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Abstract The motivation of this paper is the development of an optimisation
method for solving optimisation problems appearing in Chebyshev rational and
generalised rational approximation problems, where the approximations are con-
structed as ratios of linear forms (linear combinations of basis functions). The
coefficients of the linear forms are subject to optimisation and the basis functions
are continuous function. It is known that the objective functions in generalised
rational approximation problems are quasi-convex. In this paper we also prove a
stronger result, the objective functions are pseudo-convex in the sense of Penot
and Quang. Then we develop numerical methods, that are efficient for a wide range
of pseudo-convex functions and test them on generalised rational approximation
problems.
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1 Introduction

Consider the set of all real-valued polynomials with degree up to n, denoted by I,
and the continuous function f : R — R. We are interested in the problem of
approximating the function f by a rational function % where p € IT,, and q € II,,
for some given nonnegative numbers n > 0 and m > 0. In others words we want
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to solve the optimisation problem:

p(t)
f(t)—m .

Problem is also known as Chebyshev rational approximation problem. We
represent the polynomial p € IT,, by an element in R"*1 by

min sup
pEIL,, g€y tc]

(1)

p(t) = (a,tn) = ao + a1t + azt® - - - + ant™,

where a = (ag,a1,az,...,an) € R""! are the coefficient of the polynomial, and
the vector the vector t, = (1,t,t%,...,t") € R"™! for each ¢t € I, I C R being any
compact subset of R. Now Problem can be written as:

in ol (a,b), 2
oin 77(a,b) (2)

where LP};(a, b) = sup,¢; ’f(t) - ég: ::3‘ is a maximal deviation for the approxi-

mation of f on the interval I, and
C={(a,b) e R"" x R™ : (b, t) >1,Vt eI}

is a feasible set.

Rational approximation was a popular research topic in 50s-60s of the twentieth
century |11813|/14] as a promising alternative to the free knot spline approximation.
Rational approximation models combine simplicity and significant flexibility, two
properties attractive for practical applications [511].

In [9] Cheney and Loeb demonstrated that some of the results in the area of
Chebyshev rational approximation can be extended to approximation by a ratio
of linear forms

Gat) _ angolt) +aigr() +aznl) -+ angal) _ G s@)
H(b, t) boho(t) + bi1h1 (t) + baho (t) <o+ bmhm (t) <b, h(t)) ’

where g;(t), i=0,...,n and h;(t),j =0,...,m are not limited to monomials. The
authors call this type of approximation generalised rational approximation. There
are a number of ways to generalise rational approximations. In the current paper
we use the same terminology as in [9] and therefore we approximate continuous
functions by the ratios of linear forms and the coefficients of these forms are subject
to optimisation. It is still required for the linear form in the denominator to be
positive.

These extensions of the results are possible due to the fact that the corre-
sponding objective functions in the optimisation problems are quasi-convex. We
will talk about this property in Section [2| In this paper we also prove a stronger
result, the objective functions are pseudo-convex in the sense of Penot and Quang
(which extends the notion of pseudo-convexity to the case of nonsmooth func-
tions, see [2,|10,/12]). Then we develop numerical methods, that are efficient for
a wide range of pseudo-convex functions and test them on generalised rational
approximation problems.

In the case of generalised rational approximation, the optimisation problem:

(a, g(t))

WO ) .
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where a = (ag,a1,az2,...,an) € R" ! and b = (bg, b1,...,bm) € R™ are the decision
variables and also the coefficients of the linear forms, g;(¢), ¢ =0,...,n and h;(¢),
j=0,...,m are called the basis functions, ¢t € I, I C R any compact subset of R.
This can be written as:
in v/ (a,b), 5

(@ hin (a,b) (5)
where ¥/ (a,b) = sup,c; | f(t) — % is a maximal deviation for the approxi-
mation of f on the interval I, and

C ={(a,b) e R"™ x R™ : (b, h(t)) > 1,Vt € I}

is the feasible set.

The manuscript is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce notation and
preliminaries. In Section 3 we introduce essential results related to the approxi-
mation problem. Section 4 is dedicated to developing an algorithm for solving a
variational inequality which is equivalent to solve the approximation problem. In
Section 5 we present a general algorithm to solve non-monotone variational in-
equalities for point-to-set operators. Section 6 shows some numerical experiments
to demonstrate the behaviuor of the presented algorithm. Some conclusion remarks
are presented in Section 7.

2 Preliminary results

This section is devoted to some classic notation, definition and results we will use
along to the present work.

By R"™ we denote the n dimensional Euclidean space, | -| is the absolute value
function, || - || the norm induced by the inner product (,-). The set convD is the
convex hull of the set D. The orthogonal projection of a point z € R", onto the
convex, closed and non-empty set C C R", is defined by the unique point in C,
which is the solution of the minimal distance problem:

P, = argmin ||z — y||.
olw) = argmin o —
Given a point-to-set the operator T' : R™ = R", the graph of T, is denoted and
defined by Gr(T) := {(z,u) e R" x R" : v € T(x)}.

Fact 1 Let C C R" be closed, convex and non-empty. For all z,y € R™ and all z € C,
the following holds:

1. |[Pe(x) = Po))? < llz = ylI* = ll(z = Po(2) = (y = Pe(y))I1*.
2. (x — Po(x),z — Po(x)) <0.

Proof See [3, Proposition 4.8 and Theorem 3.14].

One of the most useful tools in projection algorithms is the Fejér convergence,
defined by:

Definition 1 (Fejér convergence) Let S be a nonempty subset of R”. A sequence
(mk)keN C R" is said to be Fejér convergent to S, if and only if, for all z € S there
exists ko € N such that ka+1 —z|| < ka —z|| for all k > ko.



4 R. Diaz Milléan et al.

The main properties that a Fejér convergent sequences satisfy are:
Proposition 1 If (a:k)keN is Fejér convergent to S, then it is bounded.

Proof By definition, taking Z € S, we have ||z —Z|| < ||2" — Z|| for any n < k, then
for all k € N, [|lz% — Z| < |jaFo — z|.

The concepts of monotonicity, pseudo-monotonicity and quasi-monotonicity
are mentioned in this work. Now, we define these operators.
Definition 2 A point-to-set operator 7' : R™ = R" is called:
(i) Monotone, if and only if, for all (z,u), (y,v) € Gr(T),
(u—v,z—y) >0.

(ii) Pseudo-monotone, if and only if, for all (z,u),(y,v) € Gr(T), the following
implication holds:
(u,y —x) > 0= (v,y —x) > 0.
(iii) Quasi-monotone, if and only if, for all (x,u), (y,v) € Gr(T), the following impli-
cation holds:
(u,y —x) >0 = (v,y —z) > 0.

It is clear that every monotone operator is pseudo-monotone, and every pseudo-
monotone operator is quasi-monotone.

3 Approximation of continuous functions

This section is dedicated to analysing Problem .

Lemma 1 For any real function f : R — R and a compact set I C R, the mazimal
deviation W/ : R"T1 x R™t1 5 R is a quasi-convez function.

Proof For any t € I the function f(t) — éa’lgl((?)i’ with
g(t) = (go(t)vgl(t PR ag’ﬂ(t)) ’
h(t) = (ho(t), h1(t),. .., hm(t)),

(b,h(t)) > 0 is a quasi-convex function, as the sum of a constant and the ratio
of two linear functions [6]. Then the function ¥ is a quasi-convex function as a
supremum of quasi-convex functions.

Interestingly, this result is a direct corollary of |9, Lemma 2], but it was not
elaborated by the authors and was left unnoticed for several decades. The most
reasonable explanation for this is that most efficient techniques for quasi-convex
optimisation were developed much later: around 20 years after [9).

We denote by AT (a,b) and A~ (a,b) the sets of actives values, i.e.,

At(a,b) = {t el (ab)=0f(a, b)}
A (a,b) = {t el:v/(ab)= —a{(a,b)}7

(a,g(t))
{(b,h(1)) "

where atf(a, b) := f(t) —
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Theorem 2 The Clarke subdifferential of the function ! can be computed as follows:

aw/! (a,b) = conv {vg{ (a,b),—Vo!(a,b) : t € AT(a,b),l € A (a, b)} . (6)
Proof See Theorem 10.31 in [15].

In [7], the authors introduce an algorithm for solving variational inequalities,
when the operator is pseudo-convex, subject to some continuity requirements. In
the following example we show that the subdifferential of the function ¥/ is not
necessarily inner semi-continuous, and therefore does not satisfy the requirements
from [7].

Ezample 1 Consider the constant function f : R — R defined by f(¢) = 0, the

polynomials p(t) = 2t — 1 and ¢(t) = 1, and the compact set I = [~1,1]. Then

a = (-1,0,2) b = (1), At = {0} and A~ = {—1,1}. Therefore ¥/ (a,b) =

conv{(1l,-1,1,-2),(-1,0,0,1),(1,1,1, —2)} corresponding to the active points tg =

—1,t =0 and t2 = 1. Now consider the sequence (an,bn) = (—1,1/n,2,1) which

converges to the point (a,b) = (=1,0,2,1). For all n € N, A% (a,,b,) = § and
A™ (an,bn) = {1}. That is:

w! . t o 1

(an,bp)= sup |14+ —+2t°| =1+ —.

te[—1,1] n n

Then for all n € N we have that 8%/ (an, bn) = (1,1,1, -1 — %), which proves that

there is no sequence of elements of %/ (a,, by) converging to y = (—1,0,0,1) €
oW (a,b). Therefore the operator &/ is not inner semi-continuous.

The following Lemma is a direct consequence of the continuity of the function ¥7.

Lemma 2 Consider the converging sequence (an,bn)neny C C, so that

lim (an,bn) = (a,b) € C.
n—oo
Taking for all n € N an active value t, € AV (an,by) U A™ (an,by), for any con-

verging subsequence (tg, )i, en C (tn)nen, such that limy, ooty =t we have that
te AT (a,b)U A (a,b).

Proof The existence of a convergent subsequence is due to the boundedness of the
compact set I, from now on, suppose for simplicity that the sequence (¢;);cn is
convergent to a point £ € I.

By continuity of f we have

: (ai,g(ti)) | _ (a,g(1))
Jim e — SRR =~ | ™
Take any £ € I. For all i € N we have
n <aZ7g(£)> N\ <a17g(tl)>
100~ Genay | <[ - Geny )
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because all t; are active values of ¥/ on its respective (as, b;). Taking limits when
i — oo we obtain, using the continuity of v’ that

_ (a, g t) (a,g(t)

1) - 28D <|rn - 2D

Therefore t is an active value.

Proposition 2 Given a continuous function f, if 0 € 0¥/ (a,b) then (a,b) is a global

minimiser of wl.

Proof This proof is largely based on [9].
Define by

o} (a b)

v/ (a,b)’

so that s¢(a,b) =1 (resp. —1) when t € A~ (a,b) (resp. t € AT (a,b)).
Then, 0¥/ = conv{s(a, b)VUtf(a7 b),t € AT(a,b) U A™(a,b)}, where

st(a,b) =

Vol (a,b) = m( = 90(t){b, h(1)), ~g1 (1) (b, h(1)), ..., ~gn (t) (b, (1)),
ho(t)(a, g(t)), b1 (t)(a, g(t)), ..., hm(t)(a,g(t)))
_ m«b h(t))g(t), (a, g(t))h(t)).

Suppose that the point (a,b) is not the global optimiser. In this case, there
is a direction (a’,b’) # Opimi2 such that ¥/(a —a’,b — b’) < ¥f(a,b), and
(a—a’,b—b’) € C. In particular for any t € AT (a,b)UA™ (a,b), |crif(a—a’, b-b')| <

o/ (a,b)].
From there, we can find that:
) >0

(a,g(t)) (a—a’,g(t))
a1 - <b7h<t>>) a1~ 5= h(t)
st(a,b)<a—a (1)) — 28O ) s 0

St(a, b) ( <a — a/7 g(t
(b, h(t))

\%
o

)
)

) (1)
(b—b/ h(t)) b h )

a,g(1)) (b’ h(t))) >0

st(a,b)(—(a’,g(t)) + <<b, h(t))

AT (= () el g(0) + (o) B B(0)) > 0

st(a,b) ((a/

(b, h(1))2 ,—(b,h(t))g(t)) + (b, (a,g(t))h(t)>) >0

<(a’, b'), s:(a,b)Vol (a, b)> > 0.

In the above steps, multiplying and dividing the left hand sides by (b—b’ h(t)) and
(b, h(t)) does not change the sign of the inequalities, since both of these quantities
are positive.

Since this product is positive for every t € AT UA™, it is also positive for every
element in &/W(a,b). This implies that 0 ¢ /¥ (a, b).
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Theorem 3 The function vl s a pseudo-convez function in terms of [2,10,/12]. Con-
sequently the Clarke Subdifferential ol isa pseudomonotone operator.

Proof Following from Lemma Propositionof this paper and Theorem 4.1 in [2],
we have that ¥/ is pseudo-convex. The second part is due to Proposition 2.2 in [10].

This result is especially important, since the basis functions are not restricted to
monomials.

4 Variational inequality and the algorithm
In this section we develop an algorithm for solving the variation Inequality Problem

defined below. With this purpose we present a version of Algorithm F in [4].

Consider the operator T' : R™ = R" and the set C € R", the variational
inequality problem for T and C, denoted by VIP(T,C), is defined as:

Find z* € C: " € T(z") : (u*,z —2") > 0,Vx € C. (8)

When the operator T is a pseudomonotone operator, Problem is equivalent to
the dual variational inequality problem (DVIP(T,C)):

Find z* € C :Vu e T(z) : (u,z —2*) > 0,Vz € C. (9)

We denote the solution of Problem () by S* and the solution of Problem @D
by So. The equivalence of the Problems (8)) and @ results in S* = Sp.
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Now, we present the version of the Linesearch F suitable to our problem:

Algorithm 1: LineSearch F': feasible direction

Input: (a,b) € C, >0 and § € (0,1)
Set a + 1 and 0 € (0,1).
for all (uq,up) € {Vatf(a, b), *VUlf(a, b):te At (a,b),l € A (a, b)}

define (za, 2p) = Po((a,b) — B(ua,up))
if for each (ua,up) we have

max <(ug7u?)v (a,b) - (Zafzb» < 5<(ua7ub)7 (a’ b) - (Za7zb)>7
(ug,up)EDq
where
De = {Vatf(aa,baL —Vo{ (a0, ba) : t € At (aa, ba),l € A*(amba)}
and
(aa,ba) = a(za,2p) + (1 — a)(a,b), then
| o<+ O«
else
| Return « and (uq,up)
end

end
Output: (o, (ua,uyp))

Algorithm 2: Algorithm F

Input: (8;)ren C [B, f] such that 0 < 8 < 3 < +o0 and § € (0,1).
Initialization: Take (a°,4%) € C and set k « 0.
Step 1: Apply Algorithm [I] to compute

(ak, (uﬁ,u?)) = Linesearch F((ak,bk),ﬁk,é),

Set (zF,2F) = P¢ ((ak,bk) - ﬂk(u’;,uf)) then we have
((ug® ug®), (0", 85) = (5. 26)) > o((uf uf), (@, 6%) = (8. 26) )

with (a*,55) = ag (25, 28) + (1 — o) (a¥, b¥) and (ug*, u*) € 0w/ (ak,ak).
Step 2 (Stopping Criterion): if (z{:,z{f) = (a®,b%) or
(a*,b%) = P ((ak,bk) - (ul:,v;f)) with (v, vl € 0wf ((a®,b¥)), then stop
Step 3: Set
(@, 0% = o (25, 28) + (1 — ap) (aF, b7, (10a)
and ("1 Pty = F ((ak7bk)) ; (10b)

Step 4: If (a" 1,05 11) = (a¥,b¥), then stop. Otherwise, set k «+ k + 1
and go to Step 1.
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We consider three variants of this algorithm. Their main difference lies in way to
compute (10b)):

F1 ((ak»bk)) =Pc (PH((ak’Bk),(ugk}u:k)) ((ak,bk))) ; (Variant 1)  (11)

Fa ((ak»bk)) :PCQH((ak’Ek)’(uaak’ug‘k)) ((ak,bk)> ; (Variant 2)  (12)
where

H(z,u) == {y ER™MH2 Ly g ) < 0} . (13)

4.1 Convergence

This section is dedicated to prove the convergence of Algorithm F. We first show
that Linesearch F terminates.

Proposition 3 If (a,b) € C is not a solution of Problem , Linesearch F termi-
nates after finitely many iterations.

Proof Suppose that Linesearch F never stops. Then, for all o € {1,6,62,---} and
(ta,up) € 0P (a,b) we have

<(Ugvul?)7 (avb) - (Zazzb» < 6<(ua7ub)v ((17 b) - (Za,zb»

for all (ug,uf) € OW7 (aa,ba), With (aa,ba) = a(za, z) + (1 — @)(a,b). Note that
by the structure of the set oW/ (a,b) it is enough to verify the inequality over the
points in Dy. Taking limits when a — 0, we have that

(aa,ba) = a(za, 2p) + (1 — a)(a,b) — (a,b).
By Lemma there exists (ua,up) € O/ (a,b) such that
((ua, up), (a,b) = (20, 2)) < 6((ua, up), (a,6) = (2, 2)) - (14)
Which implies that (1 — 6){(ua,up), (a,b) — (za,2p)) < 0 since 6 € (0,1) we have
0> ((ua,up), (a;b) — (2a; 2p))
> H(a7 b) - (Zavzb)||2 + <(Z¢lvzb) - ((a’v b) - (uavub)) ) (a7 b) - (uavub»'
Using now Fact |1f we have that
<(zll7zb) - ((avb) - (uavub)) ) (a‘» b) - (uﬂvub» >0,

then

0> ((u@’ub)v (avb) - (levzb» > H(a,b) - (Zavzb)HQ >0,
which implies that ||(a,b) — (2a, 23)||*> = 0, then (a,b) = (za, 2,) implying that (a, b)
is a solution of Problem [8] which is a contradiction.

Proposition 4 (a,bF) € S* if and only if (a*,b%) € H ((&k,gk), (ugk,u?k)).
Proof See Proposition 4.3 in [4].

Proposition 5 If Algorithm F stops at steps 2 or 4, then it stops at the solution.

Proof See Proposition 4.4 in [4].
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4.1.1 Convergence Analysis of F1

Now we provide the convergence analysis of the Variant F;. From now on, we
assume that Algorithm F produces an infinite sequence (a*,b%)cn ¢ S«. Due
to Proposition 4.5(i) in [4] we have the Fejér convergence and consequently, the
boundedness, by Proposition |1} of the sequence (ak, bk)keN. Also

Jim ((ug*,up®), (a®,v%) — (@", %)) = 0. (15)

The next theorem will be proved following the ideas of the Theorem 4.6 in [4],
adapted to our point-to-set case.

Theorem 4 The sequence (ak, bk)keN converges to a point in Sx.

Proof For the sake of brevity, we will not reproduce the full proof given in [4].
Instead we will specify whenever the proofs are different due to the operator, in
our case being point-to-set, and point out that we consider all elements on the
normal cone of C as zero.

Consider a subsequence (iy)ren such that all sequences involved in the algo-
rithm be convergent, i.e., (a™,b') — (a,b), (uq ™, u, *) — (ia, @p) and (ulf,ul*) —
(tia, Up). It is possible because all sequences are bounded.

Using and the same criteria used in [4], we have that

Hm a;, [|(a™,b%) — (24, %) = 0, (16)
k— o0
and here as in [4], we consider two cases: a;, — & > 0 or a5, — 0.

Case 1: limyey a;, = & > 0. Due to Lemma [2] we have that,

lim (ug ™, uy *) = (ita, @) € 097 (a,b).

k—oc0
By the continuity of the projection mapping and , (a,b) = Po ((&, b) — (d,aﬁb)),
which implies that (a,b) € Sx. _ o
Case 2: limy_,, o;, = 0. Defining &;, = a%, then a;, — 0, let (a'*,b"*) =
Qi (2d", 2" ) + (1= @y, ) (a ik b*) then (@, ,b"™) — (a,b). Due to the Linesearch F,
we have that for all (3¢*,9;*) € %/ (a’*,b™) and all (uf,uj¥) € 99/ (a’, ') and
k € N we have

(T T3, (@™, ™) — (28, 2%)) < 8((ul, uph), (@™, 6™) — (22, 2F)). (17)

Since a;, converges to zero and following the same idea as in the proof of
Lemma 2l there exist sequences (05, Zk) € ow’ (@', b™*) and (a¥, ﬂék) € v/ (a'*, bi)
such that limy,_, [IGES ~““) (e ,{LZ’C
have (0% ,Ub ") = (@ta, @) and (a4 ,&b") — (fia, @) as well, also (a'*,b™*) — (a,b)
and (za ,zb ") = (%a,by) = Po ((a, b) — (ﬁa,ﬂb)). Then passing to the limits on

equation we obtain

<(aa7ﬁb)7 (&’ I;) - (2¢1»2b)> < (5<(’l]a,’ﬁb), (&76) - (éa:éb»'

)|| = 0. Taking a convergent subsequence, we
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The above equation is the same as in (14)), the proof continuous as in Propo-
sition |3} getting that the limits of (a'*,b'*) is a solution of the problem.

Now as the sequence is Fejér convergent to the solution set, following Proposi-
tion 4.5 (i) in [4], we get the convergence to the solution set of the whole sequence.

4.1.2 Analysis convergence of Fa

For the case of F all the proof are the same as was proved in [4].

5 General Algorithm for non-monotone Variational Inequality

The Algorithm F and the Linesearch F can be applied to more general problem.
In fact, consider T : R™ = R", and the convex and closed set C C R"™. With the
following conditions, the Algorithm G(G for “general”) below, is convergent.

Al) T is closed.
A2) T is bounded on bounded sets.
A3) Problem @D and are equivalents. That is, S* = Sp.

By closed we mean that the graph of T is closed. A2 is a classical assumption. A3
is weaker than pseudo-monotone, see examples in [7].
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Following we present the general version for the Linesearch F and Algorithm F.

Algorithm 3: LineSearch G: General lineasearch

Input: z € C, >0 and ¢ € (0,1)

Set a < 1 and 6 € (0,1).

for all u € T(z), Define z = Po(z — Bu).
if for each u € T(z)

max (u* x —2) < §u,z — 2),

ueT (xq)
then
where zo := az+ (1 — a)z, a + Oa
else
| Stop and choose u® € T'(z«) such that: (u™,x — z) > (u,z — z)
end
end

Output: (o, u®)

Algorithm 4: Algorithm G

Input: (8;)ren C [B, 5] such that 0 < 8 < 3 < +o0 and § € (0,1).
Initialization: Take (z°) € C' and set k « 0.
Step 1: Apply Algorithm [3] to compute

(ag,u®*) = Linesearch G(xk,ﬁk,é),

Set 2F = Po (wk - Bkuk)) then we have
<uo"",xk — zk) > 5<uk,xk — zk>

with u®* € T(z%) and 7% = ap2" + (1 — ap)z"® .
Step 2 (Stopping Criterion): if 2P =2k or ¥ = Pc (xk — vk> with
v® € T(z*), then stop
Step 3: Set
¥ = a2 + (1= ay)at, (18a)
and 2Ftli=F (xk) ; (18b)

Step 4: If "1 = 2% then stop. Otherwise, set k < k4 1 and go to
Step 1.

Two variants can be consider for computing (18b).
k k
Fi(a®) =Po (Py(ar o) @)
k k
Fa(a") :PCﬁH(ik,u“k)(x );

where u®* € T(z") and
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H(z,u) :={y eR": (u,y —z) <0}.

The differences between the Algorithm G and the Conceptual Algorithm F
in [4] are listed bellow:

— We consider null normal vectors.
— We consider point-to-set operators instead of point-to-point.
— The Linesearch G is different to Linesearch F.

6 Numerical Experiment

This section is dedicated to showing some numerical experiments to demonstrate
the development of the Algorithm F to approximate continuous functions. The
section is split into two parts. The first part is dedicated to the ”classical approx-
imation” (using rational functions with polynomials) we split this section onto
two, first, we approximate function for which we don’t know the solution sets and
the compact set I = [—1,1], and after, we approximate function when we know
the solution sets, which allow to measure the distance to the solution set, and
considering the compact set I an equidistant points onto the interval [-1,1]. . In
the second part, we uses non-polynomials rational functions and a finite collection
of equidistant points onto the interval [—1,1] as the compact set I. We compare
different kind of approximation rational functions.

6.1 Rational Approximation with Polynomial

In this subsection we consider the Problem with p € IT,, and ¢ € I}, polyno-
mials of degree n and m respectively.

6.1.1 Unknown solution over an interval

In these examples, we choose the best results after 200 iterations. In all cases, the
interval I = [-1,1], Wf with ¢ = 1,2 denotes the function value for the Variants
1 and 2 respectively, iter is the iteration number in which was attained the best
result. n, m are the degree of the numerator and denominator polynomials respec-
tively. In the pictures below, we specified the function and the degrees in each
cases, in all pictures the blue color is for the Variant 1, the red color for Variant
2. The green color in figures 2,3,4 and 5, is the graph of the function f which is
the function to be approximated.

Algorithm F for unknown solution
f@) (n,m) | Iter &Tllf (a,b) Iter &U;(a, b)
t] (2,2) 161 0.068 186 0.070
[t] (3,3) 193 0.072 191 0.069
[t] (4,3) 198 0.069 198 0.069
sin(t) (2,2) 186 0.0097 186 0.014
| sin(t)] (3,3) 189 0.0714 193 0.0700
VIt (4,4) | 193 0.186 185 0.182
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Fig. 1: In both sides the objective function !I/if, i=1,2.
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Fig. 3: Left: The graph of f and p/q. Right: Objective function Q/if, i=1,2.
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f(t)=|sin(t)], n=m=3.
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Fig. 4: Left: The graph of f and p/q. Right: Objective function Wif, i=1,2.
fity=sqri(|t]), n=m=4.
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Fig. 5: Left: The graph of f and p/q. Right: Objective function Wif, i=1,2.

6.1.2 Known solution over discrete compact set

In this subsection we testing rational functions as the objective function. Then
we know the solution sets. We denote by iter the number of iterations, d;(z,S™)
denotes the distance between the last point to the solution set for the variant i.
We stopped the algorithm when the function value &sz at the current point be less
or equal to 1073, For the compact set I, we used a collection of M equidistant
points on the interval [—1,1].

6.2 Non-polynomial rational approximation

In this section we consider different rational function to approximate continuous
functions. We denote by CPU the CPU time. By h(t), we denote the functions
which compose the rational function, i.e., p(t) = (a, H(t)) = >, _, arh®(t). For this
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Algorithm F for known solution

() (n,m) M Iter di(z,S*) Iter da(z, S*)

1 1,1) 100 12 9746 %10 % | 12 98710 7

1 (2,2) 200 455 0.004 381 0.0026
tziLl (1,2) 100 423 0.0097 135 0.0042
s (22 200 4406 0.0977 3950  0.0972
s (LD 100 4240 0.013 3137 0.0069
e (2,2) 200 6490 0.0172 | 5875 0.009
T3 (2,2) 200 2361 0.02 1730 0.0437
2l 32 100 14643 0.0901 | 6306  0.0396

subsection we consider as the objective function the continuous function f(t) =
%. The compact set in all cases are the collection of M equidistant points
in the interval [—1,1]. The used stopping criteria is based on the value of the
objective function ¥;, with i = 1,2 for the two variants. We used ¥;(a,b) < 1072,
The propose of this examples is compare both variants in the number of iterations

and the CPU time.

Algorithm F with non-polynomial
h(t) (n,m) M Ttery CPU; Tters CPU,
et (3,3) 20 625 16.9063 410 11.3594
et (3,3) 100 585 21.1875 569 23.4063
et (5,4) 200 2115 420.531 2094 419.281
et (10,8) 100 5121 997.875 | 5099  940.172
sin(t) (3,3) 20 255 12.0313 255 11.4513
sin(t) (3,3) 100 429 44.6094 311 35.3906
sin(t) (5,4) 200 235 52.1094 184 37.4688
sin(t)  (10,8) 100 136 23.9531 | 214  20.9688

7 Conclusion

In this paper a new Algorithm, containing two variants, for point-to-set opera-
tors without continuity and monotonicity is proposed. We proved that the Clarke
subdifferential of the maximal deviation function is a pseudomonotone operator,
which is a better than the known quasimonotonicity. An application to solve Ra-
tional Approximation problems are tested with different rational functions, and
the algorithm obtain a good behaviour and comparing both Variants, the best
results in general was obtained by the Variant 2, which project onto a small set
and just once.

In this paper we also prove that the corresponding objective function in the case
of generalised rational approximation are pseudo-convex and therefore it opens a
broad avenue for further investigating. In particular, we can apply general meth-
ods developed for pseudo-convex functions to generalised rational approximation.
Another potential research direction is to investigate the objective functions and
optimisation problems in the case of multivariate approximation.
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