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Exact Sparse Representation Recovery in Signal Demixing and

Group BLASSO

Marcello Carioni∗, Leonardo Del Grande∗

Abstract

In this short article we present the theory of sparse representations recovery in convex reg-
ularized optimization problems introduced in [5]. We focus on the scenario where the un-
knowns belong to Banach spaces and measurements are taken in Hilbert spaces, exploring
the properties of minimizers of optimization problems in such settings. Specifically, we
analyze a Tikhonov-regularized convex optimization problem, where y0 are the measured
data, w denotes the noise, and λ is the regularization parameter. By introducing a Metric
Non-Degenerate Source Condition (MNDSC) and considering sufficiently small λ and w, we
establish Exact Sparse Representation Recovery (ESRR) for our problems, meaning that
the minimizer is unique and precisely recovers the sparse representation of the original data.
We then emphasize the practical implications of this theoretical result through two novel
applications: signal demixing and super-resolution with Group BLASSO. These applications
underscore the broad applicability and significance of our result, showcasing its potential
across different domains.

1 Introduction

In [5], we introduced a general theory for the recovery of the sparse representation of data in
infinite-dimensional convex optimization problems. More precisely, given a Banach space X, a
linear operator K : X → Y mapping to an Hilbert space Y , and a convex regularizer R, we
analyzed the sparsity for minimizers of the following Tikhonov-regularized optimization problem:

inf
u∈X

1

2
‖Ku− y0 − w‖2

Y + λR(u),

where λ > 0 is the regularization parameter and w ∈ Y is the noise assumed to be deterministic.
In the main result of [5], we showed that under a certain condition on the sparse solution u0 ∈ X

to the hard-constrained problem without noise:

inf
u∈X:Ku=y0

R(u),

the minimizer for Pλ(y0 + w) is unique and precisely recovers the sparse representation of u0 in
case of small regularization parameter and in a low-noise regime, achieving Exact Sparse Repre-
sentation Recovery (ESRR). ESRR provides important insights on the sparse stability of convex
regularized optimization problems when measurements are corrupted by noise. Moreover, it
positions itself in the emerging theory of infinite-dimensional sparsity, providing a general recipe
for studying the sparse representation of minimizers in specific optimization problems that are
relevant for applications.
Prior to [5], ESRR had been only established for optimization problems in the space of measures
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regularized with the total variation norm [7]. Other than that very few results are available and
they only address few specific optimization problems [6]. The theory introduced in [5] is the
first step towards a comprehensive theory for the exact sparse representation recovery in general
infinite-dimensional convex optimization problems.
In this short paper we will summarize the approach of [5] to ESRR, highlighting the important
ideas behind it. In particular, we will put emphasis on the suitable non-degeneracy assumption
on the solution to Ph(y0) that is necessary to ensure ESRR. Such condition, named Metric Non-
Degenerate Source Condition (MNDSC) is based on the geometric structure of the regularizer R
and extends the classical Non-Degenerate Source Condition (NDSC) for optimization problems
in the space of measures regularized with total variation norm [7]. We complement the paper
by proposing two novel applications of our general theory: signal demixing and super-resolution
with Group BLASSO regularization. Such examples are instrumental to highlight the applica-
bility potential of [5], showing that many problems can be studied using the general framework
introduced in [5].

2 Convex regularized optimization problems

Convex regularized optimization problems are often motivated as Tikhonov-type approach to
inverse problems. Given a linear weak*-to-weak operator K : X → Y from a Banach space X
to an Hilbert space Y , a classical inverse problem task is to reconstruct a data u ∈ X from
measurements y ∈ Y modelled as

y = Ku+ w,

where w ∈ Y is the noise level, typically assumed as deterministic. Since K is often non-
injective and ill-conditioned, constructing an inverse of K that is stable with respect to noise
is problematic. Therefore, the classical approach of Tikhonov-regularized inverse problem is to
solve Pλ(y0 + w), where R : X → [0,+∞] is a suitable functional, called regularizer, that is
responsible both for increasing the stability of the optimization problem and selecting desired
solutions of the inverse problem. In our scenario, R is a convex, weak* lower semi-continuous
and positively 1-homogeneous functional, i.e. R(λu) = λR(u) for every λ > 0. Moreover, the
sublevel set S−(R,α) := {u ∈ X : R(u) 6 α} is weak* compact for every α > 0 and 0 is an
interior point of ∂R(0), where ∂R denotes the subdifferential of R.

2.1 Sparsity enforcing regularizers

It has been shown that the regularizer R could be chosen to promote sparse solutions to
Pλ(y0 + w). In particular, if X is finite dimensional and R is chosen to be the 1-norm, then solu-
tions to Pλ(y0 + w) made of vectors with few non-zero entries are favoured. This phenomena has
been thoroughly studied in compressed sensing theory [4]. If X is the space of Radon measures
M(Ω), where Ω is a closed subset of Rd, and R is chosen to be the total variation norm, then
it has been observed that Pλ(y0 + w) promotes solutions that are linear combinations of Dirac
deltas:

µ =
n

∑

i=1

ciδxi
ci ∈ R, xi ∈ Ω.

As pointed out in the introduction, a suitable concept of sparsity was recently introduced for
general convex regularizers R : X → [0,∞] defined on the Banach space X. In particular, in
[1, 2] it has been shown that sparse solutions can be naturally defined as linear combinations of
extreme points of the unit ball of R, denoted by B = {u ∈ X : R(u) 6 1}, meaning elements of
the Banach space X that admits the representation

u =
n

∑

i=1

ciui ci ∈ R, ui ∈ Ext(B), (2.1)
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where Ext(B) denotes the set of extreme points of B. This notion of sparse solutions has been
justified by showing that, in case the measurement operator K maps to a finite-dimensional space,
then it is always possible to find a sparse solution for Pλ(y0 + w). These results are known as
representer theorems. Despite the importance of the representer theorem, in many situations,
knowing the existence of a sparse solution is not enough since, due to the non-injectivity of K
and the lack of strict convexity of R, Pλ(y0 + w) has typically many minimizers. Therefore, it
is natural to ask if, under suitable assumptions, the solution to Pλ(y0 + w) can be represented
uniquely as in (2.1) at least for small values of λ and in a low noise regime. If this holds, then
we say that the Exact Sparse Representation Recovery (ESRR) holds.

3 Metric Non-Degenerate Source Condition

3.1 Duality and optimality conditions

Before introducing the Metric Non-Degenerate Source Condition we recall the definition of a
fundamental object that we will extensively use in the following: the so called dual certificate.
First, note that the Fenchel dual problem associated with Ph(y0) reads as

sup
p∈Y :K∗p∈∂R(0)

(y0, p)

and, under the assumptions on R and K mentioned above, strong duality between Ph(y0) and
Dh(y0) holds. Moreover, one can prove that the existence of u0 ∈ X solution to Ph(y0) and
p0 ∈ Y solution to Dh(y0) is equivalent to the following optimality conditions:

{

K∗p0 ∈ ∂R (u0) ,

Ku0 = y0.

Therefore, if we find an element η0 ∈ ∂R (u0) such that it satisfies η0 = K∗p0, then it holds
that u0 is a solution to Ph(y0). Hence, following the definition proposed in [7], we call η0 a
dual certificate for u0. Similar optimality conditions can be also obtained for Pλ(y0 + w) and η̃λ

denotes the dual certificate associated with ũλ, solution to Pλ(y0 + w). Since, in general, dual
certificates for Ph(y0) are not unique, in the following we will consider the one with the minimal
norm in Y .

Definition 3.1 (Minimal-norm dual certificate). The minimal-norm dual certificate associated
with Ph(y0) is defined as η0 = K∗p0, where p0 ∈ Y is the unique solution to Dh(y0) with minimal
‖ · ‖Y norm:

p0 = argmin {‖p‖Y : p ∈ Y is a solution to Dh (y0)} .

3.2 Non-degeneracy

In [7], it has been noted that for deconvolution problems in the space of Radon measures regular-
ized with the total variation norm, a suitable non-degeneracy assumption on the dual certificate
provides ESRR (or Exact Support Recovery recalling the denomination in [7]). Such assumption
is known as Non-Degeneracy Source Condition (NDSC). Given a sparse measure µ0 =

∑n
i=1 c

i
0δxi

0

such that Kµ0 = y0, the NDSC is divided in two parts. The first part, composed of the Source
Condition (1) and the localization condition (2), requires η0 ∈ C(T) to satisfy

ImK∗ ∩ ∂ ‖µ0‖M(T) 6= ∅, arg max
x

|η0(x)| =
{

x1
0, . . . , x

n
0

}

. (3.1)

Then, to promote uniqueness of the locations and the coefficients one also has to ensure a
non-degeneracy on the second derivative of η0, that is

η′′
0

(

xi
0

)

6= 0, ∀i = 1, . . . , n. (3.2)

3



In [5], we have extended the NDSC to general convex optimization problems by looking at how
the dual certificate η0 ∈ X∗ behaves when tested against extreme points of B = {u ∈ X : R(u) 6
1}. In particular, we imposed conditions on the duality product

u 7→ 〈η0, u〉,

when u belongs to the extreme points of B. One can observe that in the case studied in [7]
the extreme points of the total variation norm are Dirac deltas and thus the duality product
〈η0, u〉 reduces to the pointwise evaluation of η0. However, for general optimization problems
this is not the case. Moreover, in our setting is it not straightforward to impose a second order
condition on u 7→ 〈η0, u〉 since the set of extreme points has a priori no differential structure.
We thus had to find a way to define a suitable non-degeneracy condition for u 7→ 〈η0, u〉 seen
as a real-valued map from the metric space B := Ext({u ∈ X : R(u) 6 1})

∗
, with the metric dB

metrizing the weak* convergence on B. This justifies the name Metric Non-Degenerate Source
Condition (MNDSC). Given u0 =

∑n
i=1 c

i
0u

i
0 such that Ku0 = y0, the first two conditions (3.1)

are simply rewritten in our context using the duality product 〈η0, u〉, that is

1) ImK∗ ∩ ∂R (u0) 6= ∅;

2)
{

u1
0, . . . , u

n
0

}

= Exc (u0),

where Exc (u0) := {u ∈ B : 〈η0, u〉 = 1} is called extreme critical set (it replaces the extended
support in [7]). Instead, the third condition (3.2) is rephrased using continuous curves in the
metric space B that belongs to the following set for a fixed M > 0:

ΓM =

{

γ ∈ C([0, 1],B) : t 7→ K(γ(t)) is C2((0, 1)) and sup
t∈[0,1]

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

d2

dt2
K(γ(t))

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

Y

6M

}

.

Precisely, we require the following non-degeneracy condition:

3) there exist ε, δ > 0 such that for any two elements in Bε(ui
0) := {u ∈ B : dB(ui

0, u) 6 ε},
there exists a curve γ : [0, 1] → Bε(ui

0) belonging to ΓM , connecting them, that satisfies:

d2

dt2
〈η0, γ(t)〉 < −δ ∀t ∈ (0, 1).

Let us notice that this condition must be satisfied at every point along such a curve, which is in
line with the lack of differentiability of B, making our condition not well-defined pointwise. The
MNDSC comprises the conditions 1), 2) and 3). Let us remark that non-degeneracy assumptions
have been used in the context of convex regularized optimization problems to prove convergence
of infinite-dimensional sparse algorithms [3]. Our MNDSC can be seen as a version of it designed
specifically for ESRR.

4 Exact sparse representation recovery

We now describe the main result in [5], that we named, as mentioned above, Exact Sparse
Representation Recovery (ESRR). The name is justified since the solution ũλ to Pλ(y0 + w)
recovers the sparse representation of the original solution u0 to Ph(y0), with exactly the same
number of extreme points. We consider the following set of admissible parameters/noise levels
for λ0 > 0 and α > 0 :

Nα,λ0
= {(λ,w) ∈ R+ × Y : 0 6 λ 6 λ0 and ‖w‖Y 6 αλ} .

Then, the following result holds.
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Theorem 4.1 (ESRR). Let u0 =
∑n

i=1 c
i
0u

i
0 with ci

0 > 0 and ui
0 ∈ B \ {0} satisfy the MNDSC.

Suppose that {Kui
0}n

i=1 are linearly independent. Then, for ε > 0 small enough, there exist
suitable values α > 0, λ0 > 0 such that, for every (λ,w) ∈ Nα,λ0

, the solution ũλ to Pλ(y0 + w)
is unique and admits a unique representation of the following form:

ũλ =
n

∑

i=1

c̃i
λũ

i
λ,

where ũi
λ ∈ Bε(u

i
0)\{0} such that

〈

η̃λ, ũ
i
λ

〉

= 1, c̃i
λ > 0 and |c̃i

λ − ci
0| 6 ε for every i = 1, . . . , n.

This result naturally extends the one in [7] with the only caveat that the decay rateO(λ) obtained
in [7] for the coefficients and the positions is not achieved in our scenario. This follows from
the fact that since we assume no differentiability structure on B, we cannot apply the implicit
function theorem to both the coefficients and the locations as done in [7]. As a consequence, we
cannot estimate the rate of change of the extreme points with respect to λ and w, preventing
us to prove the decay rate O(λ).

Remark 4.2. It is worth to notice that the geometry of B highly influences the MNDSC. In
particular, it is immediate to see that if an extreme point of the representation of ui

0 is isolated
in B, then condition 3) in the MNDSC is automatically satisfied. This links our theory to the
finite dimensional case, with R(u) = ‖u‖1, where all extreme points are isolated and no non-
degeneracy is required. Building on this remark, it is clear that a non-degeneracy needs to be
imposed only along curves connecting extreme points that are arbitrarily close (in the weak*
topology) to ui

0. Depending on the geometry of B, this fact can simplify the non-degeneracy
that one needs to impose.

In the next sections, we will apply our theorem to two examples where the considerations of the
previous remark will play a crucial role.

5 Demixing spikes and kernels

Here we consider the applications of Theorem 4.1 to a variant of the setting introduced in [8], c.f.
Section 3.1. The aim is to reconstruct from a finite-dimensional measurement a signal defined
on T that is composed by the superposition of convolution kernels and spikes, and to demix
the kernel component from the spike component. In practice, we consider the following setting.
Given X = M(T,R) × R

N that is the dual of X∗ = C(T,R) × R
N , we define the optimization

problem:

min
(µ,ζ)∈X

1

2

N
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣

∫

T

ϕi(x) dµ(x) + ζi − (yi + wi)
∣

∣

∣

2
+ λR(µ, ζ), (5.1)

where y = (y1, . . . , yN ) ∈ R
N are the measurements, w = (w1, . . . , wN ) ∈ R

N is the noise,
ϕi : T → R are the kernels of class C2(T), and the regularizer R(µ, ζ) is defined as

R(µ, ζ) = ‖µ‖T V + ‖ζ‖1, µ ∈ M(T,R), ζ ∈ R
N .

Note that the definition of R is aimed at promoting sparsity both in µ and ζ. Moreover, the
terms

∫

T
ϕi(x) dµ(x) are the kernel components while ζi are the spike components of the signal.

We define the operator K : X → R
N as

(K(µ, ζ))i :=

∫

T

ϕi(x) dµ(x) + ζi, (µ, ζ) ∈ X, i = 1, . . . , N.

5



Now, we can rewrite problem (5.1) as

min
(µ,ζ)∈X

1

2
‖K(µ, ζ) − y − w‖2 + λR(µ, ζ).

It can be readily verified that the operator K is weak*-to-strong continuous and the regularizer
R is convex, positively 1-homogeneous and weak* lower-semicontinous with 0 being an interior
point of ∂R(0). Moreover, the extreme points of the ball B = {(µ, ζ) ∈ X : R(µ, ζ) 6 1} can be
characterized as in the following proposition (see for example [1, Section 4.2.3]).

Proposition 5.1. It holds that

Ext(B) = E+
1 ∪ E−

1 ∪ E2,

where

E+
1 := {(δx, 0) : x ∈ T}, E−

1 := {(−δx, 0) : x ∈ T}, E2 := {(0, aek) : k = 1, . . . , N, a ∈ R, |a| = 1},

where ek is the k-th vector of the canonical base of RN .

It is also straightforward to verify that Ext(B) is weak* closed since it is the union of three weak*
closed sets, one of which is finite dimensional. Moreover, a fundamental topological property of
this set is that it can be written as the union of isolated components (according to the weak*
topology). Such observation is provided in the following remark.

Remark 5.2. The set E2 is made of isolated points. Moreover, given δx ∈ E+
1 there exists a

ball B in the weak* topology that contains δx and such that B ∩ E−
1 ∩ E2 = ∅ and similarly

given −δx ∈ E−
1 there exists a ball B in the weak* topology that contains −δx and such that

B ∩ E+
1 ∩E2 = ∅.

In the following result we denote by η0 = (η1
0 , η

2
0) ∈ C(T,R) × R

N the minimal-norm dual
certificate for (5.1), defined as in Section 3.1. We are now ready to state the exact sparse
representation recovery result for the optimization problem (5.1).

Theorem 5.3. Let µ0 =
∑n

i=1 c
i
0(σi

0δxi

0

, 0) +
∑m

j=1 d
j
0(0, ζj

0) be a linear combination of extreme

points, where ci
0, d

j
0 ∈ R \ {0}, σi

0 ∈ {−1,+1}, xi
0 ∈ T and (0, ζj

0) ∈ E2. Suppose that

a) ImK∗ ∩ ∂R(µ0) 6= ∅;

b) σiη
1
0(x) = 1 if and only if x = xi

0 for i = 1, . . . , n, and 〈η2
0 , ζ〉 = 1 if and only if ζ = ζ

j
0 for

j = 1, . . . ,m;

c) η1
0 ∈ C2(T) is such that σi(η

1
0)′′(xi

0) < 0 for i = 1, . . . , n.

Additionally, suppose that {K(σiδxi

0

, 0),K(0, ξj
0)}i,j are linearly independent. Then, for every

sufficiently small ε > 0 there exist α > 0 and λ0 > 0 such that, for every (λ,w) ∈ Nα,λ0
, the

solution µ̃λ to (5.1) is unique and it admits a unique representation of the form:

µ̃λ =
n

∑

i=1

c̃i
λ(σiδx̃i

λ

, 0) +
m

∑

j=1

d̃
j
λ(0, ζj

0)

where |x̃i
λ − xi

0| 6 ε, |c̃i
λ − ci

0| 6 ε and |d̃j
λ − d

j
0| 6 ε for i = 1, . . . , n and j = 1, . . . ,m.

Proof. The proof follows from the application of Theorem 4.1. In particular, we note that
assumptions a) and b) correspond to 1) and 2) of the MNDSC. Now, we show that c) implies 3).
The extreme points in the representation of µ0 are of the form either (σiδxi

0

, 0) or (0, ζj
0). For

simplicity, let us call (σδx0
, 0) an extreme point of the first type and (0, ζ0) an extreme point of
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the second type. If ε is sufficiently small, due to Remark 5.2, we can ensure that there are no
other extreme points in a ball Bε(0, ζ0). In particular, we do not have to verify condition 3) in
the MNDSC for such extreme points. Similarly, again due to Remark 5.2, all extreme points in
a ball Bε(σδx0

, 0) are of the form (σδx, 0), where |x−x0| 6 ε. Given two extreme points in such
a ball, denoted by (σδx1

, 0) and (σδx2
, 0), we can construct a curve γ : [0, 1] → Bε(σδx0

, 0) such
that γ(0) = (σδx1

, 0) and γ(1) = (σδx2
, 0) as

γ(t) = (σδtx2+(1−t)x1
, 0).

Therefore,

〈η0, γ(t)〉 = ση1
0(tx2 + (1 − t)x1).

By choosing ε small enough and applying c), there exists δ > 0 such that for all t ∈ (0, 1), the
following holds:

d2

dt2
〈η0, γ(t)〉 = σ

d2η1
0

dt2
(tx2 + (1 − t)x1)(x2 − x1)2 < −δ.

This shows that 3) in the MNDSC holds. We can thus apply Theorem 4.1 and conclude the
proof.

Remark 5.4. Note that the condition b) in Theorem 5.3 involving η2
0 is simply the classical

sufficient condition for identifiability in LASSO. Moreover, in condition c), only η1
0 is considered.

This, as anticipated in the previous section, is due to the fact that the extreme points of the set
E2 are isolated (in the weak* topology), which makes them already satisfying condition 3) of
the MNDSC.

6 Group BLASSO

As a second application we consider the problem of reconstructing a vector valued measure on the
torus from a finite number of noisy convolution measurements. The ESRR for TV-regularized
vector measures has been already considered in [9]. Here, we show that Theorem 4.1 applies
straightforwardly to this setting and it allows to prove ESRR under a slightly different non-
degeneracy condition than [9].
We denote the space of such measures X = M(T;Rd). Note that the predual space of X is
X∗ = C(T;Rd). We define the following regularized optimization problem:

min
µ∈X

1

2

N
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣

∫

T

ϕi(x) · dµ(x) − (yi + wi)
∣

∣

∣

2
+ λR(µ), (6.1)

where y = (y1, . . . , yN ) ∈ R
N are the measurements, w = (w1, . . . , wN ) ∈ R

N is the noise,
ϕi ∈ C2(T,Rd) are the kernels, and the regularizer R is defined as

R(µ) = ‖µ‖T V = sup

{

∫

T

ψ(x) · dµ(x) : ψ ∈ C(T;Rd), sup
x∈T

‖ψ(x)‖2 6 1

}

.

Note that R is the classical total variation norm of vector measures, where we endowed R
d with

the 2-norm. If we define the operator K : X → R
N as

(Kµ)i =

∫

T

ϕi(x)dµ(x), µ ∈ X, i = 1, . . . , N,

then we can rewrite the optimization problem (6.1) as

min
µ∈X

1

2
‖Kµ − y −w‖2 + λR(µ).

7



Also in this scenario it can be readily verified that the operator K is weak*-to-strong continuous
and the regularizer R is convex, positively 1-homogeneous, weak* lower-semicontinous and 0 is
an interior point of ∂R(0). The extreme points of the ball B = {µ ∈ X : R(µ) 6 1} is a weak*
closed set and it can be characterized as follows (see for instance [1, Section 4.2.3]).

Proposition 6.1. It holds that

Ext(B) = {aδx : x ∈ T, a ∈ R
d, ‖a‖2 = 1}.

Theorem 6.2. Let µ0 =
∑n

i=1 c
i
0a

i
0δxi

0

be a linear combination of extreme points, where ci
0 ∈

R \ {0}, ai
0 ∈ R

d with ‖ai
0‖2 = 1 and xi

0 ∈ T. Suppose that

a) ImK∗ ∩ ∂R(µ0) 6= ∅;

b) 〈η0(x), a〉 = 1 if and only if x = xi
0, a = ai

0 for i = 1, . . . , n;

c) η0 ∈ C2(T) is such that 〈η′′
0 (xi

0), ai
0〉 < 0 for i = 1, . . . , n.

Additionally, suppose that {K(ai
0δxi

0

))}n
i=1 are linearly independent. Then, for every sufficiently

small ε > 0 there exist α > 0 and λ0 > 0 such that, for every (λ,w) ∈ Nα,λ0
, the solution µ̃λ to

(6.1) is unique and it admits a unique representation of the form:

µ̃λ =
n

∑

i=1

c̃i
λã

i
λδx̃i

λ

x̃i
λ ∈ T, ‖ãi

λ‖2 = 1, ci
λ > 0,

where |x̃i
λ − xi

0| 6 ε, ‖ãi
λ − ai

0‖2 6 ε, and |c̃i
λ − ci

0| 6 ε for i = 1, . . . , n.

Proof. The proof follows again from the application of Theorem 4.1. In particular, we note that
assumptions a) and b) correspond to 1) and 2) of the MNDSC. Now, we show that c) implies 3).
Consider any extreme point in the representation of µ0 and denote it by a0δx0

. If ε is sufficiently
small, we can ensure that all extreme points in a ball Bε(a0δx0

) are of the form aδx, where
|x− x0| 6 ε and ‖a− a0‖2 6 ε. Given two extreme points in such a ball, denoted by a1δx1

and
a2δx2

, we can construct a curve γ : [0, 1] → Bε(a0δx0
) such that γ(0) = a1δx1

and γ(1) = a2δx2

as

γ(t) =
ta2 + (1 − t)a1

‖ta2 + (1 − t)a1‖2
δtx2+(1−t)x1

.

Therefore,

〈η0, γ(t)〉 = 〈
ta2 + (1 − t)a1

‖ta2 + (1 − t)a1‖2
, η0(tx2 + (1 − t)x1)〉.

We now compute the second derivative of t 7→ 〈η0, γ(t)〉, where for simplicity we set at =
ta2 + (1 − t)a1 and xt = tx2 + (1 − t)x1. Note that 〈η0, γ(t)〉 is twice differentiable, since by
choosing ε small enough, it holds that ‖at‖2 6= 0 for all t ∈ (0, 1) and η0 ∈ C2(T) by assumption.
The first derivative and the second derivative are equal to

d

dt
〈η0, γ(t)〉 = 〈

St

‖at‖3
2

, η0(xt)〉 + 〈
at

‖at‖2
, η′

0(xt)(x2 − x1)〉,

d2

dt2
〈η0, γ(t)〉 = 2〈

St

‖at‖3
2

, η′
0(xt)(x2 − x1)〉 + 〈

at

‖at‖2
, η′′

0 (xt)(x2 − x1)2〉

+
〈at, a2 − a1〉(a2 − a1) − ‖a2 − a1‖2

2at − 3‖at‖2〈at, a2 − a1〉St

‖at‖6
2

,

where St = ‖at‖
2
2(a2 − a1) − 〈at, a2 − a1〉at. Therefore, by choosing ε small enough and applying

c), there exists δ > 0 such that d2

dt2 〈η0, γ(t)〉 < −δ for all t ∈ (0, 1). This shows that 3) in the
MNDSC holds. We can thus apply Theorem 4.1 and conclude the proof.
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Remark 6.3. An even simpler argument leads to ESRR if instead of the 2-norm, we consider
the 1-norm. In this case, the extreme points can be characterized as follows:

Ext(B1) = {aekδx : x ∈ T, k = 1 . . . , d, a ∈ R, |a| = 1},

where ek is the k-th vector of the canonical base of R
d. In this case the set Ext(B1) can

be decomposed in sets Ea,k = {aekδx : x ∈ T} that are well-separated according to the weak*
topology, meaning that for each point in Ea,k there exists a weak* ball that does not intersect the
other sets. Therefore, a curve in Ext(B1) connecting any pair of extreme points in a sufficiently
small weak* ball can be just constructed as a0δtx2+(1−t)x1

, for a constant coefficient a0. As a
consequence, a simple computation, involving only the derivative of the locations, shows that a
similar MNDSC to the one of Theorem 6.2 leads to ESRR.
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