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Abstract

We provide a novel analytical proof of an improved version of [10, Theorem 3.1],
showing that the complement of a closed set satisfying the extended exterior
sphere condition is nothing but the union of closed balls with lower semicontin-
uous radius function. The improvement lies in the radius function, which is now
larger than the one used in [10, Theorem 3.1].
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1 Introduction

Let S ⊂ Rn be a nonempty and closed set. For s ∈ S, we denote by NP
S (s) the proximal

normal cone to S at s, that is, the set of all vectors ζ ∈ Rn satisfying, for certain
σ = σ(s, ζ) ≥ 0, the inequality

⟨ζ, x− s⟩ ≤ σ∥x− s∥2, ∀x ∈ S. (1)
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This latter inequality (1) is commonly referred to as the proximal normal inequality,
and is equivalent, for ζ ̸= 0 and σ > 0, to

B

(
s+

1

2σ

ζ

∥ζ∥
;
1

2σ

)
∩ S = ∅, (2)

where B(x; δ) denotes the open ball of radius δ centered at x. In that case, the normal
vector ζ is said to be realized by a 1

2σ -sphere.
For r > 0, the set S is said to be r-prox-regular if for all s ∈ bdryS, the boundary

of S, and 0 ̸= ζ ∈ NP
S (s), ζ is realized by an r-sphere, that is,

B

(
s+ r

ζ

∥ζ∥
; r

)
∩ S = ∅

[
or equivalently

〈
ζ

∥ζ∥
, x− s

〉
≤ 1

2r
∥x− s∥2, ∀x ∈ S

]
.

This geometric property, which is known to enjoy in a neighborhood some proper-
ties that convex sets satisfy globally, is also referred to as positive reach, proximal
smoothness, p-convexity and φ0-convexity, see [1, 3–5, 12, 14].

In [7, Theorem 3], Nacry and Thibault proved, in the context of general Hilbert
space, that if S is r-prox-regular, then for any ε ∈]0, 1[, the complement of S, denoted
by Sc, is the union of closed balls with the common radius εr. Such result has been
recently extended by Nour and Takche in [9, 10] in several directions. Indeed, in [9,
Theorem 1.2], Nour and Takche proved that if S satisfies the extended exterior r-sphere
condition, then Sc is nothing but the union of closed balls with common radius r

2 . Note
that the r-prox-regularity is stronger than the extended exterior r-sphere condition
because, in the latter’s definition, only one proximal normal vector ζ ∈ NP

S (s) is needed
to be realized by an r-sphere for the boundary points s ∈ cl (intS), the closure of the
interior of S. More details about the comparison between these two properties can be
found in [8, 9]. In [10, Theorem 3.1], the same authors generalized [9, Theorem 1.2] by
allowing the radius r in the definition of the extended exterior r-sphere condition to be
any continuous function r(·) : bdryS −→]0,+∞]. As conclusion, they obtained that
Sc is nothing but the union of closed balls with the radius function ρ : Sc −→]0,+∞]
defined by

ρ(x) := min

{
r(s)

2
: s ∈ projS(x)

}
, (3)

where projS(x) denotes the projection of x on S. This means that for every x ∈ Sc,
there exists yx ∈ Sc such that:{

x ∈ B̄(yx; ρ(x)) ⊂ Sc, if ρ(x) < +∞,

x ∈ B̄(x+ δ(yx − x); δ) ⊂ Sc for all δ > 0, if ρ(x) = +∞,

where B̄(z; δ) is the closed ball centered at z with radius δ. Note that the geometric
proof of this generalization given in [10] relied on the balls characterizations of the
extended exterior sphere condition and the union of closed balls property, making the
proof complicated and lengthy, see [10, Section 3].
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The goal of this paper is twofold: First, we improve the statement of [10, Theorem
3.1] by introducing a radius function larger than the function ρ(·) defined in (3) (see
Theorem 1). Second, in order to prove the latter, we employ analytical characteriza-
tions of the extended exterior sphere condition and the union of closed balls property,
which simplify and shorten the proof.

In the next section, we present our basic notations and definitions, provide ana-
lytical characterizations of the extended exterior sphere condition and the union of
closed balls property, and we state the main result of this paper, namely, Theorem 1.
In this latter, we prove that the complement of a set satisfying the extended exterior
r(·)-sphere condition is nothing but the union of closed balls with lower semicontinu-
ous radius function larger than the one used in [10, Theorem 3.1]. Section 3 is devoted
to the analytical proof of Theorem 1.

2 Preliminaries − Main Result

2.1 Basic Notations and Definitions

For the Euclidean norm and the usual inner product, we use ∥ · ∥ and ⟨, ⟩, respectively.
For r > 0 and x ∈ Rn, we set B(x; ρ) := x+ ρB and B̄(x; ρ) := x+ ρB̄, where B and
B̄ are the open and the closed unit balls, respectively. For a set S ⊂ Rn, we denote
by Sc, intS, bdryS and clS, the complement (with respect to Rn), the interior, the
boundary and the closure of S, respectively. The closed segment (resp. open segment)
joining two points x and y in Rn is denoted by [x, y] (resp. ]x, y[). The distance from
a point x to a set S is denoted by dS(x). We also denote by projS(x) the set of closest
points in S to x, that is, the set of points s in S satisfying dS(x) = ∥s − x∥. Finally
and as mentioned in the introduction, we denote, for nonempty and closed set S ⊂ Rn

and s ∈ S, by NP
S (s) the proximal normal cone to S at s. Note that for x ∈ Sc,

sx ∈ projS(x) and ζsx := x−sx
∥x−sx∥ , we have that ζsx ∈ NP

S (sx), and ζsx is realized by

a ∥x− sx∥-sphere. More information about proximal and nonsmooth analysis can be
found in the monographs [2, 6, 11, 13, 15].

2.2 The Extended Exterior Sphere Condition

Let S ⊂ Rn be nonempty and closed. For r(·) : bdryS −→]0,+∞] continuous, we say
that S satisfies the extended exterior r(·)-sphere condition if for every s ∈ bdryS, the
following assertions hold:

• If s ∈ bdry (intS) then there exists a unit vector ζs ∈ NP
S (s) such that{

ζs is realized by an r(s)-sphere, if r(s) < +∞,

ζs is realized by a ρ-sphere for all ρ > 0, if r(s) = +∞.

• If s ̸∈ bdry (intS) then for all unit vectors ζs ∈ NP
S (s), we have{

ζs is realized by an r(s)-sphere, if r(s) < +∞,

ζs is realized by a ρ-sphere for all ρ > 0, if r(s) = +∞.
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From the equivalences (for ζ ̸= 0 and σ > 0)

(1) ⇐⇒ (2) ⇐⇒
〈
x− s, x− s− 1

σ

ζ

∥ζ∥

〉
≥ 0, ∀x ∈ S,︸ ︷︷ ︸

(∗)

(4)

we deduce the following analytical characterization of the extended exterior sphere
condition. The set S satisfies the extended exterior r(·)-sphere condition if for every
s ∈ bdryS, the following assertions hold:

• If s ∈ bdry (intS) then there exists a unit vector ζs ∈ NP
S (s) such that{

⟨ζs, x− s⟩ ≤ 1
2r(s)∥x− s∥2 for all x ∈ S, if r(s) < +∞,

⟨ζs, x− s⟩ ≤ 0 for all x ∈ S, if r(s) = +∞.[
or equivalently

{
⟨x− s, x− s− 2r(s)ζs⟩ ≥ 0 for all x ∈ S, if r(s) < +∞,

⟨ζs, x− s⟩ ≤ 0 for all x ∈ S, if r(s) = +∞.

]
• If s ̸∈ bdry (intS) then for all unit vectors ζs ∈ NP

S (s), we have{
⟨ζs, x− s⟩ ≤ 1

2r(s)∥x− s∥2 for all x ∈ S, if r(s) < +∞,

⟨ζs, x− s⟩ ≤ 0 for all x ∈ S, if r(s) = +∞.[
or equivalently

{
⟨x− s, x− s− 2r(s)ζs⟩ ≥ 0 for all x ∈ S, if r(s) < +∞,

⟨ζs, x− s⟩ ≤ 0 for all x ∈ S, if r(s) = +∞.

]
As mentioned in the introduction, the extended exterior r(·)-sphere condition is
weaker than the r(·)-prox-regularity. More information about this property can be
found in [9, 10].

Remark 1. The equivalences of (4) remain valid if the inequalities in (1) and (∗) are
strict, and the open ball in (2) is replaced by a closed one.

Remark 2. Using the equivalences of (4) and Remark 1, one can easily prove that
for S ⊂ Rn nonempty and closed, and for x ∈ Rn and δ > 0, if y and z are two
diametrically opposite points of the closed ball B̄(x; δ), then

B̄(x; δ) ⊂ Sc (resp. B(x; δ) ⊂ Sc) ⇐⇒ ⟨s− y, s− z⟩ > 0 (resp. ≥ 0), ∀s ∈ S.

This can also be easily deduced from the following fact

∀s ∈ Rn, we have


⟨s− y, s− z⟩ < 0, if s ∈ B(x; δ),

⟨s− y, s− z⟩ = 0, if s ∈ bdry (B(x; δ)),

⟨s− y, s− z⟩ > 0, if s ̸∈ B̄(x; δ).
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From this latter, we can also deduce that for all (y, z, y′, z′) ∈ R4n, if [y′, z′] ⊂]y, z[
then

∀s ∈ Rn,
[
⟨s− y, s− z⟩ ≥ 0 =⇒ ⟨s− y′, s− z′⟩ > 0

]
. (5)

2.3 The Union of Closed Balls Property

Let O ⊂ Rn be nonempty and open. For ϱ : O −→]0,+∞] a lower semicontinuous
function, we say that O is the union of closed balls with radius function ϱ(·) if for
every x ∈ O, there exists yx ∈ O such that{

x ∈ B̄(yx; ϱ(x)) ⊂ O, if ϱ(x) < +∞,

x ∈ B̄(x+ δ(yx − x); δ) ⊂ O for all δ > 0, if ϱ(x) = +∞.
(6)

The following proposition provides an analytical characterization of the union of
closed balls property introduced above. This characterization will be essential for
proving our main result.

Proposition 1. Let O ⊂ Rn be nonempty and open. For ϱ : O −→ (0,+∞] a lower
semicontinuous function, the set O is the union of closed balls with radius function
ϱ(·) if and only if for every x ∈ O there exists a unit vector ζx ∈ Rn satisfying:
(i) If ϱ(x) < +∞, then there exists tx ∈ [0, ϱ(x)] such that

⟨y − x+ txζx, y − x+ (tx − 2ϱ(x))ζx⟩ > 0, ∀y ∈ Oc. (7)

(ii) If ϱ(x) = +∞, then
⟨ζx, y − x⟩ ≤ 0, ∀y ∈ Oc. (8)

Proof. ⇐=: Let x ∈ O, and let ζx ∈ Rn unit such that Proposition 1(i)-(ii) are
satisfied. There are two cases to consider.

Case 1: ϱ(x) < +∞.

Let yx := x+ (ϱ(x)− tx)ζx. Then, using (7), we have

⟨y − yx + ϱ(x)ζx, y − yx − ϱ(x)ζx⟩ > 0, ∀y ∈ Oc.

This yields, using Remark 1, that B̄(yx; ϱ(x)) ⊂ (Oc)c = O.

Case 2: ϱ(x) = +∞.

Then ⟨ζx, y − x⟩ ≤ 0 < 1
2δ∥y − x∥2 for all δ > 0 and y ∈ Oc. Hence, using Remark 1,

we deduce that for yx := x+ ζx, we have

B(x+ δ(yx − x); δ) = B(x+ δζx; δ) ⊂ (Oc)c = O, ∀δ > 0.

=⇒: Let x ∈ O, and let yx ∈ O such that (6) is satisfied. There are two cases to
consider.

Case 1: ϱ(x) < +∞.

5



Then x ∈ B̄(yx; ϱ(x)) ⊂ O. This yields that tx := (ϱ(x) − ∥yx − x∥) ∈ [0, ϱ(x)].
Moreover, for

ζx :=


yx − x

∥yx − x∥
, if x ̸= yx,

(1, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ Rn, if x = yx,

we have

B((x− txζx) + ϱ(x)ζx; ϱ(x)) ∩ Oc = B(yx; ϱ(x)) ∩ Oc ⊂ B̄(yx; ϱ(x)) ∩ Oc = ∅.

This gives, using Remark 1, that

⟨y − x+ txζx, y − x+ (tx − 2ϱ(x))ζx⟩ > 0, ∀y ∈ Oc.

Case 2: ϱ(x) = +∞.

Then x ∈ B̄(x + δ(yx − x); δ) ⊂ O for all δ > 0. Clearly, we have that ∥yx − x∥ ≤ 1.
Case 2.1: yx = x.

Then B̄(x; δ) ⊂ O for all δ > 0, which yields that O = Rn. Now taking ζx any unit
vector, we clearly have, as Oc = ∅, that

⟨ζx, y − x⟩ ≤ 0, ∀y ∈ Oc.

Case 2.2: yx ̸= x.

Let ζx := yx−x
∥yx−x∥ . For all δ > 0, we have

B̄(x+ δ∥yx − x∥ζx; ∥yx − x∥δ) ∩ Oc = B̄(x+ δ(yx − x); ∥yx − x∥δ) ∩ Oc

⊂ B̄(x+ δ(yx − x); δ) ∩ Oc = ∅.

Hence, by Remark 1, we deduce that for all δ > 0, we have

⟨ζx, x− y⟩ < 1

2δ∥yx − x∥
∥y − x∥2, ∀y ∈ Oc.

Taking δ −→ +∞, we conclude that ⟨ζx, y − x⟩ ≤ 0 for all y ∈ Oc.

Example 1. In this example, we prove that the inequality (8) cannot be strict. In
R2, let O := Sc where S is the closed set

S := {(x, y) ∈ R2 : x ∈]−∞,−1] ∪ [1,+∞[ and y = 0}.

Clearly, O is the union of closed balls with radius function ϱ(x, y) := +∞ for all
(x, y) ∈ O. Consider (0, 0) ∈ O and ζ = (ζ1, ζ2) unit such that

⟨(ζ1, ζ2), (x, y)− (0, 0)⟩ ≤ 0, ∀(x, y) ∈ Oc.

6



Then ζ1x + ζ2y ≤ 0 for all (x, y) ∈ Oc. Taking (x, y) = (±1, 0) ∈ Oc, we obtain that
ζ1 = 0. Hence, ζ = (0,±1). Now, since (1, 0) ∈ Oc, we have that

⟨ζ, (1, 0)− (0, 0)⟩ = ⟨(0,±1), (1, 0)⟩ = 0.

2.4 Statement of the Main Result

We begin by introducing some notations needed for the statement of our main result.
Let S ⊂ Rn be nonempty and closed, and let r(·) : bdryS −→]0,+∞] be continuous.
We denote by ρ : Sc −→]0,+∞] the function defined in (3), that is,

ρ(x) := min

{
r(s)

2
: s ∈ projS(x)

}
.

Note that the function ρ is lower semicontinuous on Sc, and the infimum defining ρ(x),
for each x ∈ Sc, is attained, see [10, Proof of Theorem 3.1]. So, for each x ∈ Sc, we

denote by sx ∈ projS(x) a point such that ρ(x) = r(sx)
2 . For γ > 0, and ρx := dS(x)

for all x ∈ Sc, we define the function ϱγ : S
c −→]0,+∞] by

ϱγ(x) := max

{
γρx,

1

2

√
γ2ρ2x + 4ρ(x)2

}
. (9)

Now we are ready to state the main result of this paper, namely Theorem 1.
Note that this theorem, whose proof is deferred to the next section, generalizes [10,
Theorem 3.1] as we will illustrate in Corollary 1.

Theorem 1. Let S ⊂ Rn be a nonempty and closed set satisfying the extended
exterior r(·)-sphere condition for some continuous function r(·) : bdryS −→]0,+∞].
Then for all 1

2
√
3−2

≤ γ < 1, Sc is the union of closed balls with lower semicontinuous

radius function ϱγ(·).

From the definition of the function ϱγ(·) given in (9), we deduce that ϱγ(x) ≥ ρ(x)
for all x ∈ Sc. Then Theorem 1 gives rise to the following corollary, which coincides
with [10, Theorem 3.1].

Corollary 1 ([10, Theorem 3.1]). Let S ⊂ Rn be a nonempty and closed set sat-
isfying the extended exterior r(·)-sphere condition for some continuous function
r(·) : bdryS −→]0,+∞]. Then Sc is the union of closed balls with lower semicontinu-
ous radius function ρ(·).

Example 2. In this example, we prove that the constant γ in Theorem 1 cannot be
replaced by 1. We consider in R2 the three points

c1 :=
(
− 2√

3
, 0
)
, c2 :=

(
1√
3
,−1

)
, and c3 :=

(
1√
3
, 1
)
.
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Proposition1: Let A be a closed set. The open set Ac is the union of closed

balls with radius ρ(.) if there exists a function ρ : Ac ⟶ ] 0, +∞] such that:

(i)  ρ is lower semicontinuous on Ac.

(ii) (∀ x ∈ Ac)∃ a unit vector ζ  satisfying:

* If ρ(x) < +∞, ∃ t ∈ [0, ρ(x)] such that

    ≺ ζ , z- x+ t ζ ≻ < 1
2 ρ(x) z- x+ t ζ

2 for all z ∈ A

* If ρ(x) = +∞, ≺ ζ , z- x ≻ ≤ 0  for all z ∈ A

In the case ρ(x) = +∞ the inequality is less than or equal:

Example: Let A be the closed set below the x-axis and below the 

lower semi-circle of center x = (0, 0) and radius 1.

Let ζ = (0, 1). B(x+ t ζ , t) ⊂ Ac for all t > 0  ⟹  ρ(x) = ∞ . 

The point z = (1, 0) ∈ A and ≺ ζ , z- x ≻ = 0

Remark 1:  The following inequalities are equivalent

    ≺ ζ , z- x+ t ζ ≻ < 1
2 ρ(x) z- x+ t ζ

2 (1)

     ≺ z- x+ t ζ , z- x+ t ζ - 2 ρ(x) ζ ≻ > 0  (2)

Remark 2:  If the segment [a, b] = [a, a+ 2 r ζ] is a diameter 

for the ball B(a+ r ζ , r)  then

  B(a+ r ζ , r) ⊂ Ac if and only if  ≺ z- a, z- b ≻ > 0  for all z ∈ A

Remark 3:  Inequality (1) is correct if   ≺ ζ , z- x+ t ζ ≻ < 0  

Proposition2: Let A be a closed set. The open set Ac is the union of closed

balls with radius ρ(.) if there exists a function ρ : Ac ⟶ ] 0, +∞] such that:

(i)  ρ is lower semicontinuous on Ac.

(ii) (∀ x ∈ Ac)∃ a unit vector ζ  satisfying:

* If ρ(x) < +∞, ∃ t ∈ [0, ρ(x)] such that 

   for z ∈ A the following implication holds

    ≺ z- x+ t ζ , ζ ≻ ≥ 0 ⟹ ≺ z- x+ t ζ , z- x+ t ζ - 2 ρ(x) ζ ≻ > 0

* If ρ(x) = +∞, ≺ z- x, ζ ≻ ≤ 0  for all z ∈ A

By proposition1,    ≺ ζ , z- x+ t ζ ≻ < 1
2ρ(x) z- x+ t ζ

2  

This inequality is equivalent to   ≺ 2 ρ(x) ζ , z- x+ t ζ ≻ < z- x+ t ζ2

⟺ ≺ z- x+ t ζ , 2 ρ(x) ζ ≻ < ≺ z- x+ t ζ , z- x+ t ζ ≻
⟺ ≺ z- x+ t ζ , z- x+ t ζ - 2 ρ(x) ζ ≻ > 0
But this inequality is always correct if ≺ z- x+ t ζ , ζ ≻ < 0
In fact, ≺ z- x+ t ζ , z- x+ t ζ - 2 ρ(x) ζ ≻

= ≺ z- x+ t ζ , z- x+ t ζ ≻ -2 ρ(x) ≺ z- x+ t ζ , ζ ≻

> z- x+ t ζ2 ≥ 0

Notation: Let A be a nonempty closed set in Rn satisfying the extended 

exterior r(.)-sphere  condition.  For all x ∈ Ac,  let ρx = dA(x) and let  
ax ∈ projA x such that r(ax) = Min { r(a) : a ∈ projA x}

Theorem: Let A be a nonempty closed set in Rn satisfying the extended 

exterior r(.)-sphere  condition. Then Ac is the union of closed balls with 

radius ρe(x)  where  1

2
≤ e < 1 is a constant and 

ρe(x) = eMaxρx, 1
2 ρx2 + r(ax)2   

Corollary: Let A be a nonempty closed set in Rn satisfying the extended 

exterior r(.)-sphere  condition. Then Ac is the union of closed balls with 

radius  ρ(x) = e2 r(ax) =
e
2 Min { r(a) : a ∈ projA x  

Remark: We can’t replace e by 1.  In fact:

*   ρ (x) < ρx. 
Let A = (y, z)  y2 + z2 ≥ 1 then A satisfies the exterior sphere condition with radius 

r = 1 

Let x = {0, 0} then ρx = 1 and 

The largest open ball in Ac containing x has a radius 1. 

Therefore, ρ(x) < ρx

*   ρ(x) < 1
2 ρx2 + r(ax)2

Let c1 =  -2

3
, 0, c2 =  1

3
, -1, c3 =  1

3
, 1  

A = (y, z) y+ 2

3

2
+ z2 ≥ 1 , y- 1

3

2
+ (z+ 1)2 ≥ 1 and y- 1

3

2
+ (z- 1)2 ≥ 1 

A is the closed region outside the circles of centers ci and radius 1

A satisfies the exterior sphere condition with radius r = 1

Let  x = {0, 0} then projA x = {a , b, c}  where 

a = -1

2 3
, -1

2 , b = -1

2 3
, 1

2 and c = 1

3
, 0 ,

ax = a  ⟹    ρx = x- ax = 1

3
and r(ax) = 1 

The largest open ball in Ac containing x has a radius 1

3
= 1

2 ρx2 + r(ax)2

Therefore ρ(x) < 1
2 ρx2 + r(ax)2

O

c3

c1

c2

Proof of theorem:

Claim:  ρe(.) is lower semi- continuous:  .......

Case1:  ρx ≥ 1
2 ρx2 + r(ax)2 then ρe(x) = eρx  

1st Proof: using balls

 x ∈ B(x, ρe(x)) = B(x, eρx)⊂ B(x, ρx)⊂ Ac

2nd Proof: using inner product

Let t= eρx ∈ [0, ρe(x)] and let ζ0 = ζax = x-ax
x-ax

 LHS= ≺ z- x + t ζ0, z- x + t ζ0 - 2ρe(x) ζ0 ≻= ≺ z- x + eρx ζax, z- x - eρx ζax ≻

=z- x2 - e2 ρx2 > z- x2 -ρx2 = ≺ z- x +ρx ζax, z- x -ρx ζax ≻

= ≺ z- ax, z- ax - 2ρx ζax ≻ ≥ 0 because z ∉ B(ax +ρx ζax, ρx)

Case 2:  ρx < 1
2 ρx2 + r(ax)2  then  ρe(x) = e2 ρx2 + r(ax)2

Claim1 : (a) ρx < 1

3
r(ax)

  (b) ρe(x) < e

3
r(ax)

a)  ρx < 1
2 ρx2 + r(ax)2 ⟹ 4ρx2 <ρx2 + r(ax)2 ⟹ 3ρx2 < r(ax)2  

     ⟹ ρx < 1

3
r(ax)

b) ρe(x) = e2 ρx2 + r(ax)2 < e

2
1
3 r(ax)

2 + r(ax)2 = e

3
r(ax)

Case 2.1:  ax ∉ ∂(int A)

Since A satisfies the extended exterior r(.)-sphere condition, we conclude that the unit

vector ζax is realized by an r(ax) - sphere.

Case 2.1.1  If r(ax) =∞ then ≺ z- ax, ζax ≻ ≤ 0  for all z ∈ A. 
    ⟹  ≺ z- x, ζax ≻ = ≺ z- ax, ζax ≻-≺ x - ax, ζax ≻

≤-≺ x - ax, ζax ≻ =-ρx ≺ ζax, ζax ≻=-ρx < 0

Case 2.1.2 If r(ax) <∞ then by Remark 1, ≺ z- ax, z- ax - 2 r(ax) ζax ≻ ≥ 0   (1)

Let  ζ0 = ζax and let t=Max {0, ρe(x) - (r(ax) -ρx)} ∈ [0, ρe(x)]
We have to prove the implication:

 ≺ z- x + t ζ0, ζ0 ≻ ≥ 0 ⟹ ≺ z- x + t ζ0, z- x + t ζ0 - 2ρe(x) ζ0 ≻ > 0

Case 2.1.2.1 ρe(x) > r(ax) -ρx  then t=ρe(x) - (r(ax) -ρx)
⟹ z- x + t ζ0 = z- ax -ρx ζax + (ρe(x) - r(ax) +ρx) ζax = z- ax + (ρe(x) - r(ax)) ζax
 LHS= ≺ z- x + t ζ0, z- x + t ζ0 - 2ρe(x) ζ0 ≻

= ≺ z- ax + (ρe(x) - r(ax)) ζax, z- ax - (ρe(x) + r(ax)) ζax ≻
 = ≺ z- ax, z- ax - (ρe(x) + r(ax)) ζax ≻ +≺ (ρe(x) - r(ax)) ζax, z- ax ≻

-≺ (ρe(x) - r(ax)) ζax, (ρe(x) + r(ax)) ζax ≻
 = ≺ z- ax, z- ax - 2 r(ax) ζax ≻-(ρe(x) - r(ax)) (ρe(x) + r(ax)) ≺ ζax, ζax ≻

≥ -(ρe(x) - r(ax)) (ρe(x) + r(ax)) = r(ax)2 -ρe(x)2 > 0

 Case 2.1.2.2   ρe(x)≤ r(ax) -ρx then t= 0

    LHS= ≺ z- x + t ζ0, z- x + t ζ0 - 2ρe(x) ζ0 = ≺ z- x, z- x - 2ρe(x) ζax ≻

= ≺ z- ax -ρx ζax, z- ax -ρx ζax - 2ρe(x) ζax ≻
          

= ≺ z- ax, z- ax -ρx ζax - 2ρe(x) ζax ≻ + ≺-ρx ζax, z- ax ≻+ ≺-ρx ζax, -ρx ζax - 2ρe(x) ζax ≻
      = ≺ z- ax, z- ax - 2ρx ζax - 2ρe(x) ζax ≻+ρx(ρx + 2ρe(x))

> ≺ z- ax, z- ax - 2ρx ζax - 2ρe(x) ζax ≻

= ≺ z- ax, z- ax - 2 r(ax) ζax +≺ z- ax, 2 r(ax) - 2ρx ζax - 2ρe(x) ζax ≻

≥ ≺ z- ax, 2 (r(ax) -ρx -ρe(x)) ζax ≻

= 2 (r(ax) -ρx -ρe(x))≺ z- ax, ζax ≻ ≥ 0

because ρe(x)≤ r(ax) -ρx and ≺ z- ax, ζax ≻ ≥ 0

Case 2.2:  ax ∈ ∂(int A)  

For all  ϵ ∈ (0, ρx) , B(ax, ϵ)⋂ int A≠ϕ.   Let zϵ ∈ B(ax, ϵ)⋂ int A , and let ξϵ = zϵ-x
zϵ-x

The segment joining the point x ∉ A to the point zϵ ∈ A intersects ∂A at a point aϵ

⟹  a∈ = x + t1 ξϵ  and  z∈ = x + t2 ξϵ  where t2 > t1 ≥ρx

Claim2:  aϵ - ax< ϵ

Proof of claim2: 

 zϵ - ax2 -aϵ - ax2 = ≺ z∈ - a∈, z∈ + a∈ - 2 ax ≻= ≺ (t2 - t1) ξ∈, (t2 + t1) ξ∈ + 2 x - 2 ax ≻
 = (t2 - t1)≺ ξ∈, (t2 + t1) ξ∈ + 2 x - 2 ax ≻= (t2 - t1) [(t2 + t1) +≺ ξ∈, 2 x - 2 ax ≻]
 = (t2 - t1) [(t2 + t1) + 2ρx ≺ ξ∈, ζax ≻] > 0 

 because t2 > t1 and t2 + t1 + 2ρx ≺ ξ∈, ζax ≻ > ρx +ρx - 2ρx = 0

 Therefore  aϵ - ax<zϵ - ax≤ ϵ

Lemma 3:  There exists ζax′ ∈NAP(ax) such that:

(i)  For every z ∈ A 
     ≺ z - ax, z - ax - 2 r (ax) ζax

′ ≻ ≥ 0 if r (ax) < ∞

≺ z - ax, ζax
′ ≻ ≤ 0 if r (ax) = +∞

(ii)  ≺ ζax, ζax
′ ≻ ≥ 0

Proof of Lemma 3:  

(∀ ϵ > 0) , ∃ ζaϵ ∈ NAP(aϵ)  realized by an r(aϵ) - ball 
Therefore, (∀ z ∈ A) we have

 ≺ z - aϵ, z - aϵ - 2 r (aϵ) ζaϵ ≻ ≥ 0 if r (aϵ) < ∞

 ≺ z - aϵ, ζaϵ ≻ ≤ 0 if r (aϵ) = ∞

(i) If ϵ → 0 then zϵ → ax, aϵ → ax , r(aϵ) → r(ax) and ζaϵ → ζax′ ∈ NAP(ax)  

Case 1: r(ax) < +∞
For small ϵ, r(aϵ) < +∞
lim ≺ z - aϵ, z - aϵ - 2 r (aϵ) ζaϵ ≻ ≥ 0

⟹ ≺ z - ax, z - ax - 2 r (ax) ζax
′ ≻ ≥ 0    for every z ∈ A

Case 2: r(ax) = +∞ 
Case 2.1: There exists a subsequence of aϵ such that r(aϵ) = +∞
≺ z - aϵ, ζaϵ ≻ ≤ 0⟹  lim ≺ z - aϵ, ζaϵ ≻ ≤ 0  ⟹ ≺ z - ax, ζax

′ ≻ ≤ 0

Case 2.2: There exists ϵ0 such that r(aϵ) < +∞ for all ϵ ≥ ϵ0

In this case lim r(aϵ) = r(ax) = +∞
≺ z - aϵ, z - aϵ - 2 r (aϵ) ζaϵ ≻ ≥ 0

⟹  ≺ z - aϵ, ζaϵ ≻ ≤ 1
2 r (aϵ)

≤ z - aϵ, z - aϵ ≻

⟹  lim ≺ z - aϵ, ζaϵ ≻ ≤ lim 1
2 r (aϵ)

≤ z - aϵ, z - aϵ ≻

⟹  ≺ z - ax, ζax
′ ≻ ≤ 0

(ii)  Since  zϵ ∈ A then 
≺ zϵ - aϵ, zϵ - aϵ - 2 r (aϵ) ζaϵ ≻ ≥ 0 if r (aϵ) < ∞

 ≺ zϵ - aϵ, ζaϵ ≻ ≤ 0 if r (aϵ) = ∞

 
Case 1: There exists a subsequence of aϵ such that r(aϵ) = +∞
   ≺ zϵ - aϵ, ζaϵ ≻ ≤ 0  ⟹ ≺ zϵ-aϵ

zϵ-aϵ
, ζaϵ ≻ ≤ 0    ⟹ ≺ zϵ-x

zϵ-x
, ζaϵ ≻ ≤ 0

   lim ≺ zϵ-x
zϵ-x

, ζaϵ ≻ ≤ 0   ⟹ ≺ ax-x
ax-x

, ζax
′ ≻ ≤ 0 ⟹ ≺ -ζax, ζax

′ ≻ ≤ 0

Case 2: There exists ϵ0 such that r(aϵ) < +∞ for all ϵ ≥ ϵ0

≺ zϵ - aϵ, zϵ - aϵ - 2 r (aϵ) ζaϵ ≻ ≥ 0

⟹ ≺ zϵ - aϵ, 2 r (aϵ) ζaϵ ≻ ≤ ≺ zϵ - aϵ, zϵ - aϵ ≻  
⟹ ≺ zϵ - aϵ, ζaϵ ≻ ≤ 1

2 r (aϵ)
zϵ - aϵ2 

⟹ ≺ zϵ-aϵ
zϵ-aϵ

, ζaϵ ≻ ≤ 1
2 r (aϵ)

zϵ - aϵ 

⟹ lim ≺ zϵ-x
zϵ-x

, ζaϵ ≻ ≤ lim 1
2 r (aϵ)

zϵ - aϵ

⟹ ≺ ax-x
ax-x

, ζax
′ ≻ ≤ 1

2 r (ax)
ax - ax  ⟹ ≺ -ζax, ζax

′ ≻ ≤ 0

Case 2.2.1:  r(ax) =∞   ⟹  ρe(x) =∞

By lemma 3, ∃ζax′ ∈NAP(ax) such that: for all z ∈ A we have 

 ≺ z - ax, ζax
′ ≻ ≤ 0  and  ≺ ζax, ζax

′ ≻ ≥ 0

  ⟹  ≺ z - x, ζax
′ ≻ = ≺ (z - ax) - (x - ax), ζax

′ ≻

= ≺ z - ax, ζax
′ ≻ -ρx ≺ ζax, ζax

′ ≻ ≤ 0

⟹  ≺ z - x, ζax
′ ≻ ≤ 0  

Case 2.2.2:  r(ax) <∞  ⟹  ρe(x) <∞

By lemma 3, ∃ζax′ ∈NAP(ax) such that: for all z ∈ A we have 

   ≺ z - ax, z - ax - 2 r (ax) ζax
′ ≻ ≥ 0    and  ≺ ζax

′ , ζax ≻ ≥ 0

   Let cx = ax + r(ax) ζax′

Claim3: cx - x≤ r(ax)2 +ρx2 = 2
e
ρe(x)

Proof of Claim 3

cx - x2 =(cx - ax) - (x - ax)2 =r(ax) ζax′ -ρx ζax2

= r(ax)2 +ρx2 - 2 r(ax)ρx ≺ ζax′ , ζax ≻ ≤ r(ax)2 +ρx2

Let   ζ0 = cx-x
cx-x

  then  x = cx -cx - x ζ0  

Let  t=Max {0, ρe(x) -cx - x} ∈ [0, ρe(x)]
  We have to prove the implication:

    ≺ z- x + t ζ0, ζ0 ≻ ≥ 0 ⟹ ≺ z- x + t ζ0, z- x + t ζ0 - 2ρe(x) ζ0 ≻ > 0   ∀ z ∈ A

Case 2.2.2.1: cx - x<ρe(x)  ⟹  t=ρe(x) -cx - x 

 z- x + t ζ0 = z- (cx -cx - x ζ0) + t ζ0 = z- cx +ρe(x) ζ0

 LHS= ≺ z- x + t ζ0, z- x + t ζ0 - 2ρe(x) ζ0 ≻ = ≺ z- cx +ρe(x) ζ , z- cx -ρe(x) ζ ≻
            =z- cx2 -ρe(x)2

> z- cx2 - r(ax)2

            = ≺ z- cx + r(ax) ζax′ , z- cx - r(ax) ζax′ ≻
 = ≺ z- ax , z- ax - 2 r(ax) ζax′ ≻ ≥ 0

Case 2.2.2.2: ρe(x)≤cx - x  ⟹  t= 0

 We have to prove the implication:

    ≺ z- x, ζ0 ≻ ≥ 0 ⟹ ≺ z- x, z- x - 2ρe(x) ζ0 ≻ > 0   ∀ z ∈ A

Claim 4:  ≺ z- x, z+ x - 2 cx ≻ ≥ r(ax)2 -cx - x2

Proof:  LHS= ≺ z- x, z+ x - 2 cx ≻ = ≺ z- ax + ax - x, z+ x - 2 cx ≻

= ≺ z- ax, z+ x - 2 cx ≻ +≺ ax - x, z- ax + ax + x - 2 cx ≻

= ≺ z- ax, z+ x - 2 cx + ax - x ≻ +≺ ax - x, ax + x - 2 cx ≻

= ≺ z- ax, z- ax - 2 (cx - ax)≻ +≺ (ax - cx) - (x - cx), (ax - cx) + (x - cx)≻

= ≺ z- ax, z- ax - 2 r(ax) ζax′ ≻ +ax - cx2 -x - cx2

≥ r (ax)2 -cx - x2

Claim 5:  cx - x2 - r(ax)2 < ρx2 2 e cx-x
ρe(x)

- 3

Proof:  cx - x < 2
e
ρe(x) ⟹ cx - x2 < 2

e
ρe(x)cx - x = 2

e ρe(x)
cx - xρe(x)2

⟹ cx - x2 < 2
e ρe(x)

cx - x e
2

4 ρx2 + r(ax)2= e

2 ρe(x)
cx - x ρx2 + r(ax)2

LHS=cx - x2 - r(ax)2 < e

2 ρe(x)
cx - x ρx2 + r(ax)2- r(ax)2

= e ρx2
2 ρe(x)

cx - x+ r(ax)2  e cx-x2 ρe(x)
- 1

≤ e ρx2
2 ρe(x)

cx - x+ 3ρx2 e cx-x2 ρe(x)
- 1 by claims 1 and 3

=ρx2 e cx-x2 ρe(x)
+ 3 e cx-x

2 ρe(x)
- 3 =ρx2 2 e cx-x

ρe(x)
- 3

Proof of the implication 

LHS= ≺ z- x, z- x - 2ρe(x) ζ0 ≻= ≺ z- x, z- x - 2ρe(x) cx-xcx-x
≻

= ≺ z- x, z- x + ρe(x)
cx-x

(2 x - 2 cx)≻

= ≺ z- x, z- x + ρe(x)
cx-x

[(z+ x - 2 cx) - (z- x)]≻

= ≺ z- x, (z- x) 1- ρe(x)
cx-x

+ ρe(x)
cx-x

≺ z- x, z+ x - 2 cx ≻

≥ z- x2 1- ρe(x)
cx-x

+ ρe(x)
cx-x

 r (ax)2 -cx - x2 by claim 4

> z- x2 1- ρe(x)
cx-x

+ ρe(x)
cx-x

ρx2 3- 2 e cx-x
ρe(x)

 by claim 5

≥ ρx21- ρe(x)
cx-x

+ ρe(x)
cx-x

ρx2 3- 2 e cx-x
ρe(x)

 because z- x≥ dA x =ρx

= ρx21- ρe(x)
cx-x

+ 3 ρe(x)
cx-x

- 2 e = ρx21- 2 e+ 2 ρe(x)
cx-x



≥ ρx2(1- 2 e+ e) by claim 3

= ρx2(1- e) > 0

Fig. 1 The set S of Example 2

We define S := (B(c1; 1))
c ∩ (B(c1; 1))

c ∩ (B(c3; 1))
c, see Fig. 1. One can easily see

that S satisfies the extended exterior 1-sphere condition. Furthermore:

• The largest radius of an open ball in Sc = B(c1; 1) ∪ B(c1; 1) ∪ B(c3; 1) containing
c1 is ρc1 = 1.

• For the origin (0, 0), we have ρ(0,0) = 1√
3
and ρ(0, 0) = 1

2 . Moreover, the largest

radius of an open ball in Sc containing (0, 0) is

1√
3
=

1

2

√
ρ2(0,0) + 4ρ(0, 0)2.

3 Proof of the Main Result

The goal of this section is to provide an analytical proof for Theorem 1. Let S ⊂ Rn

be a nonempty and closed set satisfying the extended exterior r(·)-sphere condition
for some continuous function r(·) : bdryS −→]0,+∞]. We fix 1

2
√
3−2

≤ γ < 1.

Claim 1: The function ϱγ(·) is lower semicontinuous.

As the maximum of two lower semicontinuous functions is known to be lower semi-
continuous, and the function x 7→ ρx is continuous, it is sufficient to prove that the
function x 7→

√
γ2ρ2x + 4ρ(x)2 is lower semicontinuous. This latter follows directly

from the continuity of x 7→ ρx, the lower semicontinuity of ρ(·), and since the sum
of two lower semicontinuous functions is lower semicontinuous, and the two functions
x 7→ x2 and x 7→

√
x are both continuous and monotonically nondecreasing on [0,+∞].

This terminates the proof of Claim 1.
We proceed to prove that Sc is the union of closed balls with radius function ϱγ(·).

Let x ∈ Sc, and denote by sx ∈ projS(x) the point satisfying ρ(x) = r(sx)
2 , and by

ζsx := x−sx
∥x−sx∥ ∈ NP

S (sx). There are two cases to consider.

Case 1: γρx ≥ 1
2

√
γ2ρ2x + 4ρ(x)2.
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Then ϱγ(x) = γρx < +∞. Let tx := γρx ∈ [0, ϱγ(x)]. Since ζsx is realized by a
ρx-sphere, we have from (4) that

⟨s− sx, s− sx − 2ρxζsx⟩ ≥ 0, ∀s ∈ S.

This yields, using (5) and the inclusion

[x− txζsx , x− txζsx + 2ϱγ(x)ζsx ] = [x− γρxζsx , x+ γρxζsx ]

⊂ ]x− ρxζsx , x+ ρxζsx [

= ]sx, sx + 2ρxζsx [,

that
⟨s− x+ txζsx , s− x+ (tx − 2ϱγ(x))ζsx⟩ > 0, ∀s ∈ S.

Hence, for ζx := ζsx , we have

⟨s− x+ txζx, s− x+ (tx − 2ϱγ(x))ζx⟩ > 0, ∀s ∈ S.

Case 2: γρx < 1
2

√
γ2ρ2x + 4ρ(x)2.

Then ϱγ(x) =
1
2

√
γ2ρ2x + 4ρ(x)2. Moreover, it follows that

ρx <
2

γ
√
3
ρ(x) =

1

γ
√
3
r(sx),

ϱγ(x) <
2√
3
ρ(x) =

1√
3
r(sx), and

ρx + 2ϱγ(x) <

(
1

γ
+ 2

)
2√
3
ρ(x) ≤ 4ρ(x),

(10)

where the last inequality follows since γ ≥ 1
2
√
3−2

.

Case 2.1: sx ̸∈ bdry (intS).

Then the vector ζsx ∈ NP
S (sx) is realized by an r(sx)-sphere.

Case 2.1.1: r(sx) = 2ρ(x) = +∞.

Then ϱγ(x) = +∞, and ⟨ζsx , s− sx⟩ ≤ 0 for all s ∈ S. Hence, for ζx := ζsx , we have

⟨ζx, s− x⟩ = ⟨ζx, s− sx⟩ − ⟨ζx, x− sx⟩ ≤ −⟨ζx, x− sx⟩ = −ρx < 0, ∀s ∈ S.

Case 2.1.2: r(sx) = 2ρ(x) < +∞.

Then ϱγ(x) < +∞, and ⟨s− sx, s− sx − 2r(sx)ζsx⟩ ≥ 0 for all s ∈ S. Hence, for
ζx := ζsx , we have

⟨s− sx, s− sx − 4ρ(x)ζx⟩ ≥ 0, ∀s ∈ S.

This yields, using (5) and the inclusion

[x, x+ 2ϱγ(x)ζx] = [sx + ρxζx, sx + (ρx + 2ϱγ(x))ζx]
(10)
⊂ ]sx, sx + 4ρ(x)ζx[,

9



that, for tx := 0 ∈ [0, ϱγ(x)],

⟨s− x+ txζx, s− x+ (tx − 2ϱγ(x))ζx⟩ = ⟨s− x, s− x− 2ϱγ(x)ζx⟩ > 0, ∀s ∈ S.

Case 2.2: sx ∈ bdry (intS).

Let Nx ∈ N such that 0 < 1
Nx

< ρx. Having sx ∈ bdry (intS), we deduce that

B̄(sx;
1
n )∩intS ̸= ∅ for all n ≥ Nx. For each n ≥ Nx, we denote by zn ∈ B̄(sx;

1
n )∩intS

and by ζn := zn−x
∥zn−x∥ . We also consider sn ∈ [x, zn] ∩ bdryS, where the latter

intersection is nonempty since x ∈ Sc and zn ∈ intS. Clearly we have, for each n ≥ Nx,

sn = x+ tn1 ζn and zn = x+ tn2 ζn, for some tn2 > tn1 ≥ ρx.

A simple calculation yields that for all n ≥ Nx,

∥zn − sx∥2 − ∥sn − sx∥2 = (tn2 − tn1 )((t
n
2 + tn1 ) + 2ρx⟨ξn, ζx⟩) > 0,

where the last inequality follows since tn2 > tn1 , and

tn2 + tn1 + 2ρx⟨ξn, ζx⟩ > ρx + ρx − 2ρx = 0.

Hence, ∥sn − sx∥ < ∥zn − sx∥ ≤ 1
n for all n ≥ Nx. This gives that

lim
n−→+∞

sn = lim
n−→+∞

zn = sx. (11)

On the other hand, as S satisfies the extended exterior r(·)-sphere condition, there
exists, for each n ≥ Nx, a unit vector ξn ∈ NP

S (sn) such that{
⟨s− sn, s− sn − 2r(sn)ξn⟩ ≥ 0 for all s ∈ S, if r(sn) < +∞,

⟨ξn, s− sn⟩ ≤ 0 for all s ∈ S, if r(sn) = +∞.
(12)

From (11), the proximal normal inequality, the continuity of r(·), and since ξn is unit,
we can assume that ξn −→ ξsx ∈ NP

S (sx).

Claim 2: The unit vector ξsx satisfies the following:

(i)

{
⟨s− sx, s− sx − 2r(sx)ξsx⟩ ≥ 0 for all s ∈ S, if r(sx) < +∞,

⟨ξsx , s− sx⟩ ≤ 0 for all s ∈ S, if r(sx) = +∞.

(ii) ⟨ξsx , ζsx⟩ ≥ 0.

Note that Claim 2(i) follows after taking n −→ ∞ in (12). For Claim 2(ii), it is
sufficient to replace s by zn in (12), then take n −→ ∞ after noticing that

zn − sn
∥zn − sn∥

=
zn − x

∥zn − x∥
−→ ζsx .

Case 2.2.1: r(sx) = 2ρ(x) = +∞.
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Then ϱγ(x) = +∞, and by Claim 2, there exists a unit vector ξsx ∈ NP
S (sx) such that

⟨ξsx , s− sx⟩ ≤ 0, ∀s ∈ S, with ⟨ξsx , ζsx⟩ ≥ 0.

Hence, for ζx := ξsx , we have

⟨ζx, s− x⟩ = ⟨ξsx , s− sx⟩+ ⟨ξsx , sx − x⟩ ≤ ⟨ξsx , sx − x⟩ = −ρx⟨ξsx , ζsx⟩ ≤ 0, ∀s ∈ S.

Case 2.2.2: r(sx) = 2ρ(x) < +∞.

Then ϱγ(x) < +∞, and by Claim 2, there exists a unit vector ξsx ∈ NP
S (sx) such that

⟨s− sx, s− sx − 2r(sx)ξsx⟩ ≥ 0, ∀s ∈ S, with ⟨ξsx , ζsx⟩ ≥ 0. (13)

Let yx := sx + r(sx)ξsx . We define

ζx :=


yx − x

∥yx − x∥
, if yx ̸= x,

ξsx = ζsx if yx = x,

and tx := max{0, ϱγ(x)− ∥yx − x∥} ∈ [0, ϱγ(x)].

Case 2.2.2.1: ∥yx − x∥ ≤ ϱγ(x).

Then tx = (ϱγ(x)− ∥yx − x∥) ∈ [0, ϱγ(x)]. Clearly we have

x− txζx = yx − ϱγ(x)ζx and x+ (2ϱγ(x)− tx)ζx = yx + ϱγ(x)ζx.

This yields that

[x− txζx, x+ (2ϱγ(x)− tx)ζx] = [yx − ϱγ(x)ζx, yx + ϱγ(x)ζx]

(10)
⊂ ]yx − r(sx)ζx, yx + r(sx)ζx[. (14)

From (13) and the definition of yx, we deduce that

⟨s− yx + r(sx)ξsx , s− yx − r(sx)ξsx⟩ ≥ 0, ∀s ∈ S.

This gives using (14) and (5), that

⟨s− x+ txζx, s− x+ (tx − 2ϱγ(x))ζx⟩ > 0, ∀s ∈ S.

Case 2.2.2.2: ∥yx − x∥ > ϱγ(x).

Then tx = 0 ∈ [0, ϱγ(x)], and ζx = yx−x
∥yx−x∥ . So, we need to prove that

⟨s− x, s− x− 2ϱγ(x)ζx⟩ > 0, ∀s ∈ S.

11



Let s ∈ S. Using the definition of ζx, one can easily prove that

⟨s− x, s− x− 2ϱγ(x)ζx⟩ =

(
1− ϱγ(x)

∥yx − x∥

)
∥s− x∥2

+
ϱγ(x)

∥yx − x∥
⟨s− x, s− x− 2yx⟩. (15)

On the other hand, we have

⟨s− x, s− x− 2yx⟩ = ⟨s− sx, s− sx − 2(yx − sx)⟩
+ ⟨(sx − yx)− (x− yx), (sx − yx) + (x− yx)⟩
= ⟨s− sx, s− sx − 2r(sx)ξsx⟩
+ ∥sx − yx∥2 − ∥x− yx∥2
(13)

≥ ∥sx − yx∥2 − ∥x− yx∥2 = r(sx)
2 − ∥x− yx∥2.

Combining this latter with (15), we obtain that

⟨s− x, s− x− 2ϱγ(x)ζx⟩ ≥
(
1− ϱγ(x)

∥yx − x∥

)
∥s− x∥2

+
ϱγ(x)

∥yx − x∥
(
r(sx)

2 − ∥x− yx∥2
)
. (16)

Case 2.2.2.2.1: ∥yx − x∥ > 2ϱγ(x).

Then
(
1− ϱγ(x)

∥yx−x∥

)
> 0. Moreover, we have ∥s− x∥ ≥ dS(x) = ρx, and

r(sx)
2 − ∥x− yx∥2 = r(sx)

2 − ∥(x− sx) + (sx − yx)∥2

= r(sx)
2 − ∥ρxζsx − r(sx)ξsx∥2

= −ρ2x + 2r(sx)ρx⟨ξsx , ζsx⟩
(13)

≥ −ρ2x.

Hence, using (16), we conclude that

⟨s− x, s− x− 2ϱγ(x)ζx⟩ ≥ ρ2x

(
1− 2ϱγ(x)

∥yx − x∥

)
> 0.

Case 2.2.2.2.2: ∥yx − x∥ ≤ 2ϱγ(x).

Then

r(sx)
2 − ∥x− yx∥2 ≥ r(sx)

2 − 2ϱγ(x)∥x− yx∥

= r(sx)
2 − 2

ϱγ(x)
∥x− yx∥ϱγ(x)2
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= r(sx)
2 − 2

ϱγ(x)
∥x− yx∥

1

4

(
γ2ρ2x + r(sx)

2
)

= r(sx)
2

(
1− ∥x− yx∥

2ϱγ(x)

)
− γ2ρ2x

∥x− yx∥
2ϱγ(x)

(10)

≥ 3γ2ρ2x

(
1− ∥x− yx∥

2ϱγ(x)

)
− γ2ρ2x

∥x− yx∥
2ϱγ(x)

= γ2ρ2x

(
3− 2∥x− yx∥

ϱγ(x)

)
.

Add to this that ∥s− x∥ ≥ dS(x) = ρx, we deduce, using (16), that

⟨s− x, s− x− 2ϱγ(x)ζx⟩ ≥ ρ2x

(
1− 2γ2 + (3γ2 − 1)

ϱγ(x)

∥x− yx∥

)
≥ ρ2x

(
1− γ2

2

) [
since γ ≥ 1√

3
and

ϱγ(x)

∥x− yx∥
≥ 1

2

]
> 0.

The proof of Theorem 1 is terminated.
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