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EXACT CONVERGENCE RATES OF ALTERNATING
PROJECTIONS FOR NONTRANSVERSAL INTERSECTIONS

HIROYUKI OCHIAI, YOSHIYUKI SEKIGUCHI, AND HAYATO WAKI

ABSTRACT. We consider the convergence rate of the alternating projection method
for the nontransversal intersection of a semialgebraic set and a linear subspace.
For such an intersection, the convergence rate is known as sublinear in the worst
case. We study the exact convergence rate for a given semialgebraic set and an
initial point, and investigate when the convergence rate is linear or sublinear. As
a consequence, we show that the exact rates are expressed by multiplicities of
the defining polynomials of the semialgebraic set, or related power series in the
case that the linear subspace is a line, and we also decide the convergence rate
for given data by using elimination theory. Our methods are also applied to give
upper bounds for the case that the linear subspace has the dimension more than
one. The upper bounds are shown to be tight by obtaining exact convergence
rates for a specific semialgebraic set, which depend on the initial points.

1. INTRODUCTION

Convergence rates of iterative methods for optimization problems are typically
estimated in the worst case among optimization problems of a specific type and
for any initial points. In a practical application, such an estimate gives us useful
information for choosing an appropriate iterative method for the working problem.
However, the behavior of iterative methods certainly depends on the input functions
and the initial point, and the behavior sometimes changes dramatically.

We are interested in the behavior of the alternating projection method that
strongly depends on given data and the initial point. The alternating projection
method is an algorithm for finding a point in the intersection of two sets, by it-
eratively projecting points to each of the two sets. The method has a variety of
applications, such as image recovery [4], [1], phase retrieval [2], control theory [§]
and factorization of completely positive matrices [9]. In general, if two sets are semi-
algebraic, [3] showed that the sequence constructed by the alternating projections
converges to a point in the intersection without any regularity conditions. If two
closed convex sets intersect transversely, then the convergence rate is linear [10], and
the behavior of alternating projections is well-known; see, e.g. [15]. However, if the
intersection is nontransversal, then the convergence rate is sublinear, and the known
upper bounds on the convergence rate are far from being tight as discussed in [3]
Remark 4.5]. The convergence rate of alternating projections for a nontransversal
intersection is also studied in [6], using Holder regularity.
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In this paper, we consider the ezact convergence rate of the sequence {uy} con-
structed by the alternating projection method;

(1) Ug+1 = Pp o Py(ug),

where P, and Ppg are the projections onto convex sets A and B in R", respectively.
To argue exact convergence rates, we restrict ourselves to the case where A is a
semialgebraic convex set defined by one or two polynomials, B is a linear subspace,
and the intersection A N B is nontransversal and a singleton. When B is a line, we
can directly analyze the recursive equations defining the sequence {u;} in (), and
obtain the exact convergence rate. Namely, under the conditions of Theorem [4.4]
there exist A\, C' > 0 such that for any € > 0,

1 1
(C=o)75 <l —al < (C+e)5
for sufficiently large k, where u = limy_,o, ugx. Thus, we obtain both of an upper
bound and a lower bound on the convergence rate. Moreover, we show that both
bounds have asymptotically the same degree and constant. By applying Theorem
4.4 to the case where A is defined by two polynomials, we can also determine the
exact rate from the initial point (Example L13). Since one can rarely determine
the exact convergence rate of an iterative method for optimization problems, this
is a remarkable property of alternating projections. Our results also improve corre-
sponding estimates of the upper bounds on the convergence rate in [3] to our setting
while showing the obtained estimates are tight. When B has the dimension more
than one, then the exact convergence rate depends on the initial point even in the
case where A is defined by a single polynomial, and it seems to be hard to determine
the exact rate for a general case as discussed in Section [5.2]

When the semialgebraic set A is defined by a single polynomial inequality, the
recursive equations are analyzed rigorously by using ideals of the ring of convergent
power series. Then we show that the exact rate is determined by the multiplicity
of the defining polynomial of A at the intersecting point (Theorem F4]). When
A is defined by two polynomial inequalities and is in the three-dimensional space,
the boundary of A is partitioned into three regions; two surfaces defined by each
polynomial and a curve defined by the two polynomials. Then we obtain the exact
rate by using a number that can be seen as a multiplicity of the curve defined
by the two defining polynomials of A at the intersecting point if a point b on the
line B is projected to the curve (Theorem [.8]). We also give sufficient conditions
that the projection P4(b) is on the curve for each b on B sufficiently close to the
intersecting point (Theorem [I0). Moreover, we show that the tangent plane to
A at the common point of A and B is explicitly partitioned into three regions;
each of the two regions is projected to the hypersurface defined by one of the two
polynomials, and the other region is projected to the curve defined by the two
polynomials (Theorem [£.12]). This partition is calculated by the elimination theory
for given polynomials and is used to obtain the exact rates that depend on the initial
points (Example [L13[4.14]).

The arguments on the exact rates are then applied to obtain upper bounds of
the rate for the case that A is defined by a single polynomial inequality and B is
a linear subspace with the dimension more than one. For general cases, we use the
Lojasiewicz exponent of the defining polynomial of A (Theorem [53]), or that of the
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restriction of the polynomial to the linear subspace (Theorem [£.9), and give upper
bounds. Furthermore, for a specific polynomial, we obtain the exact rate which
depends on the initial point of the alternating projection method (Proposition [.5]).
This specific case also shows that our upper bounds are tight.

The organization of the paper is the following. The basic notation and brief
explanations on a projection onto a convex set and on the analytic implicit function
theorem are given in Section 2l In Section [3] we obtain the convergence rate of the
sequence defined by a special kind of a recursive equation, or inequality. In Section
[l we obtain exact convergence rates for intersections of semialgebraic sets and lines.
Lastly, we give upper bounds for intersections of semialgebraic sets and subspaces
with dimensions more than one in Section

Related Work. The alternating projection method has been extensively studied with
notions of generalized regularity properties of intersections, such as metric regularity,
metric subregularity, transversality, subtransversality, Holder regularity; see, e.g. a
short survey in [13], Section 2] and [6]. These studies have built a rich theoretical
foundation on regularity theory and the worst-case convergence analysis of itera-
tive methods, and enable us to analyse far more general settings than traditional
ones. For relations between metric regularity and convergence analysis of iterative
methods, see [16] and references therein.

On the contrary, in this paper, we consider the exact convergence rate for a
given instance from a special class of sets and intersections, for which the exact
convergence rate of alternating projections can be obtained. In the regularity studies
above, the convergence analysis typically uses error bound-type inequalities and
their quantitative information to estimate an upper bound on the convergence rate.
However, an estimate on the exact rate requires an estimate on a lower bound on
the convergence rate. For this purpose, we directly analyze the recurrence equation
that defines the sequence constructed by alternating projections, instead of using
error bound inequalities.

Note that the intersections considered in this paper are not subtransversal as we
can see that the sum rule of the normal cones does not hold at the intersecting point
in Example [L6} see, e.g. [13 Proposition 5]. By [3, Corollary 3.4], the intersections
considered in this paper are subtransversal with a gauge function [I6], which is
much weaker regularity than usual subtransversality. However, a lower bound on
the convergence rate does not seem to be given by the gauge function, since it
quantifies regularity via an upper error bound inequality. Neither does the exact
rate since it depends on the initial point in general even in the case where B is a
line (Example [£.13). In addition, the gauge function obtained by [3, Corollary 3.4]
has an exponent which depends on the number of variables and on the maximum
degree of constraint polynomials. Thus the upper bound on the convergence rate
given in [3] has a significant gap with the exact rate obtained in this paper which is
independent of the number of variables and of the maximum degrees of constraint
polynomials.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation and Definitions. Let || - || be the Euclidean norm on R", (x,y) =
Yor xy; for z,y € R™, and [n] = {1,...,n}. Let A denote the boundary of a set
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A C R™. The distance d(x, A) from a point x € R"™ to a set A C R” is defined by
d(z,A) = infeeq ||z — al|.

Let R[z] and R{z} be the set of polynomials and the set of convergent power
series in the variables © = (z1,...,x,) with coefficients in R, respectively. For
fi,-- oy fm € R{z}, the ideal generated by fi,..., f is denoted by (f1,..., fm); i.e.
(froo oo fm)y ={> i hifi  hy € R{z}}. For f € R{x}, the set of all the exponents
of the monomials appearing in f is called the support of f and denoted by supp f.
The convex hull of the union U, copp(s) (5 + RZg), which is denoted by I'y(f), is
called the Newton diagram of f, and I'(f) = (J(compact face of I';(f)) is called the
Newton boundary of f. For each face A € T'(f), we define fa(x) = > {foz® : a0 €
AnNsupp f}. A polynomial f is said to be nondegenerate if for each face A € T'(f),

Ofa _ . _ 9
61’1 8:cn

has no solution in (R\ {0})".

For f,g: R — R, we write f(z) = O(g(z)) as * — oo if there exist C, M > 0 such
that |f(x)| < Cg(z) for all z with |z| > M. We also write f(z) = ©(g(z)) as x — o0
if there exist Cy,Cy > 0 such that Cig(x) < f(z) < Cog(x) for all z with |z| > M.
The meaning of the statement f(z) = O(g(x)) as * — 0 is defined similarly. If there
is no ambiguity, we simply write f(z) = O(g(x)), or f(x) = O(g(x)). For a sequence
{ur} € R™ with @ = limy_, ug, we say that {ux} converges in the rate O(g(k)) if
|ur — || = O(g(k)) as k — oo, and in the exact rate O(g(k)) if ||ur — ul| = O(g(k))
as k — oo.

=0

2.2. The projection and the implicit function theorem. We briefly review the
projection and the implicit function theorem. Let B = {x € R™: f;(x) > 0,7 € [m]}
for f; € R[z] for i € [m]. For x € B, an index 1 is said to be active at x if f;(z) = 0.
We say that B is smooth if {V f;(x) : i is active at z} is linearly independent for
all x € B. In this paper, we define smoothness of B for the particular defining
polynomials of B. For a closed convex set A C R™ and p € R”, it is known that
there exists a unique optimal solution to

(2) minimize{ ||z — p||* : = € A}.
The optimal solution is called the projection of p onto A and denoted by Pa(p).
Lemma 2.1. Let f; € Rz], i € [m] and A = {z € R" : fi(x) > 0, i € [m]}.

Suppose that A is convex and {V f;(x) : i is active at x} is linearly independent for
all x € B. Then u = Pa(p) if and only if there exist ¢; € R such that

(3) u—p= icini(u), filu) >0, ¢; >0, ¢;fi(u) =0, i € [m].

Proof. Since the objective function of (2]) and A are convex, we see that u is optimal
if and only if —(u — p) € Na(u), where N4(u) is the normal cone of A at u; i.e.
Na(u) ={y e R": (y,uv' —u) <0,u’ € A}; see, e.g. [I7]. Then linear independence
of {Vfi(x) : i is active at 2} ensures that the equality

Ny(u) = {Z iVfi(u):e; <0, ¢ifi(u) =0, i€ [m]}
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holds [17, Theorem 6.14]. O

Since we consider polynomial systems, the analytic implicit function theorem
ensures that the solution functions are convergent power series; see, e.g. Theorem
6.1.2 and the following paragraph of [12].

Theorem 2.2 (The implicit function theorem). Let m <n and fi,..., fm be poly-
nomials in Rz, y] .= Rlz1, ..., Zm, Y1, -, Ynm]. Consider the system of equations

filz,y) == fu(z,y) =0.

For a solution (Z,y) to the system above, if {V f; .(Z,y) : i € [m]} is linearly in-
dependent, then there exists a unique map o(y) = (p1(y), ..., em(y)), where each
©i(y) is a convergent power series around y such that T = p(y) and f;(p(y),y) =0
fori € [m] and y close to .

Remark 2.3. Let n < mand A = {x € R" : f;(x) =0, i € [m]}. Suppose that
the Jacobian matrix 2Yt==/m) () has full rank at 7 € A. Then Theorem 2 implies

8(1'1,---,3377,)
that for a tangent vector v to A at Z, there exists a convergent power series (s)

around § such that ¢(5) =z, ¢'(5) = v and p(s) € A for s close to §; see, e.g. [17,
Exercise 6.7].

3. RECURSIVE EQUATION AND INEQUALITY

The following lemma and corollary give the convergence rate of the sequence
defined by recursive equation and inequality. They are fundamental tools for our
arguments and will be used repeatedly in the paper.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that the sequence {x} satisfies xj > 0, xp — 0, and
Tpt1 (1 + Cy + xZillh(:ckH)) =uzr (k=0,1,...),
for some C' > 0, ¢ € N and a convergent power series h(x). Then
lim (qC)% kizy = 1.
k—o0
Proof. First, we show that

(1+ Cx¥+ 29 h(z))? -1
qC'z1

g(x) =

is a convergent power series around z = 0, and lim g(z) = 1. In fact, we have
z—0

¢Calg(z) = i (‘j) (1+ Ca®)7 (2% h(2)) + (1 4 C29)? — 1
= 297 h(z) i (3) (1+ Ca®)7= (z% h(x)) ™ + i (q) (Ca%),
|

g(z) = D) i (q) (14 Cat)t™ (27 h(2)) " + = > (q) (Ca?) ™" + 1.

qC — \i
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Now we see that
qCxl = qCxl,, (1 + Cal | + i h(zs))"
= qCuai, (1+qCafy 9(wpi)) |
1 1 1
qCxiyy,  qCxi  qCxi,,  qCal | (1+qCxl, g(zre1))
_ 9(T11)
1+ q0$2+19($k+1)

By summing the equation, we obtain

11 :Z g(x;)
qCxy  qCxg = 1+ qCxig(z;)’

and hence
1 g(x;)
li = lim e |
koo kqCz? kqCxl koo k:qC’xO +i Koo Z 14 qCxlg(x;)
since the last summation is a Cesaro mean and x; — O. O

Corollary 3.2. Suppose that the sequence {xy} satisfies x > 0, x, — 0 and
Tyt (1 + Cl,, + xZillh(:ckH)) <z (k=0,1,...),
for some C' > 0, ¢ € N and a convergent power series h(x). Then

lim sup (qC)% kizy < 1.

k—o0

Proof. Since x; — 0, there exists ko such that 1 4+ Czj,; + :EZillh(ka) > 0 for
k > ko. If ;. = 0 for some k > kg, we have z;.; = 0. Then the desired inequality
holds.
Thus, for each k > kg, we assume x;, > 0. By using g(z) in Lemma Bl we have
quEZ > QC$Z+1 (1 + CxZ+1g($k+1)) )
1 1 1 1
a 72 a q a
qCuyyy qCxp — qCay . qCxy (1 + qcxk+1g<xk+1))
_ 9(Th+1)
1+ qCaf 1 9(xps1)
Since the limit of a Cesaro mean is not affected by an absence of the finite number

1
of terms, the similar arguments in Lemma [3.1] implies that hm 1nf > 1, and

kqCxi
hence lim sup ¢Ckx§ < 1. Therefore, lim sup(qC’)%kéxk <1 O
k—o0 k—o0
Remark 3.3. If a sequence {z} satisfies limy_, o, Ck%xk =1 for C' > 0, then, for
any € > 0, we have (1 — z—:)C’_lk:_% < < (14 z—:)C’_lk:_% for sufficiently large k.
Thus z), = @(lf%). Therefore, it is implied that the condition limy_, C’k%:pk =1is
a stronger property than the property zp = @(l{;_%). Similarly, lim sup Ck%xk <1

k—00
1

implies z = O(k™ 9).
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4. INTERSECTIONS WITH LINES

We consider the intersection of a semialgebraic convex set A and a linear subspace
B. Let P4 and Pg be projections to A and B respectively. We assume that the
intersection is nontransversal and a singleton. By translation, we also assume A N
B = {0}. The alternating projection method constructs a sequence {u;} C R"™!
by (). Note that uj converges to 0; see, e.g. [3, Fact 2.14]. In this section, we
investigate the exact convergence rate of the alternating projection method in the
case that B is a line.

4.1. Hypersurfaces. When we consider the alternating projection method for semi-
algebraic sets, only the boundaries have a crucial role. Thus, by an abuse of ter-
minology, we call a semialgebraic set A a hypersurface if it is defined by a single
polynomial. In this section, we consider the case that A is a hypersurface and B
is a line. The following lemmas are stated in sufficient generality that they can be
used in later sections. First, we give a characterization of the projection onto a
hypersurface.

Lemma 4.1. For a nonnegative convex polynomial g, let A = {(z,2) € R" x R :
z>g(x)}. For (X,0) ¢ A, we have (x,z) = Pa(X,0) if and only if the system
i + gr,(2)9(z) = Xi, i € [n], 2= g(x)
holds.
Proof. Let (X,0) ¢ A. Then the projection of (X, 0) onto A lies on the boundary of

A by the definition. Since A is convex and V(z — g(z)) is a nonzero vector for any
(x, z), Lemma 2T implies that (z, z) = P4(X,0) if and only if

(-5 s

for some s > 0. Since s = z = g(x), we obtain the desired system. O

To analyze the equations in Lemma [4.I] we need the following technical lemma
for ideals.

Lemma 4.2. Let I,a,m be ideals in R{xy,...,x,}. If I Ca+ml and m* C a for
some s € N, then I C a.

Proof. We prove I C a+ m*I for k € N by induction. Suppose I C a + m*I. Then
we have
I Ca+mF(a+ml) =a+mPa+mft] =a+mt]

Thus the claim is proved. Since m® C a, we obtain I C a. O
By applying the lemmas above, we obtain an inclusion relation for ideals that
gives a lower bound on the lowest degrees of convergent power series that solve
recursive equations. Note that for a polynomial g(z) with n variables, we say that
I'(g) meets all the axes if g has a monomial % with d; > 0 for each i = 1,...,n.

Lemma 4.3. For1 <m <n-—1, (z,y) € R™ x R"™™ and a polynomial g(x,y), we
consider the system

(%) ;i + gz, (x,y)g(z,y) =0, i =1,... ,m.
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Suppose that g(0,0) = ¢,,(0,0) = 0 and I'(g(0,y)) meets all the axes. Define ideals

= <?/17 - -ayn—m>7 a = <ya Lo c Supp(g(07y))>; and I = <<P1(?/)> .- 7S0m(y)> Of
R{y}, where ¢;(y) is the convergent power series which solves (%) as x; = p;(y) and

©i(0) =0 fori=1,...,m. Then we have I C ma.

Proof. Let F' = (z; + 9o, (2,9)9(2,Y) )icpm)- Since g(0,0) = g,,(0,0) = 0, we see that

<gf; (0, 0)) ~is the identity matrix. By the implicit function theorem (Theorem 2.2),
irj

there exist convergent power series ¢;(y) which solve the equation (x) as x; = v;(y)
and ¢;(0) =0 fori=1,...,m. Let p(y) = (¢1(y), ..., ¥n—r(y)). Then we have, for
some polynomials p;,

ei(y) =2 = —g2,(2(y), ¥)9(p(y), y)

= =00 (W), ) (900.9)+ D" @iwIpi(ev). )
= —92,(2(¥),4)9(0,y) — gz, ((y), y) Z;n_ ©i(W)pi(e(),y)

Since g¢,,(0,0) = 0, we have g,,(¢(y),y) € m. Thus the above equality implies that
I Cma+ml.

Since I'(g(0, y)) meets all the axes, we have m* C ma for s = (n—m)(deg g(0,y)+1).
By applying Lemma [£.2] we obtain I C ma. O

Now, we state the main theorem in this section, which gives a formula for the
exact rate using the multiplicity of a defining polynomial. For a convex polynomial
g and a € R™\ {0}, let

A={(z,2) e R"xR:z>g(2)},
B ={t(a,0) e R" xR : t € R},
Suppose that g(z) > 0 for  # 0 and g(0) = 0.

Theorem 4.4. Suppose that g(||a||tat) = cot? + O(t*Y) for some cy,d > 0. Then
the sequence {uy} constructed by the alternating projection method () converges to

AN B with the exact rate @(k:?t;——l2). More precisely, we have
(4) lim ((2d — 2)dc2) ™2 k72 |luy| = 1.

k—o0
Proof. By rotating about z axis, we may assume that B = {t(e,,0) e R* xR : t €
R}, where e, = (0,...,0,1) € R". Then, we have
g(0, ) = coz? + O(z&™).
Since g(x) > 0 for x # 0, we see d > 2. )
For a point ug = (te,,0) of B, let u = (z,2) = Pa(ug) and uy = (te,,0) = Pp(u).
Then Lemma E.1] implies that

(5) i+ gu (v)g(2) = 0, 0 € [n = 1],
(6) Tn + Gon (2)g(2) = 1,
t=x,.

By the implicit function theorem, there exist convergent power series @;(x,) which
solve equations (Bl) as x; = ¢;(z,) with ¢;(0) = 0 for i = 1,...,n — 1. Here we



EXACT CONVERGENCE RATES OF ALTERNATING PROJECTIONS 9
note that g(0) = 0, g,,(0) = 0 and ¢(0,z,) = cozd + O(x3*!) with ¢y # 0. Then
we can apply Lemma to the equation (H), where r = 1, m = (z,,), a = (z2),
and I = {(¢o1(xn), ..., ¢n_1(x,)). Thus we obtain ¢;(x,) € (z%™), which means
oi(r,) =02 fori=1,...,n— 1.

Next, we will modify the equation (@) to obtain a relation between ||ug|| and [Ju||.

Let o(z,) = (¢1(xn), - -, pn_1(xn)). Now we have, for some polynomials p;, r;,
n—1
9(@(@n)wn) = 9(0,2) + Y @ilwa)pi(p(an), ) = corly + O(xy™),
i=1
n—1

9o (P(T0), Tn) = Gu, (0, 20) + Z @i(Tn)ri(p(Tn), T0) = dcoxiil + O@i)-

i=1
Then the equation ([6]) gives that
t=n + G, (0(Tn), 2n)g(@(Tn), Tn) = @5 + dcz 2d Lt O(l‘id),

and hence B
t =1+ dcit + o).
Since ||uo|| =t, ||u1|| = t, by repetedly applying the argument above, we have

lunll = Newsill + degllunsal =" + O(lfuga[*).
Here, we note that O(||ugy1]|*?) is the same convergent power series for each k =
0,1,..., since we always have equations (Bl), () in each iteration and ||u|| is de-
creasing. Therefore Lemma [B.1] implies the equality (4). O

Remark 4.5. In general, for a univariate convergent power series f(z) = cx? +
O(x¥1) with ¢ # 0, the lowest degree d of f is called the multiplicity of f at 0.

Example 4.6. Let A = {(z,y,2) € R® : 2 > g(z,y)} for g(z,y) = 2* + y* and
B = {t(a,b,0) € R3:t € R}. Define {ug} by up;1 = Pp o Ps(ux). Then we have
a? bt

o@D @ b0) = 5"t + o

Let d be the lowest degree of the polynomial above and c¢g be 1ts coefficient. If a # 0,
then d = 2 and ¢y = "55. By Theorem L4} we have hm k2 ||ug]| = 1. On the

other hand, if a = 0, then d =4 and ¢y = 1. We have khm (24)6 s [|ug]| = 1.
—00

2+b2

Remark 4.7. We can easily extend Theorem 4] to the case that A = {z € R"™ :
f(z) > 0} where f € R[] is nonsigular at the intersection point 0. To see this, let
P = (p1 - pns1) be the orthogonal matrix where {py, ..., p,} is an orthogonal basis
for the tangent plane to A at 0 which contains B, and p,.; is ||V f(0)]|7'V f(0).
Let f(z) = f(Pz). Then Vf(0) = (0,...,0,pr ,Vf(0)), and nonsingularity of
f at 0 implies fxn ..(0) # 0. Thus the implicit function theorem implies that
there exists a convergent power series g and an open neighborhood U of 0 such that
ANU =A{(z,z) € R* xR : z > g(x)}. Then almost identical arguments of the
proof hold for a convergent power series g. Similarly, we can extend our results in
the later sections to a slightly more general set whose defining inequality is written
as f(x) > 0 for some f € R[z]. However, we keep considering cases that a defining
inequality is written as z > g(z) for some g € R|z], for the sake of simplicity.
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4.2. Sets Defined by Two Polynomials. We consider the case that A, B C R3
and that A is defined by two polynomials and B is a line. For convex polynomials

f1, f2 and (a, b) # (0,0), let
A={(z,y,2) eR*: 2> fi(z,y),2 > folz,9)},
B = {t(a,b,0) € R* : t € R}.

Suppose that the intersection of A and zy-plane is {(0,0,0)}. We assume
C={(r,y,2) €R*: 2 = fi(w,y) = folz,9))}

is smooth in the sense of Section 2.2 In this section, we first obtain the exact
convergence rate under the assumption that all points on B which are sufficiently
close to the origin are projected to C' by P4 (Theorem [.8]). Then we discuss a
sufficient condition that the assumption holds (Theorem [£.10]).

Let (a1, ag,a3) be a nonzero tangent vector to C' at the origin, which is a gen-

erating vector of the kernel of the matrix (:;;iggg; :gzgggg 1) Since xy-plane is

tangent to C' there, we see that a3 = 0. By Remark 2.3] there exist convergent
power series ¢1(s), pa(s), ps(s) such that

e1(s) Qaq B
e(s)=|was) | = az ]| s+ | B | s*+0(s%,
©s(s) 0 B3

and (' is the image of ¢ locally around the origin.

Theorem 4.8. Let B = {t(a;,a2,0) € R? : ¢t € R} and {ui} be the sequence
constructed by the alternating projection method ([Il). Suppose that Pa(ug) € C for
all sufficiently large k, and that d is the lowest degree of
1
(1) == ((a2p1(s) — 1ppa(s))* + (] + a3)ps(s)?)
ai + a3
for some ¢y > 0 as a power series in s. Then {uy} converges to 0 in the exact rate

S} (k?f;j?). Moreover,
(2d — 2)de2\ 72
) _ ct 2d—2 21_2 B
) Ji“olo<<a%+a§>d) prlhed =1

Proof. First, we calculate d(¢(s), B). Let t(aq,as,0) = Pg(¢(s)). By the property
of the projection, we have

1
2

= cos® + O(s11),

aq aq Qaq
(9) ar | ols)= [an | -t as]
0 0 0
= (arpa(s) + aspals)).
a? + a3

Thus we obtain

d((s), B)* = |[(1(s), p2(s), @s(s)) — t(an, oz, 0)]*

oz (0 9) — (o) + (o + i (5))
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By the equation (), we see d(p(s), B) = cos? + O(s3+1).

Next, we rotate the curve C' about z-axis and reparametrize its parameter by a
nonzero scalar multiple so that (a1, a2,0) = (1,0,0). Then the curve C' is repre-
sented by ¥ (x) = (x,19(x), 3(z)) for some convergent power series )9, 1)3. Suppose

that @ RNy - Y(x) =5, S is written as

1 P T , 1
T O] % | ax) | w2t |0},

for some z,¢,7 € R. By applying equation (@), we have x = t. Since R is the
projection of ) onto C', we see that R() is orthogonal to C'. Thus we have

T 1 1
o) | =T (O] |- | ¥a(z) | =0,
V3(x) 0 V()
(10) t 4+ Va(t)Y5(t) + ¥s(H)5(t) =

Here, let h(x) = /1o (2)% + 3(x)2. Since Pg((z)) = (x,0,0), we have d(y(z), B) =
d(¢(z), (x, 0 O)) h(x ) By comparing the speed of the parametric curve ¢(s) with
that of 1/1(:6), we see that d(1(z), B) = cx? + O(x?*!), where ¢ = —%— . Now we

(af+a3)2

have

Thus o ()15 (t) + 103 (t)4(t) = dc®t?=1 + O(#??). Let uy, and ug1q be the coordinate
vectors of @ and S, respectively. Then the equation (I0) can be written as

ureall + de?[fupea P + Ol ) = Jlull-
Therefore, Lemma Bl implies the equality (8]). OJ
Example 4.9. Let A= {(z,y,2) € R®: 2 > fi(z,y), 2 > fo(z,y)}, where
filz,y) = 2* + 4,
folzy) = (z —1)*+ (y - 1) - 2.

The tangent line to the curve C' at the origin is given by B = {t(—2,1,0) e R? : t €
R}. The curve C is written as

—2y + 3y? — 23

ely) = y
4y? — 12y + 18y* — 12y° + 49/

By Theorem below, we can easily check that Pa(t(—2,1,0)) € C for all suf-

ficiently small ¢ > 0; see Example .11l Now the equation () is @/%yQ + O(y?).
Thus, for ugy1 = Pp o Pa(uy), Theorem A8 implies

_ [356 .
dm g gk lluell =1,

and hence [Juy|| = ©(k2).
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Theorem 4.10. Suppose that (a,b,0), V(z — f1)(0,0,0), V(2 — f2)(0,0,0) are lin-
early independent.

(i) If (a,b,0) = c(aq,a,0) for some ¢ # 0 and the solution (A1, g, pt) to the

system
61 _flx(07 0) _f2$(07 0) a
(11) Ba | =M | —f1y(0,0) | + A2 [ —f2y(0,0) ) +pu | b
B3 1 1 0

satisfies A1, Ay > 0, then P4(p) € C for each point p in B close to the origin.

(i) If (a,b,0) # c(aq,a2,0) for any ¢ # 0, or the solution (Ai, Ay, ) to (L))
satisfies Ay Ao < 0, then there exists € > 0 such that Ps(p) ¢ C for any point
pin BNeB\ {0}.

Proof. Suppose that (a,b,0) = ¢(aq, ag,0) for some ¢ # 0 and (S, 2, f3) is written
as (). We will apply Lemma 21] to show that for each ¢ sufficiently close to 0,
there exist s such that Pa(t(a,b,0)) = (p1(s), p2(s), v3(s)). The equation in the
condition of Lemma [2.1] can be written as

_flzv _me ()01<S> a
a |l —fy |+l —fy|={e)]-t]b],
1 1 ©3(s) 0
—fia —fo a C1 ©1(8)
(12) —fiy —foy O ca | = | wals) |,
1 1 0/ \t ©3(s)
where fir = fi(p(8)), fiy = Fulio(s)). We put
_fla: _f29: a flw(ov ) _fQJC(O?O) a
M = _fly _f2y b > MO: fly(07 ) _ny(Ovo) b
1 1 0 1 0

Since the column vectors of M are linearly independent, the linear equations ([I2])
have a solution for s close to 0, and we have

%
t= 1y 2y P28
M o)

1 fl:v(v ) _me< )

(13) mx,>—m<3>ws+0<>—a%+m§x

|M0| 1 0
1 901<5) _f2m a
1 = M ©a(s) —foy b
w3(s) 1 0
1 651 _f2:1: a 1 51 _f2:1: a ) 5
=—lay —foy bls+— —fay b s+ O(s7).
My 1 o ‘M‘ "0
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Since the first term of ¢; is 0, we have

By the condition (IJ), we have ¢; = A\;s* + O(s®). Similarly, we have ¢y = Aps® +
O(s®). Thus, if A1, Ay > 0, then, for ¢ sufficiently close to 0, there exists s such that
(I3) holds and ¢;, ¢y > 0. Therefore, Lemma [2Z] ensures that Pa(t(a,b,0)) € C. If
A1 and Ay have distinct signs, then so do ¢; and ¢, and hence Py(t(a,b,0)) ¢ C.
Lastly, we show the case that (a,b,0) # c(aq, as,0) for any ¢ # 0. If we write

(071 _flm(oao) _fo(an) a
as | =di | —f14(0,0) | +da | —f2(0,0) | + 1[0 ],
0 1 1 0

then d; and d, have distinct signs. Now

1 a1 _me(an) a
Y a2 —f2,(0,0) b| s+ O(s*) = dis + O(s?).
[ Mo 1 0

G =

Similarly we have ¢y = dys + O(s?). Thus, for ¢ sufficiently close to 0, we see that
¢1 and ¢y have distinct signs. Therefore, Lemma 2.1] ensures the result. O

(z,y), 2 > fola, y)}
{(x,y,2) € R® :

Example 4.11. We consider A = {(z,y,2) € R® : 2 > f;
B = Span{V(z — £1)(0,0,0),V(z — f2)(0,0,0)}* and =
fl(xvy) = f2<l’,y)}
(i) Let
fila,y) = 2* + ¢,
folwy) = (@ =1+ (y—-1)" =2
Then V(z £)(0,0,0) = (0,0,1), V(z — £)(0,0,0) = (2,4,1), and B =

{t(=2,1,0) : t € R}. The curve C' is written as
x —2y + 3y% — 293 -2 3
y|= y = L]yt {0]y+0@.
z 4y? — 1293 + 18y* — 129° + 49/ 0 4

Now we have

4 011 0\1) 5\ o

Then Theorem [LTI0] guarantees that P(t(—2,1,0)) € C for all sufficiently
small ¢ > 0.
(ii) Let
filw,y) =2 + ¢,
2 4
Pley)=(@+3) ++3) — %
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Then V(z — £1)(0,0,0) = (0,0,1), V(2 — f3)(0,0,0) = (-1,-1/2,1), B =
{t(1,—-2,0) : t € R}. The curve C is written as

v —3y = 3y° — 2y =3 =\,
vi=1,, .. Y =| L)yt {0y +OW
z Zy2 + 5y3 + Zy4 + 6y5 + 4y6 0 Z
Now we have
3
-3 0 —1 1
2 19 6 3
0 ) =—5 (o) +2|-%) -2
By Theorem A.I0] there exists € > 0 such that P4(¢(1,—-2,0)) ¢ C for any
0<t<e.

4.3. The Partition of the Region. The boundary of A consists of subsets of two
surfaces A} = {(z,y,2) € R3 : 2 = fi(z,y) > folz,y)}, Ay = {(z,y,2) ER3: 2 =
fo(z,y) > fi(z,y)}, and the curve C' = {(z,y,2) € R®: 2 = fi(x,y) = fa(z,y)}.
The zy-plane can be partitioned so that we can determine to which part of 0A a
point is mapped by Py, as in Theorem 12l We write {f; — f; * 0} = {(z,y) €
R? : fi(x,y) — f;(z,y) x 0} for i,j € {1,2}, where the symbol * is >, > or =. Let
U, : R? — R? be defined by

v, . — ’

and A; = {(x,y,2) € R®: 2 > fi(z,y)} for i =1,2.
Theorem 4.12. (i) PaoWi({fi — fo > 0}) C Ay.

(11) Pjo \PQ({fg — f1 > O}) C AQ.

(iii) Pa(Wi({f2 = i 20} N({fi = o= 0})) CC.
Proof. For (X,Y) € R? Lemma [ET] implies that (z,y, fi(z,y)) = Pa,(X,Y,0) if
and only if

T+ flﬂﬁ(xv y)fl(l',y) = X7 ) + fly(xv y)fl(xv y) =Y.
This means (X,Y) = Uy (z,y). Thus ¥, is injective. Similarly, ¥, is injective.
Since C' is smooth, Lemma 2] gives that (z,y,2) = Pa(X,Y,0) if and only if

there exist A1, Ay € R such that

r—X _f1$<'r7yvz> _f2:v<x7yuz>
(14> - y_Y = )‘1 —f1y<.l’,y72) +)\2 _f2y<1’7y72) )
z 1 1

>\17)\2 <0, )\Z(Z—f,(x,y)):(), 1=1,2.
If (X,Y) e W ({fi — fo > 0}), then there exists (z,y) such that fi(x,y) > fo(z,y)

and
(X) _ <x+f1x(x,y)f1(x,y))
Y y+f1y<x7y>f1<x7y> '
Since fi(z,y) > 0, we have, for A\; = —fi(x,y),
r—X _flx(xvyvz)
- y_Y = )\1 _f1y<x7yvz>
fl(xvy) 1
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Thus (z,v, fi(z,y)) satisfies (I4) and hence P4(X,Y,0) = (2,9, fi(z,y)) € Aj.
Similarly, if (X,Y) € Uy({fo — f1 > 0}), then P4(X,Y,0) € A;. Thus we have
shown (i) and (ii).

Next, we will show (111) Let (X, Y) € \I’1<{f2 — f1 > O}) N \I’2<{f1 — f2 > O})
and (x,y, z) = Pa(X,Y,0). Then the system (I4) is satisfied for some Ay, Ay € R. If

(x,y,z) € Ay, then we have z = fi(z,y) > fa(z,y), and hence

r—X _flm(xay)
—-ly=-Y | =X\ _f1y<x7y>
z 1

Since \; = z = fi(x,y), we have

(X) — (.T—i— f1<l’,y)f1g;(37,y))

Y y+f1<x7y)f1y<x7y> .

Thus (X,Y) € Uy({fi — fo > 0}). Since ¥, is injective, this contradicts to the

inclusion (X,Y) € ¥ ({fo — fi > 0}). Thus (z,y,2) € A\ A;. Similarly, we have

(z,y,2) € 0A\ As. O
The boundary of ¥i({f; — fo > 0}) is ¥;({f1 — fo = 0}), and the software

Macaulay?2 [7] calculates its vanishing ideal

<X — T — f1x<l’,y)f1<l’,y),y - Y- f1y($,y)f1(37,y), fl('rvy) - f2<l’,y)> M R[Xv Y]
by the elimination theory [5] as in Figure [l In the following examples, let A =
{(xvy) PR Z fl(xay)az Z fZ(xay)} and C' = {(:an)z) R fl(l‘ay) = fQ(xvy)}

Y Y

— m(B) L - m(B)
—U({fi-f2=0}) 1 — Ui ({fi = f2=0})
s U({fa = f1=0}) H e W({fa - =0}

FIGURE 1. Example LT3 (left) and Example [£14] (right)

Example 4.13. Let fi(z,y) = 2* + y* and fo(z,y) = (z —1)*+ (y — 1)* — 2 as
in Example [0 Let B = {(x,y,0) : z + 2y = 0}; the tangent line to the curve
C at (0,0,0). In the left of Figure [l the solid curve and the dotted curves are
Uy ({fi — fo = 0}) and Wo({fo — f1 = 0}), respectively. The thin line is 7(B), where
7 (x,y,2) — (x,y). The line 7(B) passes through the origin while it keeps lying
on the region ¥ ({fo — f1 > 0}) N Wo({f1 — fo > 0}). Thus all points on B are
projected to C' by Pj.

Next, we will show that the convergence rate may differ depending on the initial
point. We consider the projection of a point on B’ = {¢(0,1,0) : t € R} by Pa. Let
B ={(0,y,0) : y > 0} and B_ = {(0,y,0) : y < 0}. For (z,y) € ¥7'(0,Y), we see
that

(15) v+ 2e(2® +y') =0, y + 42" +yh) = V.
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Then we have x = 0. If (0,Y,0) € B, then the second equation of (I3) ensures
y > 0. Since f1(0,y) = fo(0,y) = y* = ((y —1)* = 1) = 2y(2(y — )*+3) > 0, we have
(0,Y) € U1({fi — fo > 0}). From (i) of Theorem AI2] a point in B’, is projected
to Ay = {(z,9,2) : 2 = fi(z,y) > fa(z,y)} by Pa. If the initial point is taken from
B'_, then the sequence {(xy, vy, 0)} constructed by alternating projections between
A and B’ behaves like those between A; = {(z,y,2) : 2 > fi(z,y)} and B’. Since
f1((0,1)) = t*, Theorem EA gives ||(z, y, 0)|| = O(k~s).

Similarly, if the initial point is taken from B’ then the sequence {(zx,yx,0)}
constructed by alternating projections between A and B’ behaves like those between
Ay = {(z,y,2) : 2 > fo(z,y)} and B’. Here, the lowest degree of fo(#(0,1)) =
—4t + 6t% — 412 + t* is equal to 1, and this means that B’ intersects transversely
with As. Therefore, we see that {(zx, yx,0)} converges linearly from a well-known
fact that the alternating projection method for a transversal intersection converges
linearly; see, e.g. [10], [15].

Example 4.14. Let fi(z,y) = (er %)2 + (y+ %)4 — 1—56 and fo(z,y) = 2* + y*
as in (ii) of Example [£11l The tangent line to the curve C at (0,0,0) is given
by B = {t(1,—-2,0) : t € R}. Now, the right of Figure [ corresponds to this
case. We see that the thin line 7(B) is contained in ¥y ({f; — fo > 0}) around
the origin. From (i) of Theorem T2l any point on 7(B) close to the origin is
projected to A1 = {(z,y,2) : 2 = fi(z,y) > fo(z,y)}. A sequence {(xy,yx,0)}
constructed by alternating projections between A and B behaves like those between
Ay ={(z,y,2) : 2> fi(x,y)} and B. Since f,(¢(1,—2)) = 7t>—16t>+16t*, Theorem
B gives || (zx, yr, 0)[| = O(k~2),

5. INTERSECTIONS WITH SUBSPACES

We return to the case that a semialgebraic set A is defined by a single polyno-
mial. In Section 4.1l we have obtained the exact convergence rate of the alternating
projection method if the intersecting subspace has a dimension one. However, if the
intersecting subspace has a dimension more than one, the convergence rate depends
on the initial point. Section is devoted to a specific hypersurface to explain this
phenomenon. In the remaining sections, we give upper bounds on the convergence
rates, by applying the arguments for the exact rates.

5.1. Hyperplanes. We consider an intersection of a hypersurface A defined by a
convex polynomial g and a hyperplane B:

A={(z,2) e R"xR:z>g(2)},
B ={(z,0) : z € R"},
where AN B is a singleton. We note that g(x) > 0 (z # 0) and ¢g(0) = 0.

It is known that for any convergent power series f with f(x) >0 (z #0), f(0) =
0, there are C' > 0 and a rational number a > 1 such that

f(z) > C||lz||* for x close to 0,

see, e.g. [I4], equality (G1)]. The smallest exponent « is called the Lojasiewicz
ezponent of f and denoted by L(f).
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Example 5.1. Corollary 2.1 of [18] says that if f is convenient and nondegenerate,
then L£(f) is the maximum length from the origin to the intersection of I'(f) and
each axis. For example, if (1,29, 23) = 29 + x5 + 22, we have L(f) = 6.

We consider the sequences {ax}, {bx} constructed by alternating projections as

P Pa
ap —2 by =2 Q.

The following lemma is implied by the inequality (4.3) of [3]. We give a proof for
the reader’s convenience.

Lemma 5.2. Let A be a closed conver set, B be a linear subspace and AN B = {0}.
Then we have
lar1]* + d(ax, B)® < [lax ]

Proof. 1f by, = Pgay, = 0, then d(ay, B) = ||ay|| and a1 = Paby = 0. Thus we obtain
the desired inequality. So, we assume by # 0. Since B is a linear subspace, we have

lar||* = |bx||* + ||or — ax||>. By the property of a projection, we see by — apy1 €
N 4(ag41), which means (b, —ayy1,a—ag1) < 0foralla € A. Since 0 € A, we obtain
0> (b — akr1, —@rs1) = —(bps arpr) + larra [ > =10l |larrall + [|ans1]*. Thus we

have |6y > llap]l- Therefore flay]® = 0]+ 16 —arll® = llag]*+d(ar, B)2. O

Theorem 5.3. Suppose g(z)* > C (>, x?)d for x close to 0. Then by converges to
0 in the rate O (kﬁ) Moreover
limsup ((d — 1)C)-2 kza=2 ||by || < 1.
k—o0

Proof. Let ap = (X1k,--. Tng,2x) and dx = ||bk|| = (14, @ng)||. Since
d(ag, B) = 2z, Lemma [5.2] gives

||(961,k+1, <o Tk, 2k+1)||2 + Z;? < ||(901,k, cee ,%,k,zk)HQ-
Thus we have
gy + 21 < di.
Since 22,1 = g(@1ps1s - Topr1)? > C( ixikﬂ), we obtain
diyy + C(diy,)" < dj.
Since L£(g) > 1, we have 2d = L(g*) > 2. By Corollary B.2] we have
limsup ((d — 1)C) 77 ke1d2 < 1,

k00
and thus dy = O (k777 ). 0
Remark 5.4. Suppose that A = {(z,2) e R*"xR: 2z > g(x)}, B = {(z,0) € R*"xR}
and (zy, 0) EEN (x,2) Lz, (2g+1,0). Then Lemma ATl implies that
z+g(x)Vy(z) = 8,
Tyl = .

Thus the sequence x;, is expected to follow the path defined by the gradient system

Ca(t) =~V ((0)
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The convergence rate of the gradient system is discussed in [I1, Thm 1.6]. The
exponent used in their result can be obtained with £(g?) and is equal to the rate in
this paper.

5.2. Exact Rates for a Specific Polynomial. We consider the specific polyno-
mial

gz y) = a* +y*.

Let A = {(z,y,2) € R : 2 > g(z,9)}, B = {(z,y,0) € R® : 2,y € R}, and
br = {(x, Yk, 0)} be the sequence constructed by b1 = PgoP4(b). Since L(g) = 4,
Theorem shows lim sup Cks ||(zx, y4)|| < 1, and thus the convergence rate has

k—o00
the upper bound O(k‘*%). On the other hand, the following proposition gives exact
convergence rates, which depend on the initial points. Moreover, it shows that the
exact rate achieves the upper bound for a generic initial point.

Proposition 5.5. Let {(xx,yx)} be the sequence defined by (41, Yr+1,0) = Ppo
Pa((zg, yx,0) for k = 0,1,.... If yo # 0, then (xx,yx) converges to 0 in the exact

rate of O(k™s). If yo = 0, then (zx,yy) converges to 0 in the exact rate of O(k™2).
The proof uses the following two technical lemmas. By Lemma 4.1, we have

{$k+1(1 +2a2 )+ yh)) = T

(16)
Y1 (1 + 4yl%+1(37%+1 + y/ASH)) = Yk

2 4
» Rkl = Thyr T Ypga-

Lemma 5.6. For sufficiently small ¢ > 0, if 0 < zp < yi < &, then we have
0 < @py1 < Ypuqg <E.

Proof. Let (X,Y) = (z,0), (:3) = (741, 4es1). By (@8, we see that 2,y > 0
and x < X, y <Y. Now we have for sufficiently small ¢ > 0,

(1+4y*(2® +y")* < (1 +4e(@® +y))?
=1+ 8e(a® +y*) + 16e%(2? + y*)?
=1+ 2(2® +y*) + 16e* (2 + y*)? + (8 — 2)(2* + )
=1+2(2% +y*) + (2% + y")(32e* + 8¢ — 2)
<142(2% +yb).

Thus we obtain

<

Y2y (1442 (a® + yh))?
X €T

2
1< — = v
1+ 2(2% + y*) x

0J

Lemma 5.7. Suppose that (xo,y0) be a point which is sufficiently close to (0,0) and
Zo,Yo > 0. Then there exists ko such that xp < y,% for all k > k.

Proof. By Lemma [0.0] it is enough to show there exists kg such that zy, < y,%o. We
show it by contradiction. Suppose that z; > y? for all k. Since x, = x.1(1 +
2(z7, 1 + Yiy1)), we have

(1 +2234,) < m
By Corollary 3.2 the inequality implies that lim sup Qk%xk < 1. Then 27 < % for

k—o0

C > i and sufficiently large k.
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Next, g = yrs1(1 + 4Y¢ 1 (23,1 + Yiyr)) gives that
Y (14 4p11) < vk < Yrepr (14 8y 175 yy)-
Since
(1+ 8?/13+1$Z+1)(1 - 8?/13$Z+1) =1 —8(yi — yiﬂ)xiﬂ - 64?/13+1?/13$i+1 <1,
we obtain
Ykt1 = Yo (1 + 8?//3+1$i+1)(1 - 8?/13$i+1) > yr(1 — 891%952“%
yl%—i—l > yp(1 - 8?/k$k+1) > yi(1 - 16@//333%“),
1 1 1 1622, ,

< ~ .
Vi — yp(l—16yiei,,) ~ yi (1 —16yia7,,)

By summing the last inequality, we have

1 1 K-1

-5 <)

Y Yxo  1Zge (1- 16y,%x%+1)

—Z f6+01 Zk+1—166’yk

k= Ko k+1 "

1627

Since y;, — 0, for sufficiently large K, we see that 1 — 16C'y? > 0. Then we obtain

1 1 Kzl 16C - lec
S 2= 2 T
S k+1—16Cy ~ =k

Y YUk,
1
— < 16C'log K + (Y,
Yk
log K > ! > C
O —
?/K g =160 + bgK 2

for some positive constants C,Cs. Thus, we have z, < T and yk > for all

logk
sufficiently large k. This contradicts to the assumption that z; > y? for all k. O

Proposition [5.1. By symmetry, we may assume g, yjo > 0. If g, 50 > 0, then Lemma
.7 implies that for any € > 0, we have 0 < z; < y7 < ¢ for all sufficiently large k.

Then
[ (zrs yi) | </ Yo t UL = Yey/ 1+ Yi-

Since yi = gira(L+ 43 (e + 9iy)), we have
Yt (1 +4y241) < uk < g (14 8y74)-
By Corollary B.2] the first inequality implies lim sup 24%kéyk <1,

k—o00

and hence limsup 246 ks||(zg,y)|| < 1. By similar arguments to Corollary B2

k—00

the second inequality implies ligninf48%k%|](:ck,yk)|] > 1. Ifzg = 0,y0 > O,
—00
then we have z;, = 0 and yr = yr1(1 + 4y2+1). Thus Lemma B.1] implies that
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klim 2ako||(xr, yp)| = 1. If zp > 0,5 = 0, then we have y, = 0 and zj, =

— 00

Tg+1(1+ 227 _,). Thus Lemma B implies klim 2k% || (zp, yi)|| = 1. O
— 00

5.3. Subspaces with Dimensions More than One. We consider an intersection
of a hypersurface A defined by a convex polynomial g and a subspace B:

A={(z,2) e R" xR:z>g(z)},
B ={(z,0) e R" xR : z € By},

where By is an r-dimensional subspace of R", where 1 < r < n —1. We assume that
g(x) >0 (z #0) and ¢(0) = 0.

By rotation about z-axis, we may assume
B={(z,y,0) e R""xR" xR : 2z =0}.

We consider the sequences {a(k)}, {b(k)} constructed by the alternating projections
as

(17) a(k) 2 b(k) 4 a(k + 1)
The following lemma is an easy consequence of Lemma 3.4 of [18].

Lemma 5.8. Let f(x) = ), fax® € R{z} and fr(z) = > {faz® : a € UT'(f) N
supp f}. If f is nonnegative and nondegenerate, then L(f) = L(fr).

Theorem 5.9. Suppose g(0,y)? is nondegenerate and d = L(g(0,-)). Then b(k)
defined by (7)) converges to 0 in the rate O(l{;?g——l2)

Proof. We write

a(k) = (z(k),
Then b(k) = (0,

y(k), 2(k)) = (z1(k), ..., @y (), y1(k), .. yr(K), 2(K)).
y(k),0), and Lemma [T] gives

(18) xi(k+ 1)+ gu,(x(k +1),y(k+ 1)g(x(k+1),y(k+1)) =0, i=1,...,n—r,
yi(k+1) + gy, (x(k + 1), y(k + 1))g(x(k +1),y(k+ 1)) = y;(k), 5=1,....7

Since d(a(k), B)* = ||z(k)||* + z(k)? and ||b(k)|| = ||y(k)||, Lemma [E.2] implies
1@k + 1), y(k + 1), 2(k + D)|* + la(F) 1 + 2(k)* < [|(x(k), y(k), ()|

In addition, since z(k + 1) = g(x(k + 1),y(k + 1)), we obtain

(& + )II* + [[6(k + 1)[1* + g(a(k + 1), y(k + 1))* < [[b(k)[|*.
Here, we consider the system
i+ go,(x,y)g(z,y) =0, i=1,...,n—r.

By implicit function theorem, there exist convergent power series ¢;(y) which solve

equation ([I8) as x; = ¢;(y) and ¢;(0) =0fori=1,...,n—r. We will apply Lemma

43 We claim that the Newton boundary of ¢(0,y) meets all the axes. In fact, if

there exists j such that the jth axis has no exponent of the support of ¢(0,y),

then ¢(0,...,0,y;,0,...,0) = 0. It contradicts to g(0,y) > 0 for y # 0. Since

9+;(0,0) = 0, Lemma implies that I C ma, where I = (p1(y), ..., Pn—r(v)),
= (y1,---,yr); and a = (y* : a € supp(g(0, y))).
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Let o(y) = (p1(y), - .., @n—r(y)). Then we have
Ib(k + DII* + g(e(y(k + 1)), y(k + 1)* + oy (k + 1)II* < [o(k)|.

Here, there exist polynomials p; such that

o(el). ) = (905 + 3 ilnlew).n))
= 90,92 +2900,9) (3 witwmitew).v) + (3

1 1

T

o). v))

Since I C ma, we have g(¢(y),y)? — g(0,y)*> € ama + m?a® C ma?. Thus the
Newton boundary of g(p(y),y)?+ ||¢(y)||? is equal to that of g(0,y)?. Since g(0,y)?
is nondegenerate, Lemma [5.8 implies that g(p(y),y)* + ||¢(y)||* and ¢(0,y)? have
the same Lojasiewicz exponent. Thus we obtain

b(k + D)I* + Cllb(k + 1)[I* < [lb(k)|?
for some C' > 0. By Corollary B2 we have ||b(k)|| = O (kﬁ> O

Example 5.10. Let g = 2% + 23 + 22 as in Example 5.1, A = {(z,2) e R x R :
z>g(z)} and B = {(z,2) € R®* x R: 21 = 29 = 0}. Then L(g(0,0,z3)) = 2 while
L(g) = 6. Theorem implies that b(k) defined by (7)) converges to 0 in the rate

1

O(k=).
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