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Abstract

In this paper, we study the rate of convergence of the cyclic projection algorithm
applied to finitely many basic semi-algebraic convex sets. We establish an explicit
convergence rate estimate which relies on the maximum degree of the polynomials
that generate the basic semi-algebraic convex sets and the dimension of the underlying
space. We achieve our results by exploiting the algebraic structure of the basic semi-
algebraic convex sets.
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1 Introduction

A very common problem in diverse areas of mathematics and engineering consists of trying
to find a point in the intersection of closed convex sets C;, ¢ = 1,...,m. This problem is
often referred to as the convex feasibility problem. One popular method for solving the
convex feasibility problem is the so-called cyclic projection algorithm. Mathematically, the
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cyclic projection algorithm is formulated as follows. Given finitely many closed convex sets
C1,Ca, -+ ,Cpy in R™ with N2, C; # &, let 29 € R" and P, := Pg,,i =1,2,--- ,m, where
P¢, denotes the Euclidean projection to the set C;. The sequence of cyclic projections,
(zk)ken, is defined by

(1.1) 1 := Pixg, 20 := Paxy, -+ X = P 1, Tmay1 = P1T, ...

When m = 2, the cyclic projection method reduces to the well known von Neumann
alternating projection method (APM) (see [41] and also [8, 12} 13} 27] for some recent
developments). The cyclic projection method has attracted much recent interest due to
its simplicity and to numerous applications to diverse areas such as engineering and the
physical sciences, see [7, 6, [10, 20, 21] and the references therein.

The convergence properties of cyclic projection methods have been examined by many
researchers. In particular, Bregman [19] showed that the sequence (zx)reny generated
by the cyclic projection algorithm, always converges to a point in C. Moreover, linear
convergence of cyclic projection algorithm onto convex sets with regular intersections was
shown in [23]. On the other hand, for convex sets with irregular intersections (for example,
when the intersection is a singleton), the cyclic projection algorithm may not exhibit linear
convergence even for simple two dimensional cases as observed by [9, Example 5.3] (see
Section |5| for more examples). This then raises the following basic question:

Can we estimate the convergence rate of the cyclic projection algorithm for
convex sets with possibly irreqular intersections?

In this paper, we provide an answer for the above question by focusing on the case
where each set C; is a basic semi-algebraic convex set in R™ in the sense that there exist
vi € N and convex polynomial functions, g;;,7 = 1,...,7; such that

The main motivation for examining basic semi-algebraic convex sets lies with the follow-
ing two facts. First, as recently established in [2, [3], optimization problems involving
semi-algebraic structure have a number of remarkable properties (such as the celebrated
Kurdyka-Lojasiewicz inequality) which enables us to obtain useful qualitative information
of the problem. Second, the class of basic semi-algebraic convex sets is a broad class of con-
vex sets which covers polyhedra and convex sets described by convex quadratic functions.
Additionally, the structure can often be relatively easily identified [24].

By exploiting the precise algebraic structure, we are able to provide an explicit rate for
the cyclic projection algorithm applied to finitely many basic semi-algebraic convex sets
without any regqularity conditions. More precisely, let C; be basic semi-algebraic convex sets
generated by polynomials in R” with degree at most d € N. We show that the sequence of

cyclic projections (x)ren (L.1) converges (at least) at the rate of k—lp when d > 1, where



1
min { (2d-1)7~1,28(n—1)d"—2}
respect to s—which is given by ([5;2])' E| When d = 1, the sequence of cyclic projections

p = and ((s) denotes the central binomial coefficient with

converges linearly.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section [2| we collect notation
and auxiliary results for future use and for the reader’s convenience. In Section [3], we give
a Holderian regularity result for finitely many basic semi-algebraic convex sets. The proof
of our main result (Theorem forms the bulk of Section 4} In Section [5| we explore
various concrete examples. Finally, we end the paper with some conclusions and open
questions.

2 Preliminaries and auxiliary results

We assume throughout that R" is a Euclidean space with the norm || -|| and inner product
(-,), where n € N:={1,2,3,---}. We reserve d € N. We denote by B(z,¢) := {y € R" |
ly — z|| < e}. We adopt standard notation used in these books [12| 18], 37, 39, [42].

Given a subset C' of R", int C' is the interior of C, bd C' is the boundary of C, aff C' is
the affine hull of C and C is the norm closure of C. The orthogonal set is C+ := {z* €
R™ | (Ve € C) (x*,¢) = 0}. The distance function to the set C, written dist(-, C'), is defined
by x — inf.cco ||x — ¢||. The projector operator to the set C, denoted by Pg, is defined by

Po(z):={ceC| |y —c| =dist(z,C)}, VzreR"™

Let D C R™. The distance of two sets: C and D, is dist(C, D) := inf.ccdep ||c — d]|.
Given f: X — ]—o0,+00], we set dom f := f~1(R). We say f is proper if dom f # @.
Let f be a proper function on R". Its associated recession function f°° is defined, for any

v € R", by F)

f°(v) ;= liminf

t—00,v' —v
If f is further assumed to be lower semicontinuous and convex, one has (see [4, Proposition
2.5.2])

(2.1) [ (v) = lim = sup for all z € domf.

2.1 Notation and facts on polynomials

Recall that f: R™ — R is a polynomial if there exists a number r € N such that

flx) = Z AT,

0<|e|<r

"Here, [a] denotes the integer part of a



where Ay € R, 2 = (21, ,2p), 2% := 21" - - 25", 0y € NU{0}, and |af := 37", a;. The
corresponding constant r is called the degree of f.

Next let us recall a useful property of polynomial functions.

Fact 2.1 (See [5, Remark 4]) Let f : R™ — R be polynomial, and {x1,x2} C R™. If f is
constant on D := [x1,x3], then f is constant on aff D.

We now summarize some basic properties of convex polynomials that will be used later.
The first property is a Frank-Wolfe type result for convex polynomial optimization prob-
lems while the second one is a directional-constancy property for a convex polynomial.

Fact 2.2 (Belousov) (See [I5, Theorem 13, Section 4, Chapter II] or [16, Theorem 3]
and [35].) Let f be a convex polynomial on R™. Consider a set D := {z | gi(z) < 0,i =
1,---,m}, where each g;, i = 1,---,m, is a convezr polynomial on R™. Suppose that
infyep f(z) > —o0. Then f attains its minimum on D.

Fact 2.3 (See [4, Proposition 3.2.1].) Let f be a conver polynomial on R™ and v € R™.
Assume that f>(v) = 0. Then f(x +tv) = f(x) for allt € R and for all x € R™.

2.2 Notation and facts on semialgebraic sets/functions

Following [17], a set D C R™ is said to be semi-algebraic if
l s
D= U ﬂ{ﬂﬂ € R"| fij(z) = 0, hyj(x) < 0}
i=1 j=1

for some integers [, s and some polynomial functions f;;, hj; on R® (1 < i < [,1 <
j < s). Moreover, a function f : R™ — R is said to be semi-algebraic if its graph
gphf = {(z, f(z)) | x € R"} is semi-algebraic.

We now summarize below some basic properties of semi-algebraic sets and semi-algebraic
functions. These properties will be useful for our later work.

Fact 2.4 The following statements hold (the properties (P1) and (P4) are direct from the
definitions).

(P1) Any polynomial is a semi-algebraic function.

(P2) (See [1T, Proposition 2.2.8].) Let D be a semi-algebraic set. Then dist(-, D) is a
semi-algebraic function.

(P3) (See [17, Proposition 2.2.6].) If f, g are semi-algebraic functions on R™ and A\ € R
then f+ g, \f, max{f, g}, fg are semi-algebraic.



(P4) If fi are polynomials, i = 1,...,m, and X\ € R, then the sets {z | fi(x) = \,i =
1,....omp, {z| filz) < A, i=1,...,m} are semi-algebraic sets.

(P5) (Lojasiewicz’s inequality) (See [17, Corollary 2.6.7].) If ¢, 1) are two continuous semi-
algebraic functions on compact semi-algebraic set K C R™ such that () # ¢=1(0) C
¥~1(0) then there exist constants ¢ > 0 and 7 € (0, 1] such that

|(z)] < c|lp(x)]”  for all x € K.

Remark 2.5 As pointed out by [34], the corresponding exponent 7 in Lojasiewicz’s in-
equality (P5) is hard to determine and is typically not known. O

Remark 2.6 Let g;, i = 1,...,m be polynomials on R™ and set S := {x € R" | g;(x) < 0}.
Let z € S. Then, (P2) and (P4) imply that ¢ = maxj<;<m[gi]+ while [g;]+ := max{g;(-),0}
and ¢ = dist(-, S) are semi-algebraic functions. Applying (P5) it follows that there exist
¢,e >0 and 7 € (0,1] such that

(2.2) dist(z, S) < ¢ max lgi(x)]].  for all z € B(Z,¢).

As explained in Remark[2.5] the exponent 7 in ([2.2) is hard to determine and is typically
unknown. However, there are some special cases where we can provide some effective esti-
mates on the exponent 7: To formulate these results, we introduce the following notation.
Define

(2.3) k(n,d) :=(d—1)" + 1.

We now present various results which show that the exponent 7 in (2.2]) can be effectively
estimated when g¢; has some appropriate extra structure.

Fact 2.7 (Gwozdziewicz) (See |22, Theorem 3].) Let g be a polynomial on R™ with
degree no larger than d. Suppose that g(0) = 0 and there exists g > 0 such that g(x) > 0
for all x € B(0,e0)\{0}. Then there ezist constants c,e > 0 such that

(2.4) |z]| < cg(z)"md, Yz e B(0,e).
We denote by 5(s) the central binomial coefficient with respect to an integer s: ([sjz])
(with () = 1)[28].

Fact 2.8 (Kollar) (See [26, Theorem 3(i)].) Let g; be polynomials on R™ with degree < d
for everyi=1,--- ,m. Let g(z) := maxi<i<m gi(x). Suppose that there exists £9 > 0 such
that g(x) > 0 for all x € B(0,e9)\{0}. Then there exist constants c,e > 0 such that

1
lall < cg(e)=T, Vo € B(O,e).



Fact 2.9 (See [29, Theorem 4.2].) Let g be a convex polynomial on R™ with degree at most
d. Let S :={x | g(x) <0} and & € S. Then, g has a Hélder type local error bound with
exponent k(n,d)™!, i.e., there exist constants c,e > 0 such that

1

dist(z, S) < c[g(@)] 3™ for all x € B(Z,¢).

Fact 2.10 (See [29, Theorem 4.1].) Let g be a convex polynomial on R™. Let S := {x |
g(x) < 0}. Suppose that there exists xg € R™ such that g(x¢) < 0. Then, g has a Lipschitz
type global error bound, i.e., there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

dist(z, S) < clg(x)]+ for all z € R™.

Fact 2.11 (See [38, Theorem 2| Let g be a continuous convex function R™. Let S := {x €
R™ | g(z) < 0}. Suppose that there exists xg € R™ such that g(xzo) < 0. Then, for every
compact subset K of R", there exists ¢ > 0 such that

dist(z,S) < clg(z)]+ forallx e K.

The following example show us that the conclusion of Fact can fail if we allow K
to be noncompact.

Example 2.12 (Shironin) ( See [29, Example 4.1] or [40].) Let g1,g2 : R* — R be
defined by

91(331,902,$3,9E4) =T,
16 8 6 3.3 2 4.2 2 4 4 4
g2(x1, xo, w3, 24) 1= ] + x5 + T3 + 12523 + T{Xx3 + TH5T5 + T3

+ x%xg + x%:z:g + ﬂ:% + x% + x% — 4.
Then g¢1,g9 are convex polynomials and
g1(=k, 0,0,k + k2 + k) = go(—k,0,0, k" + k2 + k) = -k <0, VkeN.

Let g(z) := max{gi(z),g2(z)} for all x € R*. Then, g is a continuous convex function
and g(—k,0,0,k'® + k2 + k) < 0 for all K € N. On the other hand, as shown in [40], there
exists a sequence (x)ren in R* such that

[9(xp)]+ <1,Vk Dbut dist(xg,S) — +oo,

where S := {x € R | g1(x) < 0,92(z) < 0}. Let K be a noncompact set such that
{zr} € K. Then, the conclusion of Fact “dist(z,S) < clg(z)]+ forallz € K7

must fail in this case. O

Recall that a set C C R™ is a basic semi-algebraic convexr set if there exist v € N
and convex polynomial functions, g;,7 = 1,...,7 such that C = {z € R" | gj(z) <
0,j=1,---,v}. Clearly, any basic semi-algebraic convex set is convex and semi-algebraic.
However, the following example shows that a convex and semi-algebraic set need not to
be a basic semi-algebraic convex set.



Example 2.13 Consider the set A := {(x1,22) € R? | 1 — 2129 < 0, -1 < 0, —23 < 0}.
Clearly, A is convex and semi-algebraic while the polynomial (z1,z2) — 1 — x129 is not
convex. We now show that A is not a basic semi-algebraic convex set, i.e., it cannot be
written as {z : g;(z) <0,i=1,---,1} for some convex polynomials g;, i = 1,--- ,[, [ € N.
To see this, we proceed by the method of contradiction. Let f : R> — R be defined by
f(z1,22) := x1. Clearly inf  f(z) = 0. Then, then by Fact f should attain its

r=(x1,22)€A
minimum on A. This leads to a contradiction, and so, justifies the claim. O

2.3 Notation and facts for projection methods

From now on, we assume that

meNy,eNi=1,....m

9i1,9i2," "+ »Gin; are convex polynomials onR", 1 =1,...,m
C; = {x eER" | gii(x) <0,gi2(x) <0, , giy(z) < O}, i=1,...,m
P =P, Vi=12---'m

=1

Fact 2.14 (Bregman) (See [19].) Let o € R™. The sequence of cyclic projections,
(k)ken, defined by

(2.5) 1 := Pixg, 20 := Poxy, -+ X = PpXm—1,Tme1 = P1Tm, . ..
converges to a point in C.

Fact 2.15 (Bauschke and Borwein) (See [9, Lemma 2.2 and Theorem 4.8], or [8|
Fact 1.1(iii) and Fact 1.2(ii)].) Let A, B be nonempty convex subsets of R™ such that
A — B is closed. Let by € X and (ag)ren, (bk)ren be defined as below:

ar+1 = PAbk
brky1 = Ppagqi.

Let v := P4o_pg0. Then, we have

(i) |lv|| = dist(A, B) and ap, — a, by — a+v.

(ii) Ppr = Ppn(atv)yT = z+v, Vo € AN(B—v) and Pay= Panp—o)y =y—v, Yy €
Bn(A+w)



Definition 2.16 Let A be a nonempty convex subset of R™. We say the sequence (xy)ren
in R™ is Fejér monotone with respect to A if

|zkr1 —al| < |lzx —all, VkeN, acA

Fact 2.17 (Bauschke and Borwein) (See [8, Theorem 3.3(iv)].) Let A be a nonempty
closed convex subset of R™ and let (x)ken be Fejér monotone with respect to A, and
xp — x € A. Then ||z, — z|| < 2dist(z,, A).

3 Holderian regularity for basic semi-algebraic convex sets

In this section, we will establish Holderian regularity for basic semi-algebraic convex sets
and shall provide an effective estimate of the exponent in the regularity results. This
result plays an important role in our following estimation of the convergence speed of the
cyclic projection methods.

To do this, we first establish an error bound result which estimates the distance of a
point to a basic semi-algebraic convex set S in terms of the polynomials which define S.
More explicitly, we obtain an explicit exponent 7 > 0 such that there exist ¢,e > 0,

dist(z, S) < c( max [gz(x)]Jr) whenever |z —7| <e,

where S :={x € R" | gj(x) <0,i=1,--- ,m}.

We note that this error bound property plays an important role in convergence analysis
of many algorithms for optimization problems [36] as well as for the variational inequality
problem [30], and that the exponent 7 in the error bound property has a close relationship
with the convergence rate of the algorithm. However, existing results such as the power-
ful Lojasiewicz’s inequality do not provide any insight on how to explicitly estimate the
exponent 7.

Before we proceed, let us use a simple example to illustrate that the exponent 7 can be
related to the maximum degree of the polynomials defined the basic semi-algebraic convex
set and the dimension of the underlying space. This example is partially inspired by [26],
Example 1].

Example 3.1 Let d be an even number. Consider convex polynomials g;, ¢ =1,...,n on
R" given by gi(z) := 2¢ and g;, i = 2,--- ,n given by gi(z) = 2¢ — 2,1, i = 2,--- ,n.
Then, direct verification gives us that S := {x € R" | g;(x) < 0,i =1,--- ,n} = {0}, and
so, dist(z,S) = ||z|. In this case, consider z(t) = (t¢" " t4"* ... 1) € R", t € (0,1).
Then dist(z(t), S) = O(t) and maxj<i<m[gi(z(t))]+ = t¢". Therefore, we see that if there
exist ¢,e > 0 and 7 > 0 such that

dist(z, S) < C(1I<II%X [gz(x)]+> whenever ||z|| <,

8



then, 7 < %. Thus, we see that the exponent 7 is related to the maximum degree of

the polynomials defined the basic semi-algebraic convex set and the dimension of the
underlying space. O

We now introduce a decomposition of the index set.

Definition 3.2 For convex polynomials g1,...,gm on R™ with S = {z € R" | g;(z) <
0,i =1,...,m}, the index set {1,...,m} can be decomposed as Jy U J; with JoNJy =0
where

(3.1) Jo={ie{l,....om}|g(S)=0} and Jy:={1,...,m}\Jo.

Now we come to our key technical result which provides a local error bound for convex
polynomial systems. The main idea of the proof is to use the extreme rigidity of convex
polynomial functions (see Fact and to reduce the problem to the one of comparing
a (power of a) nonnegative convex polynomial vanishing only at 0 with the norm so that
the estimate of the Lojasiewicz inequality that we introduced in Fact and Fact can
be applied.

Theorem 3.3 (Local error bounds for convex polynomial systems) Let g; be con-
vex polynomials on R™ with degree at most d for everyi=1,--- ,m. Let S :={zx € R" |
gi(z) <0,i=1,--- ,m} and z € S. Then there exist c,e > 0 such that

dist(z, S) < c<m%x[gi(x)]+ + (m%X[gi(x)}_,_)T) whenever |z —7Z| <e,
€1 (S

0

where [a]+ := max{a,0}, 7 := max{ﬁ(n%d), B(n—ll)d” },ok(n,2d) == (2d = 1)" +1, B(n—1)
is the central binomial coefficient with respect to n — 1 which is given by ([(r;:)lm]); and

Jo, J1 are defined as in .

Proof. We prove the desired conclusion by induction on the number of the polynomials m.

[Trivial Case] Suppose that m = 1. Then Jy = {1} or Jy = 0. If Jy = {1}, then the

conclusion follows by Fact since max { n(n22 ik B(n—ll) dn} < K(i D If Jy = 0, then there

exists xo such that g1(xo) < 0. In this case, the conclusion follows by Fact

[Reduction to the active cases] Let us suppose that the conclusion is true for m <
p—1, p €N, and look at the case for m = p. If Jy # {1,...,m}, then {1,..., m}\Jy # 0.
Let ig ¢ Jo. Then there exists zo € S such that gi,(zo) < 0. Set J := {i € {1,2,...,m} |
gi(zp) < 0}. Then ¢g € J C J; and JN Jy = &. Let A, B be defined by

A={z eR"|gi(x) <0, VieJ}
B:={z eR"|g(z) <0, Vief},



where J = {1,2,...,m}\J. Thus, Jy C J. Then we have zp € int AN B and S = AN B.
Since S C B, we have

(3.2) Jo:={i€{1,2,...,mN\J | g:(B) =0} C Jo.

Since int AN B # (), [8, Corollary 4.5] implies that for every compact set K there exist
~,60 > 0 such that

(3.3) dist(z, S) = dist(z, AN B) < ymax{dist(z, A),dist(z, B)} for all x € K.
Now applying Fact with f(x) = max;es[gi(x)]+, there exists ¢; > 0 such that

(3.4) dist(z, A) < ¢; m%x[gi(x)]Jr, Vo € K.
1€

From the induction hypothesis and (3.2]), we see that there exist € > 0 and c2 > 0 such
that for every ||z — z|| < e, maxj<i<m[gi(z)]+ < 1 such that

dist(z, B)

<o (mj\? o)+ (max(a (o)) )

- ca(max{ mex [gi(@)], max [gi(e)]s ) + (m%mw) (since Jo € Jy € J)
ieJ\Jo 1€Jo\Jo i€Jo

<o (ig}go[gi(xm - ma (o) + (gggc[gxx)w)

<o (g&[gmm e [ (o)) + (o)) )

< (igﬁi[w(xm + 2(%?[9@'(96)%)7)

< 202<ig%§0[9i(90)]+ + (Iggj?[gi(ﬂﬁ)]Jr)T)'

Thus, the conclusion follows in this case by combining (3.3) and (3.4), and noting that
(J\Jo) U J C J;.

From now on, we may assume that Jy = {1,...,m}. That is,
{3: | gi(x) <0,i=1,--- ,m} = {w | gi(x) =0,i=1,--- ,m}.
This implies that inf;ecgpe maxi<i<m{gi(x)} = 0. Then,
Orm ¢ {(g1(2), , gm(z)) | 2 € R"} + int R

Hence the convex separation theorem ensures that there exist a; > 0 with Y /" o = 1
such that Y ", a;gi(xz) > 0 for all z € R™. Denote I := {i | a; > 0} # 0. Then, we have
Y ieri =1 and

(3.5) Zaigi(x) >0 forall x e R".
el

10



[Decompose the underlying space into sum of two subspaces M and M*] Con-
sider D := {x € R" | gi(z) < 0,7 € I}. Clearly, D is a convex set and £ € D. Moreover,
for any v € D, (3.5)) implies that

(3.6) gi(v) =0, Viel.

In other words, g; takes constant value 0 on D. Then, Fact implies that D is either a
singleton or an affine set with dimension larger than one.

Let M := D — Z. Then M is a subspace. We may decompose R™ = M + M. Denote
dimM =k (k <n).

We now see that

(3.7) ng(x) >0 for all z — z € M\{0}.
el

Otherwise, there exists zg € R such that zo — 7 € M*+\{0} and g;(x¢) = 0 for all i € I.
This shows that 29 € D. Thus zg —Z € M and hence zo — & € M N M~+. This contradicts
the fact that zo — z # 0.

Similarly, we have

(3.8) max gi(z) > 0 for all z — 7 € MH\{0}.
1€

[Distance estimation on M~] We first show that there exist 9,79 > 0 such that
1
_ 9 r(n—k,2d) B 1
(3.9) llx —z|| < Zgi (x) , VYx—ze€ M-NB(0,¢&).
i€l

Since dim M+ = n — k, there exists an n x (n — k) matrix Qo with the rank n — k such
that Qo(R"*) = M*. Then Qp is a bijective operator from R"* to M. Then (3.7)
shows that

(3.10) D gl (@ +Qob) >0, WbeR"F\{0}.
el

Define h: R"% — R by h(b) := > i1 92(Z + Qob). Then h(0) = >",.; 92(z) = 0 by (3.6).
Thus by (3.10) and Fact there exist £1,7; > 0 such that for all

b1l < 31k ®) 755 = 31 (3 g2+ Qob) ™, Wbl < <.
icl

Setting = := T 4+ Qob, it follows that
o = 2 = 1Q0(Q5™ (= = )l < 1Qull- 125" (& — 2)]
1
< 1Qolm (- 62@) ™, VIQg @ -2l <.

iel

11



Hence, there exist €1,v1 > 0 such that

S S

r(n—k,2d)
o= all < Sat@) ™ ve -zt 0Bz
el

Thence (3.9) holds.

By Fact and (3.8]), there exist €p,7 > 0 such that £y < gp and, for all z with
r—Z € M-NB0,&),
max gi(z) < 1

iel
and
! k
_ " B(n—k—1)ydn—
o~ 2l < 5 max (o))
el
_ Bln—h—1)an—F
(3.11) = 70| max|gi(z)]+ :
el
max{ ZIENMIY G e 1y S0 ]| > 2
[Distance estimation on M] Set r := i .
1, otherwise.

Thus r > 1. Note that ), ; a;g;(x) > 0, we have for each i € I

Zje[\{i} @;g;(z)
max|g;(x)]+ = gi(z) 2 o 2 —rmax|gi(z)]+

Hence we have |g;(z)| < r max;er[gi(x)]+. This together with (3.9) implies that
2
_ 9 k(n—Ek,2d) _ L
o = all < o) (maxlas)l ), ve -2 € 3 0B,z
1€

Combining this with (3.11]), we see that, for every z — 2z € M+ NB(0, &),

2 1 }
r(n—k,2d) 7B(n7k71)d"*k

max{
812 o210l +30) (maxla o)

We now consider two cases.
Case 1: dim M = {0}.

We have D = S = {z}. Thus M = 0 and M+ = R". We can assume that
max;er[gi(z)]+ <1 for all x —z € B(0,£p). Then by (3.12]), we have

max{ 2 L }
. _ 2 . k(n,2d)’ B(n—1)d" . _
dist(x, S) = o — 2|l < (yor°|/] +70)<11i1gx[9i($)]+> » Vllz =7 < .

Case 2: k=dim M > 1.
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Since dim M = k, there exists a full rank matrix @ € R™** such that Q(R*) = M. For
each u € M and i € I, (3.6) implies that

9i(Z + tu) — gi(2)

(ee] _ 3 —
g9i(u) = tlglolo ; = 0.
Then, Fact [2.3] implies that
(3.13) gi(x +u)=g;(x) forallxzeR" ue M,icl.

Since S € D =z + M, it follows that
S={zcz+McR"|g(x)<0,i¢I}=z+Q(3),
where S := {a € RF | g;(z + Qa) < 0,i ¢ I}.

Note that 0 € S. The induction hypothesis implies that there exist 1,41 > 0 such that
max;¢r[g:(7 + Qa)l+ < 1 and

max{ﬁ,m}

dist(a, S) < %(r{lglx[gz(a_c + Qa)]+> for all [ja| < é&7.

This implies that there exist €3,v2 > 0 such that

>max{'{(kz’2d),6(kll)dk}

(3.14) dist(z, S) < 72(méx;c[gi(x)]+ for all = — 7 € M NB(0, e2).

[Combining the estimation and simplification] Now let ¢ < min{eg,e2} be such
that maxi<j<m[gi(z)]+ < 1 for all x € B(Z,e). Let K be a compact set containing
B(z,e) UB(0,¢). Denote the Lipschitz constant of g; over K by L;, i.e., |gi(z1) — gi(x2)]| <
Li||z1 — x2]| for all x1,29 € K. Set L := maxj<i<m, L; and 7 := max{yor?|I| + Y0, Y2}

To arrive at the conclusion, we only need to show that for any = € B(z, ¢),

il

>max{n(,32d),w}

) < '
dis(z. ) < e ma [ 0]
where ¢ := 2y + Ly2. To see this, let us fix an arbitrary » € B(Z,¢). Note that R" =
M + M~*. Then, one can decompose z — Z = u + v for some u € M N B(0,e) and

v € M+ NB(0,¢). This together with (3.14) and (3.12)) implies that

2 1
(3.15) dist(u +z,5) < 'y(mgalx[gi(u + $)]+>maX{n(k,2d) 7;@_1)(11?}
7
_ max { n(n—2k,2d) ’5(n,k,11)dn—k }
(3.16) loll < ~{ maxlgi(v + )]+

Therefore,

dist(z, S) < dist(u +z,5) + ||z — (v + Z)||

13



= dist(u+z,5) + ||v||

_2 ;}
r(k,2d)’ B(k—1)dF

2 1
) max { r(n—k,2d)’ g(n—k—1)dn—F }

<7 < T&X[Qi(u + :c)]+>max{ + 7 < max[gi (v + Z)]+

) max{ﬁ,m} max{rnzﬁgdym}
= 7| max|gi(u + 7)]+ +y I?éalx[gi(x)h

i¢l
_ max{ﬁ,m} max{m "B(n— 1)d”}
< 7| max lgi(u+ T))+ + 22X [9i(2)]+ )

where the second equality follows by (3.13)) and v + Z + u = x. Note that

max [g;(u+ )y — max [gi(2)]+] < max |giu+2) - gi(a)

< Lju+z -z =Ll

max { H(n72k 2d)’ k 11 an—k }
< Ly( maxgi(v + 7)) D (by @I0))
1

max { n(n—2k 2d)’ ke 11 an—k }
(3.17) = Ly(r?eaulx[gi(a:)]+> YAk (by [3.13) and v + Z + u = x).

As maxj<i<m[gi(z)]+ <1 for all x € B(z,¢), it follows that

2 1
) max {7n(n,2d) »Bn—1)d" }

ais(z.8) <5 mox bt ol ) b (ol

1<i<
2
m ®(k,2d)
< ma (i) + Lo (maxlg: (2) 7 ) (by (B17))
)max{ﬁ(nﬂd)’ﬁ(nl)d”}

n 7<m>§n lgs(0)]+

2 r(k,2d)
= 7(&% lga @) T + Ly(max{gy(a)) T >>

)ma"{mmwmn-w}

+7 ( R [9:(z)]+

> max { Sdy BT }

< (04 19) e [l 7 o ([ (o)L

((2d—1)"—k+14) . ((2(171)1@1) I ’Y(

max [g;(w)]+

=(v+Ly ) ax [gz( )]+ P

2 1
) max {7n(n,2d) »Bn—1)d™ }

(3.18)
)max {ﬁ;m}

< (04 297 g I 0 ma ao)s

Similarly, we also have

2 1
)max { w(n,2d) B(n—1)d™ }

1<i<m 1<i<m

aist,8) < w2y ) o ( mox (o)L
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< ma fo o))+ Infonalas] 7)) T oy D)

1<i<

) max { N(?L,Qd) ’ B(nfl)d” }

+ < [max [9:(z)]+

B(n—k— l)d” k B(n—k 11)d" 3 Bk—1)d*
< 7| max [gi(2)]+ + Lry(max{g ()] 4 )
<i< el

max { =257y, s |
+ 7<1r<ni§>§n[gi(x)]+)
1

= (v + Ly? ) max [gz( ) (ra(n—k_wn—k)-(H(k_l)dk‘) +7<1I<ni§iz[gi(x)]+

)max { ~(712,2d) ’ ﬁ(n—ll)d” }

)

)mdx{mzmmlw}

<(v+ Ly ) max [gi(z )L - +v<1lgniag§n[gi(m)}+

where the last inequality was obtained by the Chu-Vandermonde identity.

In combination with (3.18)) we obtain

max 2 5 71 ™
i S) < 2 max { =41 rtne } { ot o }
dist(x, S) < (v + Ly*) max [g;(2)], +v| max [gi(2)]+

1<i<m 1<i<m

max{(2d DT +1°B(n— 1)dn}

=(2v+ Ly’ ) max [gl( )+

This completes the proof. O

As a corollary, we obtain a local error bound result which is independent of the partition
of the index set.

Corollary 3.4 Let g; be convex polynomials on R™ with degree at most d for every i =
1,---,m. Let S :={x € R" | gi(x) < 0,i=1,---,m} and T € S. Then there exist
c,e > 0 such that

dist(z, S) < c<1r<nzix [gi(z )]+)T whenever |z —7Z| <e,

where |a]. := max{a,0}, 7 := max L__1 — 1 and
[ ]+ { } { n2d) B(n—1)d } min{@d*;) H,ﬂ(n—l)d"}

B(n — 1) is the central binomial coefficient with respect to n — 1.

Proof. Choose ¢ small enough so that maxj<i<m[gi(z)]+ < 1. Then, the conclu-
sion follows 1mmed1ately from the preceding Theorem [3.3| by noting that [g;(z)]+ <

(maxi<i<mlgi(2)]+) Ro7D for each i = 1,...,m. O
Remark 3.5 (Discussion of the exponent) Let g; be convex polynomials on R"™ with

degree at most d for every i =1,--- ,m. Let S:={x € R" | gi(z) <0,i=1,--- ,m} and
z € S. We now make some discussion on the exponent in our local error bound results.
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(1) Theorem shows that in the case when d =1 or if there exists zop € R" such that
gi(x9) < 0,7=1,...,m, we indeed obtain a Lipschitz type local error bound. That
is to say, in these cases, there exist c,e > 0 such that

dist(z, S) < ¢ max [gi(z)]; whenever |z —7| <e,
1<i<m

where [a]+ = rnax{a,O} To see this, if d = 1, then ﬁ =1 and ﬁ > 1.
So, 7 = max{ n2 D BT dn} = 1 and the conclusion follows immediately from
Theorem [3.3] On the other hand, if there exists zy € R™ such that g;(z¢) < 0,
i =1,...,m, then, Jy = (). So, the conclusion follows immediately from the same

theorem.

(2) In the case when n = 1, we see that = 1. So, when each g; is a

2 _ 1
k(n,2d) — B(n—1)d™
univariate convex polynomial, then there exist ¢,e > 0 such that

1
dist(z, S) < ¢( max [g;(2)]+)? whenever |z —7T| <e.
1<i<m
Note that, for the naive simple example g;(x) := z%, local error bound holds at 0
with exponent é. This suggests that our result matches what one might expect in
the univariate case.

(3) On the other hand, in general, our estimation on the exponent will not be optimal.

For example, if the inequality system consists of one single convex polynomial, Fact

shows that the exponent can be set as (dli while our results produce a

)+l
weaker exponent Inax{ = 1)n T B0 d"} An interesting feature of the exponent

m in Fact is that, in the convex quadratic case, it collapses to 5 which
is independent of the dimension of the underlying space and which agrees with the
known result presented in [32]. By contrast, our estimate max{ﬁ, m}
depends heavily on the dimension n.

Moreover, as indicated in Example the best possible exponent might be din (see
[26] for some relevant discussion regarding the best possible exponent for general
nonconvex polynomial system). It would be interesting to find how to could improve

our estimate here.

Making better sense of these estimates will be one of our future research topics. O

Given D C R", we set dist” (-, D) := (dist(-, D))" for every r € R.

Theorem 3.6 (Holderian regularity) Letv; € N, i =1,...,m, and g;; be are convex
polynomials on R™ with degree d € N, j =1,...,v,1=1,...,m. Recall that

Ci:{xe]R{”IQi,j(x)SO’j: ,...,’yi} and C = ﬁCZ

i=1
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Let 0 > 0 and K C R"™ be a compact set. Then there exists ¢ > 0 such that

dist? (z,C) < c(Zdist%a:,Cﬁ) , VrelkK,
i=1

1
min { w,,@(n—l)d"}

respect to n — 1 which is given by ([(r;:)l/m)-

where T := and B(n — 1) is the central binomial coefficient with

Proof. To see the conclusion, we only need to show that for each £ € R™, there exist
¢,e > 0 such that

(3.19) dist?(z, C) < c(Zdista(af, CZ)) , forall [|[z —z| <e.
i=1

Indeed, granting this and fixing a compact set K, then for any T € K there exist cz, ez > 0
such that

dist (z,C) < ¢, <Zdist9(x, oi)> , forall |z — || < e,

i=1
As K is compact and | J; i B(7;ez) 2 K, we can find finitely many points z1,--- ,Zs € K,
s € N, such that | J_, B(Z;;es,) 2 K. Let ¢ := max{cz,, -+ ,cz,}. Then, for any z € K,
there exists 99 € {1,---, s} such that x € B(Z;,; €z, ), and hence

dist’(z, C) < ¢z, <Zd18t0 x,Cy) ) <c <Zdist0(x,0i)> .

We now show (3.19) holds. Fix z € R". We consider two cases.
Case 1: © ¢ C.

Then there exist 1,17, M > 0 such that
m
Zdiste(x,C’i) >n and dista(x,C) <M forall|z—2z| <e;.
i=1

Therefore, dist’(z,C) < M = My < %(Zﬁl diste(as,Ci))T for all ||z — z|| < e; and
hence, (3.19) holds.

Case 2: T € C.

3

We have
C = {m ER™ | gin(x) <0,gi2(x) <0, ,giny(z) <0, i=1,- 7m}.

By Corollary there exist positive constants ¢y and § such that

. (fa(@lessfon @) L V-l <6

1
dist(z,C) < ¢f <
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Hence

(3:20) dist@(%C)Sco(lgl%L {gi1(2)] 4, [gi (= +}> , Vz-z| <4

Now we claim that there exists 8 > 0 such that
0 m
. .0 _
2y (e {s @l @) < B3 (e 00, Ve <5
Suppose to the contrary that there exists a sequence (x)ren in B(Z,0) such that

0 m
(3.22) ( max { gi,1 xk)]+ ,[gi’% (.%'k)]+}) > /{Zdiste(.xk, CZ), Vk € N.

1<i<m :
=1

Without loss of generality, we can assume that g; 1, 9; 2, - - gi 5, have the Lipschitz constant
L > 0 on B(z,9) for every i = 1,2,--- ,m. Then, there exists a subsequence (z,)icn of
(xk)ken, 1 <ip <m and 1 < jy < 7, such that

max, {lgia(@r)l+s o [Gims (@)} = [Gig.jo (ww)]4+, VI EN.

It follows from ([3.22)) that
0 - .
(3.23) (900 (xa)]4)” > ko Y dist?(wg,, Ci), VIEN.
i=1
Then [gi0,jo (Zk, )]+ = Yio.jo(Tk,) and hence for every [ € N,

(3.24)

(g¢07j0(xkl > kl Zdlst Z’kl, = kl Z kal .Z'kl H > le.%'kl — F)io(xkl)He-
=1

Since Pio(xkz) € Ciy, we have g;, j, (Pio(xkz)) < 0 and ”ka - Pio(xk‘z)H < H$kl — || <& by
z € Cj,. Combining this with (3.24]), we have

%
LGkal - Pio(mkz)Hg > (gio,jo(xkz) = Gio,jo (P”Lo(xkz))) > lexkz - Pio(xkl)Haa Vi € N.

Hence we have L? > k; for every [ € N, this contradicts the fact that k; — +oco. Thus,

(3.21]) holds.
Combining (3.21]) and -, we see that

dist’(z, C) < co" (Y dist’(z, ci))T, Y|z — 2| <,

=1

and so the conclusion follows. O
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4 Convergence rate for the cyclic projection algorithm

In this section, we derive explicit convergence rate of the cyclic projection algorithm
applied to finite intersections of basic semi-algebraic convex sets.

Before we come to our main result, we need the following useful lemma, Lemma 4.1
which is a special case of Alber and Reich’s result in [I] . For the reader’s convenience,
we provide a direct and self-contained proof.

Lemma 4.1 (Recurrence relationships) Let p > 0, and let {04}72, and {Bp}72, be
two sequences of nonnegative numbers satisfying the conditions

Br1 < Br(1—0xBy) as k=0,1,....

Then, we have

k—1 -1
(4.1) Br. < (50—1’ —i—pz&') " Jorall keN.
i=0
We use the convention that % = 4o00. In particular, we have klim B = 0 whenever
—00

iék = 0.
k=0

Proof. 1t follows from our assumption that

0<Bit1 <Bi<---< By and 5iﬂ?+1§ﬂi_ﬁi+l as 1€ N.

Fix k € N. We consider two cases.
Case 1: B = 0.

Clearly, holds.

Case 1: B # 0.

Thus Br > 0 and hence §; > 0 for every ¢+ < k. Define the nonincreasing function
h iRy — ]—00,+00] by h(z) := 2= @*tD. As §; h(;)~! = 6:;8°" < B; — Bit1, then we
get,

! Bih =B
6 < (Bi — Bit1)h(Bi) < / h(z)dew = =1
Bi+1 p
This implies that
(4.2) BB — BP > po; for all i€ NU{0}.
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Now fix any k& € N and, summing (4.2)) from i =0 to i = k — 1, we get
k-1
Bl =By =p > 6
i=0
which implies the conclusion in (4.1)). O

We also need the following technical result. The proof of it follows in part that of [23]
Lemmas 3&4]|, one may also consult [10].

Proposition 4.2 (Cyclic convergence rate) Let D; C R™ be a closed convex set, Vi =
1,...,m, and D := (21 D; # @. Let xo € R™ and the sequence of cyclic projections,
(zk)ken, be defined by

x1 = Pixg, w2 := Poxy, 0, Ty i= Pt 1, Tl 1= Py, ..

where we set P; := Pp, for the convenience. Suppose that Holderian regularity with expo-
nent 7 (0 < 7 < 1) holds: for any compact set K CR"™ and 6 > 0, there exists co > 0 such
that

dist?(z, D) < co(zcﬁst@(x, Di)> , VrekK.
=1

Then xj, converges to xoo € D. Moreover, there exist M > 0 and o € |0, 1] such that

1

g — 2ol <{ MK 2770 =2 if 7€]0,1, VkeN,
Mk if T=1,

Proof. We denoted by «; := (i mod m)+ 1,Vi € N. Thus zj41 = Pp,,, zk. By Fact
there exists zo, € D such that x, — z.
We first follow closely the proofs of [23, Lemmas 3&4] to get that
(4.3) dist?(xy, D) — dist? (241, D) > dist? (21, Do, ), Vk € N.
Indeed, using the definition of projection operator, we have
diStQ(.%'k, D) — diStQ(karl’ D) Z H.%'k — PD.%'k”Q — ka+1 — PDmk”Q
2
= H(l)k — PDSZZ]CHQ — HPakxk — PDLL’kHQ = ka — PkaHQ — HPakxk — Xk + T — PkaH
= |lzk, — Ppayl|® — | Payzr — 2k)|* — |2k — Ppax||® + 2(zx, — Payop, a — Ppay)
> —|lz — Payai|® + 2(xk — Poyar, T — Poyr + Pa,zr — Ppa)

= —||$k — Pakl‘kuz + 2ka - PakkaQ + 2<£L’k — Pakxk, Pakl'k — Pka>
> Hl‘k — Pakka2 = diSt2($k,Dak), Vk € N.

Hence (4.3]) holds.
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Next we claim that for every i € N

(4.4) dist(xy, Dy,) < dist(zg, Da,,) + dist(zx41, Doy, ) + - - - 4 dist(2rqm—1, D

Oék+m71)‘

To see this, note that there exists i9 < m — 1 such that oy, = «;. Then, we have

diSt(xkv Dai) = diSt(xka DOéiOJrk) < ”xk - $i0+kH + HxioJrk - Paio+kxio+kH
< ka - karlH +eoot HxioJrk*l - wioJrk‘H + Hxio+k - Pai0+kxi0+kH

= ||k — Pakka + o @i k-1 — Pai0+k—1xi0+k—1H +

|xi0+k‘ - Pai0+kxio+kH
= dist(z, Dy, ) + dist(z41, Dayyy) + - + dist(@ig4k, Doy 1)
< dist(xy, Day,) + dist(2g41, Doy, ) + - + dist(Te4m—1, Dayyrny)  (by i0 <m —1).

Hence (4.4) holds.
Thus by (4.4]),

2
distz(:nk,Dai) < (m kgig};ﬁnq dist(mi,Dai)>

(45) < m?(dist®(@p, Day) + dist*(@p 11, Do) + -+ dist® (@1, Doy 1))
By the assumption, there exists ¢y > 0 such that
m T
dist?(zx, D) < co(ZdistQ(:ck, D,-)) ., VkeN.
i=1

By enlarging cg if necessary, we may assume that co > 1.

Let 7 := 771, Then by (4.5)), for every k € N,

1
— dist?"(zy, D)
C’I‘

0

1<i<m

m
< Zdist2(xk,Di) < m max diStQ(l‘k,Di)
i=1

<m? ( dist? (xy;, D,, )+ dist2(:ck+1, Do)+ + distz(karm_l, Dak+m71)>

<m? k*ﬁ”:l dist? (x4, D) — dist®(zi+1, D) (by ([&3))
i=k
(4.6) = m3<dist2(xk, D) — dist?(zppm, D)).
Thus we have
(4.7) dist?(2qm, D) < dist?(zy, D) — s dist?" (x, D).

Now we consider two cases.
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Case 1: 7 €]0,1].

Thus 7 > 1. Fix kg € N. Let 3; := dist*(@g,1im, D), Vi € NU{0}. Then (&.7) shows
that

1 1 1
(4.8) Biv1 < Bi — m3066§ = 6i(1 - mgcgﬁf )-
By Lemma [1.1]
1
.2 1—r Ly .
dist™(Tggrim, D) = i < | By "+ (r — 1)Zm3c’" , VieN.
0
Thus, there exists My > 0 such that
. 1 .
dlst($k0+im, D) < MOT%’ Vi € N.
Hence there exists M7 > 0 such that
) 1
' - = 2712
(4.9) dist(zg, D) < My T Mk 27 , VkeN.

So, we have
(4.10) lzr = ool < llzx = Po(@p)ll + [P (k) — ool = dist(zx, D) + | Pp(2x) — ool
By [23, Lemma 3],
lxk+i — Pp(xp)|| < ||zx — Pp(zg)|| = dist(xg, D), VI e N.
Letting | — oo in the above inequality, we obtain that
(4.11) |xoo — Pp(ay)|| < dist(zg, D).

Combining ({.10), (1) and (Z9),
1
(4.12) g — Zoo|| < 2dist(zy, D) < 2Myk 2771 =2, VkeN.

Thus, the conclusion follows by letting M := 2M;.
Case 2: T =1.

Then we have » = 7= = 1, and so, (4.7) implies that for all k € N

dist(Tgim, D) < 4|1 —

i dist(zg, D).

Hence there exist M| > 0 and ro € 0,1 such that dist(zx, D) < M{rlg, Vk € N. Then,
using a similar method of proof as in Case 1, we obtain that

(4.13) |2k — Zoo|| < 2dist(zy, D) < 2Mjrf, VkeN.

Thus, the conclusion follows by letting M := 2M]. O
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Remark 4.3 (Connection to the existing result on linear convergence) In the
case where there exists ig € {1,...,m} such that D;, Nint (ﬂ#io D;) # 0 (in this case, we
say the intersection is regular), then the Holderian regularity result holds with exponent
7 = 1. So, the preceding proposition implies that the cyclic projection algorithm converges
linearly in the regular intersection case. Thus, this recovers the linear convergence result
for cyclic projection algorithm established in [23]. O

We are now ready for one of our main results.

Theorem 4.4 (Estimate of the cyclic convergence rate) Let zo € R™ and the se-
quence of cyclic projections, (rx)ken, be defined by

€y = Pl:EOa €T2 1= P2$17 ity Tm Pml‘mfb Tm+41 = Pll’m

Then xp, converges to xo € C, and there exist M > 0 and ro € ]0,1] such that
MA, ifd>1;
|k — ool < o U , VkeN,
Mrk,  ifd=1

1
min { (2d—1)7~1,28(n—1)d"—2}

where p := and B(n—1) is the central binomial coefficient with

respect to n — 1 which is given by ([(nz_l)l/m).

Proof.  Combining Theorem and Proposition we directly obtain 7 :=

L -1 .
min{%,ﬁ(nfl)dn}' Note that 277" — 2 = m]n{(Qd — 1) —1,28(n — 1)d" — 2}'
Thus the conclusion follows from the preceding proposition. 0

Remark 4.5 (Discussion on our estimation of the convergence rate) Although
our estimate of the convergence rate works for cyclic projection algorithm with finitely
many basic semialgebraic convex sets without any regularity condition, the estimated
convergence rate is quite poor when the dimension n of the underlying space and the
maximal degree d are large. This is mainly due to the fact that the estimated convergence
rate is derived by using the local error bound result for general convex polynomial systems.
It would be interesting to see how one could improve the estimation of the convergence rate
by either adopting other approaches or by further exploiting the structure of the underlying
convex sets. For example, one possibility would be to examine problems involving some
suitable additional curvature or uniform convexity assumptions. This will be another of
our future research topics.
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4.1 Alternating projection algorithm

In this subsection, we discuss the convergence rate of the alternating projection algorithm.
We assume throughout this subsection that

gi, hj are convex polynomials with degree at most d, Vi =1,2,--- ,m, j =1,2,--- 1
A:={zeR"|gi(x) <0,i=1,---,m}
B:={zxeR" | hj(zx)<0,j=1,---,1}

bo € R", apy1:= Paby, bpy1:= Ppagyq.

As an immediate corollary of Theorem we first obtain the following estimate on the
convergence rate of the alternating projection algorithm in the case where the two sets
have nonempty intersection.

The case of two sets with nonempty intersection

Corollary 4.6 (Alternating convergence rate) Suppose that AN B # (). Let the se-
quence {(ag,br)} be generated by the alternating projection algorithm. Then, ay,br —
c € AN B. Moreover, there exist M > 0 and ro € |0, 1[ such that for every k € N

M&, ifd>1; M&, ifd>1;
lap—cf < 4 Y Cand he—d <M Y ,
Mrk  ifd=1 Mrk ifd=1

1

where p = min { (2d—1)"~1,28(n—1)d" 2}

and 3(n—1) is the central binomial coefficient with

respect to n — 1 which is given by ([(nz_l)l/ﬂ).

Recently, [2] established a local convergence rate analysis for proximal alternating pro-
jection methods for very general nonconvex problems, and where the corresponding con-
vergence rate involves the exponent of the Kurdyka-Lojasiewicz inequality. The proximal
alternating projection method is a variant of the alternating projection algorithm we dis-
cussed here. On the other hand, as we discussed before, in general, the actual exponent of
the Kurdyka-Lojasiewicz inequality is typically unknown and hard to estimate. Corollary
above complements the result of [2] in the case of basic convex semialgebraic cases by
providing an explicit estimate of the convergence rate.

The case of two sets with empty intersection

In this part, we consider the general case where the intersection of these two sets is
(possibly) empty. We first need the following lemma.
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Lemma 4.7 The difference B — A of two basic semi-algebraic sets A, B is closed.

Proof. Let b, € B and ai € A be such that b, — ap — ¢. We now show that c € B — A.
Consider the following convex polynomial optimization problem

(P) mingegn yern [|(y — ) — ¢|?
s.t. gi(x) <0,i=1,---,m,

Note that (ag,by) are feasible for (P). Hence we see that inf(P) = 0. By Fact the
optimal solution of (P) exists. Thus there exists z € A and y € B such that c=y —z €
B — A. Hence the conclusion follows. O

Remark 4.8 With A and B defined as above, Fact implies that B — A is closed
convex. Hence Pg_40 # &. Let v := Pg_40. Then, there exist a € A and b € B such
that v = b — a and hence dist(4, B) = ||v]|. O

Remark 4.9 In general, the distance between two convex and semi-algebraic sets need
not be attained. For instance, consider D := {(z1,22) € R? | z1290 > 1,21 > 0,22 > 0}
and E := {(z1,72) € R? | 21 = 0}. It is clear that D, E are both convex and semialgebraic;
while D is not a basic semi-algebraic convex set (as explained in Example . Clearly,
dist(D, E) = 0 but DN E = (). Thus, the distance is not attained in this case. O

The proof of Theorem partially follows that of [8, Theorem 3.12].

Theorem 4.10 (Convergence rate in the infeasible case) Let the sequence {(ax, bx)}
be generated by the alternating projection algorithm. Then ap — a € A and by — beB
with b — @ = v where v 1= Pp_40. Moreover, there exist M > 0 and ro € ]0,1] such that
for every k € N

ML, ifd>1;
Mro, lfdzl

MA, ifd>1;
(4.14) lax —a| < and  ||b, —b|| < w4 )
Mr(), lfd - 1
1
min { (2d—1)7~1,28(n—1)d"—2}

respect to n — 1 which is given by ([(ni_l)l/ﬂ)-

where p := and S(n—1) is the central binomial coefficient with

P'roof Lemma [4.7] E implies that B — A is closed. Then by Fact [2.15) - there exist a €
A, b € B such that ap, — a € A and b, — be Bwithb—a=nu. By Theorem there
exists ¢y > 1 such that

RIS

(4.15) dist(ax, AN (B —v)) < co(dist(ag, A) + dist(ag, B —v))" = co dist%(ak, B —v),
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where r := min{w,ﬂ(n —1)d"}. Fix z € AN (B —v). Note that v = Pp_40 we
have Pp(z) = x + v by Fact [2.15ii). This implies that
dist*(ag, B —v) < [lax — (bx = 0) > = [|(ax — 2) — (b — (v +2))||?
= |l(ax — 2) — (Ppay, — Ppa)|”
<|lax — z|* = |Ppax, — Ppz|* (by [12, Proposition 4.8])
= llax — 2|* = llbx — (z + )|
< |lag = z[* — [|Paby, — Pa(z +v)|?
— llag — 22 — llags1 — > (by Fact ETHii).

In particular, choose = Pyn(p_y)ak. Then, we have

dist?(ay, B —v) < dist*(ay, AN (B —v)) — ||agt1 — PAQ(B,v)akW
< dist?(ay, AN (B —v)) — dist?(ag41, AN (B —v)).

Combining with (4.15)), we have

1 .
% dist® (a, AN (B —v)) < dist?(ag, (B — v))

(4.16) < dist?(ag, AN (B —v)) — dist?*(ag41, AN (B — v)).
Thus

1
dist(aps1, AN (B —v))? < dist(ay, AN (B —v))? — —.- dist(ay, AN (B — v))%.
0

Now, let B := dist(ax, AN (B —v))?, k € N. Then, we have

(4.17) Br+1 < Br(1 — c% [}
0

Now we consider two cases.
Case 1: d > 1.

In this case, we have » > 1. Applying the preceding Lemma with 0 := —C%T and
0
p:=r—1, by ([4.17), we see that

1
-1 1
dist?(ay, AN (B —v)) = fi < ( )+ (r o )k:> for all k€ N.
i)

Thence there exists My > 0 such that

1
ﬁ)
. Then, [8, Example 3.2] shows that (ay)ken is Fejér

dist(ag, AN (B —v)) < M vk e N
1

min { (2d—1)7~1,28(n—1)d" 2}

monotone with respect to AN (B — v). Thus, by Fact

where p :=

1
lar =@ < 2dist(ar, AN (B~ v)) < 2Mo—, VkeN.
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Case 2: d=1.

Thus » = 1. Then by (4.17), dist(axt+1, AN (B —wv)) < Odist(ag, AN (B — v)), where
0:.=,/1— C% Then 0 < 1 since ¢y > 1. Hence there exists M7 > 0 such that
0

dist(ag, AN (B —v)) < M,6".

From [8, Example 3.2], we see that (ay)ken is Fejér monotone with respect to AN (B —v).
Thus, by Fact 2.17]

|ag — al| < 2dist(ay, AN (B —v)) < 2M;6".

Set My := max{2My, 2M;}. Combining the above two cases, we have

MyZ, ifd>1;
lay —al <{ 2R ' . VkeN.
Myb*, ifd=1

Similarly, we can show that there exist L > 0 and n € |0, 1] such that

~ LY, ifd>1;
loe =Bl < F . VkeN.
Lnk, ifd=1

Therefore, the conclusion follows by taking M := max{Ms, L} and ¢ := max{6,n}. O

5 Examples and remarks

In this section, we will provide several examples of the rates of convergence of the cyclic
projection algorithm and the von Neumann alternating projection algorithm. We first
start with some examples where the basic semialgebraic convex sets are described by
convex quadratic functions. Subsequently, we will examine examples where the basic
semialgebraic convex sets are described by higher degree convex polynomials.

Basic semialgebraic convex sets described by convex quadratic functions

Example 5.1 Let

Cri={(z,y) eR*| (x+1)>+y*—1<0}
Co ::{(x,y)€R2|x+y—1§0}

Cs:={(z,y) eR?*| (z—1)2+ 4> -1 <0}
C4::{($,y)€R2|x+(y+2)2—4§0}.
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Take zg € R2. Let (23)ren be defined by

Tl i — Pl.ZL'(), T i — PQ{Bl, T3 i — ngg, T4 i — P4J}3, Iy i— Pl.’L‘4 PN

Then ||xg| = O(ki%) O
Proof. Clearly, ﬂ?zl C; = {0}. Then apply n = 2 and d = 2 to Theorem O

Example 5.2 Let a > 0 and
A= {(z,y) eR?*| (z +1)*+y* -1 <0} = (-1,0)+B(0,1)
B:={(z,y) € R? | —z+a < 0}.
Let (ag)ren := (uk, vi)ren and (bg)ren := (S, tr)ren be defined by
bo € R?,  agy1 = Paby, by := Ppaji1.
Then for every k > 2

b, = (a, b )

V0200 £ 2521 4 a)2
a+1 tq )

9

ak+1:<—1+ - — -
o+ 02+ a4+ YA (1 + )2

D SR (L)

Consequently, a, — 0 and by, — (v, 0) at the rate of k=% when o = 0. When # 0(then
ANB = 9), a, — 0 and by, — (,0) at the rate of (1 +a)7*. O

Proof. We first claim that

t
(5.1) b1 = (e tipr) = (, i ), Vk>1.

(1+a)?+1t2

By [12, Examples 3.17&3.21 and Proposition 3.17], we have

(x+1,y)
max{1,||(ac+1,y)H}’
PB(%,y) = (O[7y)) V(ﬂ?,y) ¢ int B.

Let £k > 1. Since AN B = {0} or ANB =&, aj, ¢ int B. Then by (5.2)), by = (o, vx) and
then

(5.2) Pa(z,y) = (—1,0) + Y(z,y) € R?

1+a,v 1+a,v
ap1 = Paby = (—=1,0) + ( k) =(-1,0) + ( )
maX{17H(1+a’UI€)H} (14—@)24-1)]%
v t
b1 = Pplags1) = (o, £ ) = (o, u )-
(1—}—04)2—1—11,% (1—}-04)24—1%
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Hence (5.1)) holds. Next we show that
131
Va2 4 25521 4 a)2

We prove (j5.3) by the induction on k.

(5.3) m:(m . VE>2.

By (5.1), (5.3) holds when k& = 2. Now assume that (5.3) holds when k = p, where
p > 2. Now we consider the case of K = p+ 1. By the assumption, we have

131

5.4 by Q, .
o ( V420 1+ 8 S0+ a2

Then by (5.1]), we have

t
bp+1 = (Oé, P )
(1+a)?+t2

3]

(ST E RN

\/(1+a)2+ i

(1+a)2=D + 2507 2(1 + )%

t1

:(’¢ﬂ+mw+ﬁ2?au+aw

Hence holds.
Combining and , we have for every k > 2
ag+1 = Paby
—(-1+ otl , h ).
\/(a TR (1+a>2<k—1>+t?25;§<(1+a>2i \/(1 HO L (e

Hence ay — 0 and by — (o, 0) at the rate of k=% when @ = 0. When « #£0,a, — 0
and by, — (@, 0) at the rate of (1 + a)7*. O

Remark 5.3 According to Theorem we can only deduce that (aj)ken in Example
1
converges to (0,0) and (by)ren converge to («,0) at the rate of at least of k7 5. O

Example 5.4 Let

A
B

{(z,y) eR* | (z+1)*+¢y* -1 <0}
{(z,y) eR* | (z — 1) +y* -1 < 0}.
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Figure 1: The iteration commencing at (0, 2).

Let (zk, yr)ren be defined by

(z0,90) € R?, (1,91) := Pa(z0,v0), (22, 2) := Pp(x1,91), (¥3,93) := Pa(22, y2),

Note that
Pa(z,y) 1+ vl Y V(z,y) e Ry xR
A\, =1 5 5 ;
VE+ 124y @+ 1)+ 2 o
z+1 Y
Pg(x,y) =1+ , , V(r,y) e R xRy,
B( y) ( \/(l‘ — 1)2 T y2 \/($ — 1)2 T yg) ( y) ++

Figure |1| depicts the algorithm’s trajectory with starting point (0, 2).

Suppose, without loss of generality, that one starts on a point on one the half-circles
nearest the other circle. Then the distance from zero (for every k € N), ry := \/l’% + y,%
satisfies r,% = 2ay, where ay, := |x| since (zk,yr) € bd AUbd B. Hence

1 1+Oék
—« =
Rl V14 4ay

Linearizing, we obtain that wj := 4«4 approximately satisfies the logistics equation
W1 ~ wi(1 — wy)

This can be explicitly solved by writing
1 1 1

W1 w1 —wyg
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When summing and dividing by N, leads to

1 1 1
. lim —— = 1 ——
(55) NgnoonN Ngnoo( wWN ng)
y 1 N-1 1
= lim —
N—oco N 1 — wy
k=0
1
= lim =1,

since Césaro summability is conservative and wy — 0. Hence oy, ~ 1/(4k) and so

\/x2+y2:rk~—1 .
k k 2k

For instance, with oy = 1, N = 10% we obtain ay ~ 0.0000002499992442. A similar
analysis can be performed in the previous example. O

Remark 5.5 According to Theorem we can only deduce that (a)ken and (bg)gen
in Example converge to (0,0) at the rate of at least of ks O

Basic semialgebraic convex sets described by convex polynomials

In general, identifying the exact convergence rate of the cyclic projection method in a direct
way can be quite arduous when applied to finitely many basic semialgebraic convex sets.
Below, we provide two simple examples to illustrate how the convergence rate depends
on the maximum degree of the polynomials that described the basic semialgebraic convex
sets and on the dimension of the underlying space.

Example 5.6 Let A, B be defined by

A= {(z,y) eR* |z <0}
B = {($,y)€R2|yd—x§O},

where d is an even number. Let (ag)ken, (bk)ken := (g, Yk )ken be defined by
bo := (x0,y0) € R x Ry with ||bo|| <1, agy1:= Pabg, bri1:= Ppagy1.
Then for every k € N
a1 = (0,9), b=yl ), and dyt' + ye = ui

1
Consequently, (ag)ren and (bg)ren converge to 0 at the rate of at least of k™ 2d-2.
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Proof. Let k € N. Since AN B = {0}, by, ¢ int A. Since by, € bd B and then zj, = y¢. Thus
ak+1 = Pabr = Pa(zk,yx) = (0,yx). Then we have y, — 0,

i1 = (Tht1, Yur1) = (Vi 1o Ybs1) = Ppagr1 = Pr(0,y5).

Thus yx11 is a minimizer of the function

I

y = % y) — 0,917 = %y — we)? = v + v — 2yyi + v

Thus (d yzi_lz + Dykr1 —yp = dyii_ll + yg+1 — yr = 0. Then we have

1 11
2d—2 o 2d—2  _2d—2
(dyps + 1)2d=2 Y41 Yk

Now, for the function h(x) := ﬁ, we have

x+1

1

Note that y, — 0. So, for all large k,

1
= h(dyp%) ~ h(0) + I (0)dyP7? = 1 — d(2d — 2)yph, 2.

(dypa® +1)%2

This gives us that for all large k,

1 2d-2y 1 1
S & (1—d(2d— 2)yei ) 575 = 53 — (2d —2).
Y Y1 Y

In other words, there exists Iy € N such that for all [ > [,

1 1
(5.6) s — 5y ~ d(2d —2).
Y1 Y

Let k > [y . Summing the above relation from [ = [y to k, we have

1 1
Yk lo
and so,
1 ~2a-3 __1_
Vi N (2d2 +d(2d—2)(k -1y + 1)) = O(k™2d-2).
lo
Thence (ag)ren and (bg)ren converge to 0 at that rate. O

Remark 5.7 Similarly, according to Theorem we can only deduce that (ay)ren and
1
(bg)ken in Example converge to (0,0) at the rate of at least of k& 2422,
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Example 5.8 Let

A= {(21,...,2,) €R" | (21 +1) +Za:—1<0}

Bﬁ=ﬂmw~w06R"um—2f+§jﬁ—1so}
=2

Let (ak)ren, (br)ren be defined by

bo € R?,  agy1 = Paby, by := Ppaji1.

Then flaxl| = O o = (1,0, 0D = Olghe) with pn = b 0

Proof. By the assumption, there exist unique points ag € bd A, by € bd B such that
1 = dist(A, B) = |lag — bg||. Clearly, ap = (0,0,...,0) and by = (1,0,...,0). Then, the
conclusion follows by applying Theorem with d = 4. g

6 Conclusion and Open Questions

In this paper, we studied the rate of convergence of the cyclic projection algorithm applied
to finitely many basic semi-algebraic convex sets. We established an explicit convergence
rate estimate which relies on the maximum degree of the polynomials that generate the
basic semi-algebraic convex sets and the dimension of the underlying space. We also
examined some concrete examples and compared the actual convergence rate with our
estimate.

Although our estimate of the convergence rate works for cyclic projection algorithm
with finitely many basic semialgebraic convex sets without any regularity condition, the
limitation of our approach is that the estimated convergence rate behaves quite badly
when the dimension n of the underlying space and the maximal degree d are large. Our
results have suggested the following future research topics and open questions:

e The explicit examples (Examples and show that, in general, our estimate
of the convergence rate of the cyclic projection algorithm will not be tight. It would
be interesting to see how one can sharpen the estimate obtained in this paper and
get a tight estimate for the cyclic projection algorithm. In particular, finding the
right exponent when each set is defined by convex quadratic functions would be a
good starting point.

e Can we extend the approach here to analyze the convergence rate of the Douglas-
Rachford algorithm? Almost nothing is known except for affine sets.

These will be our future research topics and will be examined later on.
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