NN2.3.7) to find Fspr,Λprq ` ǫqp´ǫq ě 1. Conversely, put y “ Λprq`

and x “ Λprq ` ǫ into (NN2.3.2) to find Fspr,Λprq ` ǫqp´ǫq ď ν.

3. From the first two properties, sptqprq is uniquely defined. From prop-
erty 2, t`Fspr,Λprq ` ǫq ď t´ 1

ǫ
ă 0 if ǫ ă 1{t thus sptqprq ě Λprq ` 1

t
.

Also from property 4, t ` Fspr,Λprq ` ǫq ě t ´ ν
ǫ

ą 0 if ǫ ą ν
t
. Thus,

sptqprq ď Λprq ` ν
t
.

4. Now we use (NN2.3.9):

F 2pzqrh2s´0.5 ď qzphq ď p1 ` 3νqF 2pzqrh2s´0.5, (31)

where qzphq “ suptt : z ˘ th P Qu. The function qzphq measures the
distance from point z to some point z˘ th on BQ in the directions ˘h.
Since the graph of Λ lies above some cone, i.e. Λpqq ě α}q}2 ` β, we
can find an upper bound for qzphq. To do this, write z “ pq, sq and
h “ pw, ηq. From z ˘ th P Q, we find that s ˘ tη ě Λpq ˘ twq ě

11



α}q˘ tw}2 `β ě αpt}w}2 ´}q}2q`β. Picking the sign so that ˘tη ă 0
yields

t ď s` α}q}2 ´ β

pα}w}2 ` |η|q ď s` α}q}2 ´ β

C}h}2
, (32)

where we have used that α}w}2 ` |η| is a norm of h “ pw, ηq that is
equivalent to the Euclidian norm }h}2 by norm equivalence in finite
dimensions. Furthermore, the numerator of (32) is also bounded, since
z “ pq, sq ranges in some compact set. This shows that t is uniformly
bounded by C{}h}2, and hence

qzphq ď C

}h}2
. (33)

We now find a lower bound for qzphq. For s ą Λpqq, put z “ pq, sq.
Since Λ is Lipschitz over K, the epigraph of Λ contains a ball of radius
Cps´ Λpqqq “ Cǫ centered at z. Thus,

qzphq ě Cǫ{}h}2. (34)

The result follows from (31), (33), (34).

5. This is part (iv) of [NN, Proposition 2.3.2].

6. This is [NN, Theorem 2.1.1].

Corollary 2.3.

σpF 2pDz˚
0 pt, xqqq Ă rC1, C2t

2s, (35)

where σpMq denotes the spectrum of the matrix M .

For self-concordant functions, damped Newton iterations can be proven
to converge, as follows.

Lemma 2.4. Let Gpzq be convex with a minimum at z˚. Define Lpδq “
tw : Gpwq ´ Gpz˚q ď δu. Assume that Gpzq is standard self-concordant
on Lpδq. Let zp0q P Lpδq be given, we define the suboptimality gap

as Gpzp0qq ´ Gpz˚q ď δ. Define the sequence zpkq for k ě 1 by damped
Newton iterations. Assume we stop the damped Newton iterations at the
first iteration k such that Gpzpkqq ´Gpz˚q ă ǫ. Then,

k ď CpGpzp0qq ´Gpz˚qq ` log2 log2 ǫ
´1. (36)

12



Proof. This is [Boyd and Vandenberghe, 2004, (9.56)], which also reveals
that C ď 375. A much smaller value of C can be estimated by following [NN,
section 2.2.3]. In double precision arithmetic, the expression log2 log2 ǫ

´1 can
be bounded by 6.

3 Quadrature

Definition 3.1. Let K̂ Ă R
d be the “reference simplex”. For each h ą 0,

assume Th is a triangulation of Ω. For each K P Th, we associate an affine
map fKpxq “ AKx ` bK such that K “ fKpK̂q. We say that Th is quasi-
uniform with parameter ρ ě 0 if ~AK~ ď h and ~A´1

K ~´1 ď ρh.

Assume we have a quadrature rule for the reference simplex:

I
K̂
ηpxq :“

βÿ

j“1

ωjηpx
K̂,j

q. (37)

We shall require that the quadrature weights satisfy

ωj ą 0. (38)

From this, we obtain a quadrature rule for K P Th:
ż phq

K

ηpxq “ |detAK |I
K̂
ηpAKx` bKq. (39)

Then, if E is a union of simplices in Th,

ż phq

E

ηpxq “
ÿ

KPTh
KĂE

ż phq

K

η|K . (40)

Here, the notation η|K indicates that we first restrict η to K, and it suffices
for η to be continuous on each K P Th. This allows one to integrate a
function η which may have jump discontinuities on edges of Th. In particular,
if E is the union of simplices in Th, then

ż phq

E

1 “ |E|. (41)
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We shall also denote the exact integral by
şp0q
E

“
ş
E
. Because of (38), we

may write the quadrature rule as

ż phq

Ω
η “

ÿ

KPTh
k“1,...,β

ωK,kyK,k where (42)

ωK,k “ |detAK |ωk, xK,k “ AKx
pkq ` bK and yK,k “ η|KpxK,kq. (43)

Thus,

Cminh
d ď tωK,k, |K|u ď Cmaxh

d, (44)

for some constants 0 ă Cmin ă 1 ă Cmax ă 8. We thus have Jensen’s
inequality

ψ

˜
1

|E|

ż phq

E

η

¸

ď 1

|E|

ż phq

E

ψpηq, (45)

for any convex function ψ. We further define the discrete norms

}η}p
L
p
h

pEq
“

ż phq

E

|η|p for 1 ď p ă 8, (46)

}η}L8
h

pEq “ sup
KPTh
KĂE

|ηpxK,kq|. (47)

We then have the discrete Hölder inequalities:

ż phq

E

|η| ď }η}Lp
h

pEq}η}
L
p1

h
pEq

where
1

p
` 1

p1
“ 1. (48)

The discretizations of F and f are:

Fhpwq “
ż phq

Ω
F pwpxqq and (49)

fhpwq “
ż phq

Ω
tcpxqrwpxqs ` F pDwpxqq. (50)

Let Vh Ă W 1,8pΩqˆL8pΩq be a piecewise polynomial space, such that DVh
is of degree α ´ 1. We define

Qh “ tv P Vh : vpxK,kq P Q for all K P Th, k “ 1, . . . , βu. (51)
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Then, we define the discretizations

z˚
hptq “ argmin

zPVh

fhpz, tq and (52)

z˚
h,t1,H

ptq “ argmin
zPz˚

h
pt1q`VH

fhpz, tq. (53)

Note that
ż phq

Ω
tcrφhs ` F 1pDz˚

hptqqrDφhs “ 0 for all φh P Vh and (54)

ż phq

Ω
tcrφH s ` F 1pDz˚

h,t1,H
ptqqrDφH s “ 0 for all φH P VH . (55)

Note that (55) uses the quadrature
şphq
Ω on the fine grid Th, but the test

function φH P VH is on the coarse grid TH , H ě h.

4 Self-concordance in function spaces

We were not able to find the system (9), (10) in the literature on nonlinear
elliptic partial differential equations, but see Gilbarg and Trudinger [1977].
In the present paper, we shall assume that the central path z˚pt, xq “ z˚

0 pt, xq
exists and is unique for t ą 0 and solves (6), (7), (8), (9), (10).

Lemma 4.1. Let h ě 0. Assume F pzq is a self-concordant barrier for Q
with parameter ν. Then,

ż phq

Ω
crz˚

h,t0,H
ptqs ´ inf

zPpzhpt0q`VH qXQ

ż phq

Ω
crzs ď ν|Ω|

t
. (56)

Proof.

ż phq

Ω
crz˚

h,t0,H
ptq ´ ws “ 1

t

ż phq

Ω
F 1pDz˚

h,t0,H
ptqqrDpw ´ z˚

h,t0,H
ptqqs (57)

ď 1

t

ż phq

Ω
ν “ ν|Ω|

t
, (58)

where we have used (7) and (NN2.3.2). The result follows by taking an
infimum over admissible wpxq.

Lemma 4.2. Let z P Q X L8 and q P L8 and h ě 0. Then,

pF1
hpzqrqsq2 ď |Ω|νF2

h pzqrq2s. (59)
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Proof.

|F1
hpzqrqs| “

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż phq

Ω
F 1pzqrqs

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ď
ż phq

Ω

a
νF 2pzqrq2s. (60)

The conclusion follows from Jensen’s inequality.

If we also had

|F3pzqrq3s| ď CF2pzqrq2s1.5, (61)

for all z P Q and q P L8, then we would indeed have a self-concordant barrier
on Q, which we have already noted is impossible in infinite dimensions. We
must therefore find some relaxation of (61). We begin with a crude estimate
that is useful as a “fallback”.

Lemma 4.3. Let C1, ρ be as per (44). The function C´1
1 h´dFh is a self-

concordant barrier for Qh with parameter

νphq “ Oph´dq. (62)

Proof.

C´1
1 h´dFhpwq “

ÿ

KPTh
k“1,...,k

C´1
1 h´dωK,kF pwpxK,kqq. (63)

The coefficients C´1
1 h´dωK,k of the sum are bounded between 1 and C2{C1,

so the result follows by self-concordant calculus.

Any algorithm that relies on the estimate (62) typically results in Õph´0.5dq “
Õp?

nq damped Newton iterations when short t steps are used. We now dis-
cuss a more nuanced theory with better iteration counts for some situations.

Definition 4.4 (Regularity hypotheses). Denote Bt´1 “ B
Bt´1 “ t B

Bt “ tBt.
Assume Th is a quasi-uniform triangulation of Ω. Denote by Πh the interpo-
lation operator for the piecewise polynomial space Vh Ă W 1,8pΩq ˆ L8pΩq;
assume DVh is of degree α ´ 1, and that α ě d. We say that pTh, c, F q is
regular if the following properties are satisfied.

1. F is a self-concordant barrier for Q with parameter ν, and |Λpqq| ě
α1}q}2 ` α2 for some constants α1 ą 0 and α2 P R.

16



2. The uniform discrete reverse Hölder inequality. There is a function
CRHpz˚

hptqq of ph, tq such that, for all 0 ă h ď H, K P TH , t0 ď t ă 8,
polynomial q such that Dq has degree α´ 1, then

›››
b
F 2pDz˚

hptqqrpDqq2s
›››
L8
h

pKq
(64)

ď CRHpz˚
hptqq|K|´1

›››
b
F 2pDz˚

hptqqrpDqq2s
›››
L1

h
pKq

.

The function CRHpz˚
hptqq grows no faster than polylogarithmically in

pt, hq.

3. Smoothness:

DBt´1z˚
0 P L8prt0,8s;Wα,8pΩqq. (65)

4. Optimal approximation property:

}Dz˚
0 ´Dz˚

h}L8prt0,8sˆΩq ` }DBt´1z˚
0 ´DBt´1z˚

h}L8prt0,8sˆΩq ď Chα.

(66)

In complex analysis, if a function f is analytic at a point z˚, then one
may expand it into a power series. If w is within the region of convergence
of this power series, f is also analytic at w, and one may find a new power
series expansion, this time at w, to expand the domain of analyticity of
f ; this procedure is called “analytic continuation”. It turns out that if
Gpzpxqq satisfies a certain reverse Hölder inequality for some z P Qh, then
Gpwpxqq will satisfy a related Hölder inequality if w P Qh is in a suitable
neighborhood of z, and this procedure can be used to propagate the reverse
Hölder inequality to larger subsets of Qh.

Theorem 4.5 (Reverse Hölder continuation). Let z˚ P Qh, 1 ě H ě h ě 0
and t ą 0. Consider the affine space A “ z˚`VH and assume that z˚ “ z˚

Aptq
minimizes z Ñ fhpz, tq over z P A. Assume that the following reverse Hölder
inequality holds:

}
a
F 2pDz˚qrpDvq2s}L8

h
pKq ď CRHpz˚q|K|´1}

a
F 2pDz˚qrpDvq2s}L1

h
pKq,

(67)

for all K P T
Ĥ
, 1 ě Ĥ ě h, and v a polynomial such that Dv has degree

α ´ 1. Let 0 ď δ ă 1. Let w P A such that

fhpw, tq ´ fhpz˚, tq ď δp1 `
a

2|Ω|q´2C´2
RHpz˚qC2

minH
2d “: β. (68)
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Then, the following reverse Hölder inequality also holds:

}
a
F 2pDwqrpDvq2s}L8

h
pKq ď CRHpA, t, βq|K|´1}

a
F 2pDwqrpDvq2s}L1

h
pKq

(69)

where CRHpA, t, βq ď CRHpz˚qp1 ´
?
δq´2, (70)

for all K P T
Ĥ
, 1 ě Ĥ ě h.

Proof. Note that

Bwfhpz˚, tq “
ż phq

Ω
tcrws ` F 1pDz˚qrDws “ 0. (71)

Therefore,

fhpw, tq ´ fhpz˚, tq “
ż phq

Ω
tcrw ´ z˚s ` F pDwq ´ F pDz˚q (72)

“
ż phq

Ω
F pDwq ´ F pDz˚q ´ F 1pDz˚qrDpw ´ z˚qs. (73)

We apply (22) with G “ F and y “ Dw and z “ Dz˚ to arrive at

fhpw, tq ´ fhpz˚, tq ě
ż phq

Ω
ψ

´a
F 2pDz˚qrpDw ´Dz˚q2s

¯
(74)

ě |Ω|ψ
˜

|Ω|´1

ż phq

Ω

a
F 2pDz˚qrpDw ´Dz˚q2s

¸

, (75)

where we have used Jensen’s inequality. We continue by using the bound
ψ´1pβq ď β `

?
2β to arrive at

β `
a

2|Ω|β ě
ż phq

Ω

a
F 2pDz˚qrpDw ´Dz˚q2s (76)

“
ÿ

KPTH

}
a
F 2pDz˚qrpDw ´Dz˚q2s}L1

h
pKq (77)

ě
ÿ

KPTH

C´1
RHpz˚q|K|}

a
F 2pDz˚qrpDw ´Dz˚q2s}L8

h
pKq (78)

ě C´1
RHpz˚q max

KPTH

|K|}
a
F 2pDz˚qrpDw ´Dz˚q2s}L8

h
pKq. (79)

›››
a
F 2pDz˚qrpDw ´Dz˚q2s

›››
L8
h

pKq
ď p1 `

a
2|Ω|qCRH |K|´1

a
β “: r. (80)
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provided β ď 1. Then, from (29), if r ă 1, we find that on K P T
Ĥ
,

p1 ´ rq2F 2pDz˚q ĺ F 2pDwq ĺ p1 ´ rq´2F 2pDz˚q. (81)

In particular, for any polynomial v such that Dv is of degree α´ 1, we have
the following reverse Hölder inequality:

}
a
F 2pDwqrpDvq2s}L8

h
pKq ď p1 ´ rq´1}

a
F 2pDz˚qrpDvq2s}L8

h
pKq (82)

ď p1 ´ rq´1CRH |K|´1}
a
F 2pDz˚qrpDvq2s}L1

h
pKq

(83)

ď CRHp1 ´ rq´2|K|´1}
a
F 2pDwqrpDvq2s}L1

h
pKq,

(84)

valid for any K P T
Ĥ
.

Definition 4.6. Let z˚ P Q, β ě 0 and H ě h ě 0 and t ą 0. Consider the
affine space A “ z˚ ` VH and assume that z˚ minimizes z Ñ fhpz, tq over
z P A. Define the “Lebesgue set”

LA,tpβq “ tw P A : fhpw, tq ´ fhpz˚, tq ď βu. (85)

Theorem 4.5 states that reverse Hölderness propagates from a single
point z˚ to a “neighborhood” LA,tpβq. In Section 6, we shall use this con-
tinuation procedure iteratively.

5 Analysis of the näıve algorithm

Lemma 5.1. Assume pTh, c, F q is regular.

fhpz˚
hpt1q, tq ´ fhpz˚

hptq, tq ď ν|Ω|pρ´ log ρ´ 1q where ρ “ t

t1
ě 1. (86)

fhpz˚
hptq, tq ´ fhpz˚

0 ptq, tq ď Cmintthα, pthαq2u. (87)

Proof. From the regularity of pTh, c, F q and Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2,

fhpz˚
hptq, tq ´ fhpz˚

0 ptq, tq ď
ż phq

Ω
ψ

´
´

b
F 2pz˚

0 ptqqrpDz˚
hptq ´Dz˚

0 ptqq2s
¯

(88)

ď
ż phq

Ω
ψ p´Ct}Dz˚

hptq ´Dz˚
0 ptq}2q (89)

ď
ż phq

Ω
ψ p´Cthαq (90)

ď Ct2h2α, (91)
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valid for 0 ď Cthα ď 0.5, and where we have used that ψpαq “ Opα2q as
α Ñ 0 and ψ is monotonically decreasing for α ď 0.

In the regime Cthα ą 0.5, we use instead the following argument. Put
gptq “ fhpz˚

hptq, tq ´ fhpz˚
0 ptq, tq. Then,

g1ptq “
ż phq

Ω
crz˚

hptq ´ z˚
0 ptqs dx (92)

`

0hkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkikkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkj
ż phq

Ω
tcrBtz˚

hptqs ` F 1pDz˚
hptqqrDBtz˚

hptqs dx (93)

´

0hkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkikkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkj
ż phq

Ω
tcrBtz˚

0 ptqs ` F 1pDz˚
0 ptqqrDBtz˚

0 ptqs dx . (94)

The regularity of pΩ, c, F q then gives |g1ptq| ď Chα and hence gptq ď gp1q `
pt ´ t1qChα ď tChα `Op1q, which proves (87).

Now set gptq “ fhpz˚
hpt1q, tq ´ fhpz˚

hptq, tq. Note that gpt1q “ 0. Further-
more,

g1ptq “
ż phq

Ω
crz˚

hpt1q ´ z˚
hptqs dx (95)

´

0hkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkikkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkj
ż phq

Ω
tcrBtz˚

hptqs ` F 1pDz˚
hptqqrDBtz˚

hptqs dx . (96)

We see that g1pt1q “ 0. Thus,

g2ptq “ ´
ż phq

Ω
crBtz˚

hptqs (97)

“ 1

t

ż phq

Ω
F 1pDz˚

hqrDBtz˚
hs (98)

ď
?
ν

t

ż phq

Ω

b
F 2rpDBtz˚

hq2s (99)

ď
a
ν|Ω|
t

dż phq

Ω
F 2rpDBtz˚

hq2s (100)

“
a
ν|Ω|
t

d

´
ż phq

Ω
crBtz˚

hptqs (101)

“
a
ν|Ω|
t

a
g2ptq (102)
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Thus,

g2ptq ď ν|Ω|
t2

. (103)

The result follows by integrating twice.

We now prove our first main theorem.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. In view of Lemma 4.3, note that short t steps on the
fine grid satisfy tk`1 “ ρtk with ρ´ 1 „ h0.5d.

We begin with the analysis of the h-then-t schedule. The initial step of
the algorithm is to start from an admissible zp0q P Vhp1q X Q, the coarsest
space, and find the center z˚

hp1qpt0q by damped Newton iterations. This will
require a certain number N0 of damped Newton iterations, but this initial
problem the same regardless of the choice of the finest grid level. In other
words, N0 is independent of the fine grid parameter h, so this initial step
requires Op1q damped Newton iterations.

According to Lemma 4.3 and (87), since t0 “ Op1q, for any grid level
hpℓq ě hpLq “ h, the function Ch´dfhpw, t0q is standard self-concordant on
Vhpℓq XQ, and the suboptimality gap is Ophα´dq “ Op1q so each h refinement
converges in Op1 ` log log ǫ´1q damped Newton iterations.

Once on the fine grid, according to (86), the short t step length is optimal,
resulting in Õph´0.5dq damped Newton iterations.

Now consider an arbitrary schedule of t and h refinements. We only
consider the final grid refinement (i.e. from level hpL´1q to hpLq “ h), and
the subsequent t refinement on the fine grid h. Say that this occurs at
iteration j, i.e. hj “ hpL´1q and hj`1 “ hpLq “ h. We make two cases.
First, if tj ą h´α, then the suboptimality gap of Ch´df for the final h
refinement given by (87) is at best Oph´dq. By the standard theory, short t
steps are theoretically optimal and converge in Õph´0.5dq damped Newton
iterations.

We now consider the case tj ď h´α. We count the t refinements on
the fine grid. Because short t steps are optimal, and because the stopping
criterion is t „ h´2α, the theoretical estimate must be at least Õph´0.5dq
damped Newton iterations for these t refinements.
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6 Analysis of Algorithm MGB

Lemma 6.1. Assume pTh, c, F q is regular. There is a constant Chref such
that

fhpz˚
h,t1,H

ptq, tq ´ fhpz˚
hptq, tq ď C2

hrefH
2α

ˆ
t

t1
´ 1

˙2

, (104)

provided that Chrefpt{t1 ´ 1q ď 0.6838.

Proof. We shall denote by Πh the interpolation operator for Vh. Let

wh,t1,Hptq “ z˚
hpt1q ` ΠHpz˚

0 ptq ´ z˚
0 pt1qq. (105)

Put gptq “ Dwh,t1,Hptq ´Dz˚
hptq, and note that gpt1q “ 0. Then,

}Dwh,t1,Hptq ´Dz˚
hptq}L8

h
“ }gptq}L8

h
“ }gptq ´ gpt1q}L8

h
(106)

“
›››››

ż t´1

t´1

1

Bt´1gpτq dτ
›››››
L8
h

(107)

ď
ż t´1

t´1

1

}DΠHBt´1z˚
0 pτq ´DBt´1z˚

hpτq}L8
h
dτ

(108)

ď
ż t´1

t´1

1

}DΠHBt´1z˚
0 pτq ´DBt´1z˚

0 pτq}L8
h

(109)

` }DBt´1z˚
0 pτq ´DBt´1z˚

hpτq}L8
h
dτ (110)

ď CHαpt´1
1 ´ t´1q. (111)

Thus,

fhpwh,t1,Hptqq ´ fhpz˚
hptqq ď

ż phq

Ω
ψ

´
´

b
F 2pDz˚

hqrpDwh,t1,Hptq ´Dz˚
hptqq2s

¯

(112)

ď
ż phq

Ω
ψ p´Ct}Dwh,t1,Hptq ´Dz˚

hptq}2q (113)

ď
ż phq

Ω
ψ p´CHαpt{t1 ´ 1qq (114)

ď CH2αpt{t1 ´ 1q2, (115)

where we have used that ψpαq ď α2 when ´0.6838 ď α ď 0 and ψpαq is
monotonically decreasing for α ď 0.
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Lemma 6.2. Denote by L “ Oplog hq the number of grid levels, from the
coarsest level hp1q to the fine grid level h “ hpLq. Assume that α ě d. We
denote z˚

h “ z˚
hptq (i.e. the ommited ptq is implied), but z˚

hpt1q has its usual
meaning. For t ą 0, assume that z˚

h “ z˚
hptq satisfies the following reverse

Hölder inequality:

}
b
F 2pDz˚

hqrpDvq2s}L8
h

pKq ď CRHpz˚
hq|K|´1}

b
F 2pDz˚

hqrpDvq2s}L1

h
pKq,

(116)

for all 1 ě H ě h, K P TH and polynomial v such that Dv is of degree α´1.
Define

β̃ “ 4´de´4p1 `
a

2|Ω|q´2C2
min (117)

β “ pL ` 1q´2C´2
RHpz˚

hptqqβ̃. (118)

Denote ρ “ t{t1 and assume that

ρ ă 1 ` C´1
href

a
β. (119)

For ℓ “ 1, . . . , L, put Aℓ “ z˚
hpt1q ` Vhpℓq. Then,

fhpz˚
h,t1,hpℓqq ´ fhpz˚

hq ď p0.5hpℓqq2dβ and (120)

CRHpAℓ, t, phpℓqq2dβq ď e2CRHpz˚
hq. (121)

for all K P TH and 1 ě H ě h and polynomial v such that the degree of Dv
is α ´ 1.

Furthermore, if

w P LAℓ,tpphpℓqq2dβq, (122)

then, for an arbitrary test function φ P VH ,

ˇ̌
F3
h pDwqrpDφq3s

ˇ̌
ď 2e2CRHpz˚

hqC´0.5
min H

´0.5dpFpDwqrpDφq2sq1.5. (123)

In particular, the function w Ñ e4C2
RHpz˚

hqC´1
minphpℓqq´dfhpw, tq is standard

self-concordant on LAℓ,tpphpℓqq2dβq with suboptimality gap bounded by

4´dphpℓqqpdqCminp1 `
a

2|Ω|q´2pL ` 1q´2. (124)

The damped Newton method on LAℓ,tpphpℓqq2dβq converges in

Op1q ` log log ǫ´1 iterations. (125)
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Proof. For ℓ “ 1, . . . , L, we begin by proving a reverse Hölder inequality of
the form

}
b
F 2pDz˚

h,t1,hpℓqqrpDvq2s}L8
h

pKq ď C|K|´1}
b
F 2pDz˚

h,t1,hpℓqqrpDvq2s}L1

h
pKq,

(126)

for all 1 ě H ě h ą 0 and for all K P TH . We shall denote by CRHpz˚
h,t1,hpℓqq

the smallest constant C such that (126) holds. We do a proof by induction
“backwards”, starting from ℓ “ L, that the following inequality holds

CRHpz˚
h,t1,hpℓqq ď

ˆ
1 ´ 1

L` 1

˙´2pL´ℓq

CRHpz˚
hq. (127)

For ℓ “ L, since z˚
h,t1,hpLq “ z˚

h,t1,h
“ z˚

h , the induction hypothesis is tau-

tological. We now prove by induction the cases ℓ “ L ´ 1, . . . , 1. We find
that

fhpz˚
h,t1,hpℓqq ´ fhpz˚

h,t1,0.5hpℓqq (128)

ď fhpz˚
h,t1,hpℓqq ´ fhpz˚

hq (129)

(104)
ď C2

hrefphpℓqq2dpρ ´ 1q2 (130)

ď phpℓqq2dpL ` 1q´2C´2
RHpz˚

hptqqβ̃ (131)

“ phpℓqq2dpL ` 1q´24´de´4p1 `
a

2|Ω|q´2C´2
RHpz˚

hqC2
min. (132)

Note that
´
1 ´ 1

L`1

¯´2pL´ℓq
ď

´
1 ´ 1

L`1

¯´2L
ď e2, so from (127) with ℓ re-

placed by ℓ`1 (i.e. the induction hypothesis), we find that CRHpz˚
h,t1,hpℓ`1qq ď

e2CRHpz˚
hq, so that

fhpz˚
h,t1,hpℓqq ´ fhpz˚

h,t1,0.5hpℓqq ď βℓ`1 where (133)

βℓ “ C2
minphpℓqq2d

pL` 1q2p1 `
a

2|Ω|q2C2
RHpz˚

h,t1,hpℓqq
. (134)

We put A “ Aℓ`1 “ z˚
hpt1q ` V0.5hpℓq and β “ βℓ`1 to find that (68) holds
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with δ “ pL ` 1q´2 ă 1. Thus,

CRHpAℓ`1, t, βℓ`1q
(70)
ď p1 ´

?
δq´2CRHpz˚

h,t1,0.5hpℓqq (135)

(127)
ď

ˆ
1 ´ 1

L` 1

˙´2 ˆ
1 ´ 1

L` 1

˙´2pL´ℓ´1q

CRHpz˚
hq

(136)

“
ˆ
1 ´ 1

L` 1

˙´2pL´ℓq

CRHpz˚
hq. (137)

Then, from z˚
h,t1,hℓ P LAℓ`1,tpβℓ`1q, we have that CRHpz˚

h,t1,hℓq ď CRHpAℓ`1, t, βℓ`1q,
and there follows (127). This completes the induction proof of (127) for
ℓ “ 1, . . . , L.

We now prove the self-concordance of Fh. Let φ P VH be an arbitrary
test function, and write φ “ ř

KPTH
1KvK , where each vK is a polynomial

such that the degree of Dvk is α´ 1.

ˇ̌
F3
h pDwqrpDφq3s

ˇ̌
(138)

ď
ż phq

Ω
2|F 2pDwqrpDφq2s|1.5 (139)

ď 2}F 2pDwqrpDφq2s}L1

h
pΩq}

a
F 2pDwqrpDφq2s}L8

h
pΩq (140)

“ 2}F 2pDwqrpDφq2s}L1

h
pΩq max

KPTH

}
a
F 2pDwqrpDvKq2s}L8

h
pKq (141)

ď 2e2CRHpz˚
hq}F 2pDwqrpDφq2s}L1

h
pΩq max

KPTH

|K|´1}
a
F 2pDwqrpDvKq2s}L1

h
pKq

(142)

ď 2e2CRHpz˚
hq}F 2pDwqrpDφq2s}L1

h
pΩq max

KPTH

|K|´0.5
b

}F 2pDwqrpDvKq2s}L1

h
pKq

(143)

ď 2e2CRHpz˚
hqC´0.5

min H
´0.5d}F 2pDwqrpDφq2s}1.5

L1

h
pΩq. (144)

Lemma 6.3.

fhpz˚
hpt1q, tq ´ fhpz˚

h,t1,H
ptq, tq ď ν|Ω|pρ´ log ρ´ 1q where ρ “ t

t1
ě 1.

(145)
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Proof. Let gptq “ fhpz˚
hpt1q, tq ´ fhpz˚

h,t1,H
ptq, tq.

g1ptq “
ż phq

Ω
crz˚

hpt1q ´ z˚
h,t1,H

ptqs dx (146)

´

0hkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkikkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkkj
˜ż phq

Ω
tcrBtz˚

h,t1,H
ptq ` F 1pDz˚

h,t1,H
ptqqrDBtz˚

h,t1,H
ptqs dx

¸

, (147)

where we have used that Btz˚
h,t1,H

ptq P VH , the tangent space of A “ z˚
hpt1q`

VH . We further see that g1pt1q “ 0. Thus,

|g2ptq| “
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż phq

Ω
crBtz˚

h,t1,H
ptqs

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

(148)

“ 1

t

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż phq

Ω
F 1pDz˚

h,t1,H
ptqqrDBtz˚

h,t1,H
ptqs

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

(149)

ď 1

t

ż phq

Ω

b
νF 2pDz˚

h,t1,H
ptqqrpDBtz˚

h,t1,H
ptqq2s (150)

ď 1

t

d

ν|Ω|
ż phq

Ω
F 2pDz˚

h,t1,H
ptqqrpDBtz˚

h,t1,H
ptqq2s (151)

“ 1

t

d

´ν|Ω|
ż phq

Ω
crBtz˚

h,t1,H
ptqs (152)

“ 1

t

a
ν|Ω| |g2ptq|. (153)

As a result,

|g2ptq| ď ν|Ω|
t2

. (154)

Lemma 6.4. Define

Cmg “ min

$
&

%

b
β̃

Chref
,

b
2β̃ php1qqd
a
ν|Ω|

,
.

-
. (155)

Assume

ρ ď 1 ` Cmg

pL` 1qCRH pz˚
hptqq . (156)
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Put t “ ρt1. Then, Algorithm MGB compute z˚
hptq from z˚

hpt1q in

L
`
Op1q ` log log ǫ´1

˘
Newton iterations. (157)

Proof. Denote Aℓ “ z˚
hpt1q ` Vhpℓq . From (145), (155), (156) and from ρ ´

log ρ´ 1 ď 0.5pρ ´ 1q2,

z˚
hpt1q P LA1,tpβ̃php1qq2dpL` 1q´2C´2

RHpz˚
hptqqq “ LA1,tpβphp1qq2dq. (158)

According to (125), the damped Newton methos starting at z˚
hpt1q will locate

z˚
h,t1,hp1qptq in

Op1q ` log log ǫ´1 iterations. (159)

Furthermore, for each ℓ “ 1, . . . , L´ 1, we find that

z˚
h,t1,hpℓqptq P LAℓ`1,tpphpℓ`1qq2dβq. (160)

According to (125), the damped Newton methos starting at z˚
h,t1,hpℓqptq will

locate z˚
h,t1,hpℓ`1qptq in (159) iterations. Thus, the total number of iterations

is obtained by multiplying (159) by L.

We are now ready to prove our second main theorem.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. The initial step of Algorithm MGB begins with an
admissible zp0q P Vhp1q XQ, finds z˚

hp1q pt0q by damped Newton steps, and from
there performs h refinements to compute z˚

hpt0q. This procedure is identical
to the initial phase of the h-then-t schedule of the näıve algorithm. The
proof of Theorem 1.2 shows that this initial phase requires Õp1q damped
Newton steps.

The number of damped Newton iterations to compute z˚
hptk`1q from

z˚
hptkq is given by (157). It thus suffices to count the number of t-steps. The
t step size is limited by (156). Since we start with t0 “ Op1q and end when
tk „ h2α, the total number of t steps at most

O

˜

plogph2α{t0qqp1 ´ log2phqq sup
tPrt0 ,h2αs

CRHpz˚
hptqq

¸

. (161)

This whole expression is bounded by a polylogarithm of h.
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7 Reverse inequalities

In the present section, we show that many functions satisfy reverse Hölder
and Sobolev inequalities. Our goal is to show that the reverse Hölder in-
equality of Definition 4.4 is satisfied if the solution z˚

0 and the barrier F
satisfy some smoothness conditions.

Lemma 7.1. Let Dpx,Rq Ă C be a disc centered at x P C of radius R, and
let r ă R. Then, for any bounded analytic function fpxq on Dpx,Rq,

}f 1}L8pDpx,rqq ď R

pR ´ rq2 }f}L8pDpx,Rqq. (162)

Proof. For y P Dpx, rq, the Cauchy integral formula gives

|f 1pyq| “

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

1

2πi

¿

BDpx,Rq

fpzq
pz ´ yq2 dz

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

(163)

ď R

pR ´ rq2 }f}L8pBDpx,Rq. (164)

Lemma 7.2. Denote by Pβ the set of polynomials in x P C of degree β, and
let ǫ ą 0. Given β, there is a constant C “ Cpβ, ǫq such that the following
holds. For any q P Pβ , x P R and r ą 0,

}q}L8pDpx,rqq ď Cr´1}q}L1px´ǫr,x`ǫrq. (165)

Proof. For u P Pβ , by norm equivalence in finite dimensions, there is a
constant C such that

}u}L8pDp0,1qq ď C}u}L1p´ǫ,ǫq. (166)

For arbitrary q P Pβ, the substitution upyq “ qppy ´ xq{rq gives

}q}L8pDpx,rqq “ }u}L8pDp0,1qq (167)

ď C}u}L1p´ǫ,ǫq (168)

“ Cr´1}q}L1px´ǫr,x`ǫrq. (169)
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Let U Ă C
m be a domain. We now recall the Weierstrass preparation

theorem, see Krantz [2001, Theorem 6.4.5] for details. A Weierstrass poly-

nomial of degree β is a function ppx, yq “ xβ ` řβ´1
j“0 ajpyqxj defined on

some polydisc px, yq Ă B, such that each function ajpyq is holomorphic on
its domain. A unit upx, yq is a nonzero holomorphic function on B. The
Weierstrass preparation theorem states that, if f is holomorphic on U and
z P U then fpzq “ ppzqupzq for some Weierstrass polynomial p, unit u, on
some polydisc neighborhood B Ă U of z.

The Weierstrass polynomial satisfies the formula

ppx, yq “
βź

j“1

px´ αjpyqq, (170)

where α1pyq, . . . , αβpyq are the roots of the function x Ñ fpx, yq on B. The
functions tαjpyqu are holomorphic in y.

Lemma 7.3. With the notation of the Weierstrass preparation theorem, if
fpx, yq ě 0 when px, yq P R

m, then

ppx, yq “
β{2ź

j“1

px ´ βjpyqqpx ´ β̄jpyqq, (171)

where each βj satisfies ℜβjpyq ě 0.

Proof. Passing to a smaller neighborhood B if necessary, fpx, yq is given
by its power series, which has real coefficients, and thus satisfies fpx̄, yq “
Ğfpx, yq. Thus, the roots of fpx, yq in B are either real (in which case they
must be of even order because f ě 0), or they must occur in conjugate pairs,
giving rise to the roots βjpyq in (171).

Corollary 7.4. We set

rpx, yq “
β{2ź

j“1

px ´ βjpyqq and (172)

vpzq “
a
upzq. (173)

Then, fpx, yq “ v2px, yq|rpx, yq|2 on B X R
m, and v is a unit on B.

Proof. The fact that rpx, yqrpx̄, yq “ p is directly from Lemma 7.3. Passing
to a smaller B if necessary, since u ‰ 0 on B, we may assume that upBq
is contained in a half-plane that excludes the origin. Thus, v “ ?

u is a
well-defined holomorphic unit function.
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Lemma 7.5. Let z P U X R
m, and let 0 ă ǫ ă 1. Assume f is holomorphic

on U , and f ě 0 on U X R
m. There is a constant C and polydisc B “ś

j Dpzj , Rjqsuch that the following holds. For every a P Dpz1, R1q X R and

δ ą 0 such that ra ´ 2δ, a ` 2δs Ă Dpz1, R1q, and for every y P R
m´1 Xśm

j“2Dpzj , Rjq,

δ}
a
fp¨, yq}L8pa´δ,a`δq ` δ2}

a
fp¨, yq1}L8pa´δ,a`δq ď C}

a
fp¨, yq}L1pa´ǫδ,a`ǫδq

(174)

where ¨1 denotes the partial derivative with respect to x.

Proof. We use the Weierstrass preparation theorem, in the form of Corollary
7.4.

}
a
fp¨, yq}L8pa´δ,a`δq “ }vr}L8pa´δ,a`δq (175)

ď }v}L8}rp¨, yq}L8pDpa,δqq (176)

(165)
ď C

δ
}rp¨, yq}L1pa´ǫδ,a`ǫδq (177)

ď C

δ
}fp¨, yq}L1pa´ǫδ,a`ǫδq. (178)

Furthermore,

}
a
fp¨, yq1}L8pa´δ,a`δq “ }pv|r|q1}L8pa´δ,a`δq (179)

“ }v1|r| ` v sgnprqr1}L8pa´δ,a`δq (180)

ď Cp}r}L8pa´δ,a`δq ` }r1}L8pa´δ,a`δqq (181)

(162)
ď C

ˆ
}r}L8pDpa,δqq ` 2

δ
}r}L8pDpa,2δqq

˙
(182)

(165)
ď C

δ2
}r}L1pa´ǫδ,a`ǫδq (183)

ď C

δ2
}
a
f}L1pa´ǫδ,a`ǫδq. (184)

The following inequality is also sometimes called a reverse Poincaré or
Friedrichs inequality.

Lemma 7.6 (Strong reverse Sobolev inequality). Let U Ă C
m be a domain,

and K Ă U X R
m be compact. For z P C

m, denote z “ pzpjq, z̃pjqq with
zpjq P C

j. Let f be holomorphic on U and f ě 0 on U X R
m and ǫ ą 0.
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There is a constant C such that the following holds. If z P K and δ ą 0, put

V pjqpδq “ śj
i“1rzpjq

i ´ δ, z
pjq
i ` δs. If V pjqp2δq ˆ tz̃pjqu Ă U , then

δj}
b
fp¨, z̃pjqq}L8pV pjqpδqq ` δj`1}Bzpjq

b
fp¨, z̃pjqq}L8pV pjqpδqq

ď C}
b
fp¨, z̃pjqq}L1pV pjqpǫδqq. (185)

Proof. We can cover K by polydiscs B as per Lemma 7.5, so that we may
replace U by some polydisc B. On B, we proceed by induction on j.

If j “ 1, then (185) coincides with (174).
For the inductive step, assume that (185) holds for a given value of j,

we show that it also holds with j replaced by j ` 1.

δj`1}
b
fp¨, z̃pj`1qq}L8pV pj`1qpδqq ` δj`2}Bz1

b
fp¨, z̃pj`1qq}L8pV pj`1qpδqq (186)

“ δ sup
ξPrzj`1´δ,zj`1`δs

ˆ
δj}

b
fp¨, ξ, z̃pj`1qq}L8pV pjqpδqq (187)

`δj`1}Bz1
b
fp¨, ξ, z̃pj`1qq}L8pV pjqpδqq

˙
(188)

(185)
ď Cδ sup

ξPrzj`1´δ,zj`1`δs
}
b
fp¨, ξ, z̃pj`1qq}L1pV pjqpδqq (189)

ď C

›››››
δ sup
ξPrzj`1´δ,zj`1`δs

b
fp¨, ξ, z̃pj`1qq

›››››
L1pV pjqpδqq

(190)

(174)
ď C

›››››

ż zj`1`δ

zj`1´δ

b
fp¨, ξ, z̃pj`1qq dξ

›››››
L1pV pjqpδqq

(191)

“ C}
b
fp¨, z̃pjqq}L1pV pjqpǫδqq. (192)

Permuting the entries of z if necessary, we see that the partial derivative
Bz1 can be replaced by any Bzi with i “ 1, . . . , j ` 1, and the conclusion
follows.

Lemma 7.7. Assume that U ˆ Y Ă C
m is a domain, and f2 : U ˆ Y Ñ C

is complex analytic. Let L Ă U ˆY XR
m be compact. Assume fpwq ě 0 for

all w P L. Denote w “ px, yq with x P C
d. Assume g0 : ΩˆY Ñ L. Assume

that the singular values of Bxg0 are uniformly bounded above and below. For
H ě h ě 0, assume gh : Ω ˆ Y Ñ L with }ghp¨, yq ´ g0p¨, yq}L8pΩq ď C0h,
where C0 ą 0 is some constant. There are constants ǫ0 ą 0 and C1 ă 8
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such that for any H such that h ď ǫ0H and K P TH , there holds the reverse
Hölder inequality:

}fpghp¨, yq, yq}L8
h

pKq ď C1H
´d}fpghp¨, yq, yq}L1

h
pKq. (193)

Proof. For any K P TH , let xpKq P K be the center of mass, and z “
zpKq “ g0pxpKqq. The bounds on the singular values of Bxg0 guarantee
that V pǫHq Ă g0pKq Ă V pCHq, where V pδq “ śd

i“1rzi ´ δ, zi ` δs, and
0 ă ǫ ă C ă 8 are constants. In addition, from

ş
K
fpg0px, yq, yq dx “ş

g0pKq fpwq{detppBxg0qpg´1
0 pwqqq dx and the bounds on Bxg0, we have

C3}fp¨, yq}L1pV pǫHqq ď }fpg0p¨, yq, yq}L1pKq ď C4}fp¨, yq}L1pV pCHqq. (194)

Thus,

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż phq

K

fpghp¨, yq, yq ´
ż

K

fpg0p¨, yq, yq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

(195)

ď
ż phq

K

|fpghp¨, yq, yq ´ fpg0p¨, yq, yq| (196)

`
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż phq

K

fpg0p¨, yq, yq ´
ż

K

fpg0p¨, yq, yq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

(197)

ď |fp¨, yq|W 1,8pV pCHqq}ghp¨, yq ´ g0p¨, yq}L1pKq ` C|fpg0p¨, yqq|W 1,8pKq|K|h
ď C|fp¨, yq|W 1,8pV pCHqqh|K| (198)

(174)
ď C}fp¨, yq}L1pV pǫHqqH

´d´1|K|h (199)

ď C}fpg0p¨, yq, yq}L1pKq

ˆ
h

H

˙
. (200)

Thus, if C
`
h
H

˘
ă 0.5, we have that

}fpghp¨, yq, yq}L8
h

pKq ď }fp¨, yq}L8pV pCHqq (201)

(174)
ď CH´d}fp¨, yq}L1pV pǫHqq (202)

ď CH´d}fpg0pKq, yq}L1pKq (203)

ď 2CH´d}fpghpKq, yq}L1

h
pKq. (204)
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Theorem 7.8 (“A priori estimate” for the uniform discrete reverse Hölder
inequality). Let U P C

d be a domain and L Ă U X R
d be compact. Assume

that Bxu˚
hpt, xq P L for all 0 ď h ď hp1q, t0 ď t ď 8 and x P cl Ω. Fur-

ther assume that the singular values of the Hessian B2xu˚
0pt, xq are uniformly

bounded above and below. Assume that F “ ´ log Φ and that Φ is analytic
on U . Assume that Φs is uniformly bounded below on L. There is a con-
stant C ă 8 such that, for all H ě h ě 0 and K P TH , and all polynomial
functions v such that Dv has degree α´ 1, then

}
b
F 2pDz˚

hptqqrpDvq2s}L8pKq ď CH´d}
b
F 2pDz˚

hptqqrpDvq2s}L1pKq. (205)

This is the uniform discrete reverse Hölder inequality of Definition 4.4.

Proof. From tΦ ´ Φspq, sptqpqqq “ 0 and the implicit function theorem, we
see that sptqpqq is an analytic function of pt, qq. Denoting w “ pq, sptqpqqq, the
function f2pq, t, vq “ pDvqTΦ2pwqF 2pwqDv “ pΦ1pwqrDvsq2´ΦpwqΦ2pwqrpDvq2s
is complex analytic on U ˆ Y where Y “ rt0,8s ˆ S. Furthermore,

Φpwq “ 1

t
Φspwq “ Θpt´1q; (206)

i.e. Φpwqt is uniformly bounded below and above. We put qpxq “ ghpx, tq :“
Bxu˚

hpt, xq. Note that

}Du˚
hptq ´Du˚

0ptq}L8pΩq ď Ch. (207)

Now let ǫ0 ą 0 be as in Lemma 7.7. If ǫ0H ď h “ Ophq then we use the
“rough” quadrature bound

ż phq

K

η “
ÿ

i

ωiηpxiq ě ωi0ηpxi0q ě Chd}η}L8
h

pKq, (208)

for some suitable i0 such that }η}L8
h

pKq “ ηpxi0q. In this regime, we have
H “ Ophq so that

}
a
F 2pDz˚

hptqqrpDvq2s}L8
h

pKq

}
a
F 2pDz˚

hptqqrpDvq2s}L1

h
pKq

ď CH´d. (209)

In the regime h ă ǫ0H, (193) is the desired estimate.
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8 Implementation: the practical MGB algorithm

Theorem 1.4 states that Algorithm MGB converges for certain large t steps,
but not arbitrarily large t steps. Thus, some sort of t step size adaptation is
needed. Furthermore, it was shown in Loisel [2020] that the great majority
of the time, z˚

hptk`1q can be computed directly from z˚
hptkq with a long

step size, with very few Newton steps. In view of these two facts, we now
introduce the practical MGB algorithm, which operates as follows.

Definition 8.1 (The practical MGB algorithm). To compute z˚
hptkq from

z˚
hptk´1q, proceed as follows.

1. Set tk “ tk´1ρk´1 and attempt to find z˚
hptkq by Newton iteration start-

ing from z˚
hptk´1q, with a maximum of 5 Newton iterations allowed.

We call this a direct step. Denote by mk,0 the number of Newton iter-
ations used here.

2. If the direct step failed to converge in 5 iterations, compute instead
z˚
hptkq by the usual MGB algorithm of definition 1.3. Denote by mk,ℓ

the number of Newton iterations used on grid level ℓ.

3. Stepsize adaptation. Denote mk “ maxℓmk,ℓ. Set the step size

ρk “

$
’&

’%

ρ2k´1 if mk ď 2,

ρk´1 if 3 ď mk ď 5,
?
ρk´1 if mk ě 6.

(210)

Each step of this algorithm requires the minimization of a function by
Newton iteration, which we have named Barrier.minimizepF, c, xp0q, Rq.
Here, F is the barrier, c “ crxs is a functional of x, and R is a matrix
whose columns form a basis for the relevant finite element space Vhpℓq Ă
W

1,8
0 pΩq ˆ L8pΩq. The function Barrier.minimize uses damped Newton

iterations to solve

Barrier.minimizepF, c, xp0q, Rq « argmin
yPxp0q`spanR

ż phq

Ω
crys ` F pDyq. (211)

This architecture allows one to also solve boundary value problems. In-
deed, if xp1q “ Barrier.minimizepF, c, xp0q, Rq and xp0q “ pup0q, sp0qq with
up0q|BΩ “ g ‰ 0, where g is some Dirichlet data, then since spanR Ă
W

1,8
0 pΩq, we will have that also have up1q|BΩ “ g ‰ 0. Thus, Dirichlet data

that is injected into the first iterate, will be preserved across all subsequent
iterates, allowing one to solve inhomogeneous Dirichlet problems.
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8.1 Inhomogeneous Dirichlet problems.

When solving inhomogeneous Dirichlet problems, it is important to find a
smooth prolongation of g to the interior of Ω. To that end, we define uhpgq
to be the solution of the discrete Poisson problem

∆huh “ 0 in Ω and uh “ g on BΩ. (212)

Here, ∆h is the usual finite element discretization of the Laplacian on the
piecewise polynomial space of degree α on Th.

The user provides boundary data g and a forcing f . We then automati-
cally produce an initial value for zp0q “ pup0q, sp0qq by putting up0q “ uhpgq.
For the slack sp0q, we initialize it to the constant sp0q “ 1 and iteratively
double it until F pup0q, sp0qq ă 8 for all x P Ω. Given this value of zp0q, we
may begin the MGB Algorithm to follow the central path.

Although Theorem 1.4 states that it suffices to choose t0 “ Op1q, we
found that it is better to use t0 „ hd. This seems to result in a more
moderate number of initial centering steps needed to locate the central path.

8.2 Issues of floating point arithmetic.

One can quickly reach the limits of double precision floating point accuracy.
Denote by ǫ « 2.22ˆ10´16 the “machine epsilon”. We will be using piecewise
quadratic elements in dimension d “ 2, so that our stopping criterion will be
t „ h´4. In view of Lemma 2.3, the condition number κ of F 2pDz˚

hptqq may
be as large as h´8 and it becomes practically impossible to compute Newton
steps if h´8 „ ǫ, i.e. h „ 0.01. At this point, the matrix H “ F2

h pDz˚
hptqq

becomes numerically singular.
To avoid complications due to floating point roundoff, we regularize our

problem as follows. First, we add 10´15~H~8I to H, which has a negligible
effect on H when it is well-conditioned, but prevents numerical catastrophe
when H becomes extremely ill-conditioned. Second, we limit t to t ď 108,
beyond which it is numerically futile to continue the optimization.

8.3 The näıve algorithm.

We have also implemented the näıve algorithm. As it was shown in Loisel
[2020] that automatic stepsize adaptation is significantly better in practice
than the theoretically optimal short step size, we also use the stepsize adap-
tation (210) for the näıve algorithm. However, (210) can only compensate
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for “stiffness” caused by large t steps, and cannot compensate for the diffi-
culty of refining the h parameter when t is already large, as we will see in
the numerical experiments.

9 Numerical experiments

We have implemented a suite of tests based on the p-Laplacian, parametrized
by 1 ď p ă 8, with

Λpqq “ }q}p2. (213)

We use the self-concordant barrier

F pq, sq “ ´ logps
2

p ´ }q}22q ´ 2 log s, (214)

see Loisel [2020] for more information on the p-Laplacian and this barrier.
When using homogeneous Dirichlet conditions, a smooth solution u will

have some extrema that are interior to Ω, and at those points, one will have
∇upxq “ 0. At these points, if 1 ď p ă 2, the function Λp∇upxqq becomes
a distribution, so the forcing must be singular. Since our algorithm does
not handle distributional data, we prefer to solve a problem with boundary
value g on BΩ, and forcing f “ 0. Specifically

We report the iteration counts in Figure 2. We vary p P t1, 1.1, 1.2, 1.5, 3, 4u,
0.01 ă h ď 1.3, and compare Algorithm MGB and the näıve algorithm with
a range of h and t refinement schedules. We report the number of iterations
needed in each case to obtain convergence. Each algorithm is stopped if
it runs longer than 5 minutes, in which case it is deemed to have failed to
converge.

The näıve algorithm is parametrized by its h and t refinement schedule.
We have used the schedule ℓ “ θ log2 t, where ℓ denotes the grid level hpℓq.
The algorithm alluded to by Schiela and Günther [2011] can be related to the
case θ “ 0.25; indeed, in that scenario, if large t steps are used throughout
and if the h refinements converge quickly, then indeed most of the iterations
will occur on the coarse grid levels. When θ ě 0.5, at least half of the
iterations are expected to be computed on the fine grid.

Unfortunately, all the versions of the näıve algorithm have trouble con-
verging for small values of h. The failures are all caused by an extremely
large number of Newton iterations required to perform the h refinement
when t becomes large. Note that when failures occur because of large t
step sizes, then smaller t step sizes can be used to allow the algorithm to
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Figure 2: Iteration counts of the MGB algorithm, compared to the näıve
algorithm with various refinement schedules.
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Figure 3: Iteration counts for Algorithm MGB (left) and the näıve algorithm
(right), as a function of tk, for the 1.0-Laplacian.
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Figure 4: Step sizes as a function of tk, for the 1.0-Laplacian.
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converge, but with h refinements, it is impossible to find intermediate grid
levels between a level hpℓq and the next one hpℓ`1q “ 1

2h
pℓq. As a result, the

only way of making the näıve algorithm work is to refine the h grid earlier,
e.g. as per the h-then-t schedule.

The MGB algorithm converges in all cases p ă 2 and for all grid param-
eters, and the convergence is quite fast. Algorithm MGB does not converge
for all values of h when p ą 2, but this is expected because of floating point
loss of accuracy in these scenarios, as noted in Loisel [2020]. Briefly speak-
ing, it is difficult to precisely locate the minimum of the function |x|p when
p is large. Despite this, Algorithm MGB is able to converge faster in a wider
array of situations, than the näıve algorithms.

We have also displayed how many Newton iterations are needed at each
tk, for Algorithm MGB and the näıve algorithm for the 1-Laplacian. We
have displayed iteration counts in different color for each grid level ℓ. We
see that the näıve algorithm’s iteration count skyrockets up to 60 when grid
transitions occur. By contrast, Algorithm MGB never needs more than 15
iterations, and then only for the very first iteration, which is expected to
take Op1q iterations. We also notice that, at t “ 17.0667, algorithm MGB
used 6 iterations on the coarsest grid level. This is the only iteration, for
this specific problem instance, where the “direct step” described in Section
8 failed to converge, and the full MGB step was used instead.

As can be seen in Figure 4, this MGB step allows the path-following
algorithm to take large steps at all values of t, and the step size ρ never
decreases to less than 1.18. By contrast, the näıve algorithm struggles and
resorts to step sizes ρ « 1.02. In this case, both algorithm converged, but
for larger problems (with smaller values of h), the näıve algorithm fails to
converge by taking too many Newton iterations and too much time.

10 Conclusions and outlook

Algorithm MGB is the first algorithm that is a provably optimal solver (in
the big-Õ sense) for convex Euler-Lagrange problems, or nonlinear elliptic
PDEs. Its running time is shown to be Õpnq FLOPS. Numerical experiments
confirm the analysis.
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Sébastien Loisel, Reinhard Nabben, and Daniel B Szyld. On hybrid
multigrid-Schwarz algorithms. Journal of Scientific Computing, 36(2):
165–175, 2008.
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