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Abstract. We investigate the dimension dependence of Bramble–Pasciak–Xu (BPX) precondi-
tioners for high-dimensional partial differential equations and establish that the condition numbers
of BPX-preconditioned systems grow only polynomially with the spatial dimension. Our analysis
requires a careful derivation of the dimension dependence of several fundamental tools in the theory
of finite element methods, including the elliptic regularity, Bramble–Hilbert lemma, trace inequal-
ities, and inverse inequalities. We further introduce a new quasi-interpolation operator into finite
element spaces, a variant of the classical Scott–Zhang interpolation, whose associated constants scale
polynomially with the dimension. Building on these ingredients, we prove a multilevel norm equiva-
lence theorem and derive a BPX preconditioner with explicit polynomial bounds on its dimensional
dependence. This result has notable implications for emerging quantum computing methodologies:
recent studies indicate that polynomial dependence of BPX preconditioners on dimension can yield
exponential speedups for quantum-algorithmic approaches over their classical counterparts.
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1. Introduction. The main purpose of this paper is to show that the Bramble–
Pasciak–Xu (BPX) preconditioners [7, 35] admit condition numbers whose dependence
on the spatial dimension is only polynomial, under a suitable geometric assumption
on the underlying triangulations. While BPX preconditioners and their variants have
been widely applied to two- and three-dimensional problems arising in computational
mechanics and other applications (see, e.g., [5, 10, 26, 38]), to the best of our knowl-
edge there has been no investigation of their behavior in high-dimensional regimes,
in particular how their conditioning depends on the dimension. Such an analysis has
recently become especially relevant due to advances in quantum algorithms for the
numerical solution of partial differential equations (PDEs) [15, 23].

BPX preconditioners were first proposed in [7, 35] as a result of efforts to par-
allelize multilevel iterative methods for the numerical solution of PDEs, and they
are now regarded as one of the major multigrid approaches for solving large-scale
algebraic systems arising from numerical PDEs. Within the framework of subspace
correction methods [37, 39], BPX preconditioners can be viewed as parallel subspace
correction methods based on a multilevel space decomposition. BPX preconditioners
have also motivated important theoretical developments in multilevel iterative meth-
ods, including the multilevel norm equivalence theorem [4, 14, 29], which implies that
the condition number of the BPX preconditioner is independent of the mesh size and
the number of levels, and has since become a foundation for the design and analysis
of many modern multilevel algorithms.

The importance of BPX preconditioners has been newly recognized recently in
connection with the development of quantum algorithms for solving large-scale linear
systems (see, e.g., [1, 11, 21]), which have the potential to provide exponential speedup
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over classical algorithms. In particular, quantum algorithms have been applied to
finite element methods for solving various numerical PDEs; see, e.g., [24, 25, 28].

Since the performance of these quantum algorithms depends strongly on the con-
dition number of the target linear system, BPX preconditioners were incorporated
into quantum finite element solvers in [15, 23] to address this issue. Notably, in [15,
Remark 6.6] and [23, Remark 5.11], it was observed that if the condition number of
the BPX-preconditioned system depends only polynomially on the spatial dimension,
then the corresponding quantum schemes would achieve exponential speedup with
respect to the dimension compared to classical methods. These observations high-
light the importance of analyzing the dimension dependence of BPX preconditioners,
which is the main goal of this paper.

In this paper, we study the dimension dependence of BPX preconditioners [7, 35],
providing answers to questions raised in [15, 23] in the context of quantum algo-
rithms. Namely, we prove that the condition number of BPX-preconditioned systems
arising from continuous, piecewise linear finite element methods in high dimensions
depends on the spatial dimension only polynomially. To achieve this, we first care-
fully derive the dimension dependence of several fundamental tools in finite element
analysis, including the Bramble–Hilbert lemma [6], trace inequalities, and inverse in-
equalities [9, 12], whereas most of the existing literature does not explicitly track this
dependence.

We then propose a new quasi-interpolation operator into finite element spaces,
so called averaged Scott–Zhang interpolation, whose L2- and H1-error estimates de-
pend on the dimension only polynomially. We observe that with conventional quasi-
interpolation operators, such as the Scott–Zhang interpolation [33], it is difficult to
obtain polynomial dependence directly; therefore, we introduce a modified variant.

Using these ingredients, we derive a multilevel norm equivalence theorem [4, 14,
29] and construct a BPX preconditioner whose dependence on the spatial dimension
is explicitly polynomial. Incorporating the theory of parallel subspace correction
methods [31, 39] provides an even sharper upper bound for the condition number of
the BPX preconditioner.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce the notation used
throughout the paper. In section 3, we summarize important notions of triangulations
in finite element methods, with emphasis on their dependence on the spatial dimen-
sion. In section 4, we analyze the dimension dependence of several fundamental tools
in finite element analysis and multilevel iterative methods. In section 5, we introduce
the averaged Scott–Zhang quasi-interpolation and establish its error estimates. In
section 6, we derive the multilevel norm equivalence theorem and the BPX precondi-
tioner, and we analyze their dependence on the dimension. Finally, in section 7, we
conclude the paper with remarks.

2. Notation. This section is devoted to the notation used throughout the paper.
Following standard conventions in the multilevel method literature (see, e.g., [37]),

we write x ≲ y (equivalently y ≳ x) if there exists a constant C > 0, independent of
all important parameters (in this paper, these include the mesh size, number of levels,
dimension, shape regularity, quasi-uniformity), such that x ≤ Cy. We write x ≂ y
when both x ≲ y and y ≲ x hold.

Regarding matrices and vectors, we use the following notation:
• Id: the d× d identity matrix;
• 0d: the d-dimensional vector whose entries are all equal to 0.
• 1d: the d-dimensional vector whose entries are all equal to 1.
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For finite element functions, we identify functions with their corresponding vectors of
degrees of freedom whenever convenient.

2.1. Simplices and triangulations. Next we introduce notation related to
simplices. Throughout the paper, all simplices are regarded as open sets. For a
d-simplex τ ⊂ Rd, we write:

• hτ : the diameter of τ ;
• rτ : the inradius of τ ;
• V(τ): the set of vertices of τ ;
• F(τ): the set of (d− 1)-dimensional faces of τ .

Note that
|V(τ)| = |F(τ)| = d+ 1.

Given a bounded polyhedral domain Ω ⊂ Rd, let Th be a conforming triangulation
of Ω with characteristic mesh size h. That is, Th is a collection of disjoint d-simplices
(elements) such that

Ω =
⋃

τ∈Th

τ , h = max
τ∈Th

hτ .

For the triangulation Th, we use the following notation:
• Th(∂Ω): the set of all elements that have at least one (d− 1)-face on ∂Ω;
• Vh: the set of all vertices of Th;
• Vh(∂Ω): the set of all vertices of Th lying on ∂Ω;
• Fh: the set of all (d− 1)-faces of Th;
• Fh(∂Ω): the set of all (d− 1)-faces of Th lying on ∂Ω.

For a vertex a ∈ Vh, let ωa denote the vertex patch around a, i.e.,

(2.1) ωa =
⋃

τ∈Th, a∈V(τ)

τ .

Similarly, for an element τ ∈ Th, the element patch around τ is denoted by ωτ :

(2.2) ωτ =
⋃

τ ′∈Th, τ∩τ ′ ̸=∅

τ ′.

2.2. Finite element spaces. Given a triangulation Th of a bounded domain
Ω ⊂ Rd, we denote by Vh the lowest-order Lagrangian finite element space, namely
the space of continuous, piecewise linear functions on Th:

Vh = {v ∈ C(Ω) : v|τ ∈ P1(τ) for all τ ∈ Th}.

To incorporate the Dirichlet boundary condition, we also define

Vh,0 = {v ∈ Vh : v = 0 on ∂Ω}.

For each a ∈ Vh, there exists a nodal basis function ϕa ∈ Vh satisfying

(2.3) ϕa(b) = δab, b ∈ Vh,

where δab denotes the Kronecker delta.

3. Triangulations in high dimensions. In this section, we review important
notions of triangulations in finite element methods, such as shape-regularity and quasi-
uniformity, and discuss their dependence on the spatial dimension. In addition, we
present the Freudenthal triangulation as a concrete example of a triangulation in high
dimensions and examine its properties.

Throughout this section, we assume that Th is a triangulation of a bounded poly-
hedral domain Ω ⊂ Rd.
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3.1. Shape-regularity and quasi-uniformity. Shape-regularity and quasi-
uniformity of triangulations are standard notions that appear throughout the finite
element literature; see [9, 12] for standard references. Here, we review these concepts
and highlight how the high-dimensional setting affects them.

We begin with the definition of shape-regularity.

Definition 3.1 (shape-regularity). A triangulation Th is said to be ρ-shape-
regular if there exists a constant ρ > 0 such that

hτ ≤ ρ rτ , τ ∈ Th.

A useful property of shape-regular triangulations is that the height of each element
is uniformly comparable to its diameter, as summarized in Theorem 3.2.

Lemma 3.2. Let Th be a ρ-shape-regular triangulation of Ω ⊂ Rd, and let τ ∈ Th.
For a given (d − 1)-face F ∈ F(τ), let hF denote the distance from the vertex of τ
opposite to F to the hyperplane containing F . Then we have

ρ−1hτ ≲ hF ≤ hτ .

Proof. The inequality hF ≤ hτ is immediate, so it remains to prove hF ≳ ρ−1hτ .
Computing the volume of τ in two different ways gives

(3.1) hF |F | = rτ
∑

F ′∈F(τ)

|F ′|.

Hence, we get

hF = rτ · 1

|F |
∑

F ′∈F(τ)

|F ′| ≥ 2rτ ≥ 2ρ−1hτ ,

where the first inequality follows from the simplex inequality [22], and the second
follows from Theorem 3.1.

One important observation is that the shape-regularity parameter ρ implicitly
depends on the dimension d. Therefore, in what follows, unlike much of the finite
element literature where the dependence on the shape-regularity parameter is omitted
for simplicity, we will explicitly keep track of the dependence on ρ as well. Indeed, we
have the following lower bound for τ in terms of the dimension d.

Proposition 3.3. For a d-simplex τ ⊂ Rd, we have

hτ
rτ

≳ d.

Proof. For each (d− 1)-face F ∈ F(τ), we define hF as in Theorem 3.2. Then

r−1
τ

(3.1)
=

∑
F∈F(τ)

h−1
F ≥ (d+ 1)h−1

τ ,

where the last inequality follows from Theorem 3.2. This completes the proof.

Remark 3.4. The estimate in Theorem 3.3 is sharp. Indeed, the ratio between
the diameter and the inradius of a regular d-simplex is given by

√
2d(d+ 1) ≂ d.

While shape-regularity measures how similar the shapes of elements in a given
triangulation are, we also need a notion that measures how similar their sizes are.
This notion, called quasi-uniformity, is given in Theorem 3.5.
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Definition 3.5 (quasi-uniformity). A triangulation Th is said to be (ρ, σ)-quasi-
uniform if it is ρ-shape regular and there exists a constant σ > 0 such that

σh ≤ hτ ≤ h, τ ∈ Th.

Fortunately, the quasi-uniformity parameter σ does not depend on the dimension
d; uniform triangulations in which every element is congruent are still possible even
in high dimensions. Nevertheless, for completeness, we will also keep track of the
dependence on the quasi-uniformity parameter σ in the analysis presented in this
paper.

3.2. Freudenthal triangulations. Constructing simplicial meshes in high di-
mensions is highly nontrivial. Here we present the Freudenthal triangulation [3] as an
example of a structured simplicial mesh in arbitrary spatial dimensions. This triangu-
lation has been used in the literature on structure-preserving finite element methods
in high dimensions; see, e.g., [18, 40].

For simplicity, we describe the Freudenthal triangulation of the unit cube (0, 1)d ⊂
Rd. For each permutation s : {1, . . . , d} → {1, . . . , d}, we define

τs = {x = (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ (0, 1)d : 0 < xs(1) < xs(2) < · · · < xs(d) < 1}.

The vertices {vsi }di=0 of τs are given by

vs0 = 0d, vs1 = es(d), vs2 = es(d) + es(d−1), . . . , vsd = es(d) + · · ·+ es(1) = 1d,

where ei denotes the ith canonical basis vector of Rd. The Freudenthal triangulation
of the unit cube is the collection of all such simplices τs, one for each permutation s.

One can readily observe that all d-simplices in the Freudenthal triangulation are
congruent and satisfy

|τs| =
1

d!
, hτs =

√
d, rτs =

1

2 + (d− 1)
√
2
.

Hence, the ratio between the diameter and the inradius is

hτs
rτs

= 2
√
d+ (d− 1)

√
2d ≂ d3/2,

which shows that the shape-regularity parameter ρ of the Freudenthal triangulation
satisfies ρ ≂ d3/2, and therefore is not optimal in the sense of Theorem 3.3. This obser-
vation suggests that maintaining high-quality simplicial meshes becomes increasingly
challenging in high dimensions.

Now we consider the Freudenthal triangulation of a general bounded polyhedral
domain Ω. A desirable property of the Freudenthal triangulation is that every vertex
patch defined in (2.1) for an interior vertex is convex, since it can be characterized as
the intersection of half-spaces. This property motivates a crucial assumption that will
be used throughout the paper; see Theorem 5.1. On the other hand, one can observe
that an element patch defined in (2.2) is nonconvex in general when d ≥ 3.

4. Fundamental tools. In this section, we revisit several important inequalities
in the finite element theory while specifying their dependence on the dimension d.
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4.1. Nodal basis functions. The following estimate for the nodal basis func-
tion ϕa defined in (2.3) is elementary yet useful.

Lemma 4.1. Let Th be a (ρ, σ)-quasi-uniform triangulation of Ω. For any a ∈ Vh,
the nodal basis function ϕa defined in (2.3) satisfies

∥∇ϕa∥L∞(Ω) ≲ ρσ−1h−1.

Proof. It follows that

∥∇ϕa∥L∞(Ω) = max
τ⊂ωa

h−1
a,τ ≲ max

τ⊂ωa

ρh−1
τ ≤ ρσ−1h−1,

where ha,τ denotes the distance from a to the its opposite (d− 1)-face of the element
τ . The inequalities follow from the definition of ϕa, Theorem 3.2, and the definition
of quasi-uniformity, respectively.

4.2. Regularity on convex domains. Elliptic regularity plays a central role
in the error analysis of finite element methods for elliptic problems [9, 12]. For con-
vex domains, it is known, often referred to as the Miranda–Talenti estimate [27,
Lemma 1.2.2] (see also [20, Theorem 3.1.2.1]), that the elliptic regularity constant
for bounding the | · |H2(Ω)-seminorm is 1, and thus is independent of the dimension,
the shape of the domain, and related factors. For completeness, we state this fact in
Theorem 4.2.

Lemma 4.2 (elliptic regularity on convex domains). Let Ω ⊂ Rd be a convex,
bounded, and piecewise smooth domain. Given f ∈ L2(Ω), let u ∈ H1

0 (Ω) be the
solution of the variational problem∫

Ω

∇u · ∇v dx =

∫
Ω

fv dx, v ∈ H1
0 (Ω).

Then we have u ∈ H1
0 (Ω) ∩H2(Ω) and

|u|H2(Ω) ≤ ∥f∥L2(Ω).

4.3. Bramble–Hilbert lemma. The Bramble–Hilbert lemma [6] is a funda-
mental tool in polynomial approximation theory in Sobolev spaces [9, Chapter 4]. In
this section, we derive a sharp estimate for the Bramble–Hilbert lemma on convex
domains, where the constant involved is independent of the dimension, the shape of
the domain, and other related geometric factors.

We begin by recalling the sharp Poincaré inequality for convex domains, as pre-
sented in [2, 32]. This result is particularly noteworthy, since for nonconvex domains—
even those with favorable geometric structure such as vertex patches [34]—the situa-
tion becomes substantially more complicated, and the dependence on the dimension
can grow as large as O(dd), which is prohibitively severe.

Lemma 4.3 (Poincaré inequality on convex domains). Let Ω ⊂ Rd be a bounded
convex domain. Then we have∥∥∥∥v − 1

|Ω|

∫
Ω

v dx

∥∥∥∥
L2(Ω)

≤ diam(Ω)

π
|v|H1(Ω), v ∈ H1(Ω).

Using Theorem 4.3, we derive in Theorem 4.4 a sharp estimate for the Bramble–
Hilbert lemma on convex domains. We note that the Bramble–Hilbert lemma for
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convex domains in more general settings, involving broader classes of Sobolev spaces,
was studied in [16].

Lemma 4.4 (Bramble–Hilbert lemma on convex domains). Let Ω ⊂ Rd be a
bounded convex domain. Then we have

inf
v∈P1(Ω)

|v − p|Hj(Ω) ≲ diam(Ω)2−j |v|H2(Ω), v ∈ H2(Ω), j = 0, 1.

Proof. Take any v ∈ H2(Ω), and define p ∈ P1(Ω) by

p(x) =
1

|Ω|

∫
Ω

v(y) dy +
1

|Ω|

∫
Ω

∇v(y) dy ·
(
x− 1

|Ω|

∫
Ω

y dy

)
, x ∈ Ω.

By direct calculation, we get

(4.1)

∫
Ω

(v − p) dx = 0,

∫
Ω

∇(v − p) dx = 0d.

Hence, by the Poincaré inequality (Theorem 4.3), we have

(4.2) ∥v − p∥2L2(Ω) ≲ diam(Ω)2|v − p|2H1(Ω).

For each i = 1, . . . , d, (4.1) implies∫
Ω

∂i(v − p) dx = 0,

so another application of the Poincaré inequality gives

∥∂i(v − p)∥2L2(Ω) ≲ diam(Ω)2∥∇∂i(v − p)∥2L2(Ω).

Summing over i yields

(4.3) |v − p|2H1(Ω) =

d∑
i=1

∥∂i(v − p)∥2L2(Ω)

≲ diam(Ω)2
d∑

i=1

∥∇∂i(v − p)∥2Lp(Ω) ≲ diam(Ω)2|v − p|2H2(Ω) = diam(Ω)2|v|2H2(Ω).

Combining (4.2) and (4.3), we obtain

∥v − p∥2L2(Ω) ≲ diam(Ω)2|v − p|2H1(Ω) ≲ diam(Ω)4|v|2H2(Ω),

which completes the proof.

4.4. Trace inequalities. Trace inequalities are important results that relate
functions in Sobolev spaces to their traces on the boundary. To derive sharp estimates
with respect to the dimension and other relevant parameters, we consider several
special cases of trace inequalities separately. We begin with the trace inequality that
relates a shape-regular d-simplex and one of its (d− 1)-faces, stated in Theorem 4.5.

Lemma 4.5 (trace inequality on simplices). Let Th be a ρ-shape-regular triangu-
lation of Ω ⊂ Rd. Then for any τ ∈ Th and F ∈ F(τ), we have

∥v∥L2(F ) ≲ ρ
1
2h

− 1
2

τ ∥v∥L2(τ) + h
1
2
τ |v|H1(τ), v ∈ H1(τ).
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Proof. Let xF be the vertex of τ opposite to F . For x ∈ F , define

vx(t) = v(xF + t(x− xF )), t ∈ [0, 1].

Then,

∥v∥2L2(τ) =

∫
F

∫ 1

0

|vx(t)|2|x− xF | dt dx ≥ hF

∫
F

∫ 1

0

|vx(t)|2 dt dx,

where hF denotes the distance from xF to the hyperplane containing F . Thanks to
Theorem 3.2, we obtain

(4.4)

∫
F

∫ 1

0

|vx(t)|2 dt dx ≤ h−1
F ∥v∥2L2(τ) ≲ ρh−1

τ ∥v∥2L2(τ).

On the other hand, for t ∈ [0, 1], the fundamental theorem of calculus gives

v(x) = vx(t) +

∫ 1

t

v′x(s) ds = vx(t) +

∫ 1

t

∇v(xF + s(x− xF )) · (x− xF ) ds.

Hence,

|v(x)|2 ≲ |vx(t)|2 +
(∫ 1

t

∇v(xF + s(x− xF )) · (x− xF ) ds

)2

≤ |vx(t)|2 +
∫ 1

t

|∇v(xF + s(x− xF ))|2|x− xF |2 ds

≤ |vx(t)|2 + hτ

∫ 1

0

|∇v(xF + s(x− xF ))|2|x− xF | ds.

Integrating both sides with respect to x ∈ F and t ∈ [0, 1], we have

∥v∥2L2(F ) =

∫
F

|v(x)|2 dx

≤
∫
F

∫ 1

0

|vx(t)|2 dt dx+ hτ

∫
F

∫ 1

0

|∇v(xF + s(x− xF ))|2|x− xF | ds dx

(4.4)

≲ ρh−1
τ ∥v∥2L2(τ) + hτ |v|2H1(τ).

This completes the proof.

In Theorem 4.5, since |F(τ)| = d+1, summing the estimate in Theorem 4.5 over
all faces yields the following corollary.

Corollary 4.6 (trace inequality on simplices). Let Th be a ρ-shape-regular
triangulation of Ω ⊂ Rd. Then for any τ ∈ Th, we have

∥v∥L2(∂τ) ≲ ρ
1
2 d

1
2h

− 1
2

τ ∥v∥L2(τ) + d
1
2h

1
2
τ |v|H1(τ), v ∈ H1(τ).

Next, we consider the discrete trace inequality. Namely, for v ∈ Vh, we want to
estimate ∥v∥L2(∂Ω) in terms of ∥v∥L2(Ω), where Ω is a bounded domain in Rd. This



DIMENSION DEPENDENCE OF BPX PRECONDITIONERS 9

can be done directly using the ingredients developed so far:

∥v∥2L2(∂Ω) =
∑

τ∈Th(∂Ω)

∥v∥2L2(∂τ)

≲
∑

τ∈Th(∂Ω)

(
ρ d h−1

τ ∥v∥2L2(τ) + d hτ |v|2H1(τ)

)
≲

∑
τ∈Th(∂Ω)

ρ2d4h−1
τ ∥v∥2L2(τ)

≲ ρ2σ−1d4h−1∥v∥2L2(Ω),

where the inequalities follow from Theorem 4.6, Theorem 4.9, and quasi-uniformity,
respectively.

While the above argument is sufficient for low dimensions, as in most standard
applications, it becomes inadequate in high dimensions due to the high-order de-
pendence on d introduced by the trace and inverse inequalities. Therefore, in what
follows, we provide a sharper estimate based on a more direct argument.

Lemma 4.7 (discrete trace inequality). Let Th be a (ρ, σ)-quasi-uniform trian-
gulation of Ω ⊂ Rd. Then we have

∥v∥L2(∂Ω) ≲ ρ
1
2σ− 1

2 dh−
1
2 ∥v∥L2(Ω), v ∈ Vh.

Proof. Take any τ ∈ Th. Note that v|τ ∈ P1(τ) for v ∈ Vh. The L2(τ)-mass
matrix Mτ for the nodal basis {ϕτ,a}a∈V(τ) of the space P1(τ) is given by

(4.5) Mτ =
|τ |

(d+ 1)(d+ 2)
(Id+1 + 1d+11

t
d+1).

On the other hand, since∫
Fa

ϕτ,bϕτ,c dx =

{
|Fa|

d(d+1) (1 + δbc), if b, c ̸= a,

0, if b = a or c = a,
a, b, c ∈ V(τ),

where Fa denotes the (d − 1)-face of τ opposite to a, the L2(∂τ)-mass matrix M∂τ

satisfies

(4.6) (M∂τ )bc =
∑

a∈V(τ)\{b,c}

∫
Fa

ϕτ,bϕτ,c dx

≂ d−2(1 + δbc)
∑

a∈V(τ)\{b,c}

|Fa| ≲ ρh−1
τ |τ |(1 + δbc), b, c ∈ V(τ),

where the last inequality is because of |V(τ)| = d+ 1 and of the following which is a
direct consequence of Theorem 3.2:

|Fa| = dh−1
Fa

|τ | ≲ ρdh−1
τ |τ |.

Consequently, by (4.5) and (4.6), we obtain

(4.7) sup
v∈P1(τ)

∥v∥2L2(∂τ)

∥v∥2L2(τ)

= sup
v∈P1(τ)

vtM∂τv

vtMτv
≲ ρd2h−1

τ .
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Now, we take any v ∈ Vh. It follows that

∥v∥2L2(∂Ω) =
∑

τ∈Th(∂Ω)

∥v∥2L2(∂τ)

(4.7)

≲
∑

τ∈Th(∂Ω)

ρd2h−1
τ ∥v∥2L2(τ) ≤ ρσ−1d2h−1∥v∥2L2(Ω),

where the last inequality is due to the quasi-uniformity of Th.

4.5. Inverse inequalities. Finally, we present inverse inequalities for finite ele-
ment functions, together with their dependence on the spatial dimension d. We begin
with a sharp inverse inequality on the reference element in Rd.

Lemma 4.8 (reference inverse inequality). Let τ̂d be the d-dimensional reference
element defined by

τ̂d =

{
x = (x1, . . . xd) ∈ Rd : xi > 0,

d∑
i=1

xi < 1

}
⊂ Rd.

Then we have

sup
v∈P1(τ̂d)\{0}

|v|H1(τ̂d)

∥v∥L2(τ̂d)
= (d+ 1)(d+ 2)

1
2 ≂ d

3
2 .

Proof. Take any v ∈ P1(τ̂d) and write

v =

d∑
i=0

viϕ̂i,

where {ϕ̂i}di=0 denotes the set of nodal basis functions on the reference element τ̂d.
As in (4.5), by direct computation, we obtain

(4.8a) ∥v∥2L2(τ̂d)
=

|τ̂d|
(d+ 1)(d+ 2)

vtMdv, |v|2H1(τ̂d)
= |τ̂d| vtKdv,

where

(4.8b) Md = Id+1 + 1d+11
t
d+1, Kd =

[
d −1t

d

−1d Id

]
.

Since one can verify by straightforward calculation that λmax(M
−1
d Kd) = d + 1, it

follows from (4.8) that the desired result holds.

Using the reference inverse inequality presented in Theorem 4.8, we can derive a
general inverse inequality for elements in a shape-regular triangulation, as stated in
Theorem 4.9.

Lemma 4.9 (local inverse inequality). Let Th be a ρ-shape-regular triangulation
of Ω ⊂ Rd. Then for any τ ∈ Th, we have

|v|H1(τ) ≲ ρd
3
2h−1

τ ∥v∥L2(τ), v ∈ P1(τ).

Proof. Let Fτ : τ̂d → τ be the affine mapping given by Fτ (x̂) = Bτ x̂+ bτ , where
Bτ is a d×d matrix and bτ is a vector. The inball of τ with radius rτ pulls back under
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B−1
τ to an ellipsoid contained in τ̂d. The largest axis of this ellipsoid is 2rτ∥B−1

τ ∥,
which cannot exceed the diameter hτ̂d =

√
2 of τ̂d. Hence, we obtain

(4.9) ∥B−1
τ ∥ ≲ r−1

τ ≤ ρh−1
τ ,

where the last inequality follows from the shape-regularity.
Let v̂ ∈ Pm(τ̂) be the pullback of v, i.e., v̂(x̂) = v(Fτ (x̂)) for x̂ ∈ τ̂d. By change

of variables, we have

|v|2H1(τ) = |detBτ |
∫
τ̂d

|B−1
τ ∇v̂|2 dx̂

(4.9)

≲ ρ2h−2
τ | detBτ | |v̂|2H1(τ̂) ≲ ρ2d3h−2

τ | detBτ | ∥v̂∥2L2(τ̂) = ρ2d3h−2
τ ∥v∥2L2(τ),

where the second inequality follows from Theorem 4.8. This completes the proof.

The following global result is an immediate consequence of the local estimate.

Corollary 4.10 (global inverse inequality). Let Th be a (ρ, σ)-quasi-uniform
triangulation of Ω ⊂ Rd. Then we have

|v|H1(Ω) ≲ ρσ−1d
3
2h−1∥v∥L2(Ω), v ∈ Vh.

5. Averaged Scott–Zhang interpolation. In this section, we introduce a
variant of the Scott–Zhang interpolation [33], called the averaged Scott–Zhang inter-
polation, whose dependence on the spatial dimension d is only polynomial, whereas
the original version may depend exponentially on d. Using this averaged interpola-
tion, we also derive estimates for the L2- and H1-orthogonal projections onto the
finite element space Vh with polynomial dependence on d.

To begin, we state our assumption on the domain Ω and its triangulation Th in
Theorem 5.1. Under this assumption, our setting satisfies all requirements needed
to obtain favorable dependence on the dimension d: for example, the dimension-
independent elliptic regularity in Theorem 4.2 and the Bramble–Hilbert estimate in
Theorem 4.4.

Assumption 5.1. The domain Ω ⊂ Rd is bounded, convex, and polyhedral. The
triangulation Th is (ρ, σ)-quasi-uniform, and every vertex patch ωa, a ∈ Vh, is convex.

Note that the convexity assumption on each vertex patch ωa in Theorem 5.1 is
nontrivial. One example that satisfies this assumption is the Freudenthal triangulation
discussed in section 3.

5.1. Definitions. The Scott–Zhang interpolation was first introduced in [33] as
a modified Lagrange-type interpolation for approximating nonsmooth functions in
Sobolev spaces by continuous piecewise polynomials, while also preserving homoge-
neous Dirichlet boundary conditions. For completeness, we present a version of the
Scott–Zhang interpolation in Theorem 5.2. More general discussions can be found
in [9, 33].

Definition 5.2 (Scott–Zhang interpolation). For each a ∈ Vh, we define Ka as
follows:

• If a is an interior node, Ka is an element in Th such that Ka ⊂ ωa.
• If a ∈ ∂Ω, Ka is a (d− 1)-face such that a ∈ ∂Ka ⊂ ∂Ω.
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The Scott–Zhang interpolation Ih : H
1(Ω) → Vh is defined by

(Ihv)(a) =

∫
Ka

ψav dx, v ∈ H1(Ω), a ∈ Vh,

where ψa ∈ P1(Ka) is the function dual to the Ka-restricted nodal basis {ϕb|Ka
}b∈V(Ka),

i.e., ∫
Ka

ψaϕb dx = δab, b ∈ V(Ka).

While the Scott–Zhang interpolation has been successfully applied in the analysis
of finite element methods and multilevel iterative methods (see [9, 19]), its standard
estimates involve the number of elements sharing a given node. Since this number
can grow rapidly with the dimension d, the corresponding bounds may inherit an
undesirable dependence on d in high-dimensional settings.

For example, suppose we wish to derive a stability estimate for the Scott–Zhang
interpolation by bounding

∥Ihv∥L2(Ω) =

(∑
τ∈Th

∥Ihv∥2L2(τ)

)1/2

,

for v ∈ H1(Ω). Because the Scott–Zhang interpolant at a node a ∈ Vh is defined
using an integral over the region Ka, the corresponding Ka-term contributes to the
bound for every element τ ∈ Th satisfying a ∈ V(τ).

To address this issue, we introduce the averaged Scott–Zhang interpolation, whose
definition is given in Theorem 5.3.

Definition 5.3 (averaged Scott–Zhang interpolation). The averaged Scott–
Zhang interpolation Ih : H

1(Ω) → Vh is defined by

(Ihv)(a) =

( ∑
K∈Ka

|K|

)−1 ∑
K∈Ka

|K|
∫
K

ψa,K v dx, v ∈ H1(Ω), a ∈ Vh,

where ψa,K ∈ P1(K) is the function dual to the K-restricted nodal basis {ϕb|K}b∈V(K).
The collection Ka is defined as follows:

• If a ∈ Vh \ ∂Ω, then

Ka = {τ ∈ Th : τ ⊂ ωa}.

• If a ∈ Vh ∩ ∂Ω, then Ka is chosen as follows. For each element τ ∈ Th
such that τ ⊂ ωa and F(τ) ∩ Fh(∂Ω) ̸= ∅, we select one boundary (d − 1)-
face of τ lying on ∂Ω and include it in Ka. Thus, Ka contains exactly one
such boundary face from every element that contains a and has at least one
boundary face.

In what follows, we use only the averaged Scott–Zhang interpolation introduced
in Theorem 5.3, and not the original version in Theorem 5.2. Thus, every occurrence
of Ih in the sequel refers to the averaged Scott–Zhang interpolation.

We next discuss connections to existing finite element quasi-interpolation opera-
tors [13, 17, 33]. As with the original Scott–Zhang operator, the averaged Scott–Zhang
interpolation preserves the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition.
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The proposed averaged Scott–Zhang interpolation resembles the Clément inter-
polation [13] in the sense that the value at a node is defined using an integral over
the entire vertex patch. The key difference is that the present construction uses a
weighted average, which plays an important role in obtaining polynomial dependence
on the dimension d. Furthermore, our definition employs a dual basis, as in the Scott–
Zhang interpolation, which avoids an additional application of inverse inequalities—an
important point when controlling the dependence on d.

We also note that the idea of averaging was used in [17] in the construction of
quasi-interpolants. Whereas the purpose in [17] was to stitch a discontinuous function
into a continuous one, our use of averaging is motivated by reducing the dependence
on the spatial dimension, as will become clear in the subsequent analysis.

5.2. Error estimates. We now derive the L2- and H1-error estimates for the
averaged Scott–Zhang interpolation. As a first step, we present some useful estimates
for the dual functions ψa,K appearing in Theorem 5.3.

Lemma 5.4. For each a ∈ Vh, let Ka be defined as in Theorem 5.3. For each
K ∈ Ka, the dual function ψa,K ∈ P1(K) introduced in Theorem 5.3 satisfies

∥ψa,K∥L1(K) ≂ d, ∥ψa,K∥L2(K) ≂ d|K|− 1
2 .

Proof. Note that K is a d-simplex when a ∈ Vh \ ∂Ω, and a (d− 1)-simplex when
a ∈ Vh ∩ ∂Ω. If K is a d-simplex, then, as in (4.5), the L2(K)-mass matrix MK

associated with the basis {ϕb|K}b∈Vh(K) is given by

MK =
|K|

(d+ 1)(d+ 2)
(Id+1 + 1d+11

t
d+1).

Hence, we have

M−1
K =

(d+ 1)(d+ 2)

|K|

(
Id+1 −

1

d+ 2
1d+11

t
d+1

)
.

Since ψa,K is the L2(K)-dual of ϕa|K , we obtain

ψa,K =
∑

b∈Vh(K)

(M−1
K )baϕb|K =

d+ 1

|K|
((d+ 2)ϕa|K − 1).

Direct calculation yields

∥ψa,K∥L1(K) =
d+ 1

|K|

∫
K

∣∣(d+ 2)ϕa|K − 1
∣∣ dx =

2(d+ 1)d+1

(d+ 2)d
− 1,

∥ψa,K∥2L2(K) = (M−1
K )aa =

(d+ 1)2

|K|
,

which is our desired result.
If K is a (d − 1)-simplex, an analogous argument using the (d − 1)-dimensional

mass matrix yields the desired result.

Using the identities

(5.1)
∑

a∈V(τ)

ϕa(x) = 1,

∫
K

ψa,K(y) dy = 1,
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we readily obtain Theorem 5.5, which will be useful in deriving error estimates for
the averaged Scott–Zhang interpolation.

Lemma 5.5. For each τ ∈ Th and x ∈ τ , the averaged Scott–Zhang interpolation
Ih : H

1(Ω) → Vh defined in Theorem 5.3 satisfies

(v − Ihv)(x) =
∑

a∈V(τ)

(Ψav)(x)ϕa(x), v ∈ H1(Ω),

where (Ψav)(x) is given by

(Ψav)(x) =

( ∑
K∈Ka

|K|

)−1( ∑
K∈Ka

|K|
∫
K

ψa,K(y)(v(x)− v(y)) dy

)
.

Thanks to Theorem 5.5, it suffices to estimate Ψav for each a ∈ Vh in order to
obtain an estimate for the error v − Ihv of the averaged Scott–Zhang interpolation;
a similar technique was used, for example, in [30, Lemma 5.1]. In Theorem 5.6, we
present an L2-estimate for Ψav.

Lemma 5.6. Suppose that Theorem 5.1 holds. Then, for each a ∈ Vh, the operator
Ψa defined in Theorem 5.5 satisfies

∥Ψav∥L2(ωa) ≲ ρ
1
2σ− 1

2 dhj |v|Hj(ωa). v ∈ Hj(Ω), j = 1, 2.

Proof. We define (see Theorem 5.3 for the definition of Ka)

(5.2) αK =

( ∑
K′∈Ka

|K ′|

)−1

|K|, K ∈ Ka,

so that we have

0 ≤ αK ≤ 1,
∑

K∈Ka

αK = 1.

From the definition of Ψav, the Jensen inequality

(5.3) φ

( ∑
K∈Ka

αKvK

)
≤
∑

K∈Ka

αKφ(vK)

with

φ = ∥ · ∥2L2(ωa)
, vK =

∫
K

ψa,K(y)(v(·)− v(y)) dy

gives

∥Ψav∥2L2(ωa)
=

∥∥∥∥∥ ∑
K∈Ka

αK

∫
K

ψa,K(y)(v(·)− v(y)) dy

∥∥∥∥∥
2

L2(ωa)

≤
∑

K∈Ka

αK

∥∥∥∥∫
K

ψa,K(y)(v(·)− v(y)) dy

∥∥∥∥2
L2(ωa)

.
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It follows that

∥Ψav∥2L2(ωa)
≤
∑

K∈Ka

αK

∫
ωa

(∫
K

ψa,K(y)2 dy

)(∫
K

(v(x)− v(y))2 dy

)
dx

≂ d2

( ∑
K∈Ka

|K|

)−1 ∑
K∈Ka

∫
ωa

∫
K

(v(x)− v(y))2 dy dx.

(5.4)

where we used the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality and Theorem 5.4.
Now, we consider two cases a ∈ Vh \ ∂Ω and a ∈ Vh ∩ ∂Ω separately. First, we

consider the case a ∈ Vh \ ∂Ω. In this case, Ka consists of the elements contained in
ωa. Hence, (5.4) implies

(5.5) ∥Ψav∥2L2(ωa)
≲ d2|ωa|−1

∫
ωa

∫
ωa

(v(x)− v(y))2 dy dx ≲ d2∥v∥2L2(ωa)
,

where the last inequality uses

(5.6)

∫
ωa

∫
ωa

(v(x)− v(y))2 dy dx

≤ 2

∫
ωa

∫
ωa

v(x)2 dy dx+ 2

∫
ωa

∫
ωa

v(y)2 dy dx = 4|ωa|
∫
ωa

v(x)2 dx.

Note that Ψa is invariant under addition of a first-degree polynomial. Namely,

(5.7) Ψav = Ψa(v + p), p ∈ P1(Ω).

Therefore, from (5.5) and (5.7), we deduce

∥Ψav∥2L2(ωa)
≲ d2 inf

p∈P1(ωa)
∥v + p∥2L2(ωa)

≲ d2h2j |v|2Hj(ωa)
,

where the last inequality is due to Theorems 4.3 and 4.4 with the convexity assumption
on ωa (see Theorem 5.1).

Next, we consider the case a ∈ Vh ∩ ∂Ω. In this case, for each K ∈ Ka, there
exists an element τK ∈ Th such that τK ⊂ ωa, F(τK) ∩ Fh(∂Ω) ̸= ∅, and τK ’s are
mutually disjoint. By Theorem 4.5 and the quasi-uniformity, we obtain∫

K

(v(x)− v(y))2 dy ≲ ρh−1
τK

∫
τK

(v(x)− v(y))2 dy + hτK |v|2H1(τK)

≲ ρσ−1h−1

∫
τK

(v(x)− v(y))2 dy + h|v|2H1(τK).

(5.8)

We also observe that, since

ωa ⊂

{
x ∈ Ω : dist

(
x,

⋃
K∈Ka

K

)
≤ h

}
,

we have

(5.9) |ωa| ≤ h
∑

K∈Ka

|K|.
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Combining (5.4), (5.8), and (5.9), we obtain

∥Ψav∥2L2(ωa)
≲ d2h|ωa|−1

∫
ωa

∑
K∈Ka

(
ρσ−1h−1

∫
τK

(v(x)− v(y))2 dy + h|v|2H1(τK)

)
dx

≤ ρσ−1d2|ωa|−1

∫
ωa

∫
ωa

(v(x)− v(y))2 dy dx+ d2h2|v|2H1(ωa)

≲ ρσ−1d2∥v∥2L2(ωa)
+ d2h2|v|2H1(ωa)

,

(5.10)

where in the second inequality the fact that τK ’s are disjoint is used and in the last
inequality we use (5.6). Again, using (5.7) with Theorems 4.3 and 4.4 in (5.10) yields

∥Ψav∥2L2(ωa)
≲ ρσ−1d2h2j |v|2Hj(ωa)

,

which is the desired result.

Using Theorem 5.6, we now present an L2-error estimate for the averaged Scott–
Zhang interpolation in Theorem 5.7.

Theorem 5.7 (L2-error estimate). Suppose that Theorem 5.1 holds. Then, the
averaged Scott–Zhang interpolation Ih : H

1(Ω) → Vh defined in Theorem 5.3 satisfies

∥v − Ihv∥L2(Ω) ≲ ρ
1
2σ− 1

2 d
3
2hj |v|Hj(Ω), v ∈ Hj(Ω), j = 1, 2.

Proof. Take any element τ ∈ Th and x ∈ τ . By Theorem 5.5 and the Cauchy–
Schwarz inequality, we get

(5.11) (v − Ihv)(x)
2 =

 ∑
a∈V(τ)

(Ψav)(x)ϕa(x)

2

≤

 ∑
a∈V(τ)

(Ψav)(x)
2

 ∑
a∈V(τ)

ϕa(x)
2

 (5.1)

≤
∑

a∈V(τ)

(Ψav)(x)
2.

Integrating over x ∈ τ followed by summing over τ ∈ Th yields

∥v − Ihv∥2L2(Ω) =
∑
τ∈Th

∥v − Ihv∥2L2(τ) ≤
∑
τ∈Th

∑
a∈V(τ)

∥Ψav∥2L2(τ)

=
∑
a∈Vh

∥Ψav∥2L2(ωa)
≲ ρσ−1d2h2j

∑
a∈Vh

|v|2Hj(ωa)
≲ ρσ−1d3h2j |v|2Hj(Ω),

where the penultimate inequality is due to Theorem 5.6, and the last inequality is due
to that each element has d+ 1 vertices.

Next, we consider the H1-error estimate. In the same spirit as Theorem 5.6, we
present an H1-estimate for Ψav in Lemma 5.8.

Lemma 5.8. Suppose that Theorem 5.1 holds. Then, for each a ∈ Vh, the operator
Ψa defined in Theorem 5.5 satisfies

|Ψav|H1(ωa) ≲ dh|v|H2(ωa), v ∈ H2(Ω).
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Proof. For each K ∈ Ka (see Theorem 5.3 for the definition of Ka, we define αK

as in (5.2). From the definition of Ψav, the Jensen inequality (5.3) with

φ = ∥ · ∥2H1(ωa)
, vK =

∫
K

ψa,K(y)(v(·)− v(y)) dy

gives

|Ψav|2H1(ωa)
=

∣∣∣∣∣ ∑
K∈Ka

αK

∫
K

ψa,K(y)(v(·)− v(y)) dy

∣∣∣∣∣
2

H1(ωa)

≤
∑

K∈Ka

αK

∣∣∣∣∫
K

ψa,K(y)(v(·)− v(y)) dy

∣∣∣∣2
H1(ωa)

.

It follows that

|Ψav|2H1(ωa)
≤
∑

K∈Ka

αK

∫
ωa

(∫
K

ψa,K(y)∇v(x) dy
)2

dx

≤
∑

K∈Ka

αK

∫
ωa

|∇v(x)|2 dx
(∫

K

|ψa,K(y)| dy
)2

≂ d2|v|2H1(ωa)
,

(5.12)

where the second inequality follows from the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, and the
final ≂ is due to Theorem 5.4. Since Ψa is invariant under addition of a first-degree
polynomial (see (5.7)), replacing v with v + p for p ∈ P1(ωa) in (5.12) and then
applying Theorem 4.4 yields the desired result.

Finally, using Lemma 5.8, we obtain theH1-error estimate for the averaged Scott–
Zhang interpolation, as stated in Theorem 5.9.

Theorem 5.9. Suppose that Theorem 5.1 holds. Then, the averaged Scott–Zhang
interpolation Ih : H

1(Ω) → Vh defined in Theorem 5.3 satisfies

|v − Ihv|H1(Ω) ≲ ρ
3
2σ− 3

2 d2h|v|H2(Ω), v ∈ H2(Ω).

Proof. Take any element τ ∈ Th and x ∈ τ . By Theorem 5.5 and the Cauchy–
Schwarz inequality, we get

|∇(v − Ihv)(x)|2 ≤

 ∑
a∈V(τ)

|∇((Ψav)ϕa)(x)|

2

≲

 ∑
a∈V(τ)

|∇(Ψav)(x)|ϕa(x)

2

+

 ∑
a∈V(τ)

|(Ψav)(x)||∇ϕa(x)|

2

≲
∑

a∈V(τ)

|∇(Ψav)(x)|2 + ρ2σ−2h−2

 ∑
a∈V(τ)

|(Ψav)(x)|

2

≤
∑

a∈V(τ)

(
|∇(Ψav)(x)|2 + ρ2σ−2dh−2(Ψav)(x)

2
)
,
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where in the penultimate inequality the first term is estimated as in (5.11), and
the second term follows from Theorem 4.1. The final inequality uses the fact that
|V(τ)| = d+ 1. Integrating over x ∈ τ and then summing over τ ∈ Th yields

|v − Ihv|2H1(Ω) ≲
∑
τ∈Th

∑
a∈V(τ)

(
|Ψav|2H1(τ) + ρ2σ−2dh−2∥Ψav∥2L2(τ)

)
=
∑
a∈Vh

(
|Ψav|2H1(ωa)

+ ρ2σ−2dh−2∥Ψav∥2L2(ωa)

)
≲
∑
a∈Vh

ρ3σ−3d3h2|v|2H2(ωa)

≲ ρ3σ−3d4h2|v|2H2(Ω),

where the penultimate inequality follows from Theorem 5.6 and Lemma 5.8, and the
final inequality uses the fact that each element has d+ 1 vertices.

Remark 5.10. In Theorem 5.3, the nodal value of the averaged Scott–Zhang in-
terpolation at an interior node a ∈ Vh \ ∂Ω is defined using the elements τ ⊂ ωa.
Alternatively, it is also possible to define it in terms of certain (d − 1)-faces, in a
manner similar to the original Scott–Zhang construction [33]. In this case, a similar
analysis yields results analogous to those presented above; the only difference is that
the trace inequality (Theorem 4.5) must be applied additional times.

5.3. Estimates for orthogonal projections. We are now ready to study the
L2- and H1-orthogonal projections, which play important roles in the analysis of
multilevel methods, using the averaged Scott–Zhang interpolation.

We first consider the L2-orthogonal projection, which was studied in, e.g., [8, 36].
Let Qh : H

1(Ω) → Vh be the L2-orthogonal projection onto Vh:

(5.13)

∫
Ω

(Qhv)vh dx =

∫
Ω

vvh dx, v ∈ H1(Ω), vh ∈ Vh.

The following estimate can be obtained straightforward from the L2-approximation
estimate of the averaged Scott–Zhang interpolation.

Theorem 5.11. Suppose that Theorem 5.1 holds. Then the L2-orthogonal pro-
jection Qh : H

1(Ω) → Vh defined in (5.13) satisfies

∥v −Qhv∥L2(Ω) ≲ ρ
1
2σ− 1

2 d
3
2h|v|H1(Ω), v ∈ H1(Ω).

Proof. Given v ∈ H1(Ω), by Theorem 5.7, we have

∥v −Qhv∥L2(Ω) = inf
vh∈Vh

∥v − vh∥L2(Ω) ≤ ∥v − Ihv∥L2(Ω) ≲ ρ
1
2σ− 1

2 d
3
2h|v|H1(Ω),

where Ih is the averaged Scott–Zhang interpolation defined in Theorem 5.3.

Similarly, let Ph : H
1
0 (Ω) → Vh,0 be the H1-orthogonal projection onto Vh,0:

(5.14)

∫
Ω

∇(Phv) · ∇vh dx =

∫
Ω

∇v · ∇vh dx, v ∈ H1
0 (Ω), vh ∈ Vh,0.

Note that Ph is well-defined thanks to the essential boundary conditions imposed
on H1

0 (Ω) and Vh,0. Using a standard duality argument (see, e.g., [9]) and the H1-
approximation estimate of the averaged Scott–Zhang interpolation, we obtain the
following result.
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Theorem 5.12. Suppose that Theorem 5.1 holds. Then the H1-orthogonal pro-
jection Ph : H

1
0 (Ω) → Vh,0 be defined in (5.14) satisfies

∥v − Phv∥L2(Ω) ≲ ρ
3
2σ− 3

2 d2h|v|H1(Ω), v ∈ H1
0 (Ω).

Proof. Take any v ∈ H1
0 (Ω). Consider the auxiliary problem: find w ∈ H1

0 (Ω)
such that

(5.15)

∫
Ω

∇w · ∇ϕdx =

∫
Ω

(v − Phv)ϕdx, ϕ ∈ H1
0 (Ω).

By Theorem 4.2, we have

(5.16) |w|H2(Ω) ≤ ∥v − Phv∥L2(Ω).

Therefore, for any vh ∈ Vh,0, we get

∥v − Phv∥2L2(Ω)

(5.15)
=

∫
Ω

∇w · ∇(v − Phv) dx
(5.14)
=

∫
Ω

∇(w − vh) · ∇(v − Phv) dx.

Choosing vh = Ihw gives

∥v − Phv∥2L2(Ω) =

∫
Ω

∇(w − Ihw) · ∇(v − Phv) dx ≤ |w − Ihw|H1(Ω)|v − Phv|H1(Ω).

Invoking Theorem 5.9, we get

∥v − Phv∥2L2(Ω) ≲ ρ
3
2σ− 3

2 d2h|w|H2(Ω)|v − Phv|H1(Ω)

(5.14)

≤ ρ
3
2σ− 3

2 d2h|w|H2(Ω)|v|H1(Ω)

(5.16)

≤ ρ
3
2σ− 3

2 d2h∥v − Phv∥L2(Ω)|v|H1(Ω).

Dividing both sides by ∥v − Phv∥L2(Ω) yields the desired result.

6. Bramble–Pasciak–Xu preconditioners. In this section, we present our
main result: we show that the condition numbers of BPX preconditioners [7, 35]
depend on the spatial dimension d only polynomially. We begin by analyzing the
dimension dependence of the strengthened Cauchy–Schwarz inequalities [37] and the
norm equivalence theorem [4, 14, 29, 37], two important technical tools in the analysis
of multilevel methods. Using the norm equivalence theorem, we then derive the
BPX preconditioner. Finally, by invoking the theory of parallel subspace correction
methods [31, 37, 39], we obtain an improved estimate for the condition number of the
BPX preconditioner.

6.1. Multilevel finite element spaces. A standard assumption on multilevel
finite element spaces, commonly used in multilevel methods (see, e.g., [37]), is stated
in Theorem 6.1.

Assumption 6.1. For J ≥ 1, the triangulation Th admits a sequence of triangula-
tions T1, . . . , TJ = Th satisfying the following conditions:

• Tl is a refinement of Tl−1 for 1 ≤ l ≤ J − 1.
• For each 1 ≤ l ≤ J , the characteristic mesh size hl of Tl satisfies

hl ≂ γ2l, 1 ≤ l ≤ J,

for some γ ∈ (0, 1).
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Note that the number of levels J satisfies J = O(| log h|). For each triangulation
Tl, we define the corresponding finite element space

Vl := {v ∈ H1
0 (Ω) : v|τ ∈ P1(τ) for all τ ∈ Tl}, 1 ≤ l ≤ J.

These spaces form a nested sequence of subspaces of Vh,0:

(6.1) V1 ⊂ V2 ⊂ · · · ⊂ VJ = Vh,0,

which yields the following multilevel space decomposition:

(6.2) Vh,0 =

J∑
l=1

Vl.

The overlap among the subspaces in the multilevel decomposition (6.2) is essen-
tial: although it introduces redundancy in representation, this redundancy enables
multilevel methods to efficiently reduce errors across different frequency ranges. For
algebraic perspectives explaining how such redundancy improves the convergence rate
of iterative methods, see [31].

Let Ql : Vh,0 → Vl be the L2-orthogonal projection onto Vl, with the convention
Q0 = 0. An important property is that, on the range R(Ql −Ql−1) of the difference
operator Ql − Ql−1, the L

2-norm ∥ · ∥L2(Ω) and the scaled H1-seminorm hl | · |H1(Ω)

are equivalent, as summarized in Theorem 6.2.

Lemma 6.2. Suppose that Theorems 5.1 and 6.1 hold. For any 1 ≤ l ≤ J , we
have

ρ−
1
2σ

1
2 d−

3
2 γ2h−1

l ∥v∥L2(Ω) ≲ |v|H1(Ω) ≲ ρσ−1d
3
2h−1

l ∥v∥L2(Ω), v ∈ R(Ql −Ql−1),

where Ql : Vh,0 → Vl denotes the L2-orthogonal projection onto Vl, and Q0 = 0.

Proof. Since the right inequality is clear from the global inverse inequality (Corol-
lary 4.10), we only prove the left inequality. Take any v ∈ R(Ql−Ql−1). There exists
w ∈ Vh,0 such that

(6.3) v = (Ql −Ql−1)w = (I −Ql−1)(Ql −Ql−1)w.

Then by the approximation property of the L2-orthogonal projection (Theorem 5.11)
and Theorem 6.1, we have

∥v∥L2(Ω)
(6.3)
= ∥(I −Ql−1)(Ql −Ql−1)w∥L2(Ω)

≲ ρ
1
2σ− 1

2 d
3
2 γ−2hl|(Ql −Ql−1)w|H1(Ω)

(6.3)
= ρ

1
2σ− 1

2 d
3
2 γ−2hl|v|H1(Ω).

This completes the proof.

6.2. Strengthened Cauchy–Schwarz inequalities. The strengthened Cauchy–
Schwarz inequalities are important technical tools for analyzing the multilevel space
decomposition (6.2). Here, we closely follow the arguments in [37, Section 6.1], with
careful attention to the dependence on the spatial dimension d and relevant parame-
ters.

In Lemma 6.3, we reproduce the Cauchy–Schwarz-type inequality from [37, Lemma 6.1],
now with explicit dependence on the dimension and parameters.
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Lemma 6.3. Suppose that Theorems 5.1 and 6.1 hold. For any 1 ≤ l ≤ k ≤ J ,
we have∫

Ω

∇v · ∇w dx ≲ ρσ−1d
3
2 γk−lh−1

k |v|H1(Ω)∥w∥L2(Ω), v ∈ Vl, w ∈ Vk.

Proof. Take any τ ∈ Tl. Since ∇v is constant on τ , by the shape-regularity and
the quasi-uniformity (see Theorem 5.1), we have

(6.4)
∥∇v∥2L2(∂τ)

∥∇v∥2L2(τ)

=
|∂τ |
|τ |

= dr−1
τ ≤ ρdh−1

τ ≤ ρσ−1dh−1
l .

It follows from the Green’s identity that∫
τ

∇v · ∇w dx ≤
∫
∂τ

w
∂v

∂n
ds

≤ ∥∇v∥L2(∂τ)∥w∥L2(∂τ)

≲ ρσ−1d
3
2h

−1/2
l h

−1/2
k ∥∇v∥L2(τ)∥w∥L2(τ)

≂ ρσ−1d
3
2 γk−lh−1

k ∥∇v∥L2(τ)∥w∥L2(τ),

(6.5)

where the penultimate step follows from the discrete trace inequality (Theorem 4.7)
together with (6.4), and the final ≂ uses Theorem 6.1. Summing (6.5) over all τ ∈ Tl
followed by applying the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality yields∫

Ω

∇v · ∇w dx ≲ ρσ−1d
3
2 γk−lh−1

k

∑
τ∈Tl

|v|H1(τ)∥w∥L2(τ)

≤ ρσ−1d
3
2 γk−lh−1

k

(∑
τ∈Tl

|v|2H1(τ)

) 1
2
(∑

τ∈Tl

∥w∥2L2(τ)

) 1
2

= ρσ−1d
3
2 γk−lh−1

k |v|H1(Ω)∥w∥L2(Ω),

which completes the proof.

We now state the strengthened Cauchy–Schwarz inequalities among the spaces
{R(Ql −Ql−1)}Jl=1 in Theorem 6.4 (cf. [37, Lemma 6.2]). This result follows directly
from Theorem 6.2 and Lemma 6.3.

Lemma 6.4 (Strengthened Cauchy–Schwarz inequalities). Suppose that Theo-
rems 5.1 and 6.1 hold. For any 1 ≤ l ≤ k ≤ J , we have∫
Ω

∇v · ∇w dx ≲ ρ
3
2σ− 3

2 d3γk−l−2|v|H1(Ω)|w|H1(Ω), v ∈ R(Ql −Ql−1), w ∈ R(Qk −Qk−1),

where Ql : Vh,0 → Vl denotes the L2-orthogonal projection onto Vl, and Q0 = 0.

6.3. Norm equivalence theorem. We now present the norm equivalence the-
orem [4, 14, 29, 37], one of the most important theoretical results in the analysis of
multilevel iterative methods, in Theorem 6.5. We note that although we assume full
elliptic regularity for convenience (see Theorem 5.1), the norm equivalence theorem
itself does not require full elliptic regularity and remains valid for a broader class of
domains.
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Theorem 6.5. Suppose that Theorems 5.1 and 6.1 hold. Then we have

Cρ,σ,d,γ

J∑
l=1

|(Ql−Ql−1)v|2H1(Ω) ≲ |v|2H1(Ω) ≲ Cρ,σ,d,γ

J∑
l=1

|(Ql−Ql−1)v|2H1(Ω), v ∈ Vh,0,

where Ql : Vh,0 → Vl denotes the L2-orthogonal projection onto Vl, Q0 = 0, and

Cρ,σ,d,γ = ρ−5σ5d−7γ4(1− γ2)(1− γ4), Cρ,σ,d,γ =
ρ

3
2σ− 3

2 d3

γ2(1− γ)
.

Proof. For each 1 ≤ l ≤ J , we define

(6.6) vl = (Pl − Pl−1)v = (I − Pl−1)(Pl − Pl−1)v ∈ Vl,

so that we have

(6.7) v =
J∑

l=1

vl, |v|2H1(Ω) =

J∑
l=1

|vl|2H1(Ω).

We readily observe that

(6.8) (Qk −Qk−1)vl = 0, vl ∈ Vl, k > l.

Moreover, for k ≤ l, we have

∥(Qk −Qk−1)vl∥L2(Ω) = ∥(I −Qk−1)Qkvl∥L2(Ω)

≤ ∥vl∥L2(Ω)

(6.6)
= ∥(I − Pl−1)(Pl − Pl−1)v∥L2(Ω)

≲ ρ
3
2σ− 3

2 d2hl−1|(Pl − Pl−1)v|H1(Ω)

(6.6)
= ρ

3
2σ− 3

2 d2hl−1|vl|H1(Ω),

(6.9)

where the last inequality is due to Theorem 5.12. From (6.7) and (6.8), we get

J∑
l=1

|(Ql −Ql−1)v|2H1(Ω) =

J∑
i,j=1

min(i,j)∑
l=1

∫
Ω

∇((Ql −Ql−1)vi) · ∇((Ql −Ql−1)vj) dx

≤
J∑

i,j=1

min(i,j)∑
l=1

|(Ql −Ql−1)vi|H1(Ω)|(Ql −Ql−1)vj |H1(Ω).

(6.10)

By Theorem 6.2 and (6.9), we obtain

J∑
i,j=1

min(i,j)∑
l=1

|(Ql −Ql−1)vi|H1(Ω)|(Ql −Ql−1)vj |H1(Ω)

≲ ρ2σ−2d3
J∑

i,j=1

min(i,j)∑
l=1

h−2
l ∥Q̃lvi∥L2(Ω)∥Q̃lvj∥L2(Ω)

≲ ρ5σ−5d7
J∑

i,j=1

min(i,j)∑
l=1

h−2
l hi−1hj−1|vi|H1(Ω)|vj |H1(Ω).

(6.11)
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Using Theorem 6.1 and the inequality

min(i,j)∑
l=1

h−2
l ≂

min(i,j)∑
l=1

γ−4l =
γ−4min(i,j) − 1

1− γ4
≲
h−2
min(i,j)

1− γ4
,

we get

J∑
i,j=1

min(i,j)∑
l=1

h−2
l hi−1hj−1|vi|H1(Ω)|vj |H1(Ω)

≲
1

γ4(1− γ4)

J∑
i,j=1

h−2
min(i,j)hihj |vi|H1(Ω)|vj |H1(Ω)

≂
1

γ4(1− γ4)

J∑
i,j=1

γ2|i−j||vi|H1(Ω)|vj |H1(Ω).

(6.12)

With elementary manipulations, we deduce

J∑
i,j=1

γ2|i−j||vi|H1(Ω)|vj |H1(Ω) ≲
J∑

i,j=1

γ2|i−j|(|vi|2H1(Ω) + |vj |2H1(Ω))

≂
J∑

i=1

 J∑
j=1

γ2|i−j|

 |vi|2H1(Ω)

≲
1

1− γ2

J∑
i=1

|vi|2H1(Ω)

(6.7)
=

1

1− γ2
|v|2H1(Ω).

(6.13)

Combining (6.10)–(6.13) yields the desired estimate for Cρ,σ,d,γ .
On the other hand, we use Theorem 6.4 to obtain

|v|2H1(Ω) =
J∑

i,j=1

∫
Ω

∇((Qi −Qi−1)v) · ∇((Qj −Qj−1)v) dx

≲ ρ
3
2σ− 3

2 d3
J∑

i,j=1

γ|i−j|−2|(Qi −Qi−1)v|H1(Ω)|(Qj −Qj−1)v|H1(Ω)

≤ ρ
3
2σ− 3

2 d3

γ2(1− γ)

J∑
l=1

|Q̃lv|2H1(Ω),

which completes the proof of the estimate for Cρ,σ,d,γ .

Combining Theorem 6.2 and Theorem 6.5, we obtain Theorem 6.6, which plays
an important role in the derivation of BPX preconditioners.

Corollary 6.6. Suppose that Theorems 5.1 and 6.1 hold. Then we have

Cρ,σ,d,γ(Âv, v)L2(Ω) ≲ |v|2H1(Ω) ≲ Cρ,σ,d,γ(Âv, v)L2(Ω), v ∈ Vh,0,
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where the linear operator Â : Vh,0 → Vh,0 is defined by

Â =

J∑
l=1

h−2
l (Ql −Ql−1),

and Ql : Vh,0 → Vl denotes the L2-orthogonal projection onto Vl, Q0 = 0, and

Cρ,σ,d,γ = ρ−6σ6d−10γ8(1− γ2)(1− γ4), Cρ,σ,d,γ =
ρ

7
2σ− 7

2 d6

γ2(1− γ)
.

6.4. Construction of BPX preconditioners. While the BPX preconditioner
was originally developed as part of an effort to parallelize classical multigrid meth-
ods [7, 35], here we derive it in an alternative way, namely through the norm equiva-
lence theorem established above.

Our starting point is the linear operator Â defined in Theorem 6.6. By Theo-
rem 6.1, we have

Â−1 =

J∑
l=1

h2l (Ql −Ql−1) ≂
J∑

l=1

γ2l(Ql −Ql−1).

Hence, for any v ∈ Vh,0, we have

(Â−1v, v)L2(Ω) ≂
J∑

l=1

γ2l
(
(Ql −Ql−1)v, v

)
L2(Ω)

= γ2J(v, v)L2(Ω) +

J∑
l=1

γ2l(1− γ2)(Qlv, v)L2(Ω)

≂ h2J(v, v)L2(Ω) + (1− γ2)

J∑
l=1

h2l (Qlv, v)L2(Ω).

(6.14)

We now consider the following instance of BPX preconditioners (see [7]):

(6.15) B =

J∑
l=1

h2lQl.

Then (6.14) implies

(1− γ2) (Bv, v)L2(Ω) ≲ (Â−1v, v)L2(Ω) ≲ (Bv, v)L2(Ω), v ∈ Vh,0.

Equivalently,

(6.16) (1− γ2) (Âv, v)L2(Ω) ≲ (B−1v, v)L2(Ω) ≲ (Âv, v)L2(Ω), v ∈ Vh,0.

Combining (6.16) with Theorem 6.6, we obtain

(6.17) (1− γ2)C
−1

ρ,σ,d,γ |v|2H1(Ω) ≲ (B−1v, v)L2(Ω) ≲ C−1
ρ,σ,d,γ |v|

2
H1(Ω), v ∈ Vh,0,

where Cρ,σ,d,γ and Cρ,σ,d,γ are the constants in Theorem 6.6. The inequality (6.17)
shows that the condition number κ(BA) of the operator BA, where A : Vh,0 → Vh,0
is defined by

(6.18) (Av,w)L2(Ω) =

∫
Ω

∇v · ∇w dx, v, w ∈ Vh,0,
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is bounded independently of the mesh size h and the number of levels J , while de-
pending on the dimension d and the shape-regularity parameter ρ only polynomially.
This is precisely the main goal of this paper.

On the other hand, by using the theory of parallel subspace correction meth-
ods [37, 39], we can obtain an even sharper bound on κ(BA), as we discuss next.

6.5. BPX preconditioners as parallel subspace correction methods. As
discussed in [37], the BPX preconditioner (6.15), or more general form with general
smoothers (see [7]) are interpreted as parallel subspace correction methods based on
the multilevel space decomposition (6.2).

From the well-established convergence theory of parallel subspace correction meth-
ods (see, e.g., [31, Theorem 6.2] and [39, Lemma 2.4]), we have the following result.

Lemma 6.7. The Bramble–Pasciak–Xu preconditioner B defined in (6.15) satis-
fies

(B−1v, v)L2(Ω) = inf
vl∈Vl,

∑J
l=1 vl=v

J∑
l=1

h−2
l ∥vl∥2L2(Ω), v ∈ Vh,0.

Using Theorem 6.7, we obtain the following estimate, which is sharper than the
constant C−1

ρ,σ,d,γ appearing in (6.17).

Lemma 6.8. Suppose that Theorems 5.1 and 6.1 hold. Then the Bramble–Pasciak–
Xu preconditioner B defined in (6.15) satisfies

(B−1v, v)L2(Ω) ≲ ρ3σ−3d4γ−4|v|2H1(Ω), v ∈ Vh,0.

Proof. For any 1 ≤ l ≤ J , we define vl ∈ Vl as in (6.6). By Theorem 6.7, (6.9),
Theorem 6.1, and (6.7), we get

(B−1v, v)L2(Ω) ≤
J∑

l=1

h−2
l ∥vl∥2L2(Ω)

≲ ρ3σ−3d4
J∑

l=1

h−2
l h2l−1|vl|2H1(Ω)

≂ ρ3σ−3d4γ−4
J∑

l=1

|vl|2H1(Ω)

= ρ3σ−3d4γ−4|v|2H1(Ω).

This completes the proof.

Combining (6.17) with Theorem 6.8, we finally obtain the following estimate.

Theorem 6.9. Suppose that Theorems 5.1 and 6.1 hold. Then the Bramble–
Pasciak–Xu preconditioner B defined in (6.15) satisfies

ρ−
7
2σ

7
2 d−6γ2(1−γ)(1−γ2)|v|2H1(Ω) ≲ (B−1v, v)L2(Ω) ≲ ρ3σ−3d4γ−4|v|2H1(Ω), v ∈ Vh,0.

Consequently, we have

κ(BA) ≲
ρ

13
2 σ− 13

2 d10

γ6(1− γ)(1− γ2)
,

where the operator A was defined in (6.18).
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7. Conclusion. In this paper, we have provided a comprehensive analysis of the
dimension dependence of BPX preconditioners. We proved that, under a certain geo-
metric assumption, the BPX preconditioner exhibits only polynomial dependence on
the spatial dimension. We emphasize that our result has direct and important implica-
tions for quantum algorithms, a recently emerging topic in computational mathemat-
ics. As discussed in [15, 23], establishing polynomial dimension dependence of BPX
preconditioners helps explain the exponential speedup observed in certain quantum
algorithms for the numerical solution of PDEs.

We note that one important assumption in this paper is the convexity of the do-
main, which guarantees the dimension-independent elliptic regularity estimate stated
in Theorem 4.2. Such an estimate is not available for nonconvex domains. Since many
practical applications involve nonconvex geometries, understanding the behavior of
BPX preconditioners for high-dimensional problems without full elliptic regularity
remains an important direction for future research.
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